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ABSTRACT

The historical geography of Upper Teesdale may best be
traced through three inter-relatéd topics: enclosures, land use

and lead mining.

By 1600 enclosures already stretched high up the dale.
‘Around Middleton, the dale's main village, were large fields,
subdivided into strips. Most of these lay 'open', but some were
being enclosed, thus fossilizing the strip patterns. Higher up
the dale were islands.of enclosed land, surrounded by a sea of
waste. Between the 17th and 19th centuries both piecemeal and
organized intaking from the waste went on until enclosed land
stretched continuously from Middleton to the very head of the dale,

at over 2,000 feet.

Before 1600 the 'open' fields around Middleton were given
over to subsistence arable production. At this time, however,
thére was a changeover to permanent grass, to support the sheep
and cattle increasingly bred for commercial reasons. This-change-
over led to the enclosure of the open fields. Higher up the dale,
an area not suited to arable crops, the land had probably always
been under grass. The story here is one of increasing intensity
of land use, the enclosure of the commons eventually resulting in

the strict limitation in the number of beasts which could be

pastured there.

Lead mining has had a profound influence upoa the historical
geography of the area. It grew in importance through the centuries,
reaching a peak in the 19th century. Tenant farmers spent much
of their time mining, clearly deriving a large proportion of their
income from it. It seems unlikely that enclosures would have

reached so high up the dale, had the miners not been 'land hungry'



attempting to create farms as close to the mines as possible.
The fall in the dales' population, and the recession in enclosed
land following the decline in lezad mining bears witness to the

industries importance.
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CHAPTER 1
“INTRODUCTION

A tourist coming up the valley would describe it as a
place where sterility had planted its first fooisteps,
where the habitations were becoming a class scarcely
worthy of the name of cottage, where the inhabitants
had to contend with an unfruitful soil and a harsh
climate, where the whitened fields of grain had given
place to black boggy fields of tough grass or perhaps
of rushes; whére the rich loamy soil had been super-
seded by black spongy peat moss, and so on. On the
contrary a tourist having crossed the wilds of Yad Moss
or come over Crossfell would welcome a macadamized
road, and a country intersected with walls and hedges
bearing signs of cultivation ... and as he came in
sight of the distant meadows woods or cornfields, his
thoughts would turn with exquisite pleasure from the
wilds he had crossed to those comfortable cheering
scenes ... a very oasis in the desert.

- Francis Cockshott, 1848 !

The landscape of Upper Teesdale is perhaps the most distinctive of
all the Pennine Dales. Crossing the watershed from: Weardale into
Teesdale, one is immediately conscious of the contrass between the
two dales, perhaps typifying tihe contrasts between Teesdale and
many of the other Pennine Dales. In Teesdale one is struck by a
sense of rémoteness and solitude rarely encountered elsewhere, and
- by a completely distinctive environment. The scene is essentiaily
pasioral, comprising fields of meadow and pasture div@ded by dry
stone walls, stretching high up the dale to 2000 feei a.s.l.
Surrounding the improved iarm lands are the felis, and the pointi
where ‘the two meet - the head dyke — is perhaps the most funda-
mental division which can be made, forming a contrast of which one

is always aware, although the two uniis are at the same time



inextricably intertwined in the agriculiural life of the Dale.
This contrast was noted by Cockshott in 1848? when he remarked
that "The scenery here is capable of two widely differing
delineations, and the line of demarcation is drawn between the
moorland waste and the comfortable cottage homes of the peasaniry.
This is not far from being the boundary between a garden and a
wilderness."2 The area is made yet more distinctive and unified
by the characteristic whitewashed farms and cottages of the Raby
Estate. The landscape, especially higher up the Dale is
remarkably hare of trees, so that when the dale is viewed from

a sultable vantage poini, one is aware of a very clear-cut, simple
environment, uncomplicated by industry and non-agricultural
production such as exists in Weardale. This contrast is amply
revealed by study of the iwo dales as they appear on the one inch

Ordnance Survey map of the area.

Upper Teesdale (that part of the dale above Middleton) is
distinctive in terms of geology and relief, climate and vegetation.
In terms of relief the dale may be best d&scribed as an inlier cut
into gentiy tilted, eastward dipping sedimentary rocks of Cgrbon;f—
erous age, which form the bedrock to most of the region (Fig. 2).
The Upper Dale lies entirely above 700 feet a.s.l., the River Tees
flowing from northwest to southeast (Fig. 1), and the cultivated
zone, with which this thesis is most concerned, lies in a fairly
mature and open valley, the watersheds rising to an average
altitude of 2000feet a.s.l. (Fig. 1). The fells have broad flatfish
tops, and the alternation of resistant and nop-resistant beds of
rock in the geological séquence is peflected by shelves and edgeé

on the valley sides. The Whin 3ill outcrops exitensiavely in Upper



Teesdale (Fig. 2), and gives rise to the waterfalls of High Force
and Cauldron Snout. The Dale was glaciated during the Quaternary,
and unconsolidated glacial drift was deposited, much of which was

4 Drift still, however,

later removed by erosion during deglaciation.
blankets much of the valley bottoms, and, more thinly, the hill

slopes up to and between 1,400 and 1,700 feet a.s.l.5

The climate of the dale is characterised by heavy rainfall,
cbmbined with cold winters and cool summers. Precipitation ranges,
on average, between 50 and 70 inches, increasing up dale. On
average the wettest month is December and the dryest June, but from
year to year the disitribution may vary quite considerably.6 In
addition to the heavy rainfall long spells of high humidity are
chara;teristic, but at times the humidity may be very much lower
than in the lowlands. Winters can be severe, especially higher up
the Dale, and snow may lie for up to 80 days at 1,800 feet a.s:l.,
and for longer at higher altitudes. The growing season (the period
during which the mean temperaiure rises above 420 P) is about 165
days at Moor House (1,840 feet a.s.l.) and thus extends from May 5th
to September 28th, although it must be proportionately longer down
the Dale. The duration of.cloud and the fregquency and amount of

.precipitation also affect the growing season. In an enclosed lowland
such as Upper Teesdale temperature inversions may frequently occur,
increasing the risk of fros%. Air fro;t may, in any case, occur

at any time throughout the year.7

The combination of climate, geology and relief has enabled
a distinctive type of vegetation to exist. The Upper Teesdale
plant communities represent a vegetation which is closely related

to that of the late—glacial period, and this gives a record of the
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late glacial flora of Britaim which is unique and irreplaceable.
Many are rare, and some taxa have their only British locality here.
Al though the factors which have preserved this vegetation here are
not yet fully understood, it seems that the "overald combination:
of altitude and climate is peculiarly favourable to the northern
and sub-alpine nature of the vegetation." 9 The high humidity and
low mean temperature is considered to be of importance, as is the
composition of the rock. Many of the Teesdale rarities require an
unshaded habitat and base rich soils for their survival. It seems
likely that the instability of many of the limestone scars and areas
subject to continual erosion, together with the effect of wind, has
precluded the development of woodland in certain places, and thus
encouraged the survival of the plants. The Teesdale hay meadows
also show a variety of herbs, and these are possibly derived from
the field layer of herb-rich birch woodland. It is considered thait
these plants have survived because the meadows have been excluded
from intensive grazing. Other habitats are thought to have been
created by the trampling effect of cattle, fragmenting the turf
into isolated hummocks, which are colonized by certain plants. In
another case a type of Jimestone grassland is thought to be
perpetuated through heavy grazing by sheep and rabbiis. 10

This distinctive and important vegetation provides the

raison d'etre of this thesis: how much has man influenced the

vegetation? How has enclosure, grazing, tilling, burning, quarrying
and mining had an effect on the habitat of the rare species? This
thesis seeks to create a framework within: which the botanists
questions may be answered. An attempt is made to solvelsuch
problemns as the chronology of enclosure withim the dale, the history

of land use, the various uses to which the commons have been put,
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the effeet of lead mining upon farming, and so on. The result is
not to provide the answer to the problem posed, but to give
information which may help give some kind of answer; for instance
details of land use over the last 170 years, together with less
concrete, but no less useful evidence dating back almost to i600,
and a basic framework for assessing the length of time land has been
improved, in terms of maps of enclosure patterns dating back to
1769, together with information of a more general nature dating to

1612,

Man in the Dale before 1600

The evidence available from scattered finds, such as flint weapons
and axes, and hut-sites, suggests that there was colonization im
Teesdale by Mesolithic times. It has, indeed, been suggesited that
the Stone Age settlers moved into Teesdale from the Edem Valley, thus
colonizing the higher parts of the Dale, such as Harwood, before the
lower parits around Middleton. 11 By the time of the Roman invasion
it seems likely that Teesdale was a thinly occupied marcher zone
between the Votadini in the north and the Brigantes in: the south.
The existence of a Roman road from Eggleston in Teesdale to Stanhope
in Weardale reveals that there was some expansiom into Teesdale at
this time, but the area seems to have been intermediate between the
Roman Wall zone in the north and Stainmore in the South. It is
suggested that the Romans exploited the lead mines in the Upper Dde,
but once again ther#4 is no concrete evidence. Proof exists that the
Roman Generals used parts of Weardale as a forest for hunting deer,
and it seems more than likely that paris of Upper Teesdale were

used for ,the same purpose.

Place names in: Upper Teesdale are mainly of Celtie, Anglo-
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Saxon and Viking-Danish origin,13 and would suggest that between the
time of the Roman colonization: and the Norman invasion the area was
a frontier zone of colonization, with improvement and settlement
gradually pushing up the Dale. It is suggested in Chapter 2 that
the agricultural settlement of Middleton in Teesdale (Fig. 2) was
created perhaps by the 9th century, and we must imagine that settlers
were moving on up the Dale at this time, clearing the trees and
improving the land. It should be noted, however, that Proctor
suggests that the main movement at this time was down dale, from:
Harwood and Middle Forest (Fig. 2) which he considers to have been
colonized earlier than the lower parts of the Dale.l4This is a

problem which would repay detailed investigation.

The village nuclei of Middleton ané Newbiggin were certainly
well established by the 12th century; 15 around and between the
.villages lay open fields, subdivided into strips, given over tokhe
production of arable crops such as barley and oats, upon: which the
villages depended for their food. Some traces of these open or
'subdivided® fields stiil remain around Middleton in the form of
strip lynchets, slight banks running along a hill slope, resulting
from the downward drif+t of soil, following persistent ploughing
along the slope. The exisience of these fields is also confirmed
by later documentary and map evidence. 16

After thelNorman Conquest, Upper Teesdale became a 'Farest!?
area, used for hunting, and kept under laws aimed at making it "a

17

safe mansion for wild beasts.” However despite this, coloniz-
ation: continued; a second stage began in the 13th century, when

setilers began to move out from: the main: villages, pushing gradually

up the Dale, and creating single farms. 18 This must have reduced
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the extent of the Forest, and one may perhaps imagine that, as im
Weardale in the 16th century, there were "some little ferme holdes

19

in: this park." Disforestation and settlement were an important
aspect of colonization in the 13th and 14th centuries. 20 It seems
quite likely that the lead ores to be fouﬁd in many places along the
northern side of the Dale were an additional stimulus to expansion
and colonization. This period of expansion, which continues into
the time period covered by this thesis, was characterized by
irregular enclosures, resulting from gradual piecemeal reclamation
of the land according to the needs of each farmer. It should be
noted, however, that there is also evidence in the Dale of the
retreat of enclosed land sometime during this period of colonizatinne.
It is clear that the history of the colonization: of the Dale is not
a2 simple story of steady advance, but rather one of advance coupled

sometimes with substantial retreats, creating a series of enclosure

patterns overlying and discordant to one another (Chapter 4).

By the 16th century, settlement must certainly have beem:
established throughout the Dale from Harwood to Middleton, and
although the Forest must still have been in existence, colonization
must have reduced its extent substantially by this tige. In the mid-
16th century Leland observed thgt "Yad Moss hath the hedde of the
Tese, then it taketh a course emong rokkes, and resyving divers
other small hopes of bekkes and cometh much by wild ground for a 8
or X miles to Aegleston ... the king hath a forest of redde deere
yn the more land at Midleton." 21 The lead mines were also of
importance at this time, for in 1550 a royal grant was made to Bowes
of all the lead mines in the Forest of Teesdale, 22 and we may once
again imagine this as creating some sort of stimulus to the advance

of settlement.



I{t remains only to note that Teesdale has been held by many land-
ovners before it ecame into the hands of the present owner. The
.area originally belonged to the See of Durham. It was taken away
by William II and given to Guy Balliol. The Balliols forfeited the
estate in 1296, and in 1307 they'were granted to the 10th Earl of
Warwick. It remained in this family, eventually passing to Richard
II1 through his marriage to a member of the family, the Nevilles.

In the early 16th century the area passed to the Raby Nevilles who
had become Earls of Westmorland. This family forfeited the estate
after being associated with an uprising in the reign of Elizabeth I,
By the early 17th century the estate had come into the hands of Sir
Henry Vane, through whom it has descended to the present Lord
Barnard, also a member of the Vane family. 23 This family has held
various titles in the past such as Duke of Cleveland, Earl of
Darlington, and so on, and wherever a title of this nature is
mentioned in the text, the title used is the one referred to in the
sourée material. Throughout the entire period covered by this thesis,

however, the Estate has remained in the hands of the Vane family.

Man in the Dale after 1600

The historical geography of the Upper Dale between 1600 and

1900 is best seen in terms of certain problems, which will be briefly
explained here, and examined in detail in the various chapters. The
first of these is settlement, the basic problem being the chronology
of settlement from: 1600 to 1900. It is possible to produce maps of
settlement at certain periods between these two dates, showing the
gradual extension up the Dale. Within what limits was settlement
confined? What was the effect of lead mining upon the pattern of
settlement? Oncg a basic framework of the history of settlement has

been established, it is possible to turn in more detail to the farms

8



in an gttempt to answer such problems as the different types of
tenure, sizes of holding, numbers of holding at different times,

and so on. Together the two topics of the farms and settlement
create a framework within which the two main problems of the thesis
can be viewed: enclosure and land use. The information available

on enclosure patterns is used to try and answer three basic questions:
(1) what is the chronology of enclosure from 1600 to 19002 (2) what
form: did the enclosures in all parts of the Dale take at wvarious

times during this period? (3) what were the causes of any changes
which took place in the enclosure patterns of the Dale during this
period? Once a gengral survey has been made of the enclosure patierns
throughout the Dale, a detailed study is made of the history of
enclosure in Ettersgill (FPig. 2) in order to exemplify some of the

main trends.

The history of land use is treated in much the same way as
the enclosure patterns, and in terms of questions the most important
are the following: (1) what is the history of land use in Upper
Teesdale between 1600 and 19007 (2) what methods of farm management
have been used during this period? (3) what has been the relatienship
between the enclosed land aﬁd the fells during this period? Following
a general survey of the land use of the Upper Dale is a more
detailed study, using examples from various farms at certain points

in time.,

The role of the commons in the historical geography of the
Upper Dale is also examined, not only through its contribution: to
farming, but also for recreational purposes, notably shooting and

hunting.



A final and all-imporiant question to be posed is what was
the effect of lead mining upon the Upper Dale? How has mining
affected the extension of enclosures and the farming practices of
the Dale? It will be shown that the influence of lead mining has
been very great, and indeed it might be suggested that had lead
mining not occurred in Upper Teesdale then man might not have

peneirated so far up into the area.

Although it is possible, up to a point, to view the many
problems of the historical geography of Upper Teesdale as separate
units, it is most important to recognize that they are all inter-
connected and intertwined. This is why this thesis is entitled 'Farm
Field and Fell', since it emphasises the unity of the subject. The
central unit is the farm, surrounded in turn by its enclosed fields
or in-bye, and by the fells or out-bye. As already noted, and
emphasised many times in the text, these latter two factors are
completely interdependant, and the farm is in turn dependant upon
both for its livelihood. 'Farm, Field and Fell' therefore basically
encompasses all the subject matter dealt with in this thesis, even
lead mining, which was carried out on the fells, and which was

intimately connected with farming.

The Sources

The maim sources upon. which this thesis is based come from
five record offices, which are listed below, together with the
material which they provided. Other less important sources are
listed in the bibliographies.
The Raby Estate Offices.

Most of Upper Teesdale, and all of the Forest of Teesdale’

* Unless otherwise noted the term Forest of Teesdale refers to the
administrative area comprising Harwood, M@ddle Forest and Ettersgill.

10



belongs to the Raby Estate of Lord Barnard. The two estate offices
at Middleton in Teesdale and Staindrop both have a great deal of
information relating to the Upper Dale, especially in the 18th and
19th centuries.

~-Middleton Estate Office-

1) Plan of Ettersgill Farms, 1763, by Jeremiah Dixon. This
is the ea;liest map in any detail of any part of Upper Teesdale.
It is beautifully executed, showing in detail every erclosure, however
small, and every farm building. Each field is named, together with
its exact acreage, and is also numbered, presumably for use with a
farm book which, however, cannot be found. This map is of great
interest since it depicts a series of enclosure patterns which now

no longer exist:

2) Plan of the Manor of Middleton ...1769, by John Greenwell.
This map is of fundamental importance in a reconstruction of the
historical geography of Upper Teesdale. It shows the position of
the head dyke in 1769, and depicts all the enclosure patterns in
Harwood, Middle Forest and Ettersgill, together with the newly made
enclosures on Newbiggin Common., It also details the owner of each
field and the acreage of each field, thus aiding immeasurably the
reconstruction of the history of settlement and the farms themselves.
In addition to this all the lead mines of the Dale are shown in

detail, and the boundaries of the Commons are mapped.

The limitations and problems presenited by this map are as
follows. Firstly none of the enclosures in Middleton or Newbiggin:
are shown (ex¢ept for those mentioned above). This makes it very
difficult to givé a complete account of the enclosure patterns
throughout the entire dale, although later sources would indicate

11



that less fundamental change went on here than higher up the Dale.
Secondly, it is difficult to say whether the enclosure patterns are
_ accurately depicted or not, although detailed investigation would
suggest that they are. Thirdly, no details of land use are given,
a major limitation, since information on this would provide an

invaluable link- between the 1612 survey and the 1848 Farm Books.

3) The 1847-1864 Farm Books and Maps. These constitute a
series of farm books and corresponding maps. The books, running
from: 1847 to 1864 give the number of each field (to correspond with
the map), the acreage of the fiekd, and the use to which it was put
over a certain period. The.farm books used in this study are the
following: Harwood 1847-5T7; Ettersgill 1847-64; Middle Forest 1847-
573 Newbiggin 1847-57. The limitations imposed by time meant that
the Middleton farm book and map could not be copied, and that the
coverage of the other Townships had to be limited. These farm books
and maps enable three sets of maps to be made (1) Bnclosure patterns
in the Upper Dale, (2) Farms in the Upper Dale and (3) Land use in
the Upper Dale, all excluding Middleton. They thus form an
invaluable link with the earlier surveys. The farm books also give
other useful information such as the number of stints each tenant
had, details of the rebuilding of some of the farms and so on. Also
connected with the maps are a series of plans of the Commons, made

in 1847.

Theie are three problems presented by these maps: (1) The
Estate did not own all the land in Newbiggim at this time, so that
the maps of this area are incomplete. (2) No mention is made in the
books of the actual numbers of stock on the farms, (g) Lack of

coverage of the Middleton area is a limitation, but Tithe map coverage

12



can make up fa®:i this.

-Staindrop Estate Office-

1) Valuation of the Manor of Middleton, 1803, Alexander Calvert.
This valuation forms a most useful link between the surveys of 1769
and 1847. The book gives details of each field in each of the five
townships in the Upper Dale, and includes the name of each field,
its acreage, the value per acre, yearly value and the use to which
it was being put in 1803. In this way it is the most complete survey
to be made of the Upper Dale., The valuer also made many useful

comments upon the state of the farms at this time.

As pointed out in the text the main drawback of this
valuation is that no map accompanies it, and it is therefore impossible
to locate the new intakes which it notes in great detail. It is,
however, of great importance in revealing the extension of enclosed
land between 1769 and 1803, and the increase in the numbers of farms
during this period. As with the 1847 farm books there are no complete

details of the stock on each farm.

2) Map of Upper Teesdale lead mines 1732, by Thomas Joness.
Lord Barnard's leadmill account 1739-40. Grant book of mines by the
Duke of Cleveland, 1833-45. Regulations for the payment of Duty Ore,
1853, These sources help to give a very clear picture of the state
of the lead industry oven a century. The map, although somewhat
crudely drawn, is nevertheless very clear, and depicts all the lead
mines in the Dale at this time. Yhe accounts are of very great
interest, since they reveal very clearly the state of organigzgtion
of the industry at this time. The grant book gives details of the

mines which were being worked in the first half of the 19th century,
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and also of the men who were working them.

3) Abstract of rents on the Teesdale Estate, 1866-99; Sundry
leases for the late 19th century; Account Book for the Upper Dale
1848; Valuation of the Upper Dale 1864. These varied sources
provide useful information on most aspects of the historical

geography of Upper Teesdale, as will become clear from the text.

The County Record Office, Durham

10 Middleton in: Teesdale Enclosure Award. This comprises a
plan of the new enclosures, written details of the land and stints
allotted to each tenant and details of the common.services such as
guarries and watering places which were allocated. The plan is
perhaps the most useful part of the Award, since it is typieal of
Parliamentary Enclosures on moorland, and contrasts sirongly with
the enclosure patterns lower down the Dale. Details are also given

of new roads and so on.

2) The 1851 Census Returns. These are invaluable in two
respects: (a) they give complete details of every dwelling in the
Upper Dale, and thus form the basis of the only truly representative
settlement map of the Upper Dalej; (b) they give details of the
occupation of every person, and so are most important in assessing
the occupational structure of the Dale at this time, especially in
relation to lead mining.- The entries may also be correlated with

the Raby Farm books to guage the relationship of mining and farming.

3) A Journey through Teesdale, 1848, by Francis Cockshott.
This is a manuscript account of a journey on foot through Teesdale

from Cross Fell to Middlesborough. The part of the journey dealing
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with Upper Teesdale gives many useful insights into the state of the
Dale at this time, although all in a very general sense. It does

however, help to give a fuller picture of the Dale at this time.

The Depagtment of Palaeography and Diplomatic, University of Durham.
1) Probate Inventories, 1600-1900. Probate Inventories are
basically detailed lists of the 'goods chattels and cattle' of
deceased persons. From the point of view of this thesis the most
important factor is that they give a clear insight into the Upper
Teesdale Farms in the 17th century, since all the beasts - cattle,
sheep and horses - were listed in detail and valued. Crops were
also noted, as was farming equipment and so on. The inventorbes
are most valuable in this respect, although they do have many draw-
backs: (1) the material they provide is so detailed that it is
difficult to generalise from. it, although with caution a few
conclusions may be drawn about the state of farming at this time;
(2) The nature and bulk of the material, together with the fact
that many of the farms are not accurately located, makes it very
difficult to map, although some attempts are made in this thesis;
(3) In many cases no will accompanies the inventory, and in most
cases no details are given as to the nature of the relevant farm,
with the result that no truly complete picture of farming can be

given through the inventories.

They are nevertheless a very imporitant source of information
on farms in the 17th century, and do give some important pointers
as to the trends in farming at this time. The inventories are
tabulated in detail in Appendix 4, and a glance at the material
represenited there will reveal the difficulties of dealing with them

and also the wealth of information they represent.
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2) Middleton in Teesdale and Newbiggin Tithe maps, 1843.
The main purpose to wﬂich the Middleton map was put was to examine
the form of the village and to make deductions as to its origin ani
development. It was also used with reference to the enclosure
patterns in this part of the Dale and their dewelopment. The
Newbiggin map was used with reference to the enclosure patterns

around the village.

The Public Record Office

The Jacobean Survey, 1612 (on microfilm). This is a survey
of the Manors of Raby, Barnard Castle and Brancepeth, and the part
dealing with Upper Teesdale is a most important source of information.
Basically it lists the following facts about the various tenants in
the drea in 1612: how much land each man held, where he held it and
to what use it was put. It also noted how many houses, stables,
barns and so on he held, and whether he had the right of common.
The survey is thus most useful from a variety of standpoints:
(1) It enables some sort of picture to be created of the enclosure
patterns at this particular time, since the land is described as
lying in strips or closes; (2) It enables analysis of the types of
landholding, from the man who held all his land in strips, to the
'sub manors' of the Forest of Teesdale, who leased out parcels of
land to sub-tenants; (3) It gives a good picture of the land use
at this time, and reveals that the lower parts of the Dale were

undergoing a change in land use at this timee.

The limitations of the Survey are as follows: (1) The

survey of Middleton and Newbiggin is obviously incomplete. Only

wjs

an acre of land is recorded for MNiddleton East Field which

undoubtedly had well over 100 acres at some stage, as revealed by
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the Middleton Tithe map. The amounts of land and number of houses
recorded for the Forest of Teesdale would indicate that this part
of the Survey is complete. It is possible that the Lord of the
Manor of Barnard Castle did not own all the area around Middleton
and Newbiggin, which thus was not recorded; (2) Terms such as
'parcel' used to define units of land are not defined, and thus
cause some confusion. This is defiribed in more detail in Chapter
3, but study of the Survey would seem to indicate ?hat the term
'parcel’' covers two different forms of landholding; (3) Although
giving a clear picture of the state of the Forest of Teesdale at
this time, the Survey does not gige any of the names of the farms
there, except for the three main ones. This makes it impossible to
constructy a settlement map for this period, and also makes it
impossible to locate with any accuracy the enclosed zones,

However, despite these limitations the Survey is of great
importance and is used as a source throughout this thesis, and al®
in conjunction with the Probate Inventories. Because of its

detailed nature, the Survey is tabulated in detail in Appendix 1.

These, then, are the main sources used throughout this
thesis, and are cited in detail in the bibliographies. There are
a few primary sources which have not been mentioned here, because
they are only cited very briefly in the text, and their origin

can be found in the relevant bibliographies.
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CHAPTER 2

SETTLEMENT

The settlement patterm of the Upper Dale consists of one:
large village (Middletom in Teesdale), two small. hamlets (Bowlees
and Newbiggin), and a wide scatter of farms and dwelling houses
extending up the Dale as far as Ashgill Head in Harwood (Fig. 2).1
Since information on settlement for the whole of the Upper Dale is
rather scanty, the first part of this Chapter will be primaridy
concerned with the development of settlement in the Townships of
Harwood, Middle Forest and Ettersgill, which toge?her comprise the
Forest of Teesdale (Fig. 2). This will be based upon information
obtained fromlthe 1612 Jacobean Survey, the 1769 Map and Farm Book,
the 1803 Valuatiom and the 1851 Census Returns, combined with the
1847 FParm Books. The two Farm Books and the Valuation do not give
complete coverage of all the dwellings in the Forest of Teesdale,
since they are concerned only with the farms and not with houses
which did not hold any land. It is fortunate that the 1847 Farm
Books can be combined with the 1851 Census Returns, so that at
least one of the maps gives a completely itrue picture of the
settlement pattern. Although inaccurate to a certain extent, maps
derived from the 1769 Survey and the 1803 Valuation do at least
serve to give some impression of the settlement pattern at these two
dates. The second part of the Chapter will deal with the origin
and development of Middleton in Teesdale, based mainly on the map
éf 1769 and the 1843 Tithe Map, together with some contemporary

writings.

Settlement in the Forest of Teesdale

It proves impossibile to make an=ac¢urate map of settlement

based upon the Jacobean Survey of 1612, since only three of the
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farms in the relevant area are named. The main fgct which can be
established is that Thomas Bainbrigge of Brigge House owned fourteen

houses, Guy Bainbrigge of Hendfelloe House owned seventeen houses

and Thomas Bainbrigge of Vallance Lodge owned eighteen houses,
totalling 49 houses in: all. 2 The areas where these houses were
situated can be identified as BEttersgill, Harwood and Middle Forest
respectively, as discussed in more detail ini Chapter Three. The
only two houses which can be accurately‘located.from.the Survey

alone are Vallance Lodge and Brigge House, which feature on later

maps (Figs. & &9), while Hendfelloe House, since it does not appear
on any subsequent map of the area,is impossible to locate. Certain

3 and a Glebe Terrier for

other sources such as Probate Inventories
Middleton in: Teesdale in 1663 4 indicate a few more of the farms by
name, such as Langdon Beck, Cocklake and Forcegarth (Appendix 4 Part 1).
Other farms are mentioned, but not by name, ie. they are described

as being in 'the Forest' or in 'the High Foresi'. In such cases as
these accurate location is, of course, impossible. It is, howewver,
possibile to construct a general map showing some of the farms in.
existence in the Forest of Teesdale between 1600 and 1700, and although

obviously not complete, this helps to give some very general idea

of the broad outlines of settlement at this time (Fig. 3a).

This mapshows that, by the end of the 17th century, settlement
already extended high up the Dale as far as Grass Hill Farm, at 2,000
feet a.s.1l. 1In Middle Foreét, the area im which the largest numbers
of dwellings can be accurately located, the broad framework within
which later settlement developed was already apparent. This was a
broad Band running from Vallance Lodge on: Langdon Beck at the norih
western end, to Forecegarth on the Tees at the south eastern end, the
Tees forming the -southerm boundary to the 2zone of settlements 1In
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this area there were already farms such as Under Hurth (Fig. 8), at
about 1,500 feet aessl., forming the northern boundary to the zone
of settlement, which must at this time have been very near to the
frontier of improvement, between the enclosed lands and the waste.
Few farms in Bitersgill ecan be accurately located from 17th century
sources, but the few which can be found indicate that settlement
had also extended to fairly high altitudes here. PFor instance,
Woobus Hill Farm (later known as Woolpitts Hill Farm (Fig. 9)) at
almost 1,500 feet a.s.l. must have been situated very close 1o the
frontier of improvement. Thus, although this map is far from.
complete it is valuable in indiecating that the framework withim
which later settlement developed was already present, and that

settlement already extended high up the Dale.

The 1769 Map of the Upper Dale reveals that there were twenty-
one farms in: Harwood, twenty-two in Middle Forest and fourteen in
Ettersgill.5 This shows an increase of eight in all over the 1612
total, and it therefore seems very probable that the pattern of
farms in 1612 must have been very similar to that shown on the 1769
map (Fig. 3b). The latter shows that Grass Hill Farm was still the
highest in: the Dale. In Harwood there were five farms on the southern
side of Harwood Beck, situated at between 1,440 and 1,500 feet @aes.l.,
between the enclosed lands and the commons. Similarly on: the northern
side of the Beck were four farm situated at the same altitude, on
the southern edge of Langdon Common, with easy access to both the
common and the enclosed lands. The remainder of the farms were
situated in the land beiween Harwood Beck and Trough Beck. As
might be expected the majority of the farms were situated within the
main zone of enclosed land; Grass Hill Farm and Mill House and Close

Farm, in the north-west, were at this time completely isolated from
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the main:. Block of enclosures, as was the farm of Margaret Oliver in
the south east (Fige 10). Already apparent im Harwood was the
gathering together of farms into groups bearing the same name: eg.
two farms named Bowes Close, belonging respectively to Thomas and
William Toward (father and son?). Similarly there were jwo farms
at Stoney Hi;l owned by Thomas Watson and William Watson, and two
at Marchgill, owned by Thomas Raisbeck and his son. In this we see
a hint of the mechanism by which farms multiplied, sons acquiring
land, possibly new land, adjacent to the fathers holding, and then

building a farmhouse, bearihg the same name as the fathers farm.

The farms in Middle Forest at this time were equally scattered
(Fig. 3B). Some, such as Whey Sike, Knott Hill and Watgarth were
situated on the tract of land which extended along the River Tees:
from Langdon Beck to Forcegarth Pasture (Fig. 8). Others were much
higher up on the edges of the fells at about 1,400 feet a.s.l., and
probably had easy access to both the enclosed land and the commons.
A11 the farms im Middle Forest were situated withim the main block
of enclosed land, with the exception of Sievy Hill Farm which was
situated in a small island of enclosed land in Langdon Beck Common,

between Harwood and Middle Forest.

In BEttersgill most of the farms show a definite grouping:
at this time along the western side of the Beck (Fige. 3b). As
there were still fourteen farms here as there were in 1612 6,it is
most probable that this was the original settlement pattern created
in Ettersgill as enclosed land extended into the area in the mid-15th
century (Chapter 4). All the farms were situated in slightly
shel tered pbsitions on: the western side of the Beck. Some were in
the slight depressions created@ where a small syke entered the Beck,
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and others were situated where the sides of the Beck afforded some
proteciion, coupled with a suitable building site. The land tended
to rise somewhat to the north and west of the main area of settlement
im Ettersgild, and possibly gave some protection: from winds and snow.
In addition to this, the western side of Ettersgill is much more
accessible than the eastern sidej it seems possible that the first
settlers in the area moved up the western side and settled along tke
Beck in the most suitable places, where they would also have the added
advantage of a water supply nearby. It is interesting 1o note that
all the farms in Ettersgill im 1769 lie within the area supposed to
have been enclosed by 1612 (Fig. 23). Since the numbers of farms

are the same as im 1612, then it does seem: that the pattern of

settlement was exactly as it was in 1612,

Turning to the map based upon the Valuaiion of 1803 7,-(Fig 3c)
it is immediately clear that expansion of settlement took place
within the framework apparent in 1769. For instance, in Ettersgill
there were now fifteen farms as opposed to foudtecen as inm 1769.

The pattern of settlement had changed somewhat, since three of the
farms existing in 1769 had each split into two, creating three mew
units, while three other farms had beeh amalgamated into one
(Chapter 3). However,settlement was still concentrated im the same
area as before, along the western side of Ettersgill Beck. The
mechanism b& which the division and amalgamation of farms took
place is difficult to assess, but it seems guite possible that zome
of the farms which had split into two had been divided between two
sons or members of the same family. The fact that the settlement
in Bttersgill was still concentrated in the same zone as in 1769
suggests that pressure upon the land had not yet begun to increase

substantially, and that until it did the settlement did not begin.
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to move out of the established zone.

In Middle Forest there were now twenty;five farms as

opposed to twenty-one in 1769.. Pigure 3¢ shows that the increase
was within the framework seen in 1769, and that there was hardly

any expansion iﬁt of the already established zone. The increase

in the number of farms was mainly caused by a duplication of already
efisting units, eg. there were now two farms at Hangingshaws instead
of one as in 1769. Similarly there were two farms at East Under
Hurth instead of one as before. The result of this duplication

was, as already noted, the concentration of settlement within the
broad zone running north-west - south-east from Vallance Lodge to

Forcegarth, (Fig. 8).

Very similar developmeht went on in Harwood. The numbers
of farms increased from twenty-one in 1769 to thirty-five in 1803,
again most of the increase being within the broad zZone outlined in
Pigure 3b. The trend towards the splitting up of farms is again
noticeable here: there were now two farms at Clover Yard instead
of one as in 1769, and three at March Gill instead of two. The
numbers of farms around the head of the Dale and around Grass Hill
had also increased. It iz unfortunate that Census data for the Upper
Dale does not begin until 1801, since earlier information would be
of use, to indicate the relationship between the increase in farms
and the increase in the population of the area, especially in

Harwood, where the greatest rise in the number of farms went on.

Although there was an increase in the amount of available
enclosed land between 1769 and 1803 (Table 1..), it seems likely

that the major cause of the increase in the number of farms in the
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Upper Dale, notably in Harwood, was the growing importance of lead
mining, despite the fact that there was something of a slump during
the Napoleonic Wars (Chapter 8). "The increase of population
occasioned by the mines in both these extensive parishes, is wery
greats the laﬁded property, could by no means support one third of
the inhabitgnts, were it not for these mines..." said Joseph Grainger
in: 1794. 8 In 1801 the population of the Forest of Teesdale was 460,

9

comprising 239 males and 221 females in 97 families.

The first source to give a true picture of the settlement
in the Upper Dale is the 1851 Census Returns for the area. 10 These
recorded every dwelling in thé district, unlike the 1848 Farm Books
(and the 1769 Survey and 1803 Valuation) which only recorded the
farms. The Census Returns can be usefully combined with the 1848
Farm Books, however, to show how many of the householders who worked
im the lead mines also had smallholdings whiech provided a supplementary

income (Chapter 8).

