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it on, Cumboerland 1603=1870

cocbndy o bisborie: 1 poosra by

Thic Lherdie ia concerned wilh a sbudy of rural landacapoe
chvngeo witthin a awnldl area of Cumberland - the manor of Cumwhition
bedween 10C3=1810.  The work was based on the extensive Howard of
fvrworth ocollection lodred in Durham —~ the earliest documents witbin
whaich, Torm the slarting point for study. A seventeenth ceniur
ey and ascocinted (ield book provide the means of m;king an
cramanataon of the pattern of settlement {ields and Tield boundorier
bioabent 1003, and this study forms a datum line from which to
vvaerbake A mere detailed analysis of various aspects of lhe huar
ceosraphy of Cumwhitton. This involves an analysis of settlemeud
change within the mavor and a summary appraisal of nopulation
dvunwics.  The picture of settlement so provided creates a brid;re
Lo orovearch more piloneering in character woich attempts to examine
Lo morpholosy of cluster setilements, both within Cumwhitton and
mopre gsenorally within the Barony of Gilsland. Cumwhitton manor
Fopims the focus of o consideration of that vital but non-visible
Frawework of humai ~nctivity - landownership. The more complex
problems of northern land tenure particularly as scen in ils slate
it [lux at the beginning of the seventeenth century, are ecxaminad,
FEnclosure is seen as an important input within a complex process -
recsponse system opening up as it did avenues for agrarian chauge,
and leading toward developments in tenurial, economic and social
gseotors.  Minally, many of the themes which have been woven into

Lhe thesis, problems of seltlement, field patterns and landowneraciii.



iii

rrangewments are brought together in a chapter which considers

rmes and Lhe functional components of the agrarian systom.,

i
i

An atlempt is made in concluzion to gain an overview of both

change and otability in the rural landscape of Cumwhitton in

the period 1603 - 1840.
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A chudy in hivtorieal cesoraphy

Chaplor 1

Obj2clives and Definitiong

Thic obwdy is an atlenpt Lo do several different lthings:
Firelty, Lo ¢hudy and evaluate the significance and accuracy of
o debailed ceventeenth ceonbury map for a Cumberland manor, relating

ar

Liis bobh fo » oontompo;y survey and to later source material;
secondly, bhe map and survey provide an artificial datum line
tor the commencement of a largely progressive study of a wide
range of landscape changes (1), between the early seventeenth
and mid ninetecenth century; thirdly and perbaps most importantly
Lhe siudy allempbts to define and analyse diverse processes leading
so both change and stability within the rural scene - a study thot
czbends beyond the pattern of villages, farms and fields into the
functional, dynamic dimensions of the real world (2). The latter
enbrace Themes as diverse as demographic trends, social change,
the complexity of landownership, agrarian organisation and practice,
and finally fthe influences of group and individual decision-making.

he objectives of study are thus defined.

Tho bistorical record of Cumberland's political, social and
economic experience, prior to the seventeenth century is fragmentary (3).
Cumberland had long been subject to recurrent waves of political
unrest, particularly from border clashes, until relative stability
was obtained upon the accession of James I to the throne of England
in 16093, Tu 1501, Ffurthermore William Howard of Naworth became
Lord of Giluloand, and it is upon the rich and véried Naworth

collections, that this thesis is largely founded. According to



N

2onch (/l),

the transition to modern times nad besn made or at
any rate begun when Blizabeth I died in 1503.

Signi®icantly, this study commences at a time when Cumberland

was in a stale of social, political and no doubt economic flux.

In the past, the attention of the historian and geographer
has Lended to focus upon romantic Lakeland (5). Lowland eastern
Cumberland has inevitably been neglected (6). Even Wordsworih
in self confession admits to having paid far too little attention
to the picturesque land of the EBden (7), and so it is to the east

of the Fden that this study will turn.

The area selected for study, Cumwhitton manor, comprises
the most southerly of manors within that political-territorial
organisation known as the Barony of Gilsland. The boundaries of
the Barony as they stood in 1603 are illustrated in Fig. 1:1, and
the location and delimitation of Cumwhitton manor is pin-pointed.
Cumwbitbton manor comprises a small, naturslly defined elongate
corner of Lhe Iiden valley, between the Eden in the west and the
charply delimited Pennine escarpment to the east. Cumwhitton is
then a largely lowland manor - a characteristic of some significance
il the "personality" of Cumberland is considered. Bllioth in a
recent article (8) drew attention to the distinctiveness of
Cumberland to the north and south of the Roman Wall. Very briefly
the northerly portions were rugged, largely pastoral and particularly
susceplible to lawlessness and poverty. To the south of this ancient
cultural divide, the scenc was very diff-srent, characterised by
riverine lowlands with considerable agricultural potential (9).
It is in fthis historical and geographical framework that Cumwhittbton

nanor is most effectively viewed.



Pt owhy one might le itimately question, choose Cumwhitton
manor as the focal point for study? Time, vis—a-vis the vast
colleection of source material available for each manor within
the Barony of Gilsland, necessitated the selection of a small,
manageable arca for study (10). Secondly, as research proceded,
it became increasingly evident that the historical "experience"
of' each individual manor, could be very different from that in
adjoining manors. Contrast and variability, key-notes from the
very beginnings of research will emerge as recurrent themes
tihroughout this study, especially when, for comparative reasons
and one desire to seek a broader view, attention is turned beyond

the confines of Cumwhitton, to neighbouring manors.

A further incentive to study ithis area in question was
derived from an intriguing newspaper article from the "Cumbdbrian
News" dated 1937 (11). This was written by an author whose
initials were W.T.ﬁ., but who has so far eluded identification.,
In his article, headed "Cumwhitton", he stated the following,

Comparatively cloze to Cariisle, .... the district
beneath the slope of the Fastern fells offers a wide
field of inquiry for the archaeologist and the
historian .... The inhabitants of this district,
engaged in purely agricultural pursuits, and until
recently little disturbed by contact with the outer
world, retain to a remarkable degree, their old customs
and traditions .... by no means the least inlteresting
of these out—of-the-way Cumberland parishes, is that

of Cumwhitton, a village whose name is well-known to
all lovers of our dialect poets by the famous line of
"Cumwhitton, Cumrew and Cumcatch'", but whose remarkable
hicsloric monuments and local history, are not as
familiar as they might be to visitors from Carlisle.

A collection of fragmented information followed, focussing upon
tte history and legends of the mahor (12) and was sufficient to
sbiv bhe imaginalion of the historical geographer, whose interests

lLie in rural landscapes of the past. The unnamed writer could



oly draw from limited ecclesiastical sources (13), but the
recenhb availability of the Naworth collection for consultation
has permitted the opening up of entirely new lines of enquiry
into the historical experience of tbe manor, especially as it

became manifest in spatial terms.

The study is intended as a detailed pilot study, and will,
il is hoped be of value to the increasing body of research being
focussed upon Cumberland. In the pages which follow there are
some fascinating patterns of human activity to be unravelled -
patterns and processes, of very real signiiicance in the wider
context of siudies in settlement and agrarian history, to which

this can necessarily form only a very limited cortribution.



o
L]

10.

13.

Chapter 1 — Notes

Prince (1971) The study of landscape change is often elaborately
labelled the "morphogenesis" of the landscape, and is an approach

which has been widely adopted by the Awerican school (Sauer etc).

Baker, Hamshere and Langton (1970) 19 discuss this methodological

approach,

One of the more comprechensive accounts of Cumbrian history is to

be found in Ferguson (1890).

Pouch and Jonez (1961) 39.

Marshall (1971).

The above (4) is the only general historical coversge of Cumberland.
Receat publications overlook the Eden Valley completely, or
alternatively focous on the upper reaches. See Millward and

Robingon (1972) Lefebure (1970).

Pirth (1960) 36%.
Bilintt (1973) 74, in Baker and Butlin.

See Rumm (1979) +the distribution of bastles (defended farmhouses)

falls off warkedly in these southern portions, south of the wall.

The boundaries of the areal unit Cumwhititon manor remained
completely unchanged, a positive advantage for the collection of

data.
WaT oMo (1937).

A faccinating source for comparable Cumbrian folk lore is

Berouford (1954).

As for example those utilised by Graham (1913).



The Landscape in 10603

i) Sonrces available to give a direct view

In exawining the fabric of the landscape of the manor of
Cwmwhitbton in 1603, two inseparable primary sources form the basis
for study. The first is a map of the manor drawn on parchment,
and the second, the relevant section of the Fielde Book that
explains all the Map Book for Gilsland in 1603. The F'ield Book
has been published (1) and the section which relates to Cumwhitton
is included in full for reference in the appendix of vol. II 2:1.
Tt was, furlhermore possible during the course of research to
consult the original Field Book of 1603, but for all practical
purposes the modern version was considered sufficiently accurate
to be utiliseds In addition to the Map and Field Book, a third
invaluable source was consulted - an eighteenth century copy of
the original map, a portion of which has been reproduced in Plate 1.
This copy proved invaluable where the original map had succumbed
to the ravages of time (2) and whose state of preservation has
rendered il exiremely difficult to reproduce by normal photographic

Procenrne.

Al the outset, it is instructive to consider several fundamental
points which relate in a general way to the historical georsrapher,
confronted with source materials of this kind. Firstly, when the
two main sources are critically examined and evaluated, the emergent
landscape ig one which is a manifestation of the perception and

purpose of the surveyors. Baker admirably and lucidly emphasises
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this point,
the motivation, background and perception of the people
who construct the documents with which they are working,
must be fully understood. (3)
With regrrd to the "motivation" and "background" of those surveyors
of Lord William loward, Graham has suggested that the survey was
undertaken with a view to satisfying two main ends. The first -
to gather information concerning his newly acquired territorial
domain, and the second, to explore the possibility of altering
the conditions of land tenure therein, and in conjunction to raise
the rents. 'This would account for the conspicuous absence of
yearly rents with the exception of a few instances in the Field
Book, and the equally striking lack of detail relating to tenurial
characteristics. These points, the writer firmly believes are
vital to establish, before any detailed examination of the source
material can procecd. Turning now to the map and Field Book an
attempt will be made to assess their accuracy, both relative to

cach other and each in isolation.

The survey in 1603 and its accuracy

'he observations which follow are all vased on the original
map of 1603, which has been copied as accurately as possible and
all <he debnil reproduced in TPig. 2:1. In order to test its
accuracy bhe linear scale which was in effect 3.7 inches to one
mile, wou translated into an areal scale. A symbol based on the
linear ccnle of the map represents an "acre" (shown in the key of
Wi, 2:1), and from this basis the approximate acreage of the
various parcels on the map can be estimated, viz: the toft on

The northwest row of Cumwhitton was estimated to cover just over



v acres.  In the Wield Book the toft was measured as two acres,
three rooda, substantiating that the Field Book and map are
compaltible. The theme of accuracy was carried a little further.
The acresvces recorded in 1603 were compared with those gquoted

in the first edition of the 0.S5. at a 25 inch scale (1900).

This was only possible where 1t could be established with
reasonable certainty that the "container" sets of boundaries had
remained unchanged, between the two surveys. A sample of eight

of these comparable areas are tabulated below:

oample of Corresponding
area/measurements in 1603 1900 area/measurements
A R P A R P
2 2 15 2 0 3
3 0 0 3 0 20
2 2 0 2 1 7
4 1 20 4 1 2
16 0 20 16 0 18
12 1 0 11 2 32
5 2 0 5 2 16
20 2 0 19 0 30
2 3 0 2 2 31

The disparity between the two estimates is variable, sometimes
extremely slicht but occasionally involving a difference of over
an acre. Howcver, most are so slight as to be virtually negligible
and certainly no consistent margin of error can be detected., The
messurements are surely sufficient to suggest that the surveyors
in 1603, were in fact using a statute acre, and that differences
probably aroue from techniques of measurement and insbrumenis
which were less vrecise than those employed in modern surveys.

It should be added in conclusion, that certain linear measurements



e bedkren bolwoon aodubae on bhe 1603 man, and the 6 inch [irst
f
cAibion Uor Lbhe manor.  Onose ajmin, the carly map, stood up well
Lo Bhoe Leab of Linear acen ncy.

The areal acceuracy of Lhe map constitutes one vital facet
of idla chhracter, bub another, relating to cartographic detail
mislh also be congidered. For this purpose, the written "explanation",
a key to the map as 1t appeared in its original state (but which

has since losl much of its meaning) is included below:

tlie mrounds thercol within the Barony of Gilsland,
the commwon »astures are shadowed all over with a
Light green. The severalls only compassed about with
a stroke of a sadder green. The waies are yellow, the
rivers and water courses are blue «...

1
11

Al

n

g
s

AlL the noints raised so far, relate to the basic details
of The map. The nature of the actual assemblage of elements
forming the content of the landscape as it was mapved in 1603
will lollow, initially in broad terms but subsequently each element
will be diassected gso ags to define as precisely as possible, the
character of the ovidence provided by this important souroe;
Extreme coution will be exercised so as to focus upon those

clements visible on (Fig. 2:1) in a descriptive sense only.
sebblement

Cumwhitlon manor presents a wide spectrum of settlement size—
from the single, isolated farmstead (Fellend and The Holme) for
inglance, to simple clusters of two or three farmsteads, larger
agsemblages of houses as at the Morefoote (Moorthwaite) and High
Norskue (Northsccugh), to what may be finally classified as
villages — Cumwhitton and Hornsby, made up of fifteen or more

farms, Mot only is the size of settlementi worthy of note, but
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o oo oen the norphologienl charvacleristics of the larger
cobbbeme b Cumehid bon compricses three readily idenbifinble
roqc of farme, prouped around o central open space, which in

Lhe Ficld Book is terwmed o "grene'". lHornsby, (Ormesby on the
mao) combrices Lbuo rows of Tarms facing each other across a
lLivear open opace or "wast". Contrast the form of these two
sebtlements with tha highly irregular girdle of farmsteads at
Horefoote = a straggling line of farms clinging to the edge of
ihe improved land. The "lay-out" of Cornbrigknoll, and Nether
Norskue ig much wore simple, — three homesteads in a row, whilst
at Over Norskue a further contrast is provided, for it comprises
two "rows" of widely spaced farmsteads - much less compact than

either Mornsby or Cwnwnitton.

At o higier level of resolution further settlement detail
can be detected. Tiny plots or garths in which farms are located
at Hornsby (termed curtilages in the Field Book) are identifiable, -
amdt-simitiarky - at Rormshy. Another interesting feature concerns
the size of the buildings depicted on the map. One building is
substantially larger than the rest - pinpointing the location of
the only cburch, in Cumwhitton village. On the original map,
all buildings were depicted "three dimensionally". The grouping
of buildiags provides a general impression of the size of each
sebttlement, alibhough it is unclear wben there are more than two
huildings shown on one tenement, whetber this is purely Tigment
of 1he imagination of the cartographer, or whether in fact additidnal

uildings - barns or outbuildings of the farm complex are represented.



B Mields and Pield Doundariosn

|

These el-ments Torm an important landscape component in 10603.
They are obrikinge featvures of the "man-made" landscape whilot
of fering at the name bime much scope to the historical geographer.
Howaver, {ield bounlaries as portrayed on the map are not without
theisr Hroblewms and limibations. This is aggravated by the fact
that no key whish might suggest the naturé of field boundaries
is appendaed to the original map. In some cases it has been
necessary to supplement the faded detail of the original with
evidence derived from the eighteenth century copy. Occasionally
the fading was so complete as not to be detectable under ultra-
vinlet light. What is reasonably certain is that Cumwhitton
manor in 1603, contained within its bounds, both fields which
appear to be enclosed, indicated by continuous lines, and unenclosed
fields shown by broken lines. The size-range and shapes of fields
cxhibited on the map, constitutes what can only be described as
a landscape of astonishing cowmplexity, contrast, and contradiction.
In this light, congider in Fig. 2:1 the narrow attenuated enclosures
bordering thoe south~western fields of Cumwhitton, and the small
houseplots or tofts, on the north-western side of the village.
Compare 1lhese wilkn the long wedge—shaped fields which radiate from
the kernel of Cumwhitbon, often exceeding fifteen acres in area,
gome of which seom to be enclosed and obthers unenclosed. The
nature of the enclosinglboundary is never disclosed - be it a
fence, hedge, bank, stone wall or indeed of compound ccunstruction,
pouving insoluble problems, and clouding any attempt to achicve
a clear understanding of the agrarian landscape. Contrast the

fields of Cumwhitton with the large lobate fields at Figh Neorthsceugh
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(oiben oxeceding Ponrleen acres) with those at Morefoob (Moortbw:ite).
Corciderable jaing boave been taken hy the surveyors to record finy
individnal open ohrip parcels in the Morefootfield.s The numbers
on Lhe mop refor Lo furlonrs which cre described in the Field Pook.
Belburning Lo Cumwbitlon village 1t is impossible to overlook one
huse Tield, over 80 acres in area. But there is something rather
dis lurbing abeut this "field" - namely what appear to be loose or
"trailing" boundary ends. Have inner details of field boundaries
been emitted? TIs thie also the case at Nether Northsceugh? The
vrilber belicves thot this was so in both instances. At High

cetot v s dnviog aformzticn supplied cr 4he crigina
vy out o not on tuin copy ihere were,

+.. three tenements and their lands divided equally.

bxactly how thie was manifest in landscape terms remains sadly

obgscure. In a similer vein, there are obvious field boundary

details omitted in the greater part of the Morefootfielde (Fig. 2:1).

To begin to vnravel a few of the implications of these problems
demands Lime and greater depth of considerawion, and the greater

part of this thesis will be dedicated to such objectives.
¢) Rovieways

The complete network oi routes whichk must hsve traversed the
maror, 1s not, unfortunately represented on the map. Orly the
trurcated eonds of rouleways as they enter the mancr testify their
presence, although one route through High Norskue and a portion
of a reule enfering from the south of the manocr, called "Kinge
Henrie" street are depicted in a little more detail. Again gquestions

relating to whether or not the routeways wers open or enclosedare rawsed |
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Vhoern roulessiyn are recorded in more delail they become more easily
recogniaed, and hence sultable for closer scrutiny, the routeway
ciLbber Lraverses Tields or enters a setllcecment. At Cumwhitton
nccenn brnckn or Tieldwoys in one case are open, whilst in another
remnin open on one mide, encloused on the olbher. Parallels may be
drawn alt Horwushy. Where a rouleway approaches Cumwhitton notice
the woay in vhich 1t swings in and merges with the open space or
crecn. It reemerges 1o the west of the setitlement broadening in
one place until it resembles a broad funnel of open ground. The

M"eld Pook describes this as the "common drove'.
d) The Commons

Mention of the latter elemenl — droveways leads effectively
to a discussion of that dominant elemenl ramely the vast tracts
of open common pasgture — so characteristic a feature of the early
seventeenth century landscape. Open pasture throughout the entire
menor virtually swamps those "islands"™ or ocases of cultivation.
Rouch and Jones statement with reference to the whole of Gilsland
at this time reflects a similar image,

A remarkable feature of Gilsland is the great extent of
common lands. (4)

Reference to the Tield Book emphasises this dominant feature:

nh
Ornesbye .... compassed about w' common pastures on
everie side.

The -comcng of this lordship liing dispersed by or near

the utmost bounds and compassinge in the severalls doe

joyne themselves in one and conteine, 4218 a Or Op (5)
The very extent of common together wiith the droveways must surely

enpbasise the importance of the pastoral element in the landscape

of 160C3.



e) Moreiborial Roundarion

The 9001 olemenl bo be considered is a relatively minor
e e bnl nore Lhe leas a maniTentation of the creative works of
man.  Bobh Al the nortbern and southern limits of the manor, the

mop o indicales the presence of artificial boundary sto¥Yies -
olbherwice known ag "doolstones". Their identification was of
obvious importance to the surveyors in 1603, for they demarcated

the territorial limits of the manor.

£) Rivers and Waterbodies

The surveyors of tbe map in guestion appear to have paid
conaiderable atlention to including and also naming the courses
of rivers - particularly the Eden, and Carne - not only because
they were important landscape features bur they respectively
demarcated the western and eastern bounds of the manor. Moreover,
many of their tributaries are included. A striking feature with
regard to the latter if the way inwhich each settlement is closely
related to a stream course. Cumwhitton village in Fig. 2:1 is
virtually entwined around Cumwhitton Beck which flows through
the village. A similer situation is encountered at Hornsby, and
wb Nether Worskue tho presence of watercourses agssumes new
sipnificances  Here the extent of improved land is sharply
delimited by the courses of two becks. The cultivated lands at
Carnbrigknoll, and Walmergyke (elements refexring to watercourses
are underlined) are likewise defined. It is interesting to recall
Bailey and Culley's observations on Cumberland in 1794,

there are few places where water is so abundant and
good as this district is blessed with —~ for besides
the large river of the Iden .... every village and
almost every farm enjoys the benefit of a pure spring
or is visiled by a rivulet. (6)

The mon olue sbows that a short stretch of the Carne's course has
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Lo et G oed chpn i shibenad, Lo serve Cumwhititon's mill there.
cocnee ol Y erne”™ ia problematical. I ig imposicible

croorwain whelbber it represents a man—-influenced feature, or

viteLhee b aes s meedd b undarenl waterbedy.

) iloc vland

This landocape elemenl has been incluced in the category of
more "natlural' cloments, because the descriptive terminology, -
"King Henrie More" would imply the presence of a large tract of
waste, characterising the southern portions of the manor. Above
and beyond this information, nothing further can be added in

rclation to the "moorland element".

h) Topography

The map provides in this oase'only a modicum of information.
Along the banks of the Eden, a narrow band of what are cartographically
represented as "small hummocks", seem to suggest some sort of
irregularity of terrain. Interpretation of such must await a
modern appraisal of the physioal landscape of the manor, as these
details appear to have been of little interest to the 1603 surveyors,
and hence are omitted. Topographical detail represented as such
on the map concludes thbis section of the chapter, which has
cndeavoured Lo examine and describe as accurately as possible the
bighly variable neture of elements which comprise the landscape,
as it was perceived, and with specific purposes in mind, by the
surveyors of Lord William Howard. That the total picture formed
is both biased and .in many ways incomplete will have become quite

obvious in the course of discussion.
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P Foenoond Tield Book — Concordance and Discordance

Hitlnrbo, the Lwo primary source materials the map, and Field
Pools bevwve bhoon vicwed very wmuach in icolation. This was necessary
inoarder Lo boceome thoroushly fariliar with the facts pfeccntod
in btneir siweplest visible form.  liogsentially, however, the two are
symbiotic — Lhat is, they "work" together. At the outset it must
he stregsed that the IPMield Book as a key to the map, is set out in
a mnothodical, logical order. Reference to the Field Book will
ascertain initially that the manor boundaries are precisely
described. Then, the survey proper proceeds, beginning in the
north of the maonor, continuing south. Inclusion of Qhat may be
regarded ns a typical entry follows. From this the nature of the
format may be appreciated,

Anne Huitson ... hath a tenement there more west

at the north west corner of the grene: between Xpr
Earles tenement easte and Frances Scarfes south and
in part west.

The same An hath a Tielde of arable ground adjoininge
more west between Franc Scarff south and Xpr Earle
north, butting east upon the former crofw.

Notice the explicit manner in which this bholding is locationally
"fixed" in relation to adjoining holdings and the points of the
compass as represented on the map. There is thus, no difficuliy

in pinpointing these parcels on the map. The majority of the
cntries follow a similar pattern with the exception of the portion
relating to the disposition of lands in that western portion of the
Morefootfields where there is a distinct lack of information
concerning relative locations of individual holdings, reither

i the use of any natural feature, for example, a stream or field

track employed. Generally speaking however, the accordance between



map At Wietd Heok oo orogurd order, dobtail, and itocational
intformatbion is atmost harmonic. The writer bhas chosen the worl
T Amnas " antentionnlly, for there are a few noteworthy ocecagions

ot which the map and FPield Book are discordant.

The fivot relates to information supplied on the map but not
"oxplained" in the Ifield Book. Such is the case at Moorfoote, which
compriaes of nine recognisable farws and their appurtenant fields.
The tenanbs of three of those houses only are ideantified, the
others remain obscure. In a similar vein examine Hornsby, where
the western row of cottages and tenemsats are described explicitly -
not so with the castern row — details of which are completely

omitlied in the Field Book.

The reverue is the case in the final instance of discordance.
This btime details are supplied in the Field Book and not on the map.
Attention is drawn to the north eastern portion of the townfields
of Cumwhitbton, where, in one twelve acre field, no less than five
tenants bhold "peoeé" of ground. It is a curious fact that the
"peces" are not included on the map, as they generally comprise
one or two acres, when a good deal of trouble was taken at the
Morefootfielda to poritray strips a gquarter of an acre in areal
These then constitute the main elements of discordance encountered
when Lhe wmap and ¥ield Book are compared. As the discussion
proceeds 11 «reatbter depth, and the complexities of the landscape
begin to unravel, it may be possible to account for these curious

discrepancies of recording.

However, it must be ewphasised that overall, the "fit" of

the two i3 good - proceeding from the north to the south of the



Viedda by reld ol pouse by honr e, and coneluding wath o description
e coveraoe of Lho anolated Carma, which lie disperced at the
"onlward bounda" of the manor., The methodology underlying the

purvey, dmy, in chorl, highly geographical and surprisingly accurate.

Sopplemenliary Bvidence

The ollowing siection focusses upon information which, because
of its nature adds new depth and detail to the spatial patterns

of the early seventeenth cerntury landscape, described hitherto.

The first category of additional data contained within the
I"ield Book relates to land-use, although its recording is by no
means complete. Only a portion of the lands of Cumwhitton village
and a few peripheral improved tracts are classified. The four
types of land usec described are arable, pasture, grassgrounde and
meadow, cach of which will be more fully discussed st a lster

stage in the thesis.

The specond type of supplementary information derived from the
Pield Book concerns information relating to the types of farmhouse
Qithjn Cumwbitton. "Stonehouses" are singled out in particular
VigZ,

Jo Dixon a tenement and ground .... with a stonehouse
built upon the green,

Purther distinctions with regard to the farmhouses are made.
Many are simply described as tenements, but an equally large
number are specifically classed as cottages;

FEdward Hall a tenemnt more easte
Xpr person a cotage there adjoininge.



Fhone deiails are of particular interesl in the context of the
cvolubion and olructursl characheristics of the Cumbrian farmhouse,
vilh refTerence Lo Cunwbitbon, and will be likewise reexamined in
depbb al 4 1oler asbage.

~

The ffinal eatlaosory ol information, and perhaps the most
crucial, concorng the complex question of landownership. Fig. 2:1
crxeludes informalion of this nature because of format limitations.
Bolth Lhe orisinal and copied map (Plate 1) include the name of
onch tenant written upon the fields and holdings to which they
rel~te.  But there are inevitably problems. Landownership detail

in Cumwhition village is comprehensive, but in the western section

of lorefootfield no tenants' names accompany the field parcels,

At Hornsby too, there are similar inconsistencies. The distribution
of lands "late Patensons" is quite clear but details of landownership
relating to the remaining tenants' field parcels are totally omitted,
and instead blanketed with the name "Mr. Dacre". There are finally
two additionnl details of value. The first refers to the term

"1ib" indicating the presence of freehold land. This is applied

to the holding called Nunlande in Fig. 2:1. The second refers ito

an interesting situation duplicated at Nether Northsceugh and
Carrbrigknoll, where all three tenants held equal amounis of land -
although the disposition of field parcels is missing. At Cumwhitton
a "sharing clemcnt” recurs, in some cases fields are shared among

two or three tenants.

It is trve to say that the survey of 1603 provides a good deal
of scope for the hictorical geographer, as well as the inevitable

array of precblems and shortcomings. No attempt has beer made to
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Drabe decoer infe whal Keridee has bermed the "labyrinthine
complosity of tenures" (7)), nor dheir respective spatial
implticalvonag,  Mailber have any of the additionel categories of
Joa contained within bhe Mield Book, been explored at any length.

The obuervations gathered to tbhis stage form rather a "take off

point™ for fulure discussion and critical analysis.

Additbionnl Sources

Source mrterials beyond the map and Field Book have only
been included in so far as they throw extra light upon the land-
scape as il was portrayed in 1603. Although the following
fragmentary sources are not precisely dated 1603, they refer to
an early seventeenth century situvation. The first additional
source constitutes part of an important Rental of the Baronv of
Milsland (8) taken in 1626, This document will be drawn upon
neavily in later diccussion, but its importance at the present
lies in the fact that not only are the rents fully recorded, but
aleo in the fact that the actual name of tenements are supplied.
These may be locationally fixed on the map of 1603 with considerable
case. Morcover, the demesne farm is identified as that singularly
leree holding of Frances Scarfe (Plate 1), located on the western
side of Cumwhition village. It is a curious fact that this was
not identified as the demesne farm in 1603, but the writer believes
Lhat it atlained this status only after 1602, The 1626 Rental
contains wuch invaluable landownership information which will be
divulged at a later stage. In 1626, Cumwhitton apparently possessed

a fulling mill (molendum fullorim) in addition to a granary.

The remainder of this "extra survey" material of direct

relevance to Lhe 1603 landscape is bighly fragmented, affording
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only occoncional climoses of some of thalt detail which woas considered
Tonoking. Very oy of Lhe enarly Court Baron records for Gilaland
hove rvived.  One enhry only was considered to he of sirnificance

dated 1011,
that no man cutt guickwocd of Rowland Robszon's
head-dyke.,  The like for Iveson and John ¥icholson's
head=dyke. (9)
This illuminating fragment casts interesting light upon the nature
of the field boundaries at High Northsceugh. In the same vein,
o recond enlry dated 1611 records that Thomes Scarfe, John Langrig
and Hicholas Hall were fined for allowing gaps to form in their
hedges. A 1530 copy of a document which may refer to 1423 - a
fecdary for the Barony of Gilsland mentions the fisbing for lampreys
in the BEden, together curiously enough with the presence of a
fulling mill. 'This situation inevitably raises questions concerning

the absolutle accuracy of the survey of 1603.

Hutchinson's Victoria County History records some of Lelands
observations of 1589, for Cumwhitton (10). There was here a
"woode called Skeabancke which is of very good oaks"
T.H.B, Grabam too, in an article which relates to the history of
Cumwinitton likewise quotes from a document dated 1613

belween the Milbeck and the South dyke going down from
the oaks unto Stainwath Beck. (11)

‘Unfortunately the location of this oakwood is elusive, but presumally
lay in the north of the manor near the River Hden. No reference

Lo any woods is included in the 1603 Field Book. Although these
additional sources cast only a modicum of extra light upon certain
aspects of thce early seventeenth century landscape of Cumwhitton,
they do at least serve to reemphasise the point that by no means

211l of the landschpe elcowments were recorded by the surveyors of

Lord Willinm loward. (12)



V1) BT e el B clhoereund, o medern aprraisal

Towns noted previously that the seventeenth century surveyors
catd Tittle ~bbention to Lhe retiel and topography of the manor.
Oovionvhy this bype of information was of little relevonce to their
purpose or adms, yet it is the writer's firm conviction that, as
Lhe physiography of the manor forms an integral component of the
Iandaeape it vhould be fully examined and understood. In analysing
Lhe physieal features of the manor, it may well be possible to
tdenlifly waye in which the slructure of the landscape may bear some

th

reiotiorsbin to the spatial patterns of human activity. For this
MrRoce T1e meps nave beoer compiled. The {irst, figure 2:2 identifies

the main physical features of the landscape, whilst the second

Migge 2:4 represents a generalised statement of the 16C3 map.

