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vebblenent and Tield Svstems in biddleham nanor bebween 1600 and 1950,

Abstrect.

this work is concerned with the changes in settlement and Field 5178

tewus
of the Jishop of lLurham's iiiccleham bancr during the decline of the old

meshods of farming and tl ol the new betwe-n 1800 and 1850,

1500 the nucleated rursl settlencnt pattern of surviving villages
ana ceserted sites had ovecn established and formed ths basis of the 1050

patbern including the surviving hiddleham .anor villages of “dshop

b}

p

wedgelield and Corinforth, Lo neignbouring, non-eccliastical townships, waich

by 1850 were part of the parishes of tedgefield and Jishop ididdleham, there

were extant rilla G ceserted sites occupled by individual farns or fara

e

clusters.

In 1600, the townships of iddlehanm nanor presented a champion londscape
of large open fields, meadows and pasbures, oub enclesure in the Form of
severalties and Lammas closes had already made inroacds into lands held in
COLILON , rhe dispersion of farmstalls from the villarze tofts had not vet
taken place, ana there were ounership links betwecn the villare holdinge

and those in the township fields and pastures.

treed from the constrainte of cownwnal agsric ulture, the 17th century enclosure
allotuents proved endurizn; as alienable blocks in the land narket. ‘hey

also affected the 1850 patiern of enclosed farms with close correlabion

between farm and allotment bhoundsiri

&

S ~ow agricultoral practices were slou ta

develon with nedieval persisting into the 19th century and new crops

and rotations not introduced until & relativelr lete date,
R 0

in 1850 plot petterns in the villages remained the same with minor sub-

divisions. In wmost cases the farmetalls then occupied sives in

while villege tofts were used for other PUTDOSES.

5 .

ihe localised and internal contrasts in lands icape, farming and territorial

r—ﬁ

organisation derive Lrow the ! > that the lands of !iddleham ianor were held

'in demesne' with tenants answering directly to the Halmote Court (until 1926),.
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Introduction

In 1850 the three townshins of Biszhen Yiddleham, Cornforth
and Jedgefield, lying in South Dast Durham, were collectively known
as Middleham Manor. They formed psrt of the Bishop of Durham's
estate, end came under the jurisdiction of the "elmots Court.
listoric documents, books, mans end vlans belonging to the almote
Court znd the Church Jommissioners, relating to this menor, are
deposited in the Department of Palseogrephy and Diplomatic in the
University of Durham. JAmong them are Bnclosure ifwerds for Bishop
Middleham (169%) and Sedgefield (1636), es well as Tithe iwerds of
1839 for the three townshinz. The construction of maps from these
key sources would give an indication, in the first placé, of the
orgenisation of the townshin lands under & systen of cpen-field
cultivation and, in the second »nlace, the reorg;nisation thet
resulted from the changes that took place in agricultursl nractices
that have been termed The Agricultursl Revolution. Supplementing
these documents are a numbsr of other useful sources, important
among which are the Parliamentary Survey of 1647, Bishop Cosin's
Survey of 1661, =nd & series of Twenty-five-inch and Six-inch First
Bditions of the Ordnance Survey (01857), which contain useful
annotations made by the Hazlmote Court clerks concerning ownershin
of the land and tenure. The general purpose of this work, then, is

T

to use the orimary sources found in the Yalmote Court Collection along
with the general body of kmowledse available, in describing and
accounting for changes in settlement and field systems of Middleham
Manor that occurred betwesn 1600 and 1850,

The following,

aowsver, are more specific eims which fit into
the broad purnose defined aboeve:

the extent to which the distribution and the forms znd natterns of



settlement found on the mid-19th century mans can be accounted for

betwean 1600 and 1850;

i
<{
D

by nrocesses acthi
to examine land-ownershin snd tenure as factors in the develonment

of the large estat: s and the tensnted farms which had anseared b
() i

to look at field systems at the beginning and end of the veriod

and suggest a chronolosy for the chanse from one to the other. To

compere natterns of land-use in the 1839 Tithe Awards with those

before enclosure;

to meke @n examinstion of the frecshold township of Layton in

comperison with the Bishop's townshins;

to investigste the estzblishment and development of & number of

farms in the manorial lsnds and to look at the use of the land

through an examination of rotation schedules.,

Clesrly, changes in the ~ural landscape and agricultursl

organisation of Niddlehum Manor did take plece betwsen 1600 and 1850
but of their nature two questions will be asked. First, were they
revolutionary as the term 'Agricultural Revolution' suggests? Secénd,
what diffeerence did it make to the Manor of Middleham having the

Bishop as & landlord during a period of agricultural innovetion?
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THE CULTURZ2L A ND PHYSICAL

BACKGROCUND



The Cuitural and Physical Background

The History of the development of Durham County is influenced
very largely by its unusual legal and strategical position. From
Roman times and earlier the county has been in a border position.

It ley between the Brigentes and the Votedini and later between the
Denes of Yorkshire and the Angles of Northumberland. It was the
region that lay to the south of the esstern part of Hadrians Wall

in Romsn times and was crossed by the main Roman road (Dere Street)
on its way from York to Corbridge and the Wall. A Roman villa,
excavated at Uld Durham, hes the reputation of being the northernmost
farming estate of the Romen worlda. But apart from this and the
settlements associated with the military occupation of the county
(Binchester, Lanchester, Zbchester, etc.) little evidence is aveilable
of any Reman settlement vettern. Little also is known of the settle-
ment in the Dark Ages although medieval chroniclers describe Durhanm
then as thick in woods and snerse in ponulation.

In 634 A.D., after recovering his kingdom of Horthumbria, Oswald
sent to Iona for Aiden to found a monastery on Lindisfarne where siden
became bishop. In 685 4,D. Cuthbert had become bishop and by 75 A.D.
the morks of Lindisfarne were fleeing from Holy Island in the face of
Danish invesions cearrying his sanctified and incorruptitle body with
them. After seven years of wandering they settled in Chester-le-Street
where the Bishop of Chester-le-Street was granted land and jurisdiction
betweer. Tyne and Wear. Further Danish invasions in 995 A.D. forced
the community to flee to Ripon but after only a short stay they
returned north and settled at the present site of Durham where the
construction of' the cathedral was eventually undertuken. King Guthred,
a converted Danish ruler of Yorkshire, granted to St. Cuthbert the

lands tetween Tyne and Tees with 'sac soc and infangthief'.1 It would



seem from the Ilist sancto Guthberto that there was constant

struggle to retain certain lands in the south east of the county from
Eesington through Eden to Biltingham. Lends Llying to the north of the
Tees ir. the south and east of the county formed the Wepentake of
Sadberge end these were nurchased by Bishop Pudsey from Richard I.

The whole area of the old county then csme under his control and that
of his successors.

These processes established the regality of the Bishop but at
the same time the see was acquiring ownership of iand through nurchase,
grent end colonisation and so the proprietry rights of the bishoo were
also being extended.

By the time of the Norman Conguest the bishop was holding a
single court in which he dezlt with his judicizl business whether it
was connected with his role as a landlord or as & princely ruler.
Until the palatine judiciary began to develon slong the same lines as
the royal judiciary there was no distinction. This large area of
Durham County, known as the Palatinate, which came under the rule of
the Prince Bishops has been referred to as 'The Great Franchise' while
those lands over which he exercised the rights of Lendlordship have
been termed 'The Great Estate' from which the Bishop obtained his
personal wzalth., Initially, the two areas of ownership were
administered as a single whole but with the nassing of time and the
development of other administrstive institutions within the Palatinate,
the role of the Halmote Court vecame the sdministration of 'The Great
Estate'.

Episcopal YMalmote Rolls in Durham Begin in 1345 and these are
the records of the doings of the local tribunals regulating the
workings of the bishoos' estates. The Halmote courts were presided

ovsr by the bishops' stewards or denuties in circuits of the bishoons'



lends three times a yesr. It was customary to meet in a vill around
which other vills wers groupsd. Arrangements f'or the venue of the
court do not asve:rr to have becn rigid for it did not necessarily
meet at the seme place on cach circuit. For exsmple, in Bishoo
Skirlaw's time (1388-1405) the court of the Fiddleham Group was
sometimes held at liiddleham and sometimes at Sedgefield.

On the second of July, 1647, thirtsen jurors of Bishop Middleham
delivered to the Bishop of Durham, 'An exact and perfect survey of
the «...0. Manor of Bishop Middleham and the several townships there-
unto belonging (viz) Corneforth and Sedgefield had made and taken in
the months of June and July in the yecr of our Lord God One Thousand

-

undred and Fortyseven‘.J 4s a definition of the Mmor of Bishop

B
H
i

Six T
Middleham this would seem to be acceptable since both tenents and
landlord recognised it as such. The Halmote Court which regulated
the economic activity of the three vills zlso met there on its thrice-
yearly circuit of the bishop's manors within the Palatincte.

according to G. T. Lansley, however, no use of the word 'manor'
to describe the bishops' estutes is made until the middle ages 1s past
and he doubts whether we can regard these manors in the same wayv &s
manors elsewhere in England. The Halmote Court Rolls in the 14th
century show the bishops' vills in groups. These ars mapped on
Figure 1 showing the extent and dispersion of 'The freat Bstate' in
the 14th century. The organisation of the possessions was manorial
in that the bishop exercised the rights of medieval landlordship

through the Halmote Court with the villagers holding their lands in

terms of medieval tenure and ferming through rules of medieval
reguletion, Why the vills were grouped in this particular way is a

matter for research beyond the scope of this work but the grouping of

the liddleham vills seems to present little problem since they were
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already a 'grest soke' in the 10%th century when Bishop Cuthesard bought
for St. Cuthbert 'Bedgefield and all belonging to it'. The contiguous

2

nature of the vills enable it to be seen ss & single estate and so is
o

[N

7]

recognised in later centuries as a manor.

Ui

To Lapsley, groupings appesr to have been only an administrative
convenience for in the 14th century the court apvears to have dealt
with vills. This was certainly so at the beginning of the 17th
century. Halmote Court affairs of the Manor of Bishop Middlehem at
this time and henceforward are recorded and organised on the basis of
the three vills of Sedgefield, Bishop lMiddleham and Cornforth
separately, although thev are found grouved and referred tc¢ as the
manor of Bishop Middlehaxm. In their survey of 1647, the jurors of
Bishop Middleham stated, 'We »resent that there is two water corne
milnes belonging to the Lord of this Manor, the one in Sedgefield in
the noscsession of Richard ‘rights....ie vresent that the said milne
is in great decay and that the copvholders and leaseholders of
Sedgefiela Township ought to repair the same. fnd that the several
copyholders and leascholders of Sedgefield are tyde to grind at the
aforesaid milne.' Clesrly, to Bishop Middleham jurors the responsi-
bility was the townships and not collectively manorial.

Ir. the medieval wsriod the Bishons of Durham claimed the wealth
from the Great Bstate as heirs of St. Cuthbert whereas their political
vower was bestowed upon them by the Norman Conquerors to ensure a
bulwark in the north against invasions by the Scots. The establish-
ment of monarchical absolutism by the Tudors brought about grest
changes but although the wealth and nolitical power of the Church
was lcerbzd the Bishops of Durham suffered relatively slightly. The
Great Estate was little affected and his regal power was restricted,

f'or exsmple, by the removal of his criminal jurisdiction to the crown
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in 1536. As far as territorial organisation 1s concerned, the
Elizsbsthan Poor Law Act of 1601 was probably of greater significance
for it established the ecclesiastical pnarish as & unit of civil
administration,

Christisn missionary zeal and medieval agricultural prosperity
had resulted in the construction and staffing of many substantial
stone churches in some but not gll of the villages in the Palatinate.
These religious 'central places' offered the services of the church
to people over large areas outside the townships in which they were
situated. lence villages vossessing churches established links with
adjacent villages and hamlets having no churches. The Jurisdiction
of the village church would, therefore, extend over more than one
tewnship. The resulting network of parishes, whose boundaries seem
to bs based on those of the constituent townships, was consolidated
by the use the Elizabethans made of this structure to carry out their
social v»olicies.

By the beginning of the 19th century the nattern of ovarish

in Durham were those indicsted in Figure 2. At that time
the Parish of Sedgefield consisted of the townships of Sedgefield,
Bradbury end the Isle, Mordon, Foxton and Shotton, Butterwick and
Oldacres, Fishburn and Zmbleton. The Parish of Bishop 'Middleham held
the townships of' Bishop Niddleham, Cornforth, Meinsforth, Thrislington
and Germondsway (extra parochial). The resulting patchwork of town-
ships in these narishes is mapved in Figure 3 and their ccreage and
populations in the first five decades of the 19th century are given
in Table 1:1.

These additional townships were manors or estates of considerable
antiguity. They were held by individuals, were not governed by the

Halmote Court, did not form nart of the Great Estate and, therefore,



did not form part of Middleham Manor. WNor did two other manors which,
by 1850, hzd been absorbsd into the township of Sedpgefield. These
were the Layton Hstate lying in the south east of the township, and
the Hardwick Bstate lying to the west of the village.

The pattern of nucleated settlement within the township and narish
boundsitigs formed part of the relatively dense pattern of nucleated
rural settlemend vpresent in the southern and eastern parts of Durham
in 1820. B. K. Roberts »oints out that, 'throughout the whole of
south-eastern Durham, villages snd hamlets occurred in a remarkably
unif'orm distribution for whan the total is considered, including the
deserted settlements, nucleations secm to occur at intervals of
between one and a half znd two milss'. This is shown clexzrly on his
map, which was based on G. Greenwell's map of the County Palatine of
Jurizm (¢1820), end is reproduced in Figure L. Ie comments on the
marked contrast that existed between the north ond west on the one

hand, end the south and east on the other, and suggests that perhaps

. N . . A
the pettern has emerged in response to zonal distribution of resources.

Trhe zone of sparse nucleation in the north snd west offe-ed a
very limited range of nossibilities to the arable agriculturalist.
The high Pennine region (Fig. 5.) with an altitude of over 350 metres
presents a landscape of peat moorland covered with hesther and bracken
and is devoid of settlement for its riches have lain in the pasturage
it offered and in the lead, millstone grit and limestone concealed
beneath its shallow, moorish soils. Only in the deep vulleys of the
Tees, Year and Derwent were found nucleated settlements.

In the floothill area of the Pennines, which lies further east,
the eastward flowing rivers have dissected the Coal Measures producing
a lendscape of sandstone scarps and platesux separated by wide velleys,.

If this area was not attractive in terms of agricultural opportunity,



it was at least accessible from the lowlands to the east. Heve the
pattera of settlement is less controlled by the valleys and avpears
more scattered, although it is still relatively sparse. The wider-
bottomzd and sometimes steep-sided valleys have been colonised by
such settlements as Lanchester but nucleation has o:curred along the
interfluves where many settlements anpeared between the Boldon

Book (1183) and Hatfield (1382) surveys. Some of them bear the
place-name ending 'side' or 'set' indicative of a transhumence
settlement becoming nermansnt, for examples, Holmside and Hollingside.
These interfluves are relatively free of Arift with & thin soil cover,
and at altitudes of betwsen 4130 metres and 350 metres offered only
marginal opportunity to the cultivator. Indeed, it was not until
1773, for example, that some 15,000 acres of the waste known as
Lanchester Pell was enclosed.

It is the zone of the Bast Durham Plstesu znd the Tees Lowland
in the southern and eastern part of the county that presents the
pattern of closely-spaced nucleated rursl settlement. The Magnesian
Limestcne scarp, which forms the north-western boundery of this zone,
has been much-dissected by streams flowing off it to join the Wear
to the north-~west. Nowhere is it higher than 230 metres and its
altitude is fairly uniform bstween 180 metres and 200 metres. To
the south and east the Magnesian Limestons surface dips gently to
disappeer beneath the Triasszic sedimentaries of the Tees Lowlands
and to form cliffs some 15 metres high st the coast. Drift cover on
the plateau is thin in contrast to glacial deposits of considerazble
thickness in the Tees Lowlands to the south. Here all the land is
below 130 metres and the landscape is one of gently rolling topogranhy
typical of lowland glacisl deposition. There sre occasionsal areas of

post-glacial lacustrine deposits such as Bradbury and liordon Carrs



(Fig. 6.) which are ili-drained areas of flat land where denosits of
peat 15 metres t:ick are found. Above 35 metres streams flow in
incised valleys but these opzsn out into the estuarine lands where
topography becomes flat and drainage very poor. There are deposits
of boulder-clay up to 35 metres thick which in places are overlein
by sands, silts znd gravels.

K¢ Smith uses the term 'Durham's climatic bleskness' in summing
up the climete of the county. The major climatic gradient is in a
west-east direction in which the mean annual precinitstion decreases
from over 2030 mm at Moor House to less than 635 mm at Sunderland,
and where in August, the mean monthly soil temperature at 30 cms denth
increases from 1.5 degrees C. at Moor House to 15.3 degrees C. at
Durham. Taking the threshold of 6.1 degrees C. to detarmine the
length of the growing season, in the south east lowlands it lasts
some seven months from mid-April to mid-November, while at altitudes
of 500 metres in the west this has fellen to five and a half months.5

Along the Magnesian Limestone scarp, where the surface is drift-
free, limestone soils have ieveloped, the friable, marly limestone
weathering to a greater desnth than the concretionary limestones and
supporting a deeper soil. This well-drained position on the scaro
and dip-slope produces a dry, fertile loam. “here the limestone soils
are not present, there are usually brown calcareous soils shich vary
in texture from a sandy clay lozm to a clay loam. HElsewhere, there
are brown earths and where drainesge is good these prove to be good
soils. In the Tees-Lowlands Lhe soil types reflect the wide variety
of parent materials which include glacial tills, fluvio glacial
deposits, lacustrine sediments, aluvium (riverine and marine) and
aolian sands.

In summary, then, this south eastern part of the county is a



land of gently sloping and undulating topography, hzving a south-
easterly aspect, with a growing season of seven months sn an annual
rainfall of less than 700 mm. Such an ares with its dry fertile
loams of the dip-slope, its fertile loams of the Tees and Skerne
valleys, and its patches of sands, silts and gravels on the boulder-
clays, must have offered suitable osvortunities to settlers seeking
agricultural land.

That some séttlers had tsken the ovvnortunities offered is shown
as early as 1183 in the Boldon Book survey of Bishop Pudsey. 4t that
time the southern and eastern parts of the county hzd develoned as a
relstively prosperous region settled by servile cultivators. By
contrast, the north-western zone was sparsely settled with development
limited to a few favoured nlaces such as Wolsingham and Stanhope in
the Wear Valley where emphasis ley on the hunting preserves of the
bishop and pastoral pursuits, rather than srable farming.

At the beginning of the 17th century the landscape of the south
and east was dominated by large onen fields worked in common. By
the end of that century the landscape hsd changed to thst of a
reguler pattern of enclosed fields and scattered farmsteads for in
this ares the climax of the enclosure movement occurred between the
vears 1625 and 1675, when the strios and furlongs and scattered
holdings in the large open fields were replaced. In contrast, the
northern zand western areas remained & zone which was largely nastoral
in nature. Townfields occupied only a small nart of the available
land. The rest was divided among individual farmholdings with large
acreages of unenclosed, unimproved land which had to wait until the
end of the 18th and beginning of the 19th centuries when the demands
for grein provided the impetus for their enclosure by parliamentary

act.
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The lManor of Bishop Middleham lies in an almost central position
in south eastern Durham (Fig. 2.) with the northern Cornforth vill
(Fig. 6.) athwart the Magnesian Limestone scarp, Bishop Middleham
occupying the dip-slope and the vill of Sedgefield lying on the
glacias devosits of the Tees Lowlands. It is at its highest on the
scarp at some 150 metres and at its lowest in the southern part of
the Sedgefield lands at ¢80 metres. The gradual descent from the
scarp %o the lowlands, however, is broken by the Upper Skerne river
which flows through the southsrn part of Middleham vill in an east-
west direction before turning south, to the west of Sedgefield, to
join the River Tees. The course of this river as it flows through
the vill is msrked by a deep vallev, but more than this, under a
previous drainsge regime other channels hsve been cut some 2 kms north
of the present stream which have created 2 number of limestone knolls
that form significanrt nhysicel features. These are illustrated in
Figure 6 where the relief of the manor is shown. The village of
Bishop Middleham lies at about 100 metres and straddles one of these
channe’s. GCornforth occupies & sloping site on the northward-fecing
scarp st ¢115 metres, while Sedgefileld is also situsted at that
altitude but occupies & site on the glscial Tees lowlands.

These physical and cultural environmental factors are important
in a study 9f Middleham Manor for they show the processes that had
been operative in producing the landscape features present in 1600.
Changss which took vnlace between then and 1850 were not free from the
influences of the forces that hea been at work in earlier times and
nowhere are they more apparent than in an examination of settlement

distributicn and form.



—
-5

Chapter 1

References

1.

2

Vietoria I'istory of the County of Durhen (1905 - 1929)

-

Go To LAPSLEY, 'Hotes on the Boldon Book.' Victoria istory of

the County of Durham (1905 - 1928)

Durham University,

greohy snd Diplomatic,

n

—

Halmote Court Records, M50, Perliamecntary Surveys of Menors of

County Durham, July 1547

1
I

B Ko ROBARTS, 'Qural Settlement.' Durhem County and City with

. ) \ ; R ~
feesside J. 0. Dewdney (Bd.), Durham 1970

sy

, 'Climete cnd Jeatherl' Durhem County ond Gity with Teessi

d

[}

. Dewdney (d.), Durhom 1970

.
<2



CHLPTER TWO

SETTLEWNENT



SETTLEMENT
AL £3 DRI

Middleham Manor - An Overview of Settlement Pattern and Forms

In his study of the green-villages of Durham,1 H. Thorpe considers
site factors and observes that few green-villages are sited directly
on boulder-clay, the reason for this being that at the time of
establishment such aress would be heavily forested. Vhere they are
sited on boulder-clsy it is usually very thin. Cn the other hand,
many are sited on Magnesian Limestone, Coal Measure Sandstone snd
lillstene Grit rising above the drift cover. This he sees as well-
drained ground with a vegetational cover that could be cleared
relatively easily. COther sites are found in areas of lighter soils
where, for example, sands and gravels occur in the boulder-clays.

An examinetion of the area of Middleham Menor supports his findings
(Fig. 7.). Both Cornforth and Bishop YMiddleham stand on llagnesian
Limestone, while Sedgefield occupies a patch of sands and gravels.
Of the associated settlements (Fig. 3.) Mainsforth, Bradbury and
Mordon lie on sands &nd gravels, and Fishburn is situated on
Magnesian Limestone. Rut other sites by 1820 were occupied by no
more than individual farms in the cases of Layton and Swainston,

by small clusters of two or three ferms as at Foxton, Shotton,
Butterwick, Embleton and Garmondsway, or halls as at Thrislington

and Oldacres. In all cases

s, with the exception of (ldecres, these

are deserted village sites and none of themn lie on the lighter soils
but on heavier boulder-cleys, s fact which may have been of importance
in a decision to abandon.

By the beginning of the 19th century the townships bore the names
of villages of hamlets which existed then, or hsd existed in the vast.
‘“here two settlements were vresent, then the township bore & double

name, for example, Foxton and Shotton, cnd Butterwick and Oldacres.



Although from medievel decuments & neme link between the medieveal
manor and the 19th century township can be established, to establish
the presence of a nuclested settlement at the earlier date is more
difficult. In medieval sources knowledge of the spatial organisation
of the menor is assumed end only rarely is reference made to the
existence of a village and its form. To orove the existence of
villages at this time requires much detziled resesrch into medieval
documents. To show their existence at ths beginning of the 17th
century, however, enables the use of extant maps.

The earliest map of the county is 'Y Bishoprick' (1569) and the
settlements marked on this ma»n are shown on Table 2:1. This was
quickly followed by Sexton's map of 1576. On thisbeautifully produced
mep the cartographer locates and makes a simple classification of the
settlements.

Villages with Church

Sedgefield, Middleham and Embleton (Elmedon)

Villages without Church

Cornflorth, Garmondswey, Thrislington, Wainsforth, Bradbury,
Mordon, Foxton, Shotton, 0ld Akers, Butterwick, Fishburn

Halls (a casteilated‘qygpgll

The Isle, Layton, Bardwick.
Mordon, on his map cf 1695, also makes a kind of classification
as follows:

Villages ( pictorial symbol)

Me nsforth, Cornforth, Middleham, Sedgefield, Foxton, Shotton,
Butterwick, Uldacres, Elmedon

Settlements (marked by a small circle)

Thrislington, Morder, Precbury, Layton, Germondsway



1all (the symbol of a house)

The Isle, Herdwick

Christopher Maire's Msp of the County Palatine of Durham (1711)
is more detailed in its classification.
Market Town

Sedgefield
Parishes

Middleham and Sedgefield
Villages

Fishburn, Bradbury, lordcn, Foxton, Elmedon, Cornforth, Swainston
Hamlets

Shotton, Butterwick

Gentlemen's Houses

Meinsforth, The Isle, (ldacres, Layton

Teble 2:1 shows the anpesrance of these settlements in a
chronological secquence of these and other historic maps, the distrib-
uticns are majped in Figure 8 and reproduction is made of the relevant
perts of two of these maps in Figure 9.

From these maps it cen be seen that not too much weight can be
placed on them as evidence of the kinds of settlements that existed
as early as the end of the 16th century, for nothing is known of the
criteria used by the cartographers in distinguishing between settle-
ments, nor if they even had first hand knowledge of them. Probably
the social stetus of the person living in the settlement was of more
significance than the size of it. However, if the locational pattern
of the settlements is compsred with that on carly 19th century
(Fig. 3.) maps, it would apnear that in the 16th century, for example,

Saxton was looking at a distribution that was similar to that seen
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by Greenwell some two hundred end fifty years later. From as early

as 1569, then, it is possible to esteblish the presence of the pattern

of nucleated settlement sssocisted with the manor through the nersistence

of their names and their location on the early historic maps of the

county. i¢hat these maps do not show with any degree of accuracy is

any change of form that has taken place during this veriocd for the

information given by the cartographers is too limited to allow us to

distinguish with confidence between villzpges, hamlets, halls and farms.
friother limitation of the mapvs is the absence of boundsries other

than the inclusicn of 'fenced' perklands which appear more symbolic

then reel. Township boundaries ajvear on Greenwell's map of 1820,

but are less precise than those anvearing on the 183%9 Tithe maps and

the TMirst editions of the six inch and twenty-five inch Ordnance survey

mans of 1857, It is from an examination of these maps from the first

half of the 19th century thet the bounderies on the meps of the

townships have been based. It is argued that in this zone of relatively

dense end early settlement, all aveilable land would hove been occunied

by the vills and boundsries fixed at an early date. By 1647, there

b

wes no waste in Bishoy MNiddlehsm, The East Moor and South Moor of
Secdgefield were enclosed in 1639, as were the fields and moors of
Cornforth in 1628. DBoundsries would be & fact on the ground and in
the minds of villagers long before cartographers recorded them. In
the Bishop Middleham enclosure award lands bordering the vill are
referred to as 'Cornforth Lands' or 'Meinsforth Ground', etc. The
maintaining of the boundaries between the vills would be of grest
concern to the villagers for they had a much more direct relationship
with the land than hed the Bishop. They worked the lands and their
livelihood depended upon them. The Bishop's itinerant stewards would

rely on local knowledge of boundaries, and although their verbal



descrintions are sometimes ambiguous, in documentsary sources, never-
the-less, to the contemperery farmer there would be no confusion.
Vill or township boundaries would tend to persist in this rursl
agricultural srea at least until the spread of coalmining and the
increase in population that came in the 13th century, and indeed it
is not until the second half of the 19th century thet serious adjust-
ments occurred.

