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ENCLOSURE 1IN GENERAL.



ENCLOSURE 1IN GENERAL.

The Internal history of the villages of a couniry is a more
obscure, but not less imnortant, part of the history of the country
as a whole, than the internal history of its towns. For a larze
proportion of the villages of England, the central event in itheir
history is expressed by the word "Enclosure."  The word "Eaclosure"
mneans, of course, primarily)the surrcunding of 2 ~iecce of land with
hedyres, or other barriersjto the frec passase of men 2nd wnimals.

But the hedze 13 the mark and sicn of exclusive oswnersiis in che lund

"Enclosure” has the scecondary seuse, of the

which is hedged; hence
conversion of collective ownershin of land into rrivate and individual
ownership.

There is probably coararatively little land in Enzlsnd chich
has passed directly {rom a cendition of pure waste, neitier used nor
valued by anybody, into a condition of individual usec and owmership.
More cocmmonly there has been =zn interneccdiate stoge of collective use,
by the zeneral body cof inhabitants of a villaze, or cf nei:hbouring

villazes, or of somc part of them, either as comwon of fuel and pasture,

or as commonable meadows, cr commcnable zrable fields. This colleective



ugse implied a certain degree of collective ownership. The transition
into private ownership and individual use has taken place in various
ways.

(1) By special Acts of Parliament, or by the authority of Enclosure
Commissicners under the General Actsofk}845, and subseguent amending

Acts.

(2) By the buying up of all coaflicting claims by the chief land-
owner.

(3) By'the common gzreement of the collective owncers.

(4) In the case of commonable waste only, under the Statute of
Merton, by the Lord of the Manor "approvingz," (i.e. appropriating)
the wholc, or part of the waste.

(5) By special licence of Tuder Lionarchs.

(8) By various forms of torce and fraud.

(7) W’lu&l/vu 1836 s (8’45 [/\Z Lerm A—?\J—LM'{ 1[74)0 M/M/))‘?/{_WW 1/1""/“’&’"”. VW

{}[‘ el el vt grmers:

An investigation of Enclosure naturally begins with Enclosure
by Act of Parliament. There were passed betwcen Lhe ycar 1700 and
the General Enclosure# Act}4049 private Enclosure Acis for Enzland
and Wales, once for 2 Royal burzh in Scotland, and a few for Ireland,

which are accessible in the British Muscum, and form the bagis of

this monogsranh.






CHAPTER 1I.

THE IWO TYPES OF ENCLOSURE ACT.



TWO TYPES OF ENCLOSURE ACT.

-l
o

The significance of these Enclosure Acts varies very nuch.
The great nmajority belong to either cf two cxtreme Lypes.

One extreme type may be described as "Asts for extingzuishing
Village Communities;" the other as "Acts for extendinz Cultivation."
In the former case the act is for the purpose of abolishingz collective
ownershin and ugse of land under cultivation, in the latter case the
land to be cnclosed is like the faniliar Surrey commons, very much
in a state of nature, prevented from being cultivated by the rights
of various individuals to pasture animals, cut turf, zather fuel or
dig zravel.

In form, acts of the two classes are practically identical.
Here, for instance, are the preaambles cnd the substance of two acts

nagsed in the year 179%.

1795 ¢. 43 1765 ¢. 79
Whereas there are in the parish Whereas there are in the kanor
of Henlow, in the County of Bedford, and Parish of Airiby in Ashfield,
divers Open and Common Fields, in the Ccounty of HNcoitingham, sev-

Meadows, Pastures, Waste Lands, and erel Commons and Waste Grounds,
other Commonable lLands and Grounds, containing by Estimation One Thou-
containing by estimwation, Iwo Thou-~ gand and Hine hundred Acres, cor
sand Acres or thereabouts. thereabouts:



And whereas the most noble And whereas the Most Noble William

Jemima, Marchioness Grey, is llenry Cavendish, Duke of Portland,
Lady of the Mand of Henlow Grey, is Lord of the Manor of Kirkby in
Elizabeth Edwards, Widow, is Ashfield, and Owner of the Soil of
Lady of the Manor of Henlow the said Commons and Waste Lands,

Warden, and Georse Edwards, Es- as Parcel of, and belonzing to tihe
quire, is Lord of the Manor of  said lianor, and is also Patron of
Henlow Lanthony, and together the Rectory of Kirkby in Ashfield
with several cther persons are aforesald:

the Owmers and Proprietors of

the 32id Open and Common Fields,

Meadows, Pastures, Waste Lands,

and other Commonable Lands and

Grounds, and entitled tc rights

of Common thereon.

And whereas Thomas Gregory, And whercas the Very Reverend Sir
of Henlow aforesaid, and as such oln, is Rector of the said Parish,
i3 entitled to certain Tithes and as such entitled to 211 the
yearly arising from several Lands Tythes, both Great anc Small, aris—
and Grounds within the same Par- 4in~ within the said Parish, and
ish, or to some moduses or Compo- also to scveral Moduses or Yearly
siticns in Lieu thereof; and the payments for and in lieu of all
said Elizabeth Edwards is enti- Tythes, of the Tythe of Hay only,

tled to certain other Tithes in respect of certain Lands within
yearly arising within the said the Said Parish.

Parish of Henlow.

And whereags the said Open and Com— And whereas the said Commons and
mon Fields, Lands, Grounds, liead- +Yaste lLands, in their present 3it-
ows and Pastures lie intermixed uation arc incapable of Inprove-
and are inconveniently situated, ment, and it would be very advan-
and are in their nresent State in- tageous to the several Personsg
capable of Improvement, and the interested thercin if the same were
several Proprietors therecf and divided and inclosed, but such
Persons interested thercin are de- Division and Inclcsure cannot be
sirous that the same may be divid- effectuzlly cade sithout the

ed and inclosed, and specific Authority of Parliamont:

Shares thercof set out and allot-

ted in Licu of and in Proportion

to their several and regpective

Estates, dizhis and Intcrests



therein; but such Division and
Inclosure cannot be effected with-
out the Aid and Authority of Parl-

iament:
May it therefore May it therefore

Please your Majesty Pleasc Your Majesiy

Then follow the provisions cf Then follow the provisions of
the Act. the Act
Certain persons are named to be Certain pergons are named to be
Commigsioners for Commisgioners for
valuinz, dividing and allotting dividing, allotiing and inclosing
the Grounds in question Lhe Cotunons

Two of them may act Two of them way zct.

Commissioners arc to take an ocath Commissioners are to take an oath.
(The form of the oath is practically identizal in cither 2836 ).

Provigion is made for appointing

New Commissicners if necessary, and

an Unpire.

Notice of Comniissicnerg' neetings Notice of Commissioners' ncctinis

to be ziven in Parish Church to be ziven in Parish Church and

in Nottincham Hewspoper.

Survey to be made Survey tc be macde

10 days uoivice to be given of time 14 days nctice to be given of tine

of sending in claims of sending in cloins

Commissioners to settle disputes, Commiszsicners to settle éisputes,

their decisions not to affect titles their desciszions not to affeet i~
tles

Comnisgioners to settle boundaries Arbitrators to be appointed o
of Parish and lanors. settle boundaries.



Caommissioners to set out drains,
water courses, é&c.

And to set out Roads
Allotment to be made for public

Gravel Pits, not more than 2
acres.

Allotments to be made in lieu of
Tithes.

Corn Rents to be paid to Viecar.

Not more than §/20th to be allott-

ed to Lords and Ladics of blanors
in Lieu of Manorial rizhts

A Comnmon Pasture to be allotted to

Conmissioners to set out Roads.

Allotment to be made for public Gra-
vel Pits, stone quarries, watering
places for cattle, nct more than 10
acres.

Allotments to be made in licu of Rec—
tor's Glebe, Common rizhts and tithes.