Pigure 2:2 in isclation identifies the dominant features of
the "natural" landscape. The feature is immediately apparent -
Lhe impocing bulk of what is today named "King Harry's Common",
which rises in the south to over 800 feet. It merges imperceptibly
northward with the undulating topography which characterises a good
deal of Lle landscape cf Cumwbitton, lying between 300 and 400 feet.
King Earry's Common may be viewed in reality as an offshoot of the
I"'ells whilch rice to the east of the manor. Upland and lowland are
in cloce juxlapouition then, wiltbin the confines of the manor.
Lowlands characterise the northern portions of the manor, whilst
in the soulh lowland is restiricted to the fringing flanks of King
Horvy's Common, and the narrow floor of the Cérne river. Cumwhitton's
undulating topoorapby is broken by two extensive tracts of flat
pent mons -~ Cumwritton and Hoorthwaite moss respectively, and

secondly by the steepsided tributary becks of the Eden, and in some

s
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co b b ddbeet . AT Lbese features are readily recogniuable
A B oo Pew plocen Lhe valley Tloor of the Iden widens
deva by Lo Porm g oa reosnld ereccentic ribbons of flat land along
oy yviwep b aproxams bely PO ook,

The cecond aopect of bhe physical landscape of Cumwhitton
of velovanee bo b sludy 1e 1the pedological character of the
Lorvitorye A soil lLexlure srvey of the Brampton District appenrs
Lo Goalocicsl Survey, and was undertnken by G. Wood (13).
Hororlaaately, an Wige. 23 (which has been redrawn from the original)
indicalter, bhe cnurvey does not cover the southern portions of the

wasor, balowberg pedelneicnl information ig available 1t is

Pnchmetiee Lo compora Lthe anstinl patterns of soil texture with
Pioos Dor oot e droadly cpenking, there are tWo main categories

ol voil Lype renregentod in fig. 2:3. The first are sandy soils

dorived Prom o perovinl gravelly glacilal deposits, whilst the second
are Tompy coils varying {from moderately heavy to very heavy in texture,
s e oo aro devived from boulder clay. The tract of light sardy
odle i ig. Priy forms part of a much more extensive belt which
clhrelehes frem drawpbton in tbe nortbh, to the southerly portions of
bhe manor.  Tolice that the lowland landscape for the most part,
1o
comprigoer gandy soils and lighter loams, whilet the south easterly
porbions, c¢loncly coincident with King Harry's Common, there is
aomarked concentration of heavy unattractive clay soils. Smaller
Lbrachs ol these clay soils, in addition, occur in isolated bands
along partiors of the Carne and Iden rivers. But at this stage,
on o atbempl must be made to draw torether the signifiicant features
ol TMigs. 200, P03, and 2:4, so that botb the physical landsoapevand

Live homnds 1 ndoeape oi 1603 may be related.
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Cops bder praomerily the aboenee of getilement and islands of
conlbivalbion in the soutbh easbern porbtions of the manor, where the
bewvieo! of clay soils are bto be encountered. It would seem that
heigcghb, exporvre, slope and the intractability of heavy clay were
detorrents Lo the agrarian efforts of man in the seventeenth century.
Curiciely thouph, the castern portions of Hornsby fields (Fig. 24 )
cofincide with the occurrence of these heavy clay soils. With this
cvception, the undulating lowlands mantled with sandy soils appear
to have formed the foci for settlement and cultivation (Fig. 2:3,2:4).
According to G.S. Wood,

case of working, fairly high rainfall and diversified
topography render this land (light sandy tracts)

eminently suitable for arable farming ... as well as
pasture for cattle and sheep. (14)

i

bis ogriculturnlly favoured soil deces nct characterise land bLetween
A0 and 400 tfeet alone. It recurs in sinuous tracts (Fig. 2:4)

along the Bden snd Carne rivers — 1bhe precise locations of these
peripberal seventeenth century isolated farmsteads of Fetewath,

The Holme, Tombank, FPishgarth-holme and Fell End. (Fig. 2:1, 2:3

and Fig. ?2:4). Many of the place-name elements of these farms

reflects the physical suitability of their location — the "holme",
(inciden®ally an alternative name for Petewath, was Holmewrangle)

is of old Nordic derivaticn (15) and signifies a "piece of dry land" (16).
fand clansed in 1603 as "common pasture" lay largely upon light

Loamy clays — on interesting feature, to which discussion will return

at a later stage.

A final point of note concerns the complete exclusion in
Pige 2:1 of any mention or indication of those extensive tracts of

bharin rent, to vhich attention bas already been drawn. It is



obving Lha't Lhie peripberal minor mosses menbioned in the 1603 survey,
were of nignifionqco in o political sense only. This Last feature
draws Lo a4 close the section which bhas been directed in the main,
Lownrd cotablicshing the nature of the "relational linkages'" bebween
Lhe sanbueal and man-moade Iandocape, as 16 appeared at the onset of

Lhe seventeenth century. 1In lhe concluding section, some attempt

will be made Lo draw logelbher the diverse problems which have arisen
i bhig chapler - to selt up the springboard as it were for the

tollowing chapters.

Provlems and Questions

This introductory chapter, intendedly descriptive could noi avoid
tlentifying just a few of the problems inherent in the source material.
The first se! of problems relate to those shortcomings of the map and
#ield Yook in isolation. The nature of these limitations has been
outlined, but it is as well to reemphasise this type of problem which
wust inevitably intervene in Lhe process of interpretation. In other
words, the way in which the data was collected in accordance with
the, "motivation, perception and background" of the surveyors, in

1tsell constitutes a problem.

Hurther diftriculties stem from the spatial picture presented by
the survey of 1603. It must be fully recognised that what we are
seeing 1w but a still-life snapshot of reality, frogen Tor an instant
in time, preserved verbally and graphically in historical record.
“his is not the landscape in its entirety or reality. The assemblage
of clements which have been isclated and described are themselves
closely interrelated, in a landscape which is mo.reover, in a sitate

of constant flux. Tneir order and spatial arrangement is continually



being refashioned and remoulded in tune with the highly complex,
invisible proceuses underiying the landscape. But above all, this
seovonteenth cenbury landscape functioned — within an agrarian,
political, social and economic framework. In the first instance,
[or examnle whot type of "field system” bound together the agrarian
landscape? — and by "field system", the writer refers to the

way in which the inhabitants of the manor tilled the
land, together with the disposition of their holdings. (17)

Any attempt to answer such a complex question must take into account
a whole series of interrelated variables, which include landownership
and land tenure. How in addition, are those intriguing features,
enclosed and unenclosed fields to be reconciled? Settlement too,
within the manor of Cumwhitton must also be viewed as a dynamic
assemblage of elements, rvesponding fto the everchanging economic and
gocial tide. Which elements of settlement, did in fact respond to
cihanze, and in another slightly different vein, can we attain any
insi~nY into settlement characteristics prior to 16037 The questions
which have been raised are just a few of those whicu will receive
nttention in following discussion, and are questions which cannot

be answered in isolation. The "experience'" of Cumberland beyond
Cumwhiblbon must be sought, so that any hypotheses forwarded for this
manor, can be viewed critically and comparatively. In sum, this
Lhesis canitot bhe expected to offer complete explanation, but it can
contrivute toward a deeper understanding of the evolution ol the

rural landucape of Cumberland as a whole.
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L. Groham (193.1)

2« A nole was encountered in bthe Waste Book of 1731 which regquested

(by the Barl of Carlisle) the copying of a number of maps.
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4« Bouch and Jones (1961) 89.
5. Grobam (1937) see Appendix.
6. Bailey and Culley (1794) and from 1972 facsimile of 1805 edition 200.

7. Kerrcidoe (1969) 60.

8. D.P.H of It C 217,

9. D.P.H of ¥ C178a.
12. Hutchinson (1794) V.C.H. Vol. 1 176,
11. Graham (1918) CWAAS V. 18.

12. It has become increasingly apparent that this map can only be
"an avstract of reality which cannot afford the detail of a

landscape painting? Beresford (1957).

13. Trotter and Hollingworth (1932) 173.

14. As above 174.

15, There is a remarkable resemblance between these occupation patterns
in a seventeenth century landscape, and similar patterns identified
in lowland Germany associated with esca villages. See Smith

(1959) 234.
16, Bnglish Place Name Society (1950) Pt. 1 78.

(1917) introdaction.
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Choptor 3

Sobblcmant and Population 1603-1849, an overviow
2

n the nrevious chanler, attention was drawn to the concept
1 b

o~

oi” Lhe Jlandoeaghe ans a dynamic assemblage off structural elements -
clemonts which in reality may be subject to constant refashioning
or melamornhosiz in space and time. The landscape, hisherto has

, . ; . a .

beon vieved largely as a set of isolated phenomensn, and little
offort has becen made to relate these to the contemporary political,

gocial and cconomic scene, of which it was inevitably a partial

CXOTresi31on.

This cnapter endeavours to trace the spatial evolution through
a time period of over two hundred years, of one of the most important
landscane elewents - that of rural settlement. Several basic sources
were available to enable such a study to be made, although the
historical geographer has by no means a continuous record at his
disposal. Instead, sources, widely spaced through time must suffice,
provided that their limitations to the study of selilement evolution
are acknowledged. HMany itransient landscape changes may pass unnoticed
in the darkness senarating one source from the next, but wherever
posuible a variety of sources will be drawn wpon, in an attempt fo
bridge the gaps in graphic information. The foremost objective of
the chaplier iz then, to giin an overview of settlement evolution in
Cumwhitton between 31603 and 1840, but there is a second objective to
be mat, involving {the examination of those underlying processes
which act ag agents of landscape change and shaped the patterns observed.
Indisputably, the most important causative agent of settlement change -

whether 1t v manifest in settlement growth or decay, is the oscillatory
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cesremes s o porndatbions Uetbbiswont can Ye a remarkably sensitive
barometer to Lhie ol se of population dynamics and change. Ponulalion
exoanaion for oxample, may engendaer the zrowth of existing settlements,
Lhe creation of new settlement, and subsequently precipitate the
vushineg orwa>d o the froutisrs of cultivation. Population decrease,
on bhe obher hand, may propagate a landscape reusponse viz — the
shrinkage or aven desertion of settlement, together with perhbaps

2 recession of cultivation limits. Clearly, population and settlement
are closaly interdependent — but the relationship in reality is not
quite as direct as it would seowm, for a change in absolute population

nunbers is in turn auvrctured by the interaction of multiple variables -

olitical, social or economic.
b

For the period 1801-1841, the study is able to draw from the
census returns for data of relevance to the objective of the chapter.
The two centuries which precede the census, must ultimately rely
upon source material of a different nature, so that some .insight

' may be gained. According to

into the "demographic dark ages'
D.E.C. Everscley,
the transition from the period of church — kept to the
era of state-kept records now appears much less important
than it once did. We do not move in 1801 or in 1837
{from darkuess into light. Ia population history the
dark age of population history ended in 1537 not in 1837. (1)
Iversley is, of course, refemring to the considerable scope offered
oy the critical analysis of parish register records. Incidentally,
the crucial period for Cumwhitton is 1695, not 1537, but the virtually

continuouz poarish record from this date, renders i% a valuable source

for this study.

Having completed the initial objective — to gain an overview of

settlement and population in Cumwhitton a bridge or link will have
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ooy Corced wihbh Lhe chaphtor whieh i3 o fellow. Thic will be

1 oreely concerned wilh the examination of the way in which change
bocame wriblen in Lo the morphology of an individual sefttlement.
Buh ool L atage, it ia of value to list the four primary
cartosvaphis gources, which nare to form the basis of discussion:

1) Tho survey of Gilsland of 1603, a source which has already been

degscribed above,

b) Thomasz Ramshay's survey of the Barony of Gilsland, undertaken

in 17711772, Unfortunately, no Field Book accompanies this survey.(2)

c) Edward Bowman's survey of the Barony 1828-1931, in addition to

which are two Field Books. (3)
d) The Tithe Map and Survey of 1840, compiled and surveyed by E. Morleaey. (4)

The following congtituted what may be regarded as supplementary

sources, which provide relevant population information:

i) Census data for the years 1801-185L (5) from which a graph and

table have bhaon compiled, to be consulted in the Appendix of volume II.

ii) Parish Register transcripts for Cumwhitton Parish. These run
discontinuously from 1670-1674, 1680-1689, and then more or less

uninterrupted from 1695-18390. (6)

iii) Indireci sources of a more general nature extracted from diverse
gsources, whizh include material extracted from the publications of
the Surtees Soci2ty, Border Papers and Court Leet Records of the
eiguteenth contury. All the above sources will be referenced in

tho cource of discussion.

The source miterial which require the most careful manipulation

and interpretation are undoubtedly the parish registers. (7)



Ao oo poomlh, b s decided Lhal o a short discussion on the limitations
ol parish regishar analysia gould not be out of place at this point
hot'ore inlerpretation and evalurtion can be initiated. The following
conch b e sone ﬂflhho mout important points to be borne in mind

cot ooide sl evaluntins thiz tyne of demosraphic data:

v fhe po oaiation of Cumwhiitton muﬂar/parish, even in the nineteenin
century was numerically small. It follows that even small changes
in the anaual nambeor of baptisms and burials are likely to be
examrerated.  The researcher must then, be concerned with the
tdentification of broad demographic trends. With this problem in
mind, a emoothing method, which has been emdloyed effectively in
maay demogranhic studies was adopted. (8) The analysis of the long
series ol burial and bapliism incidence was analysed on the basis of

"nine year running means".

ii) The "ecclrsiastical year", prior to the late eighteentb century
ran rather erralically from June, May, March or even April to that
month in the following year. These have been adjusted to0 the normal
cnlendar vyear, although the nine year running mean tends to lessen

the significance of the changing frequency intervals,

iii) It should be appreciated that all parish registers were totally
vulnerable to human error, deliberate or otherwise. They may not,
f'or a varia2ty of reasons some of which include illegitimacy and
nonconformity, record all burials or baptisms. It is interesting

to note that a [ew references to baptisms of illegitimate children
were encountered, as was the occasional reference to a GQuaker burial.
In 1797, according to Hu“chinson (9) there were ogly two Presbyterian

families and two Quaker families, so that even if they were omithed



Froan Lho rocistoers, Lhoe overall drends would not be greatly aflfected.

i) The Pinad peint worthy of nobe relates to the recording of

warringoes. Al oome shbages these were obviously not always recorded,

pooetoiy e infornation hng not been ianciuded
‘, oS e ercrigne UUnTuz LT o
boave proved o uceful crocos-refercnce for baptism recording, bub 4he

study should not suffer greatly from its exclusion. Suffice to say,
that the marriages which were recorded all demonstrated significant
fentures, in that botb partners usually originated from Cumwhitton
manor itself, or alternatively one originated from an adjoining wanor -
Wetheral, Cumrew or Hayton. Very rarely was the recorded "marriage
vdistanoo” in excess of ten miles in any direction from Cumwhitton.

This feature is a useful barometer for measuring social behaviour

in relation to the friction of distance - in a seventeenih and

eirhtecnth century context.

Y

The above outlinesthe type of major constraints to be borne
in mind when evaluating parish registers as a source of demographic
information. Overall, Cumwhitton records were considered a sufficiently

reliable source, upon which certain assumptions could he based.

Settlement in 1603

It will Dbe necessary throughout this section to refer back to
the 1603 survey and the map which was examined in Chapter 1. As a
preliminary to the study of settlement, however, attention will be
direccted towird the siganificance of place-name elemenits, in relation
to the settlevent within Cumwhition., For, in themselves, they
incorporate interesting elements wnich can offer some guidance as

to the relative age of settlements, as well as the possible nature
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o Lbeivr origins.  Initially then, some insight into the history

which underlay the settlement as it was depicted in the seventeenth

century, will be sought.

The Oxlord Dictionary of English place—names (10) specifically
singles out Cumberland as an area which affers a considerable amount
of scope for the study of place~names, viz:

in Cumberland are found some itypically British names -

Cumrenton, Cumwhinton .... and also such interesting
names as Birdoswald and Cumwhitton.

It will be noted that "Cumwhitton" is indicated as a name of
"oreat interest™, and so merits closer attention. Fkwall suggests
that i1t is a hybrid incorporating the element "cum'", derived from
the Welsh "cwm" - a valley. The second element is old Bnglish, with
the plural from Hwitingatum, meaning in sum, the valley by Whittington.
The antiquity of this settlement is hence suggested. In contrast,
whe remaining place-names encountered within the manor exhibit the
pervading influence of their Scandinavian origins. Hodgsoa has
aptly commentced that,

he Bcandinavian settlement in Cumberland, NorweZgian
no doubt, rather than Danish, we know only by its results. (11)

"Ormesby" for instance, according to Ekwall is of old Norse derivation -
Lire Y"by" element meaning a "byre", and the "orm", a personal name -
Clement.  ‘The "lbolm® element is one which recﬁrs tbroughout the manor
and is of Danish origin, whilst the "sk" element contained within the
two Norskues, ig indicative of the close affinity with the Vordic
tongue.  Likewise Scarrowhill -~ related to the Nordic word "Scalewra"

or alternafively the "nook of the shielings".

This cursory survey has exposed some of the intrinsic value

inheront in place-names, and has served to sketchb something of the



dewy ord tiae of Lhe met ! lements within Cumwhitton. Of course,
phochould never bhe forgrobten that o Scandinavian name attached to

garhioﬁlnr cetblementy doos not necessarily indicate that the
cebbleoment win, in fact of Scandinavian foundation. A Scandinavian
neene may gimply have become adopbed at a later stage, thus obscuring
an earliecr foma.  Thig sort of situation bas been uncovered in
Dommark, and whilst Scandinavian influence cannot be denied in the

hivtory of the manor, it is as well to be aware of some of the

Pimitations inherent in place—-name studies.

To move then, from this introductory, background section to
the core of the discussion, and to a consideration of settlement
in an early scventeenth century context. To some extent, settlement
bag been briefly considered in Chapter 1, but reference to Fig, 2:1
will reemphasise the main features of the size of settlement, its
density aad spatial distribution. The following statement by Bouch,
albelt in a tudor context, admirably summarises the settlement
"scene'" which confronts the historical geographer, in Cumwhitton,
even in those parts where men could live, the communities
were smwall and isolated. A traveller in Tudor times,
would have seen small villages and hamlets each surrounded
by o few fields .... crossed if at all by rude tracks. (12)
settlements in Cumwhitton were certainly smali, rarely if ever
2cceediug twenty homesteads in all. Remember, moreover, that

setilement size may well be overrepresented, particularly at

Moorthwnite and Horasby, for reasons already divulged. At the
other end of the spectrum, bhamlels comprising three farmsteads
occuried in several places - at Scarrowhill, Carabrigknoll, and Low

Northgsceugh.

It is iwponsible to arrive at any total population figure,



el Lo covenlbocalh o cenbury landneape supported.  Ih can bhe
Goaled o Uh o ressonobhle accuracy that theee were 68 farnsteads,
Sluboush Yhe nanaber of households per farm-unit remains obscurec.
Aocrnde codbinating bechnique employed in the analysis of Carlisle

ioconicn rocords of 1563 postulated 4.5 persons per houschold. (13)
1 it i assuned that there was one household per farmstead, then
Cumwhilton's population could be estimated in the region of 300
versons.  These assumptions, however, are extremely shakily based,

as 2 crude guide to the total number

of Invabitants witoin Cumwhitton, in this period. If an accurate
population lotal cannot, therefore, be compiled with certainty, are
there any alteraative means by which an insight could be gained into
the characteristics of the population, and the "environmental context"

within waich the population can be viewed?

The sceitlements as compunities were undoubtedly small, and
they incorporated the essence of an almost clan-like organisation
in so far as they afford multiple examples of identical tenants'
surnames. In the ield Book, for example, six tenants possessed
the surname "Scarrow", six similarly "Atkinson", five "Hall", four
"Barle'", Tour "Nicholson'" - whilst the surnames "Hewitson', "Bird"
and "Milbuva" are all duplicated. Intermarriage, the custom of
inheritonce and low social mobility are all in evidence here,
Houseman writing in the 1790's conveys a similar picture, even at
this late stage,

The estates have passed (in Cumwhitton) for some

centuries in a regular line of descent in the same

families whence there is a great similarity of

charicter and sameness of disposition of the people. (14)
It is indeed fortunate that documents survive to provide something

of a wider context for the detailed material of 1603, and this
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eviobence may il bimadlely help Lo deepen the knowledge of {he sort

of demographic procennon which may haove underlain that early

T o 2. .S CGratemoin nils intoro Stin
los b oo verndon of whie 1eD3 survey, has the folloving to

contribube, which he in burn exlracted from the report of Thomas
(arleton the land smrjggnt of Gilsland dated 1600, and refewming to
S
the Border troubles of the late £4fteenth century.
I darc be bold to speak i%, that £10,000 will not
well and sufficiently repair the decay and losses
of the said country (Gilsland) .... by fire and
sword, spoil and oppression of the Scot and enemy:
besides the great dearth and famine wherewith the
country has been punished extremeiy these three hardy
years past, and now last of all, the plague of sick-
ness lately fallen amongst them. (15)
A formidable array of Malthusian checks would appear to have racked
f1leland prior to the survey — checks which would no doubt provide
great scone for the investigator of local demographic behaviour.
he abgence of parish records for this early period however, renders
impossible any further research. The historical geographer must be

content to speculale as to the possible effects of the above disasters

upon the nopulatiosn and settlement of Cumwhitton.

Congider further, the evidence supplied in the Master Rolls for
Gilsland in 1581, when 75 able-bodied men were to represent Cumwhitton
"Bailifworke". (16) Yet in a comparable wuster roll for 1598 only
(? names are includod. (17) It is debatable whether this could be
takea as cvidence for the depletion of the fighting force. If if
is, the {fall in the number of able-~bodied men, may well have had at
3 Later stage, some influence upon the demographic trends within
the manor. An centry discovered in the Border Papers dated 1598 is

however, an indisputably sorry one:
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Cumwhilton:

Horses sufiicient 9 insufficient 63 absent 2.

Nags suliicienk O; insufficient 3; absent 7.
In addition John Mucgrave, the land sarj%%nt for Gilsland reported
that in 1598, at Cumwhitton,

The Scots spoils there totalled £200 and above. (18)
Overall conditions, from this somewhat fragmentary evidence, were
hardly conducive to economic prosperity. Neither does it seem
feasible to envisage demographic stability, or a pronounced rate
of natural increase in population ~ althougn, of course, one cannot
overlook the possibility that Cumwhitton may bave proved an anomaly;
ut an extract from a letter dated 1600, does set seal to the overview

which has been gained so far,

insecjrity to property is a complete barrier to any
proaress in material prosperity. (19)

To return, afier a cursory view of the environmental conditions
of the carly seveateenth century, to the gquestion of settlement in
1603, Some piecemeal evidence of the type of population dynamics,
to which Cunwhitton may have been subject has been uncovered. Yet,
therc is little to suggest, from the visual evidence of the survey,
that waf, pillaging and destruction had swept through the manor,
except perhaps in the case of that curiously empty garth at Scarrow-—
hill ¥ig. 2:7. Where Mr. Dacre possessed a

«..croft being a decaied tenement (20)
of course, a "decaied tenemant"” may simply be attributed to the
death of the former tenant leaving no successor, rather than a

testimony to the instability of {the times.

Lord Howard's accession as lord of Gilsland, did, bhowever

coincide wi+h that of James I to the throne of England. Border
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warfare subsequently ceased — for a while at least. Perhaps then,
the landscape of 1603 rather than exhibiting the 1mprint of centuries

of instability, represented the beginnings of an economic rehabilitation.

T™iis scction, has attempted to sketch in the historical frame-
work, together with its economic and social components, - a frame-
work within which the landsdape of 1603 (as it was recorded by the
surveyors of lord William Howard) must be viewed. Absence of suitable
data bas prevented the formulation of a more precise measurement of
the dynamics which may have underlain this essentially static land-
scape, but the nature of dynamics, political and social in the main,

have been outlined in a general sense.

vome one hundred and sixty nine years separate the 1603 settle—
ment "scene" and the next graphic source dated 1772. Any transitory
changes which may have become recorded upon the landscape and then
nerhaps disanpeared during this "silent interlude", must remain largely
unknown - such are so often the limitations of the historical record.
It is.unfortunaﬁe that the extrapolation between two fixed points
cannot be avoided, but the historical geographer must be consoled
with the fact that the mere existence of major eighteenth century

documeniary cvidence is fortune in itself,

The "silent in%erlude" is, however, nct entirely cobscured. The
Iine Books of 1626 (21) and 1650 (22) contain some interesiing entries
whhich relate to "improvemenizs" of'"'new and diverse lands", involving
the payment of anything from a few pence to over two shillings extra
rent for several tenants. According to Dilley, who has compiled a
1ist of Cumbrian agricultural terms, (23) an "improvement" signifies

..san encroachment on the common land thus improving
its value.
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10 this was 5o, then asricultural expansionist activities would
seemingcly bhave got underway by 1650, But after this date "improvement"
entries cease. They may in turn reflect a demand for the extension

of land - possibly as a response to population increase - but this

is purcly speculative, although it is interesting to note the location
of these"improvemenlbs'"., Four tenants at High Northsceugh were

charged with additional rents, three at Hornsby, and four at Cumwhitton
by 16256, The exact iwmplications of these activilies are difficult to
asgess in terms of population and landscape change, but they will be

recexamined at a later stage in this chapter.

Settilement in 1772

As a preliminary section, the nature of details which relate to
the accuracy and motivation of the survey so be employsd, must be
examined, Fig. 3:1 represents a copy of the 1772 map of the Barony
compiled by Thomas Ramshay, the steward of Gilsland. There are,
incidentally three maps, differing slightly in the portrayal of

detail = although their twofold aim is unmistakable,

1) To identify the location of the Earl of Carlisle's immediate

possessions throushout the entire Barony.
ii) To survey the exteant of unenclosed, unimproved common.

In both, retail of the tenants' land is omitted. How accurate
then, can the portrayal of settlement be in these circumstances?
Once again, the problem of interpretation arises - in that all the
rectangles on Lhe wmap are simply described in the key as "buildings".
Il i3 by no menns easy to ascerlain which are farmsteads and which
are subordinate bulldings. For example, take the group of buildi=ags

labelled "Morleyhill"™. These constitute, in fact a single farm.



voocore da b he everciced beflore meaningful conclusions can be
drawn, where changee in cebtlement is to he evaluated. "The map can
deceive, = ar dnereace in bthe total nveber of tuildings in 1772, as
dictinel from Lhooe in 1603, may not necessarily correspond to an
increace in the novwber of Tarms, but merely the addition of further

phimetuwres to o exictling nuclei.

If the two maps are closely compared, several settlement
differencss relating to the process of change frem 1603-1772 can
be identified with certainty. First, and most important relates
to the appearance of entirely new farmsteads. These in Figure 3:1

hzve been lobelled wherever possible tc eass icdentification. In
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distrituiion in that nearly all of these new farms are located in
close preximity to the peripheries or limits of cultivation of 1603.
It is a curious fact that there does not seem to have been any
correspornding extension of these limits, or intake of new land,
since 1603!  The slight discrepahcies in cultivated areca represented
or the two maps, may have arisen from their fractional differences
in scale. This observaticn and its possible significance will be

developed ot a later stage in the discussion.

Hoturning to IMig. 3:1, it shculd also be noted that the
"Cecayed'" denemont at Scarrowhill in 1603, Fig. 2:1, had by 1772,
become ro;encrated, and a new farm had appeared. The villages
themeelves, however, present problems. The period 1603-1772 had
at Cumwhiltion registered little change, with the exception of the
growth ol the demesne farm complex, although it could be argued

that the way in which it giands out on the map is an interesting



Sono hnooonnlanred. b
Cortihicoecusl oo the obher hond, ie, indisputably a case of a setile-
penth which hags undergone expansion.  Lower Vorthsceugh has changed
litile, whilot the three tenements at Carnbrigknoll, in 1603, had
by 1772 been roduced to two. Evidonoe of settlement growth was by
ne means universal on the landscape of Cumwhnitton., Some portions
hed witnessed relative stability, whilst elsewhere, positive

expansion had taken place.

I+ would seem reasonable to suggest, in view of the appearance
of new Tarmsteads in the landscape, that the years 1603-1772 may
have witnessed a corresponding increase in vnopulation. Yet why
then, was there no subsequent intake of new land indicated upon
the map. Were ttose cultivation liwmits shown in 1772 a reflection
of reality? The writer has reason to believe that they were not.

I

Sucpicion is founded on information contained withina)the evidence
{ et

previous section, where several "improvements" were recorded at

w1/ the Fine Bookg has already been disclosed in the

Cumwhitlon. Theze were apparently legal and taxable; and b) the

Court Lect Records. (24) 1In these, several interesting references
to illegal encroschments within the manor were encountered. These
appear sporadically ir the 1750's and 176C's and come to a head in
1779 Thefollowing extracts illustrate the nature of the entries:

1750 Uargaret Schollick and her son and beir for
taking up and making incroachments upon
Cumwhitton common adjoining their own estate
at Hornsbygate.

1762  Jokn Atkinson of Horrsby for an incroachment
on the common of Cunwhitton at a place called
Foulpool.

In 1775, the court leet held at Hayton was presented with a



ve. parbicularly in some rarts of Cumwhitlon manor
where increachments abounded much.

Somie ter names of offenders were ligted, but ttey reappear in

Vi, o pari ol a considerably larger list ol offenders. This
Lime the liet comprises 40 offerders ~ at least three quarters of
Llhie tenanls in Cuwmwhition, although the exact acreages involved
wore never disclosed.s Tt will be noted that all the "new" farms
were involved in this illegal activity, together with many other
farma located within the established villages. Incroachment it
would seem, was & virtually universal activity throughout the maror
in the mid and late eighteenth century. (25) Interestingly enough,
the person responsible for reporting the offender wasone Themas
Romshay, steward to the court — that same Ramshay, it would appear
who undertock the survey of the Barony in 1772, yet who seems to
have overlooked these extensions of the limit of cultivationl

In the face ol thie new evidence, the survey of 1772, may well
deronstrate the art of deception and the influence of perception.
Only that landscape which was "legal" in the eyes of the Earl of

Carlisle was portrayed.

Trere is one further source of evidence from wkich the study
may draw with o view to probing this question of populeation and
sottlement change in the late eighteenth century. I refer in this
instance to the scope offered by an analysis of parish registers -
the trends of annual totals of burials and baptisms of which, are
gunmarised in Pig. 3:2. These have been grouped into four broad
periods on account of the differing demographic dynamics exhibited

between 1695-1830.
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The Ciret, from 1696-1705, is but a short and incomplete
ohace, but which bas been iderntified because here, there is a
clear doficit of baptismes as opposed to burials. It may have
beon a shortlived phase, but it could equally indicate that the
population was eitber statiorary or even decreasing, in total
munbers. Plase two, in contrast from 1706-1750, is characterised
by {luctuzting burial and baptism rates, but in which there is
Adways a surplus of baptisms over burials. In this case, slow
porulation growth may be postulated. Unfortunately time did not
permit an investigation of the causes of these peaks and troughs.
One must always be aware that they could be a reflection of local
baptismal practice cr the vagaries of recording, rather than ahy
reflection of demographic activity. However, one demographic
characteristic, which cannot escape the attention of the reader
iz that curious change which appears to have takern place after 1750,
in Mge 3:2, Therecupon follows a marked trough in "demographic
events". This feature is sufficiently interesting, and potentially
significant to warrant a pause in the present discussion, in order
to prche some of the deeper implications. The abrupt fall in the
anrual number of baptisms could indicate the activation of a number
of processes. It could represent a "safety valve" processs by which
the population growth and hence increase in numbers experienced from
1706~1750, was relieved. Emigration could then, be postuleted.
Dertainly early scurces, considered previously, did indicate thet
the demand for new land had set in by 1626. (See also in this context
foolnote (25)) IDmigration may have been sparked off or rather
arcsravated by a wiole series of events, in addition to the early
cvidence of Iond bungser and oncroachments. The Earl of Carlisle

in 1747, enclored (26) a large part of King Harry Common fig. 2:1,



ad oin deine o, voluable eatile pasture belonging to the tenants

S Cunvibbon ond their dependents, was lost. Some moy then have

cocene fercea te rertott their meane of subsisterce, which leancd

sy vaon v steralicme The abeve are of course, mere s;eculationo,
mhor of mect-ouniomes wav bave contributed toward the process of

sioration, 1T indced emigration had taken place between 175C and 1770.