Comparing the map of settlement in 1851 (Fig. 3d) with those
of 1769 and 1803 (Figs 3b & c¢), it is clear that although the
numbers of houses and farms increased between these dates, settlement
was still concentrated very much within the limits noted on the
1769 map, that is, in general concentrated below 1,500 feet a.s.l.,
apart from some farms in Harwood which were situated between 1,500
and 2,000feet at the very head of the Dale. The number of farms in
Harwood increased from thirty-five to forty-two, and the total
number of dwellings at this time was sixty-one. The duplication
of dwellings around an already established nucleus was very much in
evidence in Harwood. For example there were now four farms at

March Gill instead of three as in 1803, and two farms at Rigg Side
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instead of one as in 1803(Pig. 10). It is significant, however,
that settlement was still broadly confined within the limits
established by 1803, the only exception to this being the tendency
for settlement to spread slightly into the north-western part of

the township around Grass Hill, as enclosed land increased in esitent

in that area.

A comparable increase in the number of farms went on in
Middle Forest, where they increased from twenty-five to forty-five,
and wher¢ the total number of dwellings was now fifty—seveﬁ. The
sgttlement of the area was still concentrated in the broad zone
r;nning from Vallance Lodge to Forcegarth, settlement still being
generally limited below the 1,500 foot contour. The tendency of
settlement to concentrate around already existing centres is again
emphasised in Middle Forest, where there were now three farms at
Hangingshaws as compared with two in 1803, and three at Lamgdon. Beck

as compared with one in 1803.

In Ettersgill the number of farms had increased from fifteen
to twenty-four between 1803 and 1848 and the total number of
dwellings was now thirty. There was by now a considerable amount
of concentration of settlement in Eftersgill, especially around Beck
Head and Bank Top (Figs 3d & 9). In addition to this there was an
extension of settlement away from the zone along the western side
of the Beck, and new dwellings had been qreated further away from:
the Beck, such as Birch Hill Farm and Ashdub Side. This must
indicate a breaking away from the established zone of settlement,

suggesting increasing pressure on. the established zone.

The considerable increase in the numbers of farms in the
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Forest of Teesdale, and in settlement generally, between 1803 and
1851, must be related mainly to the lead mining boom in: this area

which reached its peak in the mid-19th century. The 1851 census

returns reveal how many of the householders in the area were lead
miners, and also how many of their families were employed in the \
mines, as testified by Whellam in 1856 when he said that "Harwood
has many lead mines in which great numbers of the inhabitants are

11

employed." -~ The increase im population between 1801 and 1851 can

be seen in the following table:

Table 1
Population of the Forest of Teesdale, 1801-1851. 12
1801 .« o o o 460
1811 .« e s . 601
1821 e o o » 723
1831 e o o @ 760
1841 [ ] [ ] L ] ] 884
1851 o = o o 904

The rapid rise in: the number of dwellings between 1801 and
1851 is clearly due to this increase in populatiom, although how
much it\ﬁs due to a natural increase in the population, perhaps due
to the prosperity gained from lead mining, and how much due to
immigration into the area from outside is difficult to say without
more detailed information. The lead mining boom must certainly have
kept a large number of people in the area who would otherwise have
moved away. The recurrence of typically Teesdale surnames in the
Census Returns perhaps indicates that most of the population increase
was natural. The extension of the amount of available enclosed land
was obviously important in allowing the numbers of farms to increase,
but here again it does not seem likely that enclosed land would hawe
expanded so much in the 19th century, had there not been an expansion:

of population, due in the first place to lead mining.
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Although in the years Dbetween 1612 and 1851 the amount of
settlement in the Forest of Teesdale increased enormously, it did
so mainly withim the basic pattern established as early as 1612, as
clearly indicated by study of Pigure 3. Only in a few places did
settlement extend wvery far from these limits, the main area being
at the head of Harwoode Otherwise it tended very much to concentrate
within the established limits, with an especial tendency to gather
around already established centres. Thé many farms bearing the
same name in the later Surveys bear witness to this fact. As Smailes
has pointed out: "The development of lead mining has not changed
the pre-existing pattern, but has merely multiplied and extended
the scattered settlement ... the mining population was concentrated
in the cultivated regions from: which the mines were acdcessible and
has therefore not led to any appreciable extension of settlement

beyond this limit." 13

Middleton in Teesdale

Middleton is the main village of the Upper Dale,and so it
is of interest to study its physical form and development. Middleton
is, of course, mentioned in many of the documents relating to the
Dale between 1600 and 1900, the first of these being the Jacobean
Survey of 1613. 14 At this time it must have been composed mainly
of farmsteads, who's owners held land in t he open fields around
the village. In: the Survey seven of the landholders had tenements

in Middleton itself. Most of the rest are unaccountéd for.

The first map im any detail occurs in the 1769 Survey by
Greenwell, and even here it is depicted in a rather impressionistic
manner. 15 This map shows that Middleton consisted mainly of two rartss

a section running north-south, consisting of two rows of houses on
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either side of a road, and a section running east-west again composed
pf two rows of houses on either side of a roade The latter section
joined thé former at its southern end, thus forming a right angle
(Fig. 5). The northern row of the east-west section is depicted

as a continuous line of dwellings, joined to one another, while the
southern row of this section is much more irregular and discontinuous.
The north south section , as depicted on this map is very irregular
and ill-defined. It is perhaps wrong to read too much into a map
which is clearly rather impressionistic, but the form of the

village as depicted by Greenwell might suggest the following
conclusions: (1) that the east-west section of the village, being
better developed and defined than the north-south section is the
older of the two, and (2) that the north row of the east-west section
being better developed than the south row is the older of these

two rowse It might therefore be feasible to suggest that Middleton
began life as a 'one row village', based on the open fields, which
had an east-west trend, and that the south row of this section and

the north-south section developed later.

This supposition is backed up by the evidence provided by
a2 study of Middleton in Teesdale as depicted on the Tithe map of
the area, dated 1843. 11 This shows that the two rows of the- east-
west section: faced onto a central green. Behind each of thesg rows
extended a series of what Roberts has termed 'long tofts'. These
basically are the 'yards, garths, crofts, paddocks or backsides'
which extend for some distance behind the houses to which they felong. 18
These tofts were all of fairly equal width, and much the same length,
especially those on the northern side of the village. Study of the
Tithe map shows that, in contrast to the long tofts behind the north-

south Section of the village, the tofts behind the easi-west section
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are very much longer., The buildings in the former section are alwm
very irregularly placeds It is significant that the tofts behind

the east row éf the north-south section abut onto those behind the
north row of the east-west section (Figs. 5& 6). This is a strong
pointer to the greater antiquity of the east west section, and
suggests even more strongly that the village originated as a 'oﬁe—'
or perhaps"two-row' village with an east-west alignment, being

later joined by another section, which resulted in its characteristic

present day right-angled form.

The Parish Church is, significantly, situated in what is
presumed to be the newer section of the village (Fig. 5). This
perhaps_ihdicates that no church was present or planned for in the
original village, and that it was added on as the village grew.
Middleton Church, however, has an arch which is probably Norman 19,
indicating that building must have begun at least by the 'end of the
12th century. This in turn suggests that if a church was being built
in the newer section of the village by the end of the 12th century,

then the older section must be of much greater antiquity, possibly

dating back to the 8th or 9th centuries.

The map of 1843 indicates some development of housing to
the south of the main village (Fig. 6). This was the "model village'
or '"New Middleton' built by the London Lead Company for its workers
in the early 19th century. *This consists of a ﬁumber of extremely
neat and comfortable dwelling housés built in: several uniform rows
in a2 spacious garden. The whole iss the work of the London Lead
Company ... under the direction of their manager Mr Stagg, whose
exertions to promote at once the interests of the company and the

comforts of the miner, cannot be too highly recommended." 20 "These
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cottages were first entered im 1822 ... let by the Company to those
workmen who by meritorious conduct have gained their approbation.”
(Cockshott) 21 Contemporary sources reveal that the London Lead
Company did much to help in the development of the wvillage in the
mid-19th century, and as well as building houses they also built

shops, schools, libraries, clubs and so on.

The map also shows that Middleton was of quitg considerable
extent by 1843. Its population was still growing, almost certainly
due to the lead mining ﬁoom in the Dale, and especially as many of
the most important mines in the Dale were situated to the north of
it (Chapter 8). 1In 1801 the population of Middleton was 796. By
1821 i% was 1,263 and by 1851 it had risen to 1,849. The peak was
reached by 1871 when the population was 2,386, but by 1891 it had
fallen to 2,008, again almost certainly as a result of the decline
in lead mining after the mid-19th century, and the lack of employment

23

resulting from this decline.

To summarise, the development of Middleton, as deduced
mainly from mgs is as follows: the village possibly originated as
early as the 8th or 9th centuries, as a one-row settlement aligned
east-weste At this time it must have been a purely agricultural
settlement, depending upon the open fields around it for a livelihood.
The village grew, and probably by the end of the 12th century had
assumed the basic form which it displayed in the first map of the
village, made in 1769. Until the late 17th century it seems most
likely that it remained first and foremost an agricultural settlement,
but after this time it must have become increasingly dependant upon
the production of lead for its livelihood:e It became a focal point
for much of the lead industry in the Dale, its population increasing
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rapidly as this industry grew more important. The London Lead
Company contributed to the physical developemént of the village by
creating houses for its workmen. After the decline in lead mining
in the latter years of the 19th century the growth of the willage

was halted, and its population began to fall. Since then it has
become a small service centre for the rural settlement higher up

the Dale, but its importance as ﬁompared with the 19th century has
declined, and its form is very much the saﬁe as it was over a century

agoe.
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A

G@APTER 3
THE FARMS
In Upper Teesdale the isolgted farm must be regarded as

the basic unit of settlemen?, as noted in Chapter Two, apart, of
course, from the main: villages of the Dale, Middleton and Newbiggin.
In turn,these villages must have originated as groups of farms,
based upon the squiﬁhed townfields around them (Chapter'4). It
is therefore of great importance and interest to trace the develop-
ment of the farm in the Upper Dale, as a basic framework within
which the broad trends of enclosure and land use can be viewed. The
Chapter will be divided inito two sections: +the first deals with
tenure and the development of the farm unit, and the second with
farm buildings etc. It is based, as are the majority of other
Chapters, on three main sources: +the 1612 Jacobean Survey, the
1769 Survey of Middleton by John Greenwell and the 1803 Valuation

and the 1847 Cleveland Farm books and maps. A very large amount of

additional information is used, such as rentals, leases, accounts

and so on, to give as continuous a survey of the farms as is

possibie,

The Jacobean Survey of the farms in the Upper Dale 1,
although it is not complete, is nevertheless very useful iﬁ
indicating the various types of tenure, sizes of holding, and also
some details of farm bu;ldings in the Townships of Middleton and
Newbiggin. Thirty-seven landholders were accounted for im the
Survey. These held land in variqus parts of the Townships, in the
subdivided fields, in.enclosed strips, closes or pareels. As
indicated by Table 2 the patterns of tenure were complex, and
although many of the landholders held land only in the subdivided

fields, others held land both in these fields and elseuvhere.
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Table 2
2

- Farm. Structure in Middleton and Newbiggin, 1612

Location of land Individual holdings
Newbiggim Field 14
Newbiggin Pield & Scarlett Field
Bowleys PField
Scalbank. Field
Newbiggin Field & parcels
Newbiggin Field & closes
Newbiggin Field, closes & enclosed parcels
Middleton East Field & parcels
Middle Side PField & parcels
Closes

Parcels

k» T S e R L G, I SV VR

Garth only
Total number of holdings 39

It should be pointed out that although there were only
thirty seveén landholders,' one of these had three separate holdings,
listed individually in the Survey, which are, therefore, treated

individually here.

It is interesting to note that many tenants held 'parcels'
of land which were not assigned to any particular field, whiéh might
therefore be assumed to be outside the subdivided fields. This is
difficult to understand since a parcel is usually taken to define
a 'bundle' of contigugus strips belonging to one man, lying within
the subdivided fields. It seems very likely that in the context of
this Survey the term 'parcel' may have had two meanings. In terms
of the subdivided fields it meant a bundle of contiguous sirips
belonging to one man. When no reference was made to any field it
perhaps refers to a unit of land held by one man, let out to a
sub-tenant. This is perhaps confirmed by the following evidence:

the inventory of Peter Bainbrigg of Stanigill Head in the Township
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of Middleton, who_died_in 1637, records that he held "...one parcell
of Raiph Natis farme aﬁd another pcell of Raiph Soakes farme at the
yearly rent of six shillings." These were valued at £3 6s 8d. 3
This must serve to some extent to confirm the supposition made above,
and the subject is discussed further with reference to the Forest

of Teesdale. The existence of parcels within the subdivided fields
must imply that although most of the fields lay open, the process

of consolidation was taking place, leading on gradually to the
enclosure of the parcels at a later date (Chapter 4). The Survey
does not indicate the exact numbers of strips held by each man, but
only the total acreage of land in each parcel. It will be noted
that most of those who had land in the Townfields held two parcels

only, one of meadow and one of arable (Appendix 1). This must

suggest that consolidation was well advanced at this time.

The sizes of holdings in Middleton and Newbiggin wvaried
as widely as did the types of holding, from owver 100 acres at
Friar House (see below), to a parcel of one acre in Newbiggin Field. 4
Figure Seven indicates that most of the holdings fell between one
and fifteen acres, the average size of holding being twelve acres,
excluding the land in the garth. These figures also exclude the

land held.by Friar House, which by nature of its size would distort

the average figures.

Friar House farm, held by Roger Bainbrigge, was exceptional
in that it held a very large amount of land, 120 acres in all. This
was held in five closes, four of meadow and one of pasture. It also
held twenty-six acres of land and a house in Middleton. This
particular farm must be identified with the present day Friar House

Farm which is situated at the southern end of Ettersgill Beck, just
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withim the bounds of Newbiggin.

5

This farm was: much more similar

in structure to the farms of the Forest of Teesdale, and can

be regarded as transitional between the smaller holdings of

Middleton and Newbiggin and the wvery much larger holdings further

up the Dale.

Only three farms are mentioned in the part of the

Survey dealing with the Forest of Teesdale.

These

Brigge House 'in the eastern part of the Forest of

Hendfelloe House 'in the middle part of the Forest

and Vallance Lodge'in the south part of the Forest

Each of these farms had particularly large amounts

to them.

Table 3

Farm Structure in the Forest of Teesdale, 1612 1

were as follows:
Teesdale’',

of Teesdale’',

6

of Teesdale'.

of land attached

Parm Parcels Closes Total (acres)
Vallance Lodge 508 46 554
. IBrigge House 435 435
Hendfelloe House 693 693

Here again the problem of land lying in 'parcels' is

met withe It seems unlikely that subdivided fields developed im:

this part of the Dale, for two reasons:

(1) The nature of the land

in the Forest of Teesdale would seem to preclude the development

of subdivided fields, in that there are few tracts of level land

large enough to be converted into large unified open fields, and

(2) such fields ortginated as largely arable producing fields,

even in Middleton and Newbiggin, where they were at this time in

the process of conversion to meadow (Chapter 5).

In view of the

nature of the climate of the Forest of Teesdale it seems most

unlikely that many arable crops could have been grown here, thus
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precluding the development of subdivided fields to any extent. The
Survey itself mgkes no reference to such fields, despite the fact
that it frequently refers to 'parcels', and in view of this it

seems likely that the term 'parcel' must be viewed completely
differently, and the state of organization of the farms in this area

gives a clue to the answer.

The Survey states that each of the three landholders
held very_large numbers of houses: Brigge House fourteen, Vallance
Lodge eighteen and Hendfelloe House seventeen.8 The Survey does not
give any clue to the location of these, but it must be assumed that
they were scattered about the inhabitable zones of the Forest of
Teesdale, mainly below 1,500 feet a.sl. (Chapter 2). Taking into
account the large amounts of land which each of the main farms held
(Table 3), it seems most likely that small amounts of land were let
to .each of the smaller farms who were tenants of the three major ones.
In this context then, the term 'parcel' probably means the smaller
units of land into which the three major farms were divided. In
this way it links up with the use of the word in Middleton.and

Newbiggin, as discussed above.

In view of the large numbers of houses and amounts of
land which each of the major farms held, it seems probable that
we are dealing here with three large 'sub-manors' within the Manor
of Barnard Castle, of whiéh Upper Teesdale was a part. BRach of
these 'sub-manors' held 'demesne' land of its own, and tenant
holdings, represented by the many houses which each of them held.
Probably the 'lords' of the 'sub-manors!. were direct tenants towards
the 'chief' Lord of the Manor, add paid him rent. The tenants of

the 'sub-manor lords' were probably obliged to the 'chief'! Lord as
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as well as to their direct 'lords'.9 The inventory of Guy_Bainbrigge
of Hendfelloe House, made in iéZO, notes that he held "a lease for
one and 30 years of the Middle part of the Fforest of Teasdale.
Whereof there are yet to come thirtie &ears of thereabouté."lo This
must confirm the supposition that he held a 'sub-manor?', ana would

-indicate that the itwo other major landholders had similar leases.

Clearly there were three main units: (1) Brigge House
in the eastern part of the Forest, probably representing the
present day Township of Eltersgill, (2) vallance Lodge in the
south part of the Forest, which must represent that part of the area
today called Middle Forest (it was still called South Forest in 1758)1l
and (3) Hendfelloe House in the Middle of the Forest, which, by a
process of elimination must represent the present day Township of
Harwood.12 It is impossible, in the absence of a map of the Dale
at this time, to locate accurately the land which these three farms

controlled, but the matter is investigated in more detail in Chapter

Four.

A Rental of the Lordships of Barnard Castle and Raby
belonging tb--the Rt. Hon. Henry Vane in 1641, gives the total
annual rent of those lands in the Upper Dale belonging to Mr Vane

13

as £41 8s 8d as compared with €42 3s 8d in 16127, together with

an increased rent of £22 15s 8d, giving a total rent of £64 10s 11d.14.
Many of the tenants had their rents increased (Appendix 3 Part 1),
possibly as a result of the intaking of land, and consequent

increased value of their farms. It will be néted that two of the
fenants paild rents of €F 14s each, the same amounts as paid by
Hendfelleoce House and Vallance Lodge in 1612.15 It seems guite

probable iherefore that these amounts represent the renis paid by
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these two farms, and it will be noted that Both of them had had
their rents increased, one by £2 6s and the other by £6, which may

well represent additional rent for newly intaken land. 16

. Another survey of the Upper Dale, made in 1670,17 gave
the yearly walues of all the lands in the area, not only those
belongipg to the Vane family (Appendix 3 Part 2). The total
annual value of lands in Middleton was £92, in Newbiggin £56 and
in the Forest of Teesdale £51. Much of the land at this time
appears to have been held by the Vaﬁes, but many people are listed
separately as if they owned their land, especially in Middleton
and Newbiggin. The Forest of Teesdale appears to have been largely
owned by the Vanes at this time. This is probably the reason for
the incomplete nature of the 1612 Survey, since only the land owned
by the Lordship of Barhard Castle, ie. the-Vane family was surveyed,
and any other land‘was omitted. It is difficult to say whether
there was any rise in the rents between 1641 add 1670 because of
the incomplete nature of the earlier Surveys, but it seems most

probable that there was a rise due to further intaking of land.

The first picture of Upper Dale farms in the 18th century
appears in a Rental of the Earl of Darlington's Highland Estate in

18 The most interesting point of this rental lies in the

1758.
numbeps of farms, rather than the rents which the various tenants
paid, although it should of course be noted that the yearly rents

im the Forest of Teesdale had risen quite considerably to £99 for
Ettersgill, £122 for the South Forest and £118 for the Middle

Forest, as compared with £51 for the entire area in 1670. In addition

to this there was a payment of £25 for the Great Common (Appendix 3

Part 3). These amounts reflected the rising value of land at this
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time, and also the increasing amounts of improved land in this

area (Table 12). In Ettersgill at this time there were fourteen
tenants; if the numbers quoted By the Jacobean Survey were

corregt, the-nﬁmfers of farms here had not altered in almost 150
years. In the 'South Forest' there were thirteen tenants as
compared with eighteen in 1612, and in the 'Midqle Forest' there
were éixteen as compared with seventeen in 1612, 1In addifion to
this there were five tenants in the 'Gregt Common', which appears

to havg been‘a_part of the Middle Forest. 12 The diserepancy in

the figures must be accounted for By the fact that some of the farms
which were actually in the South Forest were listed under the Middle
Forest. What is most significant, therefore, is that the total
number of farms in the South and Middle Forest and Great Commomn:

was thirty-four, a drop of one on the 1612 total. In view of the
numbers of farms in 1769 (see below) one might suggest that this
survey did not account for all the farms in the Forest of Teesdale,

although this ommission is difficult to explain.

This same Rental also names the tenants of the Earl of
Darlington in Middleton and Newbiggin. It is clear from this that
only a few of the total population of these two Townships were
tenants to the Duke. Only eleven landholders in Middleton were
tenants to the Duke, paying_£70 17s rent per annum, and nineteen
in Newbiggin, paying £136 15s rent per annum.20 The limited numbers
listed in this Rental make it difficult to generalise about the
nature of the farms here at this time, but from the evidence of
this source it would appear that much of the land was held in
severalty, rather than in common. That is, the trends towards.
consolidation noted in 1612 had continued, resulting im the ownership

of individual blocks of enclosed land by each tenant, rather than
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strips and parcels of land scattered about the subdivded fields and

elsewhere.

In the 1769 Survey, details are given of the farms in
Harwood, Middle Forest and Ettersgildy, the rest of the Dale being
upder 'ancient enclosures’, npt described in any detail. In Harwood
there were now twenty-one farms, and in Middle Forest twenty-two.
The total of forty-three compares with thirty-four in 1758, ie. an
increase of nine in eleven years, which seems to be a rather rapid
increase in such a short time. This might seem to suggest that there
were some omissions in the 1758 Rental, as previously noted, although
this is difficult to account for. The total number of farms in

Ettersgill remained stable at fourteen. 21

FParms varied very much in size and shape in all three
areas: in Harwood the sizes of individual farms varied from seven
acres at Cow Hill Syke Farm jo eighty-seven acres at Stoney Coom
(Figure 10). In Middle Forest Lane Side Farm had ten acres and
Forsgarth Farm 421 acres (Pigure 8). The shapes of holdings
varied very widely, from neat blocks of land such as Egg Pot and
Harwood Head (Figures 8& 10), perhaps representing more recent
intakes, to very irregularly shaped units such as Knot Hill and
Stoney Hil; in Middle Forest and Harwood respectively (Figures 8
& 10), perhaps representing older enclosures (Chapter 4). The
‘numbers of fields belonging to each farm ranged from two at Mill.
House and Close Farm to twenty-two at Forsgarth Farm (Figures 8
& 10). Some farms consisted of two or three separated blocks of
land: for instance Sievy Hill Farm consisted of two blocks of
land, rseparated by Harwood Beck, and surrounded by Common lands

(Pigure 8). In Ettersgill Tim Tarn's farm (not named) consisted
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of one block of land around the farmhouse, and another completely

separate block some distance from the first (Figure 9). 22

Another interesting feature of some of the farms is the
fact that some were jointly held. For instance,in Harwood Riggside
Farm was held by '"Wm. Watson and Tewa;d', and Ruff Rigg Foot Farm
by 'Mr Dow;on and Isaac Robinson'. Some of these people seem to hawve
held their own farms elsewhere, for instance Stoney Hill Farm was
held by a Mr Watson and Bowes Close Farm by Teward. These two
could possibly have been the executors of the will of the deceased
tenant of Riggside Farm, and were tending it until a new tenant was
found. Another feature of the farms at this {ime was that some of
the tenants shared certain large fields. For instance Thomas and
William Teward together"held the eighty acre 'Ling Pasture' in
Harwood (Figure 10). This feature of sharing seems to have been
most important in Ettersgill, where Dirt Pit Pasture was shared by
three tenants, Great Out Field by six tenants and Little Out Pry
by three tenants (Figure 9). 23 Finally,it should be noted that
at this time the average size of farm unit was thirty-six acres in
Harwood; seventy-eight acres in Middle Forest and fifty-four acres
in Ettersgill.

The 1803 Valuation of the Upper Dale farms 24

gives
details of'all the farms in Harwood, Middle Forest and Ettersgill,
and those farms in Middleton and Newbiggin whith were owned by
the Earl of Darlington. In addition it gives details of the value

per acre of each field and the annual value of each farm, and thus

forms a very complete survey.

The most important feature about the Forest of Teesdale
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is the increase in the number of farms between 1769 and 1803.
There were now thirty-five farms in H;rwood ( twenty-one in.l769))
twenty-five in Middle Forest (twenty-two in 1769), and fifteen in
Ettersgill (fourteen in 1769). The total number of farms had
inereased by eighteen in thiriy-four years. 25 The changes which
took place in Ettersgill would seem to be fairly indicative of
those which went on in the Fo;est of Teesdale as a whole,
Noughtberry Hall (Figu;e 9), held in 1769 by Edmund Garget, was now
split iqtthwo units of almost equal size, both callél Noughtberry
Hall, one held by William Anderson and the other by Edward Gargate.
It is impossible to say exactly how the farm had been divided. It
seems evident that one of the new tenants was a relative of the
previous tenant, and it is feasible to suggest that the other was
a son-in -law. In a similar fashion the farms held by Isaac Raine
and Tim Tarn in 1769 (Figure 9) had also been divided. The former
which previously had a total of 73 acres was now divided between
Mark Tarn (29 acres) and Tim Tarn (43 acres). The latter which
previously had a total_of 59 acres was now divided between William
Tarn (31 acres) and Matthew Anderson (28 acres). In contrast to
this splitting up of farms, the farms held in 1769 by Joseph
Bedale (105 acres), Joseph Garget (31 acres) and one other (not
named in the Survey, holding 26 acres), had been amalgamated into
a single unit of 183 acres held by John Hutchinson, which included
a new intake of 20 acres.26The mechanism by which farms multiplied

was obviously complex, and would repay a great deal of further study.

Similar divisions and amalgamations went on in the two
other Townships of the Forest of Teesdale between 1769 and 1803. In
addition to this, many new farms, especially in Harwood, were creaited

out of the waste. The average size of farm unit in Harwood at this
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time was thirty-seven acres (thirty-six in 1769), and in Middle
Forest seventy-nine aéres (seventy eight in 1769). These figures
reflect the fact that at this time the increase in the numbers of
farms was keeping pace with the incréase in the amount of enclosed
land. In Ettersgill £he average sige fell slightly from fifty-four

acres in 1769 to fifty-two acres in 1803.27

Much of the increase in the numbers of farms must be
attributed to the rise of lead mining in the Upper Dale at this
time (Chapter 8), since many of the miners found it necéessary to
thke a farm in the areg to supplement their income. In 1794
Grainger had observed that "...(the mines) do more than double the
rents of all the small farms contiguous thereto, as the miners take
these farms at extravagent rents..." 28 This is reflected by the
rise in the annual rents paid by the two townships between 1758
(the last recorded Rental) 29 and 1803. The ;ent in Harwood had
risen from £118 to £437, in Middle Forest from £122 to £632 and in

Ettersgill from £99 to £345. 30 This must reflect the rising value

of the land in this area as well as the increase in enclosed land.

In Middleton in 1803 only ning people appear to have baen
tenants to the Earl of Darlington, as compared with elewen in 1758.
The total rent paid had however risen from £70 17s per annum to
£161 18sper annum. In Newbiggin the number of tenants had risen
from nineteen tp twenty-three, and the rent per annum had risen from
£136 15s to £685 1s 9d§l The limited amount of evidence on these
farms would suggest once more that the changeover to the holding
6f land in severalty was continuing, as noted previously. However
without more detailed evidence and more complete details of all the

farms in these two Townships it is rash to make any generalisations.
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The maps of ownership deriwved from the 1847 - 1864 Farm

Books indicate that in the Forest of Teesdale the ownership patterns
again changed considerably between 1803 and 1847. This was due to
two main causes: firstly the increase in. the number of farms between
1803 and 1847, which obviously led to some changes in the patterns
of ownership, and secondly the marked change in enclosure patterns

throughout the area which took place between these two dates (Chapter
“4). Despite the further increase in the amount of available
eqclosed land, especially in Harwood and Middle Forest (Table 12),
the average size of farm gnit decreased considerably, to thirty-
seven acres in Harwood, thirty-nine in Middle Forest and thir%y—four
im Ettersgill, as compared with thirty-sevey, seventy-nine and

32The figure for Harwood

fifty-four acres respectiwvely in 1803.
indicates that in this case the rise in the number of farms kept
pace with the increase in enclosed land, resulting in the same
average figure. The increése in the numbers of farms is now best
indicated by a Table:

" Table 4

Parms in the Forest of Teesdale, 1612-1847 33

Location 1612 1758 1769 1803 1847
Harwood 17 21 35 42
34 -
Middle Forest 4 18 22 25 45
Ettersgill . 14 14 14 15 24
Total 49 48 57 81 | in

The increase in the numbers of farms between 1803 and
1847 must once more be attributed to the importance of lead mining
at this time, which grew from the early apd mid-17th century onwards
to a peak in the mid-19th century (Chapter 8). The 1851 Census

Returns indicate that the majority of tenant farmers in Upper
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Teesdale were also lead miners, and that very few of the tenants were

full time farmers (Appendix 2). 34

As in 1769 the farm units varied in size and shape. The
ownership maps (Figures 8,9 & 10) reveal, however, that the farms
were by now a far more uniform shape and much more compact
throughout the entire area than they had been in 1769. Units varied
in size from ten acres at Thomas Anderson's farm,Stoney Coom,in
Harwood, to 164 acres at William Bayles' farm,Harwood Head, and to
4,158 acres at Vallance Lodge, held by'Joseph Currah in Middle
Forest (Figures 8 & 10). The number of fields per farm varisgd
between two at ﬁnthank Farm in Harwood, held by Robinson Dowson,
and twenty at Hutchinson's High Beck Head in Ettersgill (Figures 9
&lO).BSFarm units were, however, of a much more uniform shape
than they were in 1769, and the changes in the three townships can

best be seen by comparison of the maps shown on Figuresg 8, 9 and 10.

Comparison of the rents paid throughout the Forest of
Teesdale in 1847 with those paid in 1803 reveals once again a
sharp rise. In Ettersgill the total annual rent was now £401 (£345
in 1803), in Harwood £580 (£437 in 1803) and in Middle Forest £801
(£632 in 1803).36This must be linked, of course, to the increase in
the numbers of farms between these two dates, and to the fact that,
as Orainger noted in 1794, the lead miners were willing to take the

31

farms at very high rents.

It is unfortunate that the material on Newbiggin and
Middleton at this period is limited (Chapter 1). The Newbiggin
Farm Book indicates that there were now forty-five tenants to the

Duke of Clevelahd in this Township, compared with twenty-three Zu
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in 1803. The annual rent had risen from £685 to £920 between these
two dates.BBThe evidence of this Farm Book is thét all the land held
by the tenants of the Duke of Cleveland was held in severalty, rather
than in common. The evidence of the Newbiggin Tithe Map would

serve to back this up.39The lack of coverage of the Middleton Farm
Book is a severe limitation in discussing the history of the farms

in this part of tﬁe Dale, but once again thg gvidence presented by
the Tithe Map would indicate that the vast majority of the land here

was now held in severalty, only a few fields still being held in

common (Figure 12).40

There are no details about the Upper Teesdale farms
apart from the Rent Abstracts for the Teesdale Estate which run
from 1860 1o 1898. 4 These show that in all the townships
belonging to the Duke of Cleveland the numbers of rent payers
increased , except in Ettersgill, where the numbers decreased slightly.
It has already been noted that the Estate did not own all the land
in Middleton and Newbiggin, and the increase in these two townships
may well represent the Estate acquiring more land and tenants, as
well as new tenants moving-into the area. The increase in the
number of tenants in Harwood and Middle Forest was fairly slow, as
compared with Middleton and Newbiggin,_and of course this increase
need not necessarily represent new farms, but merely new dwellers
in the area who had to become tenants of the Estate. Rents increased
uniformly throughout the Estate, even in Ettersgill, where the number

of tenants decreased.(Appendix 3 Part 5). 42

Little is known about the conditions of tenancy of the
Upper Teesdale farms between 1600 and 1900, or of the mechanism by

which farms changed hands, although in 1848 Cockshott remarked thalt
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"...the tenancy of these farms is scarcely less hereditary than tle
proprietorship, several of them having been transmitted from: father

1o son from many generations. One of the first availablé leases
for the Estate is that for Rumney Farm in Harwood in 1875, which

is written out in full in Appendix 3 Part 6. This gives some
indication of the agreements to which the tenants had to subscribe

-44

and the conditions to which they had to subscribe.

_To conclude this section on the farms, in: the Forest of
Teesdale it seems clear that the land has always been held in
severalty, although a complicating factor here in the seventeenth
century was the existence of the three sub-manors. From the mid-
18th century onwards the numbers of farms in the area increased
rapidly, associated with changes in the size of unit, and also with
the shapes of the units. As the numbers of farms increased, so tk
amount of rent per annum increased gquite substantially. Numbers
continued to rise into the last decade of the 19th century, since
when there has been a gradual decline in the numbers of farms,
although there is little informatiom on this. Although information
on farms in Middleton and Newbiggin is abundant in the 17th century,
it is much scarcer in later years, and it is difficult to talk with
such certainty about the development of the farm in this part of
the Dale. The main change, however, seems to have been from the
holding of lénd in common to the holding of land in severalty, a
process which had- probably already begun by the time of the
Jacobean Survey. The number: of tenants to the Duke of Cleweland

have increased, together with the rents payable per annum.

Al though the Jacobean Survey does not go into detail=

about the actual form of the buildings in Upper Teesdale in 1612,
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it gives some information about the numbers of buildings held by

each tenant, which are of interest.

Table 5
' Farm buildings in Middleton and Newbiggin, 1612 45
Type Numbers

House and barn 17
House, barn and stable T
House, barn, stable, and dovecote 1
House, barn, stable and ox-stall 2
House oniy 5
Barn only 2
No house or barn recorded 2

36

The most frequently recorded type of farm building was
a house and barn, and after this the house with a barn and stable.
In these cases we may perhaps imagine that the buildings were
joined together to form the typical 'longhouse' ie. the house, barn
and stable were all under one roof and interconnected. The barn is
probably synonymous with cowhouse or byre for wintering cattle. 46
Probably the buildings themselves were made of local stone or even
turf, perhaps roofed with local slates or heather. The household
possessions enumerated in many of the Probate Inventories of this

time would seem to indicate that a large number of the farmers here

were very poor, and their dwellings probably reflected this.

The same situation was probably repeated in the Forest
of Teesdale:s
Table 6

Farm Buildings in the Forest of Teesdale, 1612 4G

Name Houses Barns Stables Oxstalls quecoteé
Brigge House 14 1 1 1 1
Hendfelloe House 17 6 2 2 2
Vallance Lodge 18 8 3 2 1
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Once more there are no details of the nature of the hpuses and

other farm buildings in this part of the Dale, and it seems most
likely that they took the same form as those in Middleton. Despite
the importance of farming in this area even at this early date,

the poor soil and hard climate meant that the 'yeoman farmer' class
did not develop here at this time so strongly as in the Yorkshire
Dales, and as a result none of the fine Jacobean houses characteristic

of the latter area are to be found in Upper Teesdale. 48

Little is revealed by the 1769 Survey of the Upper Dale
by Greenwell about the nature of the houses, since most of them
are represented by a stylised symbol. 49 However the 1763 map of
Ettersgill, showing the same enclosure patterns as the 1769 map, 50
gives the farm buildings in far more detail, with the shape in plan
of all the farmhouses as well as the outbuildings. One point of
great interest is that many of the farms have a very pronounced
rectangular shape, suggesting that in these cases the house, barn
and byres were all under one roof, as in the typical longhouse
(Figure 18). Certainly many of the farms with a pronounced 'long-
house' shape had no other buildings in their farmyards. Others: had
what must have been byres and outhouses in their yards, while many
of the farms had small hay barns in the fields, so that the hay
from the surrounding fields could be stored there, and the cattle
fodderéd there in winter. This would also facilitate the spreadirg

51

of manure.