One fourth of one of ithe Commons, one
cithteenth part of the others to be
allotted to Lord of Manor as owner of
the 50il and Minerals, and zn allot-
ment to be made in lieu of Chief Rents

Cners of Cottazes that have rights

of Common.

The Q%iduo to be alloticd in pro- One half the Residue to be allotted
portion to existing"Rizhts, Shares,to cach Farm house, Cottae or Toft
Interests, Properties and Right of head having rizhts of Common, in e-
Common" except such rishts as are qual portions; onc half to be divid-
compensated for by above nrovisions, ed amonz the same in proportion 1o

rezard beinz had to juality as well

as guantity of land in different
holdinzs.

The Tithe Allotments to be fenced
at the expense of Owners of Lands
to be enclosed,

Other allotments to be fenced by
the pergsons who receive them

their holdings in the old enclogced
lands in the parish.

Allotinents to be Freenhold.
Rector's Allotment to be fenced at
the expense of other Owners.

Other clloiments to be feanced by the
pergsons who reccive them; the method
of feneliny being prescribed.



Commissioners to draw up Award, Commissioners to draw up Award, which
whieh is to be accepted in writing.is to be accepted in writing.

Commigsioners to direct the course
of Husbandry till the division and
allotment is made.

Commissioners to determine how Expensc to be divided among those who

the expense is to be borne, and receive allotments in proportion to

if necessary to recover by their interests, and determined by

‘Distresgs. Commissioners, who may recover by
Distress.

Power is ziven to Guardians Power is given to Guardians

&c. to borrow. &o. to borrow.

Appeal may be made to Quarter Appeal may be made to Juarter

Sessions. Sessions.

Saving Manorial Rights. Javing Manorial Rights.

General Saving. General Saving.

The legal similarity between the iwo acts is perfect. The
éeonomic digsgimilarity is no less perfect. The economic change in-
volved in the enclosure of the Forest zund Commons in the HNottinzham—
shire Act, can be readily conceived by any one familiar with the
commons still happily numerous throughout England. The zsreat argument
for the Acet was that land producing only fucl and timber for the
neighbourhecod, and inferior pasturage, was thereby brought into culti-
vation; and)so far as it could be effected by legislation, made to
produce as much food as possible at a time when the material resocurces

of the country were taxed to the utiermost. The arzuments against



it, beyond the possibility of hardship or injustice to individuals,
powerful as they would seem at the present day in the case of an analo-
gous proposal to enclose 1900 acres of the remainder of Sherwood Foresi.
of Epping Forest, Ashdown Forest or the New Forest, in thc year 1795
had never been heard of. From the fifteenth century, right through
the sixteenth, seventeenth and eizhteenth, there is an abundant litera-
ture of tracts, sermons &c. denouncing enclosure, but it is enclosure
of the kind of which the Bedfordshire Act is an example. If the
writers by chance refer to the en:losure of wastes and feorests, it is
for the purpose of commending it. The development of our towns and
urban industries, of the import trade in food, the gsrowth of wealth and
population, have combined to make ug value highly the untilled and
unapprepriated lands, which roused the agriculturist of a century ago
to a frenzy of indignation.

It is much less cagy for the modern rceader to uaderstand the iran—
sition implied in the act for idenlow, thouzh there zare 3till tc be
found a considerable number of farmers and labourers in various villages
who have lived and worked under similar conditions to these that were
abolished for Henlow by the act. A detailed description of a village
where the old system 3till prevails, and of a reccnt enclosure, will
afford a key to the understanding of an important chapter in the history

of England.



CHAPTER 1III.

AN OPEN FIELD PARISH.



AN OPEN FIELD PARISH.

Perhaps the best surviving example of an open field parish is
that of Laxton, or Lexington, in Nottinzhamshire, about 10 miles from
Newark and Southwell. It lies remote from railways and high roads,
and is only to be reached by bye roads. From whatever juarter one
approaches the village, one enters the parish through a gate. As may
be seen by the annexed map, the village is in the centre of the parish
and is surrounded by enclosed fields. Other enclosures arc to be found
on the most remote parts of the parish, in some cases representing,
apparently, old woodland which has been converted into tillage or
pasture, in other cases pecrticns of the arable fields. But nearly
half the sarea of the parish remains in the form of two Sreatl arable
fields, and two swaller ones which are ireatec as two parvs of the
thiré fiecld. The different holdings, whether small f{recholds, or
farms rented from the Lord of the lianor, who owns uncarly all the wnapish,
consist in part of strins of land scattered all cover these fields, in
a manner which can best bc understood by reference to the map. Wwithin

thegse arable fields cultivation is not carried on acccrding to the



disceretion of the individual farmer, but by sirict rules of great
antiquity. In ecach of the fields a three year course is rigidly
adhered to.

1ast year, wheat.

2ad. year, spring corn (ie. barley, ocais, peas, beans, vetches,

tares &c.)

3ré. year, fallow.
If therefore Laxton be vigited early in June, the following description
of the apnearance of the parish will be found correct. The traveller

passes through the boundary sate. He finds his road leads him throug

”

the "Spring corn" field, which lies open on either side of the road.
A phrase which is continually used by old farmers when attempting to
dessribe comnmon fields, will probably occur tc him in this ficld.
"It is like allotments." But it is like an allotment field with many
differences. 411 the great {ield is divided up into oblong patches,
gach patch zZrowing its own crop. but with no more division or boundary
between one c¢rop and the next than a mere furrow.

If then the traveller locks azain at a strip of land zrowing, say,
beans, he will find that this sirip consists of one, two, or more
ridzes, locally termed "lands." A "lané" in Laxton has a pretty uni-

form width of 5% yards, and a normal length of cone furlong; but by the



neeessity of the case the length varies considerably. Owing to this
variation in length the various strips of land which make up the
different holdings in the common fields, when their area is expressed
in acres, roods, or poles, seem to have no common measure.

Because the soil cf Laxton is a heavy clay it is customary to
plough each "land" cvery year in the same manner, bezinning at the
edges, and turning the sod towards the centre of the "land." Hence
each "land" forms a long narrow ridge, heaped up in the middle, and the
lie of the "lands" or rid-scs was at some unknown date so well contrived
for the proper drainaze of the land, that it is nrobable that if the
whole of a field were let to a single farmer, he would still plough
so as to maintain the old ridges.

The same ridges are to be fouad on the other iwo fields, one of
which is a streteh of waving wheat, while the third, or fallow field,
is being leisurely plouzhed, a number of sheep getting 2 difficult

3till unplouzhed

[6]

livinz frow the thistles and other weeds in th

portions, and cn the "“sicks,"”

i.e. ceriain zrassy narts of the field

=y

which are defined by boundary marks, znd are never allcwed to be
ploughed.* In cnc extreme corner of the parish is lLaxton ieath, a
somewhat swampy common covered with coarse grass. llerc too sheep are

¢razed in common, according to a "stint" somewhat recently deterwined

*noloured green on the map,



upon. Before the stint was azreed to, every commoner had the rizght
of turning out as many sheep as he could feed in winter, the result
being that the common was overstocked, and the sheep nearly starved.
The stint regulates the number of sheep each commoner may graze upon
the common according to the number he can fced on his other land in
the parish. It was not adopted without oppogsition on the part of
those whose privileges it restricted.