By 1774, however, population tredds had become-reversed, with
n osustained rise in the number of baptisms which was to continue
well into the nineteenth century. Drawing together what evidence
‘5 available, the encroachments within Cumwvhitlon which came 1o a
head in 1779, can be viewed as an outcome of the rise in population
which had begun ¢l774, or possibly as the culmination of a long
process of encroschment activity spanning the years 1750-1779, or
perhaps eoven 1620-1779. The encroachment activity may have been
agogravated by an imbalance between the demand for land and the
nunber of movths to be fed — or perhaps a combination or interaction
ol these varinbles. Whatever the situation was in reality, a series
of complex, and nrobably interconnected processes of change were
taking place in the late eighteenth century - which had direct
repevcussions upon the landscape, as well as upon the structure of

society which supvorted it.

One poini which has emerged from the above discussion concerns
seme of the wnys in which reality may be distorted - unbeknown to
the interpretor of the historical record. Clearly wherever possible,
as many sources as are available and relevant to study must be

prescnted and evaluated, before any conclusions can be formulated.



The o pest o detum Line b owlhich the progross of settlement
coclution con he clearly viewed Talls in the2 years 1828-21, when
fe Powmon undertook o suvrvey of the entire Barony of Gilsland.
in contraal with the preceding survey on a comparable scale,
sJowman'a comprises a map, btogether with two Field Books. The
Lotbter unfortunately can shed little extra light upon thne settle-
ment study in question as no buildings recorded on the map are
"explained" in the Field Books. Once again, basic problems of
drta interpretation are encountered. The motivation and purpose
of thoe survey is centred essentially upon the disposition and
extent of the tenants' lands in addition to the extensive possessions
of the Barl of Carlisle. There is then, a distinct shift of
ermphasls in purpose and mode of recording in evidence, when the
surveys of 1772 and 1828 are compared. It was possible to reproduce
the relevant section of Bowman's survey photographically (Plate 2),

andé this repredvcetion will form the basis for the following discussion.

The first {eature to note when exomining Plate 2 is that each
tenement is numbered and can be subsequently identified in the Field
Book., It is readily apporent that Bowman's survey records a number
of new farmsteads, this time accompanied by a ccrresponding intake
of new land from what were the commons, particularly along the Eden
and the flanks ol King Harry Common. Enclosure of the commons had
clearly antednted Bowman's survey. UNew farmsteads had appeared
beyond the nuclei of pre-—existing settlement, for example, Mill
Mzrm, Eden Banks, Woodgill House and King Harry Farm. It is less
casy however, to assess the impact of change in those setilements

wirleh were already establisbed in 1828, chiefly because of the
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le dimitetiona of Bowmen's swrvey (Plate 2). I'he outbuildings
G ore Toam, moerse dmoerceptibly wilh thoze of an adjecining farm,

nderving The Lask of mensnring change virtually impossible.

The (ireh cencus of 18GI provides some additional material
oy resonrch inle the types of social dynamics which must have
wrdertain the landscape as it was recorded in Bowman's survey.
Extrocts Crom the census data are summarised in tabular form in

Lhe Aprendix 3:1.

A cursory examination of the general trend of the total
population within the parish of Cumwhitton demonsirates that Bowman
undertock bis survey at an extremely timely period. t closely
ccincided with Lhe gzenith of Cumwhitton's tctal population numbers
ac it was recorded at ten yearly intervals. In 1831, 579 persons
resided wiibhin the contines of the parish which was synonymous with
the manor. A glance in addition, at the population trends, illustrated
by the aralysis of the parish registers Fig. 3:2, confirms the
general statement that the total population of the manor had risen
steadily belwecn the years 1801 and 1831. It is against this back-
cloth of expandirg population that the landscape of 1828, with its
new farms and newly improved lands, can be viewed most realistically.
If the increase in builcings in Cumwhitton village, and to a lesser
exlbent ot Moorihwaite and Hornsby, can be taken as an indicator of
cobtlement cxprnsion and development, ther the pOpulaticn statistics

can only reinforce this viewpoint.

Setilement in 1840

Rural setilement information in this section is derived from

Lte Tithe Survey, and more particularly, the Tithe Map. This survey,
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Podr ane b b ond ol bhe time sequenco through which rural

Gl bew o beddii o the maror hoo been viewed 1st infinitely more
aceanrabe Lhon the Lhree preceding surveys. The original Tithe
by, drewn e the sceale 2inches = 8 chains, is extremely detailed

Sid enannotl be reproduced in frll because of the format limitations.,
A cecond asset is lbat each building is enumerated enabling the
identilfication of the farm complex and the individual bomestead.
Precivion and detnail are then the key-notes of this particular
Enrvo:. Moy the purposes of this chapter, the minute detail 1s

et reguired, but portions of the survey will be employed to

il tustrate scitlement themes in the following chapter.

A close examination of the 1840 landscape revealed that in

cownaricon wish the periods 1603-1772, and 1772-1828, the years

LGPE=1840 had wilnessed a considerable deceleration as far as the
crostion of new farms was concerned. It is for this reason that

A detailed map of 1840 has not been reproduced in this thesis.
Tustend, the only Tarmstead of any notable size to have appeared
in the final phase has been located on the 1828 copy (Plate 2).

Yo also have the two "cottage farms", respectively named, Thwaits
and Cairn cotiaze. Population growth, as was concluded in the
pregoing section had apparently passed its zmenith (App. 3:1), and
so 1t would ocem bhad the creation of new farmsteads and the demand
for the extension of cultivated land. But, there is another facet
of the settlewent - population relationship which remains to be
exolored. Bxlracts from the census for Cumwhitton in 1841 included
the enumecration of those houses which were uninbabited. In the
Northscourh with iloorthwaite sector, 7 houses lay unoccupied.

Yhilst only four in the Cumwhition sector were classified thus
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(Ann. 2:2). Carefvl scrutiny of tbe Tithe Survey, in conjunction
with the above, allows more locatiocnal precision to be addcd *to
the gtatoement of deserted dwellings. The presence of a descrted
Parmbouse  coan be detected when a situation arises in which a
farmer owns two fnrmstcads and yet occupies only one — neither

ig the other sublet. It is possible to state then that at Moor-
thwaite, one ~mall farmstend lay unoccupied; four farms including
one cotitage were deserted at Hornsby out of a total of 10 dwellings;
fwo emall farms at High Northsceugh were similarly fated. In
complete conirast, Cumwhitlon village comprising in 1840 twenty-
twe dwellings, scems to have changed little in size or siructural
layout between 1828 and 1840. Carnbrigknoll, Low Northsceugh and

Scarrowhill similarly exemplify settlement stability.

The Tithe Survey, when viewed in conjunction with census
information provides interesting source material which points to
a roversal ol population trends and a parallel process of landscape
dynamics invelving structural change. Deserted dwellings may reflect
the operation of a number of complex economic and social variables -
{or examplr, the abandonment of smell uneconomic tenements perhaps
eclipsed by oxpanding farms. Whatever the active variable, rural
migration would no doubt result, contributing in turn to the

downward trend in total population observed.

Alttoush ihe finishing touches to the landscape of 1840 lie
boyond the chronological limits of the thesis, it is of interest
to note thal the trends observed in the final period of study,
morked the beginnings of a gradual process of population decrease

and the continuing desertion of farmsteads. The present landscape,



artienlarly in the southern sortions of the manor is littered

i

with Lhe remnants of cottages and farmhouses, in varying states of
disrepuire. lHHornsby, in particuvlar, apnears to have been hardest
hit, for today, five cottages stand empty, whilst only slight

digturbances on the ground testify to the former presence of a

Cnrmstend.

In concluding this chapter, an attempt must now be made to
draw together that set of observations which relate to change in
the spatial distribution and siructure of settlemen’ in Cumwhitton
between 1603 and 1840. The magnitude of chiange experienced by
individual settlements through time was variable, but it is posgible
to composge a meaningful general statement concerning the structural

landscape chunges which have been observed.

Change and stabilitly have together formed the two main themes
underlying the study of the landscape in this chapter. From the
surveys woich have been examined several generalisations may be
Torwarded. 'The first of which relates to the northern sector or
the manor roughly delimited by a line drawr from the Fishgartholme
to Fellend (Plate 2). Within this sector the established settlement
nuclei secem to have experienced a marked stability of the structural
landscape. The soutbherly portions in contrast, underwent a more
varied cxperience. The settlements of Hornsby and High Northsceugh
proved exitremely sensitive to the invisible pulses of change — be
they triggered socially or economically. In short, mary of the
scttlements in this southern section experienced what mey be regarded
a5 negative change. It should not be overlooked however, that beyond
the established settlement nuclei change became manifest in different

londscape terms. Throughout the entire manor, the creaticn of new



Tormotends won o universal feature of the landscape throughout
the study period. Side by side then — contraction and stability
of selitlement, was in close Juxtaposition wilb expansion and

development of Lthe single farmstead.

Tte second objective of this summarising section relates to
the classification of the processes of landscape development. On
thie basis of the observed processes the following modes of landscape

dovelopment may be identified: by

i) The creation of "isclated farmsteads', a process which continued
sporadically between 1603 and 1828, but which had slowed considerably

between 1828 and 1840,

ii) The addition of new structures to preexisting settlements.

Two categories of these "new" structures were identified - firstly,
entirely new farms as were occasionally added to the settlement of
fiigh Northsceugh between 1772 and 1828, and secondly the addition
of ancillary buildings. The latter in reality refers to the
development of the farm complex, from whatl was probably a simple
single structure in the early seventeenth century, through to a
more ccmplex farmstead which developed gradually with the addition
of outbuilcings and barns - a process which was virtually complete
by 1822, The evolution of the farmstead will be explored at a

aigher level of resolulion in a later chapter.

iii) The final category of landscape dynamics is essentially a
negative one, referring in the main to the desertion and in some
cnwes, the disappearance of setilement structures and subsequently
settblement shrinkage. Hornsby is of course, the prime example in

Lhis category., Later chapters will endeavour to probe some of the
compleoy procesces which could have underlain this direction of settle-

mort chanc.
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The Conrt Teel napers Lor Hayton quarter were meticulously
senprehied fop evidence of encroachment in manors other than
Comwhitton,  Jones (19¢2) citee two Cumbrian manors, Bolton
in 1763, and Aspalria in 1710 where similar activity was
rocorded in the late cigbteentb century. Clearly as regards
Lhe rveot of Giloland, Cumwhitton seems to have been something

of an ancmaly.



v

Chrnlboer 4

ot b lement Morpholoey, Two Levels of Resolution

his theasin han, for reansons of limiting the work to a
roasonable scale been reslhricted to the manor of Cumwhitton, but
i this chapter it is proposed to extend the argument and consider
the morphology of the cluster settlements in Cumwhitton within the
widor sotiing of the whele of the Barony of Gilsland. This topic
hn omo far been neglected in a Cumbrian context, although the
proliminary findings of the discussion which is to follow should
be viewed in conjunction with parallel research carried out by

Roberts and Sheppard elsewhere in Northern England. (1)

Thorpe has classified the plain to the south of Carlisle (2)
(of which southern Gilcland largely comprises) as an
++. intermediate area of villages interspersed with

many scattered homesteads and hamlets and occasional
market towns.

i'me movncer of Cumwhiltton, as was observed in chapter two represents
what could rightly be regarded as a microcosm of lowland settlement
forms. As well as a great diversity of settlement types the range
ol settlement size is well represented throughout this area, but

it is the characteristics of the plens of these settlements which
iz to form the cornerstone of this analysis. A consideration of

settlement distribution and settlement character thus provides a

suitable introduction to the topic of settlement morphology.

Migs 4:1 illustrates the area which has been selected for

study = the lowlands to the east of the Eden and Irthing rivers.
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‘his region includes, in addition, territcry adjoining the historical
boundarics of the barony, for the territorial unit has little
relevance to the study of settlement morphoclogy. The striking
rfeature of the distritution of settlemeni is at once apparent.
Several authorities, among them Smailes (3) and Graham (4) have
drawn attention to that remarkable line of Pennine "scarp-foot"
sottlements, which is continuous from the north east of Brampton

to Brougb in the south in the upper reaches of the Eden, beyond the
Limits of Fig. 4:1. There are reasonable grounds for identifying a
sccond belt or arc of settlementis further west, focussing upon the
Bden lowlands proper, rather than the sharp junciion between upland

1"

and lowland. This second "arc" may be traced from Brampton through

Haytor, Greater Corby, Cumwhittor itself and Hornsby southward.
The analysis of those villages which were considered to be of
gulficient proportions to possess an identifiable ground-plan is
sumwericed in fig. 4:1. This classification of settlement form was
based or the "irst Bdition of the Ordnance Survey for the region of
1663, at the scale of 6 inches to the mile. Wherever possible, the
nuch earlier cartographic sources, particularly from the suite of
ma:s dated 1003 were consulted for supplementary informetion on the
classificetion of village morphology. In many instances, the
morphological construct of a village is much more simple and easily
identifiable in the absence of later accretional features. Two
excellent examples of thie situstion are illustrated in an earlier
Mige 5:1 which traced the details off a 1603 map. Fig. 4:2 or the
otber hand illustrates the nature of some village-plans in the

rogion, as tlhey appeared in 1863. Incidentally, both Cumrew and

Fewbiggin are reprecented in 1603 Fig. 5:1, and 1863 Fig. 4:2, and


http://ri.ra.wn

Lo ol anberert be compare morphological change exbibited in

Ploce twoe sebilomenis.

Cloccification of getilewment form or plan, as illustrated in

P, il owme baned cn Lbhe following crileria:
. . e s .
S) ihe Ly of pow—shructnre of which each settlement compriced.
ol
b) Lhe presence or abience of a central open space or green,
o) bhe abionce ol o delinite village plan.

In addition, the locations of all known deserted villages (5)
beve been idertifficed in Migs 4:L, together witbk a "possible" site,
lecnted whiore a church stands in conspicuous, inexplicable isolation (6).

i othe procence of an isolated church is an effective irdicator of

Ve ouoaanie toostion ol o deserted village, then the remainder of
cidtodeend o Torded ne other potential candidates for lost villege sites,
The finsd observation al this general level concerns the question of

cricenbation, which way or may not be of significance. In general,
Lhe brend of goettlcewent orientation along the Pennine scarp is
dictinetly northi—-goutb, whilst the more westerly arc, mcre varisble
in the orientntions it exbibits, does incorporate a fow settlements
vith an east-west crientation. It 4w as yet, too early to attach

sy hiclorical significance to the orientation of settlements in
Cumberland, bui Lhe writer believes that the features which have
been beizUly Loached apon, may be of future significance in the stuly

ot gelbbLanont.

I s now f1tting, however, to fix attention firmly upon the
characteristics of settlement morphology in the Eden and Irthing
i

boulandse IV is 1wmpossible to overlook the general uniformity of

vitlace plans represented in Fig., 4:1, and 4:2. The majority of



celbomgac s wrleor coview oan be aaaizaed o what has been concisely
doseribod by oboarls an the "lwo-row grecnvillage" class., A large
cmnber comorn e bywo dighinct rows of houses facing each other
rorozs o Linerr open spoce, wmuch of which by 18563, as Lthe examples
il bestbiTy bud bhecome obuscured by colonisation and infill. The
Lorm "village” 1s perhaps a litlle confusing where Hayton and
Bram)bon are coacerned, but if the 1603 maps are reliable, it is
believed that a wmuch more simple rural village form, underlay the
more complex urban plans wahere multiple row structures had eventually

developed by the ninebteenth century.

The second major plan—element to which attention must now be
drawn is %he greecn. Most of the greens are most effectively
described as "linear" or "street greens", some of which possess
distrizst funnel-shaped proportions. Tig. 5:1 and the example of
Cumwhritlon village itself exhibit a noticeable narrowiiag of the
srcen at one end of the villaze. In 1603, however, according to
information rocorded in the suite of mans nearly all the grecns
Fad direcl access Lo eibther surroanding open fell or pasture, or
less direct access, by means of a field way, to the wide expanses
of open pastira beyond. (This intimate juxtaposition of green and
pzsture still identifiable at Cumrew (Fig. 4:2) in 1863, became,
especially after the enclosurc of the commons somewhat obscured.)
Yot in 1603 this link was especially strikiag. At this point, the
discnssion must inevitably impinge upon the controversial topic of
the funciion of lhe grecn. (7) 1In this condext it is interestiing
Lo note tha’t the Rev., R.3.E. Oliver, refeming to the village of
Millourn, offered the following explanation of what he termed

"cloged villages™:



ivois osaild shat in bimes past Lhe inhabitants used to
clore alll Lhe entrances to the village, and turn their
cattle onto une village green during the winter. I have
been told taat this "closing" was a measure of protection
against marauders (presumably the Scois) whose object
was catile. (8)
His opinion was Just one of many, and little further can be added
thatl s unitil the individual village of Cumwhitton is brought under

-
i
L

close scrutiny. Whatever the historical function was in reality,

the link betwaen the green and encircling pasture, and the regulation

of the movemeni of livestock, may be crucial.

The shave of the green as evidenced in Fig. 4:2 is rather
Istinetive in these lowland villages, and bence daserves closer
attenition, In nearly all of the two-row green villages examined,
the green was c2rtainly linear, narrvow, and in some cases rather
siaous.  One cannoy avoid recalling the similaribties in the
morshology ol the green in lowland Cumberland, with those of merth-
went County Durham — for example, Bggleston and Cockfield(9), where
she close link boetweon green and open fell is forged by means of
a wide droveway or outgang. Linear greens, and two-row struciures
wulch comprise the majority of village plans in lowland Cumberland,
mcocord particularly closely with village plans in the north west of
County Durham. Interestiugly, (with one excention) none of these
Gilsland villages resembled the distinctive village form encouatered
i1 cagstern County Duarham, where "regular" village plans are
recougnisable - comprising above all a broad, rectangular almost
ircomevrical grecn, with regular row structures encasing it. This
comparison o village forms east and west of the Pennines has thus
uncovered gsome interesting features, which may be of significance
whon Yhe ultimate origins of the village plan are questioned.

Clewrly Lhe oxamples observed in Gilsland closely redemble the more



Ghie dpes o nioas Yoo ol cpaca 7illage oncountered in the western
oL Al Cogartr I, Tharo was howe‘\/’”l‘, one apparentl
crooenbicn Lo obhla coneralbication. The village of Laversdale,
Pocal o wo bibe norbh wesl of the Irthing (Iige 4:1) is a case
o oiahe In 18G3, (Pige 4:2) it comprised of four, albeit
i cconbinnous rous, selb arouad o broad, roughly square green -~
~iltine contrant to neichbouring settlement, Time did not
permit a detailed examination of this village, but reference to
the Mield Book ind caled that Laversdale was somewbat unique,
ecrpecinlly in the relationship between the houses and appurtenant

Cields. (10)

Boeyond the distinctive category of two-row village plan,
Gitaland affords examples of settlements, somé with what was once
a form of greem, and some without the same. These cluster settle-
moato o not possess a readily identifiable ground-plan which lends
vhoeoly we elaveitficntion. The villages of Farlam and Walton Wood
fall into this rather ill-defined category of village plan, which
by 1863 bad become extremely difficult to identify in the absence of
any characteristic structural elemznts., This final séttlement
category coucludes the survey of village forms in southern Gilsland.
The review has been intendedly cursory but it is believed that a
numbar of wvaluable points have been identified. It is reasonable
to state, i1 the light of the findings, that a surprising number
of viitlases in Gilsland display an overall similarity in plan and
hence structural elemeats. The two row, linear green village, rather
irveonlar in consbruct seems to be the dominant species of sebtle-
monh form. Moreover this type of village plan extends far beyond

the limits of IMix. 4:1, for belween the Bden and the Pennine scarp
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o thie enst soutuward to Applsby, the villages of Gamblesby,

seldmoervy, okirwith, Bleancarn, Culgaith and {nock, to identify but
fow, nll display the unmistakable morphological characteristics

of the bwo-row green village. The implications are fascinating,

pul bere the study wast terininate in order vo examine the effects

of morphological change, as wrought in the village of Cumwhitton.

The detnil afforded by analysis at a much higher level of resolution,

in a sasnse’complemenths and balances the more general observabtions

compiled so (ar.

IT‘V

e stud; of village morpholozy, with particular referecnce to Cumwhitton

Gumwhitton is the only settlement within the confines of the
prescribed study area, which lends itself to retrogressive morpho-
Iogical analysis. As a preliminary and necessary backcloth to an

examination of Cumwhitbton's morphology, a short discussion of the

-

o~
(GRS

sit e

the village was considered to be of value. Several detailed
s2btlement sludics have placed considarable emphasis upon the
characteristices of site, nol least among them Congzen in his fine
study Qf settlement evolution, focussing upon Alnwick town. (11)
However, Cumwhititon did not lend itself to a similar study because
no profound or obvious linkages between village site and village
form could be detecled in a strictly topographical sense. Cumwhifbon's
anbe has little 1o distinguish itself from its environs, in fact the
site in itsell is somewhat featurceless. As one approaches the
village [rom the north, the line of houses which comprise the north-
wesh row can just be detecled, as the village is situated on a
slightly elevated ridge at its lowest in the east (352') and rising
sradunlly in the west to 370'. The highest point in the village

intereatingly cohough (and perhavs significantly?) is the village

)



chatreh shanding ot 376'. To the north, wess and south of the village
the lond Tallo gradually and merges imperceptibly with the surrounding
counbryside at ¢.350'. If the topography of the village as regards
site secems rather featureless, and hence places little value on

closer scruliny of miero-topography, there is one imporiant physical

feature which cannot be omitted. I refer in this instance %o(Piate 3)

Cumwhitton Beck. Attention was drawn in Chapter Two to this stream.

In this cagse, the form of the village seems to have been closely
determined by local site characteristics — i.e. the beck. (Figh. 4:3
and Plate 3 illustrats the dominance of this natural feature.)
Votice the way in whicu the Beck delimits the northerliy tofls and
likewise those longer tofts in the south-east. The importance of

a constant water supply to centres of huwman occupation appears to
have becn of naramount importance in the original site selection of
the village, Yet, one cannot avoid the possibility that the course
of tho beck could have been altered intentionally - especially if
in Pig. 2:2, tue curious swing in its course is examined. All this,
however, is speculative, and even field observation could do littile
Lo prove whetiher in Fact the course was natural. The implications

of" the problean arce nonetheless fascinating.

Moving on 1o an analysis of the morphology of Cumwhitton in
1840 and then in 1603, it is worth mentioning at this point bhat
the struclural oloments which make up the morphology of any settle-
mett, can be most effectively discussed under two broad headings -
aublic and private land. (12) The distinchion between the two is
important, and forms the framework in which morphological change will

ba examined.



1) Public Lond

Thae firat and perhaps most imporiant morphological elemeni in

Wl category — public land, is the green. In 1840, the green
(stippled For ease of identification) (Fig. 4:3) was highly irregular
in {form — roughly linear, widening sligbtly near the centre of the
village, opposite the church. It was interrupted by "islands" of
occupation on its central portions and at its south-western extremity.
In 1603, the characteristics of the green were much changed, for
Juring the period 1603-1840, the green bad undergone coasiderable
metamorphosis (Fig. 4:3, ii). Houses located on the central portions
of the grecn and according to the 1603 Field Book, their "yards" were
still recognisable features, but the absence of the garths, orchards
and gnarden plots which had appeared by 1840 meant that the green of
1603 was very extensive. In fact, in its seventeenth century form
the green wag unmistakably triangular, with the apex in the north~-
enst and the base at the south-western end (Fige 4:3). One surprising
point emecrges, however, in 1603 for the houses according to the map
of bthat date appear to have sat on the greean, thus blurriag the
distinction beutween public and private land. (13) This point will

be returned to whea the tofts or garden enclosures which comprise

the row structurcs of the village are coasidered.

Notice aisn the curious protruberance of one farm-unit onto
the zreen at its south—-western coraer (Fig. 4:3,ii). Exit and
cnitrance to the villﬂgo at this point are considerably restricted,
and it is at this stage that the questidn of the function of the

creon is recalled.  Indeed Cumwhitton was easily defensible, and was

aiin bo whab fhe Reve Oliver labelled a "closed-village".



e iwmancbenoe o Lhe green in the resulation of livestock
Sotd o Lhe ponrbicular incbtance of Cunwhitbon. T

vy, howover, which forge the pastoral lirk botween

croen and pastuce.  Two bypes ol routeway way in 1840 (Fig. 4:3,1)

bo dentivied = the lLhroughway, which swings noticeably into the

village fron the north, merges impercentibly with the green and

anin owings sharply oulb of the village at the western end. The
rouwhewny:: and access—-lanes, maintained their exact courses and
characteristics in 1603 (Fig. 4:3,ii) with one exception. The

apoyroach route from the south in 1603 bulged noticeably just before

it entered the green. The reasons for this morphological characteristic
are unclenr, bu’ the "bulge” probably served a type of pastoral

Swietion szimilar to the green -- that was, to control livestock movement.

ii) Privote Lunad

vovernl morphological elaoments can be viewed under one heading -
privmto laad.  The first relates to the assemblage of buildings in
Cnanwhititon, or alternatively, the row structures. In 1840 the
sonemblagee of buildings fell into three readily recognised rows.
The Fiest, and most northerly appears initially rather irregular but
on c¢loser ingpection a relatively regular building line is discernible
(Fig. 4:3,i). The mosh southerly row is far more haphazard, with
buildings alisned at differing angles, whilst the third "row" on
Live south-wesl consists of fwo buildings only, forming a short,
incomplate "head-row". The row structures are inseparable from the
second element - the toftls or house plots. In 1840, in accordance
with the Tithe Plan, the assemblage of buildings are physically

1

linked with their respective tofts. - Both elements in short constitute



critah e Yepd, vol o in 1004 the two were pnysically detached. Row
clrnetures, in bhe northwest row only in 1603 were classifiable

Ao nnblie dnnd (i A:B,ii). (14) 1In 1603 also, the "head-row"
similariy located on the green was more developed, (comprising
incidentnlly the Tithe Barn and Priest's Chamber, long since
di1tappeared). In contrast, the houses of the southern row in

1603 were enclosed, as in 1840, within their respective crofts,
for tofls are abgsent here, and instead continuous crofts radiate
ouwtwards from the house-plots. Tofts in 1603 are absent adjoining
the buildings of the liead-row. As regards the evaluation and

neasuremen’; of change with respect to toft boundaries between 1840

and 1603, considerable difficulties were encountered. If the scale
At which the oricinal village plan was drawn (little more than a
fhumb-nail sketch) is considered, the difficulties are easily
identified. There were a number of features, however, which
perinitted the plotting of the 1603 boundaries, as accurately as

wis posuible.  These were certain fuandamental elements of the
morphology which had not changed appareatly between 1603 and 1840,

and could therelore be adopted as fixed points.

Tofle in IMig. 4:3,1i have been numbered to facilitate comparison
with the figure above. The boundaries of tofts 1 and 2 had
cxpericnced little change between 1603 and 1849, although toft 3
doos appoar to be slightly narrower than its counterpart in 1840,
but wlill wider Lhan 1 and 2, Again tofts 4 and 5 seem unchanged,
whilst tolft 6 revresents a subdivision of a larger and later toft.
Chanese then in diccernible here, but agair stability of the eastern

boundary of toft 7 provides an additional point of reference.



Tafh S, an in TR0 wan in 1603, still an anomolously large toft.
The ncouracy of the Tithe Map of 1840, and the apparent stability
in toft boundaries on bthe north-western row, led the author to
noanive bhis now at closer quarters. It was in 1603, clearly
datlercul in its morphological construct frowm the remaining rows
of Lhe village. One is tempted to speculate as to the possible
historical significance of this section of the village plan hence
harking back to its ultimate origins. But, alas - documentary
evidence pronibits such an exercise. Attention is drawn however,
to Pig. 4:3,1i and to the toft widths or frontages represenied
thercon. There are reasonable grounds for detecting a similarity
in "toft width" between tofts 1,2,3,4 and 7. In view of these
superficial characteristics, the writer decided to test the method
krown as "meirological" analysis in order to express these relation-
ships in more precise terms. (15) The toft widths, or frontages
present in 1603, were measured in accordance with the Tithe Map

scnle, and the results are tabulated below:

Toft Number Toft Width Toft Area Relationship between
in Feet 1603 Toft Width and the
A. R. P. Rod of 16.5°"
] 231 2 3 0 14
2 231 2 2 15 14
B 233 2 3 10 14
| 99 1 0 10 5
5 165 1 2 0 10
6 66 0 3 0 4
7 99 1 0 15 16
1S 264 not supplied -

vome interesting points ewmerge if these results are examined

carcetfully, althoush there is no crystal clear pattern of toft widths
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oo dentiried. Sobbir 1,2,3 are comparable both in width, or
rovbase and area, as aloo are tofls 4 and 7. The remaining tofts

more probiomatical and 1t o1e difficult to establish their
vuanericeat relalionship with the others. The conclusions of
ot roloeiznal analysis, as applied to Cumwhitton northern row must
Prarofore he radbber tentative. 'There may be just a suggestion of
mobrical remilarity underlying the dimensions and lay-out of ithe
Loffba in this northern row — but the evideqoe is admittedly rather
T1limay. The relationshin in a metrical sense between the toft-
vidths may indeed be there but they are extremely difficult to
unravel . Tt is Tascinating to consider the implications of that
final column, in the table. In the second chapter it was concludad
tihnt the surveyors of William Howard were using a statute acre. It
might be assumod (althoush with caution) that these tofts were laid
oulb with o rod ol 16.5'. Whea this assumption is tested, the
results are intriguing, for, many of the toft widths are exact

multiplos of lhis rod lengthl

Leaving agide the northern row structure, and all the speculation
ericircling it, the study must return to consider the experience of
the remainder of 1he village in the face of change. Thnose tofts
on the south-engtern-row (Mig. 4:3,ii) experienced considerable

chanee of fofl, houndrries hetween 1603 and 1840, but the long

conl inuous crolts furtber south displayed marked stability.

Finally, the morphological element, Cumwhition church should
be examined. Tn 1849, as in 1603, the church, set at a conspicuous
angle to the rest of the row, protruded furthermore, in front of
this row. Liitle cbange was apparently registered in the proportions

of the Liny church toft, whose locational implications will be



66

reviesod In the following chapter.

Cumwhitton villasge then, during the prescribed period experienced
bolh Tenbures of change (some of which are of particular interest
to the historical @eographer) as well as many features of stability.
1t should not be overlooked that these observations drew beavily
Trom two snap-shot "stills" of reality. Undoubtedly, the two bunired
and fifty years which sephrrated the documents must have witnessed
tronaient chruses in village morphology, which can never be discovered.
Yat, as a close study of this single village has demonstrated,
Cunwhibton village experienced remarkably little change in its
constituent morphology. The picture in 1603 was admittedly much
simpler, but the major structural elements - the row structiures,
the tofts (their boundaries in particular) and the green were still
identifiabl e, Yet in dissecting the morphological elements of the
villase, one cannot avoid contemplating the curious construct of
Cumwhitlon in 1603 - the singularity of the north-western row, and
ite tantnlising metrical iwplications: the absence of tofts in the
soubhiern rvow and instead long continuous crofts: the buildings on
the green: the size and location of the church toft. These in
turn raise Toscinating questions of the relative age of each section

&

5F the villagse plan, and above all tbhe ultimate origins and proto-

1

fyem of Cunwhition itself, At this point discussion would depart from
e known to the unknown — a tantalising problem on which it 1s hoped
additional light will be shed in the following chapter. But in
conclusion, o unifying bridge has been forged between the broader
aimg of Choniter Three which adopted a vrogressive view, and the

hisher level of resolution to which the latter part of this chapter

baw been dedicated and which adopted a retrogressive viewpoint.
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Olhiantoer 4 -~ Noles

Hoborin (1070a) 275, la has developed the study of settlement
Form and oubtlined n type of wethodology which may be followed

n doinge 5o.

tee nlso Shepoard (1966) & Sheppard (1972); Roberts (1969);
Bobords (1270b); Roberts (1971).

Thorpe (1965) in Wotson and Sissons, 360-361.

smailes (1968) 102,

Graban (1918) 95-100.

Beresiord and Hurst (1971) 185.

Bereniord (1963) cites examples of isolated churches - indicators

of deserted medieval villages.,

See Tor cxamdle Thorve (1949) 75 who suggested possidle pastoral

and military functions of greens.
Beresford (1954) 120.