The first available comments and observations on the
Upper Teesdale farm buildings were made by Alexander Calvert who
valued the Estate in 1803: "...there is no valuation for any

building in any part of the estate because of such bad repair.”
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He said of Widdybank Farm that "...this farm is in every part in
ruins", and of Vallance Lodge that "...the above farm is in want of
proper buildings. If they were built it should have let for 100
guineas per annum." In his General Observations at the end of the
Valuation he remarked thaf ", ..with respect to the buildings they
are nearly all in ruins and so they will remain if they are to be
supported by the tenants.” He went on to recommend that Lord
Darlington should prévide wood to repair the houses, for which the
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tenants should pay poundage, or additional rent.

Study of the 1847 Farm Books confirms that many repairs
were being made to farms throughout the Upper Dale at this time,
probably connected with the comments made by Mr Calvert. The
following table shows the repairs which were carried out at this

time.

Table T
Repairs on Forest of Teesdale Farms, 1847-1864 53

Year Name Farm Improvement %%%{
1654 | John Gargett Outberry Bat New dwelling house &3 10s
1854 | John Hutchinson | Scar End New dwelling house £4 10s
1854 | Henry Parmley Birch Tree Housd New byres £2 5s
1856 | Mark Tarn Bank House New byres & stables | £2 10s
1860 | John Thompson Dirt Pit General repairs £1
1860 | Thomas Scott High Force Unspecified £1 10s
1862 | Thomas Sdott High Force Unspecified &£l
1862 | Widow Scott Walker Hill Uhspecified g2
1856 | Henry Bainbridge|Moss New byres £1 8s

? Jonathon Barker iLa.ngdon Beck Stable £2 15s
"2 Jonathon Barker |Langdon Beck: |Smith shop £2

? Geo. Gibson Widdy Bank New dwelling house £6 3s

'? Isaac Robinson |Force Garth New cattle shed &1 10s
+1856 Eliz. Dixon MarchesFGill New dwelling House 84

It seems most likely that the new farms being built were
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in the form which they posses;today. The existing farms of Upper
Teesdale are all very similar, perhaps indicating that they were

all built at about the same time. The form of the houses is
typified by that of Woolpitts Hill Farm and Egg Pot Farm (Figure 11).
These farms are rectangular in plan, with the byres, hay barn and
stables being connected to each other. The byres at Woolpitts Hill
were of fairly modern construction, but those at Egg Pot were older
with wooden rafters and beams. Most of the houses are madé of
limestone rubble which is whitewashed every year. Many of the farms
also have hay barns in their fields, which are very similar in

). 54

form, and are also used for byres (Figure 11

The tradition of whitewashing the Upper Teesdale farms
belonging to Lord Barnard was commented on by Francis Cockshott in
1848 who said that "...The houses are for the most part rude in.
their construction, but their being whitewashed partly redeemed
the poverty of their aspect, and this operation is said to be
always performed, with becoming loyalty, on the approach of the Duke
to the méors in the hunting season."” 25 The tradition of whitewashing
the farms appears to be quite an old one, and towards the end of the
- 19th century the following clause was written into all the leases:
"...and will at his own expense once in. the spring of every year
whitewash in a proper and thorough manner the ouifsides of the
dwelling house and buildings, proper and sufficient lime being

provided by the lessor or his agent.” 56

It is difficult to say by what date the Teesdale farms
were all rebuilt, as they obviously have been, especially in view
of the comments made by Alexander Calvert. Varying amounts of

money were spent on: buildings throughout the estate in the later
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years of the 19th century, as revealed'by the Table 7 of Appendix
3. These payments would seem to indicate that rebuilding went on
far a considerable 'time..57
What evidence there is about the farms indicates that
there were two main phases in their development: the first from
1612 until 1803, by which time they were reported to be in a vefy
bad state of repair, and the second from 1803 until the end of the
century, when the farms were gradually rebuilt to create the type

of farm which is typical of the Upper Dale at the present time.
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CHAPTER 4
ENCLOSURE PATTERNS

An Overview

Study of the current Ordnance Survey maps of the Upper
Dale shows that enclosures extend from Middleton in Teesdale, at
about 700 feet a.s.l., up the Dale to Harwood, ending at some
2,000 feet a.sl. at Grass Hill Parm. 1 This pattern of enclosure
(Pigure 22) has many component parts, including,for instance, former
head dykes, relics of subdivided fields, 18th and 19th century
piecemeal intzkes, and large scale organized enclosurés of the
commons. To bring some order to a complex subject the enclosure
patterns of the Upper Dale will be treated in terms of three main:
'cross sections' in time, with comments indicating the main trends.
These trends wiil then be investigated in more detail with specific
reférence to Ettersgill. The bases for these three cross sections
are as follows: (1) the Survey of 1612 of the Manor of Barnard
Castle, of which the Upper Dale was a part, (2) the Survey of the
Upper Dale by Greenwell in 1769 and (3) the 1847 Farm Books and
Maps. Each of these three will be supplemented by quotations from
contemporafy observers to try and make the broad picture somewhat

clearer.

Thé Jacobean Survey of 1612 indicates first of all the
basic contrast which existed at this time, in the grea from Bowlees
to Middleton (Figure 2), between the subdivided 'open' fields or
townfields around the main settlements, and the open moorlands,
the latter being used as unstinted common grazings. 2 According
to the Survey there were six subdivided fields, ie. fields whose
land was divided into strips, which are listed below. As noted in

Chapter One, however, the minute entries for some of the fields
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make it certain that the Survey was incomplete, and the Figures must
therefore be regarded as inaccurate. This fact does no#, however;

reduce their interest and significance.

Table 8
Subdivided fields in Middleton and Newbiggin, 1612 °
I'ield Acreage Parcels .Enc. Parcels. Closes
i (Recorded) | No. Ac. No. Ac. | No.  Acl
Newbiggin Field 199 38 196| 1 1 | 1 20
Bowleys Field 222 6 22% - - - -
Scalbank Field 32% 6 32% - - - _
Scarlett Pield 10 1 10 - - - -
Middle Side Field 5 1 5 - - - _
Middleton East Field = 1 5 - - - -

The enclosure patterns to the east of Middleton on the
Tithe Map, which must surely represent the former Middleton East
Field,(Figure 12), clearly indicate the presence here of subdivided
fields at some time in the past, since the former strips have been

preserved in the enclosure patterns of the present day landscape,

for example the fields numbered 148 , 154 and 162 .4 Former furlongs

5

or blocks of contiguous strips aligned in one particular direction.
are also in evidence. The fact that some of the strips still lay
open in 1843 (eg. numbers 222 and 223 ),étogether with the
clear strip patterns preserved in the enclosure patterns is perhams
indicative of the fact that piecemeal enclosure of the strips went
on from the 17th century to the mid-19th century, indicating a
"...change from semi-communal uses to a system of severalty under
which each individual tenant or owner could cultivate his specific
Plot in such a fashion as best pleased him." (Tate) 1 Table 8 shaws
that two strips in Newbiggin Field were enclosed in 1612, and here
perhaps we see the very beginning of this piecemeal enclosure.

It should, however, be noted that there are at present no traces
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of former strips around Newbiggin,

9

which is perhaps indicative of

later reorganization of the enclosure patterns in this area. It is,

however, this piecemeal enclosure which has preserved the clear

strip patterns in Middleton East Field and also in Middle Side

Field. 10

The conversion of arable to meadow in the subdivided

fields which began in the 17th century (Chapter 5) was clearly an

innovation which led on to enclosure, the beginnings of which can

be seen in Newbiggin.

There is indeed "a close association between

the rise of a pastoral economy and the first wave of Durham

enclosuresy " (Hodgson) 11

The Survey records that some of the farmers also held

closes (enclosed fields) outside the subdivided fields, although

their locations are not given.

The fotal of twenty closes,

amounting to a mere 199 acres (120 of them belonging to one farm)

must surely emphasise the incomplete nature of the Survey. 12 In

some cases farmers also held 'parcels' of land, the location of

which is not given;g

they are therefore assumed to be outside the

subdivided fields, although this may not necessarily be the case

(Chapter 3). These fields, which are assumed to be outside the sub-

divided fields are listed below.

Table 9
Parcels, Enclosed Parcels and Closes in Middleton and Newbiggin.
Parcels Enc. Parcels | Closes )
No. Ac. Noe. Ac. No. Ac.
12 152 1 25 20 199

Two Probate Inventories for this part of the Dale in the

early 17th century give some evidence of the piecemeal intaking of

land outside theitownfields,

Middleton in 1602 lists "Item:

The inventory of Roger Bainbrigge of
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for taken ground &£8."

Similarly
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that of John Castell of Newbiggim in 1612 noted "Item: intaken
ground, £6 2s 44." 14 mye former amount (£8) comprised no less than
50% of the total inventory of Roger Bainbrigge , so it was clearly
of very great importance on this particular farm. The latter
amount was 18% of the total valuation of John Castell's farm. The
affect of this intaking upon the enclosure history of the area and
upon the gradual enclosure of the subdivided fields may have been
considerable. "Oftien land reclaimed was added to the existing open
fields...in.other instances however...(it) was from the beginning
held in severalty. 1t is reasonable to suppose that the evident
advantages of this to the proprietors would tend to encourage a
demand for the enclosure of other lands, nearer to the heart of the
settlement, which had from time immemorial been in open fields." 15
bespite this intaking, however, the majority of the land in the.
Townships of Middleton and Newbiggin lay within the subdivided

fields. The total recorded area of all the enclosed lands in this

lower part of the Dale was 571 acres. 16

In the Forest of Teesdale most of the land is described
as lying in 'parcels' which, as described in Chapter 3 , probably
represents a unit of ownership.l71t must be assumed that the land
here was already enclosed, as opposed to lying in sitrips. It is
difficult to assess how far up the Dale the enclosures extended,
since ‘the Survey only gives details of the total agreage belonging

to each of the three major farms. Purther details of this are

examined in Chapter 4, but the fact that the Survey notes Hendfelloe

House as being in 'the middle part of the Forest of Teesdale'

ie. in that area now known as Harwood (Figure 2) seems to indicate
that enclosures already extended high up the Dale. This part of
the Survey seems to be reasonably accurate, since the numbers of
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of houses and acreages tie up well with those noted in 1769, and

assuming that all the land belonging to Hendfelloe House was in

Harwood (Chapter 3), then there must have been. at least.690 acres
of enclosed land in this area in 1612, Similarly there must have
been at least 550 acres in the Vallance Lodge block, Middle Forest,
and at least 470 acres in the Brigge House block, later termed
Ettersgill (Figure 2), and these three areas will be used for the
purposes of comparison with later sources.lBThe Survey gives no
hint as to the nature of these enclosures, but later sources (see
below) would suggest that at this time the fields were small and
irregularly shaped, the result of gradual piecemeal intaking over

a long period of time. Pmswnably intaking was still going on at
this time, the farmers creating new fields out of the waste , since
at this time the amount of waste land for the grazing of beasts was
abundant (Chapter 7), and there would be little objection to the
intaking of land from it. "In pastoral districts the path for both
the enclosing landlord and the enclosing peasant seems to have been
smoothed out by the common assumption that enclosure was reasonable
and not an anti-social improvement, and that so long as others were
not injured thereby, an enclosure would normally be approved by the

19

community..."” (Joan Thirsk).

The picture of enclosures in the early 17th century is
thits one of contrasts between the middle and upper Dale. In the
lower part of the region, below Bowlees, most of the fields lay
open and were subdivided into sirips, but here and there were a few
enclosed and consolidated bundles. Around and between these large
fields lay some small closes, probably the result of direct
intaking from the waste going on at that time. Higher up the Dale

were extensive stretches of enclosed land, most of the fields beirg
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probably small and irregularly shaped; the blocks of enclosed land
were probably separated by broad swathes of common grazings, and
extended up to Harwood, possibly already as high as Grass Hill at
21000 feet aes.l., where a Glebe Terrier confirms that there was a

farm in 1663. 20

Around all the Upper Dale enclosures lay a great

sea of waste, completely unenclosed, which provided a valuable
resource, both as common grazing land and a supply of land which
could be taken in and improved when the pressure upon the existing
enclosed land became too great. "Land was abundant, even though

the southerner might sneer at its poor guality. Good cornland was
hard to win but there was plentiful common grazing and much land

n

on the lower hill slopes promised to repay enclosure and improvement.

(Joan Thirsk) 21

Greenwell's Survey of the Upper Dale in 1769, 22 upon
which the next cross section is based, shows only the enclosures
in Harwood, Middle Forest and Ettersgill, the rest of the Dale
being under 'ancient enclosures', the boundaries of which were not
mapped. The total acreage of enclosed land at this time in the
Forest of Teesdale had increased considerably from the recorded
totals of 150 years earlier, and clearly a great deal of intaking
from the waste had gone on in the intervening years. Harwood in
1769 had 1,036 acres of enclosed land, Middle Forest 1,869 acres
and Ettersgill 759 acres 23 as compared with 690 acres, 550 acres
and 475 acres respectively in 1612.24 One of the main features of
enclosure patterns in the Forest of Teesdale at this time was
their very irregular nature and the wide variations in their sizes.
(Figures 15,16 & 17). The irregular shapes of the fields are
perhaps indicative of enclosure direct from the waste, since one

might expect random intakes to be of varying size and shape
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according to the local topography and the needs of each farmer. -
However, the existence in Eitersgill, and perhaps higher up the
Dale, of medieval enclosure banks (see the section on Ettersgill)
indicates that the 1769 enclosures were in fact a second generation

of enclosures, recolonizing areas which must have suffered a

recession in late medieval times, probably due tc a temporary

decline in population and reversion of the area to waszte.

In all three Townships of the Forest of Teesdale it is
possible to distinguish two contrasting types of enclosure pattern:
a central area of small enclosures and an outer area of larger
enclosures (figures 15, 16 and 17). This is perhaps best seen
in Bttersgill, where small enclosures extended azong Ettersgill Beck,
surrounded by very much larger enclosures to the north and west.
Typical acreages for the inner area were five, seven and sixteen
acres, wherecas for the outer area twenty-seven and thirty-two
acres were much more typical.25 This feature perhaps points to
two phases of enclosure, with the smaller enclosures bein
earlier in origin than the lapge ones, as is discussed in more
detail in the second part of this Chapter. A similar pattern can
be seen in Middle Forest and Harwood, and it might be suggested that
the small enclosures in the centre of each Township represented the
areas which were enclosed in 1612, the larger enclosures around
them representing the area which were enclosad between 1612 and
1769 (Figure 20). At this time a2lso a few enclosures were isolated
from the main blocks of enclosed land by the commons: for instance
Grass Hill Farm at the head of Harwood consisted of a block
of three fields surrounded by common grazing land. Sievy Hill Farm
in Middle Forest was a2 similar case, consisting of two isolated units

26

again surrounded by common lands (Figures 15 and 17).
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This Survey of 1769 élso shows the allotments and
enclosures on Newbiggin Common, which had been made in 1764. 21
2,218 acres were enclosed into large regularly shaped allotments,
contrasting strongly with the small older enclosures which existed
lower down the valley sides. The allotments varied in size from
seven acres up to over 1,000 acres on the very highest parts of tke
enclosed area. In addition to these new enclosures there were
thirteen encroachments on the lower slopes of the common, which
had a total_area of 270 acres. 28 The irregular shape of these

encroachments contrasts Strongly with the regularly laid out allot-

ments (Figure 13).

Although there is no information on Middleton and
Newbiggin on this particular map, one must assume that enclosed
land in this mart of the Dale was increasing at the expense of the
subdivided fields, judging from the trends seen in 1612 and from
the evidence of later maps. Certainly no open fields were noted
here by Arthur Young in 1770, and one might assume that if these
fields had been particularly extensivé, then Young would have

commented on them.

The Survey of 1769, together with Arthur Young's account
of the area in 1770 (see below) combine to give a fairly good
picture of thg state of the Dale and its enclosures at this time.
Clearly, enclosures extended up the Dale from Middleton in Teesdale,
in a broad sweep as far as Langdon Beck and Widdybank Farm, with
perhaps some of the o0ld open fields remaining lower down the Dales
Above was a great island of enclosed land in Harwood, with outliers
at Grass Hill and Sievy Hill, all surrounded by unenclosed hill
grazings (Figure 20). The enclosure patterns in the Forest area
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of the Dale were very irregular, with little evidence of plﬁnned
enclosure, but rather indicating haphazard enclosure of blocks of
land of varying size as need demanded. In contrast to these were
the large planned enclosures stretching high above Newbiggin Common.
Young says the following of the part of the Dale above Middleton:

"Nothing can be more pleasing than the numerous
inclosures on the banks of the river, cut by clumps of wood.
Pursuing your tracks through this delicious region you cross
some wild moors, partaking much more of the terrible sublime
than the pleasing or beautiful. I never yet travelled such a
line of country so astonishingly fine, containing so noble a
variety; a glorious range of black mountains, fertile valleys,
beautiful inclosures. About Newbigil [sic] are many imppovements
of the moors by that spirited cultivator the Earl of Darlington:
parts of the moors have been inclosed by that nobleman which
used not to yield a farthing an acre renit, but on incloding
have been immediately advanced to T7s 6d an acre at which rent
they now remain. To the north and west of this country there
are vast tracis of moors covered some with ling, and others
with a wild grass called white grass, greatly susceptible of
30

improvement."
In 1794 Hutchinson made the following remarks on the
same part of. the Dalle:

"The country from Middleton rises gradually; on the skirts of
the hills for for four miles, there are scattered enclosures
and good lands of a southern aspect. Newbiggin is the last
village northwards - beyond the Tees Force the hills rise very

guickly and there is not a tree to be seen. By planting and

enclosing great improvements might be made in the lands." 31

The final cross section, based upon the Farm Books of

the Estate for the years 1847 to 1864; indicateé that one of the

major teends in the enclosure patterns of the Townships making up
the Forest of Teesdale was a considerable alteration in the

patterns. It should first of all be mentioned that it is possible
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that the cartography on the 1769 map was faulty, and the changes,

far from being real are merely apparent, bécause of inaccurate
methods of surveying. Perhaps the surveyors in 1769 made a traverse
around a particular area, and filled in the enclosure patterns within
this area by viewing it from a convenient vantage point, which would
of course give an inaccurate picture of the enclosures. There is

32'and

however a map of Ettersgill made by Jeremiah Dixon in 1763
comparison of this with Greenwell's map of Ettersgill, made only

six years later, reveals that the field names, numbers and acreages
are all identical, so much so that it seems likely that the map of
1769 is a copy of that of 1763. The 1763 map gives the impression
of being a very accurate survey, especially in view of the very
great amount of detail givén on it (Figure 18). It is, of course,
impossible to say categorically that it is accurate on this evidence
donw, but it and other maps by Jeremiah Dixon have a sirong stamp

of authenticity about them. Bearing in mind the similarities
between the two maps, there are some grounds at least for arguing
that the 1769 map must be accurate. Some confirmation of this is
gained from the fact that most of the fields noted in 1769 are
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repeated once more in the Valuation of 1803, names and acreages
being identical, althqugh in Harwood and Middle Forest many new fields
were added to the Survey, consisting of land taken in from the

waste between 1769 and 1803. The fact that the 1803 Survey repeats
that of 1769 adds weight to the idea that the 1769 Survey was accurate.
However, comparison of the Surveys of 1803 and 1769 and thait of 1848
reveals a complete change in enclosure patterns. Field names and
acreages were different and on the map many of the enclosure patterns
had changed completely, giving a much more regular and organized

pattern of enclosure, not at all reminiscent of piecemeal enclosure

as were those of 1769 (Figures 15, 16 and 17). Some of the 1769

66



patterns were still present, but in many cases the boundary walls
had been altered or straightened, so that although the basic shape
of the field was the same, in detail it was quite different. In
other cases the enclosure patterns had changed so completely that
it is impossible to make any meaningful comparison at all of the

two sets of patterns (Figures 15, 16 and 17). 34

It is difficult, from the material examined, to construct
a hypothesis to explain these remarkable changes which occurred
between 1803 and 1847. It is noted in Chapter Two that a considerable
increase in population and in the numbers of farms took place
between 1769 and 1847, linked mainly with the lead mining boom.
Possibly the effect of this subdivision of farms brought about a
need for greater efficiency which resulted in the re-—-arrangement
of enclosure patterns. In addition to this Middleton Common was
enclosed in 1804 35 (see below) and possibly the influence of this
enclosure made landholders higher up the Dale realise the usefulness
of more ordered patterns of enclosure and more compact farm unitse.
The current trends towards ehclosure in lowland BEngland may also
have had some influences on the Dale. "Correcting the outlines of
fields is one of the most obvious sources of amelioration on many,
perhaps most estates. 1In aliering the shape and size of fields
_besides the advantages resulting from the improvement in form, a
number 6f culturable acres may be added to the farm in proportion:

to the crookedness of the fences and their width."(Loudon) 36

However, it is difficult to visualise the farmers of the
Upper Dale making such a great change, as most of them at this time
were more concerned with mining, farming being only a secondary

occupation. Stone walls represented invested capital and labour,
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and one cannot visualise this change taking place spontaneously
throughout the Upper Dale without some outside pressure having been
brought to bear. For instance the 1848 Teesdale Accounts record
that between 17th June and 17th July 1848 the following payments for

walling were made:

Table 10
The cost of walling in Upper Teesdale 31
Ewbank and Ritson for walling £15 17s 0Od
Dowson and Ritson for walling £12 1s 0Od
Henry Palmerly & Co. for ditto £ 8 10s 64

Isaac Tarn for walling for Tho. Dowson and
Matt. Cousin - £ 6 13s 44
Nichs. Scott & Co, for walling on sundry’farms £10 10s 3d
Bwbank and Watson for walling at the Middles
_ Farm £ 2 13s 04
Chs. Dowson for walling in Ettersgill £ 1 18s ~64d

The uniformity of the change throughout Harwood, Middle
Forest and Ettersgill as borne out by the 1847 Farm Maps surely
points to the.influence of the Estate and its landlord the Duke
of Cleveland. In 1803 Alexander Calvert remarked of the houses of
the Upper Dalg that they would remain in a bad state of repair so
1qng as they were to be loeked after by the tenants alone. 38
Possibly the same applied to the fences and walls of the area. With
this in mind it seems quite feasible that although the reasons
mentioned above may have had some influence upon the tenants, the
influence of the Estate may well have been paramount. These
improvements probably owe much to the landlord, who is known to
have been very forward looking and influential, as illustrated by
the following quotation: "The County of Durham owes ho slight
obligation to this first of her farmers for setting so noble an

example...His experiments and improvements in agriculture are of
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am important kind." (Arthur Young) 39 14 may well be that the
changes in enclosure patierns were initiated by the 1803 Valuation,
and it seems likely that they were carried out by the Estate,
especially in view of the uniform nature of the changes throughout

the three townships comprising the Forest of Teesdale.

The other principal trend revealed by this cross section
is the considerable extension.of enclosed land, notably at the head
of Harwood, around Ashgill Head and Grass Hill, the latter now
being joinéd with the main block of enclosed land (Figure 17). The
result of this extension was that enclosed land now extended without
a break from Middleton in Teesdale to Grass Hill at 2,000 feet a.s.l.
(Pigure 20). Since most of the level land had aiready been enclosed
the méjority of the new enclosures made between 1769 and 1847 wére
upon the lower slopes of the fells. Comparison of the maps on
Figures 15, 16 and 17 indicates that in the Forest of Teesdale many

new fields were created around the edges of the Townships, and

these must represent piecemeal enclosures by the farmers concerned.

Table 11
Enclosed land in: the Forest of Teesdale, 1612-1847 40
1612 1 {bY 1803 L
Harwood 650 1036 1579 3035
Middle Forest 550 1869 1994 2189
Ettersgill 470 759 780 1039

Further down the Dale a considerable organized extension
of enclosed land had been made in. 1804, when Middleton had been
41

enclosed by Act of Parliament. As with Newbiggin. Common, there
is a very striking contrast between the small vélley enclosures (see
below) and the usually much larger planned enclosures on the Common.

For instance on the Tithe Map there is a sitriking contrast between

fields 487 and 424, and fields 511 and 512 on the newly enclosed
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common. Many of the newly made fields were small, but in terms of
enclosure patterns the most significant feature was the planned
nature as contrasted with the older enclosures around Middletoﬁ.

The head dyke (the 1imit of enclosed land at any particular time)
which existed prior to the enclosure of the common is clearly visible
running across the centre of Figure 14, an extract from the Tithe
Map, and this clearly shows the contrast En enciosure patterns
between the old and hew enclosures.42 Sizes of enclosures and
allotments in the Enclosure Award ranged from three acres on the
lower slopes of the common to 500 acres high on the fells (Figure 13).
Another sitriking contrast was presented by the old enclosed farms

on the Common, Skeers and Turners, which were very irregularly
shaped, and show up sharply against the new enclosures.

44

Study of the Middleton in Teesdale Tithe Map "' shows
~that by this time most of the land which lay open in the subdivided
fields in 1612 was now enclosed into separate fields. However, as
already noted, many of the enclosure patterns around Middleton at
this time still revealed the former open field patterns of sitrips
and furlongs, fossilized by enclosure, except for a few strips
which still lay open (Figure 12). It seems clear from the fact
that the strip patierns were still presezved in the landscape,

that the process of enclosure must have been very slow, probably
carried out by individual lamdowners as their nee@s demanded. In

Newbiggin by this time there was no itrace at all of the former open
fields which the 1612 Surve& reveals used to exist around the
village.4D qne fields were very regularly sheped (Figure 21),
which must argue that perhaps a similar reorganization of enclasure

46

patterns went on here as in the Forest of Tgesdale.
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By the mid-19th century, therefore, enclosed land
stretched without a break from Middleton in Teesdale right up the
Dale to Harwood. ZEnclosures also stretched high onto the fells on
Middleton and Newbiggin Commons. With the exception of the fields
around Middleton, the enclosures in the rest of the Dale were much
more fegularly shaped than they had been in 1769, and comparison
of the maps on Figures 15, 16 and 17 reveal the very great changes
which took place. The enclosures were still surroundeé& by very
extensive common lands, but these had been reduced in exient by the
enclosure of land between 1769 and 1847. Francis Coékshott, making
a journey down the Dale in 1848 made the following observations
on the state of the area, which very neatly sum up its character
at this time. "Cauldron Snout seems to be very much the extremity
of the fells, for on both sides of the fald the hills end perpeﬁd—
icularly, and appear to be the boundary between a civilized land
and a wilderness. Down below, the land is partitioned off into

‘grass fields, and above are the fells we have crossed." 41

Later maps of the Upper Dale indicate that there has
been a substantial récession in the head dyke since the mid-19th
century, especially in Harwood, and along the edges of the fells
in Middle Forest and Ettersgill, where many of the former improved
fields at the outer limits of the Townships, although still lying
physically enclosed, have reverted to rough pasture. 1In a few
examples some of the walls ®eem to have been removed, and one may
wonder if they were ever built. This recession must be linked to
the slump in lead mining after the mid-19th century, and the
consequent drop in the population of the area (Figure 4), and

therefore in the numbers of farms.
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Three broad trends emerge in this general view of the
enclosure patterns in the Upper Dale, between 1600 and 1900. The

first is the gradual piecemeal enclosure of the open strips in

the Middleton - Newbiggin area. The consolidation went on gradually

from the time of the Jacobean Survey until the mid-19th century when
only a few strips still lay open, and led %o the fossilisation in:
many places of the former sitrip patterns. Next is the steady
extension of enclosed land: the taking in and improving of the
waste which went on, both by means of piecemeal intaking and
organized enclosure, from the early 17th century until the mid-19ih
century, when a recession began. Lastly, rather more sudden than
the other two trends, is the change in the patterns of enclosure

in the Forest of Teesdale in the early 19th century, from irregula

patterns to much more regular and organized enclosures.

Ettersgill Enclosure History

Ettersgill is a relatively small township within the
Parish of Forest and Frith (Figure 2) comprising about 1,039 acres
of enclosed land and about 1,027 acres of Common. 49 1t centres
upon Ettersgill Beck, which flows south south-east to join the

50

River Tees just below High Force. It has been selected for
detailed study because of its relatively small and cohpact nature

and area, and also because of thé existence in the area of an

interesting series of medieval enclosure;bankse. At the present time

enclosed lands, comprising meadow and pasture, extend from High
Beck Head Farm at about 1,500 feet ae.s.l., down the Beck to the
River Tees, at an altitude of about 1,000 feet a.s.l. Most of
the improved land is on the western side of the Beck, although

there is a little on the eastern side around Ashdub: Parm (Piguré 29
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However, the majority of the land on the eastern side is under
rough pasture; and it would seem that in terms of soils and topography
the western side of Ettersgill is better suited to improved meadow

52

and pasture than is the east.

As an opportunity was available for staying on a farm in
the Township, a field investigation was made of a complex of
enclosure banks underlying the present day enclosure patterns.

These banks are clearly of great antiquity, since they bear no
resemblance to the enclosure patterns which appear in Greenwell's:
survey of 1769. It is therefore almost certain that they pre—date
the starting date of this survey (1600) and thus, in order to give
as complete a picture as possible it was decided to include them.
The banks are the earliest indication of enclosure in Ettersgill.
-They extend intermittently throughout the area, notably on the
western side of the Beck (Figure 23). It is, at the moment,
impossible to date these banks with any accuracy, and all that can
be said of them with any certainty is that they are pre-1763 (the
date of the first map of this Township) since none of them coincide
with the boundaries shown on this map. The banks vary widely in
size and shape at the present time: some are only very slight
ridges running across the fields, whilst others have very pronomnced
ditches on one side, and in some cases on both sides (Figure 24). >3
This may, of course, be due in part to the nature of their presgrvation
and the treatment they have received since they were first built,
and it should not be assumed that they are still in their original
state. Several of these banké underlie the present day stone walls,
ie. they form their foundations, whilst others run through the very
" centre of the fields, and in some cases may even be cut across by

the preesent day walls (Figure 23). 54 Dhis indicates very clearly
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the complete discordance of the two sets of patterns. Very many
of the banks must have béen removed or partially ploughed out,
resulting in the interrupted pattern evident today. 4 point of
interest is that a few of the banks are indicated on the 1847 map
of Bttersgill 55 as dotted lines, suggesting that they were possibly
of some significance even at this late date. perhaps as the
foundation for a fence or wall which has since been removed. The
fact that they were represented as dotted lines rather than solid
lines as were the rest of the walls, indicates perhaps that they
were only of minor importance. PField mapping of these enclosure
banks shows that at present they do not form agy overall complete
pattern. Purther detailed field work may help to discover additional
banks and possibly show a more complete patiern. It may well be,
of course, that the original pattern was not complete, consisting
of small islands of isolateéd fields surrounded by waste. However
the fact that enclosure banks, either as: fragments or longer
stretches, can be found throughout the whole of Bttersgill,
especially on the wesiern side, does seem to point to the existence
of a much more complete pattern at some time in the past. It is
clear, however, that in this albeit fragmented pattern, it 'is
possible to see the oldest existing evidence for enclosure, and
perhaps the first enclosures to be made. Work currently in
progress at Stewart Shield in the Parish of Stanhope in Weardale
suggests that such enclosure banks or 'sod raines' are in fact
medieval, and represent the pre-early 14th century high waitermark
of improvement.56 Clearly in the 13th and early l4th centuries
enclosed land extended into Ettersgill in the form:of small fields
bounded by earthen banks, some of which were perhaps topped by
fences or hedges. The complete discordance of these banks with
those revealed by the 1763 and 1769 maps of the Township ot must
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indicate that there was a recession of the head dyke in the late
14th and early 15th centuries. Associated with the medieval
enclosure banks are a series of features which might possibly be
primitive dwellings in the fields, these having been abandoned whe;
the recession occurred. 58 This recession must have been followed
at a later date-by another expansion of enclosed land, overlying
the previous pattérn and completely discordant to it. These later
enclosures must Be those represented on the 1763 and 1769 maps and
e by the Jacobean Survey.

59

The 1612 Jacobean Survey reveals that there were some
435 acres of land belonging to Brigge House, lying "in the eastern
part of the Forest of Teesdale", which, as noted in Chapter 3, can
be identified as Ettersgill. Some of the land belonging to Friar
House Farm in Newbiggih almost certainly lay in Ettersgill: the
forty acres of land known as Moier Riggs probably represents the
land later known as Friar House Pastyre (Pigure 9), which lay very
near to a farm called Moor Riggs. This land raised the total
amount of enclosed land in Ettersgill to at least 475 acres.

Since no map accompanies the Survey it is impossible to say where
the enclosed land was situated. Using the Survey alone, all that
can be visualised of the Ettersgill enclosures is a small island of
enclqsed land, probably consisting of small and irregular fields

the product of gradual piecemeal enclosure, completely surrounded

by common grazings (Figure 85).

Study of the 1763 and 1769 maps of Ettersgill 60 (which
are identical) seems to provide some clue to the situation of the
enclosed lands of 1612, and what theywere like. It has alregdy been

‘noted in the first section of this Chapter that there appear to be
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two distinct types of enclosure pattern in Ettersgill at this time.
To the west of the Beck apd fairly near to it were a series of
irregularly shaped fields, generally small, varying between three
and eight acres.60 The diverse sizes and shapes of the fields seems
to indicate that they may well have been piecemeal intakes from the
waste. At this-time-all the Ettersgill farms were situated along
the Beck (Chapter 2), and it seems quite likely that these small
irregular fields might represent the original intakes of land around

the farmhouses.

Around this central area the fields were very much larger,
ranging from about fifteen to twenty-five acres. Two of the fields
were held in common, the CGreat Out Field (sixty-five acres) and the
Little Out Pry. (thirty-eight acres). The fields in the northern
part of the Township were also somewhat larger and more regularly
shaped, as were a few on the eastern side of the Beck, in complete

contrast to those in the central area (Figure 16). 61

Without the evidence of the Jacobean Survey it might be
feasible to suggest that these two patterns were the result of two
phases of enclosure, the.larger fields having been enclosed later
than the smaller. minalysis of the Jacobean Survey makes this seem
even more possible, for if the acreage of the large fields
surrounding the central area is deducted from the total area of
enclosed land in the Township at this time, one is left with a
total of 484 acres for the central area. The total area of enclosed
land in Ettersgill in 1612 was 475 acres.62 Thus it seems more than
likely that the central area of small fields represents the Ettersgill
enclosures of 1612 as noted in the Jacobean Survey. They must

also represent the 'new' enclosures, overlying the medieval banks.

The larger fields must therefore represent land takem in from the
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surrounding waste between 1612 and 1769 (Figure 25).

Although no map accompanies the 1803 Valuation of the
Upper Dzle, 63 comparison of the field names and acreages with those
in the 1769 Survey reveals that there was no change whatsoever in
the existing enclosure patterns between these two dates. The total
acreage of enclosed land had increased from 759 acres in 1769 to
780 acres in 1803. This increase seems to have been mainly taken
up in the 'New Intake' of twenty acres on Hutchinson's farm at High
Beck Head. It is of course impossible to locate this intake exactly,
since there is no map with the Survey, but the fact that it was on
High Beck Head Farm suggesis that it must have been in the northern
part of the Township, and on its very edge. Calvert (the valuer)
also noted +the proposal at this time to create a New Pasture to Dbe
"taken out of the south part of the Common, about 200 acres! 64
Nevertheless, apart from the two new intakes mentioned above there

appears to have been no change at all in: the enclosure patterns of

Ettersgill between 1769 and 1803.

By 1847 howeger a great deal of change had occurred. Although a
first glance may suggest many broad similarities, in detail there
are a number of differences between the enclosure patterns as shown
on the 1763 and 1769 maps, which were repeated in the 1803 Valuationm,

and those patterns depicted on the 1847 Maps of the area.