This brings us to the gquestion, who are the commoners? There are
two sorts of claim by which 2 man may be entitled to commoun rights,
and to a voice in such deliberations as those by whieh a stint is agreed
to. One is by a holding in the common c¢pen ficlds, the other is by
the occurnation of a "toft-head." A "toft" is nct very casy to define.
One may say that it either is, or represents, an ancient house or
cottaze in the villaze; but that immediately suggests the uestion,
"How énoient?" It is well known in the village which cottages are
"tolfts" znd which are not. Thoze which are command a rent about £2
a year higher in conseqguence. It is to be noted that if the house or
cottage which is the visible cign of "toft-head” may be pulled cown, and
a new one ereated on the sane spot, the new house hes the sane rights

attached tc it. One is naturally led tc the hypothesis that up to



a certain date * all cottages crected in Laxton carried common rights,

but that after thai date no new common rights could be created. There

.
P > | e o - = = e

*The following extract from a 18th century writer throws some

light upon this point:-

Another disorder of oppression

aduerte this wone wiche is muche odyous,

A lord geauyn to private affectiono

lettinge the pooareman an olde rotten howse,
which hathe (to the same) &bfyttes commodious
its Closse, aud Common, with Lande in the feelde

but noate well heere howe the pooareman is peelde,

The howse shall hee haue 2and A gardeyne plott,
but stonde he must to the reperetion:

¢lose, Comon or Londe fallithe none to his lott;
that beste might helpe to his sustentstion,

the whoale Rente payethe hee for his babitation,
as thoughe hee dyd thappertenauncis possesse

Such soare oprression neadethe spesdye radresse,

The Pleasaunt Posesye of Frincelie Practise (1548)
William Forrest, Chsgpter 1I7,, 21 & 22,
E.E.T,S, Extra 3eries, XXXII,

We have here the practice of divorcing the cottage from its common
right described as a novelty. The act of 231 Flizabeth ¢. 7, by pro-
hibiting the letting of cottages without 4 acres of land, in effect
prohibited the letting of a cottage without a common right, as the ., .

. ) we o e wawl."o[, o*ﬂfu\f wene VNE’”J&)
4 acres wopuld not be the highly vslued Close, and gould not be waste
o w o oTmsm T EEEEE A

or pasture, 4 ascres in the common arable field was implied, ang

this of course carried 2 right of common.



are therefore two classes of commoners; the farmers who hold land in
the common fields, and the labourcrs who oczcupy the privilezed cottages.
A farmer may possess a number of common rights in respect of (1) his
farmhouse if it be a "toft," (2) his arable holding,and (3) any toft
cottages he may own or rent and sub-let to labourers, retaining their
common rizhts. The labourer has but one comomon right. Eaech common
right entitles the holder to cne vot€, and to one share in the division
of the money recvenues drawn from the commonable lands, besides the
rizht of feeding an indefinite number of sheep on the fallow field, and
the resulated number on the common. The money revenue that coues from
the commonable fields is obtained as follows. The srass lands (sicks"),
coloured zreen in the map, in the two ccmnon ficlds whieh are under
¢crops cannot te 3razed upon convenicntly, because any animals would be
liable to 3tray into the crops. They are therefore wmown {or hay, and
the rizht to mow them is sold by auction to one of the commoners, and
the price realised is divided. Recently this has worked out at about
14/~ per commdn right. Each commoner also has the rizht of pasturing
animals upon the two ficlds that are under crops, directly the harvest
has been carried.

The exercise of this right, which appcars to be most keenly valued,

Com o gl

as it is found tc versist in many yarishes after all other teases—of



522 common fieldss§s%em have died away, obviously opens the door to
quarreld. It is not 1o be expected that all farmers should finish
earrying their crops on the same day; and the position of the man who
is behind all his neiﬁhbours. and so is standing betwseen the commoners
and their right of pasture, is not an enviable one. But a constitu-
tional system of government exists for the purpose of dealing with these
and other difficulties. A "Foreman of the Fields" and a "Field Jury"
are eleccted: +the Pield Jury setzles all disputes hetween individuals,
while the duties of the Foreman include that of issuinz notices to
declare when thc fields are open for pasturing; on which day all the
gates..by which a3 I have previously mentioned the parish is entered,
must be'closed. while all the zates of the farm—-yards arc thrown oypen,
and a varied crowd of animals winds along ithe drifts and spreads over
the ficlds.

It will be noticed that the commonable lands c¢f Laxton include
only arable ficlés and common zasture. The comnonable meadows which the
narish no doubt oncec had, have been partitioned and encloged at a date
beyond the reccllection of the oldest inhabitant. The neighbouring
porish of Eakring sitill has conmonable meadows. In this respeet Eakring

is a more perfect example of ihe open field parish than Laxton, though



its common arable fields have been much more encroached upon; and have
in fact been reduced to scattered fragments, so that the Rector was
unable to tell me whether there were five, six or more of them. The
villagers, however, say simply "Thrce, the wheat-ficld, the bean-ficld,
and the falliow-field." The commonable meadows are, like the common
fields, held in scattered sirips intermingled; and are commonable
after hay-harvest. The rule in Eakring is that if one man cnly has
any hay left on the meadow, the other commoners can turn in their
cattle and relieve nim of it; but il he ecan et a neighbour tc leave
but one haycock also, he is protected.

The constitution of Eakring differs somewhat from thav of Laxton.
There are rezularly four tcft meclings c¢very year, presided over by
the Steward of the Lord of the Mancr, at which all gucsiions relating
to the commonable lands arc sevtled. Furither all toft holdcrs have
an c.gual righit to feed an indefinite number of sheep on the fallcw
field, and the other fields when available; but the e;ercise ol the
right is rezulaved by a2 3species of auction. The number of shecp that
can be pastured with advantage is asreed upcn, and siance the tctal

number of sheep which the assembled toft-hclders desirce to mut on



is sure to exceed that number, a price to be charzed per sheep is by
degrees fixed by mutual bargaining, till the numbers of sheep for
which their owners arc willing to pay is reduced uc the aumbcer that
the pasture can bear. The eatepprisiny cottager and toirt-holder
therefore, whc though not holding an acre of land in the parish,

has yet enterprise cnough to bid for the right of keewing a floek

of sixty shecp on the coimon-fields, is thercfore heartily welcomed by
that section of the toft-holders who have no desipe to bid zsainst

him, bhecause he forzes up the value <f their rizhis.
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A  RECENT ENCLOSURE.

Up till 1898 an even better example of an open—field parish

could be seen in Northamptonshire. In that year was conrzleted the
enclosure of Cafstor and Ailesworth, two hamlets forming part of the
parisih of Cq{stor. situated & miles {rom feterborouzh on the road to
Northampton. In 13%2 when application was wade tc the Board of Azri-
culture, which now represents the Enclozure Jcomnmissioners of the
General Enclosure Act of 1845, there werc in thc two hamlets, out of

a total area of 4,073 A, 2,475 A ¢f common arable fields, 815 A of
commnon pastureé and neadows, and 570 A of comzcnable waste, and only
about 1,300 A. cnclosed. In Laxton the coamonable land is less than
half the area of +the parish. It will be seen from a coupariscn of tThe
maps, thet the grecater amount of old enelcsure in Laxton nas had its
effect on the distribution of the population. Therc arc a few outlying
armphouses; in Cafstor and 4ileswerth all the habitations and buildings
except a watermill ané o railway station are clustered together in the
two hamlets, which form one continuous villaze. AT greseat very nearly

all the land of Laxton and Fakrinz is in the cwnership of ohe respective



lords cf the two manors; in Cafstor and Ailesworth the Ecclesiastical
Commiasioners are the larzest landowners; byt nearly as much land is
the »roperty of Earl Fitzwilliam, and there are besides a number of
small landowners. Before cnclosure all these procerties were inter-
nixed all over the area of the two hamlets, the two chief properties
cominz very fre:quently in alternatc strips. The colouring on the
maps is used to distinguish the different properiies before and after
enclosure.