Roberts (1970a) Other examples of Durham village plans to be

conaulted on n. 240, 241.

In the Mield DBook CGraham, ed. (1937) 25, Dwefﬁale village appears
to have been mplit between the five tenants of the "Eastfield"
amnd five tenants of the "Westfield". In the former case, all
Lenanls Lield 51 acres, whilst in the latter all held 64 acres.
This remarkable uniformity and regularity, no doubt reflected
in the viilage plan, indicates the scope for much future research

hora.

Consen (1)60) (Alnwick study).

Roberts (1971)

Graliam (1937) I"ield Book, see p. 122 for evidence of farm-house
on the green.

One cannot overliook the possibility that the depiciion of these
hournos in front of their tofts may be nore apparent than real,

oo Lhe cartorsrapher ndooled Lhis style to maintain persnective,



Helpradosiosd o cnadyais han hoon adopted hy Swedish workers
mobabhiy U o ('lf,,)()'l) and, Roberts (19700) for Countly

burham viliager, and sbeppard (1972) in Yorkshire.
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Londownership in Cumwhitton 1603-1800

Admg and Objechives

Treatment ot a topic so complex as landownership, will for the
purposes of the historical geographer resolve itself into two distinct
gsections. The first will deal with the non-spatial asnects of land-—-
cruership and will involve a thorough examination of landownership
problems peculiar to the North country - exercising care not to lose
sisht of the wider context of things. The repercussions of what are
esgentially the "non-geographic" aspects of landownership - including
the incidents of tenure, and the manner in which tenures are bierarch-
ically orpanised, as opposed to the spatial expression of their
ommnisation. "Land tenure” is most effectively defined for the
purnoses of vhin otudy ng,

e+ Lhe manners and conditions of service by which lands
are held of the lord (1);

and Lhe intricacices of tenure form basic ingredients in a framework
into

witicn manifests itsell spatially ag what D.R. Denman has termed a

"oronriotary land system". (2) The second section in coantrast will

involve the {ronelation of the landownership information relating to

the sevenbeentn century and later into spatial terms - concentrating

particnlarly unon the disposition and patterns of landownerzbhip and

OCOUDNNCO,

a) Droblems of nortliern landownership in the seventeenth cenbury

In order to oblain a clear understanding of Cumbrian landowner-

chilp characteristics an otlewpt will be made to draw together the



Piences v ioblae i cecondaey sources concerning landownersbip
ot beme e in beprth Wesl Bngeland eblween anbout 1600 and 1800,
Do Greahan o hic arbicle onbitled "Ihe Border Manovs" (3)
poibulaled o cinpto, desceriplive model which may be seen as three

nosbed nychboms yhielh forwmed the infrastructure for landownership.

i) Mo sroal oveslords of the baronies held by the crown.

ii) Lorde ot pebby manors, dependents and kinsmen of the great barons.
ii1) Cnolomnry tenants of manors occupying the soil.

The two uppermost tiers of the landownership pyramid will be

to the third category -- the customary

(o2}

dealt with presently, but it i
Lennants, that attention will be turned initially. At this level, the
man-Land relationship (4) is at its most intimate, yet, as will

become evident in later discussion, the relationship was by no means

camolo o direct.

The clovo of the sixteenth and onset of the seventeenth century

was bo witnens iwportant changes in systems of landownership. (5)

Forthern custonary tenure in the form in waich it existed at the

onust of whe toveatcenth century has received considerable atteantion. (5)

The gquestion of security in customary tenure is of central importance

as b was jusl one of the facets of landownership which became

subject 1o cbruce. The situstion in the north of England in the

sixteentl »nd coventeenth century is summarised as follows by Kerridge (6):
in tue nortou-westi and aorth-eastern lowlands, and the
north couniry, the »nrevailing tenure was tenant-right.

Cunstomers by tenant-right were bound to do military
mervice on the borders.

This generalised silatement is not in fact entirely true. In the

context of the sixtecenth and seventeenth century, tenant-right was
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st oubbedly Lol lh o dinho encbomery tenure — but to sugoest that it

Bove sven o combiohio roltabionshin to the duty of norder service
aoncapt rablico crroneous.  In Fact this very misconcepliion was one

of Lhe root ocousos in bbe struggle of tenant-right which was to
Boedovil Cumbeian benants and Lheir lords in the early seventeenth
century. A brict oulline of ihese troubles will be providad, chiefly
beeanne in bracing bhe "tenant-right" struggle considerable insight

nbo e key—-noles of northcrn tenure may be gained.

The "tenant-right" berangue was precipitated it seems by the
ncticns of James I who in 1€03, believing RBorder Service to be an
integral component of northern customary tenure, decided to eliminate
thic service. (7) ile in addition declared that ancient body of
resulations known as "tenant-right" thereafter extinguished. Tenant
reaponse Lo bthese proposals was at once bitter. In defence of threats
which could undermine their time honoured rigbts as occupiers of the
land, o serics of sulls was presented at Carlisle Assizes against
Lord William Howard, who was endeavouring to carry out his monarch's
wishes. Cumbrian tenants clung fiercely to their ancient rights and
privileges which stood to be infringed = especially those relating
to their cusicmnry estates of interitance. One cannot, of course be

#ure of whe ot tenurial cenditions which existed prior to these

troutlen, becouse of 4he enormous variability which could be
encountered Trom one manor to the next. (8) (App. 5:1) Lord William
rroposed from 1603 onward, that the existing customary tenures be
subetituted by twenly-—one year leases, together With the otligation
te nay "reasonable rents"., It is not difficult to envisage tenant

reactior. to wuuch proposals = Bouch has even alleged that tenurial

conditions enjoyecd in the North were "tantamount to freehold" (9)
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Ltbhouch relaining the following recervations:
eo. bloush the novthern customary tenant with an
estate of inheritance seems to have been in a much
safer positior than some tenants further south who
only had copyhold for lif'e, there is evidence to
show that the security of his holding was not complete.
SJecurity of land cccupance tbere could not possibly be if Lord
Jilliam lloward's proposals were enforced yet Gilsland tenants
apparvertly stubmitied in 1610 4o his terms. Submission, however,
wan not guilte so immediate elsewhere in Cumberland and Westmorland
copecially ia 1the Barony of Kendal where the strugegle raged for
scveral years. But Tinally, after the death of James I in 1625,
it was decided al a national level in 1626 that the tenants were
Justified in their claims of antiquity, and that significantiy,
border service was not an integral condition of Northern customary
tenure. 'Those who claimed to hold their estates by tenant-right
conbinued to do soe.  The whole matter would seem then to be peaceably
netiled, but there was just one aspect of landownership - the fine
wtiich was to cause sporadic friction between the lord and his tenants
kheenth century. (10) This constraint will be

throushount the aig

Bl

reexanined sbortly.

It 1w convenient at this point in discussion 1o review the
Lenels of cuwwbomery benure which have been uncovered so far. The
| 1

Fiah Feature concerns the prevailing tenure in Cumberland commonly

referred to aog "tenent-right". Its rights and privileges in all
probability of great antiquity were jealously guarded. Secondly,
e dmportance ol the custom of ;uleritance emerges with considerable
shrensth and wignificance in the North. Tt was the key to relative

sceurthy and tenurial freedoms To the lord however, these conditions

wvere "Lhorng in

i

the flesh", unable as he was to intervene in the
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conveyance ol Land, or Lo substifute new "improved rents'". In lhis
sonce, bhe ¢hnraclteristics of neventecerth century northern tenure

sain gimmificance for the tigtorical geographer, who must be concerned
wilh changes in the structure of landownership - in as much as they
mey or may not influence the agrarian landscape -~ its resistance to

or polential to change. (11)

Tt is of course impossible to evaluate the exact influence of
this period of tenurial instability upon an individual menor. Two
documenls of interest in this context were encountered during research
and one has bheen included for consultation in the appendix. (App. 5:1)
The two, dated respectively 1693 and 1631 - specifically refer to
the custom of tenant-right in the clauses of a conveyvance. The
importance of tenant-right it seems still lived on. The repercussiouns
of this tenurial struegle in Gilsland at least are evident accerding
to Grabam (12) in a negative sense — in that they were directly
responsible for the lack of tenurial information supplied within
the 1603 survey, (App. 2:1) with the exception of those tenants who
hield their land "free". (In Cumwhitton the estate of Nunlande was

held "free", as wics Antonie Scarrow's estate at the Morefoote.(13))

LittLle atienlion has so far been directed to the vast array of
additiornsal oblisatbtilons and sorvices which the northern customary
tenant might owe his lord. These must be considered because they
Torm parit of that body of constraints which intervene in the man-land
relationshiv, and which constitute in toto what Kerridge has termed
n "service—tenancy" system. (14) It is to Hutckinson (15) that the
atudy will now turn. The following extract albeit eighteenth century
in context, serves as a useful, if rnot rather over-romanticised

jonbroduction Lo the subject of land ftenure conditions:



coc bero Leruren prontly retord cultivation and the
jevrovencnl ol eotalen, for the migerable tenantl who is

-

Looony an o arbidbrary fine, and a beriot is perpetually

impoverichoedsy proosuwning the arbitrary fine to he a 2

veara rent 4L may hoppen that land be subject to o fine

tpon bhe death of o tenant ... sweeps away 4 ycéars

violne Logether with a cow horse or best bheast, wbtat has

ihe unhnppy beir Lo possess? — his tenement lies

vnimproved .... e sinks to old age through a state of

abjoobineno.
It wust be remembered that Hutchinson reviewed the situation very
much throuelh the gpectacles of an agricultural improver, but Bailey
and Culley (16) repcerting to the Board of Agriculture in 1797 were
of much the same opinion. The apparent resistance of Cumbrian
tenures to change, is a charcteristic of direct and central importance
to this siudy, especially in landscape terms. Hutchinson's caricature
of the Cumbrian tenant was no doubt exaggerated, bul the case or an
individeal mavor will be examined shortly, so that a reasonable
perspective may be presentied. One important set of monetary burdens,
hcwever, do merit closer atterntion. These were the fines to which
refercence has already been made. It is not easy to summarise concisely
this narticular facet of the "service tenancy” system but several
sources have been drawn together in an attempt to do so. The most
lucid breakdown c¢f the system of fines is provided by Thomas Ramshay
in an uncalalogued volume dated 1772, There were first two basic
types of fine - the General Fine, payable upon the death of the lord.
It was alternntively labelled the "twenty penny" fine, being twenty

T L
times Tue [N

ient vearly rent'". The second type of fine was payable
upon the death of a tenant. The estate could then be pasied on

cither by aliciation or by inberitance, and the fines were respectively
¥nown ng alicnation (or dropping fines), and descent fines. These

deve fized at two years improved rent viz, double what the estate

would give 1f it was let. The letting rent, according to LHuddlestone (17)



bero no relallonship bo the avcient or lord's rent. These second
Yines were in contract with those of the first category arbitrary,
whilsl the former were certain., The whole functioning system of
ponetary paywenisc, will it is boped emerge with more clarity when

the entire landownership framework of Cumwhitton is reviewed.

This scction it is hoped has provided a general introductory
bagis for the discussion which is to follow, which intends fto dissect
the multidimensional aspects of the system of landownersbhip in one
Cumbrian manor as it can be discerned from the study of the historical
record.,

4

b) The hicrarchical and spatial components of the systems of land-

ownership ags cvidenced in Cumwhitton

The manor of Cumwhitton forms the functional unit for the
following digscussion. To what externt the manor functicned as a
separate entity in the seventeenth century in a political sense,
and exactly how the manors of Gilsland functioned within the Barony
are lavgely wnknown. Bouch too has echoed that the intricacies
of Gilsland wdninistration are somewhat obscure (18), but one thing
is certain, that the boundaries of Cumwhitton manor (naturally
defined as they were) were to retain functional significance through
Lo the late nineteenth century (19). The ecclesiasstical unit,
Cumwhitton parish was colterminous with the manorial unit, and so
it would secom was the military unit according to sixteenth century
evidence, the "bailifworke". (20) The nesting of political systems
al the regional level was complex, but it was equally so at the
lTevel of the individual manor. Graham's model forms a useful basis
in the underctanding initially of the hierarchical organisation in
(ilsland. A% the apex, in 1603 stood Lord William Howard - lord cf

v Parony and also lord of Cumwhitton maror. It is of interest to
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i

sobe what his interest in the "soil" of Cumwhitton was not apparently
direc. in 160%.  Yet by 1626 (21) 4he large conspicuous holding in

1

ihe wost of the village (Plete 1) was recorded as the demesne farm.

Below Lord William in the "ladder of tenures'", the situation
ig particularly interesting. Tighteenth century source material
revealed thet lornsby wns not merely a secondary village, subordinate
o Cuamvhitton, but that it in fact constituted a "mesne lordship" -
o manor within a manor. This situation was by no means unknown in
Gilcland, for both Brampton and Irthington marors incorporated
submenors. To what extent Hornsby manor functioned as a separate
system, is difficult to ascertain, but it was discovered from source
material lodged in Carliele (22) that Hornsby in 1674 at least
possessed a Court Baron. Scanty records testify that it wes still
held in 1804 and 1809. But the Court Baron at Hornsby was an
extremely locnl affair, for the inhabitants constituted {the jury,
and the covrl was held in a terants' house. The petty lord oi the
manor (Mr. Dacre in 1603, see the Survey) presided - but exactly
how the pelty lord fitted into the system of the collection of fines
and rents (usually carried out by the steward) is unknown. Court
cages, involving lengthy correspondence in 1796 and 1797 (23) do
clorifly the situation. They were concerned with the rights of one
Jokn Atkinson (Lhe then petty lord of Hornsby) and his claim to
the common prior fto cnclosure:
Pour or five centuries past, the Barony of Gilsland
grantoed panels and tenements in Hornsby to one
Crhiristopher Dacre — thesce tenements heave since heen
damised in 1688, or granted out by Dacre to sundry
persons (12 or 13) who now hold them by custoem
called Tenant Right .... but besides these tenements
there are a great many others there which have
aiwnys been held under the FBarl of Carlisle (the then

Lord of ((ilsland) parcell of the manor of Cumwhitton
eess Lheilr londs lie intermixed.
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oo eslraet deoo0 crenad o value Tor it touchen upen a number of
vroblans which hrve been considered to dates It will be remembered
Lrodl in the curvey of 10603, Hornsby harboured "elusive tenants' of

vhrien only nine nre accounbed lfor in the text. In addition to the
bonontby diveclly reli bod to Lord William, theore were in 1688, some
pwelve or wers henanbu.  Hornoby then, comprised around twenty

tenants, a more sizeable village than was initially realised, which

)

serves to empbasise more vividly the size to which it had sbrunk

(Chapter Three) by the mid nineteenth century.

The extract is o

()

go of value as 1t introduces the concept of
cosmianes dord coouraney = wihere the interests of two or more
Danovas were closely Juxiapoged.  Jut the situation in Cumwbitton
whg even more complicated, for, at Moorthwaite (which again in 1603
harboured "clusive tenants") the inconsistencies of recording
became now much clearer. Some of the tenants of Moorthwaite
belonged not to the administrative system of Cumwhitton manor,

but lo the adjoining manor of Corby, located to the north west.

The tenants of "lwrthat" are recorded not in the Fine Books, Call
Books, or Court Books of Cumwhitton but in the records of the Court
Barcn of Corby (24) which survive for 1674, 1675 and 1677. Eight
tenents are listed, which would imply that Moorthwaite in the late
goventeentl century nossessed at least eleven tenants. In this
way, a mensure of accuracy can be built intc the observations of

the seccond chapter.

o

But the mogalc of interlocking and cverlapping systems does
rol halt here. Tn documenis dated 1502 and 1530 (25) the tenants

ol Northoceuph are referred to as, curiously enough, the tenants

ol Ainstable — the manor which adjoined Cumwhitton in the south.



Goocpatod G chescLian of Lhis anformation are again of interest
Lo Lhe binboriesd cooprapheor.s The manor, in this part of Cumberland
connod bo vorsadod oo closed lerritorial and political system.
Thiero arco din addition bwo minor parties who also possessed a corpus
ol pights over Lhe coil of Cumwbitton. These were essentially
coclerianbiconls Ghe Catbhedral Priory of Carlisle possessed the
a1 L chuvell toft adjoiniuge the church in Cumwhitton (Fig. 2:1)
whilel Armotbwaite Nunnery retained linkages with the estate of
Buntield (M. 2:2).  Armathwaite nunnery granted Nunlande/field

at a gift, bul the exact date is uaknown, -~ +the tenant of Nunlande
was obliged to rerder a cartload of coals and a goose annually to

the nunnery. (26)

This mecticn, in conclusion hes sought to identify what amount
to multiple righits to the soil in Cumwhittion in both a spatial and
hierarchical scnse. Cumwhitton, the single manor, departs strikingly
from Lhe wodel of the "one lord, one village, one manor'", so often
poctulated an the normal situation. Reality in a seventeenth
century context ic infinitely more complex. The manor embodies
a number of inleracting systems - administrative, political and
ecclesiaatical which overlap and interlock. This invisible frame-—
work constitntes o dimension which must be examined before iis

spatial lmplications in landscape terms can be explored.

¢) Cumvhition — its land tenancy and system of land occupancy

This scetion will, it is hoped, set Cumwhittion in & comparative
sense, acainst the general backcloth of land tenure characteristics
which hac been skelched previously. An attempt will be made to

reconstruct the system of legal and monetary ties which actually
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ot oo L her Lo o fanetionad whole the varied components of

Lioe dandoeonersivie pabbern.  Mor bhis purpose, two sixteenth century
dovamentss provide bocie inlormsbion which relates to the way in
wboredy Lo v e e edoan Guamgbor Lbone T'he Pirot dated 1507, 1o

son oxlrnel (27) from a feodnry of the lands of Thomas Dacre in
tiladand and refers bo the manor of Cumwhitton:

At the same place (Cumwhitton) the lord holds 21
mecsuaces and 40 bovates of land which pay £6-15-4d
annually. The lord holds 8 cottages and lands
adjacent (gardens) - 12s-10d.

BoWates, then were the units by which lands were rated in this part
of Cumberland. The preseunce of a two-tiered tenantry - those-who
possessed messuages in bovates, and secondly, those who were
coltagers. This basic stratification of the village community will
recur throughout ensuing discussion. The second source (28) does
not add a great deal to the skeletal information of the first, but
was derived from a document dated 1530 and headed "The Earl of

Chrlisle's Muniments":

There is at Cumguitton 12 messuages and 8 cottages.
From this we may deduce that the first source probably incorporated
a number of outlying farms (if reference to the 1626 rental is a

guide); in the 1626 Rental for Gilsland (29) a similar situation

in deseribeds  The Lenants of Cumwhitton "at the will of the lord"
avre again divided inlo two classes. The Tirst group comprises 21
tenants whose holdings may be taken as "husbandlands". The term
employed in the rental is somewbhat unusual, for nowhere else in the
Gilsland Rental is it applied to any other manor (although it is a
common term throughout the north of England), and moreover, no

other Lenants in the manor of Cumwhitton are so classified.
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The Patent Tells of England (1 Hen VII — 1485) (30) support the
prescnce ol husbandlands within Cumwhitton viz:

In Cumwhitton, parcel of Irvhington are 9 messuages
and lands and meadow adjacent called husbondlandys.

The second class of tenantry are labelled'"cottagers" and
comprise 6 at Cumwhitton, 6 at Moorthwaite and 4 at Hornsby. Their
rents werce nominal, and each cottager possessed a small garden or

garth and perbaps one or two acres of land.

Thus far, information relating to land occupancy in Cumwhition

bas been essentially verbal and non-spatial. But it is now possible
\

to introduce the areal dimension from the records of the 1603
survey. [Iroem it actual acreages can be extracted. If indeed the
hushandland units in which Cumwhitton was assessed, were occupied
by the husbandmen in the 1626 Rental, is it possible to detect any
regularity in farm-unit size, perhaps approximating to the Northern
husbandlond of 30 acres (where, according to Seebohm (231) two
bovsates at 1Y acres equalled one husbandlanéﬁ} In this context the
Table in App. H:2 attempts to relate the l603lsurvey to the Rental
of 1626. It is apparent that the average size of a tenement in
Cumwhitfon village was 18 acres, the range represented is between

14 and 26 acres. It is possible from these observations to forward

some tentative suggestions that:
a) Cumwhitton farm units display a rough similarity in size.
)

b) each farm unit, as it was recorded in 1603 approximates rather

to a one rovate husbandland, rather than two.

It is tantalising to speculate upon the significance of these

sheracterisiics. Thereis an identifiable sense of equality discernible
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1 the acreages of Tuble 2. The presence of haelf units is equally
Gistinetive, but ¢ n these observations be carried fursher? At
Tirst it was thought not, until a fascinating document lodged at
Carlicle (32) came to light. It is dated 1558 and again is a

Rtental for Cumwbitton monor. Unfortunately its contents present
difficulties. The time-lapse between 1603 and 1558 renders the

task of relating the two by tenants' names, difficult. The contents
ot the fiscal rental have thus been included in Table 2 but do not
correspond to the names of 1626 and 1603. But, tbhree points must

be wmade. I'irutly, that a remarkable regularity of recorded tenement
acreages cannot cscaje nobice. Secondly, the striking similarity
between the theoretical size of a husbandland, and those recorded
here (1% acrec), — again half husbandland units are readily
identif'iable, and thirdly the remarkable relationship between
acreage and ancient rent. The writer however, does not intend %o
place too much emphasis upon the recordings of this curious document
for the village of Cumwhitton. Can, for example, the stark regularity
reflect reality? Or, did the surveyors simply enter the acreages

Lo approximnte an near as was possible to theoretical husbandland
boldings, dignorinsg variabilities and deviations? These questions
are not ecasily answered. The problem of perception is of uprermost
cencern in the interpretation of this early document, and for this
reason no conelusive Yexplanations" can be formulated. Suffice to
gny Tor tlhe preseni at least, that the acreages of farm-units within

Cumwbitton vilis~e display some intriguing features of size. The

relationship in 1626 of these, to their fiscal assessmert is not
clear, unlike that exhibited by the 1558 rental (App.5:2) which are

curiously subslantially more than those or 1626. There are however,
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some notioe cbly cmeller farm units which incidentally, and perhaps,
signilicontly are fragmented paying markedly less than the majority
ol husbandmen in 1626, This observation concludes the examination
o1 Table 2 and from here the discussion will turn to examine the

1600 Rental in isolotion.

Reccorded witbin this survey is some very valuable information
which discloses the array of services, in taat service-tenancy
pyetem, which bound the tenants cof the manor to their lord (William

lloward). The tensnts were obliged to render the following:

1) payment of an antient yearly rent

) payment ol multure money or,oo%n gsilver

) paymeut of an annual custom ~ fosterfee (33)

) payment of "wmossfarm"

%) payment of landseriant fee

6) paymert of "greenhughs", for the right to collect the lord's wood

7) a boundary fee. The tenants in 1626 no longer repaired the
boundaries.

8) a "Mobile Rent" — this applied to two tenants of Moorthwaite who

were to render snnually "as of old" iwo capons to their lord. The

tenonts of Cumwhitton in 1502 and 1530 owed respectively 36 harvest

daye and 28 boon days to their lord - perbaps remnants of a medieval

servitude.

Al thig point discussion again turns fto the question of fines.
A search was conducted through the suites of Fine Books for the Barony,
and a few exawples huvotbeen extracted for Cumwhitton manor. In
this woy the wonl direct view of the type of fines payable can be

achieved. (j/w



iin Reiidon beir Lo Richord fine £5-10-0 on the death

oo el

of Yhomns Dobinscen for a mossuage and tenement at the
antient yearly rent of lg~0d.

1092 Thoman Langrig for a General Fine, at the antient

o £

yearly renl of He-2d, fine £5-3-4d.

1725 Thomas Pearson purchases of Johnathan Gibson at the
antient yearly rent of ls-4d, fine £1-3-6d.

the above entrics indicate the three different fines which a tenant
in Cumwhitton may pay; viz, a general Fine, an alienation {ine, and
a dropping fine. Cumwhitton manor thern accords well with the

cornditions of customary tenure which applied throughout Cumberland

in general.

c) Bowman's survey of 1828 and its contribution to the understanding

of landcwnrerashin

A cursory revicw of F. Bowman's survey is at thig point
gecessary, altbocugh the survey in reality lies beyond the chronological
limits of this chapter. Nevertheless, the I"ield Books (35) contain
sceme information of relevance, which no doubt refers to a tenurial
situation of some antiquity. DBach tenemen® ig meticulously recorded
tecgetber with the type of teruvre by which an estate was held.
Surprisingly, customary tenure was by no means as straightforward
as it would seem.  On the contrary, a range of terms, some of them
rather obscure, werc utilised in the survey:

Customary tenure simple
ancient customary tenure

anclent land.
Tue Tinal category is puzzling. It can bardly relate to a type of
teonure, yel il is singled out as a specific "type". The second and
third categories presumably indicate forms of tenure of some antiquity
an distinet from the first category. Only a close examination of

these terms tor the whole of Gilsland, may be able to shed a clearer
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Ligoh uron Ahe padvhioms The oo tial manifestation of thesc tenure-

Lypes in Coe hitton will be exomined skhertly.

Port T7 = Pntierns of landownership in Cumwhitton in 1603

The landsenpe of Cumwhitton in 1603, in terms of the spatial
organisation oy land occupancy displays an astonishbing range of
contrasting situations. The main problems which emerge will be
examined thematically urnder the following headings: Consolidgtion,
Aragmentation and partability. All three relate to the spatial
petlerns of landownership within the improved lands of the marnor,
but the [inal section of the chapter will extend beyond these limits
to the encircling commons and waste. The relationship between "inby"

land and the commons will thus be considered.

i) Consolidation

Fige 5:2 will form the key for the ensuing discussion, whilst
Pige 5:3 illustrates the translation of vertal landownership
information derived from the 1603 Field Book into spatial terms
for Cumwhitton villrnze. Some extremely interesting features are
at once apparent. Contrasting shading techniques enable the form
and palterr of the individual farm holdings or units to be identified.
The potbern i siriking.  Bach unit is roughly wedge-sbaped, the
form Lovndarics Uorming radiating "spokes" focussing on the hub of
the villoge. Thieg radial pattern permeates the entire township-plan
aund o Jogical progression of farm units can he tracedin a clock-wise
dircetion, beginning in the North western section (section 1 in

5:2) and procecding to the south west sector 4.

This Norlh and North western sector of the township (Fig. 5:2)


http://ra.dia.ting

copooreicor A Dowoesne Porm, which is rotable for its size (8la)
viwond vy bhe wise o Lhe reomaininge farm units in this seclor.
A cecond choracteristic feature of the secticn is that a threefold
relationanin is discervible: farmatead, toft and adjoining fields.
The radial spntisl poatiern ic manifest vividly -~ the progression cof
Farm unite mirroring the ordering  of tofts in this row. It is
obvious, however, that three tofts in this row do not cenform to

the apatinl order characteristic of the others. These will be

discucsed in duc course.
vection IT

This section is somewhat anomalous and will be dealt with under

the general heading "fragmentation",.
Section ITT

In this south-eastern sector (Fig. 5:2) the sequence or
relationship between the toft and the remainder of the farm unit
i somewbat "delayed" -~ farmstead and toft being separate from the
fields which are located tc¢ the north. There may be a simple
explanation for this situation, in that the presence of Cumwhitton
Moes could have presented a constraint to the extension of improved
lands immediately adjacenl to the farmstead and toft. Although the
fields are located fartber nortlt, the sequence of farmstead oxrder
in the village, is nonetheless faithfully mirrored - again, emphasising

this radial psttern.
Sechion TV

a4

It is in this south-westerly sector of the village that the
relationsliip between farmstead and farm ig at its most simple.

he farsclead ig actually located or the wedge-shaped farm-—unit.

No Lofts are present here. The equality of tae farm units (Table App.5:2)
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i particularly striking and 11 is here thas the themes of radiality

s consolidatiorn indispulably emerge.

The spatinl arrangement of farm-units displays an astcunding
rational ordering of the land resources of Cumwhitton village. It
conld even be suggested that the lay-out of farm units in sector 4

in particular, exhibits characteristics not at all unlike twentieth
century plenned Israeli moshav. The comparison may seem rather for
Letched but the ingel oif Nahalal mosbav in Fig. 5:3,(36) preves the
point. Radial planning in this case similarly permeated the ground-
plan cf the entire village, for it permitted the attainment of three
principles — accessibility, rationality, and equality. Yet here, in

an early seventcenth century coniext, the same principles of rationality
arc discernible. It must be stressed that no other townships in the
'Uarony cxhibilted o comparable spatial lay-out. The opposite was
normnlly the ease, Tor at adjoining manors, Cumrew, Hayton and beyond

in Talkin and Castle Carrock, farm holdings lay scattered in small

open fieldparcels througnout the cultivated areas. The pattern of

lend occupancy was coaversely inlermixed and fragmentary - not
censolidated. TFigure 5:1 has been copied as accurately as was possible
frém one of the suite of maps in the 1603 survey (37). It adnirably
itiustrates the agrarian landscape at Cumrew and Newbiggin,

characterised by open shrip parcels.

It is Sempiing Lo view these variations genetically, and envisage
the stellate patlern in sector 1 az an area of primary development
originally conulsting of village toftlands and possibly scatiered

29. , . S . . , .
padels in o Torm of open field. It will be remembered that attention
sas drawid in chapter Tour to this row in the village. Later reorgan—

iuabtion has created this radial pattern of enclosed farms, evident
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cvoal 7 e secenboenth cenbury.e It 1s interesting to

covatobe s Lo bbhe nature of Lhe environmental conditions — wor,
Comine, o pestilenza which could have engendered a form of deliberate
sreanicational activity. A fragment of information dated 1362 is in
this conbezh of value (38):

Hanulph de Dacre seised of the manor of Irthiungton.
Gramplon ... the exteat inecludes 36 acres of meadow
vorbh nothing because they cannot be let ... on
ancount of the herbage in these parts, divers bholdings
of tenants at will which have been unoccupied for
maay years by reason of the destruction done by the
seols oo the rents of the tenants at will in

Cunguityngton and lands there formerly held by tenants
at will NOW LONG SINCHE WASTE.

Yy
3

he writer is not suggesiing that these incidents were the propagators
of reorganisation — merely that the extract illustrates just one of

many ococasionsr of destruction afver which, ruined tenements lying

. - 4 .
wnnssed, may have been replanned \39) or relaid out.

The conceps or idea of radiality may have grown gradually with
the development of sectors 3 and 4 (Fig. 5:2). This however, is pure
bypotbhesis bul it is a possible explanation for the observed patterns.
It 15 surely significant that the church toft is an intake in‘the
driftway between sectors 3 and 4 (Fig. 5:3). The churck is at least
nine bundred yoars old architecturally (40) ahd is first documenied
in the thirtecath century. It is not the purpose of the +thesis to
carry the argument toward ultimate origins, but the chronological
implications are fascinating. Nunlande or Nunfield which adjoins
sector 4, was donated to Armathwaite nunnery, itself founded in the
reign of William Rufus. Unfortunately the date of the acguisition
of Nunlande in Cumwhitton cannot be ascertained but it was certainly

in i%ts nossession in the fourteenth century.(4l)
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Tt oo ai this point that tae study returns to Bowman's Survey
ot 1828, The 1ight its tenurinl detail sheds upon the village of
Cumwhitlon atone ig fascinating. The majority of the ftenements ot
Cunwhitton in 1825 were held by customary tenure. All the tensments
bwosechor 1 were beld by some forw of aancient customary tenure, whilst
soctors 2, 3 and 4 nre merely classified as "customary". This is an
interesting dichotomy which is spatially distinct, and may be of
significance in termg of the relative chronology of the two morpho-
logical secctions of ithe village. BSecondly, the writer proposes that
the tenements labelled "ancieat land" and "ancient customary"™ may

be coincident with Shose very tenements wbich, prior <o the seven—

tecenth cenbnry were held by that ancient tenure of "tenant-right".
ii) Prosgmentintion

Two instances of what amount to the total opposite of the
findings so far, have been selected to demonstrate the theme of
rragmentation within the manor. TFigure 5:4 illustrates that the
Y - n s re C .
disposition of Tield nadels is in this sector (2) rather anomalous,
comprising swill open fieldparcels of intermixed occupancy. Tuae
relationship between farmstead and farm here is rather intriguing

because some of the farms with land in this sector were in reality

colttaren.  Deference to Yable 2 indicates that the tenants — Weller,

man bt s emreton.