A good example of what occurred can be seen in the
enclosure patterns around Brigge House Farm (Figure 26). In 1769
and 1803 this farm consisted of 146 acres, with seventeen fields,
ranging in size from half an acre to thirty acres, giving an
average size of nine acres. The fields were generally very irregular
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in shape, and there was no uniformity of arrangement within the

farm as a whole.65 By 1847 the same farm had only 105 acres, with
twelve fields, again giving an average size of nine acres, although
the diminution in the size of the farm masks the actual increase in
average field size. The pattern of enclosure had changed completely
and the fields were by now more regularly shaped and rectangular in
form. A considerable amount of land had been lost to the new
Plantation adjacent to thg High Force Inn, amounting to some sixty-
one acres. Brigge House had gained the Glebe land (formerly
belonging to the Rector of Middleton), an estimated twenty to twenity<
five. acres. It had also lost a certain amount of 1an& to the new
road up the Dale which cut through some of its fields. 66 This
indicates the type of change which occurred on one farm within forty
years, and comparison of the maps on Figure 16 indicates that

similar changes went on throughout Ettersgill during this time.

A second category of change occurred as a result of
subdivision, and many of the large fields on the edges of Ettersgill
were subdivided into smailer fields. The Great Out Field and Little
Out Pry (Figure 26) had been divided, the former into three
rectangular fields, the latter into three fields, plus a fourth
which extended a little out of the area formerly covered by the
Great Out Field. Also, the outlines of the fields had been straightened
and made morewegular, so much so that the former fieids can hardly

be identified. 67

In addition 1o these changes there was an extension of
enclosed land onito the eastern side of the Beck, creating BEitersgill
Pasture, ar area of some 237 acres (as noted in 1803). New enclosures

were drawn up within this, but the Farm Book does not reveal fo
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whom they belonged. There had also been a large intake of land
from the common in the northern part of the Township, in the shape
of the Great Pasture, belonging to High Beck Head Farm, but despite
these new intakes it remains clear that the bulk of enclosed land
still lay on the western side of the Beck. The total area of

enclosed land, including the new stinted pasture was 1,039 acres.

'Since 1847 an interesting tendency on Ettersgill Pasture
has been the giving of land "in lieu of stints". Certain landowners
who held stint rights on the Pasture were given enclosed land in
exchange for their stints, to use as they wished, ie. to turn over
to improved pasture, or 1o keep as rough grazing, as their needs
demanded. There is a note on the Ettersgill Farm Map showing
exactly how the land was allotted, and comparison of this with the

69

Farm Book indicates how many sitints those concerned formerly had.

(5]
The Provisional Edition of the Six Inch Ordnance Survey shows

Ettersgill Pasture as being divided into large fields, this.possibly

being the result of the allocation of land in lieu of stints. 10
Taplenl2

Land in lieu of stints on Ettersgill Pasture (&

Amount of land To whom. allotted

17. 0O, 28 acres J. Bainbridge for 4 stints
8. 2. 14 acres W. Brumwell for 2 stints
Te le 14 acres W. Palmerly for 2 stints
Te le. 14 acres W. Bell for 2 stints

Te l. 14 acres G. Garget for 2 stints

There were also some changes in the enclosure patierns
in'Ettgrsgill between 1847 and 1900, although it is rather difficult
to generalise about these. In some places boundary walls have been
removed to make larger fields, occasionally leaving small portions
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of the previous wall standing as a sheep shelter. In other places
new walls have been built subdividing some fields. For the most
part, however, the enclosure patterns seem to be very much as they
were in 1847, and there has certainly been no radical reorganization

as thePe was between 1803 and 1847. 72

The enclosure history of Ettersgill can thus be seen as
_consisting of three main phases: (1) an early medieval phase,
represented at present by the few remaining earthern enclosure banks
which bear little relation to existing enclosure patterns. Then

came a recession and probably a reversion of the land to rough moor-
land; (2) a re-advance of enclosed land, probably in the late 15th
century, with completely different patterns from those in the previous
phase, overlying the medieval banks, gradually expanding outwards
into the waste. This phase is characterizgd by small irregular
fields, surrounded by later larger intakes; (3) between 1803 and

1847 these irregular patterns were altered to give a very much more
regular and ordered pattern, which, save for a few minor alterations
has remained until the present day. Ettersgill's enclosure histoxy
is typical of the rest of the Upper Dale, especially the Forest of
Teesdale, although whether or not medieval enclosure banks extend
any further up the Dale is not known. Apart from this however it
does seem that the changes eamined in detail here went 6k in the
rest of the Dak at much the same time, and ¢t changes on individual

farms much as they did in Ettersgill.
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CHAPTER °

LAND USE: AN OVERVIEW

In the preceding Chapter it was noted that improved land
in Upper Teesdale extérds from Middleton as far as Grass Hill Farm
at 2,000 feet a.s.l.1 The nature of the area in terms of climate,
phystography and soils (Chapter 1) makesit best suited to the raising
of livestock, and for this reason the Upper Dale is almost entirely
under permanent grass, the present economy of the area being based
upon the rearing of cattle for milk and beef, and upon sheep which
are sold to lowland farms for fattening.2 The permanent grass is
therefore used for two purposes: (1) as meadow to provide hay for
winter fodder, and (2) as pasture for grazing the cattle. The
earliest sources, notably the Jacobean Survey of 1612 and Probate
Inventories, indicate the prevalence of this basic type of land use,3
and permanent grass has undoubtedly been an important constituent
of the agrarian iéndscape in Upper Teesdale for at least four and
a half centuries. However, the suitability of the area to the
raising of livestock is not the=only reason for the extension of
improved land to 2,000 feet: had extensive lead mining not taken
place here during the 19th century, it is improbable that enclosed

and improved land would extend so far up the Dale (see below, and

Chapter 8).

It is perhaps best to view the basic patterns of land
use in the Upper Dale in the same way as the enclosure patterns,
that is by means of broad cross sections through time. The first
of these:can be based upon the Jacobean Survey and the detailed
Probate }nventories for the years 1600 - 1700. The second is based
upon the Valuation qf the Duke of Cleveland's Highland Estate in

1803 and the last upon the 1847-1864 Farm Books and Maps. A4s with
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the Chapter on enclosure patterns, this basic information will be
combined with some contemporary observations to emphasise some of

the broad trends and features of land use.

The part of the Jacobean Survey dealing with the Town-
ships of Middleton and Newbiggin. emphasises the important contrast
between the open townfields and the moorlands. 4 It is also
significant ip indicating that these townfields were by this time
in transition. The strips, which in former centuries must have
been given over almost entirely to subsistence arable production,
were being put down to meadow to provide hay,which would tide the
farmers over the often difficult days of winter and spring when the
common pastures were deep in snow. The result of this transition
was that meadow predominated over arable to a great extent, rather
than vicé‘versa as must have been the case originally, and that
meadow was '"disposed here and there throughout the arable area
rather than being segregated rbeside} a stream or the river." (Gray) >
For instance in Newbiggin Field, which had 199% acres of land,
there were already 149 acres of meadow and a mere 50% acres of
arable,

Table 13

Land Use In Middleton and Newbiggin, 1612

a) The open fields (in acres) -

Field open open enclosed enclosed
arable meadow arable meadow
Newbiggin Field 3 146 - 3
Bowleys Field 8% 143 - -
Scalbank Field 9% 23 - -
Scarlett Field - 10 - -
Middle Side Field - 5 - -
Middleton East Field - % - -
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b) The land outside the open fields (or in no specified field).

Type arable meadow pasture
Parcels 5 703
Enclosed parcels - 25
Closes 2 207 15

This process of conversion was sometimes accompanied by
enclosure (Chapter 4) but initially at least, seems to have been
proceeding as the fields lay open and unenclosed. The significance
of this change has yet to be assessed fully, since little detailed
work has yet been done on it, but one must assume that increasing
regional specialisation was encouraging the farmers to turn from
subsistence arable cultivation to pastoral farming with an eye to
the mgrkets. Thus they increased the numbers of their stock. For
this,well-filled hay barns were an essential preliminary, since a
late growth of grass on the fells might well gpell disaster for some
poorly supplied farmers, and the survival of their beaéts might well
depend on a good supply of hay. The raising of siock is clearly
better suited to the environment of the Upper Dale than is arable
farming, even if the latter was only for subsistence , and it seems
likely that this change in emphasis from arable to meadow went on

n T

in response to a "realistic appraisal of land capability. As

Gonner points out there must have been a "growing lack of suitability
b

between the system and the circumstances" which prompted this change

to take place.

There was very little enclosed pasture, since the majority
of the farmers had 'Common sans stinte', ie. the right to put an
unlimited number of beasts onto the fells during the summer monthsj
we may assume that the cattle were wintered in the byres attached

to the farmsteads or on the more sheltered lands of the townfields,
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thus obviating the need for any enclosed pasture. 8 It is possible
that the townfields were commonable after harvest, although no mention
of this is made in the Survey, and clearly if consolidation and
enclosure were occurring then there must have already been a break-

9

down of the communal rules governing such grazings.

Analysis of Probate Inventories for this part of the
Dale gives some gengral idea of the numbers of sheep -and catile
kept by the farmers.lo For instance during the period 1600-1640 the
numbers of sheep owned by individual farmers in the Middleton area
ranged between eight and 130, and cattle between four and forty.
" During the later period, 1660-1700, sheep numbers ranged between
seven and 217 and cattle between one and forty eight. The average
size of flock ver farm fose from fifty-six to sixty-nine between the
two periods, while the average numbers of catitle remained the same
at fifteen. The composition of flocks and herds appears to have
varied widely from farm to farm, and it is perhaps ill-advised to
generalise about such detailed material (Appendix 3 Part 1). The
inventories also indicate that the main arable.crops grovm were
corn, oats and bigg. Wool from the sheep was evidently of importance
on many farms, and the sheep were probably "sold at two or three
years or thereabouts into the lowlands, where they were fattened for

the butcher." 11

As might be expected, land use in the Forest of Teesdale
was given over almost entirely to meadow within the enclosed lands,

as follows:

Table 14
12
Land Use in the Porest of Teesdale, 1612
’ _ Meadow Pasture
Brigge House 400 35 (acres)
Vallance Lodge 502, 52
Hendfelloe House 87619 14



Grass Hill is securely documented in 1663, and it is

possible that even by 1612 improvement extended to this altitude.l3

Each holding had, of course, the right of common grazing within the
common lands of the Forest, and there would be little need for much
enclosed pasture in view of the abundant common lands which surrounded
the entire area, on which the stock could be summered. Obviously

a good supply of hay for the winters would be necessary, and some
enclosed pasture would also be useful, since the beasts could be
brought down onto it during the worst days of winter. It would in
addition be used for calving and lambing, and for finishing prior
+to marketing. For instance the inveﬁtory of John Walton of Under
Hurth Parm indicates that some o%?iand must have been used for the
wintering of his sheep, since one of the entries reads: "for the

14

wintering of 23 ewes, 23/—". No arable land is spscificqlly

recorded in the Survey, but significantly, Probate Inventories

15

indicate that barley (bigg), oats, rye and corn were grown,”and

the 1612 Survey states that Vallance Lodge had a 'grain oven'. 16
It is perhaps significant that in 1690 John Emerson of Brigge House
and Charles Robeson of Force Garth refused to pay any more tithe
corn to the-Rector of Middleton, as they had done in former years.
This might indicate that in former years more corn had been available,
gnd that the same process of change was taking place here as has
already been noted, ie. the change from subsistence arable to

grass for stock raising. However, if such a change was taking
place it was probably less significant than further down dale, in
view of the nature of the climate of the Forest of Teesdale Which
must make the growing of any arable crops very difficult indeed. 18
It seems most likely that the larger part of the land in this part
of the Dale.had always been under permanent grass, ever since 1t

was reclaimed from the waste, or from the forest which had formerly
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covered the Upper Dale, and parts of which might still perhaps have

been in existence.

Large numbers of beasts were kept by the farmers of the
Torest of Teesdale at this time, particularly sheep, whose numbers
on indigidual farms ranged between twenty-three and 103 in the period
1600-1640, and between thirty-one and 336 in the period 1660-1700.
The average size of flock per farm rose from thirty-five to eighty-
five between the two periods. The number: of cattle on individual
farms ranged between eleven and thirty-one in the earlier period,
and between thirteen and seventy-seven in the later period, the
average size of hexdrising from nineteen to twenty-seven between the.
two periods. 18 The rise in the average-figures must surely represent
more intensive stocking on the Forest of Teesdale commons, partly
as a result of the change in land use noted above, and parily, perhaps,
as a result of an increased awareness of the potential of the area

for stock raising.

In Chapter 1 it was noted that mappiﬁé of the information
provided by the Probate Inventories is extremely difficult because
of its extremely detailed nature, and also the very large amount of
information it provides. However, in Figure éV an attempt is made
to show the differing values of stoﬁk and produce throughout Upper
Teesdale in the two periods 1600-1640 and 1660-1700. The two maps
make it very clear that although the farms chosen clearly depended
on their stock for a livelihood, there was differing emphasis from
farm to farm on different types of bests , so much so that it is
impossible to generalise here about the conclusions to be drawn,
except perhaps to say that comparison of the maps would seem to

re—emphasise the increase in the numbersz and value of stock betweeh
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the two periods.

To summarize the 17th century cross section: in the
Townships of Middleton and Newbiggin, open meadow and arable sirips
lay side by side in the townfields, although by this time meadow
predominated over arable, and it is clear that at this time the
emphasis in agriculture was changing from subsistence arable production
to specialised stock farming. Most of the closes around the open
fields were also under permanent grass by this time. Higher up the
Dale, in the Forest of Teesdale, there wére exteﬁsive stretches of
meadow land, with some pasture, and perhaps a little arable, although
contemporary evidence would seem to indicate that what arable there
was,was being put down to grass. Sheep and cattle were kept, in
increasing numbers, by farmers throughout Upper Teesdale. They were.
put out to graze over the common lands of the Dale during the summer
months, while grass was grown for winter fodder in the enclosed lands
of the Dale. During the winter they were probably brought down to
the byres during the worst wéather, or kept on the townfields after

the harvest.

Unfortunately, although John Greenwell's Survey of the
Upper Dale in 1769 gives a detaiied plan of each farm, it gives no
details at all of land use, and the inexplicable 18th century hiatus
in Raby documentation makes this gap impossible 1o fill. 1In fact
no detailed information on land use has survived, save for the general
observations of people such as Young or Hutchinson. These do, howe&er
throw some light on the state of the Dale at this time. In 1794

Hutchinson made the following observations:
"The sheep and cattle of this part of the country are small,
the cattle are fed to little more than ten pounds per quartens
iz

ewes bred in the dale, when fat, weigh from seven to sixteen
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pounds per quarter; some in the lower grounds are heavier.

This country abounds in sheep; no less than 20,000 are said

19

to be deposited on the common lanmds yearly."

Arthur Young in his 'Six Months Four through the Nérth
of England in 1770 gives few indications in detail of the land use
in Upper Teesdale at this time, but supplies some interesting
details of the land use and methods of improvement used on Newbiggin
Common, which had been enclosed and divided a few years earlier:

"Parts of the moors have been inclosed which used not to yield

a farthing an acre rent; but upon inclosing and then paring,
burning, and liming, sowing with turnips, oats and hard corn,
and laying down with grass seeds have been immediately

advanced to Ts 6d at which rent they now remain. The turnips
they get iﬂ this manner are very good, but the oats their great
crop and very considerable...The turnips they get in the first
year, I found were generally reckoned to pay for paring and
burning, and the oats which suoaeed are not only advantageous

but profitable. Thus the improvehent immediately repays the

expense with interest." 20

The 1803 Valuation of the Duke of Cleveland's Highland
Estate gives a clear picture of land use, especially in the Forest
of Teesdale, since it not only gives details of.land use in each
field, but also landlvahes per acre for each field. 21 It is
unfortunate that there is no map accompanying this Valuationy
since it makes the task of mapping the land use data difficult.
Many of the fields are those mapped by Greenwell in 1769, but in a
few cases field names seem to have changedy or additional fields
have been taken in from the waste; these are obviously difficult
to locate with any accuracy, especially in view of the change in

enclosure patterns and field names which went on between 1803 and

1847 (Chapter 4). However, the most important point brought out
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by this Valuation is that the change over to permanent grass was by
now complete in the lower part of the Dale, as indicated by the enitry
for Middleton and Newbiggin. Meadow and pasture now predominated
over arable; there was still some arable left, but in much reduced
quantities, and very little indeed higher up the Dale, as discussed.
in more detail in the following Chapter. The need in some places
for more winter fodder to guard against bad winters was emphasised
by the valugr, Alexander Calvert, who said of Widdybank Farm in
Middle Forest (Figure 8): "There ought to be a quantity more of
meadow ground which might be got from the commons, and part out of
the east pasture, to guard against bad winters." He also pointed
out the potential for improvement at Forcegarth Farm (Figure 8),
saying of the In and Out pastures: "This field ought a part of it
1o be made good land." Of the Estate as a whole he observed that:
"As little plowing as possible should be allowed, as it is in
general improperly managed, and kept in that state it is laid to
grass with bad seeds, the product of suchlike mismanaged lands,

and it is of course a number of years before it will produce grass

of any use." 22

On the other hand Bailey, writing in 1810 noted the good
quality of the upland meadows which were on good soil, reserved
from the plough and well dunged. He noted that:

"...heath sheep have long been inhabitants of this county;

they are mostly bred in Teesdale and Weardale by the small
farmers who adjoin the barren heathy districts that intervene
between these dales., In summer they range over those barren
heathy mountains without any attending shepherd; towards
winter they are brought mearer the inclosed lands...The ewes
are sold for breeding fat lambs, mostly into the eastern parts

of the couniy. The wethers are sold to be fattened on turnips."
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By this time the pressure upon the commons had réached

the point where stinting was being imposed, unless, of course, as
noted in Chapter 8, it was being imposed only as a 'fashion'. The
1803 Valuation provides the first evidenée of stinting in the Upper
Dale. Many of the tenants had both cattle and sheep stints (Appendix
5 Part 1)?4and in such cases, as has already been suggested, the
cattle would probably be brought into the“byres during the winter,
or onto the enclosed lands around the farm, while the sheep would
either be left on the commons, or brought down in times of very bad
weather. Bailey noted that in the Vale of Tees the hay was stacked
out in the fields during the winter, and the cattle foddered all
over the field dufing this time. 25 The imposition of stinting
perhaps indicates that the trend of more intensive stocking, noted
in the 17th century, had now reached the point where some sort of
restriction upon numbers was essential to prevent overgrazing and
2 diminution in qudality of the common pastures, which would have a
\eetrimental effect upon the stock. It is clear, therefore, that by
%his time the trend in the Upper Dale towards more intensive sitocking
was complete, and that the agricultural basis of the Dale's economy

was now firmly based upon the raising of sheep and cattle.

This same Valuation of 1803 also gives the value per acre
of each field, and the annual value of each farm, which enables
analysis of some of the contrasts between the five Townships making
up the Upper Dale. The clearest point which emerges from these figures
ig that land values definitely increased down dale, the effefl of
a milder climate, better ;oils, and longer growing season. For
instance, West Under Hurth, a sixty acre farm in Middle Forest was
valued at £25 per annum, in contrést to Reveland, a twenty-eight

26

acre farm in Newbiggin, which was valued at £39 per annum.
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By 1803, theréfore, one may imagihne jhe whole of the
Upper Dale as being under permanent grass, except for some arable
land lower down the Dale, but only in very small quantities. The
numbers of beasts kept by the farmers had increased considerably,
and limitations were now being @mposed upon the numbers which could
be put onto the various commons. Both sheep and cattle were bred:
sheep for sale to lowland farms either for fattening, or
for breeding 1ambs!_and cattlg for sale as calves into lowland
farms for fattening. PFarming, although probably already combined
with lead mining (Chapter 8), was now run on a commercial basis
with an eye to local markets, and the change from subsistence farming

which was well advanced in 1612 was by now complete.

Turning to the mid-19th century cross section, the most
marked change to occur between 1803 and 1847 was the considerable
extension of enclosed and improved land, which points to the
continued pressure for land, and indicates the extent to which the
former grazing lands could be improved, even at quite
considerable heights27. The detailed land use maps for Harwood,
.Middle Forest, BEttersgill and Newbiggin (Figures 28 and 29), show
clearly the distribution of arable land throughout the area, and
indicate once more the continued dominance of permanent grass in
differing proportions in each Township. In both Harwood and
Middle Forest meadow seems ito have dominated on the land along the
Becks where the soils were perhaps rather better and where a constant
supply of moisture was ensured. The Harwood map shows clearly how
the meadow gradually graded out into pasture on the lower slopes
of the fells, where the soils were probably thinner and poorer (Figure
28). The map of land values in this area in 1863 shows how the

highest values were to be found along the Beck, falling towards
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the outer limits of the township, the meadow generally coinéiding
with the better value land. Perhaps the clearest picture of land
use is seen in Ettersgill where the meadow emerges clearly as two
large blocks on the western side of the Beck, on the better soils
and more level land (Figure 29). The differing proportions of
meadow, pasture and arable are examined in more detail in the
following Chapter. PFigure 30 shows more clearly the gradual increase
downdale of arable land, although the ampunt of arable in all was
still very small. In Harwood and Middle Forest very few arable
crops indeed were grown. These were potatoes, with some turpips
and oats.. At present ocats are rarely grown above 700 feet a.s.l.,
and it is said that often oats grown in the High Dale in the niid~
19th century did not ripen because of the unsuitable climatic
conditions.28 The total area of arable in Harwood at this time
was a mere two acres, and the same area in Middle Forest. 1In
Ettersgill the same crops were grown, and there was one very large
area of arable to the west of the confluence of Ettersgill Beck
with the River Tees(Figure 29). The rotation practiced here was
meadow, potatoes, turnips and wheat, in differing order each year.
The total area of arable in Ettersgill was nine acres. In Newbiggin
far more arable crops were grown (Figure 29), showing the effecis
of a fall in altitude and climatic improvement, together with some
flat land along the banks of the Tees. The main crops were oats,
potatoes, turnips, wheat and barley, in varying rotations, and;the

29

total area of arable land here was fifty-three acres.

The extension of improved land between 1803 and 1847
must be linked with the imporitance of lead mining at this time.
Population increased steadily until the mid-19th century (Figure

4), as did the number of farms (Table 4), and the limit of
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improved land was gradually extended. The Land Utiligzation Survey

of 1941 noted that at the present time 1,100 feet a.s.l. is considered
to be marginal for the growth of hay%oand so the extension of

meadow land up to 2,000 feet a.sl. in Harwood%lmust have been risky

and speculative in the extreme. However, at the same time it obviously

Yielded the farmers some income additional to that which they

received from the lead mines.

Unfortunately the 1847-1864 farm books give no details
of the numbers of liwvestock kept on each farm, but only the numbers
of stints and sheep on most of the commons (Appendix 5, Parts 1,2 & 3).
What is apparent is the fact that the process of restriction on
the numbers of beasts to be put out on the commons was now almost
complete, the only commons remaining unstinted being Harwood Common,
Great Common and West Common.32 There w;s in fact a tendency to
give laﬁd in lieu of stints, notably on Ettersgill Pasture (Chapter
4), and also on Hurth Pasture (Figure 8)). For instance in 1863
William Tallentine of Hangingshaws Farm had 'g pgrt of Hurth Pasture

33 By this means the

enclosed' where he had formerly had one stint.
tenants concerned could either turn their land over to improved

pasture for cattle or keep it as rough pasture for sheep depending

on their needs. There seems also to have been an increased amount

of stall feeding of cattle during the winter at this time, a trend

noted and encouraged by Thomas Bell, who commented that "by this

method a great deal more stock can be fed on farms than by pasturing." 34,
Some of the farm improvements noted at this time were for new byres
(Table 7), possibly indicating the extension of this #rend, rather

than foddering the cattle out in the fields during the winter as

noted by Bailey (see above).
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Also to be noted at this time are a few plantations, which
appear to have been planted since 1803. There were four acres of
plantation in both Harwood and Middle Forest, forty-five acres in
Ettersgill and sixty-seven in Newbiggin.35These plantations were
possibly linked to the increasing need for wood in the lead mines,
and ako for maintaining the houses and other buildings on the

Estate.

So far, no mention has been made of land use in Middleton
since, as noted in Chapter 1 it was not possible to cover the
Farm Books for this Township. However the Tithe Map coverage of
Middleton would indicate that this area was now well established
under permanent grass, with some arable, probably rather more than
in Newbiggin.36Unfortunately there are no details of the stock kep®
in this part of the Dale, but one must assume that both cattle and
sheep were bred, as in the resi of the Dale, for sale to lowland

farms.

Mention should also be made of the extension of drainage
in the Upper Dale, which must have led to the improvement of many
waterlogged fields and facilitated the improvement of fields
recently taken in from the waste. Despite this there would still
probably be some problems of bad drainage, as there are today,
because of the heavy rainfall in the area. BExactly when the first
drainage schemes were undertaken in Upper Teesdale is impossible
to say, but it seems likely that the bulk of the drains were laid
in the early and mid-19th century. In 1856 Bell noted that a "large
amount of drainage [has been) effected throughout the county b&

37

which the average produce of all crops has been increased." There

are few details of large scale drainage schemes in the Upper Dale
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before the 20th century, apart from a map of drainage in Ettersgill
in 1866, which indicates that most of this Township had underdraining
by the mid-19th century.38 In the same area between 1879 and 1880
five farmers had their rents increased as interest on money expended

39Over the whole of the

on drainage, to a total amount of £12 14s 2d.
Upper Teesdale Estate during the same year £806 was added to rent
charges as interest on draining.4o The Teesdale Accounts of 1848
reveal that much draining was going on at this time. For instance
William Scott was paid £3 1lls 84 for laying a stone drain on Thomas
Collinson's farm 'Under Hearth'. Shortly afterwards he was paid

41

another £4 12s for laying pipe tiles on the same farm.

A general survey of land use in the Upper Dale from 1600
to 1900thus indicates that from the mid-17th century onwards the
area has been subject, eventually, to the same system of land use.
This was the maintenance of the land under permanent grass, linked
to the raising of livestock. The major trend in land use was the
gradual conversion of subsistence arable to grass, especially lower
dovn the Dale. Linked with this was the advent of more specialized
farming and more intensive stocking. This in turn led to increasing
pressure of stock upon the common lands, resulting eventually in
the imposition of stinting on all but a few of the commons. There
was a gradual extension and improvement of enclosed land, linked
very closely to the mid-19th century lead mining boom. The net
result of these changes was to produce a landscape described rather
colourfully by Francis Cockshott as one "...under the most improved
system of agriculture, teeming with every wariety of profuse

42

abundance."
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CHAPTER 6

FARM STUDIES: A HISTORY OF LAND USE

In the previous Chapter a survey was made of the general
history of land use throughout the Upper Dale from the 17th century
to the end of the 19th century. A survey was also made in Chapter
3 of the general history of the farms during the same period. To
throw more light on these subjects this Chapter will study certain
farms in detail and attempt to show how farming has developed since
the 17th century. Most of the sources from which this may be
reconstucted are deficient in some respects. For instance the
Jacobean Survey of 1612 1 gives full details of the land held by
tenants in the Upper Dale, but no details of their stock. Conversely,
the detailed Probate Inventories for the period 1600 - 17002give
full lists of the stock which tenants held, but no details of their
land. In only one case does it prove possible to combine an entry
in the Jacobean Survey with a Probate Inventory to give a complete
picture of a 17th century farm. Similarly, the main 18th century
source, the Valuation of 1803 3 provides details of stint rights
on the fells and land use, but no details of the numbers and types
of beasts the tenants owned. The same can be said of the 1847 =~ 1864

4

Farm Books.  However, despite their deficiencies these sources do
provide a good overall picture of land use and the farms of the

Upper Dale between 1600 and 1900.

To introduce the subject of the farm and land use in the
Upper Dale in the 17th century the following quotation, derived
from Joan Thirsk,is particularly suitable, since it summarises
admirably the state of the area at this time:

"The characteristic settlement was the hamlet or single farm.
The arable land was restricted to a few closes near the

farmsteadé, or, in larger settlements, lay in scattered parcels
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in ome or more fields which were commonable after harvest...
For winter fodder men set most store by their common pastures
and leys in the arable fields, and by their meadows which
frequently equalled or exceeded the acreage of the arable...
The highland farmers main business was the breeding of cattle,
which were sold as stores into more southerly counties, and

the keeping of sheep which were pastured on the hills and were
kept mainly for their wool...The ordinary ‘'statesman' could
make a living with 6 to 9 beasts, 2 horses, and 20 to 40 sheep,

while a few richer farmers could compete with any southerner." >

A typical farm of the lower part of the Dale (ie. the
Townships of Middleton and Newbiggin) was that of Roger Newbye of
the Powtree in Newbiggin, on the very banks of the River Tees. His

inventory, made on 2nd February 1619 lists the following s‘bock:6

two mares cceas £3 6s 84
five kine cscen £7 3s 4d
three stirks esesse £0 14s 44
sixteen ewes, one tuDees. . &4 Bs

seventeen cowes¥ cvece - 6ls 8d

No lambs and calves are noted in the inventory, and this is possibly
because lambing time for that particular year had not yet arrived,
and also because all the previous years’calves had already been sold
into lowland farms. One of the vital factors influencing the numbers
of livestock which could be kept was the provision of fodder during
fhe winter. Wé may perhaps imagine that Roger Newbye had some
parcels or sitrips of land in the subdivided fields near his farm
(Chapter 3), some of which were laid down to arable, and some to
meadow, the latter predominating over the former (Chapter 5). The
meadow would provide the all important fodder to help the beasts

through the winter, especially if the weather was bad, and the cattle

% The meaning of the terms listed here and in subsequent paragraphs
are explained in appendix 4.
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had to be confined to the byres. At this time Newbye had hay valued
at £2 still 1eft,7and this would have to last his cattle and perhaps
some of his sheep as well, until conditions were favourable enough
for them to be taken up onio the fells. One can imagine that after
a very long winter many of the cattle would emerge from the byres

in a very weakened condition. It is indeed possible that if there
was a lack of fodder for all the beasts some of them might have to
be slaughtered, and the beef salted down for household consumption.
For the rest of the year his sheep and cattle would be pastured on
the fells above the enclosed lands (assuming of course that he had

. the right of common there) while the grass and arable crops were
grown, in preparation for the following winter. He also had two
horses, which must have been used for transport and also for
ploughing his arable land in the open fields. At his death he'left
debts amounting to &7 14s 4d, his 'goods moveable and unmoveable!
being valued at £23 16s. 8 Study of the figures provided by the
Probate Inventories (Appendix 4 Part 1) would indicate that Roger
Newbye was fairly typical of farmers in the lower part of the Dale
at this time, having both sheep and cattle, although rather less
sheep than the average (Chapter 5). The value of his properiy,
aftef deducting his debts would indicate that he was amoﬂg the
poorer farmerscdf this area, although probably nomstheless secure,
since £16 2s 4d must have represented a considerable amounit of money

at that time.

I+t is instructive to turn to a farm in the same part of
the Dale which is entered in the Jacobean Survey of 1612, but which
has no Probate Inventory. A fairly typical example is John Allinson.
The Survey does not indicate exactly where he.lived, but the fact

that he held land in Newbiggin Field does, of course, indicate
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that he lived in the Township of Newbiggin. He held, by Letters
Patent, the tenement whereupon he lived, and had a house, stable
and barn, and the following amounts of land: J
A close of meadow containing 2 acres 2 roods.
A parcell of meadow lying in Newbiggin Field, cont. 8 acres
A parcell of arable land lying in the same place,
cont. %—roods
It is clear from this that his main concern must have been the
provision of hay for his cattle, and that only enough arable land
was kept to provide corn or rye for the personal consumption of
his family. He probably at one time held 211 his land in the
subdivided fields under arable, and relied upon the common pasture
to provide fodder for his stock. By turning this over 10 meadow he
was putiting his land under a more suitable crop for this particular
area, and was also helping himself to improve his stock and increase
his chances of making a good living out of farming. A Significant
fact in this respect is that he also held a close of land outside
the subdivided fields, which was laid down to meadow, obviously to
supplement the supply he z2lready held, which he could use as he
pleased. This would have been difficult in Newbiggin Field which
must have been subject to certain communal practices. 10 As Chambers
and Mingay point out: "Taking in of land from the waste...enabled
the open field farmer to carry a larger head of siock and so fo
enjoy an increased manure supply." 11 The Jacobean Survey shows
that many farmers had additional land in closes outside the sub-
divided fields, perhaps amly recently taken in from the waste, which

must have given additional security both in the short and long term.

John Allinson had the right of common (probably unsiinted)

on the fells in the Township of Newbiggin, and his beasts would

104



spend most of the year there.12 The caitle would be brought down to
the townfields, commonable after harvest, during the winter, when
the supply of hay, as already noted, would be crucial. The close
of meadow might be used during this time for pasturing the cattle,
and must also have been a very great advantage during lambing and

calving.

The only inventory which can be combined with an entry
in the Jacobean Survey is that of Guy Bainbrigge of Hendfellose
House in Harwood (Chapter 3) in 1620. The Survey reveals that he
held 693 acres of land, consisting of 619 acres of meadow and T4 of
pasture.13 The fact that he also held seventeen houses reveals that
much of this land was leased out to tenants (Chapter 3). Thus if
all his land was divided equally each farm would have some forty
acres of land, most of it meadow, with only a few acres of pasture.
It is more likely, however, that Bainbrigge's farm would have been
the largest and the others proportionately smaller. We may assume,

perhaps, that he held some sixty to seventy acres of meadow and ten

acres of pasture. The inventory of his stock runs as follows: 14

Three kine with calf, one quye with a calfe,

three kine to calf and two gelde kine £18 0s 64
Five younge stotts with one guye - £8 8s
Four stirkes 53s 44
Thirty three ewes, thirty late lambs, two to lamb

and one gelde at 95 a piece £13 s
Three tuppes and a weather 19s
Thirty three sheeve hogges at 5s 84 a piece £9 Ts
One bay bowsoned young meare £3 6s 84
One black paised meare £3 68 84
One young grey colt of 4 yeare &3
One bay colt £3
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Although the cattle were worth more than the sheep (g29
as opposed to £23);%he numbers of sheep involved, and the fact that
the prices of the sheep are given, but not those of the cattle,
makes it seem rather more likely that his main source of income lay
in the raising of shkep for sale to lowland farms for fattening.
The inclusion of 'hogges' makes this seem more likely, since a
hogge is a .young sheep between the age of weaning and first clipping,
which might possibly be being reared for sale the following year.
This inventory was made in April, and it is clear that lambing was
just coming to an end, as indicated by the entry of 'thirty late
lambs, two (ewes) to lamb'. 16 It seems probable, in view of the
fact that calves were 2lso being raised, that these were for sale
into lowland markets at a later date. Guy Bainbrigge had the right
of Qbommon.in the Forest of Teesdale'lznd it has already been noted
that the common lands here must have been very extensive at this
time. It seems most likely that, as noted in the previous two cases,
his sheep would remein on the commons for most of the year, while
the cattle woﬁld be brought down during the winter. The presence
of a small amount of paature is significant, indicating that some
of the cattle may have been kept there for part of the year rather
than on the fells. It would alsc be of use during calving and

lambing.

The total value of Guy Bainbrigge's inventory.amemnted to
£580 15s 10d, which at this time was a very considerable amount. It
is interesting to note that at death he was owed £133, while at the
same time he had debts amounting to £4OO,18 which indicates that he
was very far from being a mere peasant. As well as indicating clearly
the land use in the Forest of Teesdale in the early 17th century,

the entiies in the Jadobean Survey and Probate Inventory for Guy
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Bainbrigge show wvery clearly that stock farming for sale into lowland
farms and local markets was already well developed very high up the

Dale, despite the very unfavourable climatic conditions.

For the next picture of Upper Dale farms in any detail
@e have to turn to the information provided by the 1803 Valuation
of the Teesdale Esitate. 19 This gives details of the land which
the tenants held and als9 of the numbers of stints they held on the
Common Lands of the Dale. It does not, however, give any idea of
the exact numbers of stock kept by the farmers, and interpretation

of the data is somewhat limited by this fact.