In the sbsence of cartographic evidence it would seem reasonable
to use such an argument to allow the township boundsries of the early
19th century to be regerded as the same as those at the beginning of
the 17th century. There is in existence, however, 'The platt of
the Lodship of Layton in the county of durham measured by instruments
in the 14th daye of apryll 1608 by Robert Farrow th'elder'.15 A copy
of' this map is shown in Figure 10 alongside a mav of the Layton
Township fields in 18%9. The interesting fact is that the plan shows
itself to be remarkably sccurste when comrared with the 1o ter Mmabe.
The irregular indentations of the township boundary are easily
compared and the correlation is seen to be very high. This is not
only praise for the skills of this early cartographer, but would also
seem tc support the thesis that the township boundaries would tend
to persist and that the 1600 boundaries sould probably be the same
as thosein 1850.

Plgure 3 shows thet by 1820 there were four categories of rural
settlement that had evolved on the nattern thet was already visible

in Saxton's 1576 map. Iirst, there were the villages that belonged

to the Manor of Bishop Middleham, namely Bishop Hiddleham, Cornforth
ana Sedgefield. These were the larged settlements and of these
Sedgefield was pre-eminent. Wot only does u comperison of' the nleans

(Figs. 12-30.) ghen this cleariy, but reference to the nopulstion



table (Table 1:1) will show that the population of Sedgefield township
was consistently more then double that of the other two in the first
half of the 19th century. (The townshin of Cornforth saw an incresse
in populetion from 353 in 1831 to 1,040 in 1851, but this was due to
the estsblishment of the coel-mining settlemént of West Cornforth.)

Secondly, there were three settlements that are called hamlets
for they contain within their »lan form cottage elements and farm—

steads. They eare Pradbury, Fishburn and Mordon and, as can be seen

[ORN

from the plans (Figs. 15, 1

y s 17.) are smallcr in size with township
populations in 1821 of 152, 192 and 12/ respectively.

Thirdly, there were seven settlements that can be described as
arm ¢lusters for they cocnsist of grouvs of two or three farms with
no apparent cottage element in their plan (Figs. 18-23.). These were

Mainsforth, Butterwick, Embleton, Swainston, Foxton, Shotton and
rarmondsway. The 1821 populetion figures for these townships were
small with Mainsforth having W persons, Butterwick 54, Embleton
(including Swainston) 102, Foxton and Shotton 63, and Garmondsway 35.

Fourthly, there were the sites which carried the names of town-
ships end were occupied by halls or single farmsteads such as Oldacres,
Thrislington, Layton, The Isle and Hardwick (Figs. 2l 25.).

The plans of these settlementis are taken from the first editions
of the twenty-five inch Ordnance Survey maps (1857) =nd in some cases
the Tithe maps (1839) or earlier maps where available. The increase
in populetion between 1821 and the dates of these maps is considered
insufficient to slter the basis on which the classification hzs been
mede. Farms can be recognised by the angular arrangement of buildings
of'ten enclosing a stockyerd end f recuently by the presence of a
circuler-shaped orotrusion from one of the buildings. This was a

gin-gan, & circular-gshaped building in which horses travelled round



and round operating e threshing and grinding mechanism. By the
beginning of the 19th century this had repleced the communsal corn
mill of the sort thet had caused so much concern to the Middleham
Jurcrs in 1647. The cottage elements sre shown as small plots
occupied by buildings and usually vossessing a separate nlot number
on the twenty-five inch Ordnence Survey mavs.

It is evident when exsmining the »nlans of Cornforth, Bishopn
Middlehem, Sedgefield, Mordon and Fishburn that the- e is regularity
in their form which is suggestive of them having buen planned and

laid out in this fashion. These planned villages hsve long been

recognised by geogravhers and have been a subject of research by &
number of them. For example, . Thorpe uses the shape of' the green

as the buosis of & clessification end recognised a) broad-green
villeges, D) street-green villesges and ¢) those villa ges with greens
of sn indeterminate shane. Urder this classification, Cornforth and
Sedgefield are broad-green types and Bishop Middleham, Fishburn and
Mordon aresireet-green types. Te refers to the concentration of these
plenned green-villages in the south-ezstern part of Durham as being
due to the influence of lowlernd cultures.

The conclusions he came to were that the green villages of Durhsm
developed from defensive enclosures on naturally open sites which
would be small in extent in formerly forested country and that from
plece-name evidence, the sites were occunied in early anglian times,
There is no evidence, however, that they had the planned element of
the green.1

B. ¥. Robert's Clessification of the Nucleated Rural Settlement
in Durkam County ¢1820, is much more comprehensive than Thorpe's
selective treatment. FHe nlaces Thorpe's nain criterion, the green,

in & secondary position. To him, the farms and dwellings and building
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seem to be the importsnt elements in a secttlement, there-

ge W )
oM2"7 les these and their apperent srrangement in rows & & basis

>

£0T% sssification. Fe recognises, for example, one row and two

£Qements with snd without greens, and multiple row settlements
lygonal greens. The mab of settlements so classified is
ficed in Migure 4, and in Figure 11 the distribution of nucleated

legent in the Middlel £ver is produced using the same classif'i-

-

on.

It is clear that there are irregular as well as reguler forms
present, but it is the reguler fPorms thet attract the interest, not
only for the presence of the green and the rows, but also the apparent
similerity of widths of building plots anc the uniformity of their
length in some of the reguler settlements indicating a meticulous
degree of planning with plots presumably laid out with a measuring
rod. ‘‘hen this plenned layout was undertaken is a matter of continuing
research, but lhere is a growing body of evidence in favour of dates
of origin during the medieval veriod. June A. SAGDpﬁrdﬁ suggests
thet the majority of regular villeges in Yorkshire are likely to huve
originated during the 11th and 12th centaries, and trat this accords
with “he findings of Robertsh ir his work on Durham villages. The
Harrying of the North end the layin;; waste of large numbers of manors
by %illiam I is seen &s the event that provided some of the need to
replasce villages by new planned settlements.

Tn Widdleham lenor and the essociated vills, the five settlements
alresdy mentioned show strong evidence of row development. They have
& regulerity of lavout thet nleces them in the category of planned
settlements which, if the suggested chronology is accented, indicates
that their demsrcstion tcok plece in the 11th or 12th centuries. This

woulc mean that the »lot pattern at 1850 wes even an inherited form
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in 1600.

Other thun these settlements, there are two that Roberts
classiies as irregular clusters being MeinsTorth and Lradbury.
Whether these forms, pre-date, post-date, or are contemporary with

the planned settlements is unknown.

The remaining scttlements, Thrislington, Poxton, Shotton, Layton,

Butterwick, Hmbleton, Sweinston and the Isle are classified ss
deserted villages with form unknown. Of their dates of depooulation
there i1s no record, and there is insufficient evidence from plens or
on the ground as to whether they had the regular layout of planned
settlenents or not.

Tre village and hamlet settlements mepped in Figure 3 coincide
with the planned settlements in Roberts' classificstion ang would,
therefcre, seem to huve an ancestry dating back to the medieval neriod.
Bradbury was the only exception, but exeminstion of the plan (Fig. 16.)
shows evidence of row develonment on the northern side of the village
street with tofts of & regulsr lengthe There is even a suggestion
that tcft widths ¢oe similar in size if the sub-divisions are ignored.
With the exceptions of lizinsforth, lerdwick and Cld scres, Lhe settle-
ments thet are shown as ferm clusters, individual lirge farms, or
halls, coincide with the deserted villoge sites. OFf the Jrevious
form nothing is kncwn, but “he early 19th century settlements would

seem to be recognissble forms that developed on these sites

x e
5 &

I

result of the post-medievel egricultural changes. The throe xceptions
all »nossess halls but lMainsforth hsll slsc Forms nart of & farm cluster
which sets it apart from the cthers. It also is an exception zmong

the farm clusters for it has e hall and slso becsuse it does not

occuny a deserted villege site.

There are, clearly, features of the nlesnned villages of the



Ilidclehiam Manor that meke them unicue, but before making individual
analyses of the forms of these three settlements it would be well to
indicate the general framework within which such zn exsmination is
being made, f'or there are festures which zlso make them typiczl of
nucleated rural settlements within the county at the beginning of
the 19th century.

¥ost of the buildings that are found in Durhem vills ges sre
post=1700 in date, with buildings older than 1600 being particulariy
rare. Field evidence from the Middleham villages would support this
assertvion f'or, with the exception of the churches, no building, with
any degree of certaintr, ¢«n be dated before 1700. The wall tha
surrounds the perk in Bishop Middleham is probebly pre-1500, {or the
perk wes reported s walled in 1647.

From sn exemination of villages and thelir plans, it cen be seen
that reguler settlements are made up of & number of distinct morpho-
ltogicel units. The irndiviausl buildings can be srranged in rows,
sometimes in & regulsar fashion with an even building lins and with
houses or Tarmsteads szbutting ewch other to form a continuous line
of buildings. Alternatively, this bullding line can be onen with
gans between the buildings or it cen be uneven. Occasionally the
building line may be stevped, which suggests the extension of the row
at & later time (see the Sedpeficld plan, Figure 12). ‘ihere two of
these rows face each other across a green, there is established what
Roberts has called a two-row settlement, and this form, with vuriations

in individual instances, he sees as th
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planned vilizges in Durham.
The villege green is seen ad the product of arranging the village
thus in rows. The width of the green may vary from no more than the

width of the road to some hundred or more metres, and in ares from
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gbout 1zl1f an acre to four zcres. Oometimes the two-row village hes
the sddition of a 'town-hcad row' st the brosdest end of the green
(see Szdgefield, Figure 12, and Mordon, Figure 17) which inhibits

»)

the extension of the settlement in that direction. Thorpe stressead

[62

twe aspects about the functioning of the green. Pirst, slthough it
wes common land, there were importent grazing rights which apnesred
to belong to those with holdings fronting the green. Secoridly, there
were controls over the erection of buildings there. Buildings snd
activities were usuully those from which the community benefitted,
such ss the smithy, the communal bakehousz, ponds, water vumds and
stocks. Hven games were zllowed on the green, but only rarely is
there evidence of the church being built there.

Leading from the ds

gregen tneres is frejasntly a number of ros

[}

which are probably the lster representatives of the driftways or cattle
tracks th:t led to the rough grezing or Hustures. Or serhavs they
were the remains of the former pattern of tracks lesdins to the

demesne, pasture, open fields znd old enclosures that existed in

these lowland townshions in the wmiddle sges. Lxamples ol these rosd
can be seen emansting from the grecns of (ornforth and Sedgefield,

and although they are also present in Bishop Hiddleham, they are less
obvious because other f=ctors have complicated the voad and lane
network thers,.

The building plots lhat make up the ‘erritorial vattern of the
rows are tofts or garths. 4 cursory cuzmination of many plens shows
that a marked degres of regularity exists with tolis anpearing to have
similer widths and thot are somstimes equal in width provortionately.
This is shown clearly in the nlans of the Middlehan settlements.

The lengths of the tofts can vary but within the individual villages

in this manor they cre remerkably uniform, only devisting where the
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tof't tails are controlled by some physical or cultural festure such
as the drainage channel in Bishop liiddleham end the lunes in Sedgefield
and Cornforth.

These, then, are the gsneral festures of nucleated settlements
founi in Durhem County circa 1820, It is within the framework
provided by such observations that an exzmination will be mede of the
forms of nucleated settlements within the prrishes of Bishop NMiddleham

and Sedgefield at ¢1340.

Settlement Forms:The Bvidence

The earliest mavs of the settlements in the »uriszhss are those

on the Tithe maps of 1839 which were followed in 1557 by the Ordnance

=
o

o

Survey First Lditionz. One sxceontion is & man of Cornforth, ¢1528.
Analysis of the chenge that had taken nlace between 1600 snd 1850

is humrered from the outset through lack of esrly cartozrashisz evidence.
In the sbsencs of this it would seem useful to adodt a seneric asmroach

using the frameworik of ths seneral body of knowledge on settlement

development. TIn some instances, it has been necgs:

sary to go bevond
1000 to the Medieval Period to sccount for form, while in other cases
the method resorted to has been informed conjecture.

i) The Surviving Settlements

Bishop iddleham

Two main grouos of fuctors havs influenced the form of Bishon
Hiddleham. They are the physiosraohic festures of the site and
those resulting from the presence, in the medisval seriod, of the
Bishop as Lord of the Manor for the offect of t is was more than the
inclusion of 'Bishop' in the name of the settlement.

From mav inspection (Figs. 13, 26.) it is aoparent that this is

a plonned village with evidence of the sreen mo row develonment.
& [&] <y N
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Thorpe described it as a street villege of rectangulsr shane well
enclosed with houses.1 Roberts, on the other heand, recognised it
&3 a settlement with well-oronounced row develonmaent but with an
5

irregular as opposed to regulnr Torm.” TBoth of these descrinstions
would seem to be supported by plan eviience, but the irregularity
of form becomes very anpsarent when making & field study Tor the
striking feature of the village is & steep-sided, flat-bottomad,
chennel cutting through the village in a roughly east Lo west orien-
tation. To the south of the villeage another drainage channel runs
in a south-westerly udirection, so isolating a limestone knoll.

Bscause of this system of drsinage channels, the village can be
diviaed into three distinct parts (Fig. 13.). The first is situsted
on the knoll which was previously the site o the medievel cestle
menor fhouse but at the beginning of the 19th century held the church,
the 11 Hell cud the fome Farme The second part occupied the limestone
plateau on the northern side of the chennel. liere there was & long
north row, the eastern vortion of which fzced & shorter south row
ceross a street. The third part was the cottage development thet had
taken plece in the bottom of the channel. This consisted of & short
south row facing the western »art of the north row scross the green,
and row development along the road connecting the »reen with the church.

The green itself was the steeply sloping north side of the channel

which had been cccupi & few buildings where it flattened out in
ths bottom.

There is evidence that the Bishops of Durhem used the manor house
bataesr. the 12th and 14th centuries. Bishop udsey mey have stayed
there when the demesns was in his own hunds. From 1241 onwar s, charters
snd letters were frequently dated from Bishop Middleham sand Robert of

T
!

Holy Island died there in 128% as did Bishoo Robert Kellaw in 1316,
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But in 1348 the ranor house was recorded ss worth nothing beyond
remr‘ises.5 After that date the Bishoon's occupstion closss. In the
survey of 16476 the Jurors revorted, 'We present thset there is &
manor house in the torm of & masnsicn house built of stone with a
dove house, tut the sams totally demolishsd snd the stones thereof
not wortk the »ulling down'.

This castle manor house, lying to the south west of the villuge,
on ths xnoll and standing in the park, would scem to heve had as its
means of access the small field Deeo Well Closs which formed oart
of the demesne. Roads from this entrance took both easterly and
westerly routes across the chennel to the demesne arable land to the
northe The roads elso gave access Lo the main routeway through the
villege, allowing communications in both easterly znd westerly directions.
The westerly of these roads =zlso seve sccess to Foumards pasture,
while the easterly if pursued took the traveller to Coraforth. To
the south of Deep ¥ell Close lay the perk (Tig. 38.), mentioned sbove,
in which the manor house stood and which probably originally held
deer and rabbits for the use of the lord. In the 1647 survey, however,
it is described in the followingz terms, 'e present that there is a
park wzlled about cont by estimation 70 socres worth ann, 7s. every
acre in toto £24-10-0. e find no deer, reed or fallow, conyes or

cther geame, the seme being disnarked many years since, it 1s good for

pasture.......,.The timber standing and growing on the osremises is
being 211 (ash?) is worth to be s0ld £15-0-0.....' This unit of nark,
menor house, end arable demesne influenced the form of the villag
considerably end although the manor house was no longer in existence,
it formed a stable landholding unit throurh to at least 1850 with

the wall of the park still present today.

Although the church is nowhere older than 1382, the list of
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rectors and vicars dates back to 1146, © there wos probably a previous
church of a less-substantial nature. Its nosition on its oresent site
reflects the influence of the bishop's residence at the time of its
foundetion for it occupies an elevated situation close to the entrance
to the vark and away from the most ponulous part of the village.

The building of the mznor house snd its occupation in the 12th
century by the bishops, and the construction of the church at this
time, would seem to suggest a2 period of socio-economic activity which
mey also have included the planned layout of the village which would
accord with the findings of Roberts and Sheppard who suggest this
period as the most likely time for the foundation of planned settle-
ments.

If" the Bishop's servants did, at this time, take up their rods
and denercate the village nlots for the medieval tenants, then the
evidence is at its most obvious in the north and south rows lying on
the limestone plateau to the north of the channel. Short tofts can
be observed in the north row with regular tail bounderies where they
abut tre demesne arable land. There is a suggestion that they may
even hrve been teken from the demesne zrable. ZHven though the nlots
heve tre anpesrancs of being sub-divided, close examination reveals
a regularity of width. 1In the south row the toft lengths are less
regular, due to the steen falling away of the land at their tails into
the drainage channel. /[ rogulsrity of width is also displayed here.
These nlots vrobsbly revresent the relict village holdings of tenants
with husbandlands in the medieval townshin. R. A. Butlin asserts that
in the lowland townships of ¥Worthumberland and Durham, these onrobsbly
numbered between ¢10 and 30 with holdings of ¢26 to 80 aores.7

The nlots lying in the bottom of the channel slong the road from

.1

the church to the green znd those facing the north row across the green
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also show a regularity of layout although, in this instance, the
plots zre much smaller. These, nerhaps, cean be ecuated with another
category of tenant in the medievel vill., Butlin states thst sresent
in the lowlend townshins there were also ususlly about 8, 9 or 10
cottagsrs who held & few acres in common fields and often paid for
them in poultry or eggs.7 According to Boldon Book there were in
Middleham and Cornforth 26 villeinz, 7 cottsgers end ) borders who
held 4 tof'ts and crcfts.

Cornforth

07 the three settlements, Cornforth would seem to be less
influenced by factors other than those assceiated with its function
as & plenned nucleatsd rursl settlement. That it has the elements
of & vlanned villuage becomes evident when the mans (Figs 154,27.) are
examined and the village is visited. The broad rectangulzar areen,
some thrze and a half acres in extent, is enclosed by rows of inward
looking houses and farms. Thorpe's description of it as a brosd-
gresn village of rectangulsr shave enclosed with houses1 would seem
itting, and Roberts' classification of it as a multi-row settlement

. 2 . . . .
with a polygonal green” adds a2 touch of precision. But even this
does not indicste the extent of both the regularities and irregulsr-
ities of this village. One fector more than any other has contributed
to the persistence of its form, and thet is the absence of a through
routewey.

Its elignment along & north-south axis is in contrast to the
other two settlements in the manor which hsve an east-west alignment.
Its position on the north facing slone of the valley of the Goxhoe
Beck gives it & different aspect from the other settlements. Although

thers are t hree access roads to the green, the main routewsy passes

2}

the village to the east. As in the case o” the other villages, by



1857 a building hsd occupied a plece on the green. This was a school.
The village consists of an east and west row facing each other

across a broad green with s north row facing the southern end where

the south east corner hes bsen occupied by a complex of buildings.

Two tofts lying side by side face northwards to enclose the green.

£ notable feafure is the evenness of the »lot head line in the east,

west and north rows. Regularity is further emphasised in the west

row where the length of the tofts is remarkebly uniform with an even

boundary sbutting the fields. This west row may be compsred with the

north row in Bishop iddleham, which is of & simil:sr continuocus nature.

In Cornforth, however, the building line is open at the southern end

of the row, and there are two emyty tofts in the cenire. Tn the

east row the length of the tofts is less regular due to the curving

nature of the rowu thet by

the villege, thus affecting the
teils of the plots. Plot widths show a remerkable regularity through-
out the village, a notabl: z-<cention being the south eastern corner.
This is the most irregular psrt of the village where the complexity
of the vuilding covsrage hides any discernable regularity of nattern.
In summary, the west row is the dominant formal element facing,
ecross the green, a shorter less regular, east row, with the north
row forming & small heaed row festure. The irregulsr comslex pattern
at the southern end of the green offers some nroblem of analysis.
The shave of the settlement, with the main sccess road entering this
southern end of the green sesms to suggest that this may have been
the open end of the green which faced the arable fields and common
pasture, and on to which the track ways converged. These irregular
plots, and corresponding plots in the west row, may have been row

extensions.



Sedgefield

In their exemination of Sedgefield, both Thorpe and Roberts use
the same classification as they do for Cornforth. The main difference
between the settlements is their size for, as has been indicated
already, and as can be scen from the olans, Sedgefield (Figs. 12,28.)
is the largest of the thres.

Unlike Bishop Middleham, Sedgefield has not the complications

of physiceal features to inhibit its develoonment, for slthough the

church occupies the highest part of the village, the differences in

elevation are small and any resulting slopes very slight. Nor has
it the absence of a through routewav to fossilise its form, as is

the case with Cornforth. Cn the contrary, main routes from the
surrounding associated setitlements converge on Sedgefield and it

also lay midway between Stockton and Durhsm on the turnpik¢.

In form, it resembles, in a more complex way, the ozttern
displayed by Cornforth, although its axis is running east-west. The
morphologicel elements comprise & north row, s south row and & west
head row, round a broad rectangular green of some 4 acres area.

The south row plot head line is broken by the rectory garden, while

the north row, although stepped, is continuous. The west herd row

is of a long continuous nature with its back towards the Herdwick
lands. The nlot head line and tail lins, although gently curving,

are even. The eastern end of the ireen contsins the church and displays
& complaxity of wnlot pattern similar to that in Cornforth.

Examination of the tofts shows a regularity of width both in
the north =nd south rows and in the west head row. Toft léngths show
regularity within smell limits, but also show some significant
irregularities. In the west head row, the vsrying lengths of the

plot tails arethe result of the presence of the lane there. In the
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north row there are two steos in the plot head line which have pushed
the building line further back.

Specific features of the Sedgefield plan are the occupation of
the green by a group of buildings and by the church. The lanes that
bound the village to the north and west are examples of the back lsnes
thot are features of many street or green villages, allowing access
to the toft tails and in this case, byvpassing whet must heve been a
very busy medieval villags.

As early as 1312, the importance of Sedgefield as a nodal centre
wes confirmed when the bishon, while reserving to himself the tolls
and customs, granted his t enants in Sedgef'ield village a Friday market
end a five days fair snnually on the feast of 5t. Edmund and the three
deys following. Before 1343, however, the Triday market had fallen
into neglect, and unsuthorised buying and selling took nlace on
Sundays, which was subsequently prohibited at the request of the rector.
4 market was still held on Fridsys in 1794, as was a yearly fair on
the Friday after the [feast of St. sdmund. By 1830, the market was
'but nomina1'8 and a fair for the sale of swine was held on the first
Pridey of each month. So, although sedgefield hax some claim to
market status in the medieval »eriod, its subsequent performsnce in
thzt ficld never allowed it to attain any great importance. Robert59
recognised some villages that develoned functions that set them aside
from the mere rural village. These are multivnle row settlements with
evidence of intensification of building on the plots and theaddition
of further morphological units. GSedgefield contains much of this kind
of evidence as do other settlements in the countv. But such villa ges
usually acquired urban stetus, for example, Stockton and Darlington.
Others, like Sedgefield, never attained this status. It would seem,

though, that the buildings on the green reoresent market colonisation
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where the temporary market holdings becemz permanent and were
demarcated as occurred in many medieval towns, Newcastle, perhaps,
being & good local examnle.

The position od the green of the church, whose visible structure
dates I'rom 1245, is not so readily explained in terms of colonisstion.
The western boundary of the churchyard and the rectory garden could
well have formed an earlier boundsry to the extent of +he village in
the micdle of the 13th century, with the eastern end open to the
fields and vpssture. In the north row there is a significant break
in the building line which corresvnonds to this western boundary of
the churchyard, and from then on the tofts to the east are a shorter
length than are those to the west. The mid 13th century orosperity
probably saw not only the construction of the church, but the extension
of the villege to the east. I7 this were so, then the building of
the church in this position was not an act of colonisztion of the greemn,
but one of village extension.

The influence of Sedgefield as a small merket centre is shown
in the road pattern which tends to focus on the village (Fig. 29.).
The pattern of routss is radial with links to EBradbury, lordon,
Foxton-3hotton, Layton, Butterwick, Embleton snd Fishburn. There is
no direct route to either Bishop M¥iddleham or Cornforth. The route
vattern in Bishop Middleham narish is circular with a rozd from
Bishop Middleham to lMainsforth, Thrislington and Cornforth to the
west, end another road back from Cornforth to Bishop Middleham.

1

Whereas, in Bishop Middleham, mein routes seem to brpass the villages,
such is not the case with Sedgefield. ilere the convergence of route-
ways has reinforced the nodsl advantages this large village had, sit-

uated in this open position in the undulasting terrsin of the Tecs

lowlands.
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ii) The sssocisted Settlements

The plenned layout was not only a feature of the bishov's
villages, for both ordon and Fishburn show the regular morvhological
elements that are present in the settlements already discussed.