Though the area of ccmmonable land in Ca}étor was so much greater
than in Laxton, those customs of village communal life which we have
desaribed had retained much less vizour; and to the decay of the power
of harmonious self ~overnment the recent enclosure was mainly atiribu-
table. The custzrary method of cultivation in Caistor und Ailesworth
was a three ficld systen, out a different three field systew to that
deserived above. The s3uceession of crona was

i3t. year, wheat,
2nd. year, bharley,
3rd. vear, a"fallow crop,"”
or as locally »ronounced, "follow cron." 3Sach year in the spring the

farmers and toft-holders of Cafstor, and similarly of Ailesworth,



would mect to decide the erop to be sown on the fallow field. One
farmer, wio held the position — though not the title — of "loreman of
the Fields” Kent a "stint-book," a list of all the villaxers owning
eommon rights, and the aumber of rights belonging to each. The number
of votes that could be cast by each villazer depended upon the number
of his common rizhts. The fallow crop might be pulsce or turnips or
other roots or tares or anything else that seemed advisable; but it
was essential to the Farmers'interests that they should be ajzrecd.
For & tradition existed in the villaze that unless the farners were
azrced as to the cron to be sown on the fallow field, dhat ficld
could be treated as thouzh it really were fallow, it could be pasturcd
on 211 the year by all the toft-holders, and any crop which any foricer
nizht sow would pe at the mersy of his neighbcurs' cottle nnd sheer.
I could not find shat this had ever hanpencd. On the other noand, the
farmers beinz agreed about the crop, they could also determine the
date when the fallow field shculd tccome commonable x The wheat-ficld
and barley-field bhecane commonable after harvest; the nzadows aad
pastures were commonable between 4dugust 12th and February l4tn.

The reascn why the nedieval three field system wus retained in

Laxten, but was altered in Cqﬂstor tc an improved three ficld systen,

* This is good law, By 43 George ITI, ¢ 81 these agdreements

W

Could be made by "ag three-fourths majority ino number < value, HKee

below



is to be found in the nature of the soil. That of Laxton is a heavy
clay, growing wheat of noted quality; that of the Northamptonshire
parish is lighter, in partis very shallow and stony. Another result
of the difference of soil was a different gsysten ofwlouching. The
Caistor method was that technically known as "Gathering and Splitting,"
viz. alternately to plough each strip frow tihc margin invards, turaing
the scd inwards, and the reversc way, turning the sod cutwards, so
that the general level of the field was not broken into a series of
ridges. In Caistor, zs in Laxton, no grasay'balk" divided one man's
"land" from his neighbour's, the furrcw only had to serve as boundary,
and scanetimes the boundary was bitterly disputed. BEeforc the enclo-
sure there was cne spot in the commaon ficlds where two neizhbours
kept a plough each continually, 2nd as fast cs one ploushed ceriain
furrows into his land, the other plouzhed them backK into his.

Another difficulty occasionally arosc when hizh winds prevailed
at harvest time. The zreat extent cf the open riclds, and the slizht-
ness of any opposition to the sweep of the wind, ot such times allowed
the corn to be blown from cne man's lend, and scottered cover his
neighbours'. Indeed it recently happened that cne ycar when peas had
been chosen as the fallew crop, thet a sterm carried the whole crop to

the hedge hordering the field, and so mixed together in inexiricable
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confusion the produce belonging to thirty or forty different farmers.
Another source of dispute was one that has been a prolific cause
of trouble in common fields for centuries. Where the extremities of
2 series of adjoining "lands" abut
on a land belonging to another
series at right angles, the land
so abutted on is termed a "head-
land," and the occupiers of the
lands that abut on it have the risht of turning their plouzhs on the
headland, and takinz the plouzh from one strip to another aloug it.
The occupier of the headiand therefore hus to defer plouzhing it till
all his neighbours have finished, and often chafes at the delay.
Recently a farmer in the unencloscd parish of Elmstone Hardwick, near
Cheltenham, in Gloucesterchire, atwemplted to find a reucdy for this
inconvenience. e ploughed his headland at the time that Suited his
gonvenience, and then suced hig neignbours for trespass when they
turned their ploughs in his land. decdless to say he lost wore by his
action than by the trespass.
In Oa#stor quarrelscne larmers were wise cenough lo avoid the law
courts. Instead they wrote anpealing azainst their neighbours tc their

respective landlords, but the landowners were unable to restore harmony.



The death of a farmer who had won the highest respect of his neighbours,
and who had continually used his great influence to allay ill-fceling
and promote harmony, brouzht on a state of tension that gradually be-
came unbearable; and the appointment by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners
of a new agent, who could not understand and had no patience with the
peculiarities of common-field farmin§)led to steps being taken for
Enclosure.

The first step necessary was to obtain the azreement of the zZreat
majority of the people interested. The azent in question, assisted
energetically by the leading farmer in Ailesworth, succeeded in doing
this without mueh difficulty. In 1892 application was made fcr an
order to the Board of Agzriculture, whose inspector reported warmly
commendins the project. The simnle 3tatement of the farwers with re-
sard to their farms, — "I hold 175 acres in 102 separate parcels,”
would convinee him that a change was necessary. The fijures for
holdinrs are not given by the Enclosure award, but a sunmary of the
facts with rezard to some of the smaller properties gives the

fellowing:—



The Glebe consisted of

16 scattered strips of land in Wood Field, area lg . ? . lg.
5 . . ss s+ ., Hether Field, -, 3.1, 12,
7 . . sv  .» ., Normanzate Field, . 4. 0. 2,
33 . - vs  aa .. Mill Field . 20 . 2 . 28,
34 > . v+ .+ .. Thorn Field, v 24 .2, 29,
50 - - vs s .. Milton PField, - 87 .0 . 87,
18 . . vs s ., four meadows, Ve 10 . 1 . R0,
2 Lammas Closes, - 7.2 . 24,

making a total of 105 outlying varcels of land, scattered far and
wide over a parish of five thouscnd acres in extent, a2nd yet anounting,

with some small cloges near the village, only tc 118 ocres in arca.

Further
A R P
Proprietor A owned 17 . ¢ . 10 in 32 narcels,
L I B LR 3'0 ’16 ) 6 L I ] k]
- C ys 80 . L .5 »h 184 . s
'y D ) s ¢ .0 .1 ,, & . ,
LI P: L2 ] 2 .O . 2 L I8 5 s k]
L IR} F s 205014 3 6 3 ]



A R P
Proprieter H owned 2.2. 3in © parcelg,

P ) J '3 ] 2 ‘1018 » 3 7 Y s ]
"y K [ ] 168 02-24 v 217 [ ) s
s IJ '] l3w3.37 s 30 8 .

Parliamentary Enclosure, however, is not to be obtained without
conditions. That reckless disregard of the wider public interests
both of the locality and of the nation at large in the land to be en-
closed of which the administration of the General Enclosure Act from
1845 to 1874 has been accused, has been expelled from the Board of
Agriculture by the vigorous and ably conducted azitation to which we
owe the preservaticn of Epping Forest, Hampstead Heath and many other
priceless commons. In Cqﬂstor and Ailesworth, in the first place
Ailesworth Heath, which occupies the hizhest and most remote corner
of the parish, wag excluded from the operation of the Enclcosure Act.
It is a wild little common, which beyond feeding a few sheep and fur—
nishing a quarry, scems to be fit for nothing but picnics and black-
berrying. Situated at the distance of about five miles from Peterborough
which again stands on the marzin of the fen country, it will probably

come to be valued by the townsmen for its unprofitable wildness.
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Next the parish boasts its antiquities, the remains of a part of
the ancient Roman Road from London to York, and certain blocks of
stone, locally known as Robin Hood and Little John. The Enclosure
Act provides for the preservation of these.

A bathing place in the River Nen, which bounds the parish on the
south, selected at the most convenient spot, and three recreation
grounds of 6 aeres each, and one of 14 acres, are handed over to the
safe keeping of the Parish Councils of Ggﬂstor and Ailesworth, besides
four pieces of land making 42 acreg in all, for allotments and field
gardens. The farmers mournfully point out that these 70 acres thus
reserved for the common use and benefit of the villagers are some of
the best land and the most conveniently situated. The recreation
zrounds in particular they scorn as foolishness. Possibly, however,
because the villaze nrides itself on its prowess in the football field,
the indignation againsti this supposeh fad of the cecntral government is
nild compared with that expressed by some of the thrifty people of
Upton St. Leonards, aear Gloucester, which was being cnclosed at the
same time. Here the recreation ground was dubbed by some the "Ruination

Ground,"” enticing as it did the young lads from dizging in their



fathers® allotments;to ericket and football, and so subverting the
very foundation of gocd morals.