A typical farm of the Forest of Teesdale in 1803 was
Cocklake, in Harwood (Figure 10). This farm consisted of forty-
one acres, divided into five fields, ranging in size from just owver

three acres to twenty-one acres as follows:

Land Use#* Acreage Val. per acre Ann. Val.
P Calf Garth 3 0 15 4/~ 13s
M Intake 3 2 17 20/64d £3 12s
M High Close 4 2 35 12/~ £2 16s 64
M Low Close 7 2 25 8/- £3 1s
i Fore Hill 21 3 33 4/ - £4 s 64
41 0 5 5:1; IOS

It is interesting to note from these figures that this farm had only
one small pasture field, all the rest being put down to meadow for
the production of winter fodder; This is possibly very much the

form that the tenant farms belonging to Guy Bainbrigge took, being
predominantly meadow, with only a little pasture (see above). It
“is clear from the figures above that this farm relied om its enclosed

lands for the production of hay, and kept its stock out on the commons

for most of the year. No cattle stints are mentioned for this

* P = Pasture ;M 5 Meadow
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particular farm, so any cattle it had must have been kept on the
unstinted commons of the Township (Chapter 7), being brought down to
the enclosed lands over the winter. The small pasture field was
probably used for the cattle at this time , and probably also for
the newly born calves, as its name implies. Cocklake Farm had the
right of fifity sheep gates on the Harwood Commons.21 Whether or not
this meant that the owner had only fifty sheep one cannot say, but
the lack of pasture would seem to confirm this, unless, of course,
some sheep were kept on the unstinted commons. Both the sheep and
cattle were probably bred for sale into lowland farms,22 although

the meat and milk must also have been consumed on the farm itself.

In contrast to this farm was one in Ettersgill which was
characterised by the sharing of certain fields. The farm was at

. . . . . 2
Dirt Pit (Figure 9), and was owned by Grace Bainbridge: 3

Land Use Acreage Val. per acre Ann. Val.

House and garth 0 3 24

M Dirt Pit Close 11 © 33/~ £3 10s 64

M Grace Lodge Close 4 0 2 20/~ £4

M Bainbridge's Pry 21 0 16 5/- | £5 5s 64

P % Dirt Pit Pasture 13 3 25 4/ - £2 15s 64
Part Great Out Field 0 1 24 4/- 1ls 6d
Part Out Pry 3 5/- 158

44 2 13 £17 8s

This farm had more meadow land than pasture, as did Cocklake Farm,

but it had considerably more pashime than many other farms in the
vicinity . It is interesting to note that the pasture land was in

Dirt Pit Pasture (Figure 9) which was shared with two other landholders.
She also had a share in two other fields (see above), but the use to
which they were put is not noted here. This farm had the right of
thirty-five sheep gates on Ettersgill Common and thirty sheep gates
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on the New Pasture; it also had five and five-sixths beasts gates

on the Common, and five begst gates on the New Pasture.24 This
indicates that there were at least sixty-five sheep and sixty-five
cattle on this particular farm. Whether or not this represented all
the beasts on the farm is difficult to say. The pasture land in
Dirt Pit Pasture may well have carried more cattle and sheep, or on
the other hand it might have been used during the winter when the
cattle were brought down from the Commons, where they would spend
the summer. The details given in the Valuation do not clarify this
at all. The land use on this farm indicates one of the main changes
between 1612 and 1803 which was the increase in enclosed pasture
throughout the entire Dale. In 1612 there were only thirty-fiwve

25

acres of enclosed pasture in the entire Township of Ettersgill,”and
it seems likely that most of this belonged to Brigge House, the main
farm (Chapter 3). With the increasing importance of stock farming
(Chapter 5) and the growing numbers of sheep and cattle in the

area, enclosed pasture would increase in extent, for a variety of
reasons: firstly to enable the farmer to Keep more stock, especially
when the amount of stock he could put out on the Commons was being
limited by stinting; secondly to help him. through the winter, by
providing more pasture land near the farm which would provide winter
grazing, and thirdly by providing land near the farmhouse for lambing
and calving, and also for finishing prior to sénding the beasts to

26

market.

In Chapter 5 it was noted that, in the lower part of the
Dale, there was an increasing itrend towards the tgrning over of
subsistence arable land to grass for the raising of stock. Study of
a farm in Newbiggin shows that this process was by now complete, and

also that most of the land there was now enclosed , as opposed to
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lying open as had been the case in 1612 (Chapter 4). Typical of
the recorded farms in Newbiggin at this time was that held by

Thomas Collinson, High B’.iddingcs:z7

Land Use Acreage Val. per acre Ann. val.
P High Ridding 4 A
18/- £6  6s
P Low Ridding 3
* 2 Rye Close 1 42/~ g2 2s
P Island 10 21/- £10 10s
M Long Bank 2 20/- FE2
A Lodge Bank 2 40/~ g1
M Little Bank 2 20 20/~ 12s 64
M Gabriel Garth 1 40/- £2
M Ainsley Field 3 21/~ £3 3s
25 0 20 £27 13s 64

There are some significant features about this farm which point out
the contrast beitween this part of the Dale and the Forest of Teesdale,
and also the contrast between this period and the early 17th century,
discussed earlier in this Chapter. The first immediate contrast is
that this farm had a small amount of arable land, totalling Jjust

over an acre, probably representing small closes of land near to the
farmhouse. This is typical of many of the other farms in Newbiggin
at this time, and is in contrast to farms higher up the Dale where
there was hardly any arable land at all.28 This indicates the effect
of the somewhat lowe? altitude and more favourable climate in
Newbiggin. A major contrast with the situation in 1612 is the
significant increase in enclosed pasture belonging to an individual
farm. In 1612 there was hardly any enclosed pasture recorded in
Newbiggin 29'beca.use there was abundant pasture available on.the
common lands where most of the beasts were kepte In addition to this,

in 1612 the townfields were almost ce%tainly commonable after harvest. 30

* A= Arable .
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With the gradual enclosure of the townfields (Chapter 4) and expansion
of enclosed land, the amount of available common land decreased, and
enclosed pasture became essential if the farmers were to maintain or
increase the numbers of their stock, especially when s tinting was
imposed. This farm is typical of the Newbiggin farms in 1803 in
having a small amount of pasture in contrast to 1612 when there was
norie. Another contrast with 1612 was that this farm, like the others
in Newbiggin, now held all its land in closes, as opposed to 1612
when much of the land lay open (Chapter 4). This enclosure was the
result of the turning over of arable lard to meadow, (Chapter 5),
which eventually led to the enclosure of the meadow land: "...farmers
are beginning to turn to other sources of profit and require enclosure
for that reason." (Gonner) 31 As well as being enclosed the land was
probably by now consolidated into one unit, in contrast to the "small,

32

intermingled, and inconvenient holdings of the open fields."

This particular farm had the right to forty-seven cattle

33

gates on the common pastures of Newbiggin. ~“However, no mention is
made of any sheep gates on this farm or any other in Newbiggin,
although many of the farmers must have had sheep. It is possible
that the commons here were not yet gated for sheep, and that the
farmers could put out as many as they liked: +the Valuation gives no
clues as to this. Thomas Collinson had both pasture and meadow land
available, so the wintering of his cattle would have presented-few
problems, although the small amount of his land laid to meadow might
suggest that winter fodder was not as plentiful as it could have been,
a criticism levelled by Alexahder Calvert against some of the Middle

Forest farms (Chapter 5). 34

The main changes in land use on the Upper Dale farms between
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1612 and 1803 as seen through these examples are thus as follows: firstly
the change in the areas around Middleton and Newbiggin from subsistence
arable production to grass for stock farming. This was accompanied by
enclosu;e and consolidation of holdings, which was very well advanced
by 1803; secondly an increase in enclosed pasture on the farms them-—
selves throughout the entire area, in response to an increasing
limitation upon the common lands, and indicating a need for the farms

to begome more self sufficient as far as pasture was concerned.
Comparison of the three examples cited in 1803 reveals many contrasts
between them, for instance an increasing amount of arable downdalé,

and also_an increase in land value, togethe?IWith the sharing of certain
fields, as in Eitersgill. However, the basis of.land use was now
Firmly fixed.upon permanent grass for the raising of sheep and cattle,

despite the many variations in management from farm to farm.

Study of the Upper Dale farms in the mid-191h century
reveals that little change'in the organization of the farms went on
between 1803 and 1847. It is, however, of interest to study farms in
Harwood, Middle Forest, Ettersgill: and Newbiggin, since they show very
clearly that although they all concentrated upon the raising of

stock, their organization could be completely different.

In Harwood a typical farm was Marches Gill, held by

Elizabeth Dixon (Figure 9), which consisted of the following land:>?
Lang Use Acreage Val. per acre(1865)

P 4 Pasture 9 2 2 6/-
P % Pasture 6§ 1 0O 5/~
P Calf Garth 0 2 2 12/_
M Carr Browside 4 3 0 10/_

House and garth 0 1 0 12/_

21 1 14
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This is the first farm to be studied which initially had more

pasture than meadow. However, ini 1852 the largest pasture field
(which was shared with two other tenants) was turned over to meadow,
perhaps because the other field under meadow could not provide

enough fodder for the head of stock which the farm carried. This
farm had no stints, probably because the beasts were kept on one of
the unstinted commons in Harwood (Chapter %).36 This suggests that
the enclosed pasture might only have been used during the winter

when the cattle were brought down onto it from the fells, but it is
equally possible that they were kept on the farm for the whole year
round. It is of interest to note that Elizabeth Dixon was the

widow of a lead miner, and that her two sons were both lead miners.
She had one daughter who was a 'scholar‘.37 In view of this it seems
most likely that the farm was merely an adjunct io lead mining, which
probably provided the main source of income for the family, especially
as thefe were no more male members of the family to help look after
the farm. One must assume that there were only a few stock to look
after, and that the two male members of the family were able to stay
on. the farm whenever the need arose, for instance at haymaking or

lambing time.

In complete contrast to this farm was one in: Middle Forest,

. Under Hurth Farm, held by John Steeley, a lead miner,38 which had the

following amounts of 1and:39
Land Use Acreage Val. per acre (1865)

M High Grounds 7 0 37 12/~

M Little Field 1 0 21 12/~

P Little Field 6 1 20 12/-

M Carr -d,i 2 28 15/-

P  Carr 01 1 -

M . Sill Riggs 7 2 35 10/-

Hou House, etc 0 0 14



This farm had only half an acre of pasture, and nineteen and three-
gquarters of an acre of meadow (see abome), which indicates that

no beasts could have been kept on the enclosed lands during the
summer while the grass was growing in the hay meadows. To compensate
for this John Steeley had four cattle stints on Hurth Pasture (Figure
8) and his cattle must have been kept there for most of the year,
being brought down to the farm during the worst days of winter.4o
Similarly, he had four sheep stints on Langdon Beck Pasture, where
they must have been kept for most of the year.41This farm obviously
concentrated very much more on: the production of hay for winier
fodder than did the previously mentioned farm (Marches Gili), and.
possibly survived the winter better in consequence, although of
course the number of stock which had to be fed by each farm was the
most significant factor, which ecannot be taken into account here
since the numbers are not known. It wgs noted above that John
Steeley was a lead miner, and he had no famil&, save for his wife.42
This suggests that this must have been a farm on which the production:
of livestock for market was only a secondary consideration: to lead
mining, although if he worked only for himsélf, and not for a

particular lead company, he would of course be able to spend as much

time as was necessary on: the farm.

Lastly, in contrast to these two farms in the Forest of

43

Teesdale, is one in Newbiggin: Gate Side Farm, held by John Gargett:
Land Use Acreage Val. per acre (1865)
P Owl Gill 2 3 11 12/~
P High Limekiln Field 2 2 3 10/~
P Lime Kiln Field 3 2 10 12/~
P Back Field Now Wm. Beadle's
M Home Field 2 2 16 40/~
R-.. Bell Pasture 1 2 30 40/=
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(continued)

M Butts & Owl Gill 2 3 17 -
M High Boveway 2 1 12 -
- Low Boveway 1 0 28 -
A Ryeclose Tillage 1 0 4 40/~
- House etc 0 0 30

21 O 1

" This farm contrasts strongly with the other two examples
in having almost equal amounis of meadow and pasture. The amount
of pasture, and the fact that no cattle stinis are mentioned must
indicate that the cattle were kept on the farm all the year round,
while the sheep were on the allottments held by John and George
Coatsworth, where John Gargett had three stints.44 He had a small
amount of land permanently under arable crops, again in contrast to
the other two.examples; +the main crops were oats, turnips, potatoes
and barley, in varying combinations and rotations each year, which
were probably mainly used for household consumption.45 This must
indicate the slight improvement in conditions for the growth of
arable crops with the fall in aliitude and perhaps better soils as

compared with the Forest of Teesdale.

It is unfortunate that none of.the farm books give any
details of the exact numbers of stocck on these farms, for it makes
interpretation of the land use data rather difficult, and assumptions
about the methods on the farms might well be completely wrong.
However, it -is probably correét to assume that the Upper Dale farms in
~ the mid-19th century, although of secondary importance io lead mining
were still of some imporitance in raising stock for sale to lowland
farms. Howevér difficult the information from the mid-19th century

farm books is to interpret, it shows very clearly that there was no
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one set pattern of land use adopted all over the area, but that farms
had completely differing proportions of meadow and pasture, depending
upon the nature of the area where the farm was situated, and they
used their stints to offset any deficiency in pasture, or shared large
pasture fields where this was necessary, as the three examples have
shown. The basic use of the land for permanent grass for livestock
remained very much the same, but the methods by which this was
achieved seem to have differed guite widely from farm to farm, depending
on the quality of land at the farm, the number of sitock it carried,
the number of stints it had, and so on. The fact that many of the
tenants of farms were lead miners (see above) must indicate that

in very many cases farming was merely a secondary occupation, merely

serving to supplement the income raised from lead mining.

The study of certain selected farms in Upper Teesdale from
1612 to 1847 serves to confirm, very clearly, that since 1612 the
area has been under very much the same system of management, and that
the farms have concentrated on the raising of stock for sale into
lowland farms. This is clear from the earliest sources in the 17th
century, although at this time there were still traces of subsistence
arable production in Middleton and Hewbiggin.46 Higher up the Dale it
seems likely that the land has always been under permanent grass since
its reclamation from the waste. One of the main trends throughout the.
Dale was the gradual increase in enclosed pasture (see above) in
response to the increasing pressure upon the commons, and the intro-
duction of stinting. It is also of importance to note that in the 19th
century, farming, especially higher up the Dale, became subservient to
lead mining, a trend which has been completely reversed in the present
century, with the decline and eventual disappearance of lead mining

from the area.

116



BIBLIOGRAPHY
l. P.R.0O., Survey of the Manors of Raby, Brancepeth and Barnard
Castle 1612, (On microfilm).
2. Pal & Dip., Various Probate Inventories of Middleton and the
Forest of Teesdale, 1600-1700.

3. S.E.0., (Box Store, Large Box: Teesdale Estate), A Particular

and Valuation of the Manor of Middleton in. the County
Palatine of Durham belonging to the Rt. Hon. William

Henry, .Earl of Darlington. September, 1803.

4. M.E.0., (Bookshelves of small map store), Field Book of the
Township of Harwood, 1847-1857, Field Book of the
Township of Forest and Frith, 1847-1857, Field Book of
the Township of Ettersgill 1847-1864, and Field Book of
the Township of Newbiggin, 1847-1857.

5. PFinberg, E.P.R., (Gen, Ed.), The Agrarian History of England and
Wales, (Cambridge: the University Press, 1967), Vol IV,
Joan Thirsk et al., pp. 21-22.

6. Pal & Dip., Probate Inventory, Roger Newbye/Powtree, Middleton im
Teesdale/ 1619.

7. Ibid.
8. Ibid.

9. P.R.0y, Survey, op. cit., John Allinson.
10. Tate, W.E., The English Village Community and the Enclosure
Movements, (London: Gollancz, 1967), p. 61l.

11, Chambers J.D, and G.E. Mingay., The Agricultural Revolution,
(London; Batsford, 1966), p. 9.

12. P.R.Oo, S-u.z‘vey, OE. Ci [
13. Ibid., Guy Bainbrigge.

14. Pal & Dip., Probate Inventory, Guy Bainbrigge/Middleton in Teesdale/
1620.

15. Ibid.

16. Ibid.

17. P.R.0., Survey, op. cite., Guy Bainbrigge

18. Pal & Dip.; Guy Bainbrigge Probate Inventory, op. cite

19. S.E.0., Valuation of 1803, op. cit.

20. 1Ibid, Harwood Farm Book.

21, Ibid.

22, Bailey, J., A General View of the Agriculture of the County of
Durham (London: Phillips, 1810), pp. 175—176.

23. S5.E.0., Valuation of 1803, op. cit., Ettersgill Farm Book.

117



24.
25.
26.

27.
28,
29.
30.
31.
32,
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.

Ibid.

P.R.0., Survey, op. cit.

Gonner, E.C.K., Common Land and Enclosure, (London: Frank C

& Co, 1966) pp. 29, 30, 36.
S.E.0., Valuation of 1803, op. cit., Newbiggin Farm Book.
Ibid., Harwood, Middle Forest and Ettersgill Farm Books.
P.R.0., Survey, op. cite
Tate, op. cit., p. 6l.
Gonner, ope. cit., p. 36.

Chambers & Mingay, op. cit.,-p. 20.

S.E.0. Valuation of 1803, op. cit., Newhiggin Farm Book.
Ibid., Middle Forest Farm Book.

M.E.O., Harwood Field Book, op. cit.

C.R.6.; 1851 Census Returns,(on microfilm).

Ibid.

M.E.0. Forest and Frith Farm Book, op. cite.

Ibid.

Ibid.

C.R.0. Census Returns, ops. cit..

M.E.O. Newbiggin Field EBook, op. cit.
Ibid.

Ibid.

P.R.0. Survey, oOp. cite.

118

&

sSS



CHAPTER', 7

THE COMMONS

"The history of Common rights ih Bngland may be viewed
as that of an increasing limitation of rights to a more sharply
defined class of user, and the gradual limitation of the fixeq
supply of land, according to local circumstances." (Hoskins) 1 The
commons of Upper Teesdale exemplify this state of affairs wvery ﬁell,
although they are perhaps something of an exceptional case, in that
the first record of stint rights on the fells does not appear until
1803.2 Exactly when stinting (the limitation of the number of beésts
which could be put onto a certain common by one person) began in
this area is not known, but it must have been after the early 17th
century when it is known that the fells were u_nstin'bed;3 this is in
contrast to the fells in Weardale which were stinted very much
earlier. The history of the Uppe£ Dale commons muet also be viewed
in the light of the fact that the utility of the moorland is largely
to be measured by its accessibility from the more sheltered and
better drained lands of the Dale;4 as enclosed land extended up the
Dale and onto the lower slopes of the fells, so moorland which might
formerly have been useless became useful as grazing land, and thus
was brought within the spliere of influence of the enclosed lands in

the Dale.

Unfortunately evidence about the Upper Dale commons is
not abundant. There are three major pieces of information: the
1612 Jacobean Survey, the 1803 Valuation, and the 1847-64 Farm Books
and maps. Most of the information provided by these three sources.
relatéd to stinting and to the wrextentcut of the commons. Other
varied sources help to fill in the picture somewhat, but It remains

rather sketchy at the present.
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The first records of common lands in the Upper Dale are
to be found in the 1612 Jacobean Survey of the area.5 This records
that of the thirty-seven landholders in Middleton and Newbiggin,
twenty—two had the right of 'Common sans stinte' (common without
stint) ie. the right to put out as many beasts as they pleased onto
the common lands of the Townships which lay beyond the enclosed lands.
Bight had '"common super mora' : the rightcf common on the moors
(mg;g), but with no mention of stinting; one had 'common sans stinte
super le fells': the right of unstinted common on the fells, and one
had 'common' with no further details., Whether or not these four
types of entry reflected any significant variation in graging rights
is difficult to say: it may well be that the right of 'unstinted
common' differed from the right of 'common on the moors', in that
the latter may have been stinted, although if $his had been the
case it would surely have been noted as such in the Survey. It is
quite possible that a change in terminology was made at the whim of
the clerk who wrote out the Survey, and that the terms are synonymous.
It is impossible at the present to say with any certainty. The
remaining five landholders had no right of common recorded against
their entry. The main conclusion to be drawn from this is that the
majority of farmers in the lower part of the Dale had the right of
common, which was for the most part unstinted. The situation was
much the same in the Forest of Teesdale: Thomas Bainbrigge of
Brigge House had the right of 'common sans stinte infra metas et
bound de Newbigginge': unsiinted common within the bounds of
Newbiggin, ie. the lands on the eastern side of Ettersgill Beck
which marks the boundary between Ettersgill and Newbiggin (FPigure 2).
Guy Bainbrigge of Hendfelloe House had 'common sans sinte super
Foresta': unstinted common in the Forest (whether this meant the

administrative area known as the Forest of Teesdale, or the wooded
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part of Upper Teesdale, is not made clear), and Thomas Bainbrigge

of Vallance Lodge had 'common' without any other details.6 Again,
whedther these terms reflected any variation in rights is impossible

to say. What is clear is that the commons were already well

integrated into thé farming practices of the Dale. Probate Inventories
reveal the considerable (and increasing) numbers of sheep and

cattle kept on farms throughout Upper_Teesdale,7 and the commons

must have been well used at this time. Sheep were probably kept on

the fells for most of the year, while cattle were summered there,

while the enclosed lands produced meadow for the winter fodder.

Indeed, without the fells the farmer could not hope 1o survive (Chapters

5 and 6).

It is a mistake, however, to view the commons only in
terms of their use as common grazing land. They were also capable
of improvement, especially on the lower slopes of the fells, and two
17th century Probate Inventories bear witness to this by including
'intaken land' in the valuations of the respective farms.8 In
addition to this the commons could also provide food in the shape
of birds and animals (grouse, partridge, black game, rabbits and
perhaps deer), fuel (many inventories mention' peat spades), stone
for building, fruits such as bilberries, and so on.9 The commons
must not be viewed merely as an abundant supply of grazing land,
although this was undoubtedly of major importance, but as a resource
of very much wider significance, which must at many times have been

vital to the farmers of the area.

The commong in 15612 must have been very much more extensive
. 0
than when they appear on the first map of the Dale in 17691_ because
of the increase in enclosed land at the expense of the commons
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between these itwo dates. It is impossible to pinpoint accurately
their complete extent at this time, since there is no map accompanying
the Survey, and as noted in Chapter 4 the enclosures cannot be
located with any certainty either. However, it is possible to gain
some soft of approzimation. As Figure 20 shows, it seems very likely
that common grazings completely surrounded the islands of enclosure
in the Forest of Teesdale. The years between 1612 and 1769 must

be viewed as a period during which the commons decreased in extent

as the result of piecemeal intaking around the edges of the islands
of ehclosed land, until, in the case of Middle Forest and Ettersgill,
the common land between the two Townships had completely vanished,

having been converted to improved meadow and pasture (Figure 20).

The Rent Book of the Barl of Darlington's Highland Estate,
between 1757 and 1758 records that six tenants held land in the
'Great Common'.ll'This must imply that encroachment onto the commons
was going on at this time, or that it had gone on fairly recently.
Comparing these tenants with those named in the 1769 Survey only
eleven years 1ater,12 it is possible to identify where some of these
encroachments were made. The land held by Thomas and William Toward
in 1757 is clearly represented in 1769 by the two farms called
Bowes Close, still each owned by these same two men, and which in
1769 still abutted directly onto the common (Figure 10). Similarly
the land held in 1757 by John Dowson and John Cusing can be
tentatively identified as the Great Pasture which also abutted onto
the common im 1769, and was owned by 'Cousin and Dowson'(John Cusing
of 1757 is clearly Cousin of 1769). The land held by Nathan Horn
in 1757 can perhaps be identified as that part of his farm in 1769

which lay on the south-western side of the Beck (Figure 10).
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Gréenﬁell's map of the Upper Dale in 1769 13 gives a clear
indication of the extent of the commons at this time (Figure 31), but
gives mo indication at all as to whether they were stinted. Perhaps
the most interesting and important features revealed by this particular
map are the newly made enclosures on Newbiggin Common, dating from
1764.14 The significance of this enclosure is that it highlights the
the potential of much of common land for improvement, and indicdates
the considerable amount of land which must'have been improved, and
therefore not available for common pasture; this was a trend which,
partially at least, must have led to the imposition of stinting.
However, although the extent of the enclosed lands was gt this time
incregsing at the expense of the commons, common. pastures s+till
completely surrounded the island of enclosure thét was Harwoode Grass
Hill and Sievy Hill Parms were also surrounded by common graéings
(Figures 8 and 10). On the other hand the common land between Middle
Forest and Ettersgill had been eafen away by gradual intaking, until
the enclosed lands of the two townships met (Figure 20). The total
acreage of the commons in the Forest of Teesdale (Back Common, West
Common, Harwood Common, Langdon Beck Common, Great Common, Langdon

Common and Ettersgill Common) was given by Greenwell as 13,103 aeres.15

The utility of these common lands was summed up by Grainger
in 1794 as follows: "The waste lands are situated mostly in the
western part of the country, and being of different qualities are
capable of various improvements; much may be converted ihio arable,
much into pasture, much into woodland; and even of the mosses, 1t
would be found that many might be drained, and the rest not left
unuseful for the production of peat."l6 In the same year Hutchinson
pointed out some other cualities of the same lands, implying perhaps

that they were also of use for hunting: "On each side of the river
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the moors abound in game, and the streams are everywhere filled

with trout: such are the compensations bountiful nature has yielded

17

for her less seemly countenance."

A Valuation of the Upper Dale made in 1803 by Alexander

Calvert is the first record of stint rights on the fells.,

18

The

number of sheep and cattle 'gates' (one gate probably representing

one animal, although this is not confirmed by the Valuation) is

noted, together with the common lands on which these privileges

were enjoyed, except for the case of Middleton where "the annual

value of common (is) included in the valuation without having regard

to the number of stints on the common."19 The actual number of gates

allotted to each persoh are listed in detail in Appendix 5 Part 1,

but the total figures for each common are as follows:

. - Table 15

Common Rights in the Upper Dale, 1803 20

Sheep gates

Cattle gates

Hewbiggin Common: - 1077
Ettersgill Common 466 77 5/6
Ettersgill New Pasture 398 56 2/6
Middle Forest & Langdon Commons 3137 -
Hurth Pasture - 24
Harwood Common 1533

The total extent of the commons, including Middleton

Common, was given as 22,176 acres

y @ reduction of some 3,000

acres on their area in 176922, but it seems likely that some of the

Harwood Commons were not yet stinted, and were therefore not noted

in the Valuation or included in this total.

the apparently sharp decrease in the area of the commons.

This would account for

However

some of the decrease must certainly have been in newly intaken land.

The valuer in 1803 also had certainh comments to make
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upon some of the stinted pastures (smaller areas of pasture, of some-
what better quality than the commons, but nevertﬂeless still let

off in stints, often for cattle as well as sheep): "The intended

new Pasture (in Ettersgill) when inclosed with a good fence will

be one of the best pastures in the High Dale, and will be worth
according to the number of gates as above 12/— per gate...the
intended pasture to be taken out of the south part of the common,
about 200 acres." Of Middle Forest and Harwood he said that "a regular
stinted pasture would be of material use to the tenantry in general...
not less than 400 acres of the lowest and best part of the common
eesls now inclosing initended to be kept for a stinted pasture, to

be let out in gates and will be worth from lO/— to 12/— per gate per

23

annum. "

After the enclosure of WNewbiggin Common in 1764, the next
main set of enclosures to be made upon one of the Upper Dale commons
was the enclosure by Act of Parliament of Middleton Common, in 1804.24
The common was divided into an Inner and Outer Pasture, the former
being enclosed and the latier unenclosed (Figure 13)., Stints on
ach were allotteq to the tenants "in proportion to the values at
which they were rated in the Poor Rate for the 'I‘ownship".25 Much
of the Innér Pasture must however have been turned over to improved
land, thus causing a further diminution of the reserves of common
land. The Earl of Darlington, as Lord of the Manor, claimed the
right of free warren, royalties of the common, mines, minerals and
guarries., In addition to this a large number of carriage roads were
set out, for instance roads running from Middleton to Eggleston,
Stanhope and Wolsingham in Weardale. Within Teesdale roads ran to

Newbiggin, Middleside, Coldberry mine and various quarries. In

addition to these, other foot roads were to be laid out, leading to
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the various alloiments on the Common. Some private 'carriage and
drift roads' were also allotied, iwo of them leading to the Duke

of Cleveland's allotments on the common, and another to Hope House

on the eastern side of the moor. A 'public waterihg place' was set
out on the Stanhope and Wolsingham road, and five public stone
guarries were allotted: these were to be used to provide sténe

to make the highways and other roads mentioned in thg Award, and also

for the general use of all the tenants on the common.

Referring amongst others to Middleton Common, Bailey
in 1810, said the following:"...a considerable portion is not
capable of improvement by the plough...the greater part of which [ie.
land which is capable of improvement) has undergone that operation
and continues in a regular system of cultivation. The whole is well
inclosed, énd sub—-divided into proper sized fields...Il knew a great
part of these commons in their native state, and think, that upon
an average the lands are at least ten times more valuable by

27

enclosure than they were in a state of common."

However, despite the ifact that Bailey considered that
most of the improveable land had already been improved, comparison
of the 1803 and 1847 Farm Books 28 reveals quite clearly that between
these two dates the taking in of land at the expense of the commons
still continued apace, notably in Harwood and Middle Forest (Figure
31). The mid-19th century Farm Books give the numbers of stints
allotted to each tenant but not the actual numbers of sheep oFf cattle
they owned. 1In some cases the actual numbers of sheep on the

commons were noted, but this was not always the case, as revealed

by the following table:

126



Table 16

Common Rights in the Upper Dale, 1847 29

L Stints Value Total
beasts
Newbiggin Common - 14/~ ea. 753 sheep
Bowlees Pasture 19 &1 ea. — cattle
Ettersgill Common 55 4/— ea. 554 sheep
New Pasture 54 15/— ea. — sheep
Hurth Pasture 21 14/— €a. 21 catitle
Langdon Beck Pasture 99 14/- ea. — sheep
Bowes Close Pasture 20 12/~ ea. -
Pasture 10 14/~ ea. -

In some of the Townships there was an interesting tendency

to give land in lieu of stints, as for instance in Ettersgill Pasture

(Chapter 4), and also in Hurth Pasture in Middle Forest.3o Thus the

tenants who were allotted land in this way could turn it owver

S

vO

improved pasture if they wished, or leave it as rough grazing land

depending on their needs.

Pasture from 236 acres in 1847 to 184 acres in 1858 (Table 12

This procesw reduced the area of Eittersgill

).31The

1848 Teesdale Account books indicate that some of the tenants were

not using their stints:

Common for which she had paid and not had the benefit of...15/—."

"Item Mary Parker, for stints on Hudeshope

32

It appears that the Back Common, Harwood Common and Westi Common, at

the head of the Dale (Figure 31) were unctinted at this time.

33

Certainly there is no mention. of any stinting on these commons in

the mid-19th century farm books.

It is interesting in this respect

to note Bell's comment that in 1856 "...the moors are not half

stocked."34 This perhaps implies that stinting had not been imposed

out of necessity as might otherwise have been assumed, because of

increasing pressure of stock upon the moorland, but perhaps merely

because it was a fashionable trend in farming at this time.

is & subject which would merit much further research.
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The nature of the commons at this time is revealed by

Cockshott, although it must be noted that he was talking mainly
about the moors at the very head of the Dale: "...a trackless waste
of heather, without any single mark of human habitation, not an inch
of grass...there is not even a mountain sheep to be seen." "...not

a field, not a wall - nothing but heather and bogs." "Not a house,

a tree nor enclosure of any kind interrupts the boundless was‘te."35
In a different vein he noted that "...hunting and shooting are the
favourite diversions of the miners, accompanied by their well

trained dogs for three or four days altogether.™ 36

The 1851 Census
Returns indicate that there were two gamekeepers in each of Harwood
and Middle Forest, testifying to the importance of game in this area

37

at this particular time.

Many of the moors were leased out by the landlord ( tke
Duke of Clevgland) to various people for shooting. PFor instance in
1898 he granted the lease for five years of Middle End, Hudeshope,
Pike Law and Ettersgill Moors tc one Thomas Clutterbuck of Stanmore
in Middlesex, at a rent of £1,200 per annum. This granted him the
"...s0le and exclusive right of shooeting and killing grouse, black
game and paritridges by himself and his friends." This was as long
as he would "...provide and employ at his own exXpense the requisite
number of Gamekeepers and watchers for preserving the game upon the
said lands, and keeping the said moors undisturbed and free from
vermin, And will not kill or desiroy for the time being on the
said moors more than a fair and proper proportion of the game.e.o.and
at all times during the said term keep up the head of game on the
said moors and will to the best of his poviers preserve the eggs and
young of game birds from being destroyed or injured and at the end

of the term hereby granted will leave a fair and duwe proportion.
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of game therein." In addition to this he was to "...judiciously

and in a workmanlike manner burn such guantities of hegther and ling
as may be considered necessary."38 The burning was, of course, to
encourage a new young growth of heather for the gfouse to eat,

since this is preferred to the old tough heather. In a similar
manner to that mentioned above, the rights of shooting over Widdybank,
Harwood and Langdon Commons, together with certain farms and

839 although in

plantations, were leased to Charles Hunter in 189
this particular lease nothing was said about the burning of the
heather, and there are no other references to the burning of heather

in the moors of the high part of the Dale.

The monthly accounts of keepers and shepherds in the
Upper Dale for August 1897 (Abpend}x 5 Part 4) 40 Leveals that many
of the shepherds spent a considerable amount of time during the
night "watching' the moors. This throws an interesting sidelight
on the farming techniques of the time, and probably represents a
practice still carried on today. The 'watching' is almosi certainly
linked with the establishment of 'hefts' or Yheughs', or the
'territory' of a certain flock of sheep. The sheep belonging to
each farm had their heugh on the common, where the lambs had grown
up with their mothers.4lThe watching at this time was perhaps
concerned with the establishment of new heughs, the shepherd making
sure that the sheep stayed within the right area, until they knew
their own heugh. This is a practice which is still carried on in
the Dale today, so that each farmer who has sheep on the common knaws

exactly where they should be. 42

The history of the commons of Upper Teesdee can therefore

be viewed broadly in terms of the gradual diminution of their area,
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the reduced availability of grazing land for a stable or increasing
number of beasts, leading in turn to the imposition of stinting.

There are perhaps some slight grounds for suspecting that stinting
was not imposed wholly out of necessity, but that it was a fashiondble

trend at the time, and was imposed for that reason.

The commons should not, however, be regarded as only a
vast reserve of land capable of improvement into meadow or pasture,
since, as noted above, they were also a reserve of fuel, stone for
houses walls and millstones, and game, which brought extra revenue
into the area when the shooting rights were leased out. However,
the main significance of the commons in terms of the Upper Dale as
a whole lay in their part in the farming practices of the area. The
farmers of the Dale were from the beginning of the 17th eentury, and
perhaps earlier, dependant upon the commons as grazing land for
their sheep, from which much of their revenue was derived. The
fell was as essential to the farmer as were the improved fields
which lay around his farmhouse. It thus forme@ a completely
integrated part of the Upper Dale farms. Without the common lands
the farmers could not have maintained the number of beasts that they
did. Egrly on in the period covered by this thesis the fells were .
also used for summer grazing for the cattle, until the increase in
enclosed pasture meant that most of them could be kept on the farm
throughout the year. The state of the commons was thus of great
importance to the farmer, since he relied upon them to provide good
grass for his cattle, and the quality of the grazing reflected in
the quality of the cattle. To this day the quality of the commons
is important as the quality of the enclosed lands, since they
directly affect the guality of the sheep and cattle grazing on them.