Mordon (Fiz. 17.) i1s & two~row settlement aligned in en east-west
direction with a west head row. The green is rectangular in shavpe,
is not so broad as that of Cornforth, but is approximately the szme
area. The south row has & typieal plot pattern with tofts being of
a similar length although varying in width. But plan examination
would seem to suggest that there are f our plots of the seme width as
plot 123. The building line is not continuous with evidence of
empty tofts. The north row is pierced by the road from Bradbury, and
the regulsr plot pattern seems to have disaopeared with only traces
of tof't elements in plot 105. The more substential farms (plots 94,
95 and 105) are situated here, which may sccount for the disappearance
of the toft pattern for, in the south row, where the predominant form
is dwellings, the plot pattern seems to have survived. "he short
west head row has inhibited extension in that direction, but it is
more likely t»at the villszge has turned its back on the Mordon Carrs,
an ill-drezined areaz of the unper Skerne velley which lies in that
direction. The e astern end of the green, which carries the road to
Sedgefield, has remained open. This is where previcus driftways and
tracks would have converged on to the village green.,

Ths rectangular morphological elements of Fishburn (Fig. 15.),
enother two-row settlement, occur in the south row where there is
evidencs of tofts of reguler widths snd lengths, although there is
much subdivision by 1657. There is slso & back land Jjoining the toft
tails. The north row shows only very slight evidence of a similar

toft arrengement in plots 147, 149 and 150. If there has been a
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reguler plot pattern it hes almost disappesred, with substantisl 19th

!
century ferms occupying irregular plots, & situation showing
similerities with llordon. Extension of the village to the east
carries on this difference in plot arrangement between the north end
south rows. There is no heud row development and the green seems to
heve been colenised by a small close (plot 145).

Bradbury (Fig. 16.), by 1857, was en irregulsr cluster of form-

steeds with a number of cottages on small plots. There is, however,

some evidence of regularity for there is present a small north row
of four elongated olots ( numbers 70, 73, 74 snd 75 on the plan)
which have similarities with tofts seen elsewhere. There iz slso
present a small rectanguler green. The settlemsnts that have been
referred to as farm clusters sre similar in form to Bradbury, but do
not have the small cottages onresent which suzgests thet, had not toft
desertion taken nlace, then Bradbury may heve been typical of the
smaller settlements in the srea. On the nlan of Foxton (Fig. 22.),
for example, plot numbers 86, 89 and 91 msy be the 19th century
remains of a plot system similer to that in Bradbury.

The farm clusters are settlement forms that are the »roduct of
the change from the co-onerative system of medieval sgriculture to
the methods of the individual yeoman farmer of the 19th century. The
fermstead, with its enclesed stockyerd, replsced the villege with its
encl osed green. The gin-gan was an addition to the farmstedd that
enzbled the f armer to grind his own corn, rather than rely on the co-
operative mill belonging to the manor. The farmstead zlso included
cotteges for lebourers in its structure. The lebourer had previously
held, at least, & village tof't as his stake in the land, but changes
that came after the 14th century made his nresence there anachronistic.

The dramatic fall in the medieval population had taken e way the
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pressure on the landlords to concentrate on arable production in
the lowland sreas of Durham. The Malthusian check of the 13%340s had
given agriculture a bresthing space during which reorganisction
inevitably took place, the weakest elements in the socio-sconomic
structure naying the grestest price. The effect this had on settle-
ment formwas the removel of villege tofts where the landowner had
sufficient individual control. That some, but not all, landlords
did this is seen in the form of the associsted settlements in the
Middlehamarea. 'Yhen the depopulstion took place is unknown, but in
1857 Mordon, Bradbury and Fishburn, for example, were still in existence
as hamlets with cottage settlement. Others, such as Foxton, Shotton,
Butterwick, Zmbleton and Garmordsway had been reduced to farm clusters
with no trace of cottage elements.

Yet, although the need to have a nucleated settlement as a nodal
place, where the agricultural workers of the township were housed,
had disappeared, the new farmsteads continued to be loceted in clusters.
This unwillingness of the farmers to disverse their dwellings seems
to have been a typcial response after the enclosures of the 17th
century for Robert52 points out that there is no evidence for &
gencrel movement out of farmsteads to fields after early enclosures
in lowland Durham. The patterm of tracks and lsnes must have rein-
forced the village site as & place from where access to the fields
was at its easiest. In these small townships the construction cf new
farmsteads and access lanes would be expensive in terms of land,

materizls and time. Also co-cperative system that had functioned

w

3
for generations would have bred in peonle a gregaricus dependence
which would not resdily be broken down overnight. The similarities
in florm of these farm clusters can be scen on the series of nlans

produced in Tigures 18 - 23,
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Mainsforth (Fig, 20.) differs from the rest of the settlements
in this category for it has & hall. In 1823, Robert Surtees, the
owner of the estate, described the settlement in the following terms.
'Mei nsforth occupies & dry, gravelly and limestone soil yet girded
on the north west and south by the mershy level of the Skerne. The
village consists of seven scette ed tenements (and four centuries
ago it contained no more), and is surrounded by old farm enclosures.'
An exanination of the 1857 vlan shows that his descriotion would well
fit the situstion then. spart from the hall, there are four ferm-
stead units and two small tenements (plots 52 and 76). liis mentioning
that the form of the settlement was the same in 1457 begs the
guesticn of whether or not its form changed round about that time.

It is et this oeriod that M. W. Beresford maintains that village de-
populetion was beginning to incresse. The hall, &according to Pevsner,
is probebly early 18th century and has had little effect on the form
of the settlement other than to sdd & further morphological element.

The word 'hall' evpears on the 1857 maps in describing and
locating the residences of the local sentry as opposed to the home-
steads of the farmer, who either occupied the land or held a smell
farm in his own right. These halls are nrobably better designated
by the early 19th century historians when they refer to them as
'mensicn houses', or by the cartographer, Maire, who calls them
gentlemen's houses.

Cn the 1857 map, Hardwick Fell forms a prominent feature set in
its ornamental park. The estate is mentioned in Boldon Book and the
Hatfield survey, but there is no indicaticn as to the nature of the
settlement. (n Saxton's 4576 map it is shown as & hall snd is so
shown on subseguent maps until 1768 when Armstrong feails to record

it. “haen Tutchinson wrote in 1794, there was no village of lardwick
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end he described in detsil the pleasure gerdens & Y¥r. Burdon had
constructec but stated that, 'lr. Burdon had not yet thought proper
to build 2 mansion house'. Presumsbly Mr. Burdon had removed &
previous hsll in order to construct his pleasurs gardens. By 1857
the present hall had been built and the estate formed part of the
townshiv of Sedgefield, although it had not formed pert of Middleham
manor.

The Isle was af reehold menor that had been linked with Bradbury
as early as 1343. It was recordsd as nessessing a hall in 1575 by
saxton, and is included &s such on the other historical maps un to
end including Kitchin in 1750, but on the 1857 map sopears as little
more than a farmstead.

Of Thrislington Hell, William Tutchinson writes in 1794 that the
mansion house was 'that of a superior style in the beginning of the
last century. (c1600) The mansion is now going to ruins.' Recent
excavetions by the University of Durham ircheeology Department have
shown this to be the site of & deserted village and the historical
maps from 1600 onwaerds consistently show it as & small nuclested
settlerert rather than & hell. Descrtion seems to have occurred by
about 1500 (Fig. 24.).

By 1857, Ula Lcres is manoed as '01ld Hall', although among the
early cartographers it is only seen by lMaire as such when he meps 1t
&8s & gentleman's house along with Msinsforth and The Isle.

The remaining settlements are Layton and Swainston which were
recorded on the 1857 maps as individuel farmsteads. However, both
Sexton in 1576, and Maire in 1711, show Layton as a gentlemen's house.

By 1857 other frrmsteads not associated with nucleated settlement
sites had been graced by the name of 'hwull' end these are shown on

the distribution map, Figure 30.



1ii) The Deserted Settlements

The settlements discussed above all bear t he names of, and are
situeted in, old townships. They elso, with the excentions of 01d
Acres and Hardwlck, are villages or hamlets, ov occupy the sites of
deserted villages. The known deserted sites in the perishes of Bishop
Middleham and Sedgefield are Thrislington, Gurmondsway, Butterwick,
Layton, Embleton, Swainston, Foxton, Shotton and The Isle (rip. 11.).2
“hen such settlements as these were devonulated is & questicn that
continues to occupy the researches of geographers, historiens and
archseologists for the answers lie in documentary evidence and in the
soil itself's The inexoresble increase of the medieval populsation in
the 12th end 13%th centuries eached its pesk in the first half of the
14th century. The close nattern of nucleated rural settlements in
south east Durbam, teking into sccount the deserted sites, was the
result of this »eriod of population boom. Village desertion occurred
subsequent to the catestronhic decline in population in the mid-14th
century, a orocess which hed sccelerated by the time the Tudors were
ruling =ngland. . %. Beresfordﬂo states thet post-nlague deponulations
in the second half of the 14th century, ourely as a result of the
reduction of the number of oeople, were few and far between. The late
14th century saw a continustion of the medieval apricultursl system
with, perhaps, more land given over to nasture than nreviously and
villages being occupied by fewer psorle rether than being sbandoned.
Village tof'ts would be vacated, rather then whole villages. The

great depopulation probebly came after 1450, when there was agreat
chaenge in land-use from arable to »asture to raise shee» to sunnly

the thriving woollen industry. The Tudor anti-enclosure literature

of the early 16th century fought sgeinst this change in land-use and

legislation sgainst village cleurance has meant that documentary
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evidence proving the existence of many of thesc settlements has been
removed.

It hes alrecsdy been suggested that many of the farm clusters
occunying deserted sites are the result of the process of reduction
of the villege size br the abendonmont of the village tofts. In some

cases, as at Thrislingtcen, Sweinston end Layton, for examnle, sites

ey

et

were only occupied by one £ armstcad in 1857 (9133. 2%, 254). Jriting
in 1794, “illiem Tutchinsen stetes thet Thrislington 'retains no merk

of & villege, one house only remaining'. This use of words implies

the existence of a former villege, & fact that has been sunported by
ercheeological findings. '¢F Swainston,' he soys, '.....we £ind nothing
memorable exceont, nesr one of the farmhouses culled Low Swelnston,

the westines of several houses which anpear formerly to heve been &

<)

considerable villsge.' DRecause of the lack of documentery wnd
cartogranhic evidencs, the process enddete of such abandonment can
only be placed within the general framework of Reresford's chronology.
In the case of Layton, however, there is aveilsble evidence that tukes
is nearer to the event.

Reference has alieady been made to ths existence of an estate
map of Leyton, surveyed by instrument in 1608 by Robert Parrow.
Locompenying this are also two f'olios referring to the plan./'1 The
map, Figure 10, has been drawn from the original »lan, reference being
msade to the work of M. W. T_%er'esf'ord,}'2 ana the site of the settlement
has been enlarged. 'The scyte of the houshes' orobably indicates
the place where 'ye gurden house znd curtiedge are not measured', which
was stated ot the end of Parrow's abst - act. This site was occupied
by the farmstead of Leyten in 1657. In 1608 it was bounded on the
west by the Pond Garth and to the south by three closes, one of them
Crcherd Close

, which abut whel sppears to be a narrow green on the
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Stockton to Durhem Turnpike. Farrow has named this the Streste Lonng
(probably 'lonning'). Tc¢ the south west of this lie the llye Garths
which, at the vresent time is a field displaying the typical hummocky
ground of a deserted village site. Beresford gives the evidence of
cronp marks from serial photczranhs which indicate the nresence of
former houses,

Clearly, the village had bsen deserted by 1608, but further
research by Beresford enabled him to report that, 'Deposition in a
lawsuit of 158€ stated thet the witnesses knew +that there had been
a town (i.e. village) of Eust Layton esrlier in the century.’
Unfortunately, Farrow did nct include zny buildings on his wvlan,
elthough there aspesrs to have been one present. In 1576 Saxton's
map shows Lavton as only 5 house snd along with Beresford's evidence
this would suggest that the depopulation of Layton tcok nlace, at the
latest, in the first haelf of the 16th century, which would accord with
the period of Tudor nrotestation.

This limited evidence suspests that at least the deponuleation
of Leyton village fell into Beresford's post 1450 neriod of village
desertion. It would scem, on the other hend, slender evidence on
which to bese a chronclogy for the denopulation of the other sites
under consideration. But in the sbsence of evidence to the contrary,
it is sssumed thet desertion did teke »lace in the Tudor seriod or
earlier, =z date after 1600 being unlikely for by thet time the royal
authority hed been established through the parish svstem and the locsal
mogistrates. Illegsl acts of depopulstion would heve been very
difficult to get away with. Settlement development on these sites
between 1600 and 1850 took nlace on sites thet had already been

depooulzted by this earlier date.
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iv) Disnersed Settlement

The establishment and sbandonment of nucleations are not the only
processes involved in the creation of the rursl settlement nattern
of south ecst Durham. By 1857 the townshins were characterised by
distributions of individual faurmsteads. In some of them, farmsteads
formed the vestiges of nucleations (iL.e. farm clusters) with only
limited dispersion, for exsmple Foxton and Shotton, where only two
dispersed farmsteads are present in the township (#ig. 30.). it
one exireme, Thrislington only possesses one farmstesad occupying
the site of the old villeze with no dispersion, while at the other
extreme Sedgefield has some twenty farmsteads scattered throughout
its lands.

In the period before 1600, little is known about the nrocess of
dispersion in these Durhaem Lowlands and even in the years af'ter this,

o)
the spread of single ferms 'is shrouded in & mist of generslissticns' . ©
The enclosure of the oven fields was perhaos the most overt act thut
signalled the end of the medievsl system of agriculture. In this ares
the »rocess of enclosure by agreement was underway by about 1585, and
was almost complsted by the end of the 174h century. 4 date of about
1600, therefore, is a velid historic marker seperating those »nrocesses
of dispersion belonging to a medievel and Tudor neriod, and those
belcnging to the period of Chancery Decree and Parliamentary enclosures.

In Middleham Manor z11 enclosures viere by agreement in the 17th
century. Bishop !liddleham weas the latest to be enclosed in 1693,
and Sedgelield award was made in 1634, confirmed by Chancery Decree
in 1636. Of Cornforth, some uncertainty seems to surround its date
for there is no references *%c it in the Tlalmote Court records.

W. B. Tate states, however, thet its award wes made in 1621 and

confirmed by decree in 1624,15 elthough E. M. Leonard gives evidence
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to support a 1628 dﬁte.1a

There is no evidence that dispersion shown in Figure 30 was
en immediste result of enclosure and in some cuses farmstalls stayed
on the villege tofts. Tn the cuss of Cornforth, there is evidence
of both dispersion wnd of frrmstalls remeaining in the vills ge. The
map (Fig. 31.) shows that in 1839, on the occasion of the Tithe Award,
there were.certainly land-ownerchip links between the toft holdings
in the villsge and landownershin units in the fields. Interestingly,
the lend-owmershipy units in the distsnt, neripheral varts of the town-
shopn hrve no toft holdings in the villeoge. Gorrespondingly, the un-
hatched tofts site held by individuals with ho holdings in the fields.
The toft merked X, for exszmple, was owned by John “herton snd occupied
by the Cornforth Colliery Cwmers. By 1839, the links between the
village tofts and the lends were still strongly in evidence and there
suggestions thet holdings further away from the village had
relinquished holdings in the village.

£ similer situction cen alsc be seen in Bishop Middleham (Fig.
32.). Althoush the tithe informatiocn on ovnership of the village
tof'ts is incomplete and, therefore, the pattern is fragmentary, it
is sufficient to show that holdings in the village were associcted
with old enclosed lands as well s those in the open fields., For
example, Williem Russell's heldings in the east of the township
consisted of two ferms. Hast Mouse Farm wes an old freehold unit,
while Sorucely was a leasehold unit and both heve corresnonding tofts
in the village. Similarly, Islend Term is en old copyhold farm held
by the clergy of Pittington, Cestle iden and lartlencol, and it too
has a corresponding villoge teft. None of these was sart of the open
fields in 1693 (Fig. 38.).

Dispersion of formsteads from villsge toft to enclosed fields



e
[

w.ould seem to heve been a process that certzainly took plece from
1628 onwards, where sites in Tormer open Pields snd common pasture
were being occupled. Lt what dete farmstesds were dispersed to the
old enclosed lands recuires resesrch into nre-160C documents {or

~

evidence whish may be very difficult to find.

Conclusions

From the evidence of the distribution of settlement names on the
historic maps of the county there would seem little doubt +that the
settlement pattsrn thet couldbe mapped in 1820 was essentially the
seme as thot in 1600. The unit of townshio and settlement bearing
the same name would seem to be & product of the medieval period (or
even eerlier) and has nersisted not only until 1850 but until the

P

present day. This is not to sgy that change hss not taksn nlece for,
in two instenccs, the township hes disanpeared to be smalgsmated with
& lz rge neighbouring township. The Layton and Herdwick estates

beth freenoldings, hed been absorbed by Sedgefield townshin by 1850,
althougn still retuinins their old nemes in the farms end the hall.

when this took place is uncertain but neither Hutchinson nor surtees,

in their early histories, mention them as townsnips, althougihi they

trect them as separate estates. Changes in territorisl crganisation
that took placeletwsen 1500 and 1850 should be olaced within the
framework of stebility presented by the names, boundsries and settle-

hroughout these two hundred ye:rs.
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snts sites the
£lvhough there is much 1n “he forms of the settlements which

makes them remarkable, ettempts have Leen made to identify charscter—
istics which would =llcow genersl clsssificsticns to be made. This

o

“fer in size, for there sre villoges, homlets,

heas shown that they o

£

farm clusters, single fermsteads end halls, occupying what, in most

cases, Lhave been the f ormer township settlement sites.

My

These veriations,



in the {irst instance, sre the results of limitstions wlaced upon
settlers by fewvcurshle or unfsvoursble site and situation factors.

For exomple, it has been demonstrated thst the villages and hamlets
occupy the lighter soils of the limestones and sands and gravels, while
the smaller settlements are senerally situated on boulder clays.
Sedgefield hes enhanced its status not only because of the physical
advantages of its site, but also becsuse of its situation vis-a-vis

the surrounding settlements. Tn (he develoovment of a settlement,
however, it is the human decision thst is the prime initistor of change
and this can be the result of the action of the sroup or of the
individual. In any event, it is the result of the complex interaction

of environmental forces - physiogravhic, economic znd cultural.

e

Decisions, however, are the result of the analysis of conditions as

they are perceived snd not necesserily as they are in reslity.
Pistorical hindsight snables a vision thuat allows a much more object—
ive view of process in the pest, than wes avellable to contemooraries.
It is dmportant to remember that changes in settlement form resulted
from decisions that were rrticnal at that time, for it is easy to
Judge historic decisions in the light of 20th century knowledge which
is no less subjectiva.

When attention is given to the process of change and the settle~
ments are looked at in terms of »lot demsrcation and dbandonment, the
resulis becoms very evident in the plans. On looking st the oprocess
of desertion, Tor ewambls, on the one hend there : re empty tofts
visible in & aumber of the villsges and hamlets (e.g. Cornforth and
Mordon). ¢n the other hend, the whole ville ge of Luvton has been
depopulcsted, the site being occunied by & single farmstead in 1850.

Intetween these two extremes, Lhere are a number of instances where

former village sites have been reduced to no more that two or three

[nhd



formsteads (e.g. Foxton, Shotton, umoloton\ hut wes not all

of this negrtive sort, is elso svidence of stability in
mersistence of plot netterns. This is the case in the mz jor
settiements of Bishoon Middleham, Cornforth snd sedgefield, but is

3R

glso present, to & lesser degrec, in lordon :~d FPishburn. Sedgefield
shows evidence of intensificetion of plot development thet went with
its increased socio-cconomic status.

Veriation in the forms visible in 1850 are not only the results
of processes of change operating between the years 1500 and 1850, for
they begen at the wry moment the Cirst agricultural sstitler built his
first temnorary shelter. llow far the plot layout in 1850 can be
traced back in time depends on the availsbility of cartogranhic and
docunentary evicenco. Clearly, cartographiz evidence i3 most valuable,
but in the Middlehem Meanor and its associsted settlements there is

no me» ecrlier then ¢1820 thet zives any indicetion of settlement £ orm.

The

-

uestion of »orojecting this nattern buckwards is one that vrasaents

difficulties in the case of documentsry sources for rentals and cell
books lack the detailed information to zllow the olots to be indent .-
fied. 4 detailed study of the Velmote Court Books mey offer s ome
reward but this would be & verylengthy piece of research. Talling
these aornroaches, recourse must be made to the genersl body of
knowledge concerning settlement studiss.

Although lack of nrecise historicsl dats prevents a detziled
chronology of settlement Torm, reference to the work of such
geographers as Ii. Thorpe, B. K. Roberts and J. 4. Sheoperd, has
shown thet these settlements ars tynical in their regularities ond
irregulzrities of the villeges found in Durham snd North Yorkshire.
On the svidence available, the chronology of desertion and denopulation

r
i

would seem to eqguate with that of 1. W. Beresford. The forms of the
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frrm clusters, the single frrmstesds and hells on the old villeaee

sites, would seem to be the result of processes that be egan ith the
agriculturel changes of the 15th znd eerly 16th century.

By 1600, the major nrocesses of the olanned layout and of villege

denopulation hud been accomnlished. Changes that took nlsace between

then aad 1820 were within the established pattern of 1600 znd involved

only minor »lot subdivisions and amalgemetions., Even after 1820, cnd

when the nece of industrialisation hed increased, there

great deal of chenge in the plans of the settlements. The

anpesrance of the 18th century frrmstead with its easi y-recognised
form, « as perhaps the most significant zddition to t he village toft
and enclosed “ield slike, and must have affected the landscepe
considerably.

The problem of datinz the disnersion of the inoividual farmstesd
is closely linked with the process of enclosure which was, in some
cases, medisval in ovigin, and in others, 17th century. It has been
shown thet the villige tof't originally held the firmstesd and elthoush
there is evidence that Parms were enclosed in both Sedgefield and
Bishop liddleham before the Chancery Desree enclosures, at what
date the farmer left is toft to occuny s homestzll in his fields is
uncertaine. Similarky, the dete of dispersion alter the 17th cenbury
enclosures is slso uncertain, slthough & Vslmoie Court man of 1738
(Fig. €1.) shows the Farnless farmstead in the fields, but this
occupied lund that had been encloused &t an early dste. COther faru-

steads remained on their village tofts or in farm clustors ocecunying

the old village sites.

Tn 1602 thes »lot
the privete, clearly demarcated holdings of the tenents. In the

bishop's villages of Cornforth, Sedgefield and Bishop liddlehan,

nattsrns in the surviving settlements represente

d



these privete plots formed only 2 frasction of the tenant holdings in
the township lends, the grester narts of which were shered consisting
of open fields, »astures andi moors. The 17th century was to seethe
ebendonment of the nractice of shzred lends worksd in common in
favour of the enclosed farn worked by the individusl, & process

1

which will be examined in the next chanter.
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The Tithe Awards for Cornforth, Bishop Middlehem and Sedgefield
were made in 1339 snd the ownership of the lend recorded thers encbles
the construction of the maps Figures 35, 40 #nd 43. Details of owner-
ship o' the land et the beginning of the 17th century is not so readily

aveilable. The most useful documents are the snclosure rds of 1636

for Jedgefield and 1693% fer RBishoo Middlensm. HMHeither of these has o
(&} &

may, the zllotments be recorded by verbal descrintion, so identifi-~

cation of the plots vresents a oHroblem. Towsver, & reconstruction of

~ B R N S A - ) 1 1 mj

the zllotments has been made by an earlier research worker. These have
been recorded on Telmote Jourt First Edition 1:2500 and 1:10560

Ordnance Survey meps based on the 1857 field bounderies. Both the
allotments at enclosure end the f ormer open fields have becn identificd.

The writer hes checked the enclosure swards againg these mevs and would

agrze with the concluw

ions. On this basis, mans of the township lands

5,05 8
. - \ - r
Fiss. 3L 9.) snd these show the openfields, common pasture, common
w2 - s’ i s ! b4

-

waste end the allotments at enclosurs.

The ebsence of an enclosure awaerd for Cornforth in the i'rlmote

~

Court records does not enabls a similar treatment for that townshio.
[

Since the tenurs of much of the land in Cornforth is leasshold, then

many of the holdings are recorded in Bishop Cosin's Survey (14651), end
in 0ld Notitia Books in the Miscellsncous Books of the Falmote Court,
1

and reference will be made to these to esteblish existencs of the

back as nossible.

£

These maps give « pistars of the township lands before and after
the enclosures in the 17th century znd slso in the mid-19th cantury.

Although these are static cross sections, taken together they do indicate

the kinds of' changes that had tsken place during thesze two hundred years.
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It 1s acknowledged that much could hsave occurred thet these meps do kot
show, for exumple, there may have been a time during this »eriod when

4

that

ct

engros:ing occurred at a rspid nace. It is maintained, however,
they show a genersl trend in the changes in the ownership of the land

in the townships of Bishoo }iiddleham snd wedgefield based on the

cartographic and documeniary svidence available, the limitations of

the retrospective nrojection of bounderies acknowledged, and thet such
& trend is useful in establishins = Pramework for the ewsmination of
individual arms.

Before oroceeding toa detailed discussion of the lendowmership
patterng it would be useful to commsnt on the terms being used.
within the menorial boundaries there were those lends which were the
bishon's and those that were held freehold and owned by individuals.
O0f the latter there is little information in the Halmote Court records,
since they were relatively frec from cours control. The bishon's lands
were held by individusls in copyhold or leasehold tenure. In copyvhold
tenure rights tc the land were by copy of the court roll. This was the
oldest of the tenures and hed ettached to it, in these lowlasnd townships,
lebour services or payment in kind, but by the beginning of the 417th
century these had bsen substituted by a money rent. Such owners were
customery tenents end in the lowland areas of Northumberland snd “Yurham
in the medievel period, usually held farms of between 20 snd 80 sores
which consisted of rigeos or lands (ususlly less than half en acre)
scattered and intermixed in the common s sble fields, and deles (strips)

in the mesdows with rights of nasture in the common nesture end pesture

weste. Buch a holding was ‘ermed a husbandland snd cach customery tenant

o
2
[}

held one but could hold two, thre: or cven
Lezsehold tenure was by leasc and st the beginning of the 17th

century these could be [ or lives or for yesrs, a system which persisted

b



until the mid-19th century. The bishon's deme esne, for example, was

not being worked by himself in the 16th sentury, but eing lessed

o

for lives.

& category of very smell tensnt holding wes the cotte .ge. Cottagers
only h2ld & few acres in the common fislds for which they paid in kind
or lsbour services (other than nloug hjnv), although sgain, by the 17th

(8]

century, these had largely been substituted b o meney rent. LThey could
be heldld freehold as well as copy snd lease.