Hea and Watson who possessaed noticeably smaller farm units, held

Zand in scotor 2. 0ddly enough, the farmesteads of Weller and Watson
were located in the north-westerly row of the village, unlike the
ramaining tenants in this sector, Wilson Rea and Person who possessed
coltages located on *“he green. Yet one tenant, a Jo. Barle occupied
Lenament in sector 2 (I'ig. 5:4) which was in form rather more

ain Lo those in sceltor 1 - being a consolidated wedge~shaped unit.
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It ie iudecd int2resting that the three smallest tofts in the norin

seuterly row of Cumwhitton belonged to farms with land in socfor 2.

There muct be gomes liukage however tenuous beétween tofi, size and

disposition of farm bolding and the status of the peasant. Yet the

roelationshin in extremely bhard to grasp. Whatever the ultimote

origing of frapmanted land occanancy it certainly contrasts with the
0 = A

ssatus quo throughout the rest of the village. But a szlance beyond

the village of Jumwhitton to the remainder of the manor is instructive.

The survey of 1603 ([ig. 2:1) records some interesting details

ol landownerubip for the western extremity of the lMoorfootfield.

It ig fortunate that the surveyors for Lord William seem to have
atitached some iwporitance to the land of one James Scarrow (see F/B,App.Z:l

pe 126) who held 2 fieldparcels in each of the four furlongs of the

ficlds The pancls were moreover open, tenants of the panels adjoining

these of SUcarrow are only mentioned in passing ~ Greme, Dodd,

Coulthard, Atkinson and Muncaster. (These were presumably, tenants

of Corby manor.) Althouch the information available affords only

o glinpose of the spatial disposition of holdings there are hints of

2 recurrins palttern, for Scarrow's fieldparcels generally fall between

thogse ol Dodd and Greme. Above and beyond this, little can be added

creepl Lo pay wbhatl ot Moorthwalte, farming was practised in small

Progwontod formowunits which Tormed part of a larger area ol a single

open comion field. This situation was to survive until 1832 when a

nortion of tue Ticld was enclosed. In so doing the following details

are disclosed (41):

voo 1N HMoorthwaite Common Tield - several
thery
1

narties

0 were eatitled to thelr several open dales or
paneis of the said common field and some zucsh dales
ol' panels were of customary tenure held under the
i Farl of Carlisle for a customary estate of
S

1iance according to the custom of the manor of
o




[ Lo
Trnd we
L) ihe

Bl oo, ool under customary tenure under the said
cosord vor o customary rent according to the
o Great and Little Corby ...

Aarica. bhe sarties with an interest in the newly enclozed
Iy BN 2O .,rr

¢

oot Carlisle, lord of Cumwhitton

) dtenry lowunrd of Corby Castle

V) Mbom

A) Geor
5) plus
Vl]}]

A Graham of Scotby (freeholder)

e Divon of Whinnyhill (freoholder)

several customary tenants who actually tilled the soil.

2 above case study admirably illustrates not only the

recurren’ thenes of intermixture ané fragmentation, but also the

complex overlapping of landownership interests which were in this

case exbended over an area little more than 30 acres.

Little extra light can be shed on the landownership situation

in the
e di
Sceugh

survey
three ©
consoll

for 175

recst of the manor - the situation at Hornsby being beset with

Ificeisien.  3ub perbaps the case of the hamlet at Low ilorth-
can ndd a little more depth to the study. Here the 1603

digclozen that the land here was equally divided betwesn
enanlz -~ but exactly how, be it in intermixed parcels or

dated holdings, is never revealed. In the court leet records

8 the following was discovered, (43)

..+ by virtue of an order, the jury were called in to
viow the Common Kield at Low Noscue in dispute between
Robert Leach, William Leach Andrew Irwin -~ we accordingly
sel geveral mark stones by consent of the above upon

the evidsnce of Jacob Nixon, Johnathan Watson and Robert
Watson. And likcwiss an ancient hedge called the Burdike
ens the saild A. Irwin is to take and keep sufficient and
the snid Hobert Leech is to keep the gate in sufficient
repalr for time to come,




\,
et

ool na b tatly recogmised thal the above relales to

Gibantdion orer 100 yoars aller bhe 1603 survey. Yet, there arc
LT LY only Liveee tenanbs.  The passage does imply that intermixed
Ficldoigeals ribbhin o Common Micld secoms to have been the case here
Loo. Mhal ghones should be set may be significant in that it would
conear bhol the bouwndaricesn were open. This may all be conjectural,
but Lf in fact tbese three tenants did hold land in fragmented
Porceed s, Lhen bhe some may have been the case at Carnbrigknoll.
Court Teco! merorial 1o noein inestructive on this pointe In 1794
“aisputes bad arisen between John Bowman, and Thomas Milburn in
Caenbridoe Common Field" - where a water course had beea "opened
over several dales" onto the common. The disposition of land at
botl Low borvhisceugh and Caranbrigkinoll it would seem was in open
internixed field parcels. Again in complete contrast (Fig. 2:1)

illustratles that at High Northsceugh yet anovher situation was to

e encountbercd.

iii) Porbabiliiy

This theme in reality is of relevance in the case of Cunwhitton
village only. Zhared pasture lands and grassgrounde are located in
Sector 2 (5:4) around the neripheries of the cultivated land. Two
or three tenants posuvessed land here. Exactly how the shared lands
were divided i wnknown, neither does the survey expose whether or

not lhe shares were periodically reallocated or not,.

Partanility, then constitutes the final landownership theme in
this section which has referred solely to the cultivated lands.
Hary of Lhe problewms raised will be reconsidered, particularly in
Chapter Seven, when the Tunctional aspects of the spatial manifestation

ol Iand occupnney arce considered, but first landownership with respect

Lo thae commons and waste must be considared.
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e common . monarliand and woshe in Cumwhitton manor comprised

Lolandoeape elomenls in 1003.  Some 4,000 acres were

Taoor b
clacnivied by bord William's surveyors as "compon". Utilisation
ol those valuable recources of pasture was rot simply unconhbrolled,
O Lhe contrary the intangible rights of tenant and lord exliended

"o the villages and bamlets and their areally defined farm-units

e

Lo bhe pastures bevond. ‘Theoretically the question of landownership
and the commons was not a difficult one as the following so explicitly

ohatans

On Fing Henry Moor, Ainstable and Cumwhitton depasture
ithelr catlle nnd sheep. The Farl of Carlisle is lord
and has the soil. (44)

The tenants of the manor were allowed by a body of ancient rights
and privileges to ubtilise the commons viz:

ees btherc are within the several manors divers commons
and waste grounds whereon the customary tenants are
entilled to the common of pasture for their sheep and
cottle levant and couchnant on their custiomary tenements,
~and to common of Turbary and to the privileges of
rulling furze and fern to be spent and consumed in their
customary houses. (45)

A draushl cony of the enclosure Bill for Cumwhitton dated 1796

ig valuable in that il adds information regarding the way in which

£

tenant was bound to lord as far as the commors are concerned,

-+. wnslbe grounds called King Harry subject nevertheless
o certaln limited and particular rights and privileges
o several owners or occupiers of lands and tenements
with the township of Cumrew and other fownships and
villages to depasture their cattle and sheep thereon,
under and by virtue of the payment of an annual pasture
rent or loorfarm Rent. (46)

Not only does the pavsage emphasize that landownership with respect
to the commons consiitubed a bundle of complex rights and orivileges,

out vhat Wing harry Common is emerging as a distinctive and important
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fure rocervoir.  Uhe feodary Jor Thomars Dacre of Gilsland dated

oy ho whieh releronce bas already been made provides additional
doabail reiating bo bhe orymniaation of economic activity on this

COIMMon 2

e lord holds at Cumwhitton of the tenants of Ainstable
an cincnp on King Harry.

The Mencap" wan o Tine Tor slray animals. Hubtchinson quotes from a

deseripbion of the manor rccorded in 1589 thus:
There are divers great commons of waste and heath, namely
King Henry, Cumwhitton Moor, Northsceugh, Ormesby lMoor
and olhers ... Whereiln the tenants do common their beasts
and sattle. In the time of the late Cuthbert Gray of
“ing Jdenry fell-end, a flock of whethers, and their
pasture was of a several place of the wasters of woor
called King lienry. The bounds of the same moor lay open
and aot enclosed, were very well known, and aone of the
tenants who had common in the said moor might put their
cattle to common within the sams, and now it remaineth
unstored. (47)

This fragment of evidence provides fascinating insight into the time-—

tonoured claims to the common, which were not translated into land-

scape termo.

Wing idarey Common then was a focal point for the intercommoning
of hezasls from Cumwhitton, Ainstable and Cumrew. Any infringement
of closely guarded bye-laws were fiercely contested. In 1730, for
example some henants of Ainstable had allegedly encroached into the
territory of Cumwhitton upon King llarry, carrviung away "flacks and
lwrves". (42)  Tn 1660 an inlercsting sitiation occurred, where the

v

iulerests of the iord of the manor clashed head on with those of bis
tenants,  The lord of Cumwnltton attempted to improve and enclose a
portion of the comwon at "Dale and Dale Bottom waste". (49) Opnposition

was al onca kindled, for the inbabitants of Cunwhitton are reported

.. throwiang down soms of the inclosures and fences.
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coavbocs Mhade o e odbon weote, altvough the exact loc-tion

could aol be pinnointad — unlb il at least the followiung was encountcred:
I am content to pay the arrcars for the tithe-meal for
the tenement called Brocklewath or Dale Bottom.
(A. Whelpdale 1713) (50)
Yol in 1772, nccording o Thomas Ramshay's map, no enclosure or

Penement g vecorded (Fig. 3:1). Once agair the credibility of the

debails shiown on the map becomes increasingly questionable.

In the mid eighteenth century a second clash of interests were
resorded. This relates to the attempts of thirty tenants (mentioned
ir. Chapter Three) to extend their estates into the common, thereby
enclosing and improving it. The fate of these activities at Horhsby
is explicitly described:

.o a nunber of tenants at Moorthwaite and Horusby ...
having wmwade considerable encroachments on the common
and woste 20 years ago, the agents threw down all
cucronchments and their fences. (51)
Here is an intoerssting comment upon the success or otherwise of two
partins both wilh szscentially the same aims. Both the lord and the
tenants were in a scnse "improvers", but here the significance of
rigots and claimz over common-land is imporitant, in terms of the
landscane. Onc sel allowed the nrocess of change to proceed
uninbibited, whilst the other failed. In 1747 and 1772, the Barl
of Carlicle wig bo sel seal upon his supremacy over the righis of
common, by enclosing a substantial area of the same (Fig. 6:4).
Only when the clausss of the Enclosure Award of 1796 were finally
agreed upon, diad tennnt opposition die down:
ees 50 to prevent disputes it hath been agreed by
and between the Earl and several manors that Prederick

marl of Carlisle shall forever Yereafter have, hold
and be entitled to all the part of waste ground called
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e s vtrion Llon o the Bast side of a cerlailn

porenn o rond eailoed Fing Henry Street for hig own
provane eslote or Prechold ... in consideration of
wie piving up bis exclusive right to all thatl part

of the oaid oround lying on bthe western side of the

shreoh, agrceeine bthat the same shall be deemed a

poart of common and waste grouad of lhe said Parish.

A Tinat vource of informatbion to which Dilley has attached
value (L) Tics in Lherccords of the court Leet — in this case Tor
Lhe Tlayton quarter.  The entries for the seventeenth and eighteenth
century contain many relferences to the infringement of the rights
ot common. A {few have been selected and included in the footnotles
for serutiny and evaluation. These serve tc illusirate the operation
of' & clogely controlled system of rights and regulations over the
commons, wilhout which the economic well-being of the agricultural
community might be seriously affected. (53)

Ar invesiigntion of extension of landownership rights over the
comwons concludes what bas intendedly been a somewhat lengthy
discusslon. [t iz believed that the study of an individuasl manor
bas conlribuled not only to a deeper understanding of the make-up
of northern land tenure in general, but also tha’ the manor selected

has afforded I«

scinating insight into man's capacity to organise
lend resources, waich it was discovered were manifest ih a rather

urlque gnatianl menncr,.



. Beraind oo \‘V")')) e

Cu oo (1o

ye tieabhon (LD,

|O¥e

Ao Darby (1066) 189, effeclively summarises this relationship, "the
veavanby eviclence wans renlly set against a double background,
parbly arlificial and partly natural. The complicated tenurial

relalion belwaen lord and peasant fitted into the agrarian frame-

)
work vrovided by the physical conditions of the land itself."

He Kerridge (1969) devoted lengthy discussions to this subject,

particularly with regard to the relative security of tenures.

6. Kerrideoe (1969) 43.

7

7o Graham (1934) %, outlines the course of events in his introduction
to the iold Book.
8. Variavilily belween wanors is a feature to which attention has

been drawn.  Sce douch nnd Jones (1961) €6. Ramshay's map of

the DBorony incidentally includes a short description of the customs

and servicoes due witbhin each manor in 1771.

9. Bouch and Jones (1951) 70.

10. A long diwcourse on a series of court suits concerning the
quonstion of "{fines" ~ whether they were certain or arbitrary, was
discovercd in the iMine Book 1724~29. Cases had arisen in 1611,
1615, 1617 which accused several tenants (some of whom were from
Cumwhition) of "pretending to hold tenements by custom of fenant
rizhly ... claiming absolube inheritance of their tenements by

tenant-risbt"™ ... the cases also included references to therr

neing "tenants at will", fines and rents. Eventually the matter
wos settlad, as prementioned ... but these meticulously recorded
court cases held atl Carlisle Assize, offer considerable insight
into the complexities of tenant-right.

11. Northern tenure with particular respect to tenant-right hgs been

reviewed nnd assessed by a number of aosthorities in addition to
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Lhoce medlionet ahove.  See Dazob (1961);  Watts (1971) 64.

13, Aopendiz »oi25, 126, Mield Book reproduction.

Lhe Thubohid ;

6. Boedley ond Gulley (1794). See section under customary estates, 205.

Lo Ry thaddiestione (1973) by personal commur.ication.

18, Bouch and Jones (1961) 88. Bach manor possessed a bailiff who

was responsible for the collection of ancient rents, and the

drawing up of reports in the compilation of the Fine Books.

19. The boundaries of Gilsland and eachb manor were surveyed in 1603,
A perambulation of the Barony boundaries was also undertaken in
1840. Bome maps of high quality accompany this stirvey. Cumwhitton
is survey2d in liap 4, and its boundaries in 1840 (¢170-104)
remained unchanged from those described in 1603.

20. Sec Border Papers V. 1 (1694) 37.

2le DoPe ol W 217

22. C.R.0. Court Baron records, Hornsby.

23. DuP. H of ¥ CO6a - 25 - 50,

24, D.P. ol W C -L79 - 2.

25. BSee D.P. M of W C201 - 1 and C201 -~ 4.

20, Beo Bulmonr (18407,

27 DePe  H oi” I C201 ~ Ja.

P Dele 0ol W 0201~ 1.

20. D.P. W ool v 217,

2. Polle reproduced in Grahom (1918).

3. Scebohm (1883) 69,

3¢ Cu.l0. Bnrony of Uilsland 1558.

i n (1918) 99, fosterfee was in fact the forester's

33 Necording to

fee ol the Foreat of Geltsdale (Wig. 1:1).
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il ol L ke, Doe o of B C61L - 4, C611 - 8,

ToPoie 36 ind. Til.

Poreallols may beo drawi with aclunal recordings of parallel

achivibion

Cores  Thirsk (1964)9, cites an instance in Germany

wbhere o noew allocation and oo new pattern of occupation was created
affter a period of destruction. Thirsk also cites cowmparable

cancen in the Bast Riding of Yorkshire, where villages were re-planned

aller devastation in 1069,

Pevsner (1967).

Dugdale (1821) 272,

DePe H ool b CL -5 — .
D.Pe Hof v CL - 5 -,
Lonsotbaffe (186%) in H of N C1 - 37.

Prom a documonf largely concerned with enfranchisement of

customary holdings in Gilsland 177l. D.P. H of N C - 168.

D.P. il of I CGOGa — 26.

Futchinson (179 ).

DePoe ool N C1L - 19,

D.Pe H of ¥ CLT2 ~ 25.

T o N CGOA -- 23, 28.

BPillcy (17(”0 has demonstrated the scope afforded by Court Leet
records in respect of the use of the common lands, and the manners
in which 1hey were controlled. The following is a typical extract

from the tnayton Court Leet,

1756  Leo fall of Hornsby for digging peats in John
Atkinson's moss,
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Obivor porocoiwents roder Lo the 1illesgal taking of flacks and
barves feon tue copmon.  Deveral of these were anparently strongly
diccourazed becouse of the hagardous pits which were an oubcome

ol exceusive digoing.  The cases were only forwarded when the law
vas aonparoeonhiy wnlreinged, but the nrosentmwents throw little light

upon the naturce of these laws which are never officially quoted.

An ecxtensive senrch of the Haworth papers with specific reference
to Cunwhition manor failed to disclose the workings of any system
of stinls upon the exlensive common pastures. Perhaps in the
seventeenth century, these grazing regulations were unnecessary,
but a solitary reference to this system of control was written
into {th2 inctructions for enclosure: D.P. H of ¥ C66a -26

+++ the allolments be freebold ... and to remain

undivided and used as a stinted pasture.

The exact implications of the term are not fully understood. (1796)
Whether otinting was practised prior to enclosure is unknown.
Enclosure could have fossilised this system of control, or it

may bave initiated the practice of stinting. (See the pattern

of landownership on King Harry Common Fig. 6:4).
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A crraisht lLine in any veriod 18 usually
2 cymodbomn of womething sudden, something
lannoed, somelbhing added, something altered.

Beresford 1971

I CLOSURE

T. borly inclosurae

The quention of eariy enclosure in Cumberland is one which has

cluded gmeneralisation - an intriguing problem which has been recorsnised

by a numnber of authorities, not least among tbem W.E. Tate who
conmented,

How and when much of the open land disappeared in
Cumberland is difficult to say. (1)

The statement aptly summnhrises the problem,

Bailey and Culley reporting for the Board of Agriculture in
1797, described the incloasures of Cumberland as "old, small and
irresular™. (2) The chironology of what must have been a protracted
srocess of early enclogure remains largely unknown, for Cumberland
i3 usually regarded as a predominantly pastoral county where
enclosure tool pince probably direct from the waste. The »nroblem
~

of lowland Cumberland, where many of the townships cultivated their

lnnd in onen strip parcels (Fig. 5:1), is still evasive, simply
hecause of the ahsence of information relating to the process of
cize and enclosure.  The following statement made by W.E. Tate
summarises, 1un a general way, the dual process probably rssponsivle

For the dicaphearance of onen ficlds,

Ilmclosure had been going on sporadically for centuries
both by means of intakes from the commons and waste
ond bty combining dales and strips into crofts and closes.

(3)



Provde ipeisbkt into the overation of Xoth procesces,
idely sopnroled dn time. By 1749, in tbe Mcorthwaite common Ficld,
an the olloving exlract from the Ccocurt Leet (4) exemplifies, small
coclonures bold in ceveralty occurred in juxtaposition with opern
ield Harcecelu:
A dizpute has aricen between Thomsas Milburne, Jobn
sowmar, Rotexrt Smith and Joseph Dobson of Mocrthwaite,
concerning a parcel of ground inclosed by Thomas
Milburnce in Moortbhwaite Ccmmon Field.
e three offendere were fined Tor illegally making a way tc their
oven field parcels via the ground of Themas Milburne. In centrast,
it wnas discovered in {ite last chapter thet the fields of Cumwbition
townahin were enclosed, and consolidated as the oncet of the seven-
Leenth century (with the cxception of the anomalous sector 2 in
Fig. 5:3)., Yet, these cpen field parcels, underlain by a system of
intermixed land occupancy had disappeared by the early eighteenth
certury, with the creation of two new farms Morleyhill and White-
henduill in the midst of newly consocolidated fields (Fig.}ﬁ).
At Hlorr sby o imilnr nrocess seems 1o have taken place with the
cobablicimernd of 1he new, peripheral farms (Fig.id ) at Fieidbead,
Moulvoel and the farms at Fer and Near Hornsbygate. Mest of the
open fielc parccels, which presurably existed at Hornsby but were not
included on the 1003 man, must bave disappeared between 1603 and
172, The recultart farm-units, bowever, were by nc means as
recuicr in loy—-cul ng those early enclosed units in Cumwhition

villare.

Yol elvewhere in southern Cilesland, according tc Lden's report
in 1797 (5), cultivation wns still practised in open fields, in
~ 1t

"uwles and doleg" = ot Tor exenple, the tovnsbips of Cumrew, Castle

Carrcck, and favion. Wlliot has drawn attention to the extent of
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Licro open Mioldoe of Cupnerland (G), in the sixteentbh and severteenlh
coiary, «nd yel, according to Gonner (7) the enclosure of onl7 1.7%
of the tobal dnnd surface of Cumberland where open fields exirted

won covered by Act of Parliament. Whatever the timing and nature of
bhie enrly conclosure process, wbere open common fielcs were concerned,
Cumberianc wos to suffer little rardship from this gradual process,
urlike other parts of fneland in the sixteentb and seventeenth
certurics. (A) As Tate bhas pointed out, Cumberland wgs exempted from
the Devopulation Act of 1536 (9) and received no mention in Wolsey's
conmission (1517). Some enclosure activities kave been chronologically
nczigned to the neriod of Border troubles in tbe sixteenth century;
but the key to the whole question of early enclosure is, ih short,

veriability.

The study will now leave the complexities which shroud the
problem of ecarly cnclosure, to focus on the central theme of this
chorter, whiclh in corcerned wilh a different kind ¢f enclosure.
Inelosure, in Lhis oerse refers egsentially to the enclosure and

division of cormons, moovianc and waste.

of ihe Commons in o) Cumberlard b) Cumwhition.

2. Jnclosu

Sip Jebsr Cleovk in 1731 commented that in the Bden valiey
virilet jeurrevings to Penritlh, "on the left hand only wild moors and
commong" and that "these are vastly improveable". (10) Similarly

Brdidiey and Culley (11) in 1797 constantly reiterated theat the

urbaoned pcotential o land "lying open and unenclosed" was scandalous
: H o J b

sariticularly hoere,in

Lo lens elevated varts of the country there are many
traroe Lracts of excellent light soil ... cznable of
improved to many times their present value .. 1%
i lamentable to sce such extensive tracts of mood corn
jerd lying waste, instead of the ill-formed poor, starved
re avimals that depasture the commons at oresent.

T
[RLCN AR

[
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T crecans of eonciosins the commons, and the acreages involved is

febulotod velow Tor the Gilslond manors.

Mlanor Acrenge Date of Award

Fariam 2300 777
Bramptbon 1750 777
Cuniriition + Cumroew OGO 1801
Uover + Hebther Denton 3300 1800
Cocile Carrock 1500 1805
Aekevton, Troddermaine 6000 1807
Valton + Lancrcost

Lavhon 200 1814
Ainstable 2000 1821

In Cumberland ~s a whole the enclosure vrocedss reached its high
vater mark between 1801-10, when 9.2% of the total land surface of
Cumberland was encloged. Enclosure activity fell off gradually,
after this period to 5.2% between 1011 and 1820; 4.4% between 1821
and 1870. The tablie above hcowever, illustrates that enclosure at

Cumwbitton falls witbin the period cof peak activity. (12)

It will be recealled that in 1603, 4,500 acres of commor were
Lying open and unenclosed in Cumwhitton mahor. Yet, a pedclogical
examination revealed thet there was no apnarent reason why the
cemrons chould nci be cultivated (Fig. 2:3, 2:4) — as most of the
cowmmons vere kacaled er extensive tracts of well-drained ligbht sand
and lLight loom. Orly the suneit of King Harry, where height,
Logether with the presence of heavy clay soils, could the development
and amprovenmoent of the commorgs be considered unprofitable. MNot all,
bevicver, of the commers was enclosed at ore Tell swoop under the
Aob oof L7906, Tor Chanler IMive has demonstrated that enclosure had
boco nibbling b the commons in the seventeenth and eighteenth
cenviries.  Mven The nosl degelate vortions of King Harry Common were
cotidered worloy ol dmorovement for sheep pasture at least, as the

ok accoronny L o sketeh of the common would indicate.
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Ore of the logeoot acreases of comron land in Cumberland warn,
~oothe table indicates annibhilnted al enclosure. The. commissiorers

for tho Barl of Carlisle in Cumwhitton estimated that 2000 acres

'

Tarry Common were "improveable ground"™, (13) although

>
v
—
—
o
jol
-
jui
et
o

“Lhor 501 ncres were mossy ground. Overall they concluded that
ee- that commor is well situsted and mostly »retty good ground.
e Bill was sccured by Private Act of Parliament in 1796, the awargd
bteing dated 180L. By 1798, Gregeg (14) in correspendence revealed
that
they are proceeding to set out land for sale at Cumwhitton.
The precess which was to radically transform what was still essentially

a ceventeenth cenlury landscave, was then, well under way.

~

3. The Tmpact of Tnclosure uoon the Landscape.

The enclosure oi the commons was a highly organised and colculated
movenent, the imnrint of which upon fthe landscape is manifest in the
tell-tale strairysbt lines embodying the key-—-notes of the enclosure
nrocean — resmlarity andé rectangularity. The way in which the land-
scane of Cumvliiiton became dissected is surmarised in Fig. 6:1, the
"strike" or "sr2in" of the newly staked-—oul landscape contrasts with
that of the more irregular "ancient enclosures". The main structural

clements crented by erclosure will be examined under three broad

headingo:  fieolds and field boundaries, roads and farms.

ries

The newly surveyed and gtaked boundaries formed the cornerstone
of asriceltural imorovement, permitting as they did, the extension
of aericulture.  The fields in the main were bouncded by "guick fences"

wnd occonionally suceriwmposed upon low earthen benks, in complete

controot with some of the ancient field boundaries at Cumwhitton



Ciliase = coine of wiich were oboerved to be almost eight feet high,
coparicin g well-nntured bawtborn hedges superimposed on hedoe banks

ciben three foot dn beight.  But in scutbern, highber portions of the
menor, dry sitone walls were constructed.
Tf enclosure is viewed asg a uniform process undertaken at a
. v oo ) o= CT
single soint in time, - the Tield shapes and forms which were
resultart, were by no means uniform. In fact, a whole spectrum of
Field forme, sbavncs nnd sizes can be identified. In examining these

characteristics, the higtorical geograpber may gain insight into the

mewpivations wbich underlay the process of division.

e larcest fields range from 35-~70+ acres, the majority being
located on the {lanks of King Harry Common, with one exception -
"Jurtholkb Moor", o 70 acre field located just to the scuth of
Oumwhitton village. Elsewhere field sizes range from 10-25 acres,
but attentior ix drawn to twe locations where field forms are partic-
ularly distinctive:

i) ot Urzlehend (Figs. H:l)and 1i) at Cairn Close, both on tne north-
eaolern beunds of the manor. The first group are aligrned at 90O

we Lhe River Uarne, and are noticeably uriform, long, narrow fields.
Thoene are generatly /4-5 acres in size, whereas fields at Cairn Close
vory from 6-8 acrew, laid out on either side of a minor road which

traverses o ccl over the common. The latter group is worthy of

abteniion, for Lhe field pattern it creates (Fig. 6:1) is not at all
pnlike thal whict cceuld be asscceiated wiilh the ground nlan of a
deperved medieval villagel This observation emphasises the point
it slructural landscape elements with similar morphological

ciracteristics way, in fact hove been created by processes widely

seosorabod o dn bime oo motivalion.



hois sovsible to distineuish a further distinctive ficld form,
clinging Lo the seripherics of the "ancient enclosures" in Fig. 6:1,
cround Cunmwhition villagse, lornoby and Moortbhwaite. These fields are
distinguiched not only by their size (less then ten acres) but also
by their irvregulnrity. It is templting to attach some significance
nol only lo the #orm bubt also to the location of these fielcs. The
writer is convinced that they may represent just a few of thcse very
nwerois cncroactments which were reported in the late eighteenth

century. 'The erclocure award specifically states that the

cricronchments of the last twenty vears to be decmed part
of the common. (15)

Mis fixec Lhe crucial pneriod at 1776, but encroachments made prior
to this (and there bad been many) need not necessarily have been
eradicated. Incidentally, many of ttose small fields are in the

Tilhe Survey named '

"intake'", perhaps adding weight to the above
hyosotbesis. In oue case, the award specifies that a 24 acre encroach-
ment of Richnrd Leach at High Horthsceugh be included as a legal
cuniclosurce.  ‘i'he puscoection that the Tields in question may represent
carlicr encronchments is adreittedly speculative — but if the morpbology
of these field pnrcels 1s of significance, Shen what the enclosure

slan 1llualrates 1o the translation of illegal manifestations of

qwumen acltivity Inbe legal and structural reality.
Hende

Tre laying oul of a new standardised road network was anotlher
outcome of the enclosuvre srocesgs. The award stipulated that roads
net 200 and 400 and oceasionally 15" wide — depending chielly on the
tnction of the rond for cxrmnle,

there will be o nrivate cart road for the nurposes of
iending Lime to the allotments from High Northsceugh to
| Henry cemmon.
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SRR IR I iinoce crovided of bhe rocess of ngoriculiural
o) ioad ition Lo Lhe crention of A new read oyshem in
G i b bon, cpelasore Lalally eradicoted what had been an important
derbh—en b ronlenny Lhroush Lhe manor - King Henry Street (Fig. 2:1)
Lo owhich pelerence was mede in bhe 1003 survey, and which wos
recorded in Mll on Thomas Ramshay's map. The former course of the
ro~d only iw Pfossiliced in a continuous hedge—line wbich runs along

the flonke of King Uarry Common, and can be identified in IMigs. O:1

Farmg

In cemprrison wiih the rate of landscape change between 1603-
L7172, in terms of the establisbment of new farmsteads, enclosure
created surorisingly few new farms. There was little dispersal cf
farmstends outwards beyond the village nuclei, as was experienced
in the Midlands or Yorksnire for instance. (16) There were however,
o few excentions within the manor for example, (Plate II) Eden Banks
(100 rcres) located on fertile loamy soils by the Eden; King Harry
form (200 acres) located on the lower flanks of King Harry, and
finally Woodgill lousce located again in the south east of the manor
(35 acres). The iwsnct of enclosure upon the spatial distribution

of settlcmenl wan very slight.
Allocation

na

e orocess by which the commons were 2llocated was compnlex,

bt exoential to the study of 1he landscape — but it affords
Pnscinating ingisht into those invisible forces — rights, preferences,
individual choice and 1ve whole process of decision-making, which

nnderlay the creation of the new post enclozure landscavse. Allocation
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Lodovyetennticsdtly under a serics of beadings. In this

tlho viriowy o orocouses weich were operational can he roviewed

1) Phe wores:  Vnolosure entailed the allocation and division of
chorens in the mouses of the manor, which were discovered in Chapter
e to be exbtensive. Allocation in this instance was the least
seloclive of processes, in that almost all received a share of usually
Tonr Lhan two acres.  Cumybitton moss became dissected into 57 shares,
Foorthwaite moos into 19 shares and Traney moss, in the scutb of the
incror inbo 20 shares.

ii) Sales: Several blocks of land were offered for sale to the highest
bidder. One of trese is illustrated in Figure 6: . It is interesting
Lo note that there was sufficient capital available for two farmers

in Cumwbiitivon who Qore purchasers. The other two resided at Castle
Carrock and Ainstable.

iii) 'he Lord of the manor: The Earl of Carlisle for bhis right as
tord of the soll received a twelfth of the commons in the manor (300
aeres).  In addibion be bad received 1,000on King Harry Common,
chortly belore enclosure.

i) The tenarts: The manner in which King Barry Common was enclosed,
won mentioned in the oreceding chapter. To the East of King Henrie
ohreet, the Lenants received shares based on the payment of a Moorfarm
or pauoture rent. f'he mozaic of intersecting interests, which hitheto
vere elusive, ererge vividly in Fige 6:1 where the righis of tenonts
from Cumroew, iteubiogin and Ainstable manors became itranslated into
ernaneny landscane Lterms, side by side with those of Cumwbitton.