Subject to these deductions the whole of the open commonable
lands and many of the old enclosures after being surveyed and valued
and after roads where necessary had been diverted or newly set out,
were redistributed among the old proprietors so as to give each his
proportional share as far as possible in the most convenient manner.
This was both a lengthy and a delieate task, but it was finally com-
pleted in 1808, six yecars after the matter first came before the
Board of Agriculture. Each several progrietor is then reguired to
fence his allotment in the manner prescribed by the Commissioners whe
nake the survey and award. The cost of the survey zand allotment
usually works out at about £1 per acre; the cost of fencing way be a
great deal more. Thouzgh the parliamentary expenses are now trifling/
the total cost of abolishing the "systenm of mingle-manzle" as Carew
called it in 1800, in any parish where it 3till exists, is not to be

lizhtly faced in times of agriculiural depression.



CHAPTER V.
TW0 DORSET MANORS,

STRATTON AND GRIMSTONE.
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TWO DORSET MANORS,

STRATION AND GRIMSTONE.

Dorchester is bounded on the south by Pordington Field. The
perish of Fordington, up to the year 1875, was uninclosed; it lay
almost entirely open, and was divided into about 8C copyholdas,
intermized and intercommonable, the manor belonging to the Duchy
of Cornmall. But in 1875 the Duchy authorities bought out the
copyholders, and the o0ld system disappeared.

About three or four miles from Dorchester, along the rcad to
Maiden Newton and Yeovil, are the two adjoining villages of Stratton
and Grimstone, forming together the Prebend of Stratton, belonging
till recently to the See of Sarum, which have only been enclosed
since 1900. The enclosure was effected without any Parliamentary
sanction; it was brought about, I am told by the present lord of
the two manors, by the refusal of the copyholders, who held byb a
tenure of lives, to "re-life." In consequence all the copyholds,
except a few cottages, have fallen into the hands of the lord of
the manor; all Grimstone has been let to a single farmer, and

Stratton divided intc three or four farms.
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Besides the very late survival of the commbn field system in
these two manors, there are two other features which make them spe-
cially notable. 1In the first rlace they are, agriculturally,
thoroughly characteristic of the FWessex type of open field village,
the type that rrevailed over Berkshire, Hempshire, Wiltshire and
Dorset. In the second place the mancrial system of village govern=-
rent survived with equal vigour; the proceedings of the manorial
courts and the customs of tillage and pasturage forming manifestly
only twec aspects of one and the same organisation. It is fortunate
that the court rolls for tho last two hundrod years have been pre-
served, and that they are in the safe custocdy of the present lord
cf the manor.

On the south west the lands of Stratton and Grimstone are
bounded by a2 strecm, the river Prome, flowing towards Dorchester,
from which Stratton Mill has the right of tcking a defined amount
of water. Between the stream and the villages are the commonable
meadows; on the porth cast of the villages the arable fields, taper—
ing somewhat, stretch up the hill slope to Stratten and Grimstone
dcwns. The whole arrangement iz shown very clearly in the tithe
commutation map, dated 1839. The two manor farms were separate

and enclosed, and lay side by side aleng the boundary between the
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two manors, in each comprising about one third of the cultivated
land. The remaining arable land in each manor formed, so far as
fences were conderned, one open field, divided into three oblong
strips, known respectively in Stratton as the GRast, liddle and
West Field, in Grimstone as Brewers Ash Field, Rick Field, and
Langford Field. The rotation of crops was 1. wheat, 2. barley,
3. fallow. The lower part of the fallow field was sown with
clover, and was known as the "hatching ground” - a term we find
elsewhere in the forms "hitch-land” and "hook-land" - the upper
part was a bare fallow. lMore rccently an improved method of
cultivation was adopted. The barley crop every third year was
maintained, but after it was carried, Italian rye grass was sown
in the upper part of the bargey. field (instedd of a barc fallow).
This was fed off with sheep in the spring, and then put into
turnips; the following year barley was sown again. The lower
part however continued to be sown with clover in the fallow year,
this was fed off with sheep, and wheat followed.

The arable fields ccnsisted of "lands" or "lawns," cach
supposed to be 40 "yards" (i.e. poles) long, and one, two, or four
"vards" broad - hence supposed to be quarter acres, half acres,

or acres. Half acres were the more common; but whatever the area

in theory it was somewha®t less in actual fact.
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The West Field in Stratton was somewhat smaller than the other
two, in consequence of the extreme portion -~ that next the down
and farthest from the village - being enclosed. Thses enclosures
in shape and arrangement exactly resemble the lands in the open
field; they are about one acre each. They arz called "The Doles.”
Further there are a series of small square enclosures taken out
of the down, called “The New Closes.” All the Doles and the New
Closes were in grass.

A remarkable fact is that all the “lands" were scrupulously
separated from one another by meres o¥ balks of turf, which how-
ever were known not by these names. Among the people they were,
and are, known as "walls," but in the court rclls one finds the
term “lanchetts" +hich one connects with “lynches;"” and "land-shares,
which seems to explain the term "“launchers” which I have found in
Devonshire. In the level parts of the fields the "walls" gere
mere strips of turf about a foot wide; but in the sloping parts
they formed steer banks, sometimes soveral feet high, and the
successive “lands" formed terraces one above the other.

A1l the cultivaters, escept the tenants of the two manor farms,
were copyholders, holding for a tenancy of three lives, the widow

of the holder having the right to continue the holding during the
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period of her widowhood. By & somewhat extraordinary sustom the
lessee of the manor had at any time (even though his lzase had but
a day to run) the right to grant a copyholder two lives, i.e. to ac-
cept a fine, and substitutc two new names for those of dead or dying
persons on the"copy."

The copyholds, when not "cotes”™ or simply cottages with common
rights, were either "half livings," "livings," or in cne or two cases,
other fractions of a living., A half living consisted of four or
five nominal acres in cach of the common fields, and common righis
upon the meadow, common fields and common down, in Stratton for one
horse, two cows, and 4C sheep. A whole living consisted of a share
about twice as large in the field and meadcw, and a common right for

two horses, four cows and 8C sheep. But eaéh copyhold, shether a whole

or half living, included one Dole and one Now Clase. There were

three whole livings and twelve half livings in Stratton, and 5 "cotes)
i.e. cottages with one or two strips of land ir the arable fields
attached to them. In Grimstone there were four wheole livings, six
half livings, one three quarters living, and one whcle and a quarter
living. 1In either manor therefore, if we reckon tke half livings

as equal to one whole, there were nine whole livings in all; those

of Stratton being normally held by fifteen copyholders, those of

Grinstone by twelve; though the number might happen in practice to
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be less. Thus at the time of the tithe commutation (1838) there was
in each manor one copyholder whohad two half livings. In all for-
mal documents a "living"” is termed a "place,” and a half living
a "half place.” The comemon rights attached to a living in Grim—
stone differed slightly from those in Stratton; they are further
explained below.

Once a year, at about Christmasm, the tenants of ek manor
met, the Staward presiding; the elected officials submitted their
accounts, and resigned their offices, and their successors were
re-elected. The most important of these were two "viewers of the
fields and tellers of the cattle,” corronly krown simply as the
*viewers." These was also a "hayward," znd two "chimney peepers,”
(deseribzd in the Court-rolls as Inspectors of Chimnies.") The
Inspectors of Chimneys do not appear in the rolls of the eighteenth
century; instead are the more important officials the "Constabul”
(sic) and “"Tythingman," who ccazed tc be appointed after the estab-
1ishment of the county police and the connutation of the tithes.