In 1600 the bishon hzld the Grest Ystate by grace of the monarch.
Those kolding lands from aim on the tenures already described, as well
a3 the freeholders, are termed lendowners. They could sork the land
themselves or lease thelr holdings to tenant fermers who szre termed
occupiers,

bDuring the veriod under study, tenurial changes took place and
by the beginning of the 19th century some of the lesschold t enures had
been enfranchised by the bishopn, usually at o purchese srice of twenty-
one timzs the annusl rent (Pizs. 456,47.). In 1800, the bichoo obtaine
an act of varliament for cenfr-nchising copyhold or customary estates
and lor the sels of several cuit ~ents, ferm rents, acre rents, etc.,
issuing out of froehold and copyhold estates. Rents out of freshold
estates were discontinued at a surchuse price of twenty-one times the
annual rent and for enfranchisement of convhold estates the following
conditions were to be fulfilled:

a) Twenty-one yeszrs purchase to be paid for quit rents, etc.,

b) Three times ths amount of demise or admittance fine,

¢) One third value of timber trees sand woed,

d) One year's -urchase or velue of oramises for the enfranchisement

end. chenge of tenure into an absolute freehold estate freed and discharged

from &1l suit of court services and other restrictions,
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e) The mines, minerzls znd quarries within end under the sncient
inclosed lands =znd vremises to be enfranchised ar: to be reserved to
the bishop and his successors.”

In so doing he nresented the onportunity for = change in the systom

of narsisted until thst date. The tithe

system was inger & further 4O years before the first step in its

demise was o fixed

DEYMENT o

These, then, are the historical factors that arc of significence
to the following exemination of the netterns of lend-cwnershin from
1600 to 1840,
Sedgefield

The enclosure ewerd for Sedgefield (1636) deslt with the

m

of some 2,675 uscres of open fields, pasture and moors. These were

divided end ellotted in lieu of &) oxgengs end 21 cottages nrevicusly
held ir common. & list of individusl holdinss in oxgangs and cottages

is shown in table 3:1 with the subsecuent ellotmentsz zlongside. Assuming

that all cottag

g similar alloftment, an ettempt hos been
made to see if there wasz zny standerdisat on in the acreage avarded for
an oxpeng (Teble 5:2), tut there seems to be little consistency for the

cuse of Robert Job

~
-
[¢)
~
[0
o)
l_h
ot
—
e
"

award per oxgeng ranges from 2

to 38 scres in the cose of Thes v & renge of some 17 acrss. The
2 &

exnense of the

smell, for Michclas Freville, the largest, has only en o

1

sores per oxguang, wheress Richerd Rey,

geres 1 rood 38 werches for it. Ilor does there seem to be sny equality

vhen compering eguel heldings. Thomes Jmith, Robert Johnson and Thomss

aright =11 surrendered 7 oxgencss, yet were allotted 237 acraes, 145

2 . - . . x e .
acres wnd 206 ceres resveciively in lieu. These Mgares would seem %o



suggest thet some owners feared better then others in terms of ECrEELC.

0

fhether or not such factors =

2

aquality of lznd, cost of improvement and
accessibility were teken into account is not known. Juch 2nclosurcs
are rightly celled enclosures by agreement, for such disnsrity must
hove besn the result of give and t ske allowing claiments to achieve
personal aims,

But under an open-ficld svstem of agriculture where holdings snd
terure dated back, at least, to the medievsl nericd, the oxgang cs &
unit was notv & constant wessure and hed come to mesn o holding of an
approximate size which needed tobe estimated and surveyed on enclosure.
The recording of & tenant's holding in terms of acres, roods and nerches
wes of major importance in the identification of a landholding.
next important event wes to equate this acreasge with & lerritory when
the formerly open fields =rnd moors were divided and the holding was

given o formel identity, snd tenure wes linked with & cleorls demarcated
[ S

plot rether than with an individual. “hat this meant to the township
of Sedgefield in terms of reorgenisstion of territory is shown in

Plgure 34, where the sllotments ot enclosurs are shown within the
pettern of oren filelds end mcors.

There are & number of holdings that did not anvear in the award.
The largest of these were the lands of the former tovmshins of Hardwick
end Layton which were not included in the division. There arc two
holdings in the northern »art of the townshin (Fig. 33.) on the border
end twoe smaller plots in nerivheral positions, one in the South Field
end one in the Vest. Two small closes carn also be een on the Rast Noor.
These o0ld closes are the result of enclosurs thet nrobebly took plece
in the medievel neriod and are o common Ffesture of the township lands
of lowland Northurberland and Durham.2

when looking et ellotment sige, it would seem that the smoller
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allotmsnts of under 15 acres tend to have twe mein locetions. The
first group are those thit are situsted nesr the villsge sand can be

found in

T .

those found in the kest Foor where & sories of smell zllotments of

about 5 acres each were laid out and were mapped on the first e ditions

vest Field, Cromyre, Ryall snd Tsuxley. The sscond groun sre

of the Crdnance Survey mevs as Cottage Allotments. Thirteen were 1sid

cut for the rector and seven for other cottagers in the township,

Lutempts have been made to mark out nlots so that they would be
edjacent to nlots held by the seme individusl. Zxemoles of this can
be found in the South Field (91) and South Meor (S1i1) where Roland
ilixen's allotments lie side by side, and in East Moor (EM10) and
Hauxleyv (N6) vhere Richord Rey's two sllotments are adjscent. Tn the
Lest Pield (W2) and North Field (N2) Ticholas reville hes obteined
allotments next to Herdwick, while in the Zast Moor the rector has
menziged to link his ellotmernt end cottages in the Zast YMoor with his
Glebe vie a narrow fisld.

The most important lendowner in 1636 was Nicholas freville, for
not only did he own Hardwick Zstate, but he was slso ellotted 226 acre
situated in the open fields end moors of 3edgefield. He received 72
acres in the West Field and znother 72 acres in the North Field, both
adjacent to Herdwick, so extending that estote considerably. The
prescunce of & group of small allotments in the .Jest Field nrevented
him frem extending his lends to the village boundsry snd the turnnike.

These small holding

the extension of the boundery h-d been achieved. slthough it would
appesr at first glence thet these holdings were 2n inhibiting factor

to the extension of Tarduick,

holdings suggests that this mey hsve been a ploy which gained advantag

for sll., The total scresges of Conyers and the two Johnsons were

the division of this field into such snz

S

to disenpear by 1839 (Pig. 35.) by which time

11

23



about 150 neres each. It would scem unusual thet sz smell part of

zch cf these should be ellotted in the est Tield (15, 15 &nd 15 acres
rescectively). There ere elso Pour allotments of 3y Ay 4 end § zcores.
These may exnress & desire for o naddock neer the village, bul other

,

coula heve fulfilled this nesd. It would seem

fields near the vills

stronger probability thel the ellotments were mede so thet Hichola
Freville or his successors could buy them so extending Herdwlck snd at
the sezme time providing capitel thet wouldbe needed to enclose the
ellotments and hedge the fields of the vendors.
Nicholes Freville hed irherited the Haordwick Zatate
Freville to whom it had been granted by Elizabeth T on 26th May, 1530
for servicss in the Rebellion of the Larls of Testmorlend snd

lorthumberland. It remainsd in the family throuszh the femzle line

te

o

until 1748, when Thomes Lawbion died leaving six deughters. The ssat
wus sold to Mr,y John Burdon, who later sold it to William Russell in

time. DBut

the 1780s. The Layton Bstete was elso scouired cbout th
the Herdwick estate elso nroved vorascious in the township lands of
Sedgefield. In extending the Ferdwiclk Park Lands the following 1636
allotments hadbeen sbsorbed by 1559 and wore in the hends of william

asell:

Ovmer Meld A R r Men Reference
John Chipchease North 55 3 42 R
Jchn Gregson North 13 3 36 LS

Rebert Johnson est 15 0O 0 1

(@]

N

Roland Vixon “est 5 0

Robert Bellerby Yest

AN
(@]
<

i
(&
(@]
£

John Johnson Yest 1

e
AN
(]
O
N

Sir Ralnh Conyers Vest

I
O
[}
N

William Blstobb YRRy



Robert watkin Test L 0 0 36

TOT AL 109 3 8

s o

. T N T y - N -~
Other acquisitions of the Terdwick Bstete thet formed nart of the 1636

awvard were:

Quwner field L 2 P Map Reference
Robert Johnson Scuth Moor 60 0 0 S
Thomes Smith{ cart) South Moor /2 2 7 545
Leo. Middleton Cramyre 52 0 5 C2
s5ir Ralnh Conyers Fauxley 7t 0 19 15
John Johnson Byall L9 2 14 »5

Tromes Wright( pert)

T

John Harrison

Reloh Ord Ryall 16 3 2 R9

Richard Rey zast Yoor 249 2 20 w10
Richard Rey Yauxley 16 2 18 6
nOTLL k29 3 5

R s——

“hen these Scdgefield acqyuisitions are :dded to the aard of Ticholas
Freville (””6.1 15) the totel of some 757 scres is the measure of the
engrossing achieved by the owners of this estste. In all cases, with
the exception of part of Thomes Smith's Scuth Moor zllotment end nert
of John Johnson's Ryall Field allotment, the lsnds tsken over were

o
[

complets allotments ss den ed in 1636. There is no instance of

Herdwicxk estate getting rid of land.

A 'W' shaved psrcel of lend in the north of the township is an old
conyholding nreviously enclosed, belonzing to illiam Russell. Reference
to the lena-ownershin men of Dishoo Middlehsn (Fiq. 40.) will show thet

this adjoins Willieam Russell's old enclosed lands in thet township.
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These slse acdjcin the ncrthern boundary off +he erdvick Park lands,
50 enlarging the aree by some 371 seres with o further 243 scres

elsewhare in Bisker Uiddlehem. TIn Cornforth, however, he is poorly
represented with = BEREIEN

This did not revresent the totel of the Russell estate in 1839,
for the tithe swerds for Foxton znd shotton, Rradbury and Morden, show

n

considerable holdings there, while theve
county. The following is o summecy of &

4
4

in the parishss of Gedgefield :nd Bishos

e

were others elsewhere in the

2

3 o

he part of the Russell estate

3

iliddleham in 1839

deefield and Bishen Middleham
2

The Russell Estate in the “arishes of Se
in 1835

Yormns R
lpnnbhig

Sedgefield

Bishop Middleham
Cornforth
Bradbury

Morden

Foxton snd Shotton

i) =
4 i i
-

7 3 8

N

Mm o
PO sl

The largest award in

which wus (apuct from 1 zere
lying 2% ezch side of the Reclorisl Gleb

(1504 OR 6P) and the other & part of the
By 1839 the Haurley Tield sllotment hed

holdings as

e, onsg being the



willicm Russell LO A 2
A8 0 %
L 1 2L

The Xsst Close had nersisted o

hands of the Dowager Ledy Dliz

second most important landowne

Another substantial o

awzrd increased in size by 1839 with the

4+
[

to add to thoe 11 sllotmen

was in three hands

Owner i

Dowager Lady

Barrington

:r at enclosure wa

JSLC
—amanrm,

Morth

s
as

5 a stable lendholding and was in the

abeth Bariington who, in 1839, was the

in Sedgefield.

S

Thomes Smith whose
acoulsition of seven fields

avard by thet time, however,

1la

NG



Doweger Lady
Barrington South Moor SM5 98 0O 1

#illiam Russell South lMoor S5 Le 2 7
Thomzs Davison Ryell R1 62 28

3 21%ron oldaunclosure
6 2 35¥rom North RPield

(@I

The importence of the Dossger Lady Barrington ss e landowner in

1639 cen be seen by the scouisitions clrendy montioned, but ths following

1626 sllotments were also aert of her by then.

Cwner Field A R D o
= Reference
) T -~ r A )
Roland I'izon (part)) South loor) S
e . rrm N = \ g P
Williem Hlstobb ) South Moor, 105 1 L Sh2

John Chirchese South Moor) Sk3

~—

Peter lLodshon ) Rvell 57z o e
e . Wy ol 4 e I
flice Puckle ) 7 R 7

A
/

fienry Plekeston (oort) Ryall 15 3 27 R7

\O
T
[ON

John Young fyell 24

3

sleng with feast Moor and formerly snclosed

slote, in 1839 ths Dowsy

3 estete was 7L0 acres in extent. Unlike

oilliam Russell, she hed holdings in neither Bishoo “iadlehsem nor

Sornforth.  She was the 1700 of the Right Ton. and Rev. George Viscount

Barrington who¢ becnus gilved & nrebendsl

stell in Durham in 17 1829, = gea 68,

Such on exelted oersongge wculd hove held Sedgefield Rectory becsuse it

LI

Wes o one of 3 two wealthiest in the county, the ot

¥

ier Leing Stenhove,

4

The acquisition of this estote in Sedgefield would seom to nost-dote
1791. 2y 1841 nert of the Dowager's estate was eing sold off. This

El

was the dast Close withf ormer enclosures and cothoges in the Lust Moor.

(Fig. 43 ) This reoresents one ¢f “he most stuble owne shin blocks in
the towashin.
The engrossing that had taken olace by 1839 hed sltered the owner-

ship nettern thet had emerged from the 1636 shere-out. The lurgest
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estate had exnanded tecause it had as its nucleus the Terdwick lands
and the wealth zceruing from them ensbled MNicholes Freville and his
successors to teke the oppertunities of expansion as they »resented

LY S

themselves. The Dowager's estate did not develon in the s-om

(44

the Russell estate, but it, too, reflects the importance of the nucleus
of, in this case, the wezlth thet wes sceruing from this rich benefice.
The importance of them both is in the consolidating of the allotments
of 1636 as pert of a much larger stable lend-osnershin block.
Zngrossing of this neture was inherent in the a-vortionmmt at
enclosure. +3 cun be suen from Toble 501, owners woere given allotments
in erable open fields and in ‘he common nasture snd moors. In most
cases, this meent a s5plit holding with compact units of less than 50
acres. The only holding, &rert from those of Micholeas Freville, that

has remainzd & steble ownershi» unit in the hands of an indenendant

individuel is Hoger Covlin's avard thet was made up of edjecent allotments

in Dollion (D2) and the Bl5). In some instences, as has
already been indiceted, the totsl awsrd hes been tsoken over by elther
the Dowsger or Willism Russell. There are some cases where one or twe

of the 1536 sllotments have been retsined snd the rest relinsuished to

ey ., . . - 5
the ebove estates, sz follows (Pig. 34 end Tlre 35.)1

3 i

Tl ey s

.. B Man

Field L P e

— e e Reference

Henry BRlakeston Hast Hoor L3 1 3 [iNEl
John Yo.ng Bust lioor 28 3 20 M7
Relnh Crd Best MHoeor 10 1 9 Di
Peter Fodshon ) Cremyre 12 2 25 o
AHlice Buckle ) Best loor 39 0 Al aM2

williem 8lstobb Tauxley LO 0 0 Hi
Sir Reloh Conyers Hest Moor 62 0 29 RU6
Of these, the Blakestern sllotment hes added to it parts of the aldjacent

old enclosures, but this may hove been so in 1636. But this is & minor



adjustment to vhat heve remeined ac reletively stable lend-ownershin

e 2 . - o~y A £ 1 oy - 5
1656 =1lotments and in the hands of indevendent owners

BFut if these remsa

ned stable, there were others that did rot
b

2
Tor examnle, after verts of the awards of the fellowing had nessed into
the hends of William Russell and the Dowager by 1839, their remzining

gllotments had been s0lit.

- . \ . ) iy . Me D
1636 Cwmer 4 n P field b
e e Refercence
Leo Middleton L7 1 1L SJouth loor
Reland Tixon 58 A 5 Soath $1

15 U C Feuxley H2
(intect) (Loaming Dyke)

Thomas Yright 125 3 22 Hauxley 13

Of the 163%5 swards t)

)

et remzined free of the cttentions of Hardwick
and the Dowvager, only one remained intect, being Roger Cowlin's
allotments in Dolliop (D2) end the Hast lMeor (i5). In one awsrd one
allotment had remained intact by 1839 while the other hed becn s-1it

s follows:

M.
636 Cune AT ] Mel Hap 79
1 Cuner £ K’___m_.e 2__];&-__(3_. Reference 18)/

Robert Brow 51 1 13 Bast loor M3 One QOwner
73 1 0 Horth N3 Two Owners

while in another case one allotment h:d remained intast end hed b een

enlerged by taking in adjacent land whils the remaining one hud been snlit:

ar

- o . L {;K) -
1636 Quner LR P Tield LD 18%9
Robert atkin 23 0 O Kazt Moor Bu8 Cne Owner
nlus nert of Robvert “indmers
.M. Allotment 9
52 1 1 Ryall Rz Two Owners

Ths 1636 enclosure =1llotments of Sedpefield, alons with those lends
- 2 s 2

nreviously enclosed at t het tinme, formed the basis forthe pattern of

ownershin that had emcerge. T 1839, At that early date, tenurisl rights



(02
A

were linkced to clearly demarcuted

this wus aschieved,

enc which cculd be boupght or

illustrated in engressing that was

where lands that

or develop them, vassed intc ths

importent process in & neriod of

a v S ~ 2 i N
was this so in but cxe

Sedgelfiela,

territory will show that enclosure

Bishor Middleham

Bishep Middleham ficlds were

land

Sedgefield in 1493, hereas

Formed ornly 2 smell aert of

over two thirds head slresdy been
of the lerd in osul znd

location of these f

size of the large f"ields

two of the smaller ficlds

lend became a fi

501d with

were in the ownershin of
hands

asgricultural imorovement.

enclozed £ifty -

sveviously encloscd

in Se

ieCa

nermanent.  Cnce

ommodity, easily identif'ied

grecster facility. This

is amnly

undsrteken by the Hardwick estate

those who could not maintein

of owmers who could - & very

Not only

nation of the Rishop Middlehanm

«imiler influcnce.

1ed &

ieviIn yeers al

Bisho» !Middlehanm

ed lesving less then one third

ey

P ]
ture or some 522 The

acres.
Figure 38 and tleir zovortionment

ooen arable fields wzroe less than

dpefield end wore comparcble

Cremyre #nd Lest Fleld.

The old enclosed lends included the Demesne :reble und the Park,

the Farnless pasture closes ani Surucely ond Northleeze Parm, 211 of
b o/ b

whlch can be identified in the 1647 survey and Bisho» Cosin's survey

lezseholdings. Islend Ferm is

mentioned by this name in the 1647

of the vicars ol :stle Nden,

Rerm TGS 8

PR G S CRLY (=3

N
wWore

or rental lists. The e

169 mede in the

'land formerly enclesed belongins

an old conyholding

Pittingt
freeholding and, therefore, doss
other lands that hed
enclosure sy

. -
o Mr. B

o
which is

survey. In 1839 it

ton aena !

nct anpear in the

SUrvVeys

enclossd b efore



ts to nmeke

incicaetine sttems

sllotrents to leno clvsedy held so forming comnect units.

These lands that were Pormerly encloszd sre s hown on the 169% field mes
v J

sesture or grazing.

There were no lerge meors leit in Bishop iddlehan by 1695 cnd the

smell srces of common grezing were the Ilorth Close, Morth Close Letch

and HNerrikncuwles, while the co-mon »asturs was Foumsrds in the south

west o the township lends in the low-lyins cerr crec.

The mattern of ownershis chancse and +the sersistence of sllotments

il e gituation in Sedeefield.

in conjunction with igure 39 and Pigure 40 which show lend ownershnin

ool Cuthbert Swainston which wes the vics

Taking sside the hold

glebe, there wers three main o lendownses in 1693

[y )

grards of

o
GETOS Of
GAIEITGS 06

holdinzs.

0

Of the awards in sroun a), neng of touem hod remeinsd in the hends

E o R O I SHS 4 ATy - -
of one owner by 1839, But vhile the totel o

of one owner or h~d besen

toxen over intast Ly

L
JURR IR O X

17 s ] IYs \
le Field «llotmant L)
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) A a0\ P S TR
sl Lo rd' ( 261 s1llcotnments hed

;

¢ his Noesh Slose (¥93%) ollotrment hod been

Ial

Robert Brabent's Yorth Tlese Dlot (7102) to form Luke Estobb's holding

in 1839, Robert Brebant's mzjor holding in the Vet

of the Zurteces Cemily end his Hest Fileld »lot (52)

[ R SV R T
DESHCU ANnTO Lhae

ad besen added to John Tutchinson's Uiddle Meld . 1lotment <“Z) along

1th thoss of Thomzsine ilson in the Niodle Field (M3) and Mary Davison

in Morth Clese (1IC4). But clthoush the John Fubchinson aun

onaing, 1t hed slso got rid of the smaller z2llotments

. . . - - . - i s AN
in Foumerds (¥3) to ~illiam Russell and the MNorth Closc Letch (MCL) to

Anne Surtees. In 1839 this eroec. compect holding was in the

07 the allotments in ~roup b), that of John Crosby, in the YNorth
¥ N . - . & 02 rg - " ‘ B -
Close (0L}, rsmainszd seq rate in 1832, It had been enlergsd by the

addition of Thomaszing Jilscn's Morth Close nlot (WC5) and was in the
i 2/

o

hands of llargoret Watkins. Robert Yulchinson's Field ellotment

omed by Jonhn Ralph Tenwizk. The vrest o or

flotment (U4), vaert of which had been sbsorbed by the Russell esta

U the cottage noldings only tac remsined in the Lest Ficld and

e

the twe remeining

e
Liis s

land slsewhere in 4he ey in the hands of four meia 0smers os

shown in Figure 40.  The avust imoortant of these dussell
end Snne Surtses, Tor they wers thu the ares.

S1d1 montloned in

(-
I_).

ly owmned
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John iddleton

John Couley

Robert Lans

Tarkir

The Russell estote shows

follows:

?

Peter Tutchinson
John Tutehinson (7

John Wood

chincon

John futshin

John Hutchinson (J)
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Tae Perk ond demssne oreble Cormed o stoble lundholding in the

hands of Zlizaobeth Hellhe

rnd of TTicholes Freville in 1547,

£+

& holding thet seems to huvs escuved from the 1l

other steble unit wes the T form 1n the hends of the three vica

srevicusly rentioned. Once in the hends of those clergy it would %4end

4o ) o 24 S Ee A N S o v -
vo persist for it became »ert of ths benalfices.

The date and noture of enclosure of the Sornforth township are
41

obscure with only cceesicns]l references to the event in “the Jilmote

Yl o R
(P2 SV SO VIR R RO JU

7 . PR 4 en R - .3
the 1647 survey refers to ¢ tenement in

-~

Cornforth, 'as 1t is now divided'. Durham county is & count of garly

I8
enclosure end V. B. Tate” makes refercnce to oert of Jornforth oor

being cnclosed in 1621. Llthou wes not one of the counties coversd

by the 1536 denonulation act, it included in the twenty-two counti

de Tt Ty A1 U S T o e N - Ly e e
to whiecn th asnly winlch indicetes that enclosure must

fr T At AL T e e wor ST [
&0 A e CENVUT e e M. Leonard 3UZEests

haove boaen

that there must hove been much ceomzal ennlosure toking wlece ot this

enclosu ¢ in Jurham before 1533,

15 no comslets rocord o

£

but thers is evidence Ffor the enslosure of

snd Delton o zarly
as 1505, end & grest many cascs occur betwsen these two detes. So

. - e . S 1
common had enclasure bscome, that im 1666 ¢ Lill to legelise <11

o S e AP - - S S B - sy x N =] o~ e 3
enclosuires de within the lest odxty errs was nassed. Co;n_f’orth,

sceording to Miss Leonard, was snclossd by order in Chancery 1628 2o, 17,

that 1t wes contemporaneous thus seeming Lo supvort liss Leonard' s

In vhe wsbsence of sn enclosure o




&7
distribution of ownsrshio in 1839, The 103%9 ownershin men, figure 43,
is interesting compered with the similer mens of the other townshios
f'or, whereszs in Bishoo and Bedgelield large aress of the land
are undsr the ownershin of large landownsrs such as Hussell, the
Doweger end Surtees, such is not the case in Cornforth. Thes three lerge
holdings in Cornforth are &3 “ollows:

Lergs ITeldings in Cormforth, 1839
Cywner 4 R P

Thomas Ha

o ]
Charles Garthorne 216 0 17
Jane Bates 159 1 21

el

st

46 cen be seen from the ownership mev snd the farm map (Pig. L)
there is a very close correletion between foarm and « svnershis boundarics.

sbsence of large sceale en-rcessing this pattern of

It

of in 1628

oy ey

orobably reflects more clesely the nazttern sllotments

is alsc evidence of holdings in two or move serts, for sxemnle:
Oumer Farn ilo, Locetion A R P
Jane Bates z Ne of village 5% 1 27
1 se 0f village 105 35 34
Charles Goerthorns 7 Se We of village Q1 39
7 S. 5. of villege 175 2 18
Thomas Haswell & Ne o of village 525
9 We Of village 9 ¢ =8
9 Se of villoge 7o 3k
It is interesting Lo roie 101 cech of 4h
linked with these »lot: n
engrosgsing oo teken sloce in thooe instuncen
ding, Farm "o. £, is recorvaed as two sesersie ontriczs

ownershinp

he

‘e



At bwo sensrabe farmstslls.  Refersncs to the tenure

- N\ y -

A7) will show thet one of these i lessshold sno the cthe:
TV gt e T R , . Q7Y e . -1y oA e
Jhere seems lititle evidence in the 1939 sattern thset the

of un:ravle end a pasture holding was followeu

in Cornforth in 1628 sntation of the land to L he west

elthouch the fr.
scley, suggests that this »ert of

> besn either the common zreble or meyte meadow,

but this can only bz conjzeciure for the sbsence of the enclosure siord
o 3}
limits any snalysis in this direction.

Cne of the Halmots ZJourt Miscellansous Books gives & numbaer of nlans
o .

ut the scoond decade of the 19th

of Leasehold farms in the manor ¢

40
[ . s .1 oo . S
century. These nlanz are linked with eatries in 01d 2Jobitia Books

o

giving informetion of lesses 2nd fines for the farms going back to the

nove

17th centiry. Such evidencs shows that meny of
been very steble bestween the 17th century wnd 1850. The 1939 land of
the Rev. Thomas Richard Sheonerdson (Fis. 31.), for exsmple, is &

oz

lezseholding fo. yesrs and ceme into his hends in 1637, but through these

references cen be trased bock to 17415 when it ws in the hunds of

Laybourne and formerly belonged to Sdward Elstob. This last nemed ocwner
enables & link with this sstate os it 1s recorded in Bishen Cosin's

Jehn Farrer's Lister's Parm. In this way

many of the Leaseholdings in Cornforth snd indeed the whole manor, can
be trased back to zarlier detes in the 17th century and a more deteiled
study of some of thesce will be made in Chanter 5 of this work.