The common lands of the Upper Dale and their history are not to be
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viewed only in terms of a vaste expanse of waste land which had

some advantages and provided a few resources, but as a vital part

of the agricultural economy of the area.
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CHAPTER 8
LEAD

Teesdale forms a part of the Northern Pennine Crefield,
which comprises the mining districts of Alston Moor, Weardale,
Teesdale and Allendales. The major rocks of the area are the Yoredale
beds which consist of alternating limestones, sandstones and shales.
This group of rocks, which forms a major part of the Lower Carboniferous
series, dips easitwards and is overlain by younger Millstone Grit
facies, mainly on the eastern edge of the Orefield (Figure 4). 1In
the geological past igneous intrusions pervaded these rocks, and
associated with them was the development of mineral veins. The latter,
developed mainly in the Yoredales, are abundant on the northern side
of the Dale, where they frequently occur in clusters, which trend
mainly from east to west, or from north-east to south~west. However,
in the lower part of the Dale around Hudeshope and Eggleshope (Figure
32) most of the veins are developed in the Upper Limestone Group,
which lies above the Yoredales. TFinally in the Cow Green area the
oldest sequence of rocks, the Lower Limestone, lying below the
Yoredales, has also yielded mineral veins which have been exploited
by mining activity. The lithologies of the parent rocks have given
rise to varying productivity in mineral exploitation. The best
horizons are the sandstones and limestones which are higher than the
Oreat Limestone, which in this part of the Orefield contains very
few minerals. This is an exception to the general rule in the Ore-
field as a whole, where the Great Limestone tends to be the major
mineral bearing limestone. The Whin Sill yields few minerals of
economic value. Even in the mineral veins themselves there is a
rapid impoverishment with depth, eg. as in Hudeshope, where some
veins gave rise to large workings on higher ground, but at lower
altitudes were non-productive. The main methodsof mining which

exploited these veins were by means of adits or cross cuts, necessiiating

133



only a few shafts.l

In the context of this survey the major significance of
lead mining lies in its contribution to the hiétorical geography
of the Dale, rather than its own developmeni and history. Because
of this the main emphasis of this Chapter will be laid upon the
influence of lead mining upon land use and enclosure history in the
Upper Dale, although, of course, the general development of the

industry will also be noted.

Our knowledge of lead mining in Teesdale before the 18th
century is somewhat sketchy because of inadeguate documentation. It
is possible that the Romans worked lead here, but unlike such ore-
fields as those in Somerset or Derbyshire, there is no vepy positive
evidence that mihing was carried out. Evidence of medieval lead
working is mostly associated with 'bale hill' sites. These were
ancient "basins of stone where lead ore was smelted or run by the
force of the fuel heaped upon it, assisted by the wind, before a
mill or beliows were used."2 The bale hill was situated usually on
the brow of a hill, facing south-west or towards the prevailing
wind. An area a few feet in diameter was walled off, openings made
towards the wind, énd channels from the interior to a collecting
pool outside. A fire of wood or peat was made, and ore thrown
onto it. Molten lead trickKed out, into the gathering pool, to form
a rough pig of lead.3 In a survey made after the northern rising in
the reign of Eligzabeth I of the forfeited estates of the Earl of
Westmorland, who had supported the rising, under the account of
Eggleston it is found that "Sir CGeorge Bowes holds the easement of
a hill'ad plumbum suum triandum' " (for smelting his lead). This

4

hill was probably a bale hill site as described above.
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There is little evidence of extensive lead mining in
Upper Teesdale in the 17th century, apart from two major exceptions.
Firstly, the Flakebrig (Fleakbridge) mine in Eggleshope (Figure 32)
which was leased out in 1663, and was evidently of some importance
at this time. In 1670 the 'lead mynes of Eggleshope' were valued
at £6 per annum.5 Secondly, Grass Hill mine, which in a Survey in
1670 was valued at £20 per zg.nnum.6 In a Glebe Terrier of 1663 there
was a tithe to be paid to the Rector of Middleton of "a tenth part
of all lead at Grass Hill and Hawkside well washed."7 (Hawkside was
a mine lower down the Dale, to the north west of Middleton). These
two references must indicate that Grass Hill mine was of importance
by the mid-17th century. However, apart from refe;ences such as
these there is little more evidence about Teesdale lead mineg during
the 17th century, and certainly not enough to draw any inferences
about the state of the indusitry. All that can be said of this time
is fhat there were some lead mines established in the Dale, but hardly
anything is known of their state of organization or production. The
presence of mines so far up the Dale in the 17th century, howéver,
might well be a partial or even maijor cause of the extension of

farming into Harwood and Middle Forest at this time (Chapter 4).

The first-available map of the Teesdale lead mines was
made in 1732 by William Jones for Lord Barnard, to whom the mines
belonged.8 This map shows very clearly that at this time there were
very large numbers of lead mines in the area, extending from
Eggleshope right up the Dale to the very head of the Tees. The
mines were mainly high up on the sides of the valiey where most of
the richest mineral veins are to be found (Fi;g'ure 32). The main
groups of mines were in Harwood, Langdon Beck Head, Pikelaw, Hudshop

and Eggleshop, as the map clearly indicates. The three smelting
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mills were in Newbiggin, Middleton and Hudeshope Beck; This map
indicates that by this time the lead industry was clearly of
impeortance in Upper Teesdale. There were a large number of mines
throughout the entire length of the Dale, which must have employed
a certain proportion of the inhabitants, although how many is not
known. The close proximity of many of the hmines and farms, notably
Grass Hill strongly suggests that mining and farming were already
combined, but to what extent is impossible to say without detailed

information.

Further evidence of the growing importance of the lead
mining and processing indusitry at this time is provided by the
Duke of Cleveland's leadmill account for the year running from Lady
Day 1739 to Lady Day 1740.9 This account reveals that the main
producing mines were Pikelaw (c.818 tons), Redgroves (c. 179 tons),
Mannergill(95 tons), Langdon {(c. 76 tons), and Grass Hill (ec. 358 tons)
(2ll these amounts have been converted from 'bings', the conventional
unit of weight at this time. One bing is thought to have contained
about eight hundredwéights). Other mines, producing less than 40
tons each were Bayles, Eastrake, Hudeshope, Skeers, Stablegreen and
Wiregill. The total production from the mines listed in the account
was about 1,594 tons. Duty ore paid to the Duke of Cleveland, as
ownér of the mines was 1/5 of the total output, and thus amounted to
some 318 tons. This amount of duty was worth £1991 10s 6d. The
accounts are also very useful in indicating the state of organization
of the lead industry at this time. Fof instance, the leadmills used
coal, cinders, coal ashes and peat for fuel, all of which had to b?
acguired and carried to the mills. In addition to this, carriers
were employed to bring 'mill iron' from Newcastle, XKendall and Stocdkton.

Smiths, carpenters, masons and a millwright were employed to do
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repairs at the mill. Other people were employed to do such diverse
jobs as 'stacking peats etc.', 'labouring', 'watching peat mosses',
'piling lead' and 'carriage of bullion to London'. The account
reveals that after the lead had been smelted and refined at the mill,
most of it was transported to Stockton on Tees and sold there, while
a very small proportion was sold at the lead mill. As well as this,
10133 ounces of silver were produced from the lead, and sold to two
buyers for £295.1o (Appendix 6 Part l). The account would indicate
that the lead industry was well established in Upper Teesdale by
this time, and that a considerable number of the population were
employed iniit, either working in the mines, taking supplies to and
from the mines and mills., or working in the mills themselves. How
many of the employees were full time and how many part time,
combining this employment with farming, is not known, but it does
seem quite possible that as early as this many of the workers may
have been part time, and that the miner-farmer tradition of the

Upper Dale may already have begun.

A significant date in the history of lead tiining in
Upper Teesdale was 1745, when the London Lead Company first began
teking over mines in the area. In 1753 they took the leases of
certain Newbiggin mines for sixteen years, and began work on three
major centres of operation: Eggleshop, Hudeshopeand Pike Law (Figure
32). These areas remained their major centres of operation, and
were at the same time the main producing area in the whole of the
Upper Da.le.11 Az noted later in this Chapter, most of the other
mines were worked independantly by small groups of men, most of
whom had smallholdings in the Déle. The significance of the lead
industry in Teesdale in the mid-18th century is indicatéd by the

fact that in 1758 thiriteen lead miners from Derbyshire moved to
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Langdon. Beck in Middle Forest to work the lead mines thereabouts. 12

Greenwell's map of the Upper Dale in..176913 shows the
lead mines of the area in some detail, and indicates once more the
obvious importance and extent of the industry at this time (Figure 32).
By 1794 Hutchinson could report of the Forest of Teesdale that:

"The barrenest heights pour forth hidden treasures, being rich
in mines. In 1781 from the various mines in the district,
there was brought to be smelted 5617 bings of ore; four bings
and a half, upon an average, will produce & fother of lead
weighing 22 cwits. BEach fother yields ten ounces of silver;
and about three pounds per fother will win and manufacture the
pre and carry the lead to market. It sold that year for 17L a

fother...The vale is well peopled on account of the great

number of men employed in the mines."14

This again suggests that the tradition. of the miner keeping a farm
near to the mine where he worked must have been established by this
time. Enclosed land already stretched as far as 2,000 feet in
Harwood (Pigures 17 & 20), and it seems very likely that many of the
farms were created by lead miners to supplement their incomes. The
proximity of Grass Hill Parm (Figure 10) to Grass Hill lead mines
suggests that it may well have been created at this height, as near
aé possible to the mine, so that its owner could profit'both from
lead mining and farming., However, it seems that although the area
had great riches in the form of lead, prosperity fell somewhat during
the Napoleonic Wars: "The mines in Teesdale are at the present
rather unsuccessful, and the unsettled state of the times is much
against mine adventurers, as the sale of lead is generally very dull
during war, which prevents the mining business being pursued with
the usual vigour."(Grainger). He also noted that: "...the miners

15

take these farms at extravagent rents..."
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By 1800 important smelting experiments were being carried
out by the London Lead Company at Eggleston, comparing the efficiency
of vgrious methods of smelting lead. The result of these experiments
was that the single lead mill at Eggleston was triplicated, giving
rise to the High, Middle and Low Mills,16 in which "...the lead ore
needs no lifting, but descends from process to process until it is
brought out as lead at the lower part of the Mill." (Whellan)17 Soon
after this, Bailey, writing in 1810, reported that there were forty-
eight lead mines in Teesdale, as compared with forty in 1732 (Figure
32); of these forty-seven belonged to the Earl of Darlington, and
the remaining one (Fledkbridge in Eggleshope) to William Hutchinson
of Egglestori. BSix of the mines were leased out to the London Lead
Company, and the rest to various 'mining adventurers'. These were
small groups of men, usually also tenant farmers in the Dale, who
worked the mines as their main source of income (see below). Of
the mines in operation, only the following are said to have been
making a profit in 1810: HMarlebeck Head, Old.E%ke Law, High Langdon,
Grass Hill and Ashgill Head. The small number working to profit
may well have been related to the fgct that the country was still
involved in the Napoleonic Wars. All the lead mines paid a Duty
Ore to the proprietors of 1/5 of their total output. It was estimated
that four bings of clean lead ore would yield when refined twenty

cwts of lead.18

It is not until the middle years of the 19th century thait
a clear picture is available of the relationship beiween mining and
farming in the Upper Dale. A Grant Book of mines held by lease from
the Duke of Cleveland for the years 1833 to 1845 shows that many of
the mines in operation were being worked by small groups of men 19;

many of whom were almost certainly tenant farmers under the Duke of
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Cleveland, since their names arewnoted in the 1847 Parm Books as
holding small farms in the Forest of Teesdale.zo The 1851 Census
Returns confirm that many of the lead miners in Harwood, Middle
Forest and Ettersgill were also involved in farming, since they

can be found also in the 1847 FParm Books for these three areas.

In Ettersgill in 1851 there were 104 males, of whom 56 were lead
miners and 6 former lead miners. Only two householders were classed
as full time farmers. In Harwood at the same time there were 180
males, of whom 101 were lead miners and 3 lead smelters. Despite

the fact that many of the housholders named in the census also held
small farms from the Duke of Cleveland, only one of them was classed
as a farmer. A similar situation prevailed in Middle Forest: of

193 males, 79 were lead miners and 7 former miners. HMany of the
others were also involved in lead mining in some way.21 The Census
Returns are listed in full in Appendix 2, and these show clearly

the numbers of lead miners who also had farms. The exact rélgtion—
ship between mining and farming is difficult to ascertain. One must
assume that the farms were looked after by the wives and children

of the miners for most of the year when the main duties would be

the tending and milking of the cattle. Presumably at certain periods
of the year the miners would spend most of their time on the farms,
for instance during haymaking, when the grass would have to be cut
by hand, a process which must have involved the entire family, unless
of course, outside labour was brought in. Lambing and calving must
also have been a busy time for the farms, Otherwise,one must evisage
the farms which were held by lead miners as being worked largely by
their families, except when this was impossible. The fact that

most of the lead miners in the Forest of Teesdale were their own
masters implies that they could work in the mines when they wished,
and that if their presence was required on their farms there was
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nothing to stop them leaving theif work. The posession of a small
farm also ensured the miner some freedom from the periodic slﬁmps
in the lead market, since the sale of his stock must have provided
him with some assured income, however small. It is interesting in
this respect to note that lower down the Dale the London Lead
Company often provided their miners with smallholdings, which fell
into three categories: (1) a cottage with six acres of land and some
rough pasture, (2) a cottage with one acre of land, cowbyres and a
pig sty, and (3) a cottage with a garden plot of about one-sixth of
an a.cre.22 This would seem to indicate that it was customary for the
lead miner in the Upper Dale to have a farm, however small, on which

he could keep a few beasis.

The fact that many of the miners had smallholdings must
surely account for the extension in the amount of enclosed land in
the Forest of Teesdale between 1769 and 1848 (Figure 20). Large
tracts of land were enclosed on the edges of the fells (Chapter 4)
and in view of the largely hostile environment in this area it must
be assumed that much of this enclosure was carried out by "land

hungry lead miners" in order to extend the size of their farms.23

Many of the lead mines in: the higher part of the Dale
appear to have been worked by a few individuals who moved there
only in the summer months:

"They stay up here for about five months in the year, dig out

the lead ore, break it up with hammers...then wash it and then
carry it a short way to where there is a track for donkeys or
ponies to carry it on...They live near the High Force and during
the summer months come up hefe every Monday returning home on
the Saturday...At present the groovers (lead miners) engaged

by the London Lead Company are getting forty shillings per

month as subsist money, and settle it up once a year with the
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lead owners, receiving so much per cent upon each bing of
lead." (Cockshott)24

The probable reason for this seasonal working was the harshness of
the winter in the Upper Dale, especially in the higher parts, to
which Cockshott was referring. At this time of year working the
lead mines themselves must have been a difficult process, but even
more difficult would have been the transport of the lead ore from

the remote mines to the smelt mills.

The mid-19th century seems to have been the most
important period of lead production in Upper Teesdale, judging not
only from contemporéry accounts, but also by thé numbers of people
employed in mining at this time, as revealed by the 1851 Census
Returns and the population statistics for the whole of the 19th
century. These indicate that in Middleton, Newbiggin and the Forest
of Teesdale there was a steady rise in population towards the middle
of the century, and then a decline towards the end of the century
when lead mining is also known to have been in decline.25This is
shown very clearly on Figure 4. The significance of the industry
was summarized by Cockshott in 1848 who said that:u "What alone
renders NMiddleton and High Teesdale of importance to the country 2t

26

large is the immense production of valuable minerals."

The Teesdale Account Books for 184827 give gome indication
of the amounts of Duty Ore which the Duke of Cleveland was receiving
from the mines which he leased out in various paris of the Upper
Dale:

Table 17

Duty Ore rendered in 1848

Township Duty Rendered Val. per bing Potal wval
Middleton 4,954% bings 16/~ £396-8s
Newbiggin 63 bings 1/- £247-7s
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(continued)

Forest 108 bings 7/84d £703 2s 64
also
"High Skeers Mine 250 bings 16/— £200

Assuming that Duty Ore still amounted to 1/5 of the total production,
then the total production from the three townships must have been
as.follows: Middleton 24,772% bings (c.9,905 tons), Newbiggin 310
bings (c. 124 tons), and Forest 900 bings (c. 360 tons). Production
from High Skeers mine must have amounted to some 1,250 bings (c. 500
tons). Assuming that all the Teesdale mines are accounted for in
these totals, then the total production in 1848 must have been in

the region of 27,182 bings, or some 10,872 tons. 29

In 1856 the Duke of Cleveland still held mos# of the

Teesdale lead mines , with Timothy Hutchinson holding the remainder.
In the year ending October 1854 4,000 tons of lead were realised by
the London Lead Company mines. It seems possible that at this time
there was something of a decline in the industry, since Hutchinson
was now taking a reduced render of 1/8 of the ore as Duty, in order
to encourage productivity in his mines.30 After about 1860 a declire
set in in the mining indusiry both here and elsewhere, due partly
to falling prices caused by the importing of cheap foreign ore, and
partly to the working out of many veins, which prevented expansion
of the mines to compete with the imported ore. By 1882 the London.
Lead Company had found it unprofitable o maintain any longer their
mines in Alston Moor to the West of Teesdale, so they-surrendered
their leases there, and made Middleton their centre of operatioans,
remaining there until the last Teesdale mines closed in the early
20th century. Franciw Cockshott observed that: "They are here the
ruling powers, and too much praise cannot be accorded to any such

body of PTOPTiEtOTS-"Bl This last reference was to the attention:
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which the Company paid to the welfare of their workers, providing

schools, libraries, medical attention, insurance schemes and so on.%%
By the end of the 19th century the decline in lead mining

had resulted in greatly reduced production and mine closures: "The

life and growth of the lead mining industry here has greally fluctuated

and at present can hardly_be called flourishing, owing to the low

state of the lead markets.™ (Ir-!hella.n)34 In 1891 3,423 tons of lead

were produced , yi€lding 2,521 tons of lead when smelted and

refined. 19,317 ounces of silver were also produced. This output

came from eleven mines.ssBy 1905 only five mines were working, and

the output was 335 tons.36 Shortly after this all the mines were

closed down.

The history of lead mining itself in the Upper Dale may
thus be.seen as a steady growth, perhaps initiated as early as
Roman times, increasing in importance throughout the 17th and 18th
centuries, and reacéhing a peak in the mid-19th century. There was
then a very rapid decline due to falling world prices and decreasing
productivity, with the result that by the early years of the 20th
century all the lead mines were closed. The lead indusiry was
obviously of great importance to the Upper Dale, and in times of
rising prices must have brought great prosperity to the area. This
is perhaps best seen in the population statistics for the Dale.
Population rose during the 19th century, as lead mining reached its
peak, and as soon as it began to decline the population declined
also, reflecting the movement of people out of the Dale, and also
perhaps the lessened ability of the inhabitants to maintain large

families because of decreasing prosperity.
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The physical effects of mining were widespread, in
creating shafts, waste dumps, waggonways, reservoirs, flues and
chimneys, open cast workings or 'hushes' such as Coldberry Gutter,
the largest open cast lead working in the North of England. However,
although fairly extensive, these welics:of the lead industry do not
form any really significant part of the landscape: most of the
waste dumps have become completely grassed over, as have many of
the hushes, reservoirs have become an almost natural-looking part
of the landscape, while many of the ruined houses and 'shops' (miner's
dosshouses) have almost completely disappeared. In many cases the
only remaining evidence of former mining is on old maps, such as
the first edition of the Ordnance Survey, which clearly reveal the

degree to which industrial development took place in the Upper Dale.

The overall effect of lead mining on land use and enclosures
has undoubtedly been very great, and it has already been suggested
that, were it not for lead mining, especially in the 19th century,
enclosed land would not extend nearly so high up the Dale. It
seems probable that as early as the 17th century the miners combined
their work in the mines with farming, especially in view of the faci
that there was abundant land near the mines, or a little distance
from them in the sheltered lands of the Dale. There would probably
be a natural tendency for the miner/farmers to approximate their
activities as far as possible by getting fields from the moors as
near to the mines as was agriculturally feasible.37 This, for
instance, could explain the existence of a farm at Grass Hill as

early as 1663.38

It does appear very likely that if the Dale haéd
not had such great mineral wealih, then farming would not have

extended to such great heighte, especially in view of the relatively

harsh environment, notably in terms of climate (Chapter 1). The
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posession of z -smallholding would undoubtedly have helped the miner
to overcome the difficulties caused by a slump in the market for
lead, and was also of great use when lead finally declined, and

the lead mines were forced to close. It is clear from the statistics
shown in PFigure 4 that the population of the Upper Dale as a wuwhole
was closely linked with the fortunes of lead mining in the 19th
century, and thet a® soon as lead declined towards the end of the
century, the population alsc declined. However, the decline would
probably have been very much greater had many of the miners not had
a smallliolding ‘o fall back upon, and on which their children could
work if necessary. Quarrying has also become importani, producing
limestone for agriculture and for cement, and also whinstone (from
the Whin Sill) for roads.39This development has also helped to
maintain some of the population in +the area. To conclude, therefare,
it is probable that had lead mining not been so important in the
Upper Dale from the 1T7th century to the 19th century, especially in
the 19th century, then enclosed land would not extend so far up the
Dale as it does todey, and the entire historical geography of the

area might be quite different.
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CHAPTER 9
CONCLUSIONS

The hiétorical geography of Upper Teesdale since 1600
has clearly been extremely complex, very much more so than might
appear from a first visit to the area or a brief glance at any of
the relevant maps. There have been complex changes in enclosure
patterns, land use, land ownership, settlement and so on, as
described in the various chapters on these topics. Perhaps one
of the most important facts to emerge is that, as in other parts
of County Durham, there was an 'intimate and complex relationship
between agriculture, industry and population growth'.l Lead mining
and farming were closely -'related throughout the period covered
by this thesis, especially in the 19th century, and population.
was closely related to the fortunes of lead miiing. It is
significant that since lead mining ceased in the Upper Dale, the
population has declined? the position of the head dyke has
retreated down dale as former improved fields reverted to rough

3

grazing,” and the number of farm units has fallen, clearly seen
by the number of empty farmhouses throughout the Dale.4 The closure
of the lead mines has had a fundamental effect upon the geography

of the Dale, just as the great boom in lead mining in the 19th

century had an equally fundamental and opposite effect.

Summary

It is perhaps best to summarise the findings on the
historical geography of Upper Teesdale by listipg the main topics
under study and outlining the major results of work on each, which
should be of interest both to the botanists working in the area
and to the historical geographer.
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Firstly, the settlement and farms of the Upper Dale:
the broad outlines of settlement and its development since 1612
have been established. Maps of settlement patterns exist back
to 1769, although these are not always complete, while various
documents from the 17th century indicagte a few of the farms which
existed at this time. In addition to this, some tentative
conclusions are drawn about the form and origin of Middleton in
Teesdale, the main village of the Dale. Information about the
nature of the farm unit goes back to 1612 and the Jacobean Survey 2
although the first map of the farms dates from 17696. The increase
in the number of farm units can be clearly traced from 1758 onwards,
although less is known about the mechanism by which farms divided
and amalgamated. The Jacobean Survey provides a great deal of
important and interesting information on the types of land holding
in the Dale in 1612, especially in the Forest of Teesdale. It is
also possible 1o draw some conclusions about the aciual form of
houses and farms in the area between 1600 and 1900, although there

is not much information specifically on this subject.

Secondly, enclosure patterns: the Jacobean Survey once
more provides much useful information on enclosures in 1612, showing
up the distinct contrast between enclosures around Middleton and
Newbiggin, and the Forest of Teesdale. The first map of enclosures
was made in 17697, and a subsequent map of 18478 enables us to
see how much intaking went on between these two dates, as well as
the considerable changes in enclosure patterns beiween the two dates.
It thus proves possible to assess the length of time land has been
improved, especially since 1769, and, to a lesser extent, since 1612
and before. Detailed work on Ettersgill reveals a complex of
mediaeval enclosure banks, and clear signs of advance and retreat
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of the head dyke.

Thirdly, land use: a great deal of information on land
use in the 17th century is available from the Jacobean Survey and

9

Probate Invemtories”, revealing the fact that there was a definite
Change—over from subsistence arable farming to stock farming in the
17th ;entury, and an increase in the numbers of stock lkept on the
‘various farms in the Dale. The details from these two sources
clearly reveal that.the complex inter-relationship between fisld
and fell was already well developed. Detailed land use maps are
available for the mid-19th century, but the usefulness of these

is limited by'the absence of much information about the number:z and
types of beasts which were kept. The history of the commons can

be traced in outline, including their gradual reduction in area

and the imposition of stinting, as well as their use for other
purposes such s hunting and shooting. However, the information on
land use is not really substantial enough at present to talk in terms
of management practice. More detailed studies of various farms at
certain poinis in time reveal significant differences between uniis
basically practicing the same type of land use, but a great deal

more source material is needed to expand this subjecty eswnecially

for the 18th and 19th centuries.

Lastly, lead mining: the outline history of lead mining
in Upper Teesdale is fgirly well documented, and this study has been
more concerned with the relationship between lead mining and the
other féctors already examined: settlement, enclosure patterns am
land use. It seems fairly clear that the increase in mining has
affected all three substantially, contributing to the increase in

the numbers of houses and farms, the subdivision of farm mnits, the
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extension of the head dyke to considerable heights up the Dale, and
the improvement of much land which otherwise might have lain waste.
The decline in mining in the late 19th century has resulted in the
reversal 'of all these trends, and clearly reveals the importance of
mining in the historical geography of the area. The complex
relationship between mining and farming as noted in this study is

also of great interest.

Further Research

This thesis claims to be nothing but an outline study, axd
it poses as many questions as it answers. It should be useful in
encouraging further research into more detailed aspects of the
subject, and also in encouraging an active search for additional
documentary evidence. It is perhaps of use to list here under the
four main topics mentioned in the previous section, some of the

lines of further research which might be undertaken.

Settlement and the farms: a detailed chronology of farm
appearance between 1600 and 1900, and the relationship of farms to
each other, in terms of inheritance, division and amalgamation of
units and so on. The development of Middleton in Teesdale would
also repay investigation. The different types of land holding in
the 17th century are of interest, especially the three 'sub-manors’

in the IPorest of Teesdale.

Enclosure patterns: the chronclogy of enclosure of the
open fields in Middleton and Newbiggin, and the relationship of
this to land use changes. The chronology of intaking between 1612
and 1769. Fluctuations in the head dyke are worthy of much more

detailed study, as are the complex of enclosure banks in Ettersgill.
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In addition to these topics there is the important problem of the

change in enclosure patterns between 1803 and 1847.

Land Use: the critical 17th century changes need examining
further, since, as already noted, they must reflect the end of
subsistence farming and the production of grass in a suitable
environment, implying the integration of upland and lowland in a
modern sense, the uplands supplying store beasts for the lowlaﬂds.
Further detailed analysis and mapping of the data provided by the
Probate Inventories would be invaluable. A great deal more information:
is needed on the 18th century land use in general, and also on
management practices throughout the period, since information on
this subject is very thin at present. Work could also be done on
the history of the commons, especially on stinting, and the numbers

of beasts on the various commons at different +times.

Lastly, lead mining: it has been noted that lead mining
must have affected each of the three topics already mentioned, but
a great deal more work could be done on these relationships. The
relationship between lead mining and population. is most important
as it in turn affects the increase in settlement and farm numbers.
However, perhaps the most important is the relationship beiween
lead mining and farming, which would undoubtedly repay a great deal
of research, since this has undoubtedly affected management practices,

land use and the extension of the head dyke to considerable heights.

These are only a few of the possible topics for further
research in Upper Teesdale, but they are perhaps some of the most
important, and it is quite possible that many would help to throw
more light upon the botanical history of the area, in showing how

153



"man has affected the environment and the vegetation. This study

whi.ch

only provides a framework within{questions can be answered amd

posed, and it is hoped that it will stimulate a more active search

for additional documentary ewvidence.

2.4

3.

5-
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APPENDIX 1

The Jacobean Survey, 1612
Newbiggin| Bowleys | Scalbank Scarlett ﬁhst Middle , Enclosed
Field Field Field Field |Field Side Parcels | Parcels | Closes Other details
Name HCBOG| G B| A M |-A ¥ |4 W A m [A M A M M P M P M P
John Allinson 1 - 1'5 - 01/ 50100 Common on the fells. LP.
Robert Allinson |1 -1 -] - - -6 0 70 Common. LP.
Edmond Race 1 -1-f - = 11 30 Common. LP.
Chris., Bainbrigge{l -1 -] - - 40110 Common. LP. Held tenement 'Scalba
Henry Rownthwaite|— - 3 - - = - 20 LP.
Cuthbert Race l === - = 5.1 -
John Parkinson l1-22-|01 - 4 0100 12 - Common. LP. 2a. arable in a close.
Laurence Race 1 -1- * 2160 Common. LP,
John Allinson 1-18| - -]013%80 22 - Common. LP.
Guy Bainbridge l - == - == 12 12 - Common. LP.
Cuthbert Allinson|l -1 -| -~ = [ 20 ? 8 g g - Common. LP.
Jacob Peake 1 -1- - - 12 - - 10 - 2 2 - Commen. LP.Enclosed parcel in
Newbiggin Field

Anthony Garstail |1 =1 -|20 - |12100 11 - Common. LP.
John Allinson 1-1-}20 - (50100 10 0 Common. LP.
Leonard Gibson 1 -185{01% - 42 80 Common. LP.
John Bainbrigge |1 -1S| - - 22 32 Common.
John Bainbrigge (1 -1S5|01 - 32 60 Common. LP.
Cuthbert Allinson|l = = =-| = - [ 22 60 Common. LP.
Robert Allinson |1 -18| - =~ |22 70 Common. LP.
George Bainbrigge|l - 1 S| * -~ 20 60 Common. LP.
John Newbie -1l = - - 30 Common. LP.
John Londesdale (1 ~-1-[20 - |50 80 ' Common. LP.
Those Baimbrigge [1 =1 -(2 0 = 10100 20 - Common on the moors. LP.

: Close in Newbiggin Field
Roger Bainbrigge 1 -1 -|{013 - | 60200 Common on the moors. LP.
Jacob Allenson |- -=~-| - - | - 50 Common on the moors. LP.
John Wilson 1-1-]0 1~ (10 30 42 - Common on the moors. LP.
+ For abbraviations seae page 159
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Middle
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Parcels

ﬁhcldgéd.

Parcels

Closes

Other Details

Name

A M

A M

A M

A M

A M

M P

M P

M P

L

Thomas Hobson
George Bainbrigge
William Raine
Roger Bainbrigge
Thomas Bainbrigge
Richard Johnson
Peter Bainbrigge
Jane Sowerby
Cuthbert Nattriss

Thomas Bainbrigge

Radulph Nattriss

Roger Bainbrigge

Thomas Bainbrigge

Guy Bainbrigge

Thomas Bainbrigge

14 z

17

18

13B|0

1 -1

328-|

[ T v < B 2]

6 25
2B

3 35
2B

0

2

40 70
02 32

2

-50

30

)

NN RFEW\O O

MOMNMNOOOOO
!

400 0

619 0 74 O

502 0 6 0

(@] e)}

10

5
L5

W
O OO0 .
1

40 0O
6 0

Cottage & house in Middleton
called 'the Smithie'. LP.
Common on the moors. LP,
in Middleton.
Common on the moors.
in Middleton.

Tenement

Tenement

Both of Brigge House. LP.

Common on the moors. Tenement

in Middleton.

Common on the moors. Tenement
in Middleton. LP.

Common. The parcel of land was
in two closes. LP.

Unstinted common on the fells.
LP, Held a 'capital messuage
called 'Powell' in the demaines
of Newbiggin'. Also 'a parcel in
Middleton called the Parke and
Lickworth' and 'a parcel of waste
called the Powes'. Held a 5 acre
parcel of arable land.

Common. LP.

Common. LP. One granary called !the
kilne'., One water grain mill.

One house and garth in Middleton,
and belonging to this capital
messuage, 3 closes of meadow, and
another called the Parke, containing

26 acres. Friar House
Common in the bounds of Newbiggin.

LP. One garden, belonging to the
house, Brigge House, in. the
eastern part of the PForest of
Teesdale.

Common in the Porest. LP. O
garden, belonging to the house,
Hendfelloe House, in the Middle
part of the Forest of Teesdale.

Common. LP. One granary, called
the kilne. The house called
Vallance Lodge, in the south
part of the Forest of Teesdale.
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NOTES

The preceding tables are based upon the 1612 Jacobean Survey.
Limitations upon time and space have meant that not every detail
noted in the surwey could be included here, and only what was
considered to be of direct relevance to this study has been incliuded,
the main information being, of course, on land use. The amount of
land which each man held is noted, whether i# was in the open fields,
or in closes and so on. Other relevant information has been included
in the column entitled 'Other Details', such as rights of common,
certain details on the location of land etc. Amounts of land are
given, as in.the original, in acres and roods, ie.an entry of 51

means five acres and one roode.

Abbreviations,
H = House
c = Cottage
B = Barn
0 = Other - S = Stable B = Ox-stall (Bovil) C = Dovecote.
G = Garth
B = Backside (the difference between these two is not explained)
* = the amount of land not specified.
A = Arable
M = Meadow
LP = Land held by Letters Patent
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1) Ettersgill

APPENDIX 2

The 1851 Census Returns

Name of house Head of family Occupation Other Occupations Females Occupations Acreage of farm

) males (where applicable) (where applicable) (where applicabl:
Baptist Chapel House Geo. Tallentine Lead miner 1 {Tailor (lodger in house) 1 - -
High Force Inn Thomas Scott Innkeeper 2 {1 scholar 3 1 servant, 1 scholar 4 0 14
Brigg House John Swinbank Farmer of 200 acres 3 - 3 - 105 2 33
Durpit John Thompson Lead miner 1 1 scholar 2 - 19 2 19
Durpit Henry Bainbridge Former lead miner 3 1 lead miner, 1 scholar, 1 blacksmiith 2 - 22 0 26
Durpit William Toward Stone mason 3 {1 mason's apprentice 5 3 scholars 4 2 26
Durpit William Lowes Labourer on highway 1 - 1 - -
Durpit John Bainbridge Lead miner 1 . - 1 - 32 3 11
Ash Dub John Bainbridge Former lead miner 2 2 lead miners 4 - 38 2 21
Birch Tree John Parmely Former lead miner 2 2 wallers 1 1 servant 28 3 29
Birch Rigg Joseph Nixon Lead miner 2 1 lead miner 6 1 scholar 16 2 10
Birch Bush William Bell Lead miner - _ - 6 1 servant 28 3 17
Outberry Bat William Anderson Lead miner 4 4 lead miners 6 1 scholar -
Outberry Bat John Garget Lead miner 3 2 lead miners 3 2 scholars 31 5
Bank Top William Brumwell Lead miner 6 3 lead miners, 2 scholars 5 1 dress maker - 22 18 :
Bank Top Elizabeth Brumwell Widow 1 1l lead miner-grocer 2 - -
Bank Top Sarah Anderson Widow 4 3 lead miners 2 1l servant 37T 3 25
Bank Top Jane Beadle Widow T 4 lead miners, 1 scholar 3 - 21 2 37
Bank Top Elizabeth Tarn Hidow of lead miner 6 3 lead miners, 1 former minef, 2 scholarsl - 34 0 19
Low Beck Hegd John Hutchinson Former lead miner 1 1 lead miner 3 1l servant 21 O 5
Low Beck Head Hannah Bell Widow of lead miner 1 1l lead miner 1 1 servant 15 0 30
Low Beck Head John Hutchinson Lead miner 1 - 3 - -
Low Beck Head Thomas Brumwell Lead miner 3 3 lead miners 1 - -
Low Beck Head William Tarn Lead miner 2 1l lead miner, 1 labourer 1 - 14 2 36
Low Beck Head John Beadle Lead miner 3 - 2 - -
Low Beck Head Margaret Anderson Widow of lead miner 2 2-lead miners, 2 - 9 0 5
Low Beck Head Matthew Anderson Lead miner 5 3 lead miners, 2 scholars 1 - 3.7 37
High Beck Head Mary Hutchinson Pasture farmer 3 2 lead miners 2 - 223 2 10
Woolpitts Hill Tim Tarn Former lead miner 3 3 leaq miners 3 - 100 0 31
Walker Hill Jane Scott Widow 1 - 2 2 scholars -
Walker Hill Frances.Scott Widow of lead miner 5 3 lead miners 4 2 scholars 65 2 16
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2) Middle Forest

Name of house Head of family Occupation Other Occupations Females Occupations Acreag of farm
males (where applicable) (where applicable) |(where applicable

Iorcegarth Ann Robinson Widow 5 3 lead miners, 1 former miner 1l scholar 324 0 33
T'orcegarth West House Robert:Ruiter Gamekeeper 2 1 scholar - 12 1 24
Forcegarth End Elizabeth Walton Widow of lead miner| 1 1 slate pencil worker - - 18 3 37
Hill Iind Henry Robinson Worker at lead mime| 2 2 washers at lead mines 3 - 25 2 23
Watgarth Thomas Allinson Lead miner 5 3 lead miners, 1 former miner 3 - 79 2 19
Moss Henry Bainbrig Lead miner 6 4 lead miners 3 - 17 1 17
English Hill Ann Tallentine Widow of lead miner| 2 1 lead miner 3 1 scholar 42 2 26
Knot Hill Nancy Walton Widow of lead miner| 5 3 lead miners, 1 shepherd 4 - 2 3 5
Knot Hill Isaac Walton Lead miner 2 1 lead miner 1 - 25 0 T
New House John Walton Lead miner 3 2 lead miners 4 1 dress maker 19 1 33
New House Matthew Walton Lead miner 1 - 2 -

Parsonage John Lowe Parson 1 oL - 4 2 scholars 8 3 27
Parsonage John Bainbridge Lead miner 1 - 2 - -
Railton Hall Mary Scott Widow of lead miner| 1l SRR - 1 - 19 20
Hunt Hall Thomas Bell Lead miner 4 1l lead miner 3 1l scholar 51 0 11
Hunt Hall John Bell Mason 4 1 lead miner 3 - -
Sarehill John Teward Lead miner 4 3 lead miners 5 - 65 1 14
Whey Syke Jacob. Scott Lead miner - - 1 - 98 1 32
Whey Syke Margaret Scott Widow of lead miner| 4 3 lead miners, 1 labourer 1 - -
Widdy Bank George Gibson Farmer 4 '[2 lead miners, 1 labourer 4 - 1546 1 15
Sevy Hill Jane Redfearn Widow of lead miner|?2 1 labourer 1 - .60 3 23
Intack Isaac Tarn Mason 5 1 lead miner, 1 mason 5 - 24 1 9
Langdon Beck Foot William Scott Lead miner 1 - 2 - 17 0 7
Langdon Beck Edward Garget. Lead miner 4 3 lead miners 2 - 11 3 28
Langdon Beck Sarah Tallentine Widow of lead miner|l 1 lead miner - - 26 3 38
Langdon Beck Jonothan Barker Inn Keeper 5 1 cart drivef, 1 labourer 1 - 12 2 12
01d Folds Joseph Bainbridge Lead miner 1 4 lead miners 5 - 22 3 29
Valence Lodge Peter Garget Lead miner 3 - 5 =

Valence Lodge Emerson Currah Hind 3 2 scholars, 1 ironstone worker 3 - 4158 2 3
Kirkhouse Polds Thomas Tarn Former lead miner 3 1 lead miner 5 - 59 3 24
Under Hurth John Staley Lead miner - - 1 - 21 1 36
Under Hurth Mary Walton Wiidow of lead miner|l 1 iead miner 2 - 18 3 38
Under Hurth John Collinson Former lead miner 1 4 lead miners, 1 apprentibe shoe maker] 4 - 29 1 20
Hagg Pot Thomas Beadle Former lead miner 2 2 lead miners 3 - 46 0 31
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Middle PForest continued.