The duty of the “chimney peepers" was, as their name implies,
to see that chimneys were kept properly swept so as nct to endanger
a neighbour's thatched roof. The hayward was in charge of the

pound; he 4as entitled to charge 44 a head for all siray beasts
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impounded if they belonged to the manor, and 84 a head for outsiders.

The “"viewers" had more varied duties. In the first place they
had to appoint ome villager as “Lacy's Bridge man.” "Lacy's bridge"
is a structure of loose stcones at a place where the stream which for
the most part bounds Stratton meados, crosses it; and the duty of
the bridge man is to keep it in sufficient repair to enable sheep
to cross. The viewers used to appoint the cottagers in turn, gcing
down one side of the road to the end of the villagse, and up the other
side.

Next the viewers provided the manor bull. They bought the bull,
they charped 2 fee for his services, and made 2ll necessary regulations.
The breed favcured varied from ysar tz year, and the viesers were
never known to please everybody with their choice.

Then the viewers appointed the common shepherd, in whose charge
were the sheep of the whole manor alrost all through the year. Ané
in general they had to enforce 211 the decisions of the court w#ith
regard to the times when sheep or cows should be allowed in the
meadow, when th: sheep should comz into the "hatching grourd, " how
and where horses should be tethered, and particularly tc see that

each tenant sowed hig clover properly. And when the hay in the
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meadow was ripe, they marked out to each tenant the plots which
fell to his share that year. It was usual to re-elect one of the
viewers, so that though there was an annual election, cach viewer
held office for two years, being for the first year the junior
viewer, for the second the senior.

There is much that is interesting in the management of the
sheep flock. From Apri2 6th to September 18th the sheep fed by
day on the down, and were folded by night on the fallow field.

The fold began at the top of the field, and gradually worked down-
wards, cevering about half an acre svery night, and so manuring

the whole. There being no cther water supply or the deowns, all
the tenants had to take turms to carry up water to fill the water-
troughs, and the viewers say that they did so. On September 18th

"

the sheep came into the "hatching ground, " cn #hich, asg we have
seen, clover had been sown; and it is noticeable thal this crop,
sown individually by each copyhelder on his own lands, was fed off
by the commen flock under the supervision of the ccrmnon shepherd.
In winter the sheepr belongine to each tenant had to be folded
separately; and the Doles and New Closes were used for wintering
the shesp. Some made it a practice to sell cff their flock when

feed became scanty, and to buy again the next spring; but tradi-

tional custom was to keep the sheep till theoy were four or five
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yoears old, at which age they became fat, perhaps by superior cun-
ning; meanwhile, of course, they had been yielding wo2l and manure.
In later years, though every half living was ontitled to forty
sheep, by a common agreement the nurber was limited to twenty five
in spring, and later in th2 year to thirty five, when the liombs
reached the age at which they were cocunted a3 sheep in the calcula-
tion of common righta.

Perhaps the most curious feature in the local system of agri-
culture was the management of the common meados. JSheep were allow-
od in it from larch 1st to April 6th (it would orly bear 1C or 11),
then they had to come out and join the common flock, and the grass
was let grow to hay. At hay time the viewers went out)and by the
helr of some almost imperceptible ridges in the soil, and certain
rera driven into the river bagﬁﬁ, they rmarked out to each tenant
the plots 5& #hich he was :iiéiﬁﬁ. There were 47 of theso littile
rlots; 27 of them were definite parts of rarticular copyholds, but
ninsteen were “changeable allotments,™ each of which belonged one
year tc cne holding, the next year to arother, according to certain
rules; while the remaining allotrment, a little three cornered plot
in the middle called “Hundred Acres,” amounting to perhaps five
rerches in area, w2s divided arong the holders of the adjacent"Long

Lands.” On July 6th, the hay having been carried, the cows came in
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and grazed in the meadow till Nov.23rd, and then the meadow was
watered.

I have before me the map of the meadow, now somevhat tattered,
being drawn upon a haif sheet of thin fcolscap, and a little note-
book recording particulars of the differentt plots in the mcadow,
and in the case of the changeable allotments, who vere entitled to
them cach year from 1882 to about 1905, which the viewers used in
*

partitioning the meadow. The map I reproduce. The notebook recads:i-

Stratton Common Meadow.

Lear Croft Changeable Allotment next the
Yard but one to Sparks *
1882 Ozzard
83 Brett
84 Ozzard
85 Green

Jater Gates Changeable Allotment No.l
1883 1. Dean (Newberry)
g4 R. Davis
85 Dean
86 Davis

Hole Rush -~ Changeable No.l
1883 Mr. R. Davis
84 Mr. Dean (Newberry)
85 " Davis
86 " Dean

Bole Rush Nc.2
1882 Ozzard

83 Brett
84 Ozgzard
85 Green

* I give only 4 years, or a complete cycle, which is usually one of

two yearp, but sometimes of four, and in two cases of cight years.
« Parks’ in map



Hole Rush No.3
or All Rush
1883 R. Davis
84 Pean (Newberry's)
85 Davis
g Dean

Hole Rush near the Farish
No.b
1883 Mr. Dean (Newberry)
84 R. Davis
85 Dean
86 Davis

Hole Rush No.4
1883 Mr. Kellaway
84 Brown
85 ¥Kellaway
86 Brown

Hole Rush No.6
near the Parish
1883 Brown
84 Kellaway
85 Brown
86 Kellaway

Long Lands No.=2
1883 Mr. Dean (Dunn)
84 Brett
a5 Brett
86 Dean

Long Lands No.3
1883 Czzard
84 ’rs Dunn
85 ¥r., Dean
86 Lirs Dunn

Long Lands No.l
1883 Mr. Tilley
84 Ozzard
85 Tilley
86 Ozzard

- 38



" Long Lands No.b
1883 Ozzard

84 Tilley
85 Ozzard
86 Tilley

Long Lands Ko.4
1883 Mrs Dunn
84 Mr Dean (Newberry's)
85 Mrs Dunn
86 Dean

The first part of the Three Fatches in the Great
Horse Shoe is the "Mill Bars FPatch™ containing about
26 Perches.

The second part is the narrcew strip next te lir.
Channen's - 17 Ferches.

The third part it the lower patcg% rcod perches
adjoining tir. Channern’s 1 1C

Total ) 13

Changeable Alldtments ir the Great Herse Shoe.
The Threce Patches are one part.
Three Patches.
1883 Qzzard
84 Mr. Dran (Dunn)
85 Mr. Tilley

86  HMill
87 Tilley
68  Mill

89 Ozzard
ac Brett

39

The Square Patch is joining the patch by the 1111l Rars, it

ray be called the fourth part of the"crect Horse shee,

contains about
2 roecds and 4 perches.



1883 Mr. Tilley 40

84 Mill
85 Ozzard
86 Brett

87 Ozzard
88 Green
89 Tilley
90 1ill

The 3take Jeir is cne part of the Little Horse Shoe
about one rood and nine -perches changeable.

1882 Ozzard
83 Dean (Newberry's)
84 Tilley
85 11111

The "Little Horse Shoe" changeable. The narrow strip
and the strip round the corner next te Siake iJeir patch
is one part.

1883 Mill

84 zzard

85 Dean

86 Tilley A r r
narrow strin 16
ratch round the cerner 1 22

The small strip of land called "Hundred Acres" is a pert
of the Long Lands ard is divided amongst the half acres.

- —

The nine cantcons under the Parks Hedge are zbout
1C Pefches each.

About the zgricultural merits of the whele systen of ranaging

conmon fields, down and meadcv, there is naturally a difference of

cpinion.