The sersistence of ownershin boundsries from the 17th century seems

. S

to accord well witn the eviderce in Bishon Viddlehsam ond Sedgefield cnd

suggests thet here, too, the predominant influence on thoe 1839 nattern

of ocwnershin was the division of the townshin lends into allotmsnis in



The Farms in 1853°

fn imdortent asoect in the evolution of »atterns vwnershin

between 1500 :nd 1850 was the tenurial framesork Jhic! formed a stable

element in the sgrarisn chunzos that were taking nlrce during this

npericd. It was stable in $hat the Lenurisl nractices of ownershin were
)

an inheritance from the medizval oeriod and nersisted unchen ged until

1300,

[8
N
—
¥
¢
by
fol

i1 was the concept of ownersnilp,

and elthough it is argusble thet it began to change during the medieval

veriod, in ared and £ifty yerrs, during a srosess that

came to be known ts the Lgricultural Revolution, it nroceeded ol o more

3

ranpid sace. The age of merchantilism, the expanding cocl-min ing industry,

early ‘ndustrial activity and the development of & mone tary system bused
on stock exchenges and banks, were only a few of the factors thet snablod
the scoumuletion of o2snital for the nurchszse of lend Sn o merkst that

had been given & boost in the 15th century hen Henry VIIT dissolved

the monasteries. Canitsl invesbment in lond becsme & rec nised cconomic

ectivity. But money for investmant ceme not onlv from tho merchant end

commercinl classes, bub from the substantisl landowners who by the

beginnin century were slready seeing the kinds of returns
5 N &
that could come Prom we well-mon: gced lends.

3

ere owned

In the medieval »eriod the mancrisl lends of Middleham w

ey

by the Bishop end held by his tenants in toerms of medieval tenure. By

ths beginning of th: 17th century, this two tier system of manoria

lord and tenent was already chensing, for there is evidence, in the 1647

Z o0

gh Farnless Farm (ﬂl” 5%) belng

5

Parliementary Survey of tho menor, of i

He

n the hands of Micholas Freville, but being farmed by Christopher
Selby et = rent of £352.5.0. By 1579, a three tier system of this natu e
was well develoved with the owners in mony cases peying rents to the

i

Bishon according to their tenures, and in turn lecsing their holdings



70

to tonant The tenant fermers in Durh

Peilej,j held © cmsoon lesses of threc and seven yerrs, or
sometimes even nine or twelve yecrs, Por osyment of & money rent.
Treating with the tenants done some siw to seven months bzfore
cxolration of the old lease. The “ime of entry into the lease he gives
as '0ld Wey Day' and the renis were said helf-yesrly on 23r¢

ond 1540 May.  Other than the tenant Parmsres, there were the owner-

held thei 1y from the

occuplars r land dirsc

am )

farmed it themsclves.
In 1609 there were consclidated lendholdings

in the manor thet could |

ere those in Bilshop Middleham

Demesne was grented by leesse 2 carly as

’1/

PN AY . [al
576}  hcecording Cosin's Sruvey,

to Bishop

£
oL -2

also a leaschold ferm in thoe hands OrEe

3

Hoase Farmi freeholding not recordsd on the

&

to Georgs Fr
Soruceley

Freville in 1633,

but thsre is reeson to susnose that this also
he cegloning of the 17th century. Other lends hec

[

from the moors and owen fields by that

’;,7

1 er oo

[V

ble form heldings

were aistributed throurhoat the onen fields snd
R Y- & ey e 11 . . -
survey, For example, Thomss Middleton's

rden

Pasture for ons cow in Founsrds
Pasture for 12 sheasn upon the moor

Rldgzes in the les

acres in the i Met

PO

acre

3]

cont,

Aidges

others

Suoyholding wes

The

Talmo

sccording to Jo

1739

and

hop in

most eanily

where the Bishop!

evill

snd MNorthleeze

+

vo Dourt records,

ot

<Ll

a comnact form

also been enclosced

were also being

, however, that

astures, n the 1647

as follows:
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.o 4 7 N . . . . .
2 Ridges cont. 5 asrs =t North Close Gute in the Zast Fisld

. 4
in Snellthorne cont. 5 zore

T oscre in Fyre "nolls cellodee e enen.

R o PRV Y
o Bubts 2

1 Dayle of Yeszdow lring

CUne cottane

Cne house somebimes of westsz 10 +ds. 2 6 yds.

(ne cotlase ~ith

Cna

glso h=ld & oless of Lind freehold for

improved £7.0.0.

noooen

WeS N0 demesn

o forming the shown in ¥

alreedy baen e

cere 2lso com:

Althou

cessible Yo reconstruct the Pormer ooen

A Y T e - . & o — SN
fields and moors of and {erms scen

in 1859 (Figs. Lo,

rocly the result of enclos

It is wrobeble, however, that the freeholdins in the
- 3
the townshin (Mig. 47.) sss el cody enclosed ot t hat dute.

R S T I
e DETLerns oL 1

with only few

comgant far detes. On the othur hend, wmenys

the Terms in Bishop Middlsham were the result of enclosure “het hed

Tarms which are numbered 1 2, &, 5, 6, 7 and



705
{ <

in Figure 41 are compuct steble farms on lend thet wes not included in
the 1693 division and weas nreviously enclosed. Thers were five farms
that were crested from the open fields and vastures which by thet time

were £150 comosct.  Fizhlund Touse

ield and Morth

and comnzctness by emalgamation of

a il

Cloze allotments. Farw Yo. 3 is a compsct holdin - composed of former
Foumard ellotments, a “est Pileld allotment snd former old enclosure.

Ferm No. 13 corresponds with & former Middle Field allotment. In

the North Close, two farms have emerged from the allotments there,

taking in adjoining 0ld enclosures.

@]

The ferm holdir » e re not comvact and are s»nlit are the

. - - N . " . e - - R - -
vicarisl glebe (Wo. 16) in the =5t Field and Foumerds, and Farm To. 10
occupying sn old enclosure in the West Field, = Foumsrd allotment ond
two cottage ellotments in the Jest Field. The only compsct allobment

of 1593 thet hes been snlit is Xohert Brabant's in the et Field where

Tour fields have been tuken nwsy to leave Parm Yo. 15.

In Bishop Middlehem, the wllotment boundsries ss demarsotsi in
169% hzave nersisted in the ferm boundaries with very few sxonmples of
allotments being 3»11t cither between farms or among lendowners. Hone

of the farms wzs owner-occusied in 1839 :nd the furm patterns reflsct

closely the cunershin natterns with no farmbeing mads u» of lands of

mors than one ovner. The cottase allotmenrnts are still in evidence as

small nlots dn the former Dast

In 3Jedgelield, the Zast Jlose fa (& and oer o er Tiim
) - o 3 Ay 2 e . - o TS S S
Parm (No. 15) (The Rect lebe) in fieare %6, have the seme bound-
eries oz they hud bafore enclosure while farms numbers 23 and 9, for

exemnle, coincide with the allotment boundaries. COther ferms ere made

up from 5 combination of adjscent sllotments, for exemdnle, [arms

numbers 14, 12, & tnd 13, or some cllotments Love cumbined with onerts



of uujzcent sllotments or former enclosures es cen be s.en in “erms
numbers 27 end 3. Ferms numbers 2 snd 4, on ths cther hand, togzether
form a furmer allotment end, therefor:, show evidence of = divided
1lotment as do Terms numbers 25 and 26. Tn general, however, there
is a re degree of correspondence between the zllotment boundrries
of 1636 and the farm boundaries of 1839. The enlargement or decressing
of farm size secms to have beeon done within the framework of the bound-
aries made in the 1636 enclosure.

The small holdin tend to be those that were allotted in the

"oy
ES

Moor wherc the cottase allotments persist. The greatest smount of
fragmentation seems to be in the former ooen fields near the village

where there are a number of smell holdin of two or three closes which
probubly represent the »neddocks shere horse: would be grazed Jor where
the horse was the motive nower there would be & need to have the paddock

gar L he dwelling.

#5 1n Bishoo Middleham, the comoact form bounderies correspond closel
& y B

with the ownership boundaries with the Carms fulling within the bounderiss
T, Tor s . Tarms 34 and 32 in the South loor

holding of the Dowager, or ferms 23 and 24 which coineide with ownershin
boundaries.

There ere =« number of frrms in Sedgefield thet are not compact.
Farm "c. 28, Por example, is made un of two nlots lying to the south
of the village. Farm Wo. 27 is &lso made un of two plots, one in the
former South Field snd the other just to the north of the village in
the former North Field. TIn each case ownershin and oc cupation boundarie

coingide, and Mo. 27 is owner-occuviasd by Thomes Devison. But not all
split Tarms are a reflecticn of the ownershin holding. Nos. 2 end 7,
for example, form a single ferm ‘enanted by  illiem Haxwell, one part
being owned by Bryes Velker while the olher belongs to the Dowager



gton. Pregmentation of this kind tonds to be restricted to the
arms snd they usuaally have & lerger comdact block with frag
mented additions. Some of the larger furms also follow this nattern
erm with smaller detached holdings. Thay & re shown

in Tables 3:L4, 5, 6 sizes are listed.

their compact holdings by
acguiring adjacent fields from other landowners. John Bowss hes obtained

A

twe ficlds in the south eest corner of his farm "o. 14 Trom the Dowager
to add to those sglready held from  illiem Russell.

There are cases where fragmentation both in terms of the holdings

and ownarshily are more scattered thun this. vald Merpison, for
LIED )]

holds & ferm of 584 1R 1P but he recuires four sensrste nlcis from four

B o .,-' »

separate ownzrs to eschieve this as follows and merked 1Y on Figure 35:

Owner A R P Locuation

The Dowager
Viscountess Barringten 29 3 6 South of Villag

west vart of Village

ey
et
5
ot
@
N
(@
N
[02)

Arne
Willism ussell 17 1 28 South Zast of Village

Nicholes Smith g 2 21 South of Villege

Conclusions

from the =attern of

('D
L.u
<
o

The compoct Tarms of 183%9 seem to have dex
land-cunership which wes slrecdy in existence lons before the 17th
century enclosures, or was densrcsted et thet time. The allotments tend

te heves nersisted in their originel bounderics sometimes mmalgamsting

et e Llirmn Ay e o emr e e o P ST
with others to lform larger Tarms. In some sases, have
been subdivided btut there are few of these. Yhe engrossine ol the

D ()

allotments by the lergs laadowners has tended to consolidate snd stabillize



them as farm units, bul cihers heve 2lso been conselidsted in the Lands

‘\)’
of' owner-osouniazcs,
Phe smell holdings of twe or three closes and less tend to reflect

the cottase allotments at enclosure, althougsh there sre many small

plots occunied by individuals close to the village which can be shown

to be the divisions of enclosure zllotments or sr

3

small dispersed ownership

enclosed at that time. The existence of
nlots in 1939 cnabled fermers without com»ust holdings to assemble a

workable unit even though it vwas scattered.



Farm Sizes

in 1339

In 1932, Sir John Clavham showed that the small farm of less

used then

Ferms in B

this country in 1851.

I

o

(5)

their nesition 1s in no way dominant.

[

ngland and Wales, 19

51

Size in Acres MNo. Total icreage
5= 49 90,000 2,122,800

50 -
100 -
300 -
500 -

Over
John
Ie

23

and these
& grocter

100 csares

™ . -
Farms Less

29 L, 600 3,206,500
299 6, 200 11,015,800

-

-
N
-
=
=

v, 260,900

2
<

, 841,000

1,000 1,112,300

Clevhem)

comperisen is mede between these

for Middleham Manor in 15%9, it cen be

]

-
w

aropertion of

which he considered smell farms.

than 100 lcres

MNetional

C 1= nh

middling in size

to

the mancr is apos

he evtensive. The

ercentaoge in 1 21.67

Percentagze of Land
under Occupation

Toynshin

Cornforsh 56.15

. O o) r
Bishoo Middleham 38,06
Sedgelield 10,26

sm also considered & farm of bethw

, from 300 %o 500 seres tobe large,

imrortancse of the medium to lrrge

naresntars

when the a of

>

and

lend worked

£8 the following figures sho

nationel figures

een 100 and 300

0

¢

Percentare

8.6

acres

over 500 =

size ferms

in 185

than
acres was the dominant production unit of the gricultursl econony
w, however,

the ascreege of land tilled by these small formers is the criterion

he lands were worked by farms of less than

cr

1in

eo

w

tobe

seen that in the latter



e %a} N “ o L o
102 seres is se=sn.

rercsntage of lsnd in
farms over 100 scres

TE2 ol TS TS e }
Plsney Miaslekom 01 .\)

Sedreficeld L9 7!
oednerle D e [

one

nrovea no berrier to the extension of

ferm bounderiss Cor the followin: ©rrm holdings both in Bishopn Middlehanm

size in 1839,

selleld formed sirgle form units of

Bisnow Hiddle Seagelield Tote
Former Term Mo. L 2 P Term Mo, £ P P K il P

™
A
.
(K]
(@]
£
(&)
-
N
()
N
g
[2N
Eong
<
=
+

Jumszs Lockey 6 56013

John Trall 7

~J
N
X}
[N
D
N
(SR
N
-~
A
AN
oo
NN
&N
=
he
N
\l

Michael Tinkler 3 129 1 39 2 326 0 1B 455

P
RN

John Bewick I Thl O 38 39 200 0 3% €4 1 24

-y

These were 21l forms under the owne hin of Jilliem lussell snd with

fichael Tinkler's, formed compact units seross the

TR RPN, A T vt o £ o 3 b ey o e
Ficheel Tinlkder's ferm was in two sarts,

L3

and the other in Foumerds znd the Tormer

one lyins in the

& further cxemnle of o form s tre

of' Tsebells Stenhenson who not only
hela 1274 O 4F (ﬁo. 37) cff william Russell's land in Sedgefield, but
elso 294 OR 7P in Bradbury, edjoining this.

The oreponderance of lerge farme is not only o festure of the

Bishoz's lsands.

the large ferms thet wers zlze in
xistence in the lends of the other towmskisg in the »narishes of

Sedgefield snd Bishop lMiddleham in 41839, Zs cen be scen. this tsble



sunports well the findings in the menorizl lands.
Ferms of over 100 zcres tend to be a festure of lands held by luarge
A

landowners. Tor exsmnle, the followins list shows the farm holdings

on Jilliam Russell's lands in the two narishes.

Farmer Township Number on MNap A R P
- . o - 7
Jenes Lockey B & 5 6 & 33 Loh 0 24

John Fall BM & S 7 & 36 354 2 3%
Michacl Tinkler BE &3 5 & 21 455 2 1L

John Bewlck
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Jonn Miller By
Isebella Steshenson S & Brad. 37 226 0 11

dward Smith ]
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William Rece

Thos. Richardson 8 20 227 2 25
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William Thompson g

N
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N

X
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Thos. Smith liorden

N
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Thos. Fleethan Morden 16
John Thombpsen Toxt. & Sh. 3773 22
Robert 3mith Toxt. £ Sh. 207 0 2
Rel-h Peacock Foxt. & §h, 165 1 26
William Bavston Foxt. % Sh. 128 0 12

Toxt. £ Sh. 103 0 16

foxt. & 5h. 397 2 2¢
John Applegarth Foxt. & Sh. 290 3 3
4#lthough Villiem Russell is the lergest of the lendowners in the sree,

others with snmsller but still considerable holdings show a similer trend

in lerge ferm sizes, for exemple, the Dowecer Lady Zlizsbeth Burrington



fnne Surtees end othere thut con be seen in Teble 317

..

fnother important influsnce in craating lerge, compsct stable forms

D

wes the Churche  The ferm of Micholas Ridley (Sedgefield o 15) wos
2634 1R 38P in extent &nd wes e lerse compact nart of the rectorisl
zlebe, still in the rectcr's hands in 1839, In Bishon "iddleham the

rectorial glebe hzd been &« nnre 0 the surviving vicarial glebe

~

. N \ .
(Mo. 16) wes small (59 sores). Islend Ferm (0. 2), however, formed
nart cf the benefices of Pittington, Hertlepool and Cestle Hden

(15824 3% 19). These irstitutionslised holdings formed very steble units

for they could not be devised.

Oimer occunied farms formed only o smell sert of the tovnshin londs
- W X s

being most imnortant in Cornforth where Cherles Gzrthorne held = Jerge

farm. There we ¢ two other owner oseuniers in thet townshion, none in

3

Bishop lMiddlehem end five in Sedgefield as follows:

Quner Uocupiers 1859
Cwner Fi 1 I Farm 770,

Cherles Gurthor

Josenh Lamas Cornforth 86 0 2 11

Thos. Davison Sedg
John arrowsmith Jedzefisld 75 0 17 12

Benjamin Grd Sedgefield 500 14 1

June Rutheorford Sedgelfield 280 16 13
Tim Soerk 2E 3 26

Owner-occupicrs, therefore, did not ferm o

nronortion

e manorisl lands in 1839, nor, with the erceoticn of Charles

[ Thomes Davison, did they possess largs farms.
EB 1.

Large compuct Parms tended to ¢ & esture of the lerge estates in

the Middleham Ve or end surrcunding tovmshing. +hile thz smeller frrms
< . b



reflected the holdings of the smaller landowners. An importent aspact
of ¢wmershin in the Bishon's townshinss, however, wus the linq of
tenure under which the land was held. Therefore, sn examination will
be mude of the offect tenure had on the develosment of fermstoells in
the menor,

It hes alresd teted, when considering lend-ownershin netterns,

o
<4
®
D
[n1
w

thot the influence of medicval tenurisl prectice continued long ofter

that neriod came to a close. The strength of this influence is nowher

o

more anparent then in the exeminstion of the tenurisl nettorns in the
monor. In 1600 land wes held from the bishon a3 lord of the manor in
terms of the medieval tenurus of conyhold, leasehold rni Treehold thut
have previcusly been described and these were to continue with only 1ittle
chenge until 1250 and beyond.

In the early 17th century rccords, thc erbel descristions of the
copyheld tenures sre sush that they arevery difficult to identify on
the ground or on the man. The 15647 survey, Tor sxample, describes
Thomas Middleton's cosyholding in ¢ erms that have been given elsewhere

3

(p.70 ). But, less complox holdings are nonetheless vague

1 Botcherby

One Cottage and 2 acres (7 oct 1.4 Curl)

One Tenement oni 6 scres

1Cs.2d.
The lesseholdings, on the other hend, can scmetimes be more soecific.
That of Jilliam Findmersh is described =s 'Certeain lands and meodows
celled Follands' with a rent of 12s5.02¢ (£4..10.0 improved) with a fob
lamb &t nentecost or 55.0d. in lieu.'

This vagueness on the one hend and relative clesrness on the other



wes »robably inevitable for some holdings wers
rights to nasture andwuste, while others we e

enclosed (usually leasehold) st the beginning o

Conyhold tenures were of very old origin,
the husbandlends and cottas . Leaseholdings,

in ths open fields with

specific londs, slready

T the 17th century.

being associated with

on the other hand,

ususlly cccupied land +that bzlonged to the bishoo as the lord of
the menor and wes lessed at & later dste. Tenures in the onen fields

&na costures were assoclated with o per rather then hoa shecificslly
recorded nlot of lend. Rights were designated by such words as 'cottaze',

"tenement' or '"messuape' which must have had o

terantsc «nd the cowrt offficiels. Indeed, in Sedgefield, the cottoge

nholders received sbout five acres each thelr cottages when t he ficlds
o . . iy 5 . o . .

were diviced in 1636. Tenements and messuages sre a little more dirffizult

for they zesm to refer to a lendholdin

referance to size. The construction of the
then, sented some nroblems.

The availability of 1647 Perliamentary
Bisho» Cosin's Survey slong wiih 01d "otitisa Books

as3es

the

trecing back of zome ¢

were indlvidual ownershin blocks that were eate

t ose thot were =& gxistencs then, so

g including

tenure muasn

the

homestall without

s (Wigs. 47.)

VL
4o,

, i
survey znd the 15662

has ensblad the

as

far as 1620 These

&S

lished 2zt enclosure snd

vattern of the lewuse

hold tenures is prrtly vost-erclosure ond 1ertly ore-enclosure.  An 1540
document knewn as 'Reed's Terrier' slong vwith 2 map of Bishop Widdleham
ci933, is in existence, which allows the identification of lessechold

lands in Bisho» liddlehem ot thot time, slong with those that had been

enfrenchised. This hes been checked against other sources cnd has been
0

found accurste, so has elso been used in constructins the nattern of

leaseholdings. The Falmote Court meps have

for thers & number of Instznces

are

ols

ere leaseholdings in

o been snother socurce

al

Sedgef

eld



are ot recorded ‘n th No
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e

Sources for the const

netterns are less relisble
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by a method of
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[
ol the towmshiy aend slthourh ez frecehicld, corried a rant
. 3
in tke Talmote Coury.
- . - . . 4 . . o
The cettern of tomire ia Bedrelield wus esteblished in 1636 on
are slven tenurial identity.

o Punction

opyhold tenure would ceem to g

ip where husbean

of the

were grinted to customary tencots in terms of

this

The

that

of avent.

N

of the

dlands and cotts

vel tenurs,

rebebly to be equated with the sugzested nlanned leyout cf the village
in the 12th century. Tt a2lso bezen supgrested that the mid-13th

century inecraas in rily and posuletion se

nrosne

but it would elso see the extension

from the weste. The 1 of’ leusenold land
this wrocess, for ncw lend felen in from the wast
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The occurrence of frechold tenure is a little more comnlex than
glebe is osresent but this is solithetwoen
the Je-t Pield end Foumard's Pasture and is conyhold. Blocks of free-

held land are oresent in the £ ormer oven fields, notably William

s !iddle Field and Foumard's sllotments. This formed & 1srge

fresholding in 1693 =long with zn old enclosure, formerly vert of the
end o lerge old enclosure in the e ast of the townshin. But

the lrargest freeholding is

the cast of the townshin., The o esence of such o relative ;17 lerge amount
of frechold lund in this tewnship »Hroh:bly reflects the fact that in

sure of the rewsrds

given to his servants.
Cther then the conyhold tenure found in the former open £islds and
given identity on enclesure, there sre those copyholdings t

by thet time. The most imrortant of these was

the Tslend FPerm which leyv to the south of the villere.
N &

The orepondsrcnce of lerschold lend in Cornforth is srobsbly due

to the later date at which these hisher londs were teken into cultivetion.

this were the mid-13th century and the bishon was st that time ranting

lenses Tor lives and yesrs in Sedsefieldand Bishow 1 dddleham, then this

would be the case in Cornforthe. Its strivution is the result of

Cempering the tenurisl maps (Fi@u. 6, L47.) with the Farm and

thot some Parms had o uniform tenurisl idsntity

cna formed steble ferritorial divisions, for exsmnle, in Bishon

. - . \ - e P 9 A e
liddleheam (Pig. L.}, Islend Fernm (lo. 2) ncayhold end Sprucely

(ou &) wes lessehold. In Sedseficld (Tig. 36.), Glower o'sr Tim (lo. 15)

-\

(the glebe) wes fireeheld, Ryell Tarm (Jlc. o) owes conyhold, end Todd's

Mew ifouse (Mo. 9) wus le-sehold. Tn Cornforth (Fige ') there sre



numsreus exemples of ferms of unilorm lesschold tenurc.

Un the other hend, e farms heve lands of different tenurss
their bound ries. In Blshoo Iiddleham, Hest louse Farm (o, 5)
hes botk freehiold and couyhold lend, Mrnless Farm (o. &) hes f'rechold,

leasehcld cnd conyhold, vhile Yighland Vouse (Mo. 9) hes lewsehold ma

copyhold. In Sedgefield, both ovver Fouse (17o. 33) =nd Tizst Close

Il

(JTo. 17) are made un of lerschold and cotvhold. These are sll stsble
ferm holdings sc eltheoush uniform tenure mey olay some nert in stebilizing
o ferm holding, = frrm heving o diverse tenurisl idonti ity 1s not

N

landovmership aphears to be &

&)

tebility of & farm.

tenurial systen sersisted until 1800 is & mosasure
of' the conservatism on the Bishopric

‘evolution. Buteven thoush
in 1200 for the enfrenchising

teken cdventasze of 1%t &8 cenbe

AU the mresent stetbe of resesrch 1% is difficult Lo account for this

NI T N S PO T R A
failure, but clesrly the ocusSom:

nos enperent to modern cres.
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Field Systems

The field boundaries on the 1839 Tithe maps and the first
editions of the Crdnance Survey Mans in 1857 show that by the mid-
19th century the »rocess of enclosure hed produced z pattern of
rields very different frcm the open fields and moors that hed been
present at the beginning of the 17th century. In those nre-enclosure
days, travellers throush the south esstern wart of Durham County saw
it as @ county of open arsble fields. Blome, in 1673, described east
Durham as the most chempion part of the county snd the south as the
most fertile part. Cgilby, in his Itinerary, in 1575, showed the
county in open arable alons the road from whitby to the nor‘th.1 That
the lands of Bishop Middleham znd Sedgefield were no exception cen be
scen from the reconstructions of these fields, nastures and moors in
Figures 35, 33, and tables 3:1 and 3:3, showing the apportionment of
land st enclosure. This nrocess has alrendy been discus:ed earlier in
this work as has ths fact that there is no copy of the Cornforth
enclosure award available to allow a similar construction for thet
township.

R. A. Butlin1 connents on the frequency of the occurrence of
three-field townships in vhysiograohically fewourgble locations, notably
on lower alluviel flats of the Tees, the lagnesisn Limestone plateau
and the terraces of the Vear. Patches of lighter soils within the
glacial drift of the Tees Lowlands may well be another location favour—
able to their development for Sedgefield slso shows signs of a former
three-field system although by 1636 there were seven arsble common
fields to be divided on enclosurs, Bishoo Middleham, on the other
hend, occupied one of Butlin's favourable sites on the Marnesian
Limestone dip-slope and here = three-field system wes in existence in

1693,
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Bishop Middleham

The township lands of Pishoo iddleham in 1693 consisted of the

following:

Bishop Middleham Township 1693

Open Lrable Tields

A R P
West Field 166 -3 2
tiddle Field 154 0 14
sest Fleld 82 4 15 40% 2 37

Commen Pasture
North Close Letch 3 3 36

North Close 75 4 I

Merriknowles 20 3 25
Foumards Pasture 118 1 27 218 2 12

0ld dnclosures,
Village tofts,
Lanes, ‘“aste, etn. 1465 1 N

TOTAL 2087 2 7

From this end from refersnce to the man (Fig. 38) it is evident that
much enclosure had already taken »nlace by that date, for only 622

acres out of 2087 acres remainsd in common. Butlin1 states that much
enclosure tock vnlace in these lowlund townshins of Durham in the
medieval period and this weuld scem to be ths cese in Bishop Middleham.
For example, enclosures aposear to have been t sken out of the open
fields. "The demesne srable, lyving tot he north of the village can be
seen to contein three parts of the open arable fields, if their
boundories are projected south {Fig. 42.). hen these three enclosures
were made 1s not known but probably coincided with the zranting of o

4

lesse by the bishop which post dated the sbendonment of the Manor House.