Un dhe wentern flank, oddly enough, allocation was based on a different

The 1nbabitants of Cumwhitton manor were allotted shares vio

criLberion.



ool ko sl lol common to those entbitled Lo Lhe Ttiohd
\ Coioogy B saad moncen, commons and washe srrongd:s

e s eecsdinys to oo inle or Riate known wibhin dho

e by Llhee o yome ol Purvey — 6o divide according to cach

VoG e PV OY .

Yhe puevey s, Lo oduobe Hubelinsen, "the rate or rule of taxation
cmdowldeh Mocons o be only ol use in this county"(17), whilst
Dilley daofinod L an

Lhie county rate pseculiar to Cumberland and Westworland,

To retvrn however, Lo the princinles of general land zllocztion

: iuio Pich i in Tiz, S:204),
irdly tenmai wy Tennnt 1n each settlement respeciively. Tne Tirst

clnss o ten-nis, those who received the largest shares (50-100 acres)
constitiufe nn snomniously varied class -~ two hailed from Scarrowhill,
wo ' - .

tex frowm Hobwewrancle, two from Low Northsceuvgh and one finally from
Funfield. With the exception of this class, one canncot avoid
novicing bt there deoes seem to be some relationship between the

]

size ol chare and Lhoe seltlement - the breakdown of which is, in

1

addition, workedly biernrehical (Fig. 6:2,)

The cecond elacn of Lenents is classified in Fig. 6:2(1) as

those who recoived inlermediate shares (40-50 acres) most of whom,
rather surprisingly arce licorthwaite farmers. The tenants of
Cumwbitton received shares which cluster noticeably in the 20-40

acre rance (wilh one or two excentions). A centrast is srovided

by the recioicnls ~t Tornsby who were allocated tetween 5 and 15 acres
orly. e benants ot High Northséeugh all received c20 acres, whilct
those at the hawmletl ol Carnbrigknoll received 7-15 acres; and finally

the perioberal farme, for example Fellend, received in the regions

o 25 acros.
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Yoo Lodder ol Iand allccsniion which emerges from an ex-mination
A I S L intoresting. It 1a diflicult to ascertain on what
Live ourvey paymwent was originally based - whether it was land value,
or tyne of tenure, or size of farm for instance. The first class
cortainly iucluded tbhe three "[recholders" of the manor, - the
tensnts of Woitelield, Munfield and Scarrowhill, but no otber disting—
vishing criteria are available for the remainder in thisg class, nor
io there any apprrent reason why a few tenants of Moorthwaite should
hove received cuch scemingly disproportionate sheres. (19) The
contrast in acreage allocation between Cumwhitton and Hornsby is
well mavked. It i1s suspected that the rocts of these differences
lay »robably deep in the conirasts of tenurial status between the
twe, especially if the number of cottagers at Hornsby, discovered in
the sccond chaster, ic recalled. The two settlements were essentially
dif7erent. Cumwhition's tenants were in the main the occupiers of
nedium-sized cotates secured for centuries by inheritance. The
tenanls al Dornsby were in the mailn cottagers, with neither the
securilty of tepure, as will become evident shortly, nor.the size of

Tarm unit ans itheir neighbours at Cumwhitton.

There rerrins a final class for consideration — those who
received pno shares whatsoever at the division of the commons. The
cxact numbors nre difficult to specify, but at least 6 cottagers at
Cumwhitton, 4 ot tornshy and 2 at.Hoorthwaite can be nssigned to
The implications of this consequence will be evaluated
oo broader copnbext iu the following section, in which an attem-i

o

will be wmade fo cxomine just a few of 4he complex repercussions of

Ghoe eoaclosure procoess.

e rosdTicetions related to the enclosure process were many
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Loans dindirvect. After careful examinatiocn of the

woareas "heckuooh—-elteet s of cnclosure, derived from mony documento

vithin the U owmurd of Vaworth Collection, it was decided to treat

"multivariate

the whole ooectrur of repercussions as a type of
regponse—nycton', btriggered in the main by tbe initial imnulse, or
inpul — enclosure. (20) The model of suchk a systoﬁ also indicates
the serien of Tecdbacks and linkages which were discovered during
resenrceh, and all are summarised in a general form in Fig. 6:Y.

The main elemenis will be examined systematically, althoush those

repercrssions easentially economic in nature will receive closer

atiention iun Lthe final chapter.

i) Lando-mershis and {iscal change

The enclosurc award siates thaet the new allotmenis be freehold.
It sbonld be romemvered tha®t enclosure facilitated above all the
extension ¢f sreexiciing farm—urits - yet it was only these
extersions which were to be held freebold. The rémainder, or ancient
Farmotend core continued to be held as a customary estate. (21)
A curious duality or dichotomy of land tenure thereafter develoned,
althousb the digtinction by this time was probably purely fiscal

having little ialluence uvon actual agricultural practice.

The sccond fenture of imporitance, relates to agricultural
notentinl reoloensed vwnon enclosure. In addition it should not he
overlooked Lthat arricultural extension was not élways simple. Far
From censolidating »reexisting estates, (many of which had attained
mewimwn conscelidniion long before enclosure) the allocation process
i in mome comen [rognent form units. App. 6:1 illustrates a
sunmber of cxamnles where the frictionsl factor of distance was

intreduced in 1790.  Obther farms however did receive sbares adioiuning
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i

e orisica Tora o weit. Uhe orocess, however, did not bhalt bere,

aodetndled arnlysis of the siructure of landownership evidenced

in the 1050 Tithe Survey demonsirated. Hany of the farmers in

Comwbhitton whose newly allotted land lay atl some distance from the
tarmeteond (ond this anolied to all the farms as indicated in Table
(Avpe 0:1)) nover in fact reaped the benefits of their extended
Tarme in a nurely agricultural sense. Iﬁstead, they leased or sublet
Lhese cenparated Tield varcels to fellow farmers, or in o few cases
Lo farmcers oulside Cumwhitton., New elements in the structure of
landownershin in Cumwhition, hitherto little developed were beginning
to emerge, and the hierarchical web was becoming increasingly more
complex.

Returning to the reoercussions of enclosure, it was discovered
that there was an additional aspect of agricultural extension to be
his 18 more fiscal in nature and relates to *the

censidered.s T

"dropping fines" rayvable by the tenant who was to succeed an estate

uron the denth of the previous owner. Glose scrutiny of an important
Haworth docunent — the Summary Bock (22), spanning the years 1792 —
1835 proved remarkobly valuable in this context. In it, each manor
is recerded uyolematically, enumerating and describing each tenement
within the resocctive manors, and all the fines paid in the above

i

e dwmaortance of this manuscript lies in the fact that

neriod. |
fines navable srior to, and alter enclosure are disclosed. The fiscal

commitments of ten tenants in Cumwhitton are tabulated below for

insnoection.
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Drosoing fine

e ofr benand oricr Lo cnclosure Dropping fine
(Cumvhitibon) (1760-1790) post enclosure
S W
Al 36 172
T, Migher e 50
Wm. Morlay 23 70
Jobn 5] 20 70
Toaace Leach 20-10 45
John Horley 14 30
Je Hewitoen 36 50
L. Robinson 34 55
W. Leach 20 Hu

fhiere 1o an unmistakable increase in the fines paid after enclocsure
discernible. The drooping fines bad apparently been readjusted
(often double or even treble the previous amount) so that the Earl
of Carlicle might reap some of the financial fruits of the newly
ericloged lands. DBut there are other ways in which these changes

were of oignificance, and will be considered shortly.

ii) Charces in the real estate marketd.

by far the most dramatic impact of enclosure which research
revealoed in a non-loadscare context lay neither in agricultural
extencion nor in the increase of fines levied, but rather in the
dynamic process of land sales (either of ertire estates, or parcels
of Lland). Pigure O: 3 depicts the rate at which estates had
chowred hands by gale in the years 1603 - 1835. (23) Sale of
cotbtaten was by no mecans & process which was unheard of in the manor,
or elrowbere in Giloclond, contrary to that dismal picture oi stagnating
cotates which was sketched by Huicbinson. The numter of estates,
necording to the records, which changed hands between 1603 and ithe
vnd of The eilghieentn century in Cumwhitton was small - & startliqg

! i

contrast Lo the situstion which occurred after 1800, with the
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porcrkonie aonuroe in oronerty exchance (Pig. 6:3), This

in the coee of inand conveyance would seem to be related

in oo curodolosicen] seuse to enclosure, which had been proceeding
Pove vears provicusly.  Uhe writer would suggest that there was a
correlnation hetwveen the vate of land exchange and the process of
epciomre, altbousih of courege, there could have been tributary

Tariavles which wore not uncovered in the course of ressarch. (24)

The vattern ol estate conveyance raises a number of gquestions.
Why, Tor cxamole, should mauny of the farmers in Cumwhitton who stood
L0 sain se much from agricultural extension and increased profits,
decide to sell their estates, which bnd for centuries been handed
from guccessive generations? As already mentioned, the causative
coents underlying this fascinating process, cannot be explained in
terms of a siugle variahle. s manry variables wbich were considered
to be related to this process, will in turn be examined, but it is
imvortant to nole at this stage, that the phenomena which have been
obrerved point 1o the operation of a much more general process more

comaonly known o "lbe decline of the yeomanry". This in‘eresting

soclo—-ceonomic precoss bas been much debated bty a number of
aulborities, in a specifically Cumbrian context. (25) But first a

number of pointu wust be clarified. The yeomanry usually refers to

thatl porition of the rural middle class which fell between the gentry

ot
e
ra

and thoe cotiasere. T thus & widely embracing term bat simply
identifics an occunier of land, not necessarily a freeholder but one

the ¢irnity of freekold. There are definite echoes

eather diztinctive Torm of tenure in Cumberiand, tenant-—

1

[

b}

il Wear Tendure oning significarnce if it is recalled that the

pogority o of cusiomnry tenants in Cumwbitton, at the onset of the

cverternth coentory probably occupied their estates by tenant-right.



P Uinnbe oot o oo, Lhe decline of the yeomen, paralleled
tecdtine 1o Lhe numbeor of benements had heen a steandy »Hrocess

sinee Ahic sevodsbeenti contury, alithongh Jones bhas added

Phore are indicalions that the decline in the rumber of
Coapai wnog fay wore rapid in the €18 and early €19 than
LLohad been belweeou Lhe middle of Elizabeth I reign and
Lhe licchorabion. (20)

Jho oo
!

coo obierved an Lhins chanter co far would supvort the
mhove allegntions, but a clcser look at these changes in the structure

~

of loandownerr iy will be reoxomined shertly,

Toes et srewnd Lo thie debote which fecusses upon these occuplers
. A Vi T R |
. o ooataice, o SONOOmTT . g been briefly revieusd,
‘ e fitiing o pronose a range of contrasiving variavles

which mav hove contributed in some way to their decline. Not only

do the variables listed below include those whbich were found to be
"active" in Cumwhitton, but they also incorporate additional factors
whick have beer found to operate elsewhere in Cumberland (varticularly
by Jones (27) and in a wider, earlier context by Chambers and Habakkuk).
Grigy bae also exorcusced interest in this process (28), whereby the
yeomnn decrensed in nvmbers. The following have been postulated as

active, causal agents underlying this fascinating process of social
change:
~

1) the expenne of enclocure. To the Eammonds (29) this factor was

conzidered of imporitnnce, especially to the small farmer and cottager.
o evidence whicth micht point foward the overation factor was
oncounterad Cor Cumviition.

i1) the Fragmentation and distance factor which for mary farmers in
Conwhitton il involved (A p. Pable 6:1).

1ii) the increased arenlly defined size of estate that enclosure

critaited (Ao walle 5:1).  Chambers has identified the situation
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e oo Tarms o wore Loo

arge to work with bthe family
to permit the accumulalicn of

1
loeneure abtone anag hoo amoell
1l

pocoryve acndangt adveroihy. They were big encush to be

hvwmmdwnﬁ on the grain narket nos to be vitally affected
Ly bl Tluclunaliony, (30)
Chombe v nny owell hvwve ik upon a very important point - for
Comvhiitlon b Tenshs Thooo (arme which changed hands between 1801
and 1828 are tabtnlated (Apo. 6:1). Before enclosure the gize of
cncloved Parmg, exbinguichedtheir rights of common was 15-25 acres,
il afber enclosure the acreares were visibly increased to between
A0 st (Y aceven. The differences were consicerable, éhd they mey
itleed bove created bardshin to what were essentially family-run
Farmi,
1v) dhe dncrease in fine to be paid on the succession of a new
Lonant.  Jones han explored the whele question of the burden of

fines in Cumterland, ard states that,

<o bhe nrecsure of Tines on the death of the tenant or
Lord mirnt be high. (31)

"his was cerioinly the case alter enclosure in Cumwhitton manor.

v) The ooerniion of chance factors, as distinct from those of a
soclial or ecomnomic nature must not be omitted. Jones again bhas
drawn aticnticn to the records of eighteenth ceatury writers who
recorded 1that Lhe wﬁ?ters of 1739, 1742 and 1749 were pearticularly
gsoverae. ( 7,?)

vi) There remsins the guesticn of the burdening of the land with
norulation, which with fallen prices it couldé not carry. The move-
meny ¢f arices and yields is a complex topic (33) abcut whick very
Little is known variticularly at the sub regionsl scale. Wilson (34)
clarsiiicd e vericd from 1730 = 1745 as a oeriod characterised by

Low prices lor ocssontlal products meat, wocl, cheese and butter, for
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Pronia o whe ey, Soprae dmnmedinate Lo the concern of thic theois

Eho antconat ion vapnlbieod by Thomas Ramehay in a letter dated

Too e Freaneis tre oo gome rare glimpses into the operation and

oo domire to dndvce the vrespectable Farmers upon the
entabon Lo remaln during the Jdepression ...

o

slbabe of pricur at Lhis Lime are offTorded (35

(otice bere, Lhe choice of Lhe werd, remain, implying that perbhaps

Lhe livelihonds off many Tarmers were threatened.)
Our new wheal is melling at 4s 89 bushell and fat cattle
sheep can cecarcely be turned into money at all and wben
gseld oL nenrly the price  they were bought in at leaving
nothing to the »nrocurer.

Then followed o propoesal to reduce the Martinmas rent by 10% - so

the preoblem must bhave been a pressing one tharcughout Gilsland, for

Lhe above extract is referring to the situation at Brampton market.

Any of Yheue factors, or indeed a combination could have under-

Loin vhat generally obscrved process by which the yeomanry declined.

Pollowin,: the direcltions of change illustrated in Figs. 6:5
u%ore are yol a aumber ol important repercussions of the enclosure
prccess Lo Lo censidered.  These are closely related to that upsurge
in estatoe conveyance to whic? reference bhas already been made, and
concern a Lheme of central importance — the nature and incidence of
change an il offected Lhe whole social structure of the Cumbrian
community particulariy, in that complex set of linkages by which men
was related to tihe land.  Changes in the structure of landownership
are usnally unrecovded, but the nature of the documentary evidence
contained wiilbin the taworth collection affords very rare insight
into n few of {he mechanicms underlying change especially in the

mineteertiy cenlvry.  The Tindings for Cumwhitton may eventually help

to clarify the vroblems of acsrarian bistoryv identified by G.P. Jones,
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g ~ions of landlord and tenani and 1lhe
cimnos from late wmedicovel to the nineteenth century patiern
o Lood-owvreyrship, il and wbher 1t comes to be written, must
therelore be long and complicnted geographically and
chrenclionically. (30)

oy Lhe rels

he chronolosicol comporent ol the gqrestion has been ore of the
cortral thencs of tvie chapter, bul the geographical aspect has yet

N

Lo be prebed. Why for ecxnmple did some tenants or yecmwen within the
nanor succeed and survive, witilst others were eclipsed? This two-—
slded oreccess was 1dentified witbin Cumwhitton, but it seemed to te
randomly distributed in a spatial sense, Of over twenty estates which
were scen to change bands (App. Table 6:1 for a few examples)
Sotween 1800 and 1930, thirvrteen bad been previously occupied by

these cuntomary ftenants with considerable tenurial security. Tte
wuechasers of these estates, or parcels of land became increasingly
nor=Cumwbitton tenants, but there was a sma-l but distinct group of
Cumwhitton farmers who also tock advantage of this new Tluidity in

the real estabe markot. Figure 6:5 demonstrates the rate at which
four tenants i ['igher, Leach, Blacklock and Hewitson (and there were
othiere besides) exoanded their estates — slowly at first, but much
more rapidly in the veriod 1800-28, This class of tenants is referred
to as the "ooportunicts", and appeared to become promoted subsequently
from the status of yeomen, to that of notable small landowncrs.

it thelr intenticns lny not, it would seem in the extension and
amslisamation of their original estates, but rather these farmers
becnme eunraged in subletting. They replaced the former tennnt Ly
e 01 ghorber leasehold terms. By 1840, (37) the new strands
Loy the wed of javdownerabip bad become Tirmly woven into the
arevious shruciure which was coansiderably simpler. It must be

Yressoed, above all thal bthe processes which are being observed

id no dirveot dwnoct upon the structural elements of the landszape
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wnosuel, but rather Formned the framework for the organisation of

BOCLONY e

Retaruing nhowover, to this acwly established "gentry". Close
scrutiny of tho delails within the Tithe Survey revealed that

Misher anld Blacklock pongsegssed additional concerns. At the onset
of the nincieeuth century I[canc Fisher (of Nunfield) possessed

four cottagns at Morasby, and two shovs within the manor, all of
which wern leased out 1o wvarious tenants. Similarly W. Blacklock
laoased out two cottages in Cunwaitton and Lthe blacksmith'=z shop
there. This evidence has been included because it accords well with
Jones' observations that much of the capital formation which formed
the basis of the purchasing powers of the "new" yeomen, was often
derived from secondary, supplementary sources which were non-
agricultural in nabure. (38) This group of fgrmers in Cumwhitton
seemed Lo be able to varticipate in the competition for land
resources in the carly nineteenth century. The guestion of the

nosition of the cotiagers in the web of landownership will be

examinced in the following section.

At this stage in the discussion, 1t is advisable to outline
the wore iwdorinnt issues of the section. The theme of chaunge is
one which bag ran bthroagh the entire thesis - whether change has
been monifTest iu landscape terms or anot. The intention of this
cection bas been to examine the structure of landownership and to
identily some of the changes it was to undergo. The structure can
have chansoed Jithlie in essence for centuries but appears to have
beeit vadersined in the early nineteenth century. Leasinge and sub—
ftetiing of orwoverties together with the disappearance of cestain

sae-ococuplers were all components in this process. S0 also was

4ty )

Lho growbo ol Lhan claosy of opportunist yeomern. In Cumwhitton
PE



Thig oroap concriscd at least nine Tarmers, wbhilst fifteen tenants
vong Oted unchoaood 14 status. Some of this latter group Toft the
mawor conpletaly, tence toe decline in the number of tenementis,
alibiousn the decline in nunbhors of yeomen in Cumwhitton (39) was
by ono means as marked as that exbibited elsewhere in Gilsland.
Yaore was however, a change in tenurial structure for those new
tenante taking over estates which had been sold -~ a process of
funjamental importance. William Blamire, an astute observer of
soclal coenditions in the lakeland counties commented,

since 181% a greater change has taken place in the

proprietors of small farms than in any antecedent

perwod of much longer duration.
This was exaclly the case in Cunwhitton, contrary to those who see
the "decline of the yeomanry" as a process centuries in duration.
It is %the writer's contention that the "decline of the yeomanry"
together wi'n o gamut of related changes, was for Cumwhitton at
least, ecssentially a feature of the early nineteenth century. It
i suggested that the root-cause lay in the enclosure process which
ceecns Lo bave boen responsible in part for important changes in

landownership, 2and in estate size.

1

ere is howover, a sccond set of enclosure ramifications in
iz 6:5 to which ationtion must now be directed. These are more

democranhic and gocliological in nature.

Fopulalion changcoe

Whe cxach donnct ol the enclosure process upon the population
of the manor iz rovher difficult to evaluate. Tneoretically, an

inerenso in pooulavion could be supported (as was the observed

sicarhion i Chapter » from 1780 = 1830) from the increase in
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~orieunlttural output — A outcome of enclosure. Reference to App. 3

ill azcertain thatl increase in the growith of total ponulation was

2 ostendy process in Cumwhitton for the first half of whe ninetesnth
century.  Within the manor, lhere were discrepancies, for the
Cumwhitbton cector experienced a fall in numbers between 1801 and
16811, but this decline was snhortlived and soon recovered. Bnclosure
and more ezpecially the sale of cstates mey nave been the root-—-cause
ol this decline, Dbub the fact that most of the tenants who sold their
ostates were replaced, would surely argue that the overall effect

of this process was negligible.

<O

Jailey and Culley in 1797 (before the enclosure of Cumwhitton's
commons) (40) were asked to draw up a report which was to be
concerned poartlicularly with the guestion,

bas enclosing the commons decreased the population?
he reporters omphatically insisted that the converse was the case.
They could not fToresce bhow a process which involved agricultiural
extension and intensification, could fail to benefit everybody -~
setting up oz it wight an increased demand for hired agriculiural
Iabour. Pow i1 in the latter sugrestion which brings the discussion
Lo congader a Uinal class of the Cumwhittoan temantry, who have

received 1ittle atteation to this point.
The Colilnoons

Tt wne tice cotlagers, above all, who stood to lose lthe most
wpon the enclocure of the commons. (41) They received no shares
smatsoever in the allocation of new land, which was a particularly
soeverc vlow, bocause tucey originally possessed a few acres of 1and,&o
(\afm cul

sy Phely relionce upon the commons to depasture sheir smwall

nerds of livenitock was completely undermined by enclosure. Two
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tareniosion, Clo oand CLe samoles, dllnstrate the somewhat meagre

sobate ot b ol bneor:

1700 — T Wisher 1579 -~ D. Bowman
&onod £ s d

Horae L 50 1 cow 120

1 cheep 600 1 heifer 50
houncholdgoods 1100 4 sheep &0

‘olerence Lo IPig. 6: will also illustrate (as far asz the
cvidence obbiained Trom the Fine Books will permit) the rate at which
lhe turnover of cotinge tenants proceeded in the 17C and 18C. (42)
Clearly the cotlanger possessed the most insecure of tenancies, as
the steady tenant replacement rate would indizate. But exactly
what effecct did enclosure have upon this class? Were they forced
Lo abandon their cottages? Was this the process in time which
underiay the gradunl shrinkasge of Horasby village (largely comprised
of cottagers) and those houses which were reported deserted in the
census and {ithe Surveys? These are questions which are not easily
and direccltly answered. An attempt to approach the matter will be
congidered in two cections. The first will deal with the psossible
mechanioms which uniderlay the shrinkage of Hornsby, and the second
will examine the fate of those cottagers who had survived until the

onscl of the ninectecnth century.

Wilth rcference to the first roblem gome interesting details
b ]
came Lo 1 10t d’d‘f'iﬂf" an examination of the lon series of Gilsland
) e

Mine and Account Books (42) available for study. At the onset of

Lhe eisbibeenth century, one lsaac Fisher (ancestor to the Pishers

who hove already received allention) purchased in 1716, and 1717
thres cottages and Luelr respective parcels of land at Hornsby.

5

A Pourth was acquirad soon after. Some of the details of these
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wreirien aen tncluied balow, beecause they provide instruclive
dotatl dnbo Lhie conditions o Lhe cottage holding, and their

ctbaoguoent otioonsos
P7LO Toane Fisher purchased a house and a yoakiug

ol tand, and bali a day's work on the meadow
of homas Atwingon of Horasby.

L7t Jwase Micher purchased Shawlands and one day's
worw of mondow of John Hall of Hornsbhy.

L7L7 Jobhn Briggs sells to Isaac FPisber two acres of
arablce land, half a day's work of meadow
a quarter of his peat moss.

N

Vel, by 1840, 1the Wishers possessed and leased out two cottages
in Cumwhitton, a cottage and shop there, a blacksmith's shop in
Cumwhitton. The deserted farmhouse at Tarnhill which was never
relet was also in the Pishers' possession (the adjoining estate
became merzed into the Nunfield estate). It is noticeable that
ne cottages are rezgistered at Hornsoy, and it might be inferred
ithat these cotlages had been allowed to fall into disuse. In this
case, the shrinkage of lHornsby was a process which was initiated
long before and 7ot incumbent upon enclosure. & less notable
figure but nevertheless an “opportunist” was James Robinson, a
faracr ot Hornoby.  DBetween 1800 and 1835, he too had expanded and
consolidated hig estale at Hornsby by purchasing small crofits, and
in the procoss, purchased a cottage and its appertaining lands.

By 1840 too, this cobtage had become deserted. The chronology of
what was a protracied process bebhind the shrinkage of Hornsby

becomes, then a little clearer.

fut woat of +the remaindar of those cottagers who managed to
semther Lhe annibilation of the commons? The Tithe Survey and
refercnce Lo u dirvectory (43) of Cumberiand dated 1847 are

i

instruchive.,  Jhese describe the occupational or employment structure

witiin Lhe wmanor.,  In Cumwhition village seven inhabitants were



P oaon=ora cccuybions which comprised the "service

clument™ of fhe village — shopkeeners, blacksmiths, shoemalrers,

o and o opchoolmastor, together with a few farm labourers.
e s bera wmn siwd lar ol Moorthwaite and at Hornsby, where one
pbobhe toroee, and Cive at the latlter were again occupiled in non-—
Parming: aclbivitien. T4 would appear that cottagers, in order to
ride and survive the tide of economic change, may have sought
slhbernative occupations. They may equally, however, always have
pouzenned these secondary occupations to supplement their meagre
land renources. These cottagers, then, who had survived until the
onset of the nineteenth century were in short little affected by

enclosura.

Conclusions

The enclonure of the commons in Cumwhitton, it will be agreed
involved in landscape terms a simple drocess of dissection. But
the discussion has condeavoured to probe deeper than the simoly
vigual impact of enclosure. Instead, an attempt has been made to
review the wmultiple interrelated processes — social, econowmic and
leml in nabture, which appenr to have been related to enclosure.
lconomic chance, chielly that vrocess commonly termed "agricultural
improvement" will be scrutinised in ﬁhe following chajster.
At n time woen much criticism 1s levelled at that particular
historical aporonch,
vhich allows only for an extrapolation between two
rixed poinle in time, witbout much insight into thao
dyuamics of change (44)
ihois indood‘KOPLunmLO that the source material has provided a number
ol windows tivrousnh which the dymamics in question, together with the

ol change exporicenced, can be viewed.
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CUADPRIR 6 — HNOTEDS

/

G oy ond Colley (1797) 214

Dol Il ol o G1=18 (vox).
Baen (L797) in Gray (1917) 227.
Bttt (1053) 92,

Gonner (1912) 279,

BSee for example Beresford (1963) for the experience in the Midlands.

Cleik ed. Prevost (1930)

Doiley ond Culley (1797) 235.

Gouner (1912) 279.

D.Pe I of 11 C66-28.

D.Pe W oof T Ch6-24.

Enel. Award. ©C.R.0. Tor Cumwhitton and Cumrew, no. 40.
opie (L991) 71,

lindbebineoa (17%.0) Vol. II.

Ditiey (1970) 192.

T4 should ho recalled that farming here was associated with

openyscantored sctrins.

daker (1972) 17, who elaborated on the importance of the study
of process and systems in historical geography. It should be
stressed nowover, bhat this particular approach which frames the
enclogsure process is but one of several, and does not intend to
be deterministic., The wrilter admits that the whole system was
inevitably wuen more complex in reality. Enclosure, althougsh

it ip vicewed in Ubhis thesis as an important, indeed the central
procogy, wis nrobably just one of several operative variables
abtiicth must 7o undebated, because of the inevitable limitatious

of tha source materials.
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soon'n lurvey, w.P. ool I 272A, records these distinctions

11 all enoan,
summary Gook, Dli's uncatalogued , Shelf 13.

These eolate sales were traced by an analysis of the continuvous

seruencas of Mine Books and Rentals for the manor, ~nd the

Swmmary Book e.g. Hoof N C611-15, €620,

Tlere are many hidden variables (chance etc.) that the historical

goographer way usver uncover. See 21.

Boush and Jones (1961); Jones (1962). Tracing tonis type of

non—-landsecape chanse, may seem 1o depart somewhat from the central
corc of lhe thesis. These changes, however, are imporitant, and
constituie the invisible, functional framework of which the

Ilandscape was a partial expression.

Jones (1962)

I

Jdones (1962) examined prices, the pull of the towns, fines etc.

23X
Chlinmbers (1958) Hughes (1965) 213 Habakkuk (1940)

) looked primarily at land tax returns.

Hewmora (1911)

erc (1966) 45

PO (1 }‘3,’) map
Dobe 1 of 1 CL65=14. See also in this context seregiord (1957) 5

Sce Yau bt (1903) for an examinatior. of price movements and
cropyieids on o luropean Bcale. The impact at 2 local scale 1is

extremely difficult to assess,
1) 243

D.P. 0ol o 056Y, 1-11,

ibbe Yurvey, C.R.0. Tithe Collection,.

dopen (1000) 214

Bon doues (1900) 200, P11, Tn 1603 according to details takan
From Mioucloon and turn, Cumwhbitton had 80 tenements.
On H. i b ol tuin article, nccording to the Gilsiand survey of

Crmeniitton had 44 tenements. Tais poses somewbalt of a
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Sne odirceressncy arinses from the exclusion of the

coblosers of Hornohy in lhe main, and those at Moorthwaite.

cr

Ry 1000, (Parcon and White ]_929) Cumwhitton had 38 farmers

(nonin exeludioag the cottagers) of which only 24 were "ycomen".

)

A0 Padley and Culley (1797) sce introduction.

4l. See Hammonds (1911) for this side of the argument concerning the
enclosure Hrocess: Kerridge (1969) 45, Ernle (1932) 307.

A2. IMine Books, D.Pe H of T CLl74-38.

43, Mannex and Whellan (1847) 603.

A4, DBaker (1972)
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Tntroduction

In the nreceding chapters diverse aspecty of the Tarm-unit
tnve been discusged; the collective adjustment of farm—units to
the physical landzcape circa 1600; the size of the farm-units; the
digpositions of the appertaining lands and the structural changes
which these lands were scen to undergo through time. The tenurial
framework which underlay the customary estate has likewise received
attention asain with regard to its increasing complexity through
time. There remain however, several facets of the farm-unit which
are of relevance to a study in historical geography, and these
7ill be viewed in three sections, which will work progressively
from the stady of the individual farm-~house to a more generalised
lovel cinbracing the wider topic of agrarian practice. 1In doing so,
a number of themes which have been raised systematically in previous
chapters will be drawn together, and it is hoped, unified in the

wider norizons of the agrarian landscape.

1. The Farmhouse. »otudy of this important element of the struciural
Tnndscape, and the mebamorphosis which it may or may aol have been

smbject to, adds a refreshing diwvension to wnat has been the central

L

theme of this thesis — that is to the study of landscape changs.

Au Houston has observed (1),
... rurai house types illustrate the interaction of
thoe nhvsical and human controls in the use of building
materinls and tacir influence upon architectural

Ceathuroes.
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Loovaidaihy of dhis adbabtewment wibh reference to Cumwhitlon will
boobeshod, payins cpeeind ationbion to the "architectural features™.
Cheoren o bhonse plun, ibs wode of conslruction, together with the
lay—oul of the Tarm complex may all have respondad in different ways
and ot difterent rates Lo bhe pulse of economic and social change.

SL Whe Funclionins farm and the logical extension to incorporate
Forming in o broader pense. An attewnpt will be made to interpret
and evaluate source materials widely differing in nature, so that
1he basic charactevistics of crop and dnimal husbandry in Cumwhitton,

for the seventeenth and sighteenth centuries, can be assembled.