An old labourer says that hefore the old custorms began to

decay "they made the most of everything," that the crors are not so
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good now, and you can't get the butter or the cheese which used to
be produced. The butter nowadays goes rancid immediately, and the
cheese has no taste. On the other hand the enterprising young a
farmer who now holds the manor farm of Stratton, who has himself
been a viewer, says, "They always had two crops," i.e. the cornm
crops had to struggle with couch grass, which partly because of
insufficient ploughing, and partly because it had a secure foothold
in the "“walls, " was never properly got rid of.

That the 1ife of the old system was gradually dying out before
it was ended by the extinctior of the copyholds appears from two
cirecumstanges: the old habit of mutual help in ploughing, one tenant
lending his horse to another, had died out; and the viesers had d4if-
ficulty in getting their expenses refunded. The wonder is that
its vitality was so persistent.

The history of the manors can be pretty fully traced by means
of the Court rolls from 16492, when a Parliamentary Survey was held,
to the present day. In 1649 Stratton had one copyhold tenant hold-
ing a place and a half, four holding one place each, and ten
holding half a place each, making 10} “places” or "livings" al-
together. There were besides 12 copyholders who cach held a

"ecustomary cottage with thappurtenances.” During the next two
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hundred years (from 1649 to 1838) the number of "livings" diminished
from 103 to 9; the actual number of holders of livings or half
livings diminished only from 15 to 14, but the twelve “customary
cottages with thappurtenances, " which included one or two acres of
arable land and corresponding common rights, diminished to 5 "cotes.
The other cottagers, however, retained the right of cutting as much
furze on certain"sleights” on the down, at any onc time, as they
could carry home on their head and shoulders; and the total number
of cottagers was just less by two in 1838 than in 1649.

The Court rolls contain besides declarations of rights of the
manor to water from the stream, and to the allegiance of certain
residents outside, and a record of the changes in the tenantry,
the names cf the officers elected, and the regulations agreed upon
for the management of the land. Thus there is usually some regula-—
tion as to the length of the rope by which a horse may be tethered
in the common fields; mares are continually being prohibited from
being kept in common or commen field; pigs must no®t be allowed to
sﬂ&;y, cow dung nist not be removed from the moadow, nor certain
thorny bushes in the meadow be cut, nor may ducks cr gsese be fed
in it. The penalty for each of these offences is a fine of 5/~

or 10/-. The neglect to carry sater up toc the down for the sheep
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is another punishable offence. In 1748 it was found that the sheep
pond needed to be mended, the viewers accordingly had to see to
its repair, and penalties were agresed upon for refusing tc pay
the proper share of the cost.

Previous to 1765 the dates for e.g. turiking cows into the
meadow or sheep into the “hatching ground®™ varied from year to
year; but the settlerent then arrived at was raintained for a
succession of years. The jury

*pregent that the Common Meadow be broke with horses on Novenm—
ber ané,*that it be laid up on January 5th and continue unfed
+i11 February 5th, then be broke or fed with sheep.

“phat the Hatching Ground be laid up on January 5th, 2and not
be fed again till September 19th.

"Phat the Cow Leaze must not be fed with cheep in time of
sheep shearing, nor yith herses or mares at winnowing time.”

The year 1789 was a comparatively impordant date in the agri-
cultural histery of Stratton during the eightesnth century. At
the court held on October 2th it was agreed that "the tenants shall
meet in the 7est Field on the 14th inst. between O and 1C in the

morning, tc bound out the several lands, and aftersards each shall

At this time the ccurt met in Octobver.
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leave a Lanchett of a furrow between his and the adjoining larnd
under penalty of a find of 2Cs. And no tenant shall turn his
plough on his neighbour’s land after the 21st of November." It
would appear that the scrupulous cbservance of the "wallg" dividing
one man's land from another, which was such an exceptional feature
of Stratton a2nd Grimstone Common Fields, dates from this meeting.

Fordington parish, until the extinction of the copyholds,
had many features which compare curiously with those of Stratton and
Grimstcne. It is very much larger; for whereas Stratton and Grim—
stone together have an area of only about 1200 acres, the area of
Fordington is 2749 acres, of which, up to 1876, nearly 18CC acres
®as common field snd cemmon mcadow, and 618 acres commonsg 2djoining
the common field. Fordington is zlsc peculiarly divided into three
rortions; the arable field and common pastures lying immediately
south of Dorchester, the meadows forming a detached area by the
side of the river Frome, and the village itself o third detached
area.

Some

The copyholds in Fordington were known as “+hcle-rlaces,”
*half-places,” as in Stratton, and cGrirmstene, but others as “farthing
holds.™ One cannot help asking what were the criginal meanings of

these terms, and how they are related to the “virgates" of Domesday,
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and to the “"yardlands" of the Midlands, and the broad and narrow
oxganzs of Yorkshire and Lincolnshire. Concerning these terms
it appears to be established that a “"yardland” or "virgate” was
originally one guarter of a "“carucate" or ploughland, i.e. the
amount of arable land (about ;%%~acres in average scil) which a
plough team of 8 oxen could plough in a year, together with its due
share of meadow and common pasture. A broad oxgang was about 24
aeres of arable land, and therefore aprarently the northern repre-~
sentative of a yardland or virgate; and a narrow oxgang was about
12 acres of arable, or half a broad oxgang.

In Stratton, as we have seen, cvery “"whole rlace” or "shole
living" had common rights for two horses, four cows, and 8C sheep;
cvery half place common rights for one horse, two cows and 4C sheep.
The areasof land attached to the three whole places were respective—
ly 18 4,3 R, 35 P, 10 A,2 R, 3 P, 22 A,0 R,11 P; - averaging just 20
acres; the half places varied from 9 A,C R,18 F %0 13 A,2 R,25 P,
the smaller half yplaces having an advantage in quality of soil,
and the average being almost exactly 11 acres.

in Grimstone the cormon rights as well os the area of land

belonging to particular whole or half places variecd somewhat. The

half places consisted respectively of
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Area Common Rights
A. R P. Horses Cows Sheep
A 11 0 28 1 3 56
B 12 © 7 1 3 48
c 16 3 7 1 3 60
P 12 3 "1 1 2 44
E (two half places)l?9 2 a7 2 5 96
(average 12 acres)

the Thole Places

A 21 1 25 2 5 1C4
B 21 1 38 p 5 96
Cc 21 ¢ 19 2 4 96
D 2¢ 2 52 2 5 96

The "whole and a quarter place™ had 26 A,C R,13 P of land and
rights for 3 horses 5 cows and 120 sheep, a2nd the "three guarter
Flace" 16 A,1 R,2 P, with rights for 1 horse 5 cows ard 8C sheep.
If these be.udded together and divided by two we arrive at two
whole places of 21 A,C R,27 F, with common rights for 2 horses,
5 cows and 1C0 sheep. This may be taken as the typical whole place,
and the half place is just a little more than the mathermatical
half of a whole place. The fact that the common rights attached
to a given unit were more cxtensive in Grimstone than in Stratton
is the natural consequence of the fact that crimstone had 244 acres
of down and 35 acres of cow-common, Strattor only 19C acres of
down and 26 acres of cow-common.

But when we compare these with the whole places, half places

and farthingholds of Fordington we find rather a puzzling
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ﬂiscrepancy. In the latter parish the fourteen whole places each
had, in 1841, the date of the tithe comrmutatien, rights for 4
horases, 3 cows and 120 sheep: - except one, which had no common
rights at all, but, apparently by compensation, had 66 acres of
arable land, 11 more than any of the others. The smallest of the
others had 42 A,3 R, the largest 55 A,C R,22 I - the average being
about 48 acres: - in other words in Fordington a #hole place had
more than twice as much arable land as in Strattor or Grimstcne, and
carried a common right for four horges instead of for two.