It was a common practice, in the open field townships, to put lands
into ssveralty which meant bringing dispersed holdings of & person
into fewer pleces &nd freeing them from &ll rights of commonege. It
is interesting to note that the 1647 Survey describes this demesne

4 N 8
arable as, 'Thrse severasl platis of arrable lende.....’

also reference in the 1693 cenclosure award to Robert Brabant's Sast
Field ezllotment where an allowance for a aighway is mede to lead to,
'several closes [formerly enclosed'. fnother kind of early enclosure
was the Lammas close where sometimes large parts of common fields were
enclosed by quickscet hedges, but had to be thrown open to pasture at
Lammas. There is reference to Lammes closes in the enclosure award
where John Wood's West Field sllotment has en allowance for a highway
so thet John Crosby can get to, 'his Lames close (Fformerly divided) in
and through Jonhn flutchinson's Lames close'.

But not 21l olad enclosures were taken out of the former arsble
fields. It is evident that by 1693 most of the ccmmon waste had been
enclosed for there is nothing in Bishop Middleham that equates with

the Zast end South Moors in Sedgelield. Only Foumards, Horth Close,

o)
North Close Letch and Merriknowles remained. Large enclosed farms had
been established in the south and esstern part of the township - Island

Farm, Sorucely and ldast House - while in the north east Farnless, the

Bishop's vasture closes, hed been enclosed along with other closes in

=

the hands of Robert Brabant a2t thaot time. The remaining major
enclosure was the Parkland, pert of the demesne, and lying to the south
of the village.

S0, although 1693 saw the snclosure of three common arable fields
and common pasture in Bishop ¥iddleham, it was the final act in a

process that had been underwsy for some time.
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sSedgefield

The enclosure of Sedgefield occurred in 1636, 57 yeers before
that in Bishop Middleham. The map, therefore, represents e field
system at an earlier dste. it that time there were the following open
fields, common vastures, snd snstess

Sedgefield Township 1635

Open Arable Pields A R P
North Field L2 1 N
Ryall Field 328 1 15
Hauxley Field 272 2 19
west Field 134 0 0
South Field 117 1 1
Dollion 30 1 13
Cramyre 70 2 30 1355 2
Common Pasture
The Best Close 150 0 6 150 0
Commcn waste
South Moor 589 2 7
East Moor 455 1 36 1078 0 3
0ld Enclosures
Incl. Leyton, JTardwick
and the Glebe
Village Tof'ts
Lanes, Waste, etc. 2675 1 29
TOT AL 5259 0

The open zrable fields of Sedgefield have less incidence of lands
being enclosed in severalty but examination of the map (Fig. 33.) will
show thet there were esrly enclosures oresent in the North and South

Fields, Meuxley and «ast loor, although & number of these were in
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perivheral positions and may repressnt earlier assserting. The existence
of the almost severed nlot of the I'suxley Field to the South hest of

the village suggests that ths portion of the glebe there was a scveralty

sizen Trom the Tauxley Field. But the striking fesature of this town-
11p was the seven oven arsble fislds which eare probasbly the result of
expansion in the 13th century which would coincide with the building
of the church and the extension of the village. hatever their origin
these large open fields would certainly earn for Sedgefisld the
descrivtion of a champion landscave.

The Zast Close is seen as an enclosure of good-guality grassland

comparable to the Ox closes referred to by R. A. Butlin1 as belng a
feature of such townships. This was coummon pasturage and was usually
situated between the common arsble and the common waste. It was
enclosed to prevent animals from straying and was stinted.

The South and East Moors were the common waste that still existed
in this populour townshin in 1659, an ares over which more inhabitents
than those included in the enclosure awsrd would have had interests.

There was no demesne lind in Sedgefield but in 1636 the enclosed

glebe formed a considerabls feature of the township's landscave.

The reconstruction of the 17th century fields of Bishop Middleham
and obedgefield portrays z system of cultivition that wes essentially
medieval in character. Apart from the festures alre:dy described,
examination of the fisld boundsries of some of the fsrms previously
enclosed shows that a three-field system was probably in overstion
there aswell. Tarnless farm (Pig. 61.) shows a division into three
fields, i.e. West Farnless, lMiddle PFarnless and MNorth Farnless, with
Two Little Carrs as nasture or mesdow land. The field called the Grrths

seems to have been taken out of Worth Fernless probably when the farm
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stall moved there from the village. The demesne ersble is slso divided
into three fields which reflects the taking in severalty from the three
open fields. There is also & suggestion that Island Parm may have been
divided into three major fields with its pasture in the Cerrs, but by
the end of the 18th century (Fig. 60.) the desire to anportion fields
to the various clergy had obscured the former boundariss.

The early enclosure of these farms and the taking in of land in
severalty, as well as the lammas closes, al-eady signalled a breakdown
of the medieval system. Snclesure, when it came in the 17th century,
was an act indicating a revolution in terms of territorial organisstion.
This produced a new pettern of ownership boundsries out of thz open
flelds and common pasture wshich became fixed, and within which new
methods of agricultural practice would evolve. Changes within the

p
two hundred years Tollowing this are seen by R. & Butlin' as the
result of population »ressure, increasin; merket demsnds for beef and
butter, and & gensral intolerance of the deficisncies of the old system.

There are also the behavicurel aspects to be considered, for during this
period there was a desire for the mzjor landowners tc enlarge their
estates, end for new owners to acquire large estates, in a society
where landed gentry held an exslted soccial nosition. There was also
the urge of the individual farmer to improve his lot through his own
efforts, a growing attitude that was to lead to the laisser-faire
thinking of the 19th century.

Phyllis Deans and 7. A. Cole2 have suggested that the »opulation
of kngland rose from c¢5.4 million in 1700 to 8.6 million in 1801.
The ratz of increase in populetion in the parishes of Bishop i{iddleham
and Sedgefield during this period was less than this a3 can be seen

from the following estimstaes for the mid-17th century) and the census

figures for 1801 and 1851.
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Populeation of the Parishes of sedgefield and Bishop lMiddleham

. Mid 17th
Parish Contur 1801 i .,>r21
Sedgefield 1459 1756 2192
Bishop ¥Middlsham 504 738 1719
TOTAL 1963 2L9L 3911

By 1801, the manorial lends were not dircectly affected by the cosl-
mining activity that weas taking place in the northern part of the
county and where probable population increases of over 100 ner cent
between 1700 and 1800 are estimated. Although by 1851, the development
of the concealed coalfield was being reflected in the populaticns of
the townships, particulerly that of Cornforth. Bui the increase
shown by 1801 is & messure of the increased sgricultursl activity
that wes sucecessful until 1800 in feeding the growing local vpopulation
at a sufficiently chean price to sllow income +toie left over for

. . . . . '
spending on goods being vroduced by the young menufecturing industries.
At the seme time, the fermers were able to mseke »rofits to snable
investment in their farms and vay 2 good return to the lendowners who

were able to provide the ceanital for the growing industriszl enterprises.

[

N

The 17th century enclosurss in South Bast Durham, howeve ', were
not the result of the demend for more grain from the growing industrial
arees, but rether the reslisstion of the need to take the continuslly
cropned end exhausted lends out of srable clutivation and put them under
sasture. lay and grass from the newly enclosed farms helped feed the
growing horseg povulation and provide dairy nroducts to the local morket

[

centres. 4lthough in the early »ert of the 15th century some markets

o

e

were further afield for butter was being shipped from Newcastle upon

m C

Tyne and Stockton upon Tees.
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This sug

ests that 18th century agriculture in South East Durhsam
wins successful in meeting the needs of ths growing ponulset . on. There
is doubt, however, vhether its sractices sere in the nature of those
essociated with the Agriculturel Revoluticn. Two of the chief criteria
bric Kerridge5 uses for assessin: the iLgricultural Revolutiocn sre the
substitution of up-snd-dewn husbandry for nermanent tillage and
nermanent grass cr for shifting cultivetion, and the introduction of

_ i o A )
new fellow crons and selected grasses. Robert I. Hodgson comments in
reference to the griculture of Durham in the 18th century, that, 'ifforts
te improve the ell-round nerformance of agriculture are hard to find
end the renge of new husbandry technicues found zs late as 1850 is
disapnointing. Turnins snd sotatoes were grown only in a limited ares

&t this date and most of the county meinteined & basic thres-course

943

rotetion with bere fallowing.' Evidence for this can be seen in
Figure 56 where the crop rotstions for ferms in the Layton Lends from
1771 to 1776 s renroduced, showing & simple three-course rotsticn
including a fullow. In Middlcham Zast Touse Farm, in 1812, however,
clover and persnips were being included ir the crop rotation, although
fellow was still present (Fig. 57.).

50 although a genersl intolerance of the deficiencies of the old
system might have been motivetion for reorganising the township lands
into compeet farms, such intolerance d4id not extend to the cultivation
practices thet hecd teen inherited for there wes no sbandonment of the

three-course rotation including a besre fallow which was, in all

b
probebility, practised in the open fields before enclosure.

Other chief criteria suggested by Kerridge

(&S]

for assessing the
fgricultural Revolution were &) the flosting of water mezdows, b) marsh
drainsage, ¢) menuring and d) stock breeding. In an area where therc

is much low-lying, ill-drained lend, the need for drainage was greecter
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than that for meadow floating end there is much evidencs of drainage
chennels in the Cerrs on the 1857 (rdnance Survey maps. Cf the practice
of manuring in the townships there is no ‘nformction, and while there

is no locel evidence of breeding experiments, they were a feature of

the region, for in 1796 the Colling brothers bred the famous Durham

Ox. Using the criterie of Kerridge, the agriculturcl revolution in
south east Lurham cennott e seen as e hyper-dynamic event, for other
then the change of field systems on enclosure, processes of chanse
procecided very slowly with medieval ¢ ttitudes lingering well into the
19th century.

Bv the 18305, the ability to exnloit the concealed cozl seams was
a fector that tended to discourage farmers from improving their
husbandry for of'ten the damsges pald to owners end tenants for permission
to take colliery workings and way leaves through their lands was
greater ther the rental o commercisl value of the land. Robert I.
Hodgsonh quotes the instance of the Dean and Chepter of Durham receiving
£44,000 for an eleven years lease of the Rainton Colliery in 1832.

The success that agriculture in south east Durham achieved between
enclosure and 1850 seems to have rested on the gbility of individual
farmers and landowners to respond to msrket demands in an area where
growing industrial activity led to incressing ocopulation which vnrovided
a locel market for vproduce which tended to be dairy andieef. The part
played by enclosure in such a situation wes crucial, for without the
private, clearly demarcated farms, such a response by the farmers could
only have been on & more limited sczle.

Field Patterns in 1839

Of particuler interest to the geographer is the change that took
plece in the territorial orgenisstion of the manorial lsnds between

1600 and 1850, for the field boundaries of 1850 were guite different



from those in 1600. The changes in boundaries, however, should be
seen as evolutionary, rather thuan revolutionary, for the pattern of
fields in 1839, manped in Figures 37, 42 and 45, emerged from a very
lengthy process of agricultural, social and economic change. It is
extremely difficult to devise a nrecise chronoclogy for the evolution
of this 19th century lendsceave from that of a medievel system, but
there would seer to be threoe importsnt steges to consider when tracing
development between 1600 =nd 1850.

The first of these is the pattern of fields that had develoned
within the township boundaries by 1600 before enclosure. By then,
although the lends of Bishop lNiddleham and Sedgefield displeyed
characteristics of champion field systems, there was also evidence
thet enclosure had elready taken plsce. (n the one hand, there was
a pattern of open fields, pastures end moors that, enert from
severalties and Lemmes closes, had not been divided, snd on the other,
a pattern of enclosed farms within which field »atterns had developed
by 1600. Of the letter, there is scant evidence, with the boundaries
of 1€39 oroviding the major clues to patterns then, although in some
instances there are early estate olens, but these do not ususlly
pre-date sbout 1820, some of which will be examined in Chavter 5. The
pattern of fields at 1636 in Sedgefield and 1693 in Bishop ¥iddleham
are shown in Figure 33 and Pigure 38, with the boundaries of old
enclosed lands shown where »nossible.

The second stage came when the allotments in the open fields,
pastures and wastes were demarcated by boundaries. These enclosures
formed the ownership blocks from which farms were to develop during
the next two hundred years. Some were to remain intact, some were to
be joined to others, while in some instances they were split and

attached to other sllotments and old enclcsures, a nrocess which has
. !
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been discussed elsewhere. These are shown in Figures %4 and 39.

The thrid stape was the division of the allotments into fields
by the owner or tenant farmer, a process which was not & once-aznd-
for-all act, for chenges in field boundaries took place throughout the
two centuries, for exsample, there are differences betwe:n the 1839
Tithe Maps and the 1857 Pirst editions of the Ordnance Survey. The
1839 petterns are shown in FPigure 37 and Figure 42.

Perhaos a fourth stzge should be included for although in 18%9
many of the farmholdings hed villege nlots linked to their tenures
(Figs. 31 and 32.) very few farmstells remsined in the village. At
some stage after enclosure a fazrmhouse waz bullt on the enclosed
allotment. There is no evidence that this was an immedizte resnonse
to enclosure. It is more probable that the farmstall remained in the
villege with a temporary structure on the newly enclosed allotment,
which would provide shelter for the fermer, his labourers, stock and
such equipment as he pnossessed, which is what henpens in the small
garden allotments of today. The censtruction of the farmstalls on
the allotments was probebly the result of 18th century sgricultural
prosperity already discusned for meny of them were bullt during that
century. The movement out weould ssem to post-date the demarcation of
the fields, for the farmstell usually occunies & small close taken
from the corner of & lerger close.

The Tields in 1850, therelfore, formed a composite nattern of
boundsries. ‘hese included a) those of the former open fields,

b) those of the old cnclosures such zs the severalties and the lammas
closes, end c) those of the 17th century enclosure esllotmentsz. ithin
these hod esopesred the enclosed fields that were the result of the

2

division of the farm holdings so creating the oatchwork psttern that

1

charecterised the rural lendscape in the mid-19th century. Those for



bBishop Middleham, Cornforth and Sedgefield cen be seen in Figures 37,
Lz and 45.

The reccgnition of 17th century field boundsries +theat sre-date
the earliest maps by some two hundred vears presents nroblems. The
17th century enclosure awards were verbal in description cnd can only

be based on the boundaried recorded on the mid-19th century Tithe and

~e¢ of sllotments

Ordnence Survey Mans. The 17th century descrintions

Fal

rather than of ths oven fields themselves, but exzmination of the
1639 field man of Sedgefield (Fig. %7.) will show that there sre
instances of long continuous bounderies within which the allotments
seem to have been made. Between Horth Field ond Ryall Field (TFig. 33.)
for example, there is a continucus boundary which is slightly broken
by angular bends in the middle. There are also similar continuous
becunderies visible between South Mield and Tauxley, and betweoen Vauxley/
Dolliop end the Zast Moor. The township roads and lancs form obvious
continuous boundaries but only in a few cases do they correspond with
the £ ormed onen field boundsries, for exemple, Hauxley and Cramyre
(south cof ths villaze) and Haunley snd the lebe. But subsequent
boundary development hes obscured any clesr indication of 1636 fislds
emong the 1€39 »stterns, e situation not heloed by the inaccurszcies of
retrospective nrojection of the toundaries.

fvidence of the cllotment beundsries, however, is much more
apparent. seference to the 1839 map will show that there are clesr
patterns of ficlds that heve been laid out within the allotment
boundaries of 1636. These c'n be seen in the f ormer Ryall field, North
Field, South oor and Best lcor. Such clarity of boundsries is not
so easlly seen in the old enclosed lands, other than where they abut

the allotment bounderies. This is perticularly so in the south east

where the glebe, the Nost Close and the Layton lsnds lie. But there



Zs ¢ tendency for these lands to display irregular sheped fields that
contrast with the reguler fislds found slsedhere in the tovnshin and
80 cen be scen to form an extensive ares of irregular boundaries
quite different t'rom those that have ‘eveloned in the former open
fields and moors.

Although irregularity may form a significent pert of the field
puttern of Sedgelfield, i1t is not & striking festurs of the field rattern

-

of Bishop Middleham (Fig. 42.). The fields in the former open {islds

znd indeed the grester the township, display great regularity.
The irregulsr fields sre found in the east in William dredshapgh's old
enclosure, pert of the Parnless demesne an: the lands of the Poor of
Sedgefield, occunying the drezinage channel to the south snd east of
Island Farm,

The former open field boundsries between the West and Tiiddle
Fields and the lliddle end west Fields (Wig. 37.) are more essily trezced

-

and here the rosds have »laved a much more imnortant part as boundsries.
But even though the boundury botween foumerds and the sest Pield lemmas
closes is not merked by a road, it is still cleerly seen in the field
rettern.

Patterns of fields within the allotment boundrries are casily
Giscernible and, as in Sedgelield, tend to establish the existence of
these bound ries. Of the lends formerly encleosed, cleazr boundsries ca
be seen in Island Farm and the demesne srsble, vwhile the clearest of
all is the Perk, for this 1z s5till surrounded by the stone wall
described in the survey cf 1607,

In Cornforth (TPig. 45.), there sre many signs of centinuous
boundaries but without suwnorting evidencs it is difficult ecuating

these with former open field boundaries. There is alsoc evidence of

field zetterns within the 1839 fserm bounderies which, if the onettern
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in Bishop l'iddleham and Sedgsfield is followed, would represent the
enclosure allotments. Irregularity of field shane is more nrevalent
in the western pert of the township in the freeholding, sn occurrence
which seems to correspond with the irregular fields in wedgefield,

seeming to supggest thet this part may have been an early enclosure.

Iield Shepes in 1839

The e were two catepgories of field shape in 1839, The first weas
the geometric shepe with streight sides. 4s can e seen from the mans
some of these could be triangulsar in shave but were mor: often
rectangular in Zorm with the provortions of tetween 1:1 end sbout 1:lh.
There is much evidence of these regular fields in 211 the townshins
where they ae s ometines fcrmed from elongeted rectangular fields that
have hed boundaries run across from side to side. Such regulerity of
leyout is found mainly on the leands that were enclosed from the onen

fields, pestures and wasies in the 17th century and usually lie with

their long sxes at an angle to the rosd (usually right). Others are

(9]

long eand narrow end ¢ re the result of smallholdings of strips, riggs
or lands besing enclosed in the 17th century, for exsmple, in Bishop

Hiddleham Hast and West Fields. The curious wedge-shaned arrangement

[0}

o

of fields to the west of Cornforth village (TFig. 45.) is probebly the
area of a former erable field or pasture, for there is fregmentsation
of ownership snd occunction (Figs. 43, /h.).

The seccnd cetegory wes the irregulsr shaned fields and it has

already been sk

wn thet these are found mainly on the lands that had
already been encloscd by the 17th century, or on the freehold estates.

v

The irregulesrity found in Lavton, the slebe, and the Lest Close
(&) v “J 2 ] b

enclosure thet was niecemeal as opposed to the regulur pettern elsewhere
where the bounderies we e laid down contemnoraneously. Often an irreg-

ulor boundary is the result of a controlling factor such as o stream
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or ¢rainsge chennel, for examole the fields velonging to the Poor of
Sedgeficld in Bishop Middleham end those bordering the Coxhoe Beck in
Cornforth. Cthers =zbut roads, lenes or tracks, or former old boundsries
(@.g. cpen field) while some represent sarlier viecemeal enclosure.
Therc zre some, however, thst zre irregular becsuse of the whim of the
OWNner or surveyor. There is ¢ rectanguler blcel of fields in the former

Ryoall Field in Sedgeflield which ssems to suss this for the cattern

of irregulerity can only have been a deliberate sttomost at non-
conformity.

Mfield Sigzes in 1839

in Ana

is_of Mields of One fore end Cver in the Townshins of Sedgefield

Bishon MNiddleham and Cornforth in 1839

i

Field Size Township Lends (di.e. in fields of 1 ecre
end over)

sedgefield  Bishop ¥iddleham  Cornforth

7 o ol

/"; /)

1 to 5.5 acres 25.68 1914 26.62
5.75 to 10.5 zcres 37447 L5403 58.22

10.

-

5 to 15.5 ecres 19,31 25.2 12.18
15.75 to 20.5 acres hefi3 8,00 0.27

Over 20.5 acres 5.71 255 -

TCTAL 10C.00 100.00 100.00

L5 can be seen from the above teble the most common field size

4

was between 5.75 and 10.5 acres with 37.477, 45.0%7 :nd 58.22 7 of the

/

lends o' Sedgefield, Bishoop Middleham and Cornforth being under fields

of this size. (L the fields of 10.

\n

acres and under the percentages

. ’

of the lands occupied were es follows: 63.15°(Sedgefield), Gii7s?
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(Bishop Middleham) #nd 86.84(Cornforth). Fields of this size formed

the grenter proportion of the fields of Cornforth, with only 17 of

them over this size and by fer the grester number of these were £ ields
J ]

of less than 15 acres. The other two townshins, however, show a much

higher incidence of fields of 10.5 wcres and over, 36.057 for Ledseficld
ond 55,827 for Bishoo Middlehsm. hat these nercentages meant in
numbers of flelds is illustrated below where the anelysis of the larger
fields among landowners suggests that larse fields tended to occcuny

16 lands of the lersge lendovners

L)

4n Analysis of the Mields of 10.5 <cres and Over in the Townzhins of
iddleham Manor

Townshiop Landermer Mo. of fislds Total
10.5 =zcres
and over

Sedgefield William Russell &

N

Ledy

~ington 20

[l

The Hest & 122
Bishop "iddleham  Jilliem Russell 13
inne Surtecs 11

Blivebeth T2llhesd

-~

The Vicars of
Pittington, etec.

(G

Poor of Sedgefiesld 4

(oY
L
P

Cornforth

The Nest 5 17

4
Ae Re e Baker ond Re A. Butlin siate thoet the distribution of
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4

the smuller fiszlds tends to {ollow distribution of the better

arcble snd meadows thet are usually found near the
settlement. Although there is evidence in the field mens of Sedgefield
of this being the cazse, there is slso evidence of small fields being

1

distributed throughout the lands. Similarly, there arc
) oy

he gllotment boundaries seem to heve haod the

grectest influence on the distributicn of smell end lerge fields, for

it is within these boundsries that decisions on field sizes we'e made
and carried out. Ixamination c¢f the South Field and vouth Moor (Figs.
3h, 57.), for example, show thet zllotment bounderies there have

greatly affected the distribution of Tield sizes. DJut similsar effects
can also be seen in the Horth, #yall snd Hauxley FPiclds enda Dolliop,
while in the =ast Ycor the ccttare ellotments have crested a distinctive

=y

N . - . - Ty . - \ .
block of small fields. 7The largest Pislds have been shown to be in

the lends of the more importernt lendowners and reference to the
show the srevonderance of large fields in Jlerdeick, Laoyton, Bast Close,

the Rectorial Glebe snd the South Moor holdings of the Dow

41i11iem Dussell.

e \ O T s Y . N =
In Bishop Middleham (Fig. 42.) snd Cornforth (Pig. 45.), there is

also e tendency for smellor £ields to bs nesr the village, but it is
not very msrked for, as in Sedgefield, they oceur throushout the
- 3 (&3 > o 3%}
townshios. 1In Bishor T"iddlcham, a3 in Sedeseficeld, the more fre-uent
i .‘ s (o] b

incidsnce of large fields can be associeted with thie lerge lendholdings

ar'e not asgoclated ith the

lerge holdings, for example, Thomas Jaswell's lends in the west of the
tommship,.
Farm end ¢1llotment bound ries seem to be controlling frctors in

as call be seen from examinstion

o
O
o
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e
C
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C
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4
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o
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of the mens (Migs. 7€, W

Wye), uniform osatterns of smell fields

4o

occur within ferm or zllotment bounduries, as do uniform patterns of
lorger fields, while in cther csses there ere small cnd large fields
present. It is vrobable that the sllotments that contain »otterns of
uniformity of size represent the division after enclosure for such
regularity is suggestive of contemporaneous layout. Those farms and
allotments that show diversity of fisld size may be the result of
developing agricultural practices during the 17th and 18th centuries
which demended f'ields of varying sizes ¢ it is equally probsble that
they show a different nerception of future reguirements by the 17th

century farmers when they were laid out «f'ter enclosure.

It is suggested by Bzker and Iriutlinl1 that larger fields in town=-
ships tend to be found on the noorer land. Thiz being the cese, it
might bz thought that these large fields in Middleham Yenor would be
given over oredominsntly to oesture, but this was not the case as the

following table shows:

Middleham lanor, land-usc of fields of 10.5 acres and over

Townshin Number ¢ff fields
; wood or ’
Areble Grass G Total
Prininiontimiiug g FUI‘Z e Proiiniiiltqust

Sedzei’ield 70 W7 5 122
Bishop “Hiddleham 32 17 1 50

Cornforth 12 5 - 17

Total M 69 6 102

This brings the use of the lend.
b

F. G. Bmmerson suggests that any sttemnt to visualise the land-

D

use patterns of the medieval townshin must allow for =t least five

\ . . - -
r¢ z) the village which consisted usually of

5]

comoonents. These
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dwellings clustered together on smell home

c) the meadow d)

Jd1e washe or common, and
which was ususlly o compdact arcea nesr the dwellings. It hsos been shoun
that at the begimming ol fhe 17th century this vus the inherited sattern
of lend-use in the menorisl townshiDs of liddleham. Both Bishon
Milddlehan end Sedgefield show the componerts listed sbove and it is

elso highly likely that CornTorth showved the seme divisions, only

ebserce of Uiz snclosure awvard does not oermit such sn asse ticn Lo

7ith cerbtaintvy. It s evident, however, that by the time of
b o

enclosur

e, & new sgomponent hed znpearsd in the townshins. These were

lands enclosed by individusals in the form of Torms, londs in severalt:

lammes closss.