Name of house Head of family Occupation Other ’ Occupations Females Occupations Acreage of
males (where applicable) (where applicable) farm
loor Riggs Mary Walton Widow of lead miner 1 1 lead miner - - 8 3 30
Moor Riggs Jane Horn Widow of lead miner 5 1 lead miner 4 - 25 0 26
Moor Riggs Jane Lee Widow 1 - 1 - -
Moor Riggs Thomas Bell Lead miner 1 - 4 - T 1 2
HMoor Riggs Levi Tarn Slate-pencil worker 1 - 1 = -
Thompson House William Beadle Lead miner ] 1 lead miner 5 - -
Moor Riggs Hannah Redfearn Hidow 4 3 lead miners 2 - 16 23
Cocklake Thomas Yalton Lead miner 1 - 2 - 19 0 1
Cocklake Margared Walton Widow of lead miner 2 2 lead miners 2 - -
Dale Charles Dowson Game waitcher 5 2 lead mlners 3 - T 0 0:
Dale Robert Allinson Lead miner 1 - 3 - 15 28?
Dale Peter Lee Former lead miner 2 1 lead miner, 1 labourer 1 - -
Dale William Tallentine Lead miner - : - 2 - -
Bail Hill Mary Tallentine Widow 5 3 lead miners 1 - 10 2 39
Hangingshaws William Tallentine Lead miner 3 3 lead miners 5 - 2 3
Hangingshaws Jos. Ireland Former lead miner 4 P2 lead miners, 1 blacksmith 7 - 51 3 9
Hangingshaws Jacoeb Tallentine Lead miner 4 1 lead miner 2 - 20 1 35
Under Hurth Ralph Hutchinson Lead miner 1 - 1 - -
Under Hurth Frances talton - 1 1 labourer - - -
Lane Side Thomas Allinson Lead miner 3 1l lead miner 1 - 10 3 17
Gillet Thomas Allinson Waller 1 1 labourer 1 1 scholar 11 0. 31
Banks William Dowson Lead miner - - 1 - -
Banks tilliam Allinson Grocer 3 - 6 - 5 2 37

162




3) Harwood

Other

Name of house Head of family Occupation Occupations Females Occupations Acreage of fari
males (where applicable) (where applicable) (where applicab]

Grass Hill John Anderson Lead miner 5 3 lead miners, 2 scholar 3 1 servant - 54 1 5
Grass Hill John Anderson Jnr.| Lead miner 4 2 lead miners, 1 scholar 3 - -
Manor Gill John Rumney Lead miner - - 2 - 22 2 10
Manor Gill John Rumney Lead miner 2 1 lead miner 6 - 170 39
Manor Gill John Rumney Lead miner 3 1 lead miner 4 1 servant -
Ashgill Head George Watson Lead miner 6 4 lead miners, 2 scholars 5 - 35 3 38
Seldom Seen Joseph Race Lead miner 3 2 lead miners, 1 spholar - - 13 2 8
Mount Pleasant John Emerson Lead miner 3 - 1 - 13 1 8
Mount Pleasant John Emerson Lead miner 2 2 lead miners 3 - -
Dale Head William Bayles Sheep farmer 1 - 5 - 164 1 18
Dale Head William Tallentine| Lead miner - - 1 - -
Frog Hall Elizabeth Rumney Widow 4 1 lead miner 2 - -
Frog Hall Joseph Horn Lead miner 2 - 4 2 scholars

Frog Hall George Horn Lead miner 1 - A 1 servant 312 34
Herdship John Walton Lead miner 1 - 1 1 servant -
Herdship John HWalton Lead miner 1 - 1 - -
Herdship Thomas Walton Lead miner - - 2 - 41 0 39
Herdship. Thomas Walton Lead miner = - 2 - 15 3 5
Water Meetings Ann Vipond Widow of lead miner 3 1l lead miner, 2 scholars 1 - -
Water Meetings William Hunt Lead miner 2 - 2 - 43 1 20
Clover Yard John Hunt Lead miner 1 1 lead miner 1 - 32 3 12
Clover Yard John wﬁtson Lead miner 3 1l lead miner, 2 scholars 2 scholar -
Willy Hall John Tallentine Former lead miner 1 1 lead miner 3 - 39 1 37
Stoney Hill John Watson Lead miner 2 - 2 servant -
Stoney Coom Thomas Heward Former lead miner 2 2 lead miners - - 97 1 10
Stoney Coom David Dowson Lead miner 2 1 scholar 3 scholar -
Stoney Coom Frances Heward Widow of lead miner 3 - 2 - 10 1 12
Midge rHolmm John Watson Lead miner 3 1 lead miner 5 - 92 0 2
Rowantree Foot Joseph Cousin Lead miner 2 1 lead miner, 1 mason 4 - 108 3 15
Rowantree Foot George Dowson Lead miner 1l 1 lead miner 1 scholar 35 1 8
Marsh Gill Flizabeth Dixon Widow 2 2 lead miners 1 scholar 21 1 14
Marsh Gill Jeremiah Dowson Lead miner 2 1 lead miner 4 servants 24 2 20
Marsh Gill William Toward Lead miner - - 2 - 22 1 19
Marsh Gill Jonothan Raisbeck | Lead miner 3 2 lead miners 2 scholar 31 2 9
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Harwood continued.

|

Name of house Head of family Occupation Dther Occupations Females Occupations Acreage of
nales (where applicable) (where applicable) farm

Lane Side Matthew Dowson Lead miner 1 1 scholar - - 47 2 25
Force Foot Thomas James Lead smelter 3 2 lead smelters 3 - 3T 3 4
The Row Jeremiah Hutchinson Lead smelter 5 3 lead miners. 3 - 15 1 0
Pleasant Hill William Anderson Lead miner 1 1 lead miners 3 1 scholar, 1 servant | 18 0 37
Pleasant Hill Josiah Robinson Lead miner 3 - 1 -
Hill Top Jacob Heward Iron miner 1 Gamekeeper 3 -
Hill Top John Currah Gamekeeper 2 2 lead miners 2 1 scholar 33 2 22
Rough Rigg Foot John Dowson Lead miner 3 2 lead miners 2 1 scholar 21 3 3
Rough Rigg Head Matthew Cousin Lead miner 5 2 lead miners 3 - -
Rigeg Side Benjamin Jones Schoolmaster - - - - -
Rigg Side George Heward Lead miner 3 3 lead miners . 2 - 43 2 1
Rigg Side Ann Watson Widow of lead mimr| 1 I lead miner 3 - 52 . 3 22
Stoney Hill John Dowson Lead miner 2 L scholar 2 - 41 2 15
Binks Thomas Dowson Lead miner 3 2 lead miners 4 - 16 1 0
Unthank Rachel Robinson Vidow of lead miner 3 1 lead miner 3 - 28 3
Unthank Isaac Dowson Former-lead miner | - - 1 - 28 1 35
Peghorn Jacob Tallentine Lead miner 6 3 lead miners 3 1 scholar 65 1 34
Green Hills Ann Dowson Viidow 2 2 lead miners 1 1 scholar -
Green Hills Thomas Cousin Lead miner 1 - 4 - 36 0 4
Redwing_ William Robinson Lead miner - - 1 - -
Redwing George Garget Lead miner 1 1 lead miner 5 2 scholars 18 1 13
Bast House Tim, Collinson Lead miner 3 - 4 - 22 1 28
Bowes Close Josiah Dowson Lead miner 4 4 lead miners 3 - -
Bowes Close William Toward Forme?f lead miner | 1 1 lead miner 1 - 30 2 35
Bowes Close Elizabeth Cousin Widow 1 - - - -
Bowes Close Ann Cousin - 2 - 2 - 18 0 5
West House George Toward Former lead miner 1 l. lead miner 3 - 38 8
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APPENDIX 3
Part 1.
A rentall of the Lordships of Barnard Castle and Raby énd of all
other lands and tenements within the same Lordships belonging to
the Rt Hon Henry Vane the controller of his majesties household,
wherein is put downe as well the auncient yearly rent payable to
his majestie as also all increase rents and rents by demesne
payable to the said Mr Henry Vane by the severall fenan%é as here-

after may particularly appear in this booke 5th March 1641

Middleton and Newbiggin. Ann rent £41 - 8 - 8d

ann rent increase rent
Christopher Parkin O-u- 9
Rebecca Wright 0-15- 2 3- 6- 9
Johm Wilson 0- 9- 6
Peter Bainbrigg 0- 4~ 0
John Gibson 0-1-0
Idem 0- 2-0
[2] Johnson 0- 2- 6 0- 2- 6
Raife Johnson 0- 2- 6 0= 2- 6
Will'm Raine 0- 4~ 0
Christofer Bainbrigg 0- 8- 0
George Sobeil .. 0- 8- 4 0= 8- 4
Thomas Allanson 0- 0~ 6
Henry Bainbrigg 0- 0~ 4
Cuthbert Bainbrigg 1- 0-0 1- 0-0
Gid. Bainbrigg & John
Bainbrigg 0-11- 6 0-11- 6
Cuthbert Race 0= 5-0
John Gibson 0-10- O
Anthony Bainbrigg 0-13- 4
William Bainbrigg 0- 6- 8
William Bainbrigg 0- 5- 0 0- 5- 0
Cuthbert Race 0- 5-0 0- 5-0
Arthur Bainbrigg 0- 8-0
Roger Bainbrigg 0- 8- 0
Edward Romthaite 0- 2- 0 0- 6- 8
John Parkinson & John
Natriss 0-13- 0
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ann rent increase rent

Christofer Allanson 0-13- 0
William Raine 0-13- 0
John Allanson of East
End 0- 8- 0 0-12- 0
John Newby 0- 3-0 0- 3~ 0
Anthony Gastell 0-13- 0
John Allanson 0-13- 0
Roger Allanson 0-13- 6 0-10- 0
George Allanson senior 0- 4-0
George Allanson junior 0- 4-0
Cuthbert Allanson 0- 6-0
Anthony Teasdaill 0- 5-0
Raife Peacke & Peter _
Bainbrigg 0- 4- 0
George Bainbrigg T=14- 0 2- 6- 0
Arthur Bainbrigg 1-14- 0 6- 0- 0O
Mr Wharton 7-17- 0 4- 6- 0
Idem for Powell House 1-19- 6 1-10- O
ffre rents there 3= 1= 17
Tempests lands 0- 4~ 4
The guild lands in
Barnard Castle 0-4-0
Maynard's lands l1- 5- 8
Rutter's lands 0- 4- 0
Lands late in poss of
Lord Scroope 0= 2= 2
Henry Maddison 0- 0- 6
Leonard Allanson 0- 0- 4
Well House 0- 2-4
Henry Bainbrigg 0- 0- 6
Thomas Marsh 0- 1- 6
Chr Preston 0- 6- 8
John Race 0- 2- 4
Anthony Teasdaill 0~ 0- 6
Bowes Lands O0- 4- 0O
Ann rent 41-15-3
Inc rent 22-15-8
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Part 2.

The yearly value of all the lands of County Palatine of Durham as
they were returned by the Assesors (upon oath) upon the subsidy Act
of 12d[é]upon the neare yearly value of all lands, mines, Allam works,
Parkes, Chases, Warrens, Woods, Underwoods, Coppins, fishings, Tithes,
Tolls and all other yearly profits and hereditam'ts of what value

soever. 1670, .

Midleton in Teasdale Parish

Newbiggin Yearly value
Mr Cuth. Bainbridge 6- 0~ 0
Geo Race 2- 0-0
Tho. Parkin 3-0-0
Jo. Allenson 2- 0- 0
Jo. Nattieress 4- 0- 0
Rob. Teasdaile 3-0-0
Wm Hunter 3-0-0
Mr Arthur Bainbridge 3-0-0
Chrt. Parkin junr. 2= 0~ 0O
Lancelot Coatsworth - 0-0
Jo Lynd 2- 0~ 0
The rents under Lady Vane 24— 0- 0
Midleton
Wm. Lynd junr., Michael Dent & other

rents to Sir Geo. Vane 5- 0- 0
Roger Bainbridge 4- 0- O
Mr[?] Bowes. 8- 0- 0
Tho. Myers 3-0-0
Jo. Robinson 2- 0-0
Rich Johnson 2- 0- 0
Jo. Johnson 2- 0-0
Tho. Lynd 2- 0- 0
Mr Cuth. Bainbridge 2- 0- 0
¥m. & Cuth. Lynd 3- 0-0
Roger Gibson junr l- 0- 0
Wm. Lynd 1- 0- 0
Henry Kiplin 1-0-0
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Yearly value

Cuth Allenson 1- 0- 0
Michael Dent 2- 0-0
Lady Vane's tenants ' 4- 0- O
Wme Lynd junr 1-0- 0
Wm, Tinkler & other freeholders 10- 0- 0
Mr Tim. Tully of rectory _ 38- 0- 0

FPorest in Teasdaile

The rents under Mr W. Bowes 3-0-0
The rents under ye Lady ffrancis Vane 5 0- 0
Jo. Robinson 3-0-0
Jon Robson with rest of tenants 13-0-0
Mr Arthur Bainbridge in ye ffrith of ye

high forest 5- 0= 0
The lead mines at Grass Groves 20- 0- 0
Egleston
Chrs Sandeson Esq 110- 0~ O
Mr [?) Bowes 2- 0- 0
M; Jo. Dopson 1-0-0
Charles Kipling l1-0-0
Wm. Harrison 1-0-0
Jo. Addison 1-0-0
Wme Addison 1- 0~ 0
Chrt Pinchney 1- 0- 0
The Lead mynes of Egleshope 6- 0- 0
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Part 3.

Rent book of the Right Hon. Barl of Darlington Highland Estate from

Lady Day 1757 to Lady Day 1758.

Middleton 1 year rents to LD 1758

Collinson Joseph
Sherlock Mark
Lind John

Elliot Robert
March Thomas
Bainbrigg Thos.
Kellar Matt

Mark Sherlock
Richardson Charles
Sherlock John
Walton William

Newbiggin 1 do.
Eggleston George
Allison Tho. Eastend
"  Tho. Smith
Elliot John
Allison Cuthbert
Ainsley George
" Ja. Widow
Bainbrigg John Madge
Bainbrigg "  Lang
Coatsworth William
Do Scarlett Field
Gibson Leonard
Jackson Elianor
Nattrass Mary
Race John
Rohinson Robert
Do Jane Allison Farm
Gibson John

Watson Elizabeth

£10
4-10
8-15
8
17
0- 8-
0- 4~

W
1
o
|
© O O O ©

12
4-10-0

30

1- 10
16~ 2~ 6
5- 10-02

2=10- 0
12

0-15- 0

3-10- 0
136-15- 0
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Ettersgill Do.
Allison John
Bainbrigg John
Bayles John
Gargat Robert
Gargat Bdward
Lowes William
Parmerley Henry
Raine Isaac

Do part of Tim Tarn's farm
Temple Thos.
Brumwell Geo.
Tarn Timothy
Hutchinson Hall
Bedall John

Middle Forest
Atkinson William
Bedall John
Horn Peter
"  Nathan
Hutchinson Robert
Ireland John
Tallantine Mary
Raisbeck Thos.
Robinson John
Tarn Thomas
Urwins Tho. Yolock Holm
Watson John
Watson Wm.
" Tho. Stoney Coom
Ireland Jonathan

Winter John

South Forest
Allison Margt
" William

Bainbrigg Tim

33- 0-

2-10- 0
2-10- 0
1-15- 0

5-10-
13

4- o-

S I O M~ O

5- 5= 0

12
10-17-
10-17-

25

7-10~-

4- 5-

122-15~
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Bainbrigg James

Lee Arthur

Colling John

Scott John

Robson Wary

Teward John

Wilkinson Mary

Walton John Widdy Bank
Walton John Moss
Halton Ann

Great Common 1 Do.
Cusing John }
Dowson "

Race Nathan

Horn Nathan
Toward Thos.

" William

Free rents 1 year &£3- 6- 4%
Total £576-10-10%
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8-12- 6

3-10- 0

7-10- 0
14- 0- O
2-10- 0

9=15- 0
118- 7=~ 6

8- 0-0

0-10- 0
2— 0- 0
7-19- 0

7=10- 0
25-10- 0




Part 4.
A particular and Valuation of the Manor of Middleton in Teesdale in

the County Palatine of Durham belonging to the Rt. Hon. William
Henry, Earl of Darlington. Taken in September, 1803 by Alex”. Calvert,

Richmond.

Middleton. Abstract

No. acres.* Ann. Val.
Alderson & Brunskill 13-2-30 £28-16- 0
Ralph March 9-0-30 22-15- 9
Charles & John Richardson 26-0-19 21— 2- 0
Mr Parkin Gill House 10-0-~ 2 12- 7- 6
Geo Walton " 10-3-36 - 15-17- 0
Mark Sherlock 11-0- 4 ) 17-18- 0
Joseph Thompson 0-3=-32 ‘M\V 1- 0- 0
William Watson Middle Side. 22-0~- 5 23-12- 0
Tho. Collinson 8-0- 0 8- 0-0

126-2-32 161-18- 3

The annual value of common included in valuation without having
regard 1o the number of stints in the common.
No valuatiom for any buildings in any part of estate because of such

bad repair.

Newbiggin Abstract

James Ainsley 36-2-36 22~ 6- 6
John Allinson 18-2- 0 16- 8- 9
Widow " 6-2- 0 12-10- 0
John Barnes T-0- 0 12-19- 0
John Bainbridge 311-2- 0 53-18- 6
John Beadle 11-0- 0 6-16- 0
Leonard Gibson 28-0-20 39- 2- 0
Jn & Robt Coatsworth 88-2- 0 132- 1- 6
Robert Forster 10-3-20 14-13- 0
Lord Darlington 236-2- 0 135~ 7- 6
Robert Gibson 7=3= 0 7-18- 6
Thomas Nixon 5-2- 0 T= T7- 0
William Robinson 4-1-20 5=12- 0

* These figures represent acres, roods and poles respectively.
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hbwﬁiggin.Abstract (continued)

Joseph Raine 2=2-20 £5-15- 0
Margaret Spence 23-0- 8 33- 4- 6
Thos. Spence 6=1-20 12—~ 2- 6
John Thompson 4-2- 0O 6-18- 0
Isaac Watson 12-0-32 19-12- 0
William Bedale 88-0-20 31~ 0- 0O
Thos. Collinson 25=0-20 27-13~ 6
Mrs Lee 3=0- 0 3—- 0= 0
937- 3~-16 606- 6~ 3
Allots. stinted in gates 480-0~ 18 58— 2- 0
Thos., Bedale. Lord Vane 4-1- 0O 3=17- 6
Margt. Spence. " " 35-0- 0 16-16- 0
1457-0-34 685~ 1- 9

Ettersgill Abstract
Grace Bainbridge 44-2-13 17- 8- 0
Thomas Allinson 18-3- 1 T-13- 0
William Anderson 35-0-26 10-11- 6
Edward Gargate 33-2-34 18-13- 6
William Lowes 146-2- 6 71-12~ 0
Skew Holmn [no name given] 62-1-24 18-10- 6
Philis Bromley 34-3-25 13- 8- 3
Henry Palmerly 34-1-20 19-13- 0
Christopher Bell 25-2=25 10-15-~ 9
Mark Tarn 29-0-30 14-10- 0
Tim Tarn 43-3-16 18-17- 3
Ann Temple 28-2-31 12-14~ 6
Matt" Anderson 282~ 4 10~ 4~ 6
William Tarn 31-1-17 13- 5= 3
John Hutchinson 183-0- 8 48- 3~ 9
780-0~13 305-19- 9

The intended stinted pasture to be taken out of the south part of
the Common about 200 acres. £40 value.
Total enclosed land 980-3- 0. &£345-18-3d.

Remainder of Ettersgill Common 800 acres.
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Middle. Forest

Joseph Bedale 42-0-29
Jacob Tallentine 41-3-22
Thos. Ireland 23-0- 9
Thos. Walton 47-0-25
Jonathan Ireland 23-3~-36
Tim Tarn 60-1-12
Horn & Fairless 40-3-14
John Huichinson 2204-0-37
Jacob Gargate 17-0- 3
Isaac Walton 1329-0-20
Wme. Allinson 41-0-21
Thos. Anderson 27-2-18
John Allinson 42-0-16
Thos. Walton 58-3-25
John Teward 54-0-10
Jacob Scott ' 98~3-29
Thos Lee 58-0=29
Widow Watson 17-1- 1
Widow Tallentine 15-3-28".
John Bainbridge 10=-1-17
Widow Gibson 12-0-20
Thos. Allinson 37-0-33
Widow Allinson 48-1-24
Henry Robinson 409-3-13
Henry Robson 32-2~11
4794-1-22

Part Middle Forest Common

now inclosing for stinted

pasture. 410-0- 0
Remd. of Middle Forest &

Harwood Commons 8100-0- 0O

13304~1-22

* No value given.
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Harwood Dale
Thos. Horn
Wm. Toward
John Allinson
Matt. Winter
James Cousin
John Dowson
John Watson
n "
Joseph Robirson
Widow Anderson
Chas. Dowson
Guy Cousin
John Hunt
John Horn
John Vipond
Thos. Watson
Jos. Horn's Exors
n n "
Anthony Lee
Jon. Heward
T & J Watson
Widow Raisbeck
Toward & Dixon
Jacob Watson
Richard Oliver
Geo. Carpenter
Matt". Cousin
John Winter
John Sanders
‘Geo. Race
Ann Romney
John Nixon
Wme Holder
Those Tallentine

Those. Cousin

23-1-16
99-2- 3
55-0-16
44-3-13
94-1- 0
71-2-20
43-3=35
53-1-18
9-2-10
13-0-34
12-0-31
41-1- 3
17-1- 5
20-1-25
31-3-31
33-3-37
15-0- 3
41-0- 5
33-2- T

54=2-23";

76-1-23
27-2— 1
32-2- 9
7-2-21
51-0- 9
8§-3-21
8-2-17
72-0-15
2-0- 0
20-0- 0
20-0- 0
67-1- O
51-3— 0
15-0- 0

29-0- 0
1299~-3-15
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25— 1-
16-10-
15- 8-
24-17-
23~14-
23-10-
13- 4-
T- 1-
6- 6-—
8-11-
10- 1-
T-17-
8- 7-
12— 3-
10- 0O-
6-16—-
14~10-
11- 6-
18- 2-
20~ 8-
10-12~
14-14-
4~ 8-
13-13-
T- 2-
7-16-
20-18-
0-10-
3- 4-
6- 0-
20-15-
15-12-
6= 2~
11-14~ 0
437-19- 0
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Part

Rent abstracts for the Teesdale Estate.

5

are for half a year only, as recorded in the original rent books.

In all cases the rents given

Middleton | Newbiggin Ettersgill | M/Forest Harwood
Year| & s d| *| & s df| *| & s df ¥| & s d| ¥ &£ s d| ¥
1860 [290-18-0 {32 ]433- 6- 9|52 [151~18~ 1 |25]423-15- 0|47|257-11- 2|45
1861 {290-18-0 (32 {433~ 6~ 9|52 |151-18- 1 [25|423-15~ 0|47|257-11- 2|45
1862 (325=18-0 |37 {433~ 6- 9|52 {151-18- 1 |25}427- 5= 0[47|258= T- 5|46
1863 [326~{.8-0 [37|435- 6= 9|52 |153-18~ 1 |25/431~12~ 6|47|258-18~ 5|46
1864 (330~ 6-9 |38 |436~- 1~ 9 |51 |155~-10- T [25|432~ 5~ 6 [47|261~ 8= 546
1865 (331-11-9 (39439~ 1~ 9|52 |158- O~ T (26436~ 4~ 0[48{263~ 6~ 546
1866 (331-15-9 |40 |438~- 2~ 9|53 {158~ 9- 7 [25|436- 4~ 0{48|263- 6~ 5 |46
1867 |368~-18-2 (40 |539~- 7-11 |53 |188-13~ 8 |25|585~ 6~ 3 [48|315-15-“6 (46
1868 |379-17-1 {41 {552~ 0- 1 (55 |216- 3- 8 [25]630-13~ O [48|320-19~ 3 (48
1869 |381- 94144 |550-15~ 1 {54 (211~ 5- 2 |23|636~19~ 5|51|333~ 4~ 6 {48
1870 {400~ 0-5 (45 |552— 0O- 1 |55 |212- T7- T [22]662-17~ 5[50|340- 0~ 5|46
1871 |400-17-5 |48 |552-18-10 |56 [215-17- T |22|666~- 6- 6 |51|352-10- 6 |46
1872 {400-1T7-5 (48 |552-18-10 |56 |215-17- T [22|666~ 6~ 6 [51L|352-10- 6 |46
1873 [402- 2-5 |49 {562- 6~ 9 |62 |215-18~ 4 |22{676~ 3— 1|51|354- 5- 8 |46
18741403~ 041(49 [616-12- 0 |62 |216-15- T [22|690~ 5- 1|50|358- 4~ 046
1875|406~ 6-2|51(633-19~ 9 (63 |216=15~ T [22|T04~14~ T|51|363— 4~ 6|45
1876 |421-11-2 |52 |641-13-10 |62 |219— 5~ T [22{711~13- T |51|372- 3- 8|46
1877|426-15-8 |58 | 7T17- 8- 1 |67 {215-18~ 1 (22710~ 7= 5|51 (384~ 2- 3|46
1878|480~ 541|56|722-13~ 9 [66 |216- 8- 1 [22|719-12- 1|53[389-18- 1 |46
1879 (499~ 6-2|571724-14- 5 |71 |217- 6-10 |24|T735- 6-10|52[391-14~ 4 |46
1880 {506-18-8 (66 (761~ 4~ 8 |78 {223-13-11 (23739~ 5- 5|54|391-19- 3 |48
1895 |628-1340|63|811- 2= 6 |73 |241-11~11 |21 |739- 8- 0|55|384~11- 0 |46
1896 {693-10~-1 |66 [818-12- 6 |72 [241-11-11 |21 |739- 8~ 055|384-11- O |47
1897 |687~ 5-1 |66 {828- 3~ 0 |73 [241-11-11 [21{739- 8- 0|58 |384-13~ 6 (49
1898 |684~ 4-1.]664828% 3~ 0 |73 |241-11-11 |20|739-19- 4 |58 |384-13~ 6 (49

* These columns show the

actual numbers
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Part 6

Agreement made the Tth Day of October in the Year of Our Lord 1875
between the most noble Harry George Powlett, Duke of Cleveland, by
his agent, William Thomas Scarth of Staindrop House in the County of
Durham, Esquire, of the one part, and Mary and John Rumney of Harwood

in the said county, of the other part, as follows:-

The said duke doth hereby agree to let and the said Mary and
John Rumney do hereby agree 1o take all that farm of land commonly
known by the name of Rumney in the township of Harwood aforesaid and
containing by estimation 17 acres and 20 perches be the same more and
less for and during the term of 1 year from the 6th day of April 1875
and so on from year to year, so long as both parties shall think fit,
but determinable at the end of any year upon either party or his
agent giving to the other party or his agent 6 months previous notice
in writing, of his intention to quit or make void this agreement, at
and under the yearly rent of £6-10 payable by the said Mary and John
Rumney their executors or administrators to the said Duke, his heirs
or assigns, quarterly, on every 6th day of July, 1lth day of October,
6th day of January and 6th day of April during the continuance hereofy
by equal portions without any deduction whatsoever (except Landlord's

Property or Income Tax).

And the said Mary and John Rumney for themselves their heirs,
executors and administrators doth hereby covenant and agree with the
said Duke, his heirs and assigns, that they the said Mary and John
Rumney their executors and administrators will pay the said rent at

the time and in the manner hereinbefore appointed for payment thereof,

and will also pay all rent charges, cesses, taxes and rates, whether
parliamentary or parochial in respect of the said premises (except the
Landlord's Property or Income Tax). And will not pare, burn, dig,
plough, or break up without the previous consent in writing of the
said Duke or his Agent, any part of the said lands under the additional
yearly rent of £50 for every acre he shall so pare, burn, dig; plough,
or break up, and so on in proportion for a greater or less quantity
than an acre, and will keep the said lands free from mole hillsj And
will not crop lop or top any timber or other trees growing on the said
premises, without leave of the said Duke or his Agent for so doings

And will be at expense of all carriage and workmanship for all repairs,
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and will keep the dwelling houses and outbuildings, gates, rails,
stiles, hedges, fences, walls and drains, and every part thereof, in
good and tenantable repair, being allowed all such materials in the
rough for that purpose as shall be appointed or ordered by the said
Duke or his agent, and shall paint all the woodwork on the outside of
the dwelling house once every three years, and the inside woodwork
once every six years, the paint being provided by the landlord and the
workmanship by the tenant; And will manage and occupy the said land

to the satisfaction of the said Duke or his Agent, so as not to impair,
lessen in value, or impoverish the samej And will consume and expend
thereon; on the most proper part thereof, all the hay, fodder, dung,
and compost which shall be raised and gathered from the said premises,
and leave all such as shall be unconsumed and unspent at the termination
hereof for the benefit of the said Duke, his heirs or assigns, or his
or their incoming tenant without any compensation for the samej And
will net mow the meadow land oftener than once in any year during this
agreement, not have the same in meadow two sucessive years without
being sufficiently manured to the satisfaction of the said Duke or

his agent for the time being; And will not depasture a greater quantity
of stock thereon during the last year than he has usually done so in
each preceding year of his tenancy; And will preserve all the young
quickset hedges and clean and weed the same in a proper manner, and
keep all the ditches and drains properly opened and cleansed; And that
the said Duke, his agents and servants shall and may at any time

enter the said demised premises, or any part thereof to view and
examine the conditidn of the same, and to pursue and search for, and
kill all game and rabbits thereon (which the said Duke hereby specially
reserves out of this contraét or demise), and authorise his game-
keepers and servanis to preserve, watch, and kill the same; And that
the said Mary and John Rumney will not let, assign, or otherwise part
with the posession of the said premises or any part thereof without
the consent in writing of the said Duke, or his agent or steward, for

that purpose first had been obtained.