3. The advenl and acceleration of agrarian change in so far as it
can be detected from the historical record in the eighteenth and

carly nineteenth centuries, will forwm the btasis of the final section.
The Farmslends

In the second chapter attention was drawn to an interesting
caberory of information recorded in the 16C3 Field Book (Appendix 2:1).
I

[t will be remenbeored that some farmsteads or tenements were singied

1

ou' on account of thelr mode of constructicn. These were the

slonehousog, suiliciently notable features of the recorded landscape
1o merit the attention of Lord William's surveyors, especilally as
they yielded oxira rent. Higure 7:1 illustrates the distribution

of theoe stonchioasesn of L1603 and forms the spring—board for the
Tollowins diccunnion. One Teature which cannot escape attention in
Mige 7:1 must surely be the striking absence of "stonehouses" in the
sotblaneats of Cunwhitton and Hornsby (witl the one exception
indizated). Tue spatial distribution‘of stonehousaes appears

dastinetly peripberal, along the banks of the Eden and Carue rivers,

cther with the threo tenements at Low Nerthsceugh and a solitary
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Cowea ot wcarvowhill.  In the search for reasons which might have
witerlain the obgerved pattern, it became increasingly apparent
Lhat this »adtern could not be cxplained in terms of a single
variable.  The spatial distribution reflects rather the interachioa
o a number of possible varia®les. The first is related to the
availability of suitable building stone. Outcrops of new red
sandstoneg, hthaty dintinctive local freestone in the Eden valley occur
in several localities — along the Carne and Eden Rivers, especially
they bave bocome incised into the bedrock, and secondly near the
swemit of King liarry 7ell.(?) TFreestone guarries exploited in

the carly nincteenth century, and wuicu lergely reflect these
geological occuraiices bave been located in Fige T:1. Proximity to
these outcrops would appear of some significance — but in reality
there ig no apnarent reason why all the farmhouses in the villages
(often no more than +wo miles from a source of building stone)
should not bhave been constructed in stone, instead presumably imof

clay ov wood, less permanent and durable materials.

Brunskill (3) in his study of clay houses in lowland Cumberliand
(of which there arc still examples to he found) attributed this
mode of conglruction to the operation of two factors. TFirstly to
Lthe nonc aviiiability of building stone (which was clearly not the
cose in Cwswhilion), and secondly to envirommental instability.
Phe clayhowse wnas cagily constructed, usually communally, and in
o region particularly vulnerable to waves of pillaging and destruction
the clayhouse was at » premium. Cumwbitton bad certainly had its
share of Border troubles (as was discovered in Chapter three), so

situation

whot lu fact Lbhe IGOEKCQulﬂ reflect, was the begiiunings of neace and
chabidity and fhe parallel dewmand for house-construction in more

oormonent materiols.  Indeed a sprinkling of farmsteads in the
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sontral cortions of the manor had appeared by 1603 (Fiz. 7:1).

1t innois insight into the process of farm
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tmildins in stone after 1603 could be attained, for all the Tarm-
tousaes by 1640 bad boon conabructed in distinctive red sandstone —
sach a siriking feature of the present landscape. A solitary
reference, derived Trom the Naworth Waste Book dated 1762 (which
was in reality a type of account book) (4) discloses:

... paid John Hetherington and William Blackburn of

Cumwhitton for winning stones for their new house

at Scarrowhill,
But discussion wusl return to the 1603 survey and the development
of the theme of change with respect to the rural house type. To
summarise, the survey identifies three types of rural house:
1) the Stoncliouse

2} the lenement constructed of less distinguished durable materials

3) the cobtase.

Mield work revealed that it was extremely difficult to ascertain
whether any of the original stonchouses in 1603 remained, as nearly
all Tarmoteads hore the marks of modification, improverent and
cxbenuwion - Teatures in themselves of geographical significance.
Porhians the only clear example of an early stone Cumbdrian farmstead
wine encountbered st Wuntield (Plate 4 ). The fascination and
signitTireance of thiso narticular farmstead will become evident when
Lhae quention OO Lhe cvolution of the Cumbrian farmstead is tackled.

N
Put survival bere hasg been remarkable, vis-a-vis the response to
ctange ovident celsewhere in Cumwhitton, manifest in renewal and
olven botal renladement of farmsteads.

By way ol an introduction, a cursory review of research which
hes o already bheon undertaken on the subject of rural architecture

in Cumdhorlard, would e of vaiue in establishing the proper perspective.
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Liin, 40 ie Lo Drunskill thal the discussion must turn (5) to

dom Lhe opain corpus of research, which focusses upon the evolution
o Lhe small farm=biouse in the BEden valley, is attributable.
According Lo Brunskill, the swall farmbouse emerged as a distinctive
type ©.1050 in Cumb?rland and which he subsequently labelled the

"otateoman" Tarmbouse. This usually represented the dwelling of

e yeomen Tarmer (providing an interesting parallel with the social
and cconomic straclure within the manor, discussed previously)
and Brunskill's terminology because of i1ts applicability to this

thesiz, will be adopted herecafter.

The "gtatesman" farmhouse could be either lofted or single-—
storeyed, bul its distinguishing features lay firstly in the
gimplicity of the groand-plan and secondly in the characteristics
of the front elevation which displayed an unmistakable assymetry.
Brunskill bhas also feoognised three variations in type of this
early provincial farmstead. The first class is characterised by
the presence of doors at each end of the farm house, an assymetiry
of the froutnl elevation and the separation of the farm buildings
Crom Lthe forontend. It 1o to this class that the farmstead at
Munfield can wost readily be assigined, closely resembling thaz
wovrking exannle at Brampton which Brunskill utilised. Plate 4
illustrates the exlernal aopearance of what appears to have been
the eariiest surviving farmsitead in the manor, which bears the
dinte 1692 abtove the doorway (together wiwh the surname of Fisher).
Obpervatinn, togelther with information supplied by the »nresent
ownerns anceriained Lbat this single storey stracture of woich only
o part was ctearly recognisable was, in fact phase 1 (which is
sloo ronrosoibed dingeamatically in Figure 7:2). The remainder of

1

s Paenotend nad ol oa later slage become incorperated with the



cond dovelopmens pbase, althoush the end of the eavesline in
Wig. 77 dennreaten the Liwit of the first farmstead. The entire
building, even Yhe earlicst phagse is of slone. Of course, one
wusl be aware when mavingg any general statements from the evidence
o one Uarmsiend, which was aftevr all owned by frecholders in 1603,
v does, bowsver, closzely conform to Brunskill's first category of
"stateswan” house. The second phase of Nunfield's structural
developmwent will be examined presently. The original farmsiead

at Nunfield cannot have differed greatly from these farmsteads
constructed in stone recorded in 1603, for it was characterised

Ly nrchiteciural simplicity and by its size. The roof, however,
was probably thatched, as are still indeed a few cottages in
Hornasby (Plate 5 ). Houseman (6) as late as 1792 noted that in
Cumwhitton,

... the houses we2re not better than hovels and covered
with sitraw.

“he Court Leel records provida a fascinating reference to this
wilidesprend siructural feature; for according %0 a presentment of
1753, Joinn Robinson of Hornshy

ee. 0o regting his rafts or spurs upon Joseph Hall's

hodge and for thatching his house and barn and

1

etling rubhish lye on Joseph Hall's ground for half
o year Tined 63 8a. (7)

It would seonm then that the ecarly seventeenth century farm-
stend in Cumahitton wung brobably single—storeyed and thatched, with
senarate farwbulldings — at least as far as the first type of
"shateosman™ wos concerned.  Several farmsteads in the manor however,
westified Lo the Tormer nresence of a single storey which has since
bocn waskaed by the addition ol a second storey, probably in the
cichibeanth contiuy. (&) Turning specifically to the example of

diedtiewd once more, it 1s evident that Figure T:2 provides a little



wore dnvorosion. Por, at SunTield in the confines of a very
cwall o gorth, three nhaves of Tarmstead evolubion can be recognised
architecturally and apabtially:

i) the chrlicst Carnsiead

7

N

i) the eisbiteenth century siructure
iii) the sepavate ninetecenth century farmstead.
Rarely is it possible to view structural development in its entirety,

and it is for this reason that so much attention has been directed

to the farmstead at Nunlield.

Bruns%ill i1dentified a second type of early "statesman" farm-
stead which is perhaps the best represented of farmsteads in the
present—day landscane of Cunwbitton. Fig, 732 illustrates the
front elevations and generalised ground nlans of two of these farm-—
Sb@&ds,(ﬁ?h@t% located in Cumwhitton village. Architectural features
to note include the incorporation of both dwelling juarters, barn
and catile byre into one extremely long structure. Tuis type of
feormatond as resresented in Cumwhitton (Plate 7 ) emerged in the
carly cighieculh century, but Brunskill bhas positulated that the
acestral rools of these long farmbouses, lay probably in the

medicval lonchouse. (9) (10)

Or the Lhird viriant upon the statesman plan, only the definite
cxample located in Cunmwaitton village was identified (SB)' The
architecturc of this (Fig. 7:2) farmhouse is noticeably more simple
and stark than its parallels. No barns or outbuildings adjoin the
dwellivng, which in itself symbolises the loss of status (11) of =
yoeomah farwer.  Tbho cxample in Cumwhitton lends weight to Brunskill's
bypotbaesis, for the lands of the farm were purchased in the ecarly
rinctesnih conlury oy the neighbouring tenant. The farmhouse however,
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nal cntegory of carly "statesman" farmstead concludes
the firet pact of this discussion. But Brunskill in bis study

went on to identify o number of stages through which this ecarly
rarmastead misht structurally develop. One characteristic feature

of the Cumbrian fnrmstecad in the eighteeunth century was the develop—

ment of a gymmetrical, double fronted elevation (Fig. 7:2). Again
Cumwhitton manor affords examples of this structural develooment.
A rear outshut was often added in the mid eighteenth century - a

positive response to the dJewmand for more living space. There are

cood examples of these at Scarrowhill and Tombank (Fig. 7:2).

At this stage the writer is justified in stating that the
landscape of Cumwuitton bas afforded a great deal of scope in the
study of tho 2volution of the small farm—house from the seventeenth

ol
century onward. Principke guidance in the identification of these
landscape eloments was derivedl from the research of Brunskill, in
conjunction with field observation and the 1603 survey information.
But there iu one more category of farmstead which is of particular
interest to the study »f landscape change. TFarmsteads in this
category reorcesent the finalvstages of farm evolution which took
nlace in the carly and wid nineteenth century in Cumwhitton. 3By
this Lime nll traces of a loeally nurtured building style hbad
disappcared, (12) in o period characterised by a marked upsurge in
buildine aclbivity between 1820 and 1850. (13) These farms possessed
a well-developed complex of ancillary buildings grouped usually
around u courivyard. Interestingly enough ithe farms which today
maike up the nortt-weztern row of Cuﬁwhitton village nearly all
belons awrcvibeotuernally to this later period of farmstead evolution

(Plade ). Bleevhere, the wmore provincial farmstead has survived.



136

1

bolove whis review of Lhe manifestatlons of change as expressed
in zoms siructural eloments in the landscape of Cumwhitton concludes
it 1g interesiing Lo consider the third type of rural dwelling
dentified in the 1603 survey - the cottage. Surprisingly enough,
the coltage in siill a. readily idsntifiable feature of the present
londscune, hoth in Cunwhitton and Hornsby village especially (Plate 5
and Tig. 7:2). The cottage differed radically in size and degree
of goohislticniion from lhe farmhouse proper, and uanlike the farm-
nousec, the cotlage remained single storeyed — for its occupiers
represented the lowest social rung in Cumwhitton, and they apparently

tacked the means to modify and improve their dwellings.

Thiz section concludes the discussion of the Cumbhrian farm-

stead as evidencsad in Cumwhitton. It is interesting to review the
spatial iwmplications of this study, of the farmstead which has
nroved a vorticulariy sensitive element to change in a structural
sense. The vriser believes that it is sigaificant that the
sreatest rates of change were experienced in Cumwhitton village
where examnles of the most radical renewal and replacement of farm—
ateads was sncountered. HBlsewhere, even in close locational
Juxtaposition to tuese cxamples, the rural landscape affords
avidencae of earlier, more provincial forms of farmhouse design

and lay-oul. At the ooposite end of the spectrum, Hornsby village
symbolilses in »n srchitectural sense, little response to universal
increazing socliusdl and economic ‘prosverity which must have taken
place during the nineteenth century. This intriguing state of
mittalira could be interpreted in terms of tle eco%omio success of

Pl faprn-uwnil - o success, which we have seen, was a fuaction of

Lie wnteraction ol A pumner of variables -~ the size of the farm—



Tait, bbe coumhrasting tyves of tenure — to identify a few. In

this light, tha spatial diffcerences observed in farmstead form

Lhroushout Cumwhitlon gain deeoner significance.

The physical structure of the farm and the lay-—-out of the
tolding are but a pbysical Tramework within wnich farming took »nlace.
In the gsection which follows an attempt will be made to approach a
reconstriuction of the functional systems of land managoment which
band together the formal elements of the agrarian landscave
obhnerved so far. Where the historical record is inadequate, the
dnaneers inberent in trying to extract fuunctional detail from what
is essentially formal data, will become evident. First, however,
it is neccesary to become better acquainted with the characteristics
of Cumbrian agriculture at the regional scale so that the findings

in Cumyititton may be viewed comparatively.

Cumbhriaon Mormins

The land utilisation survey of Britain undertaken in 1943 (14)
Tor Cumborland and Westmorland reported that,
The Mden valley bhas long vbeen known as a region of
cood farming devoted to the production of dual purpose
mhorlhorns and to cattle breeding and rearing in
senecrnl, based on a mixed farming system.
How annlicable this modern apnraisal is to conditions in the
sevenbecnth century remains to be assessed; certainly Joan Thirsk (15)
commzinbed thnl in ihe period between 1570 and 1640 the lowlands of

Cuambarland

... supnorted a different system of husbandry and
nodifferent sociely -~ the husbandry was mixed.

Corn and livesiock were coven then variously combined. This contrasis

Ly owiln asrarian practice in the norsh and eastern portions

shrong

o bhe Bareony which were large felli-like in character. Ramm (16)



Lo enlbocoricood gowo ol tho structural elements which were the
tall-marics of o pastoral society, dominated by livestock rearing
and transhuamsoce ~ manifest in anuwerous sheilings. It is the

complomentary nicture of agrarian practice in. lowland Cumborland
vhich is Lo Torm the central theme for the ensuing discussion.

In 1900, according to Smailes (17) the characteristics of
lowland agriculture in Cumberland were still tinged with practices

of congidernble antiquity:

«es in the lowlands of the Vale of Bden and the Solway
lain old »nractices still prevailed with little change,
, it was usual to grow a succession of 3-4 corn
crone, (oals, barley, bigg) and to leave the ground

1o recover for a period of 7-12 years.

Additional detail may be glecaned from the recordings of Bailey and
Culley in 1727 (18), for they too noted that corn was cultivated
eact vear. Hepresentative rotations might be:
gracs oats oals barley oats
or oatls barley oats oats.
This dattern would continue for 9-12 years to be followed by a
period ol 7-9 years wbhean the zround was left to grass, Arthur

Touns, onserved tue following crop rotations at Hign Ascot, nine

miles south of Corlisle; (19)

barlev, clover, wheat, oats

onls. barley, pease, barley
1 accoraance witn {findings elsewbere in Cumberland. Eut these
crop rouations of old received severe criticlsm frem sgricullural
lwmurevers, avd only a few Tarmers near Penritb, eccording to Bailey
avd Culley uppxm;mhod their standards of scientific farming. The
copplanentary element whiclh included catile rearing and dairying
vere of ‘econowic loportance likewise, but again Bailey and Culley

cuobozioed oo of avenues for the general improvement of




The genceral agrorian scene in Cumberland is not difficult to

orvisage, but therc are few gpecific references to Cumwhilton.

o . . - 5 . . P

Fovpenan's notes compiled in 1792 and quoted by Hutctinson (20)

vrovide the follcwing information:
The tercements and farms are small not exceeding £50-
200 and some as low as £5 a year ... produce: rye,
barley, cats and in parts wheat comes to pretty good
nerfection.

oyend bhis sketcebhy guide additional agrarian information must te

soveht fron o wide range of primsry sources. The first scurce to

receive attention and evaluation is agein that vital survey of 1603.

ian Characteristics and Problems in ihe Seventeenth Century in

o —— - ——— i ——— 1 — —— - e ¢

At the end of the second chapiter it was corcluded that the
clements of the agrarian landscape as they were portrayed by the
surveyors of Lord William, cxhibited a staggering diversity in form.
Phe proulem whick now confronts the historical geographer is to
build into this infermatior, the necessary functional dimernsion.

"he sccond problem concerns the relaticral difficulties of scale.
inTermation snnssed so far at a general level may not necesssrily

be in acceordance with the findings at a much higher level of resclution
in Cunwbilion, whilst ihe third problem, that of time must be borre

in mind. Deiails were, after all recorded at a particular time of

vear (althougl the survey is unclear as to this) and morecver, bad

ot BUrvey bheen trdertaken a morth later, the seventeernth century

il dincdeed bave becen very different. Ciearly this must

picitre mi

¢
&

Weo o borpne in wind wuen o0y conclusionsg are drawn.

shed tiat IMig. 2:1 be reccensulted so that the

reader way boceme fawpilliarised with this abstraction of landscape

roenlitye Ui must tben be viewed in corniuncticn with Tig. T:3

=
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Do i by e deer fasciunting detail contained with 'Eiac
PO Hondad Cor Gilsiond. (21) 0 The nawmes of each tensment in
CunweitLon vidiloagse identilicd in 1626 are located on the recpechive
Lonemenio.s Whoso are ol extrome interest as they pleinly describe
voppo ot Morr=-wr ibo, and yob are more akin to whkat is commonly

cnlled "open-Cicld terminclogy". Dilley (22) has forwarded the

following definitionn of some of these common Cumbrian name elements

L

Lo be feund in Fig. 7:3,

rige" = the same as a dale, a strip or divisicn of land 40 perches
lerg, 2 perchbes wide forming balf an acre, often in
"TounCields" in which two o1 more farmers had a share.
A "rige"™ is then a share of land between a "rean'.

“Lati"

{
O

ar be an individual strip or rig, shortened or triangular.

"land" -~ coften refers to arable land, or to a single strip or dale
cf arakble land.

The ucage of the above terms constitutes some problems. The
tonements in Cumwhittion village c¢nly are named, and in an early
ceventeentlt century context, the choice of terminology is seemingly
diccordant. 1In Tact this Cunbrian name-elementis are commorly
ericountercd for much of southern Gilsland in the Field Book of
1603 -~ but Cor "open-~ficld" arrangements, s Bouch has alleged (23)
eee in this part of Gilsland we have something not
altogether unlike open fielde, divided into strips,
commron further south, The patiter:. was changing and
it would perhaps be safer to say that what we heove
are substantial remeins of an clder system,
wut in Cunwlition villege the pattern had changed dramatically,

EERRY

witii the exception perbaps of that anomalous sector 2. The implica-—

ticns of 1hie "mis-fit" infornetion &ill be probed presently, but

it does not scem urreascnable to suggest tbat the striking simplicity
of the tarm units in the village (Fig. 7:3) could imply that arable
fayming was srectised on what may be termed an individual basis,

wuere individual decision-malking ruled the calendar of agrarian

sractice.  (he care of the Tarm-unils in sector 4, whose toundaries
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coomed looo ccwmovenl (Fig. H:3) presents additioral problems.)

Tho meragorent ol the peripheral fields (Fig. 5:4) in contrast,

sooems Lo hove been on o conmon arnd poseidbly cooperative tasis ~

altbough the problems of inlerpretation become clear here. It is

by ne means casy to disccern exactly how field-parcels were cultivated
,

From the form and underlying: pattern of land-ownershbip. (23)

The question of farming on & commural or individual basis in

Cumwhittion village constitutes the first problem.

A vecornd category of information recorded within the 1603
survey was identified in Chapter 2. Fig. T:4 summarises the
Lranslation ol land-use informetion into spatial terms, althcughb
it asust be stressed that the date is (a) incomplete and (b)
recorded for the villgge only. The first feature to note concerns
what apnears to be a roughly circular ccre of what were termed
arabkle dlonds, immediately adjacend, to the village nucleus.
tneircling theoe leonds is a peripheral discontinuous girdle of
"pasture”. Tue spatial lay-out of these two land resources, arable
ard poeture, with commen pasture and waste beyond is reminiscent
of the modol whereby land-use is differentiated on the basis of
Lhe Timiting Tactor, cconomic distance. (24) But the surveyors
cioployed the worw Y"aroble and pasture" to describe land-use for
a4 Few tencuwonts (Kie. 7:4).  ilow i this term to be interpreted
Lo oo fuinctbionsd sensc?  1be surveyors may be descriting a systen
ol "ley" torwminyy, wihere in one tenement a mosaic of arable
atlbernstins wilh onsture wose encountered. The rotation of "white"
and "lev'" crong, n fairly advanced crovping pattern for the seven-

Leernd b cenvuey, moy tbus be inferred. Notice that the Demcesne

Megwo i lebolled in dhis way.  In 1768 (25) a map of the same
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farn dllustraios quite cleariy tbhe intermixture of arable fields
with posture, and agnin some portions are labelled arable or
ansbure. A lease Tor ltis Carm dated 1770 is more irnstructive,
and hne been quoted in full in the footnotes. (26) EHere, the
teorme of the lease explicitly refler to the laying down of some
proporiion of the arnble to pasture every year. But it is not
peasible to ascertain bew far agrarian practice on the Demesne
Tarm arplied to other tenements in the village also labelled

"arable and pasture”.

Returning to 1ig. T:4, ore category of land-use remains to
be discusged. This is the class "grass-—grounde", an infuriatingly
vague term. ‘I'hese areas, like similar encircling enclosures of
pasture, presunably represented a distinctive form of pasture ground,
0 opponed to the unimproved common pasture which lay beyond.
Did "pasture" ard "grassgrounde" radically differ in so far as
they titted 1nto a dynenic system of agrarian practice? They are
locationally distinctive, with the exception of tenements in
secter 2 which are classed entirely as "grassgrounde" (Fig. T:4).
thin sneclor  is somewbat problematical. That a whole tenemernt
stionid be "seonsgrounde" is o0dd, and leads ultimately to the
recurreint seoiblens - comminal or individual farming. In an
aorarian gyoton controlled by a community, an entire tenement
pul over tosraceorcunde'" weuld ret be cut of place, oresumably
compoencated by production elsewhere. Returning to "grassgrounde

e e Lo
peshure’,

——
G

ctial distrilution and location may e of

PP

tSlcance - bul Dirst, it is important to identify some

dotlerences oolwecn the two fterms,  The "nasture" term is reletively

simple — bul o whelner or nol it was permanent carnot be ascertaincd.
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Gragsy rounde” io aw dnteresting term, and it is believed that the
two entire tenemcuts labelled tbus, could provide the kev to its
irtervrotation.  Remember that tTime in a seasonal sense cculd be
importanrt. It ig not inconceivakle thaet the "grassgrounce"
represcented the reversion of the stubble after the harvest of an
arable croup, for grazing purpoges. It must indicate a temporary
state in the agrarian calendar, as no tenement could be permanently
laid down 1o pasture - for white crops were toc valuabl g means for
stbsisternce. The survey in 1603 could then have beer undertaken
ofter the harvest of winter-sown cereals in ilhese tenements.
Wleewhere in the village the harvest of say spring—-sown crops

had not apparently taken place. There was no reason why some
farmere should not follow different calendars, if it is agreed

ttet the farn—units seem to bave been managed cn an individual
basis. All this is, however, somewhat speculative and open to
criticism. Suffice to say that the implications of the areas

"pesture" and "grassgrounde" cannot at this stage be

designested
fully understood. The importance cf the economic rescurce gasture,
in whatever forw, wnether temporary, permanent, or meadow cannot

be overcmphasised. Incidentally, there is no indication of meadow
being held ia common. (27) The Field Book for Cumwhitton illustrstes

thet only four privileged tenants of Cumwhitton village possessed

meadow on the Cnrne River (Fig. 2:1).

Having reviewed gome problems underlying the interpretation
of land-management systema, the discussion will return to an earlier
observatlior in iz. T:3. The intriguing name—elements here merit
Furthe

ooxamwinantion.s IH 1o the writer's corntention that ihis

cernineiory roovecoents in fact the verbal fossilisatioa of an
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Lder ordey of Jicld arrangoercet — an order which antedated a

consclidating and

[

enclosing process, but an order whkicl I'ad more
im common wilb icld paticrns clscwhere in southern Gilsland (28).
The writer proepoces that in Cumwhitton village at some time rrior
to 1603 open Tield parcels characterised the field pattern -
proebably with interwmixed cwnership. Can this siatement be carried
frrther? Ig il poscible to identify what type of former system of
Iond-—-man: gement uncerlay this type of arrangement? In order to
avproach this objective three features must be viewed together:

a) the spatial location of each tenement, so labelled

b) the land-use information provided

¢) the patteorns which emerge together with any additional

"extra survey'" information of relevance.

Cecnsider initially ihe terms "Tinland" and "Tinly" in Fig. T:3.
Is there not a close resemblance to the word "inland" detectable,
in both these instances? They could regresent a corruption of
the word "inland", and if they do, then the tenements to which they
refer belong to thot distinctive arable core of the township which
may oin fael be located in part of the permanently cropped and
henvily wnarured "infield". Groy observed that in Cumberlarnd town-—
abhan Tields wvere often arranged so that there was a definite
distinetien between inlield and the second important element,
Lhe "outlield”. He cites Hayton, located only a few mi-es tc the
north, as morcever o case in point. (29) Elliot more recently
hes roviewed the old systems of cultivation in Cumberland under
Whan Lyoe of infiolu/oumfiold arrangement, (30) noting thai

Lie (irmest cevidence relating to outfield cultivation
10 frem Cumberlond

and thot thiu, wme svbjech to a form of long ley farming until the
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ninctecnil contury.  FHolme Cultram and Arlecdon he included as

crse oxamples. (31) By Lhe severntecnth century in Cumwhitiorn,

wne 1t poswible Lo delecl whether where were any vestiges of an
outficld remaining? Or were lhese swallowed up when the older

order wog reorganised? None of these problems can be conclusively
answered, but it is worth while forwarding two bhypotheses:

i) IT sector 2 represents fthe type of arrangement which characterised
“he older order, then the locational juxtaposition of "grassgrounde"
shores with open arable field parcels may be of significance.

Tt was noted previcusly that all the tenants who possessed field-
sercels in "Bottomlands"(Fig. 7:3), had markedly smaller arable
tenements than those clsewhere in the village. These are tabulated

below:

Grassgrounde

Yenant Arable Shares Shares
) . , . ,
J. Weller O acres 1= acres
A. Ren Gl acres 6% acres
R. Watsern 3 acres 6 acres

The nrable acronges above were hardly sufficient for subsistence

AT
{

and 1t ig here Lhnt the grassgrounde assumes importance. The
latter could be intervreted as a part of the outfield which was
brougsbht into cultivation periodically, swelling the white-crep
output and uringciny these tenecwents mcre in line with 1he 15 acre
husbandland unit. After an agreed lengtbh of time these portions
would revert 1o grassgrounde, or pasture. In other words, these
porbible @ rosegrouncde arcas (Hig. 7:4) could represent the

Location of o byoe of "outfield". This bhypothesis it must De

shregoed 1o Ligily speculative, but there may be some value in

o obiorvouion o Grony.

{

Grry noled that in townolhips of Northern England the "fold"



some clevernt ceuld be eignificant. (32)  The "fold" was usually
located at, or near the cdge of improved lands and usuvally
reprosortbed o divigsion of the outfield which was brought under
crope Tor o number of years and then allowed to revert to pasture.
The locabion of Stenelold in Wig. T:3 would certainly lend weight

to Gray's oonservation, bul one must beware cf interpreting
information in terms of experience elsewhere. But, again the
perioticeral location of the grassgrounde, iransitional between
improved land and common pasture, is of interest.

ii) Yhe seccnd hypothesis does not entirely contradict the first

but may merely be an extersicn of it. It focusses upon the

curious namwe in Wig. 2:1, "Tanrigge" which described a porticn

of the common pasture to the east of Cumwhitton townstip. The
"rige" eloment reappears, and if in fact it was synonymous with
"cultivated ridges of barley™, then the implicetions are fascinating.
On the other nand, this definition cculd bve totally undermined if
ickwall's definition of "Tanrigge" (in a non~Cumbrian context) (33)
ig accepbted. we translates this as "swine pastures on the ridge'.
Initially ibcry the significance of the rigg element faded somewhat,
urtil some of the Tield names of 1he 1840 Tithe Survey were
perutitised. AL this very location whick in 1603 was gencrally

Tobellod "inpriesc" no less Lhan 40 acres - in 1840 which were then

divided into ficlds bad retained the name Tarn Rigg. This is
illestrated in FPige 7:3. 1t became clear that the "Tan" was in
fact "Parn™, (refeming fo thel water body Y Terne in Fig. 2:1)
and Lhel tve "rigs™ element was retained, presumably to indicate
plLousbed obri oo, in the light of this new evidence, the writer
rropoces Lhnl Lhe area in Fig.e T:3, whict directly adjoins the

Timit of dmeroved londs in 1003, could indeed represernt the
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hion of croundg oeriodically oloughed, beyonc the townnhip

doiibher vyoolhosia ia mulually exclusive, and if Cumwiitton
did ool oone Lime pocvoens an oubficld, eitber or both of thene
Poceations would secn Likely candidates. DBut c¢noe again, it must
by cmphasised that there are many dangers inherent in trying to
il obhe slatus quo of ¢ single township (whioh would appear to
hrve been an nromnly anyway) into a preconceived framework or
acrarian system.  Whet makes the hypotheses even more questionable,
is that o shadowy older order, not that which was directly recorded
in 1603, has been uncer scrubtiny. The information has been
inevitably inccmplete, but il is hoped that the findings at
Cunwhitton bave provided fascinating insight into the interpretation
of agrarian dynamics, and above all change in the agrarian scene,
whiclk seems to bave been experienced at an earlier stage in

Cumwhition than elsewhere in the manor, and the rest of the Barony.

Tnevitably, the question of the agrarian landscape in the
remainder of Cumwhbitton manor, neglected hitherto, must now be
reviewed. But the reason for this neglect are apparent if the
information in the 1603 [Field Rock (Appendix 2:1) is examined.

Hot only, (ne was diecovered in Chapters 2 and 5) was morphological
detail rel=ting 1o ficld patterns absent from the map (Fig. 2:1),
but also, land-usc information was totally omitted. It was
concluded that vhe agrarian arrangements at Low Northsceugh,
Crhrnbrigknoll, mcorthwaite and Hornsby were in all probability
simllar - cemorising small open field parcels in a single Common

Fiotd. (21) A lonce beyond the 1603 survey to Bowman's survey
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i 1000 providen additiounl inwight in tuis context.