ITe Thorpe’ in his study of Green-villeges suggests e thres-fold
division of the land-use in such townshins. First, there wes the
inner belt of pastire on the ween, secondly, the sentrel belt of small

gurtiis, yards, orof'ts, saddavcks, cte., und lastly, the great cuter belt

comprising the main arsble land, neasture, meadow, stubble, fzlilow znd
waste. This would seem to be s nuattern thet treanscended the changes
thet occurred as a result of the 17th century enclosures, for by 1539
the greens were still in existence, the central belt of small garths,
yerds, orofts and naddocks was in evidence, while the grest outer belt
st1ll displsyed the division of use that he vostuloted slthough it
wes brzsed on the enclosed £ arm divided into zmell closos ather then
the township lends dividsd into large common fields wnd RELS

in common. Jhat this mesnt to the pattern of land-use in 1539 cen be

secen by reference to Figurcs 49, 50 end 51.  hereas in 1600, the

township of 3edgelfield showed & medievsl pabttern of large arable fiel

worked in common, snclosed stinted vesture and waste nasture, by 183¢
3 S B s

1

the pattern of land-use head becoms as disversed ss the pattern of
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fermsteads which 1s not surosrising since 1t was the decisions of the
u [

farmers within thsir snclesed farms thaet established the land-use
vattern at that dete.

But =although the decisions of the individusl farmers were imvortunt,
the { zct that there are lsrge sontinuous sreas where the use of the
land is uniform, shows that there were fectors influsnecing its use

b O

that were operative on ¢ much lerger scale than the farm. Mence, land

that is low-lying =nd ill draincd, such as thet of the Carrs and the

g

lend bordering them, secems to be given over to grass, =s is the len
occunying the stesper slopes. CJonversely, lsnd used for areble culti-
tends to be in the higher, Jlatter, well-drsined parts. In
boulder clays, sands ond grovels and limestones, local
variations in soils are also signiflcant in »roducing & natchwork
Daettern. For example, the incildence of eztensive srsble is noticeably
high in the northern pert of Bishop Hiddleham township, end the
southern »nert of Cornforth on the Yagnesian Limestone soils of the

din-slope.

apert from these physicel fectors, there were also economic factors

at work. It is avnparent when exemi the lend-use maps that e

&
grecter port of the laond nsar the villoges 1s given over to grass,
raether thas other uses. One of the nurposes of gruss wes to feed
enimals that orovided traoction sower, notably horses, so prsture necr

the village for these snimels is indicated.

13, coupled with the
demands for grass {rom the dailry end meat producing animels, would
certuinly mean that lurge creas would need to be Hut down 10 zracss.

Of further importance is the »resence of eardaick Hall within

the townsi

of Sedgefiield. The vark was given over to rass and
monumental gerdens vwhich forms o considersble arca of nasture in the

este
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The following tables snow the ares wnd nercentage of township
lends given over to arsble, grass, wood and other uses at the “ime of

the Tithe Awsard.

Land-Use in Middleham Manor in

2
i s._;)9

Bishop Middleham

Sedgefield

Land-use Cornforth
Leres i

Lreble

Grass 379 52.0
Wood - -
Bt 75 b

e e

icres lLeres

1227

721 5561 2200 1245
27 1.0 184 b

3.0

Totsl 1682 10040 2052 100.0 5171 100.0

In Bishop Middlehsam a greater wrecentase of the land is given
over toarable than is the case in the other townships, and i1s also
mach graater than that siven over to grass. The fields occupnying the
Tormer open fields wers still predominently sreble in 1539, while most
of the grass is to be found in the nesture lands thet had slreody
becn enclosed by 1693. The park =nd the demesne were still pasture
and arsble respectively, but soms of the park had been converted to
arable It would seem that ohysicel factors were an important consider—
ation for pesture land cleerly follows the uvner Skerne and Stony Beck

valleys, and borders the low-lying Car

The 1839 land-use nattern shows that land that lay outside the
three areble fislds in 1693 sti1l hed a tendency to pasture rather than
srable which is lergely duec %o nhysical controls. The northern part
of Foumards pasture had changed its use to areble, but the southern,

wetter nart had remesined o5 me

Cornforth differs from th

lands were under in 1839

oy
sgrass

adowland,

¢ other vills in thet more than helf its

« The man (Fig. 51.) shows a
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division between lands predominantly srsble and those sredominantly
gress. If & linc 15 drsan from north to south nust the esst side of

the village, it can be seen thaet the land to the east is mainly under
arable cultivation, while that to the west is lergely under grass. With
the exception of the block of arsble land to the east of the village,
the arsble tends to be sited gway Trom the village. As far as grass

is concerned, this seems to be oresent in fields bordering the

Coxhoe leck, the steener srecs overlocking the Ferryhill Gep and the
dissected scarp fuce. The higher, gently-sloping, well-drained lends

to the sast and south are those which are predominantly arable.

The 50.97 of Sedgeficld lands under srsble end L2.5% under grass

represents the averag

s percentage for the manor zs o whole. In some
weys this 1is & reflection of the physicel landscane and its variations

within the menor from north to south. The Sedgefield lands oscupy an

area of much less-pronounced reliefl, but the valleys of the smzll

cress nredominates.

(e]

streems form noorly-drainad areas of boulder clay where

This is perticularly so in the ares to the east of the villege in the

4

former BLast iloor, where the greater occurrence of pasture can be eouated
with the badly-drained Redcar Carrs. Similerly, grass to the west of
the nark is associlated with the Cervs and the Upper Skerne. Over the
gently unduleting lands of this tounship the nature of glacial denosits

hes influenced local soil conditions and has played an important pert

[
4]
o]
iy

natches

in the use of the land with ; relatively well-drained sands
and grevels providing = better milieu for arable thon the wetter
boulder clays.
Conclusions

The changes in the ficld vatterns betwesn 1500 and 1850 renresent

the lesndscape evidence of sgricultural reorganisation that could be

termed revolutionary. Although there is much evidence of the srocess
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of enclosure evolving slowly throughout the medievel period with

the lecsing of the demesne land, severslties and Lamnes closcs, the
Chancery Decres enclosures were an sbrupt occurrence and crested s
territorial organisaticn based on individusgl ownershin rather than
corporate effort. It was & system that alloved the individusl owmer
or farmer to meke decisions conceraning his landholding without reference
to other lundholders. {or exomple, it hes been shown thot variations
in the £ield nattern of 1939 can be attributed to the decisions madse
within the sllotment boundsries.

There is little evidence, however, that this commitment to a

)

linked to a revolutioconary fervour for

ral

recrganisation of the lend

fcultural ~rostises during the veriod for, as has been
shown, changes in agricultural methods »nroceeded very slowly with medi-~
eval rotations still being used as late as the 19th century with only

L3

limit ad intro d,LlCt ton of suchn things 55 convertible husb andry and new
& J
Crons.

In 1839, as in the 17th csntury, the use of the land wes largely

determined by its vhysical cheracteristics with the wetter, steener

perts of the townships being given over to naesture, and the arier,
better-drained lands given over tosrable. The demand for animal {odder
is shown in the amount of land under grass 2o well as the inclusion

of vets in the zrazble rotation. Mot only was the fodder required for
the deiry and meat animels, but elso to feed the growiag horse and
pony ponulations in the newly developing wmining areas. The traction

animels on the farms and in the villeges elso resuired Hasture and

fodder which influenced the amount of grass nresent on farms snd near
the villsge.
Although the landsceane had undergone a revolutionazry process in

terms of the establishment of meny enclosed farms within which field
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patterns developed, the sbs:nce of new crons and rotetions indicate

slon with permenent pasture and

that the three-field system of
meadow, had been retsined, clbeit on o smaller scsle. It wes not
until the early yesrs of the 19th century that the introducticn of
Fullow crops into rotations was occuring more frecuently. love

detailed evidence of this will be seen when some individuszl farms

are sxemined in the next chanter.
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The Layvton Zstate

In 1839 there were fzrms lying in the south east nuart of the Sedgefield
township occunying lands which have been previously referred to es
Layton Lends (Fig. 33.). The Ordnsnce Survey 1:10,560 editions
indicats earth works at Layton and designate these as t he site of a
Deserted Iledieval Villege which wus the £ ormer village belonging to
the township of Layton. No mention of these lands is made in the
Sedgefield £nclosure Award of 1636, since they were freehold lands
forming &« small menor on the south esstern borders of the township of
Sedgelizlds  Surtees, in his History of Durh&m1 tells of the whole nonor

being iavested in Cuthbert Conyers who died in 1567. ¥His elder s on

Ralph, who wes involved “he 1569 rebellion in the North, wes

ettainted but forfeited only a life interest in the estste, and on

his decth it »e into the hands of his neshew S5ir Ralph Conyers.

The estate was in the hends of the Yonyers family until John Conyers

g

died without issus in 1743, izn Tohm Beoker of EBlemere and Thomss “faire
4 2

L=

of Lartington succeeded. In 1771 HMaire sold his moiety of the estote

to teorge Baker and at o leter dste (unkncwn to Surtees) reorge Buker

conveyed the whole estete to iilliam Russell of Srancepeth.

belonging to the Buker family and known as the Baker Buker Paoers are
depositsd in the Department of Pslaeograohy znd Dinlomatic ot Durhsm
University, and from these further informstion is available which enable
a more detailed study of this swall msnor zdjacent to, but not osart of,
the HManor of liddleham.

From the records it would anne:zr that in 1527 the Levton Lands
werc leased to Cuthbert Conyers of Butterby. This wes the whole manor,
with the exception of & certain place ?ertaining to the heirs of
Thomas Fishbourne of Sedgefield. This lease izs for 21 years at £20

per annum. In 1529, the estate was lecsed for ever by Cuthbert



Richardson to Cuthbert Conyers and in 1530 it was sold 4o Cuthbert
Conyers of Leyton for £130, to be pald in instalments by Ascension
Day 1531.

This record is drawn from & volume of miscellaneous records smong
the Baker Baker Papers which also includes as an enclosure an estate
map of Layton, 'The platt of the Lodship of Layton in the county of
durhsm measured by instruments in the 14th days of anryll 1608 by
Robert Farrow th'elder.' Two folios in the book also mske reference
to the »lan. One, 12r, contains, 'An ebstract of sll ye peortikuler
grounds in Layton with their secverall conitents measured by instruments
by Robsrt Farrow of Fishbourne th'elder in comitatu dunelmi gent. ve
1hth of April 1608.' The estate totslled 1,013 zcres. The other folio,
11v, contains a 'short veuseeseee.o0f all ye severall closes as nows

2
they be severed', along with the valustion of each close.”

The »nlan is reproduced in Figure 10, slongside the Layton Township
fields in the 1839 Tithe Award. Corment has already becn made on the
remarkable degree of agreement between the 1608 and the 1839 township
boundaries, and comparison between the field boundsries between thuse
dates will show that many of the 1608 boundaries were vresent at the
later date, although by then subdivision of the larger closes had taken

plece. Alterations to the road from Stockton to Durhem as it passed

through the townshi

o sccord with improvements made to this 18th century
turnpike,

Reflerence hes alresdy boen made to the site of the village which
seems to have lain on either side of the road where it widens for serisl
photographs show earth works in both olaces and those to the south
west of the road ere clearly visible on the ground. From the sir,
ridge snd Turrow markings are zlso clearly visible within the bounds

of the 1608 closes, while the mocrs of 1608 show signs of once having
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been under the plough. Beresford6 suggests that reference to
"severing' and 'severalty' mean thut the closes in the plan mey heve
been teken in comparatively recently with some from common ground snd
some from open fields. Ths nresencs of west Corne Feyldg Middle
CorneFeylds and Easte Corne Feylde znd their relation to the village
suggests that these muy heve b een the ecarlier open arsble fields.
£lthough Ferrow mekes no direct refersnce to & menor house being
present in 1608, it is highly probable that there as one st that time.

1

The matter of the manor house and the dete of the villepge depopulation
was discussed in Chaopter 2, when 1t wos stated thet the abandonment of
the settlement probahly took nlzce in the earlier years of the 16th
century. 3Since the whole estete ceme under the ownsrshin of the

Conyers family in 1531, it may be reasonable to essume that the date

of 4

[®]

pulation was leter then that date and probebly @s & result of

<]

o
the svent. “hat is scen on the 1608 nlan is an early stege in the
breax-up of & landscape nattern that had emerged as & result of
medleveal Torming practices. The village had been ebandoned snd the
ovmer of the estete (Cuthbert Conyers of Layton) was estzblished in
the manor house. Indeed, the Layton manor house ssems to huve been
occupied by the Conyers family as late as the mid-18th century for no
reference is made in the Baker Bszker farm lecses to Layton Touse being
a fermstall, although by 12359 1t was afurmstall on the Best Layton Farm.
There is no indicetion as to what happened to the dispossessea villager
or as to where Conyers obtained the labour for the working of his
estele, although wth Sedgefield only two miles to the north west, this
mey have become z centre for the hiring of lsbour for two miles would
not ve too grest a distance for him to travel to his work.

4 period of 170 yesrs vasses before the next detailed reference

to the Luyton Zstste oceurs in the records, which is an advertisement



for the sale of the Layton Hstate deted 10th Hey, 1777. This gives
particulars of the estaie as follows:

Present Rent Present Value

L d & d

1%}
w

1. Cowley House Farm containing 352.3.0 &

George .ard is tenant 170 0 0 181 0 0
2. Layton Jest Farm contailaing 262.%.35 4

William Dewell is tenant 125 0 O 138 16 6

3 Fields being the two Lee Fields and

Huggerston's Close are to bz added to

Lot 3 if s0ld in lots

4 Closes on the S.W. sids of the turnnike

in Lot 3 being Garth Pastures (2 meadow,

1 pasture, 1 arable) to be »ut in Lot 2

if s0l1ld in lotse.

Ef: el d_
Value of % closes 33 15 6
Value of 4 closes 28 0 0

5« Layton Dast Farm containing 210.3%3.158 4
John Tones ténant 100 0 0 110 16 6
4Ldd edditionsl value 5 18 6

116 15  Q

L. Stobbarts Vest of Layton containing
178.2.41 A

John Stobbart tenant 85 0 0 89 7 0
£11 tenents have terms of three years next lluy Duy to come in

their farms by egreement in writing.
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This estate not to be sold for less than £20,000. The vurchase
to be completed and the money 7eld by next Lammas and £2,500 in nart
of the vurchase money to be neid on or before hth arch

(Baker Bzker MS 14/41)

There are also »resent FTour plans of the farms of the Layton
Estate (Figs. 52, 53, 54 snd 55.) ond from the names of the farmers
entered on the plans would seem to nost-dete the advertisement for in
two cases the tenants sre dirferent. The Cowley House Farm was tenunted
gt the time the plan was drawn by George llann, and Stobbert's Farm
by John Ross. George lann wus grantad the lease of Cowley llouse arm
on 2nd January, 1777. Stobbert's Parm was leased to him for thres
years on 10th October, 1774, so it is assumed John Ross was granted a
new lease some time in 1777. There is glso a document, 14/120a, which
gives schemes of husbandry for the farms of Layton from 1771 - 1777
(Fig. 56.). The names of the rmers for 1777 in these schemes aro the
same as those in the cdvertisoment. Another schedule of husbsndry for
the four fernms, 18/15&, begins in 1778 (Fig. 58.) with the names of
the farmers on the plans. It would seem thet the plans were drawn up
circa 1777.

Comparison between these nlans and the former map of 1508 (“15
10.) will show the changes that have token plece in the field boundsaries
during the intervening 170 yesrs. The farm plans were drawn without
instruments znd allowing for insccuracies that result from this, it can
be seen that the 1608 boundasries zre strongly in evidence in 1778.

The greatest changes have cccurred in the south east where the 1608
close called the OUTELING has been divided. Further comparison with
the field patternof 1039 shows wgzin the persistencs of these sarlier
boundaries for, as in the Bishop's townships, the pattern of small

closes has evolved within the boundariss of lerger enclosures.
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Comparison betwsen these 1777 farms and those of 1839 can also bve
made by reference to Figure 36. By that time the Layton Estate wos
in the hands of William Russell end Williem Dewell's Parm had lost that
part lying north of the turnpike snd had gained the psrt of John Tones'
Farm lying to the scuth of the turnpike irn exchange.

The schemes of husbendry for the four farms occupying the Layton
Sstate from 1771 - 1776, given in Figure £6, should be cxemined along-
side the mavs of the faerms c¢1777 (Fiﬁs. he - 55.) These schemes do
not cover all the fields in the farms for in esch case there is a
footnote which states, '"All the other part of this farm to continue

in the situztion it is now in......' One case of & system of

convertibile husbandry appears with fields being leid down to grass for

then heaving the grass burned of'f znd = three-course
rotation of wheat, oets ond fsllow csteblished. The dominant nattern
is this thres-course rotatlon, which is alsc czrried on in the schemes
of 1778 = 1792 (Fig. 58.). In the lstter casec there is evidencs in

*

williem Dewell's Farm and George Mann's Feorm of the wheat cron being

followed by seeding for srass. In general, however, a large number of

the fields were loid down to grass have been vermansnt
(see the Tones' snd Fawell schemes). The constraints sut on the formers
by the clause in their leases which comritted them to an e xtra rent of

£5 per annum per acre for lend chenzed frow dasture to tillege without

consent, would lessen the inecentive to nractise convertible husbeandry,

and lend under grass would more likely remein as premansnt Haesture.

In the earlier schemes there is not much reference to the use of
follow crops with clover only once being sown in Dewell's Perm in 1773.
Jeas were to be sown in one field on the seme farm in 1772, while in
1771 they were slso %o be grown on Ross's and Tones' Farms. In the

leter schemes, clover and turnins
3 i

pesr in the rotation, instead of



the fellow in two of

e¢lus of Tones' scheme, where barlsy is

m
}-J
o
&
4

substituted for whest. In enother field, veas grown in 1779
instead of wheot. The scheme of fAnthony Fawell for the Cowley Fouse
Ferm iz »redominently the wheet, oets, fallow rotstion, although in

one field for two yesrs, clover is intreduced (1787 and 1788), while

"

in two small fields a two course roteticn of berley snd turnips is
follovied.

The submission of such schemes of husbzndry and the restrictions
plzced on conversion in the lesses indicete that the fzrmers did not
Tree hand. Bven the annlication of manure seems to have heen
the concern of the owner for the schemes slso indicate whiich fields
were to recuive the manure and when it was tobe a20lieds It is of
interest to ncte thet the length of the neriod of the lease dscressed
on the Layton Farms during the 18th century while the rents incressed.
In 1740, Jonr Conyers leased Layton Moor fiouse FParm (Bast Layton) for

2

a .
the term of twenty-one yeers &t L1595 ner LDHUE,) whereas in 1774

N

Judith 3Beaker leassd the same frrm to John Tones for the t erm of three

years &t £100 »ner arnum nlus £5 per annum per scre for every asre

. 3b ) _
converted to tillege without consent.” In the 17405 snd 1750s, the
terms o the lesscs had usuelly been six yesrs. hen John Baker and

Thomas llaire inherited the estote in 1748, the rents seem to have
remained the same zs under Conyers until the renewal of the leases in

1754, vwhen rents chor en enprecisble increase. The John Tones TFarm,
X . . A Se e
for exemole, showed sn incresse in rent from £15 der ennum’ -~ to £065

34 s s . \ .
DEY ENNUN. It is in some w 2 measure of the prosnerity of the farmers

thet they were able to nay these much higher rents.
the scheme of husbundry for the John Tones Farm (Tig. 59.)
was showing a grester use of fullow crops with a more frecuent occurrcnce

of clover, rane, beans snd turnins, slthough fields eore still sllowed
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to 1liec fallow. So, although the fazrmers may heve been relastivel
s £ Y
prosperous during the 715th century, it would scem to have been a
prosperity that weas based on & buoyant sgricultural market rather
than & revolutionised sgricultursl industry. On the Layton Farms, new
o e % bl

to have been introduced

crops and new rototicns certainly do not epnear
on any scale before the eginning of the 15th century. Fesrming practices
cculd not be described as revoluticnary according to the criteria leid
down by Kerridgeh for by 1800 they were still following a basic three-
course rotation of wheat, ocats and fallow which wus medieval in concent.

The 1608 olan cf Lavton showed no farmstells within the fields end
closes, butby 1839, ss well as Layton llouse on the site of the village,
thers were four of them nresent. Bstablishing the dete of construction
of these farmhouses 1s as difficult es dating the denonulation of the
villoge. The earliest evidence for the existence of & farmstall is a
lease rom John Conyers to John Readhezd of & messuage, house or

7o
T &
17

oy 2100 .
tenement cslled Layton leor Tlouse, on 20%h February, 174077 which

T

anpeared to be East Layton in 1839 and the John Tones Farm in 1777.

In 1754 Thomas Cowley had the lecse of a which had taken the name
of Cowley louse by 1774 when it was in the hands of George “erd. It
would seem thet the fermstell took the family nsme but the date of
construstion is still unclesr for Thomss Cowley is not necessarily the
fermer after whom the house wes named. In 1773, George urd took the
lease of enother ferm (Dewell's in 1777) and George Boker undertook

. - . oG . N -
to build & new house for him”  which scems to have been Par Layton.

Llthough evidence is

ht it would scem that, avort from Fer Layton,

the fzrmhouses extant in 1839 dated from the early yenrs of the 18th

ructures 1s UNKNown.

century. ithether or not they revlaced ecarlier s
Thot there were Layton farmers before thet time and, indeed, before

1508 is shown by the names of the closes on Farrow's plan (Pig. 10.)
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such as, 'Xobert iWylkymsons Two Cloyses

grondes’ 7hether such enclosures

the denonulation of the village, vhether

emerged by that time is not known. What is
family would have needed lebour to work this
century. By the 18th century, this took the
working enclcsed ferms on lecses. “Whether this
1608 is not certain for there is no documentary
the Baker Bsaker Papers that will shed

of the 17th century.

Cenclusions
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£ ostudy of this

the most imnortant of

surveyed by instrument and glving o picture

by a contemnorery rather thun o
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esteblished. The missing one hundred end fif'ty vears saw the nrocesses
thet changed the sabtitern of 1608 to that of 1750.

The evallablilty of documentary sources is not the only {sector

that maekes this examinaiion worthwhile. This wes & frechold estate

that hrd existed as & comvsct cwnershin unilt from at least the early

years of the 16th century vhen it came into the hunds of the Conye

family. It contrasted with o's vills in that the owner/tenant

relationshiv was & two tier system rather then the three tier system

11

Bishop, ovmer and occupier that had developed there. The vottern

Fa

(038

of closss snd fields on the 1608 map is probably the result of a

Tudor enclosure assoclaled the devonuleticn of the village. There
is a suggestion on the Ferrow map that the closes may hrve been allot-

ments st enclosure for some ¢f them bear t he names of tenanis. 1. .

Leonerc has steted susmeal enclosure took plece in the county

un

during the 16th century. 3ince the 1597 Depoonulation /et applied to
Durhem it would be reasonzble to assume thet devponuletion hed taken nlice
earlier in the century. In the cbsence of firmer evidence, it is
sugrested that this townshivs wes enclosad and the village deponulsted

m

in the carly part of the 16th century. ‘hat the stom off tenure was

before this event is not known but it is evident that the customery
tenuires did not versist on this freehold sste as they did on the

Bishoo's lands for, s

1740, the township wes in the hands of
b

four tenent fsrmers who held their leasses for six yesrs. This term had

been reduced from & term that envears to hove besn twenty-one

Tre fiela petiterns in 1872 hed develoned in the same way as the

patterns in the Bishop's townships. The 1608 bounderies have tended
to nersist with smeller fields besing laid out within them. By 1608
the villege haed been abendoned znd there 1s no svidence at that date

of Tarmstells among the fislds and closes. The svidence of the



125

historic maps discussed in Chenter 2 confirms thot the menor house

remosined on the site and it wa

%)

nrasent on the 1777 maps, although it

did not nerform the role cof ¢ farmstell. /it that time, the menor house
pa

and Tour farmstalls dispersed among the £ ields Tormed the sottlement

sattern.

Although there hed been o change in the territorial orgenis:tion
of Leyton between 1608 wnd 1739, there had not been a corressonding
chenge in the crop and rotetionsl orszectices of the farmers fo. by the

v

first decade of the 19th century, only limited use wes sing made of nes

crops and new rotations with he old three-course rotation of. wheat

b

oats and fallor being dominent, end nermsnent nasture forming a

considerable porticn of the farm lrnds
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Some Farms in the Manor of Bishon Middlehem

The choice of farms discussed in this section is largely determined
by the availsbility of docimentery end mun sources. The earlisst ma»
for a farm in tie manor is that of Fernless Farm c1758, and is re-

-
v 1 M

oroduced in Figure 61. This ve:

e leesehold form and wvas nart of the

Bishon's Demesne. Mans of some other leasehold estetes are 4o be

D T

2 in & volume of the Yiscellszneous BRooks of the Halmote Court

O

v

which were drawn in the second and third decsdes of the 124 century.
o

These, however, are linked with verbal entries in 01ld Wotitia Books

in the collection which gsive, in some instances, rerintions of the

estetes at esrlier times and lists of fines »7zid on admittance to

a3es. These can be for lives or 73 f

r3 and muny gzo back es far as

1

[

the 17th century which ellows reference to be mzde to Bishon Cosin's
Survey of 1661 end the “urliamentzry Survey of 1547. ilthough it is
not nossible to say with certainty that the bounderies st c¢1820 are
the same as they were in 1647, the inference is very strong when these
documentary sources are taken into acccunt.

Copyhola and freehold eststes within the menor sie not so well

documented., Island Farm is a copyhold estate in Bishen fiddleham and

(v
-
pure
oy
o
.
e
&
)
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he earliest map is deted ¢1840 ¢r gbout the time of +the
nd is reproduced in Figure 60. The main sources of informetion for
the cosyhold estates are the rentasl lists for the years c1649 to 1800
and Call Books from c1712 to 1809, and details here are sparse and
sometimes ambiguous. The 1647 Survey records the coovholders but in
the case of Bishop Middleham this date is pre-enclosure and many of the
ferms are scattered among the common fields. Sedgefield at thet time
was in the stage of immediste nost-enclosure, and meny of the copy-
holdings aredescribed in the ¢ld terminclogy.

Of necessity, then, the sreszter number of farms and estabes
J 3 ’ )



discuszed in this section will be of leaschcld tenure for it is here
that the records =zre fuller. Since Tzland Farm hes been used as an
illustration, and since it is the only conyhold farm reletively well

documented, this will be the firsi to be exomined,

Island Farm (Bishcr Viddleham)

Island Farm, situsted in the township of Bichoyn Hiddleham, (Flg.
38.) is probably so called because it occunies & position on the higher
land tc the south of the village and is bounded on &ll sides by low-

lying drainage channels. This site is one of the limestone knolls

o)
o
®
I._I
1Y

slready referred to in an carlier chanter, In 1839, the farm wes

copyhold by the incumbents of the vicersge of “ittington, and the

perpetual curacles of fastle Lien end Fartlepool, each having & distinet

area of the farm as part of his benefice. The man (Fig. 60.) is reoro-
4o

duced from a Yalmots Ceurt Man of unknown date, but is orobebly c1840.