Provided always and it is hereby agreed and declared by and between
the said parties hereto that if the said certain and contingent rents
hereinbefore mentioned, or either of them or any part thereof
respectively, shall be unpaid for the space of 30 days next after any

of the days on which the same ought to have been paid (although no
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formal or legal demand shallihave been made thereof) or in case the
said Mary and John Rumney their executors or administrators shall
become bankrupt or insolvent, or make an assignment for the benefit

of creditors, or go to jail, or in case of the breach or non-
performance of any of the covenants, clauses or agreements herein
contained on the part of the said Mary and John Rumney their executors
or administrators to be done, kept, or performed, then and from hence-
forth and in either of such cases it shall lawful for the said Duke,
or his agent on his behalf, into and upon the said demised premises

or any part thereof in the name of the whole to re-—enter and the same
to have again re-posess and enjoy as in his former estate as if this
agreement or demise had not been made. In witness thereof the said
parties hereto have set their hands and seals the day and year first

before written,

Signed and sealed and delivered by the said William Thomas Scarth
for and on behalf and as the act and deed of the said Duke of
Cleveland in the presence of W.I. Bell

W.Tes Scarth [éignaturé]

Signed sealed and delivered by the said Mary and John Rumney in
the presence of

Mary Rumney

John Rumney [signatures]
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i
APPENDIX 4
i gures relating- to beasts and crops, etc., in the Upper Dale, in the
Years 1600-1640 and 1660-1700, derived from Probate Inventories. ‘
_ : -
o 218 o g |9
z - | ol |2 (ks
+ K a E @ o E v |u E' o : o g i E*; g © oo |®|e o ulo
BB R = R R A A S A A E LR kI ) | .
- ol |&|% |8 cREN FRFRH cBE SlelElElRlslz2lelglble (e (s isis|=le |8|8!8 Value of | Value of Value of Totall value| Debts owed [Debts owed | Total after
Date _ Name Location cattle sheep horses |of all, goods| by him to him debts
War 1602 Roger Bainbrigge Mjddleton - |lg |6 | 3|8 IV | kslaz Pl bl | 3 x 1 For taken grownd £8 [£33 6 8. [£15 £3 §64 11 4-(£8 3 4 |10 8 6 |e66 16 6 v
Sept 1602 Willyam Bainbrigge The Bell 2| _ 1112 13 30111 415 8 1 1 2 6 8 15 16 6 315 5 1115 6 | 23 16 7
Oct 1602 Edmund Wilson 2|9 T 1[7 17 ha| |56 28]+ 1] 2 2819 4 2110 8|5 6 8 | 6916 6 | 310 O - 66 6 6
Sept 1605 Raphe Lonsdale Newbiggin 215 4|4 1 16 b5 ] - 3 2|1 pig IT T 0O 7 5 8 | 3618 8 | 216 4 117 [3413.4
June 1610 Jenkin Hall Middleton T 6 3 4 (111 = 413 0] 2 6 9 0 1 6 8 12 1 514.5
Oct 1612 John Castell Newbiggin 5 ' 14| ho| *| 20% 12| * 1 47 5101 Intaken ground £6 2 4d 812 4 I1 3 0] 210 0 | 34 8 8 - - 34 8-8 B
May 1614 Robert Peake MiddYesons 4|2 312 | 24 1721 o1 151 1ot ) 12 112 5 3211 4 | 110 0 3 210 |34 52
Sept 1615 Thomas Bainbridge Bridgehous 14 12l 1 40 19 31{40{1 | 2 111 | x x |x |14 1 duck & 1 drake | ZTS N _ 31 14 13 4 18199 10 209 4 T - -
Feb 1619 Roger Hewbye Poutree 17 5 3 1611 2 | T x 10 19 .4  ) 4 5 0|3 6 8 23 16 0 714 4 - 16 1 8
Sept 1624 Robert Wilson Middleton T 4 113 34 ool 5 813 1 |1311 8| 210 0 | 26 0 | 7 2 2 - 19 6 10 -
May 1634 Laurence Tinkler Middleton T 1[5 1 N 16221 |1 |3 N Poultry. I whye calf | 8 10 O 16 o l410 0 |41 6 8015 5 |48 2 2 | 818 3 -
Mar 1635 John Wilson Middleton T 1 4|2 1(8 121 o811 5 1 x 2 twinter steares T 19 1% 10 5 013 549 7 3116 8 69 1 2 91 7
Mar .1637 Anthony Bainbrigge Middleton T 211 1 1 - - 6|1 . Hemp _“ZEL-_ 6 8“ ___ — 1 _ i 36 12 4 - ) - 36 12 4
Oct 1637 Jacob Bowley Middleton T 3] |6 a 18] 25 T a2 (13 < I=l= 71T |10 2316 8 [1110 0 |93 4 0 (43 6 8 | - 4917 4 _
Dec 1637 Peter Bainbrigg. Stanigill Head T 1 42 89| 11111 Tyl 2z ] 22 6 815 7116 8 |8 8 O 13 4 | 642 2
Apr 1638 Charles Bainbrigge Hutgill 1 3 5 ' 20| 24 19|22 2 < | U I I - 1311 4 I 22 6 _8 3 _4—_8_1—1 O 0 E pulFied d _ 52 _4' 8 _
Oct 1638 John Gibson Niddleton T 10 i 1| Iedx [ | = 513 4 - 1010 0 | 3517 10 |I. % 2 - 35 17 10
Oct 1639 Ralfe Tarne Over Coupen Looge 6 414 12113 ) -1 - -_1 —x T 18 4 8 013 34 8 0 - - 34 8 0
2) Forest of Teesdale, "1600-1640. ' -
June 1607 Robert Bainbrigge Langdon Beck 911 1 | 13 ‘ 24 1 1 \.-; 15 15 0 812 0 |2 25 7 0 - ' - 25 7 0
Aug 1614 Mychaell Rohinson Ettersgill 14| 2 T714|1) {4 8 14 6 (9 1 2| x 15542 | 1 15| 9 bushels of rye |4 9 8 | 616 0|8 70 10 6 - - 70 10 6.
Apr 1620 Guy Bainbrigge Hendfelloe House | |6]2 1 4 5 B3 |1 30(33(3 2 2 } 1 geld ewe.2 geld kyne| o9 1 4 23 16 0 |16 6 8 |58015 10 40014 4 133 0O 6 (313 2 0
- - John Allanson Ettepsgill 212 15 2 11165 9|1 1 x 9 1 8 4 8 ol2 20 7 0 - - 20 7 0O
Apr 1639 John Walton Under Hurth | |5]2]| 10 129 *11 2111 X | | B9y _wintering 23 ewes, | 22 16 6 5 8 - |37 6 0 |11 03 N\ - 26 5 9
Sept 1639 William Parkin Forest T 9|1 5|5 1)0 16 26 1 [27]30] 2 3 1 x |x ' 23 20 11 0 (10 65 4 6 - \_.\ 65 4 6
T For e.xrlanal’:bn oF terms efe. see poge 183 ’ . . ; ‘ | \"\\
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3) Middleton & Newbiggin, 1660-1700. 7 [
| 2 ; .
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ol B8l 212 8|8 ul &l ule = alaiz|R|S BB EEREEBRISE &ISIIIS|ISIEI2RIS|IE Value of | Value of | Value of Total value| Debts owed|Debts owed [Total after

Date Name Location I I N _ N N H e o bl cattle| &hisep horses | of all goods by him to him debts-

Oct 1662 Brian Emerson  Bridg House 16 |1y 6 5 1|1 ' = |=x|=| 6| |1 x| x 1x |x| x| x|x |Shear #heep 273 14 6 &35 £14 £160 1 2 58 3 0 [£76 8 2 |g178 6 4.
Sept 1664 Henry Bainbrigge Middleton T 4 303 2ls| 7191 3 2 x |x L0s|4 4 8 6 8| 6 | 351110 |32 3 3 - 387
Nov 1665 John Gibson Middleton T 50 A1 1 T 1 1 x ' I 5 5118 8 | 818 6 |16 3 2| 59 3 4
Nov 1666 John Lynd muxide 10| 7 |11[4 [6 10} 1| [id13 29 |1 1 1{8r |x 5] 1 14 6 8 |616 8 | 2 65 7 0 |9 28 |1217 8 | 69 2 O
Apr 1668 Raife Bainbrigge Middle Side 1 312 X ' 18 17h8 |1 1 — 315‘6 7“—5- .O — 1.0 2i 10 0 -. 24 _13 8 13 _ —‘
June 1668 Leonard Wilson Middleton T 512 312 : 18 3 1 1082116 | 1 b=bushell f=fleece 11 ' | 6 1+13 | 41 33 210 1414 3 - 188 7
Mar 1669 John Allanson Upper Sevely 713 3 13 23 1 35 p=pieces ) -1‘;'___"- 10 4 o [ 5 31 8 3 |28 17 0 112 0 4 3 3
May 1670 Guy Bainbridge Windiside 5 2 IBEEGE 1 x| x "9 he | 29 3 6 |1 5100 - 2313 6
Mar 1671 Henry Bainbrigg Hill, Middleton T 4 2 4] 1 10 10 2 1 x| |x|=x| |6]1 1210 0 | 3 3 28 6 6 |63 0 6 - -
Mar 1674 Willyam Gibson HMiddle Side _ 5 |2 X | ! 12 = - 201 0 | 6 3 12 18 10. 0
Apr 1676 Thomas Gibson  Middleton T 302 2| |10 1| |wop2 1 1| | x| |x|x 17 3 41825 4 14 38 8 2 1939 2 | 1316 -
Nay 1676 Anthony Gastell Auwxide 1]6 | 6 16 |17 1 x 19 6 8 | 616 0 | 1 134 | 3412 8 - - 3412 8
Feb 1678 Lancelot Coatsworth Powtree 6 (3 511 8 23 111 1 1] x x| X 411 .23 2 1 41 8 © - 64 9 O |11l 17 TJ
Nov 1678 Ralph Johnson Middleton T 4 4 4 10119| 1 1 x X 51115 1913 4 |5 6 4 2 10 O] 4816 0 |12 410 - 36 11 24
Nov 1679 Thomas Allanson Middleton T 2 ’ 1 4 1) x x 4 - 3 12 14 - 11 6 0
Nov 1679 William Parkin S.'ta;nigi—l-i- “Head 14 10 819 4 13333 41 7 3 1 197 208x |x [11% * |r=rucke 37 6 6 ? 5 12517 © 9 9 2 38 5 0 ]15412 10
Mar 1680 Laurence Tinkler Middleton T 2 32 . 1 2 1 x x - 8 10 0} 8117 N 16 14 5 %8 12 ©
Aug 1680 Rich. Richardson Bromeboard House 1|4 {4 9 18] [12[15 2] % 151 0419 4 0 4 52 16 9 910 526|488
Aug 1680 John Wilson . Middleton T 2 1 2 5 3 X x| x 8|1 1 gilt (Pig) 4 3 412 6 8. 5 27 710 {11 3 105 2 9 21 7 1
June 1682 Chris. Dent Loanering Head 8|2 134 % 6|10 T3 63[ 2810 * 11} x 3415 0 |26 10 © 4. 74 3 4 6213 T - 119 9
Mar 1683 John Robinson Middleton T 8xf * 2 9|21 19 1 1] x X|x 111 f1 1713 4 p2 6 8 3 40:12 4 4 4710 © 84 2 4
Apr 1684 Thomas Johnson Gillhorne 113 2 1 413 4 1 | T1TTT 1210 0 (210 O 1 1810 0 |13 5 5 = > 4 T
Apr 1684 Willyam Hunter Brockhallgill 15 8 25|15 383 3 1| x x|x Sx| * 7% | * . 181310 13 4 O 3 1 6] 571 9 4 |28 5 8 |4 3 "1 | 33 6 9
Mar 1685 Henry Johnson Gillhorne 12 P 1010| 5 2 N do -] - 3 5 6 6 8 3 "5 0] 2318 4 11313 6 2 12 410
Jan 1686 Henry Kipling Stotley T 5 8 120] 38 34 171 20 10 22 213 0] 6017 O - - 60 17 O,
Oct 1686 Cuthbert HattpassBanke 5 6 5 - a 2 1 1] x |x x x| x 18 613 4 6 3 4| 3910 0 [1719 2 - 21 10 10
Apr 1687 Christopher Perkin Staningill 6 1 1 7 27[104 30 49 1 11 1| x | 36 59 13 -0 415 0113319 8 |1519 3 |70 T 10 188 8 3
May . 1687 - Powtree 10| 6 6|14 1 101 (3342 53(1 2 2 x 3(1(1]19 goslings 3311 4 |35 1 0 518 '8| 10713 0 |[6916 O (78 4 2 116 -2 2
Jan 1688 John Johnson Middleton T 2 14. 1 12 [36{ 2414 * 13 1 1 1 x x| x 6112 1 gosling 32 18 19 0 410 10§ 64 10 8 |42 12 8 - 2118 ©
Apr 1689 John Johnson Middleton T 3 2| 3 4 1 2r| b |1b r—rucke bebarrell 14 - 10 4| 2816 4 | 8 8 4 |20 40 8 0
Dec 1689 Anthony Rutter MNiddleton T 21916 1 3 4 27| 56 200 |2 x|x 19 10 0 [13 15 2 5 0| 4710 0 [4513 1 - 116 11
Jan 1690 Ceorge Allison Hope House 6 5 5| [30] 60 40 x 15 10 17 5 - 52 16 4 35- 18 0 - 16 18 4
Oct _ 1692 Cuth. Bainbrigg Friar House 14| |6 9] |6 115 A,_ 52[ (a6} 723 [7 1]1 l4r| | x |x Pls|x | x| 6% #|1 pig. Bees 102 10 O |38 10 6 203 7 4 | 1 16 218 T 4
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| 2 |Blojun|jQlal|l|a ﬁ _g g qu « g 3 'g g g 8 8 ‘: g,o h“b g 8 g B 2 g 8 th)n gﬂ v
Da.te Name Location - ” cattle sheebe horses | of all goods by him to him | del?ts
Sept 1696 Ann Coatsworth Powtree 7 6 2=+ 1 [ |83 | [ f2 {1 “Nar pa 28s|2 |1 | "2ﬁ shear sheep,114 stockl£53 14 0 [£54 8 1 |48 £156 2 5 [£155'.i k79 14 8 |£8017 1
sheep. a=a
Sept 1696 Joshua Leekly  Middleton T 1 171200 |2 x are 2 510 0 | 1 1518 8 | 3212 7|26 14 3 | 10 0 4
Marchl700 Anthony Winter  Cawel-Sike 4 |3 x 1 1 18 7(11]1 1 1 3110 O 8 5 2910 0 - 24 8310 0 _
4) Porest of Teesdale, 1660-1700
Feb _1664-—}l_r_m_Robinson f‘o.rce:gartk:-_"- 1| 2 7- 3|4 5 2_4 _6-(_)-“ - 36 > _é— 1 N L65S T o __—q55 10 5 : 32_{6——4_ 10 O 137 5 8 - 135 10 8 272 16 4
Mar 1667 William Perkin Watgarth 12%{ % 4 21 [10 o1 | 1| |a | |1 15 2 0 | 10 39 - - 39 6 8 _
Mar 1670 Raiph Atkinson Cocklake 9 1l 2 1 10|36 19| 21 4 1 1911 O 22 12 0 913 4 58 8 - 75 10 2 133 19 10
Jan 1672 John Parmanley Hangingshaws 24 11 6(35(1 100284 81 9 1(6 6r 80s . 67 100 29 . 314 - 58 7 0 |[372 1
Sept 1672 Anthony Page Hunt Hall" 15 6/51111\4 1125 271 43117 2 3[1)1 x 60s 5 10 shear wedder. 1 pig {41 12 O 14 14 8 {11 10 O 161 15 1 - - 161 16
- — Anthony Walton Stoney Hill 8x| * 4(1 17 19 1| I 9 2 8 214 O - 13 8 14 - -
Feb 1682 Ann Robinson Forcegarth tal2| [3f1] 1 1 | o I X 11 10 © 214 0| 210 O 19 8 92 2 82 11 11 915
Apr 1682 John Robson Ettersgill 12 12 _ 28 33 30 41 3 1111 The lease of Ettersgill| 22 3 4 1714 0} 9 65 7T 2 - 2717 O 93 4
' f 13
Apr 1682 John Robinson  Forcegarth 2 ) 7121 9 612 T2 T PE AR %g:s‘po{éra%gﬁders. Bees [45 6 8 |41 5 O 8 12916 8 | 89 9 10| 6 8 0 | 46 14 10
. . winter whyes : : —
Nov 1682 John Race High Forest 1114 4 1 8 29 2 34 4 9 26 3 4 1815 4| 6 13 4 71 9 2 = - 71 9
Novs 1682 Thomas Robson Forest 10 |2 51311 15 3 15 1 3 1] 1| | 27 15 10 515 6| 518 4 48 18 8 49 0 6] 2 118 2
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NOTES

These tables attempt to give, in as brief a form as possible,
the main contents of the Probate Inventories for Middlgton in Teesdale,
Newbiggin and the Forest of Teesdale between 1600 and 1700. The
tables are divided into four sections: cattle, sheep, horses and
others, which includes crops and poultry. Anything which cannot be
fitted into any of these sections is in the final column of notes,
together wifh any other facts which were thought to be relevant. The
various terms used to denote different types of animal are listed
below, although it should be noted that many of them, according to
the dictionary definition appear to have the same meaning. However,
since they were listed separately in many of the inventorieé, one
must assume that different shades of meaning were applied to each at

the time when the inventories were made.

Explanation of terms used in Probate Inventories.

Kyne - usually an archaic plural of cows (OED) but in many cases must
 have had a slightly different meaning as many farmers had cows

and kyne.

KHhye - heifer or young cow that has not had a calf.

Twinter = a beast(cattle or sheep) that is two winters (ie two years) old.

Stirke- a young bullock or heifer usually 1 - 2 years olde.

Stot - a young castrated ox, or a heifer or a bullock under 2 years old.

Stear~ a young ox, esp. one which has been castrated.

Geld - in sheep or cattle it probably means a barren female, or one
which has dropped a dead lamb or calf.

Hogg - a young sheep that has not been shorn.

~Gimmer - a ewe between first and second shearing.

Wedder - a male sheep after two shearings.

Ewe - adult female sheep.

Tup - adult male sheep, or ram.

Shear sheep - probably a sheep after shearing

Store - a sheep kept for fattenihg

Work horse - one kept for work on the farm,

Mare - adult female horse.
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Foal and colt - young horse.

Filley - yo
Gelding - ¢
Galloway- s

Stagg - an
Bigg - four

Other symbo

x -—
st -

Middleton T

Middleton

ung female horse.

astrated horse.

pecial breed of horse, peculiar to Galloway.
unbroken young horse.

rowed barley.

ls and abbreviations.

amounts or numbers: not specified.
stone (weight).
ruck
the numbers given apply to all the animals or crops indicated
thus *
~ this indicates that according to the Inventory the
person concerned came from Middlefon in Teesdale
itself,
- this indicates that according to the Inventory the
person concerned came from somewhere within the

Parish of Middleton in Teesdale.
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APPENDIX 5:
Part 1.
Arrangements for stinting taken from the Valuation of the Manor of
Middleton in Teesdale in the County Palatine of Durham belonging to
the Rt. Hon. William Henry, BEarl of Darlington. September 1803.

Newbiggin

Name . Cattle gates on common pasture
James Ainsley | 44
John Allinson 28
Widow Allinson 21
John Barnes 22
John Bainbridge 93
John Beadle 11
Leonard Gibson 66
John & Robert Coatsworth 226
Lord Darlington 232
Robert Forster 25
Robert Gibson 13
Thomas Nixon 12
William Robinson 9
Joseph Raine 10:
Margaret Spence 58
Thomas Spence 20
John Thompson 12
Isaac Watson 33
William Bedale 52
Themas Collinson . 47
Mrs Lee 5
Thomas Bedale 9
Margaret Spence 29
Thomas Bedale, Lord Vane 9

1077

Ettersgill

~Name Farm Common New pasture .

SG.  BG. SG. BG. *

Grace Bainbridge - : 35 5 5/6 30 5
Thomas Allinson - 15 2 3/6 13 2 1/6
Wm. Anderson Nought Berry Hill 21 3 3/6 18 3

¥% L
3G: Sheep gate. BG: Beast Gates
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(continued)
Edward Gargate
William Lowes

7
Philis Bromley
Henry Palmerly
Christopher Bell
Mark Tarn
Tim Tarn
Ann Temple
Matt" Anderson
Wme Tarn

John Hutchinson

Middle Forest

Name

Joseph Bedale
John Allinson
Jacob Tallentire
Thos. Ireland
Thos. Walton
Jonothan Ireland
Tim Tarn

Horn & Fairless
John Hutchinson
Isaac Walton
Jacob Gargate
Wm. Allinson

Those.
Thos.

Allinson
Walton
John Teward
Jacob Scott
Thos. Lee

Widow Watson
Widow Tallentine
John Bainbridge

Widow Gibson

Nought Berry Hill

Brigg House
Skew Holmn
Bast Birk Bush
West Birk Bush

Farm

Egg Pot
Hunt Hall

Hangingshaws
Hangingshaws
East Under Hurth
East Under Hurth
Scar

Langdon Beck
Vallance Lodge
Willow Bank
Vallance Lodge
Seavy Hill
Raildon

Knot Hill

Sawen Sike

Whay Sike

Hill Field etc.
Watgarth & Moss
Gillet

Lane Side

Gillet

186

37 6 1/6 32 5 2/6
37 6 1/6 32 5 2/6
27 4 3/6 23 3 5/6
39 6 3/6 33 5:3/6
22 3 4/6 18 3

28 4 4/6 24 6

37 6 1/6 31 5 1/6
25 41/6 21 3 3/6
21 3 3/6 18 3

26 4 2/6 23 3 5/6
96 16 82 13 4/6
466 17 4/6 398 56 2/6

Sheep gates on
common pasture

51
67
94
63
83
52
88
64

22
67
39
99
65
109
97
25
24
21
28

Cattle gates on
asture

Hurth

P



(continued)

Thos. Allinson
Widow Allinson
Henry Robinson

Henry Robson

Harwood

Name

Thos. Horn
Wm, Toward
John Allinson
Matt. Winter
James Cousin
John Dowson
John Watson
John Watson
Jos. Robinson
Widow Anderson
Chas. Dowson
Guy Cousin
John Hunt
John Hérn
John Vipond
Thos. Watson
Jos, Horn's exor
n n "
Anthony Lee
Jon. Heward
Te & J. Watson
Widow Raisbeck
Toward & Dixon
Jacob Watson
Richard Oliver
Geo Carpenter
Matt” Cousin
John Winter

John Sanders

Watgarth

Force Garth
Force Garth
Force Garth

Farm

Force Foot
Bowes Close
Bowes Close
Bowes Close
Rowntree Ridge
Rowntree Ridge
Stoney Hill
Herdship
Rough Ridge
Rough Ridge
Caskey Hill
Ridge Side
Clover Yard
Clover Yard
Vipond Farm
Herdship
Cowhill Syke
Cocklake
Herdship
Stoney Coom
Midge Holm

Dale Head

187,

51 -
62 -
275 -
49 —_
1604, 24

Sheep gates on
common pasture

37
87
51
53
87
83
82
46
25
22
30
35
27
29
42
35
24
50
39
63
71
37
56
15
52
25
27
73

3



(continued)

Geo. Race

Ann Romney

Jiohn Nixon

Wm. Holder

Thos. Tallentine

Thos. Cousin

Grass Hill
Grass Hill
Intake
Intake
Intake

188

10
21
72
55
21
41
1533
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Part 2

Middleton in: Teesdale Enclosure Award, stinting arrangements, 1816

Name

Inner pasture

Beastis

Barl of Darlington, as Lord of
the Manor for his 1/16th part 20

The same for his lands on the

outer common in respect of lands

having right of common
Ainsley, Johm
Alderson, John
Allinson, William
Ainsley, James

Bedale, William
Bustin, Anthony
Bradwell, George
Bainbridge, Jonathon
Collinson, John
Cousin, James
Coatsworth, John
Coatsworth, Robert
Coatsworth, Joseph
Dent, John

Elliot, John

Forster, John & Joseph
Gibson, Nicholas
Gibson, Nicholas

Hill, John.Esquire
Hindmarsh, Thomas.
Horn, Mathew

Hunt, John

Hunt's John
Hutchinsony, William BEsq.
Hobson, William
Hobson, John

Hanby, Ann

Hindmarsh, Ralph Robinson:

Dent, Thomas- legal rep.

[ AV TR o B \C T — B V)
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Dent, Hannah-legal rep. -

Dent, John 1
Dent, William 1
Lee, Mistress - reps of. 2
Lowes, Margaret 4
Lee, Arthur 2
Middleton Free School, trustees

of on Inner Pasture 1
Milburn, Robert, legal rep. -
Marks, Rev. William, Curate 1
Marks, William -
Middleton, Rector of 6
Middleton Township, poor of 3
March, Ralph 2
Nixon, Jongthon-legal reps -
Oliver, William 2
Robinson, Thomas o
Riddell, Ralph 5
Richardson, John -
Robinson, Richard-legal rep. 2
Robinson, John 1
Redfearn, Thomas~legal rep. 2
Robinson, Coheiza 2
Richardson, Joseph -
Richardson, Mary -
Swinbanks, Jos., Thos., & John 2
Strathmore, Earl of 26
Henry Hunter 1
Sherlock, Mark 12
Tinkler, Jiohn 1
Tarn, John & Timothy -
Tinkler, Thomas -
Thompson, Thomas -
Collinson, Gibson (in respect of

land ete. now or late belonging

to John Winter) -
Tinkler, William -
Todd, Anthony-legal rep. 26
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Todd, Thomas ILsq.
Tinkler, William

Tarn, .Joseph-legal rep.
Thompson, John
Thompson, William
Winter, John

Walton, Thomas
Waistell, Charles
Walron, Mark

Walton, William, legal reps of
Watson Thos.

Watson, Jacol:
Walton,John -legal rep.
Walton, Matthew

Walton, Miles
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Part 3

Stinting arrangements in: 1847, taken from the 1847-64 €Cleveland

farm books.

Newbiggin

Name

Thomas Allison
Margaret Beadle
Joseph Beadle
John Bainbridge
Mr Wilson

Matt. Collinsor
Gibson Collinsom
Mark Coatsworth
John Coatsworth
Thomas Collinson:
Thomas Dickenson
Thomas Forster
Joseph Gibson
Jane Gibson

Jane Gibson

Ann Scott

Thomas Spence
Ruth Watson

" John Garget
Elizabeth Gibson
¥Wim. Hutchinson
Robert Lowes
William Lee
lim & Jere.

Thos. Robinson

Loan

William Raine
John Barker

Nicholas Wearmouth

Ettersgill

Name

Sarah Anderson

Margt. Anderson

Farm

Newbiggin
Sear

High Revelin
Bowlees
Newbiggin
Newbiggin
Woodside
Newbiggin
Low Houses
Stoney Gill
Newbiggin
Newbiggin
Newbiggim
Newbiggin
Bank
Bowlees -
Newbiggin
Bowlees
Gate Side
Friar House
Bowlees
Newbiggin
Friar House
Newbiggin
Hood Gill
Newbiggim
Bowlees

Bowlees

Farm

Bank House

Low Beck Head
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Henry Bainbridge
Hannah Bell
John Bainbridge
William Bell
Matt. Anderson
Jane Beadle
William Brumwell
John Gargett
Mary Hutchinson
John Hutchinson
William Tuer
Joseph Nixon
Henry Parmely
Widow Scott
John Thompson
Timothy Tarn
Mark Tarn

Mary Tarn

Middle Forest

Name

Thomas Allison
Wm, Allison
Isaac Allison
Henry Bainbridge
Joseph Beadle
Thomas Adam
Jonothan Barker
John Collinson
Jos. Bainbridge
Edward Garget
John Walton
Widow Walton
Mary Walton
Joseph Ireland
Henry Robinson
Jane Redfearn
John Steeley

Dirt Pit

Scar End

Ash Dub: Side
Birch Bush
Bank House
Bank House

Out Berry Bat
High Beck Head
Scar End

Dirt Pit

Birch Hill
Birch Tree House
Walker Hill
Dirt Pit
Woolpitts Hill
Bank House

Low Beck Head

Farm

Lane Side

Out Dale
Watgarth

Moss

Egg Pot

Hunt Hall
Langdon Beck
Under Hurth

0ld Folds
Langdon Beck
Hodge Hole
Force Garth Ind
Under Hurth
Hangingshaws
Yorce Garth End
Sievy Hill
Under Hurth
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Mary Scott

Thos., Scott
Jacob Scott
William Scott
Arthur Tallentine
Widow Tallentine
Geo. Tallentine
John Tallentine
John Howard
John Teward
Isaac Tarn
Widow Walton
Nancy Walton

Wme. Tallentine

Harwood

Hame

Timothy Collinson
Anne Cousin

Thos, Cousin
George Garget
Jécob Tallentine
George Teward

John Teward

Railton

Gillet

Whey Sike
Langdon
Langdon

Bell Hill
English Hill
Hanging Shaws
Kirkhouse Folds
Sawer Hill
Intack

Knot Hill
Mount Pleasant
In Dale

Farm

Bast House

Bowes Close

Green Hills

Red Wing
Peghorn
Anty's

Bowes Close

194
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Part 4
Keepers and sheephards [sic] monthly account July 31st to August 28th
1897,

Amount
Jno. Gibson, lhorse, 3 dogs. £6 100 0d
Adam Bell 312 o0
Wm. Beavis 312 O
Charles Dowson 312 0
John Nixon 312 0
Fenwick Dowson 312 0O
Jos. Dowson 312 0
Thos. Dickinson 2 0
Wm, Beadle 2 0
Jon, Natriss 2 0
Henry Dixon 0 8 0
Thos. Dickinson, 4 nights watching 010 O
Jon, Natriss, 4 nights watching 010 O
Henry Dixon, 4 nights watching 010 O
Wm., Beadle, 2 nights watching 0O 5 0
Henry Bell, 15 days watching Langdon 2 50
Thos. Nixon, 13 days watching Ashgill Head 1 19 O
Mrs Dickinsorn, cleaning lunchhuse twice 0 0
Mrs Begvis, cleaning lunchbuse twice 0 0
Ji« Camron, watching Pike Law 3 days 0 0
James Beadle, watching Langdon 1 day 0 3 O
£41 13 04

Lord Barnard's tenants allowance to sheepards [sic\ on Teesdale moors.
March 1st to April 6th 4/— per week each. April 6th to last day of
September 8/— per week each. October lst to November 20th ﬂV- per
week each to Thos. Dickenson, Jonothan Natrass, Wm. Beadle.

Allowance from the tenants in Harwood to Henry Dixon, for sheeparding
[sic] Harwood moors March lst to April 6th 10/- per week, April 6th
to September 30th 16/- per week.

195



Part 5
Rules for stinting the common in: the Parish of Middleton in: Teesdale
belonging to the Honourable H.J.N. Vane.
1l cow = 1 stint 1 yearling foal- 1 stint
2 yearling beasts- 1 stint 1l mare & foal - 2 stints
3 2 year old beasts-2 stints 5 sheep - 1 stint
1 horse 10 geese ~ 1 stint

1. The Common to be stinted on the 1lst March (Entry may be given on
1st January by permission) and if so required by the Hon. H.J.N. Vane
stock shall be taken in on the 20th day of NOVEMBER each year or on
such other date as may be determined and stintholder notified.

2. No tenant to be allowed 1o have more stock upon the Common tjan
the number allotted to each tenant.

3. The tenants of each Common shall appoint (by ballot) a committee
of THREE who shall have the power to appoint a Herdsman subject to
the approval of the Hon H.J.N. Vane or his Agent. The Commitie
shall collect the rent from each tenant together with the wages paid
by the Hon. H.J.N. Vane and pay the same over each half-yearly rent
daye

4o No tenant shall be allowed to go upon - the Common with dogse

5« Should any tenant not be able to put his allotted quantity of
stock upon the Common, he or she must give notice to the Middleton
Estate Office who will have the power to sublet; no subletting by
tenants is allowed.

6. 3 days will be allowed for washing and clipping, viz: One day for
washing and two days for clipping.

'7. The Head Keeper to be informed of the days when washing or
collecting is to take place.

8. Gimmer lambs to count as sheep after the 30th October each year.

9. All sheep on Commons to be kept properly marked.

November 1956,
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APPENDIX 6
Part 1.

A summary of the Lord Barnard's Leadmill Account, Lady Day 1739

to Lady Day 1740.

Total ore raised 3985 bings 2%
Duty Ore (1/5) 797 bings + £1991 10s &
Carriage of ore 126 7 9.
Fuel including coals, cinders, ashes, 3219 4
carriage of these, peats, cutting
and earriage, and lime.
Repairs including carriage of iron, 52 16 3
charges for smiths, masons,
carpenters, millwrights, eic.
Incidents including damage done to ground by 12 16 7
the mill, sundry small payments,
carriage of bullion to London.
Lead smelted £57 15 84
refined 17 5 1
reduced 7 13 10 total 8214 2
bone ashes 25 19 8
weighing of lead T 1 1
carriage from mill to Stockton 121 19 2
Salaries Thomas Hutchinson £20
Robert Elliot £20 40 0
2494 4
Lead and silver sold Lead 2317 8
Silver 295 5 7
Mill rent : 10 0 O
2662 13 3
Balance, being gain from the mill £168 8s 94
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Part 2

Grant book of Mines held under the Marquess of Cleveland in the Manor

of Middleton in Teesdale. 1833 - 45. Summary.

Name of mine To whom granted Date Term (yrs)
Hope S1lit Teesdale Mining Company 11. 2.1832 21
Willy Hole " n " 11, 2.1832 21
Langdon " " n 24+ 9.1832 21
East side of Governor and Company for

Hudeshope Smelting down lead 1. 1.1833 21
West side of " " " "
Hudeshope " n " l. 1. 1833 21
Ashgill Head " " n "
n n n 19. 1.1833 ?
East & West Jiohn Coatsworth & Bros., Mark Z. 3.1835 .14
Reveling Sherlock, Wm. Walton, Rbt.
Hutchinson, John: Watson, John
Gibson, Gibson Collinson
Seraith Head Governor and Company for
Smelting down lead l. 9.1835 21
Dubby Sike Wm. Gibson, John Beadale,
Matt. Hetherington de 3.1836 14
Casten Holes John Barker & Co. 6. 1.1838 14
Bands Hush Geo. Crawshall & Co. 6. 1.1838 14
Harthope &
High Hurth |John Stagg, Mark Sherlock,
Lancelot Walton, Jacob Allinsonj 13. 9.1838 14
Ettersgill Wme Tarn, John Swinbank, Isaac |13.11.1838 7
Beck Coatsworth, Robert Lowes, John
Bainbridge, Jon. Coatsworth
Foxholes at Matt. & John Collinson, Jon. 13.11.1838 T
Pike Law Barker, Mark Walton, Mark
Sherlocke.
Middleside Jiohn & Jacob Allingon 13.11.1838 14
Pike Law Matt. Collinson, Mark Sherlock |[20. 4.1839 14
Flask John Walton, Geo. Watson, Wm. 23.10.1839 14
& James Spencer, Joseph Curry,
Grass Hill Mark Sherlock, John Stagg, Te 1.1840 21
John Hustler, Jacob Allenson
Westerhead Mark Watson, Thos. Watson 23. 3.1840 14
James Watson, Mark VWatson
West Cowgreen |Utrick Walton, Isaac Bell, 5¢ 9.1840 14

Jos. Hind, Thos. Heward.
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(continued)

Pike Law

Barker, Mark Walton, Mark

Sherlock

Name of mine To whom granted Date Term (yrs)
New & Tarn's '..{dvhn Dolphin, John Robinson 6. 401841 14
Streak Jos. Reddam.
Pike Law west |John Dolphin, John Robinson, 6. 4.1841 14
side Jos. Reddam.
Trough Head Mark Sherlock, John Swinbank 4e 5.1841 14
John Barnes, Thos. Robinson,
Robert Rutter, Tho. Heward.
Cat Scar Mark Sherlock, Jacob Allenson, |[ll. 5.1841 14
Tho. Robinson, Robert Rutter
& Co.
East & West Governor and Company for 28. 5.1841 21
side of Sgelting down lead
Hudeshope
Skears: Lancelot Walton, Jn. Backhouse [28. 5.1841 21
James Walton, Thos. Atkinson,
John Hustler.
Redgroves &
Flushiemere | Governor and Company for
Smelting down lead 9. 8.1841 21
East Cowgreen |John Beadale, Thos. Holmes & Co.15.11.1841 14
High & Low Jacob Allenson, 16. 3.1844 21
Langdon
Willy Hole, Robt. Byers, Josh Byers, 16. 3.1844 14
east side Mark Sherlock, Robt Rutter,
Wm. Barnes, John Barnes, John
Coatsworth.
Scarhead & Mark Sherlock, Ralph Currah 16. 3.1844 14
Whitefolds
Lord's Allot. |Robt. Byers, Thos. Robinson, 16. 3.1844 14
Mark Sherlock, Josh. Byers,
James Walton, Ed. Hutchinson,
John Coatsworthy James Hindmarsh
Reveling
ancient land| Johm Coatsworth 3. 9.1844 14
East Cowgreen |Thos, Holms, John Bainbridge 16. 9.1844 14
John Richardson, Robt. Halton
& Co.
Poxholes at Matt & John Collinson, Jon. Te 3.1845 21
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Part 3
Regulations for the payment of Duty Ore to the Duke of Cleveland
from the Mines in Teesdale. 1853.

In the lease for mines in the Township of Middleton, Teesdale, the
payment in money for the Duty Ore is regulated by the Londoh lLead
Company's sales of Lead in the four counties of Durham, Cumberland,

Westmorland and Northumberland during each year.

If the Fother of Lead of 21 Cwt is sold for £20 the Bing of Duty
Ore is paid for by £4 5s or l4/2d per bing on the Gross Produce of

the Mines,

Five shillings per Bing being added or deducted from the £4 5s or
10d per Bing from. the l4/2d for every rise or fall of One pound in the
priceof the Fother and so in proportion for any fractional part of a

pound.

The Duty Ore for Mines not in the Township of Middleton (with the
exception of those in the Township of Newbiggin leased to Messrs Wilson
& Co.) is paid in Kind, but let under a Yearly Agreement to the London
Lead Company on payment per Bing at the Same price as the Ore sold by

the respective Lessees of Mines where the ore is raised.

The Ore is also to be paid for annually in January at the same

time as the other Duty Ore paid for by thet Company.

The Duty Ore arising from the mines let to Messrs Wilson & Co. is
paid for in money regulated by the price of the Fother of lead same as
the London Lead Company; but the Duty Ore at these mines is a Seventh
instead of a Sixth from the impoverished state of the 01d Mines in this

Take and the uncertainty of the new Ground.

When the fother of Lead is £20 the Duty on the Gross produce of
the Mines is 12/~ per Bing, with a Rise or Fall of 1/- per Bing as the
Fother advances or recedes One pound in price, and so in proportion

for a Fractional part of a pounde *: .~ qil:
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Five Shillings per Bing on Lead Ore raised at all mines but not
washed within 6 Calendar months from the 31lst October unless from

the unavoidable causes therein mentioned.
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