Wig. 7:, (see also Plate 2) portrays in an albeid bijhly
gencraliced form, the type of field arrangement which Survived
at Mocrihwaile in the early ninecteenth century, at Hornsby and
ot Low Horiusccush. The vattern of field parcels, especially in
the portions lahelled "Common J'ield” were omitted visually, but
strangely enougb were included verbally in the Field Book. Tor
this rcason, the field names of parcels within Moorfootfield
Fave becn labulated in Fig. 7:5. Again "dale" and "butts" are
insbructive terme.  Notice alsc the pattern of field-narcels,
shrip-like in form which bhad by 1828 become enclosed and fossilised,
Similor Teatures nre detectable in Hornsby townfields. At
Low Northscousn however, Bowman's survey is more ccmplete. Here
all the fields were onclosed by 1828, but in noticeably narrow,
atbenunted ticlde (mogt of which again bore the name "dale").
Whet i more interesting is that landownership, shaded differentially
in IMig. 7:% to case indentification, was clearly intermixed

between the three tenants. In 16C3, at Low Northsceugh we learn

that

«v. land (was) divided equallie between three tenants.(35)

One wonders yicther the lenements were at that time compact units,
or wheltber tlicy were then toc intermixed. Three tenants held

land there in 10603, and in 1820, there were still three tenants.
Iy, in inct no chnigwe in ficld arrangements was experienced between
1603 and 1028, the hamlet of Low Worthsceugh and its tiny cultivated

common {iecld may bave "fossilised" at enclosure (the date of which

i oentively obucurce) the older order of open-field mworpholosy.
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o the selLlomernts of fthe manor, beyond Cumwbition
villaye, tuere is o frﬁstrnting hé%%us of evidence with rcapect

Lo the wmanner in which the fieldns were cultivated. No records,

be they Trom the Court Leet or the 1603 survey were able to 1ift

the veil of darkness {from the agrarian gitaations there. One

caonnotl be éure to what extenl the fields were cultivated on a
communal (villege) or individual basis, nor whether the small
ficld-panrcels which made up the common fie.ds were permanent, or
wovre renllecnled periodically. Uor is there any clue as to the
woereabouts of an outfield, if there indeed was one, in any of

these instances. So, this section of the cdiscussion must inevitably
be drawn to » close, and a consideration of radically different
source meterials will follow. This will focus upon the contribution
of 1nformation derived from a series of probate inventories to the
agrarian picuwure cenceived so far. It is boped that this source

mey sbed ligot uvpon a number of problems which have been raised in

discussion.

fhe Utilisabion of Inventories for Cumwhitton for Agrarian Purnoses

A number ¢ invertories (lodged in Carlisle) all of which
relate to ten it in Cumwhitton, bhave been selected as an additional
source of ngwarics infermation.  As will become evident, iuformation
lierded by inventorien ennbles a reasonshly sound, detailced
oictvre of agriculature within separate farm units, to be built un.
Details wissing in the 1603 and subsequent surveys, as for example
e lype and range of crops cultivated; the economic value of the
Corm ounits (remenber that in the survey of 1603, rents were omitted);
e sise of livestioek berds and their composition; and finally

plampzes of agrarian practice and the farming calendar



eliod, Lo dhint an dudicolion of Ahe type of duta Lo he
cvedunted con be o goined, several "cample" dinventories hsve been
ineludoed dn The fippendiz.  Hany of these contain interesting

Crapmenta o acrarian information.

There »reo, bovever, problemsg inherent in evaluating inverntories,
some of which chould be mentiored at the outset. The first concerns
Lhe pumber of inventories available (37) for a study of agriculture
in the seventeenth and eighteenth century. Bachk will, ard in
rarticular the inventory is of value "per se". If, however, the
alm 1s to examine 2 numbter of inventories so that an overview, or
some Jeneral statements can be formvlated —~ then the eighteenth
century is problematical. In comparison with the period 1603-1670,
i which cver thirty were analysed, the eigbteenth cenvury afforded

ornly f{iiieen. The nuwber of wills with an inventory decreases

ravidly as the cisbiteenth century proceeds. The problem is not,
toviever, incurmountable Tor ttese fifteen wills available for the
cigbleenih century cluster closely in a chronological sense,
curicusly encugt beiween L720-1740. A reasonably accurate picture
ol agriculture can thus be constrvcted over this short period of
time, wherear sovenlteenth century source material has a much wider
scatter. Addilional valuce of the two sets of agricultural data
Lies in o cowparative ficld, in which agrarian change may be reflected

i a numter of wayo.

Attention is drawn initially to Tig. 7:6 whioh‘visually
summarises data ol agricultural and eccriomic valuve. Back farm-—
unit, its respective economic value, and the range and value of
"eocuomic oroduct” recercded in the inventory, is diagramotically

resrocented.s A Tenture of note is the relatively uniform value



P51

Phe tarmennd Lo anadyoody MTalling witbhin the range 820-770.,

Sven the dowesio Tarn wao valued nccordingly. The larger farms

covenred Lo be alb Cunwhitlon and cddly enough at lornsby — there
beings no distinetion it would seem between the total economic
vielue ol a cowpaet or a fragmented farm-unit. Extremes in size
of [farm-unit nre mirrored in economic value, as those units,

Tess than £5 in total value refer to farm—-units which were in

reality cotitages.

The eccnomic breakdown of the components of the farm-unit is
also of interest. Tig. 7:6 illustrates this breakdown into the
two broad crop and livestock components. The most valuable
component was undcubtedly the livestock element (36) even in
Cumwhition village where arable acreages were large. Cattle, and
oxen took first place and sbeep second. TIn one or two instances
this dominance 18 deceptive. The value of the respective components
varied cnormouzly devending upon the season in which the will was
compiled. The months December and January usually meant the least
value per unit, although in a few cases, stored hay or fodder was
talken into account (see sample wills, App. 7:1). The first two
wills illustrate this point, and also indicate that the winter
white crop, wvhciuner it wag rye, barley or corn, was sown Ly
December.  The range of crops cultivated was not always recorded
(excent in a few cases in Fig. 7:6) and instead arable crops were
grouped under the blanket heading of "corn and fodder". One farm
at High Jorthsceugh in 1617 (see App. T7:1) cultivated minor field
srepn = Clos, homry and linseed (37) and, like a farm in Cumwbitton
village orecvced white crops of considerable value, which cempared

fovourabiy rominot the economic value of livestock.



Flocks

i he often thie size of sbecp,or cattle herds is included in

tbe iuventory, bul agnin secasonal fluctuations must be taken into

. flocks
accowit . March and April verce lthe peak moaths for sheep mords
alter the Lawmbing season, although some inventories meticulously

f!ock

record the nunber of cwen, lambs and "old" sheep of which a herd
wight cowprisc.  Livecstock moy be similarly broken down into
young bulls or "stots", cattle or "kyne" and beifers. Three
economic aclivitics are revealed; livestock rearing, dairying, and
the rearing of cattie for dravght beasts. The size of herds varied
from farm to farm, bul generally an "average size'" may be detected.
Thene are tabulated for livestock for each farm by settlerent from
seventeenth century wills only (App. 7:2). BEighteenth century wills
weore noh included because of the small samsle size and because
there was little significant varistion in comparison with seven-—
teenth invenlories. A general observation must be that overall,
size of cattle terds throvghout the manor were small — although
their cconowic value far outstripped that of sheep — the herds of

whicr were considerably larger.

Vs

"io. 7:0 representing a similar breakdown of inventory
information, when viewed witlb IPig. T7:7 provides an interesting
conbrast. When 11 15 considered that many of these eightcenth
century invenlories represenl the same farm units as in Fig. 7:0,
tue anvoreni iucrease in total economic value is an inescabvable
Fenture.  the wills bpetween 1720-1740 indicate that a Farm-unit
ot tolal value betwecr £40-£50 was muck more the norm, but there
are notavle exiromes.  The small econcmic value of the cottage
clomerd ot Horioey and in Cunwnition is again detectable, wiidlst

bochie onperide et of the spectrum is the highly valued demesne
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cnomic comoonition of 1his individual unit betiweon 1616

¢f interesl. In 1616, it will be recalled the tenant

as thal reccrded in the 1603 survey. Presumably, as

mcution in the survey that this was a demssne farm,
U its size, the estate was simply an undisiinguished

Yet by 1626, according to the Rental (38) =he lord had
his farm, and one Richard Fisber was to farm the estate

Richard tisher for land of the lord there formerly in
the tenure of Trancis Scarfe called Sicklands - £20
and {for bhig tenement called Gaultholme (meadcw) ~3s 44d.
the size of livestock herds swollen considerably by
aiso bad the diversity of crops produced (Appendix).
the "crop growing" although it is not disclosed exactly
5, was considerable. One is tempted to view these
roes o in output and structure of the farm-unit, as a
the inlervention and management of, if not Lord William
advisors.
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¢ oeconomic value of the Demesne Farm is outstarnding,

at o lenst dhree of those consolidated farmg in Cumwhitton which
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reservolr of vacture and bterbage.

finving reviewed the type of informaticn which may be pained
Crom ol analysis of inventories, it now remains to evaluatc the
indings Crom this source metcerial in the light of more gencral

- .

decscrivtions of agricul dure for Cumberland as a whole. Overszll,
the twe cemplemertary activities — the cultivation of crops and
Lhe rearing of livestock (in the main for subsistence, but in the
larger more wealthy farms presumably for Drampton markot) emerge
indigputably as the key-notes of "mixed husbandry". Farming in
Conwhitton was practiced on a small-zscale in what may be regarded
oz swell family-run units, but there were one or two exceptions,
as noted. The demcone farm i1 was discovered, belonged in reality
to an centirely different class of estate in fterms not only of
ohysgical size, but economic output, diversity of product, and
product valuce. Incidentally, William Morley by whom the demesne
farm bad been farmoed prior to 1731, also possessed over £100
conital in wavings.  Clearly, potential for capital investment in
forwing stock obes could be realised here, whereas most other
Inrmeves in the manor left rarely in excess of £10 in savings.
In the period botwoen 10603-1670 and 1720-1740 there are changes
in bobth economic cuthut and cconomic value to be discerned turcugh-
1o maror, but in the former the basic agrarian components
chiy ped littie. Cuwmwbitton in the seventeenth and eighteenth.
century was otill an area characterised by small scale mixed
Farminig.

in gencrol, the contribution of inventory analysis has enabled
oopocd dent of Jetailed information to be added to the agrarian

slcture convirucetod Mrom diverse sources. 1t has beern possible to






corocels oo clozer wncerahanding of a Cumbrian rural community at
Pl "erara-rcoets” levels  Yelb there are still vital sections of
coriculturad dntormation which are virtuwally absent. Very rarcly
e it nogeible to ancertain exaclly whal gystem of land-management
vounnd all bhie aorarinn clements — ficlds and farmsteads cxamined in
fhin ehnploer; whal cropring courscs were empnloyed; whether
bunbardry wos prochtised on an individual or communal basis;
whether in fact there was arny regulalion of the farming calendar.
Mor these reasons the writer was able only to speculate upon the
d;namics of asgriculture, on the baslis of ar examinaticn of the
morphology of the agrarian landscape and from more indirect

hisborical sourcese.

ReSe Dilley bas outlined the scope afforded by an analysis of
Court Leet reccrds, in gaining a fuller uvnderstanding for just
gsome of {he ahove vprehlems -~ but, following an analysis of ihe
precentments a ailnble for the Hayton quarter, it was decided that
informztion derived from this source, could add little to an under-
standing of the dynamics of agriculittre., Cne of the main problems
encounterced witlh lhis source was one of interpretation. It was
not always easy to asmsess the significance of numerous presentments
on nedge dicputes for oxample, withcout becoming too subjective.
tedoe dispuies,reporied by the constables for the manor usually
involved either trespass, or the non-regulation of cattle movement
wlong the drove-—wnys of the manor - and in all cases damage 1o
tield creops was the cutcome. In many of these presentmerts the

impression is given that a great deal of control was necessary to

tao livestock from the crop elements. No presentment

disclonen e woey 1o which the twe resources might be integrated
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consorally, nor does any thiow light upon a body of constraints

Y.

or byelns wituvin wiich {framewcrk the orgaanisation of agriculture

sook clnce.  or these reasons, the analysis of Court Leet records

beyoad tuise curscry review, will cease.

Belore the discursion of agricultiure closes, 1t i3 necessary
to glance beyond lhe seventeeonth century, the late eigbteenth and
carly nincteonth century. Any changes which may have taken place
within Cunwhitton, for example, the adoptior of new techniques, the
difTusion of new crops — all insligators of change aad spearheads
of agricultural improvemcnt, must have proceeded slowly and silently.
The historical record, however, does allow an occasional glimpse
into the process of charge, as the next section will attempt to

demonstrate,.

The Changdng Acrarion Scere in Cumwhitton

Stomy oand Seaver in the Land Utilisation of Cumberland (40)
lunued o proevocative statement, which provides an inveresting
Tframewerl: witbin which the following discussion may be viewed:

Vhe agricultural revolution did not reach Cumberland

untii about the mwiddle of the eighteentn century,

wion wheat, clover, turnips were introduced.
Dirfusion of ttenc cropeg, spearheads of improvement is often

chlrituied, in rtoat least to the innovating activities of Philiy

Howord o Corsby woscr, bebtween 1752 and 1755. Although itboe mencr

of Cumwhitten odjoinsg Corby maror to the south, mere proxiuity to

the cocurce of inrovetion did not necessarily imply that farmers in
Cunmwlitlon sderled new cropping courses. A whole range of ron-

cunntinble vorio Bles must be considered in this respect - Tor examcle,

individual hehoviour nercentlon and decision-making, although no
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el ocxamoios of Uharme-books grrvive fer zny farms in the mancr.
sddidtion, physical variables must be mentioned. The lLight
condy belt of coila (Chapter 2) running through the mancr were
admirvanly coltod Lo the cultivation of turnips in particular.
Lock of any cuibable data, hewever, prevents any measurement of
Lhe diftusion of new crops, new ideas and rew methods of cultivation.
Kerridgoe (41) sdmirably conveys the way in which the agricultural
revolution reached remotce Cumberland:
By 1796, ficld turnips bad even reached the north-—
western lowlands (the Eden valley and Solway Ploin) ...
and clover end seeds, twin innovatiions reached the

nerth-western Lowlands (last as usual) not until the
middle of the nineteenth century.

The epread of these new cropping courses was then a slow, prolonged
proceas and 11 is against this regioral backcloth that change in
Cumwhitton wust be beld. Some of the process of agricultural
improvoement on a larger scale is documented - the activities of

Te Romuhay b the oend of the ecighteenth century, and tis directiocn
of extensive drairage and liming near Naworth Castle. (42) Iﬁ
Cumwhittown, the reader musl be prepared for agricultural change

and progsress on g much more modest scale. Houseman's notes of 1792
convey Just a nint of these activities,

Cumwhitton: Thusbandry improviveg, so that the value
of land is greatly increased 18s acre. (43)

T

The gquegtion of timing in fterms of agrarian ohangé within
Cumwhitton i indced delicate, especially if the impact of enclosure,
discussed in Cnapler 5 is recalled. To what extent headway had
beson mode 1o owin impossible to evaluate, prior to enclosure.

But between 1003 and 1828, there had been some remarkable structural

ciowa e dpreinted on the landscape.



Sl o i liuetrator bhe nalure of chances which had ftronsloraasd

o R s 1

of Lhe "old, enclosad laadscape”, but the chronology of

<
o

Ehig dicsechion roamaing obgcure.  or the demesne farwm onlv, it
poritible Lo bo more precisce.  Here, according to a map dated
L7080, digsaechion of the entate was already comnleted at this stage.
Dissection of theuse old enclosed lands proceeded probably slowly,
but the process continued and bescame accelerated after eaclosure,

as far as dissectinn of newly enclosed land was concernsd (Fig. 7:8).

It is Lhe aathor's contention however, that by far the most
Tar-—-rcaching wmprovemants were unleashed with the enclosure of the
commons (Fic. 6:1). Thousands of acres of improveable lowland
common were traunsformed into productive arable land - a remarkable
contrast to tuat "sea of waste" in 1603. The Tithe Survey of 1840
testifies to tbe high pervcentage of arable land (nearly 79%) within
the maior, - Lhis pervcentage in 1603 was barely 25% of the %otal
arca of Cunwhitbon. (44) Ouly the summits of King Harry Fell and
a few isolated locations within the manor could be classiied in
1840 as still "comnon" and "waste". There was yet another avenue

off iwprovermcnt, with resvect to Fell country. Between the surveys

O ITTO ond T80, (bt wost likely in the shord veriod from 1801-
LEI8) the aractice of troe nlanting or afforestation had become well

5

. S -~ . .

cotablisheds (5)  Ylie banks of the Eden in some places became like-—

wise traasfomsed.  All the improvers in these cases were the owners
1

of medium—cmnll ooitates only.

)

e extension of farm-units at eaclosure, which in some cases
(App. 6:1 ) douniecd or iriovlad the original unit, must have bz
orofound cconomic oifects, in a positive direction (although the

aubhor bns roscevabions in a few cases, Chapter §). Produst outpub
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vould be moarcwdly iacreased, and resultant profits, could ne

B
1.
!

chanielied back infto stock and crop improvement, and the purchase

of worce cilicienlt machinzry and tools. This of course is a purely

aypothetical process—=nodel, bub by 1840 (46) Cumwhitton was

(&}

cualtivating

... barley, oals, wheat and excellent potatoes. A
portion of the moors has recently been bought into
cultivation, but there still remains unattitractive,
uninviting waste from which the traveller recoils.

Before 1858, (47)

the soil here has been greatly improved by assiduous
and sxilful cultivation during the last twenty years
..+ barley, oabs and turnivs are important crops. (48)

ey e vett—tirat—

Both directory extracts would imply that change in Cumwhitton
scoms to have been instigated during the early years of the nine-
teenth century. Beyond this secondary source material, the Naworih
pancrs do illuminate the process of improvement within Cumwhitton
in addibional ways. By 1835 for instance, Cumwhitton farmers were
Leading over 1440 bushels of lime into their land (a marked contrasl
with a wore primitive means of fertilising encountered in the court
leet presenlments:

1769 a practice in some parts of our pastures over
“ho last 5/6 yvears of casting flacks of turf upon
Lihe said pastures of common, burning the same upon
lhe common, and leading the ashes into their enclosed
Lanads,.
Thomas Moriey, the occupler of the demesne farm was one of the mos
notable forvers in the amount of lime consumed between 1820 and 1830,
Oae wonaerms. 1n This lignt whether the demesne farm acted as a local

Lo

centre in tho diviusion of new ideas for the manor.

Tile draining was a further aspect of the improvemsnt process

precserved in the bistorical record. In 1834 and again in 1837,
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oxitonsive droinage was undartaken nt the demesne farm. The farm
ab Scarvow-Liill had sevenly acres drained, and at Whinaey Till
farm oiailay acltivities were osroceeding. (49) But, beyond these
rather scanty references to agricultural improvement, chansge

proceacded largely unreccorded.

In conclusion, the writer could seriously challenge the
statoement of BSlamp and Beaver, which was quoted at the beginning
of this secction. In Cumwhitton, major agrarian changes, in turn

Jinst part of a complex process of social and economic change (Fig.6:5)

By instigated not it is believed in the eighteenth éentury, but
in the first twenty years of the nineteenth century. 1In fact,
according to Dickinson, improvement by many Gilsland farmers was
51il1l in progress when his report was compiled in 1852, (50)
Clearly, the complex process of agricultural improvement wus
chronologically varied, throagbout lowland Cumberland. Oaly
additional studies of the experience of smaller areas within
tilsland can decpen our understanding of no% only the rate, but

the nature of agricultural change.
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7o) 1100 See also [or a genaral survey of the study
o rural (ormhouscs Borley (1961).

Geol. Survey Sheet 10, 1"/mile (1932).

Pruuskill in Bouch and Jones (1961) 112; Ancient® Monuments

Vol. 10, Brunskill (19253) 160.

Waste 3ook D.P. H of N 1762; shelved, not catologued.
Brunckill (1953).

Hougeman in Hubchinsou (1791) 176.

Court Leet Records, H of N C1-18.

~

See also the study of Calees (1972) a single farm which underwent

a similar phase in architectural development, adding lofts in 1719.
Brungkiil (1953) 180.

Examoles of tho ground plans of medieval longhouses can be

examined in Seresford and Hurst (1971) 108-109.

Brunskill (1953) 175.
Farms created at enclosure e.g. Eden Banks support this assettion.

A large number of Naworth papers testify to this activity -
broaching. walling, flagring, tiling, masonry activity and
clazing, - a universal Teature throughou’ Gilsland 1820-1850.

D.P. H of i Co12, 25-170.

Shoamo and Jeaver (1G43).

B (L270) oroduced an excellent study of importance »astoral

clements of ibe landscape - shiefings, md defensive farmsteads,

bostlem.

Touns (1770) 1i9.

Lubehdunon
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Didiow (LU70) 1u2.

Howeh and Jdones (1961) 90.

Chinholm (1962).
D.P. I of ¥ M¥Map 187.

Lease ¢179a/% to William Grabam from Frederick Farl of Carlisle

Tor 7 years
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down in fallow 12 acres thersof fto plough s
sround at least 4 times before it is sown first laying
upon every acre of the said fallow land 35 Brampton
bushels of l1ime. The tenant not to plough or otherwise
break up any of the meadows or old pasture ground on
his farm without leave from the Earl.

A Q.

As Blliott (1973) alleged elsewhere in Cumberland in Baker and

Butlin, 61.

Sce M liote (1959) 92, Louch and Jones (1962) 90, and more recently

Blliol in jaker and 3utlin (ed)(1973) 42.

Groy (1959) 229, 231.
Iiliolt in Baker and Butlin (1973) 63.

: o3

Holme Culirum is also examined by Grainger (1961) who reviewed
avcicnt agriculture, infield and outfield systems in Cumberland.
(1904) 99 for Worthumbrian parallels. Youd (1961) in a Lancs.

conlbext diccovered that spring sown cereals predominated.

=

feler Lack to Chanter 5 and the court leet evidence of field

arrongencenls here.

iela Look cxtract Avpendix, 130.

Illiot s finding (1973) in Baker and Butlin (ed.) was in accordance

witlh the situation in Cumwhitton.

fe nbeove, theoe crovs were cultivated regionally.

D.p. 1ol W C2L7.
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Horpdaze (1072) 171,

Muiley nnd Cuiley (1797

Yeusemon in Hulchinson (1794) 176.

Sce Title Survey for these details of land-use. The high
rercentage of arable land in Cumberland in 18630's and 1840's

hze been commented on by Bainbridge (1943) 87.

5

o (1965 200 .

~—

Fulmer (1882) 230.

Kelly (1858) 155.

‘hgain Parscn and_Wkile (1829) testify to the recent improvements

ot Cumwhitton vaiz,

The soil is not very fertile but bhas been much improved
cl late years.

D.P. T of K C612-155.

Dicld nson (L8553 ) 34.



CCrCLUSICNS

Rellecting upon the problems discussed in the preceding pages,
the writer has become acutely aware of the many possible approaches
witich could have been equally ceffective irn treating the subject
matter. It is important to siress, that the problems treated and
the approachics adonied were framed within the necessary constraints
of available timo, the size of the study area and the character of
the source matericls. The approach adopted is best termed
"desceriptive—anzlytic". Much of the work has beer, based on primary
sources and inevitably in a study on such a limited scale, it iwm
difficult to ascese the degree of success achieved as far as
problem—solvings was concerned. This thesis could not possibly
have attemptoed to explain the patterns, the forms and processes
whick bhave been observed. This study it must be admitted may bave

raised more problems than it has solved, but this is inevitable in

a pilot study of a little explored region.

It ie Titting to review and perhaps synithesise some of the
observations wide in tho course of discussion especially those
which related dircclly to the primary objectives set out in the
intreductory chavter. The evolution of the landscape resolves
itsell into two basic cowponents — namely change and stability.
Is there any detectable spaticl differentiation in the appearance
ol these conditions wiihin the maner? Such a question is nod
ecasily ancwered, but before attempting this it is first necessary
to revicw brielly 1he scope of this thesis.

Tue rurni scenc, as it was recorded at the onset of the

covorheoath contury had beceme quite dramatically transformed by
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the enrly nineteento century. The chepter divisions providc a
goriing Uramewort within which to examine the procezses which led
ultimately to change or stability as expressed in terms of structural
Londscawe elements. The strvcectural components of the landscape of
LOO3Y ware considercd in chapter 2, and whilst a priority was to

Pal
4

evaluate the quality of the source material, it was discovered that
a surprising amount of the rcal substance of this landscape was
sufficiently precscrved as to be identifiable on the first edition
of the Ordnance Survey map. The landscane of the early seventeenth

certury strikingly cowprised islands of "inby" land, floating

within a vast ocean of waste.

Chapter 3 traced the metamorphosis of settlement within the
manor oi Cwmuititon between 1€03 and 1840. Several observations
wvere madce with respect to the manifestation of change and stability.
The developnent ol the cluster settlements within Cumwhitton was a
many sided rrocenc. It included firstly growth or decay in actual
size of thewse cettlements, and secondly, the broad developmert of

cetileoment moritiology in terms o the establishment of ancillary

cbructures.  Cumwbitton villege in gereral experienced considerable
shabilily in terms o cize, whereas both Moorthwaite and Hornsby,
i 4

copecially townrd the end of the prescrited period were beginning

to show sipne ol "surinkage". Beyond the cluster settlements the
slow orcentbion cf now farms on the fringes of the improved land and
beyord was o process wbich continued slowly between 1603-1828,

An atiewmpl w

made to view this changing settlement scene against
. backcelolh ol vo.uwiation change, in order that a possitle relation—

zlily bolween wewni vopulation growth or decline, and the dynamics

Cioselulowons eoule Ve identified.



LG6

Aobrondencd the 1imits of study and considercd the
morplology oi cluster wsettlement in soutlern Gilsland., Interestingly,
from an exomination of sevendleenth and nineteenth certury surveys,
little clinrsoe in basic settlement. mornhology (of which the

dominant tyne was found to be the two-row green village) seems

to have taken place. At a bigher level of resolution, the
manifeslations of change were cexamined particularly within
Cumwbitlon village, which in tcrrs of basic structural morphology
cnanged little between 1603 and 1840. One of the notable exceptions
A

ve this statement conccrre the intriguing development of private

nnd public larnd in the village.

The complex corditions of Northern land tenure were reviewed
in Chapter 5. It is obviously difficult to measure rates of change
in this circumstance altbough the writer bas reason to believe that
the grodual breskdown of an ancient body of land rights wonich had
nrobably changed Little for centuries was probably accelerated Ny
the enclogure of the commons. New conditions of tenure were
introduced and an unsurse in estate sales must have been contributory
Iactors.  The second objective of Chapter 5 was to exazmine the
spabtial exoression of seventeenth century landowaershnip information.
Chin proved particularly fascinating in the case of Cumwhitton
sillnge, where this patlern assumed a svrikingly radial form.
Transliation of landowacersshin informnation had revealed an intriguing
arravgement of farm-unitbs which was to remain essentially uachanged

v)

thirouwshowh tne stuly period. The extension of rights beyond the

1

troved Tonds of Cuamwhitton to the open pasture lands was examined
in addition. Muese cosentbially invisible and largely obvscure forces

weve veen Lo we troaslabted invo landscape terms upon the eanclosure
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ooy, albhowsh gooradically belween 1603 and 1790 o

vinbor o cond'licls concerning rvights over the common were discoverad,

Vol 01" bbensce suceecded in changiag the facze of the common by

oy lomire - oabhora failed.

M‘t

Mo linkys between Chapter % and 6 which examined the processes
of change related to enclosure have already been outlined.
Inclosure of the commons undoubbtedly changed the face of tha
animprozsod compon quite dramatically, and waat is more important,
wibthin an astonishingly shoirt period of time. Beyond structural
change, a number of related processes were identified. These were
essentially none visible - social and economic, but were none the

Less of importance.

Chanter 7 finally, examined the manifestations of change at
oomamooer of levels. Mirstly tne farmbouse was seen to be an element
which surprisingly mirrored the variable pace and pulse of change
within the manor -~ [from the total replacemeant of provincial
architecture in narts of Cumwhitton village (possibly reflecting
the srowith of cconomic prosperity hers) to ithe bpposite extreme
reflacting "uacnhange" - as evidenced in the cottages at Hornsby
and doorthwaite. A secoad objective endeavoured to probe and
olece together the Tunciional aspects of the seventeenth century
sorarian landseane.  The hiatus of evidence rendered the evaluation
of change in Tarasing syshems ihrousuout the period 1603--1840D
difficualt., As regards the arrangement of fields within which
Tarwing was praciised, that encountered at Cumwhitton villags
chnnged 1ittle betweeon 1003 and 18640. Elsewhere siructural change
o more varinnle, much plecemoal enclosure procecding unrecorded.

mooruhva’ Lo, however open field parcels survived uncorsolidated
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ly o Lot enh connary.  Consolidation at Cumwhitllon
voo i cobeant uns unlertakon long helore the seventeenth
cenburs cvrvey, TL 3 believed thal a key Factor wadorlyings this

voriabibiby nob o only in bhe rale, bub the nature of agrarisn land-

-

geaone chaagee oo Do Lhe sublle differences in land tenure which

et obod i bhin Yhe sanor. In bterms of Tarm ouiput a zradaz

[}

-

N

tacrenne in rosseriby was identified. As regard its crop and
liveslock comvonenns, (arming in Cunwhitton changed little between
Yho seventeenth cenvury and the land utilisation survey of the
vwenlieth century. There was sufficient information to suggest
Ehnt in the carly nineteentb century, Cumwhitton was to witness
considerable changes in agriculture - which involved improvemens,

the extension of arahle lands, the processes of afforestation

and land draiaage.

From this cursory sunmary of the findings of the respeciive
chapters of this thesis, in fTerms of change and stability, a

nmamber ot specifia problems have emerged.

The first relates to Chapter 3 and the question of encroachment.
Tt owould seem that these imporftant activities were peculiar to
Cuamwbition manor where land hunger seemed particularly pronounced.
Tnoa o simllar coatext, the writer would question Tuomas Ramshay's
bap ol 1771 nw an accurate source of information on eighteeath

cernlury settlaomant.

1

Chanter /4 posed the tantalising problam of the origin of what
aosoears to be one wmarkedly resular row in Cumwhition village, whilst
oo piroder contexl, the striking similariby of settlemens forms

inosonthern dilsland surely merits further research. In a related

vein bhe ensire lay-out of Cumwhitton villase, fascinating though
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ioe ooaunot be understood in terms of any seventeenth century
croocovoen wirieh can be detectod from the source material. The
wooLe vroblom raigses the cenlral issue of The ultimate origin of
solticowment, not only in Cumwhitton village itself, displaying as
it does an unnigbakable regularity, but also in the rest of low-
lond Suaberland.  In bthe case ot Cumwbitton it was proposed that
2l some distanl stage in bistory (possibly the fourteenth century?)
the village was laid-out according to some plan which seemz to

reflaect the

)

arinciple of oqual rights in the allocation of land

resourcen.

Clonding muca research into patterns of landownership and
chnanges in bYhis Tramework, was the scanty information which related
to details oi Cumbrian land-tenure. Clzarly much more research
musi be Tocussed unson “his litile understood and in geogranhical

torms a highly variasble nroblem. Bowman's survey of 1828 orovides
gome basic intormation bul his categories serve to complicate the

matter rotoer than

Lo sunnly addiftional information. The uriter
believes thal Cosbrian land tenure even as late as 1828 possessed

digbinctive o

aractoristics, prohably of some antiquity.
b i

Cinad seh of problems refers to the funtional components

Lacduscanse. Yo amount of piecing together the

Loe=palr of variosd sources - Trom the

examination of the significance
ol ploce noen, to Lbe spatial arrangement of land resources,
coultd revesl thoe Lyoe of arrarian system which could have bound

o

osolber the olemenss of Lbe aeventeenth century landscane, 1ts
Crrne and Fields and encirceling open pastures. The crucial problem

d voon the extent to which individual management cnd decision-—

maiting sanceceded (partic

nlariy in Cumwhitton village) communal
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shon-waing,  In bhe ensoe of Lhe open common fialds of Hoor-
thandte ond corsohy the Ltatlter rabtber bhan the former was probahly
Jominasit.  J1h o was oroposad in nddition, that at Cumwunitioa village
sione, the shadowy vesliges ol an older agrarian order may underlie
e aoevertdeentt century oatteorns, aad may to some extent exnlain
gome ol Lhe contradictions ia the lay-out of farm-units, cropping
polbiteras and land-use, and Tinally the curious assemblage of name
clements which were encountered here.

in conciusgion, the writer must stress that the Naworth

Collection citers n good denl more scone than this study was
reosrettaboly oble to jusiify. It i3 hoped, however that this
thesia intendad ag it was as a pilot study, will prove valuable
to tlhose conserned wiuh brosder studies within the Cumbrian scene,
(work which is currently in hand at Durham). This study above

<1l ben shom, that A key word in the understanding of patierns

oi bumon coorranhy in seventeenth and even nineteenth century

lowland Cumwbitton mast be variabvility.