Comparison with the 1839 field boundaries {Fig. 42.) will show close

¥
{
v

agreement. Cn this mas the »

e individual clergy are
marked,

Mao evidence sarlier than 1839 is not available, but the existoence
of' the farm can be traced back through the almote Court Rentals. The
rental for the farm wos 1hs. Od. and by identifying this with the «nouwn

holders in

19th century, this cen be traced back to 1752.

By 1774, however, sn entry for Tsland Torm 14s. Od. does not coincide
with thet which has been trsced back. The confusion would scem to arise
becauss the conyhold vicsrial glsbe szlso hzd & rental of 14s. 0d. In

1758, Geo. Dixon paid the 14s. Od. r.ntel for 'Ye Parscns Land'. It

would seem that the 7erson who . the Helmote Court rental wes not

necessarily the landholder and the confusion thst arose when there wers

Q

two kinds of »narsens' lend wen robebly understandsble. The earliest

reference to Island Parm in the rentsl lists is 1729 - it 1s held



by a Mr. Dunn, but it is en additicnel entry in »oneil, which is of
leter date, that identifies it. The first originel entry as Islend
farm is 1731,

Call Book 4 of the Ielmote Court shows that in 1776 the Rev. v,

ertlepocol, the Rev. Mr. John Todd of Castle Lden, «nd the
Reve Mr, James Desson of Pittington were holders.

In Cell Book B, the Tarm is entered as Cell 371 and reference is
made to en entry in M. C. Roock Tel 1629-3%5 Fo 389-90 but this could not
be treced. The Cell Book steted, however, thet on 30th liovember, 1 Geo

1727) Fo Thy Island Farm wes eugmented with each benefice having

o

distinect »ert zs follows:

Hartlenool 43.0. 3  heres
Castle Zden 6L.3.15 icres
Pittinston Ly 0.26  hcres
Isiand Farm 152.0. L lcres

But Call Book VA Fo 71 for 1722 shows the farm in the ovnershin

of':

Arthur Shipherd Vicsr of Pittington (admitted)
Richard lerge Clerk, Curate of Hartlepool
& ’ %

“alter Burn Curate of Castle lden
The farm, then, can be traced back to 1722, &t which time distinct

. o ; , s 1
2rts hed not yet been allocsted to the elergy. Jccording to Surtees

in his histeory of the county, thelr ownershios of the form &id not

o

s by meny yeers, for it wes bought for them with the aid
of ‘ueen inne's Bounty.
The 1647 Parliamentary Survey hes =n entry showing Nicholas

Richerdson as s holder seying en annucl rent of 4Ls. O0d. but 'hro-

ducing no fines or coopyss' for a holding “hichwes probably Island
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Farm. Zfnother copyhclding heving the same rent wes thet of Thomas

-

fiddleton, & dispersed holding illustreted earlier in this work.

This probebly represents the vicarial glebe which was consolideted

N

on enclosure in 1693. By the 10th century these two copyholdings

would be the two lots of »narson's lend referred to in the rentzls.

Reference to Figure 32 will show that most of the land lying to t he

south of' the villege had been glebe. 4As @ result of the Reformation,
the Rectorial Glebe had been anpropristed in the 16th century. In

the cbsence of nositive evidence, 1t may be conjectursd thet Island
Parm hed oreviously formed nert of the Rectorial Glebe whizh wes
enclesed on enpropriction. The beginning of the 18th century saw iis
return to the church in the form of essistance to the poorer clergy.
There is no mentvion of this form in the enclosure award when it formed

pert of the land thet hed been wrevicusly cnelcosed.

&

In examining the pattern of the fields, three fields sre worth;
of note. They are the 'Cornfield “est of the RBarn
014 Field Zast of the Barn'. It is sugrested that these fields show
thet they mey have formed sn curlier three field system with, verbens,
Micdle Islend' being formerly nart of Middle Island
ield forming & s71it fisld. Lach of these fields is held separstely
by the clergy orobebly so they would each benefit froem & sheore of the
erables In 1839, both the 'Ceornfield sest of the Barn' snd the '"Middlle
Islend' were arsble while the '01d Pield Hest of the Bern' was largely
under grass, slthoush field boundsries hers had chenged. These fields
were &lso nearer the villose vhich would be an advanteage whenthe lands
were worked from there.

fpart from the arsble lend, theve iz szlszo & projection of the

farm in & south westerly direclion, ziving cccess to lower wetter
| et [}

providing meeadow pasture for sarly soring zra-ing. It would seem that

]



tgriculturelly, in o similar wey to the much

ger townshin lends with provision mede for a three-course rotation

of arcble, greazing lsnds and wot pecture. To the north there is =

j-

direct 1(21’10 link from % his farm o the villepe ‘hich 5 uy,‘w‘efsts that
(R} D
et an garlier dete it was worksd ‘rom there.

It is most likely, then, thet Islsnd Farm ori & result
[V | 3

of Tudor esaclosure, following the anprooriation of the Restorisl Globe.
when 1t agsin pessed into the hends of the Church st the beginning of

the 18th century, it beceme irnstitutionelised, & srocess ~hich consoli-

doted 1t as & stable unit wshich “srsisted until th: mid-19th century

and beyond. There in gvidesnoe which sugsests that the farm wes
woried, in esrlier times, using o thres ficld system with corrcsponding

meadow and pasture. The nlot in the village shows thet originally ihe
farm was worked Trom there, but by 1839 the site of the villege homestall
L] b &

was ocouplied by a brewery. The mid-19th century © armhouse would seen

to be a oroduct of the 135th cuentury.

Frrnless Form (Bishe- Ni,'lgqun)

The lessehold forn zlso in the townshio off Blsho:

Island Farm. This fsro iz

Liddleham (Pig. 30.)
recorded in “he (1d Wotitia DiocksT Cn 20th Septuinber, 1705, & ncw
or tenement

N - 4 A N o
ves rented to Zlizebeth Fellhesd (Sor.) '0OFf & messu

o

5 Tields called Fernleys

2 Little Cerss alb the bottom of the

Ccateining by estim 76 deras.!
T e 6 “ s EWS e Paee Ge ATAR and e ﬂ 3 Frem e ome
The men (Fig. 614) chows this fars in 1788 end is resroduced f'rom & me;p

thet dete held in the Yelmote “ourt Collection. This is the esrliest



map of the ferm and it eccords well with the wrbal dsscrintion given

ahove. Reference to the 1 5T Pernless Farm in 1839 (Fig. hﬂ.) will

show that althoush by that date it had been enlorged, the 1788 Form
still formed & recognisszble oart.

L4 much egarlier reference comes from the 1647 Parlizmentery Survey
when ths estate is described as, 'One nesture close culled Figh Furnless

with fourteen ridges conteining by cstimation 45 acres with two low

meedcos containing 12 acres and one parcsl of ground called the Well

Selby as Termer for this

[Wa

Close now in the ocounaticn of Christoph
vresent year st the rent of £32.5.0.'" This is coupled with, 'Cne

3T ™

ceodins oasture sslled Low Purnless cont. by estimation 36 acres and
one parsel of measdow zround zslled 9 acres now in the vpossession of

John Tutchinson as farmer for this »resent yeer at the rent of £20.5.0.7

Together they form 'The Bishor's Closcs'. These were xrt of the

Demeence Lands held by Micholes 1le in 1647. The Survey indicates
thet these laads were from yueen Llizgbeth by indenture, 15th October,

1580, and granted by Richard then Bishopn cf burham. They were as

follows:

The Bishon's Closes &0 8.00.00
VH

)

he arke £ 3.05.00

The Jemesne Lands £ Oe15604
.- - \ -~
Deepewell Close (1 acre) £ 0.01.00

£ 18.00.00

y

This leasse was conlirmed by the Dean sna Chopter of Durhem under their
seals of office bearing the dete of the first dey of Decewber 4. Do 1505
L h)

ge Treville, Bsg., bhout making

(40 22 3.R.) then in the hands of Geor ;
socomnt or doing service or wgylng rant for same to hor mejesty but
saying the Bishon end his suce ess0rs o yearly rent in the seid lease

reserved being ver an. 2105.0.0'.

¢
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The 1730 plen of this Term chows thot the lurger vort of it wes
diviied into three major {islds - Horth, Tiddle and ezt Murnless.

Gt e S T TRE SR B . ST R o1
It is sug «L Lhe Tileld colled 'The

been oart of the Horth Fernles: Misld and

o Tlzld hod beon subdivided when srovision wes mede for o homestall.

Sincs no mention of this Sizla is in ths Uld Hotisw Goanb 1t is
ible thet its oz o1 the
pont-date 1765 slthough this descristion mey hove been lons in use in

)

e oy T e B v mmde may e v T ey 1w e A P T R SO S 3% MR L P T <
the Velmote Sourt records ond contiausd to be so alter tie Carustell wins
Tyt . Y S I o T S A P, £ A S r e " A, P P N
pudlt. The orecence of these three filelds given over to :srable feroing

-4

end the easterly Hrojsction of the ferm into the low-lying wel corrs

nzceess Lo mesdow, begs comparison withthe Islend

lond-use men of

were slsc civen over to srable, with the excention ¢ The

¢ /rable znd Perk (Dishop Middlehem)

TTall Furm, neld Ly slizabeth

Goorge Dule Trotter (see Purm oo 1 in Pige W1.) consisted of zlmost

21l of the resl of ths Dishop's DJemesne and arvk. The mepn, Flgure 62,

£t Court

is taken from & volume of the lilscellaneous Zooks in the Talwmote

O
vile

- . 7 5 \ P . X .
Collection' and sronably datec 1023, since that is the
estete was viewed.s It 1s to be noted thet o small et of the demssne

zraple hod been seporated as indicsted on the map. “he lesse Tor this

a e i b - L PR S S N = IR e T D " . PR S e
e greated on 26th Sentember, 1705 to Robert Rewling, Clerk, cnd

celled dewlings Ilatts, contulni:

»‘
.
.
.
*
T
<
e
ct
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same date the rest of the Demesne Lend and Tark wes leased to Micholszas

Tallhead, 3s4., end congisted of,
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'The Park in smight Poresls sonodd 52 ncres

el l Gerth 12 ecres

Swalnston's Tlatts in 3 closes containing 35 ccres

Deenwell 1 scre

Jhich said Vall Gerths e are oercel of the Demesne Lands there'.
Much zarlier refercnce Lo these lands is made in ths 1647

Parlizmentary Survey &z hes slready beon indicsted above. The jurors

F_J

stated thet, 'Je »ressnt that thers wcre certsain Demesne lands bhelonging
to the aforescid menor all Inclosed the severs
areble, pusturce or mezdow with the sever:sl zcres of eac
are as followeth

t

land containing by estimotion 50

Three several olatts of

cres orth ver an. Jjs. zoch ccere. The snnusl rent £16.0.0 9aid to the

o

' 'ie present thet thoere is one nerke welled zbout cont.

Bishoneess
by estimation 70 zcres worth per an. 7s. every scre. In toto £24.10.C

we iind no decr elihsr reed or fullow, conyers or other geme, the same

is good for pesture Nicholes Freville
is the tenant thereof. The timbor stending end growling upcon the

premises being 211 Lsh{?) is worth to be sold £15.0.0. It doth sovesr

to hove liberty to tske in und

unon the sremises sulficisnt o seboote, heds

fyreboote, nlowbocte,

carthoote and timber for the renair of the premises snd houses there.

ALl tha Demesns and »remises ave worth to be sold dhove the rent o

e

ver enn.' TIn 1647 Lhs holder won Ticholes Freville snd these lands were

hzld in the seme leas srnless Forn

']
@
s

It hes =1losewhere th

demesne arcble were taken in ns ssveral
of the townshio. The boundsry

the rowd £ rom

v«
=

: village to the north



will show thebvesinnings of & line thet criginelly divided the Jest
Field from the Middle Field. <xzemination in the £ield shows this to
be a short sunken lane leading to the demesne

The 1765 account of the fzrm is ¢ little obscure when it describes
Swainston's Flatts in thrse closes contalining 35 acres. This could be
a descriontion of only the west field of the demezne for the totzl ares
of the Cormer demesne in this ferm was some 77 acres in 1339 which would
seem tosgree with the 1547 estimste. There sre no field nemes on the

the Lusrd . 1 would h#ve buen helpful, it is assumed, therefore,

that there is zn error in this 1765 entry.

It should be noted, by reference to the farm man of ¢13520 (Fig. 62.

I 4+

and the land-use men of 1839 (Tig. hﬁ.), that ot thuse dates the demesne
arable was still under arsble cronsing snd although the jurors nointed
out, in 1647, that the nark wes good fer Hrature, 1020 and 1839,

much of it wasbeing used for arsble., The 1820 map also shows that by

tnat date fellow crops,

Deas

&3, 2nc turnips, hed been introduced.

Sorucely Frrm (Bisho opn Middlehom)
A farm of long citonding in Bishop Middlehaw was Sorucely and
North Leeze (Fize 4., frrm oo 4) lying to the south sast ol the

In 4839 it was ed by williem Rugsell and Permed by John
Bewick with sn area of some 144 seres. The earliest med zveilaeble is

& sketah map scoompenying a rotation schedule dated 1912 (Pige 63.).
This may bz compered with theb reoroduced from the 1039 Tithe Award mar
in Pigure 55. Documcntary evidence o~ the existence of this farm

nly predates this. Hotitis Booksﬂ show that on the 26th ovember,
1749, John Burdon was lessed, 'A1Ll the o-sture ground culled Sorucely

and ©

Torth Liceze dividsd

nto

follows
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loses called North Lecze or
e 1h ceras 2 74 L 18 0

5 closes called Hox
Bush Lesze 30 meres 9104 15 0 0

2 closes called Middle Moors 33 scrss @ 5d o 5 0O

i close celled Morth Pleld 5

et
-

o s o o s et —_—

o~

Sarlier meniion is mude in the 1647 Survey as follows, 'Georg

[}

<

w
¥

Preville, son of Micholss Freville, Zsqg., Thomas Bell znd John
Tutechinson by indenture dated 20th July 9 Csrole (1638) granted by

Bishon of “Yurham. Teldeth 211l thset his pasture ground

called Syrusley and Horthleeze set lying en. boeing in the townfields

snd territories of Bishon Middleham with ll »astures, fesding, commons,

commodities, profits, easements, wayes and avnpurtenances whatsoever

for the nstursl lives of the suid George Froville, Thomas Bell (then

aged 13 years) snd John Tutchinson (then sged 14 vears) vaying o

@
:

it

snnun ¢t the Exchey. Yurhem at Martinmes and Pentecost. The lease to

be void for the non-neymen. of rent within 20 days, =te. £2.5.9.'
The acreage of the form in 18%9 would seem to accord well with
thet in 1749 1if ervors due to mistakes in sstimetion =z

gccount. It in not vossible to equate the close nemes

account with those on the 1939 Tithe 4wurd so although

to state that the farm has nersisted since 1’+ it is not seasible to

%
o
=
5
.

argue the »ersistence of the closes snd the farm boundary it

-

#ith neighbouring farms alsobeing owned by <illiam Russell, boundeory

Q\

adjustments may have beesn aefercnce to the scheme of husbendry
J W, 8

for this frrm (Tig. Ah.) will show that in 1812, 1813 and 1814 the

&e

rotation wus still & three-courss one of vwheat, osts and fellow with



only once the use of clover and once the inclusion of turnips.
Althougn by 1339 the frrmata a4 1o established ar th
lthough by 1339 the fr 11 long been established among the
fields, this holding still hed & »lobt in the village. Since this farm

25 already enclosed in 1695 and since it was mentloned ss a farm in

IR
(Th=1

enclosed form that

%]
e
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the 1647 Survey, it is likely the
was being worked frem & homestall in the village in the 16th century.

Simonsides Ferm (Cornforih)

‘
=

The »lan (Fig. 66.) of Simonsides Farm is en exazmple of ths many
estates of the township of Cornforth that have olans and deteils in

sous Books of the lialmots Dourt.
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This »lan is described =5, 'Sketch wnd viluation of an estste in the

Tewnshin of sishop Middlehem 'n the County of

Durhsm., Losase from the Lora Bishon of Durham to Mr. George Ewbsnk for
3 Lives. 7The 1life dezd is Thomaes Ruine. The ns . lease to be gronted
to Lzncelot Lownes of Bishopton nr Stockiton - the new life Lancelot son

LI} domr

of Thomas Scott of W. Raunton in the MHorth Riding of the uunuj of' York,

farmer aged B yesrs ....' The estate on the 13th Yebruasry
1817,

References to Motitia Books ™ shou that this estets cen be triced
back &5 early as 1680 vhen it was in the hunds of Hobert Maswell,

finos signifving centry ‘he estate is a3 follows;

215t Cctober, 1763 Jane Bland and viilicm Carter

&5
=
=
w

15t May, 1777 re
13th June, 1762 Ge Zwbank

5th ioril, 1817 I.enczlot Lownes



25th June, 1027 inne Scott

11th Aoril, 1831 Anne 3cott
N ’ )

23rd September, 1340 snne Scott

1

The new lease described sbove, cen be goern to corrssnond with the dates
of entry on the list. OCOn the 23rd jugust, 1743, Dr. John Johnson took
the lease of the estate when it wos described ss o tenement containing
two lends. The 1661 Cosin's Survey nleces it in the hands of Williem
Colledge and in 1647 it @s owned by Robert Haswell., By 1839, the four
closes and the village holding were in the hands of liles Drown snd
the lorge compset Form (103.5 sores) wes owned by fLnne Scott (Figs. 43,
blea ) o
From the field nattern & three Tield system is not so re-dily
ostulsted zs is the case with other exsmnles ziven. The Tithe Award
fi21d names show a I'iddle IMeld ¢nd e wouth Pield which hesve been shown
the 9len.  This mey be volict verbal evidence of & former three

field system on the farm, but it is extremely tenuocus. Three fields
B ) .

in thz north with the nesmes of Rushy Csarr, Pottery Field and Bottom
border the Coxhoe Beck providing the wet meadow found in the other
LUrmSe

L5 was the cose with Island Farm end 3Sprucely there is a villaoge
holding inecluded in this sstate. Nentilon has alresdy bsen made of
theze links which nredsate the estaoblishment of & homestell in the fields

L5 in the cases of the other farms discussed, there is only slight
evidence of the introiduction of new crons even es late zs 1647. Zfour
fields still lay fellow at that date and only one small close was belng
used for turnips.
Conclusions

Bvidence from this group of farms shows thet in Middleham Xunor

gnclosed farm unit wes in existence et the beginning of the 17th

ot
e
(43}



century bef.re the great enclosure movemsnt of thet century -ot under
waye £11 the Bishon Middlehom [Jorms instanced were »resent in 15600
being the result of Tudor znclosure or even earlier. Al Morm and
Farnless were esteblished by “he Bishop teking his denmesne into

}

severalty, his nasture closes from the weste posture end converting th

o]

perie to sgricultursl use. Sprucely Farm was probebly est:rblished
the rezalt of niecwsmsal enclosure referrsd to by E. M. Leonard as

lece in Durham on o considerszhle sczle in the 16th century.

noving toloos
Island ¥rrm most likely formed nart of ectorial Glebe zopronristed in

the 16th century.

T ral P -
Referaence

to Mgare 38, however, =ill show thet these forms did
not constituts ¢11 the land of Dishon Tiddleham that hed bsen token
out of common practice by 1693, The freehold Tast Touse Porm, lend
093 ro 'lUr. Bradshaugh's lend' as well as unsnpecilled
closes, hed elsc been hedred by that time.

Some of these Terms thet were of esrly enclosure show signs of &
field system based on thres large reble fields which were worked in
rotetion supolemented b pasture and msadow, & pettern similer to that
found in the townshis lends. <There is elso evidence of nlots in the

5

early enclosures end which initially

held the homestalls.

"

Thene ferms, then, illustrate that a break-up of the medievel
pattern of common fields znd pastures was already advanced in Bishon
Middleham by the beginning of the 17th century.

In Cornforth townshi>, to the north, the grecter number of the furms

representative sample, were the result of

2
i‘ .
=
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of which Simonsidc
the enclosure in 1624. Ters theve is little evidence of the esrlier
e .

patterns of farming practice thet wes displsyed in some of the Bishop

Middleham ferms. The nattern of links between the farms and the plots
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in the village, however, was much more in evidence in 1839 (Fig. 341.)
indicating & distribution of villose holdinss that oredeted the 1624
pattern of snclosure allotments that wroduced the 18329 {ferms.

Gince much of the land in Sedgefield wss conyhold there is not
the accumentary evidence ocveilable sllowing the identificeaf’on of the
farms ab earlier dstes. Lack of infTormation of frechold ferms is
similerly restrictive. Of the lecsehold farms, the nattern of
develonmenty is similszr to thet of the firms in Coonforth, with refer-
ences in 01d Wotitia Nooks, Bishop Cosin's Survey snd the Parliamentary
Survey of 1647. This takes the rasesrcher back to a nost-cnclosure
situation. Most of the fzrms were the result of enclosure sllotments

-

znd this »srocess has besn danlt with in Chonter 3.
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The historical geogrsznher has little difficulty in recognising
the high 'iddle iges as ¢ neriod of sgricultursl srosnerity in dnglend.
ne 12th and 1%th conturies sax the building of many of the historic
churches, cathedrsls and caestles thet survive in the villages and
market towns thet formed the dense netvork of nucleated settlement

that cxisted in lowlend Znglerna ot thet time. Research into field

and settlement indicate that in the lowland srea of Morth-

Best England this was »Heobsbly the time when many of the nlannecd
settlements were lald out, a reflection of the confidence placsd in
the esgricultural vractices brsed on the nanorial system of cagulsted
co-overative forming. Such prosoerity reprssented a summit in

agrxcultux" cchievement, for it wes the result of a lengthy nroecess

of develonment Leginning with the /nglo-5axoen colonisstion. The out-

strinoing of food resources by nonuletion incrsuse caused the drastic
decline in numbers in the mid-1kth century, which was the catalyst

shich ~ut “he wedisval gveten in decline from its pesk in the High

Llthousgh there may bedebste smong economic historiens as to the
nrecise deting and nature ¢f the hAgricultursl Revolution, that 1t
oscurred is ncet in doubt. This Cormed & second neek of agricultursl
aroswverity based on the cepitslistic system off the entroeprencur znd
& money return for investment snd lebour.

ossible to ergue the presence of & trough. The period of 1500 to
1850 in South=-Zast Durham renresents the climb from the trough us to
the new nesk snd was a neriod vhich saw not only the introducticn of
but also the finzl

new kinds of territcrisl orgunisstion end land-use,

decsy of the older syst:

This worx hes b

=2

concerned with changes in the organisction of

the land as the rvesult of ths evolution of &n egriculturszl sconomy



ssed on comoetition Trem onoe kased on co-~oneration. This necessarily
involves & considerstion of the swing {rom the concents associated

with shared, communzl lard to ¢ system based on privete estates.

This summery of finaings will concern itself, first of «1l, with the

neture of the inherited natt snd then those key changes

which finselly resulted in the lendscene of 1550.
4600 - The Inherited Landscane

The close=-snucad pettern of nucleated settlement in the ares of
Viddleham Venor is in evidence on the eorly mepns of the Palstinate

end is & nattern which owed its origin te the medieval period.

ver, thet not ell settlement wes nucleatad

from Levton sugzests that deponulation of thet
village hed tsken Sluce crrly “n the 16th century, while archaegologicsl
evidence from the Thrislingten site hes shown similer post-medlevel
dates cof sbandonment. IP thess cre sccented as tyoical then 1t might

for the other

be reasonablc to esasume similsr dates of

A
) i

gbendeoned settlements manned in g 5. M, Leonerd h‘“

[T

sugrested that much enclosure ‘ook nlece in Durham in the 16th century,
a fact borne out by the znnlicetion of the 1597 ict ageinst enclosure
snd depovulsticn. By 1600 the township lands of the deserted villages
hed succumbed to enclesure and patterns of closes similar to those

seen on the Layton man of 1508 (®ig. 10.) hed been established. Tthether

or not the land wes given over to sheen, as the Tudor enti-snclosure

litersture sugzgests, is not knoun, nor is it xnown where the men who

worked the land lived vwhern +the villages were depcpuleted. Hvidence

ests that some awellinss

o
-

rom the eerly mans of the Palatinate suy
nt en the villece sites for they zre loceted and nsmed. It

therefore, that some ¢ 'mstaells or former munor houses

remeined cn ¢ near the sitos. Denopulstion wes well under wey before



ras Lo smnorec

townsni D5 o

cnd Sedeefield survived to dlsnls many fea

;s wrovobly origineted

Sy

in the *2th cenlury

tbension in the 13%th century, anc

nersistasd until o

Ui ondy reletively

from Cormforth and Bishop Yo the farmstoll

occunied the village toft. Certainly, the disoersion of the farmstalls

disnersed scatter, nost-

to the ficlds on = lerge scule,

rm

he villege slot recressented o private lend holding

aredominsntly one of shered lend.

U Tne mendlnil Lenas Dornece & chamhion lendscane of

yestures and moors sorged in coraon, b
b

tovnshin,

F I [ T R B -
from the onen Lz ocooron nosturs

ecrlier yeors of L1though the enclosure of neisubouring

denopualetion of villages s

dremetic soclo-econcmic chebee, srogress hod been slower in the munoricl

lendn,

By 1600, then, some units in the soltern of nu Lemaent

off the tovnshio lends hed been enclosed.  Uthe

.

, lerpgely in their medieval Torn

setvlements and lands survived

alse srclosure haoo meds incursions into the

cestures ond meadows.

it wes on &




sczle. The Chencery Decr

thet cauged & revolutionsry

lands for they took &ll the and put

under orivete v demercelea cllobmentse  This
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s1llctments nave combined to

Enclosure wss not only & woens of soclo-economic adiustment

~oyners and tenant fermers. The asct of enclosing destroyed t

]

<

slletments, therefore, had
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slready-ailing field system ¢f a former co-operative metrod of [arving

3

roduced & system of boundaries within which iadividuel decisions

to aroduce the petiern of Tields

3. 1t has been shown thst the sattern

of Tields in 1550 was o composite develooment bessd on the allotment

vy NI T R TE R o Fu i T o e oy en et v m e e 13Ty
enclosures ~ithin the cormon sestures, asnd tho snclosures
PR . e pay h 4 - Ty . O G S Myt ) -
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the creation of

TR TN ;
ITom snare
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