Each of the 21 half places in Fordington had common rights for
3 horses 2 cows and 66 sheer -~ which more closely approximates to
threequarters than to a half of the rights of a whole place, The
area of land attached to a half place is however on the average
somewhat less than half that attached to a whole place; the largest
having 25 A,1 R,6 P, the smallest 15 A,1 R,36 P; the average being
just under 21 acres. It happens curiously that the largest "far-
thingholds" had more land than the smallest half-places; as their
areas range from 11 A,1 R,7 F to 17 A,3 RBR,35 P. There were nine-
teen of them, and their average zrea was 14} acres. Each had a
conmon right for 2 horses 2 cows and 4C sheep.

The follewing tentative hypothesis ray be suggested as an
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explanation. It is based on the presumption that the names repre-
vsent a more ancient set of circumstances than the actual facts
recorded in the tithe apportionment.

I think it on the whole more probable that these units of
holdings are based upon ploughing by horses than upon ploughing
by cxen. In other words I think that the system of cc—aration
persisted unimpaired in these particular villages after horses had
superseded oxen for ploughing purposes, which might have happened
at a very early date. This seems plainly indicated by the fact
that during the 19C years from 1649 to 1839 the majority of the
copyholders in Stratton and Crimstone had only one horase apiece,
therefore they must have combined to work even a tso horse plough;
and, as I have said above, the practice of helping one another
with horses for ploughing only died out in very recent years.

I think further that a “whole place” or "whole living“"meant
the land cultivated by one plough, but that in Stratton and Grim-
stone the plough was a light and shallow one drawn by two horses
only; and in Fordington a heavier plough drzwn by four horses.
The soil in Stratton and @rimstonec is very thin and stony and
gould not bear deep ploughing, that of Fordington is much deeper
and heavier. Further Stratton and Crimstonc fields lie on the

stoep slopes descernding frer the downs, Fordington gield is gently
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undulating. Therefore a four horse plough in Fordington would
plough more than twice as much land as a two horse plough in the
other villages. A whole place then in Fordington naturally would
have common rights for four horses, in Stratton and Grimstone for
two horses only.

A half place in Stratton and Grimstone was, therefore, the
'holding allotted to the tenant who had one horsge, and it carried
a common right for one horse. Though a half place in Fordington
garried in 1841 a common right for three horses, I am inclined to
believe that it originally was the holding of a tenant who had two
horses, i.e. half a plough team, and originally had a common right
for two horses only; and, similarly, though a farthinghold in 1841
had a common right for two horses, I am inclined to think it orig-
inally was the share of the man who had one herse only, and only
carried a common right for one horse. That is to say I think the
names here a better guide than the nineteenth century conmon rights.
If one were to adopt the opposite view on this ppint, one would
~infer that a "half place” vas a misnomer for a "three guarter
place," and #as the allotment of the man who had three horses,
and that a “farthinghold" should properly be called 2 half place.

But on this assumption it would thbe hard to explain the fact
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that the arable land attached to a half place is on the average
a little less than half that attached to a whole place; and that
attached to a farthinghold only a little more than one gquarter.

It seems quite probable that when in the course of the gradual
improvement of horses and ploughs in Fordington, the stage was -
reached at which three horses were sufficient for o plough, the
holders of half places already possessing two horses each, endeav—-
oured to emancipate themselves from the necessity of joint—-plough-
ing, by obtaining an additional horse; and that when they had
generally sudceeded in thig, they obtained the right of pasturing
three horses each »n the commons and common field; and when z two
horse plough had come into general use, the holders of farthing-~
holds would naturally tazke similar steps, and so a2cquire comron
rights for two horses each.

There is one other noteworthy fact with regard to Fordington
revealed by the tithe apportionment. Certain lands scattered over
the ficlds of a total area of 4 4,2 R,2C P were the prorerty of
the rarish constable for the time being; the churchwarderns similar-
1y held 1 R,7 F, the parish hayward 1 4,3 R,18 P and the zarish
resve 3 4,0 R®,17 F. These ancient village coffices were therefore

in Fordington not entirely unrerunerated.
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EXTENT OF EXISTING COMMON FIELDS.

o iy o o o e o e i i, S

A"Return of the Averaze of Waste Lands subject to Rights of Common,
and of Common Field Lands in each Parish of England and Wales, in which
the Tithes have been commuted under the Tithe Commutation Acts, so far
as the same can be ascertained from the Maps, Azreements, Awards, znd
Apportionments relatinz to the Commutaticn of Tithes in the custody of
the Tithe Commissioners for Eugland and Wales, deducting any lands
inclosed under the General Enclosure Acts since the Commutaiion; also
the estimated Total Acreaze of such lauds in the remaining rarishes of
each county," dated 27 dcv. 1E73, crdered by thc House of Commons to be

printed, April 135, 1874, gives us the following results:-

County Number of parished Area of such Com—  Estimated area
stated to hawe Couw- mnon Fields of other Com-
mon Fields mon Piclds in

the County
England

Bedford ¢ 7,058 12,025

Berkshire 21 13,227 2,705

Buckingham 16 2,315 2, 305

Cambridge O 4,7C8 2,678



County Number of par- Area of such Estimated Area of other

ishes stated to Common Fields Common Fields in the

have Common County

Fields
Cheshire 18 809 110
Cornwall 18 895 8
Cumberland 22 1,177 808
Derby 11 1,119 838
Deven 15 1,125 32
Dorset 20 6,799 §10
Durham 3 1,08¢ 171
Essex 48 4,014 200
Gloucester .SS 4,327 2,088
Hereford o2 2,300 18¢
Hertford 390 0,311 1,735
Huntingden 4 1,336 2,338
Kent 21 4,189 120
Lancasghire 22 2,125 1,175
Leicester S 42 03
Lincoln 24 6,258 10,823
Middlesex 8 807 e70
Monmouth 2 84 3

Norfolk 52 5,500 304
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¥ales

Anglesey 2 414 33

Brecon 2 1,549 5

Cardigan 4 3L 9]

Carmarthen 8 489 38

Carnarvon 1 100 7

Denbigh 4 278 18

Flint 5 297 4

Glanorgan 10 783 40

Mericneth 2 110 8

Montgomery 3 1,885 24

Pembroke 8 642 18

Radnor 3 6,107 156

Totals

England 853 153,867 07,001 260,808

Wales b2 13,088 353 13,459
05 168,053 C7,0B4 264, 307

We have therefore the assurance of thc Copyhold, Inclosure and
Tithe Commission that in the year 1873 Common fields existed in 005

parishes of England and Wales, of a total area of 188,853 acres, and



that there was reasonable sround for inferring the existence of
Q7,354 acres of common field land, scattered presumably over some
four or five hundred more parishes; in other words that about one
parish in every ten in England and Wales presented an example of the
medieval system of land holding and cultivation similar, though as

a rule on 2 smaller scale, to the survivals at lLaxton aand Caistor.

The statement is amazing, and not only would it be reccived with
inecredulity by any student of the question, but by any one familiar
with the rural districets of any county of England, so far as it reclates
tc that county. The Commission invites our suspicion of 1t3 statistics.
The main purpose of the return was to Zive Cthe aereage cf surviving
Commons; these are estinated ot 2,368,405 acres. As late as 1871
however the Commission had declared on the besis of an estimave wade
in 1843, that €,000,000 acres of Counmons still existed, and 1,000,000
acres of common fiecld cr meadow. A little serutiny cf some details
confirms one's 3uspicicns.

Thus, to take ¢ single county, Xent has frem the carly days of
the enclosure controversy been {amocus as a well inclcsed ccunty. The
author of the "Discourse of the Coumen weal of this Realm of England”
mentions "thogse counties that be most inclesed, es Essex, hent, Deven-

shire." (18490) SkippninZ two and a half centuries we find the reporter



of the Board of Agriculture in 1708 declaring that such a thing as a
common field did not exist in Kent.x We are confirmed in our accep-
tance of this statement by finding that there have been no enclosures
in Kent of common fields by Aet of Parliament, either before 17¢3 or
since. Yet the return gives Kent 21 parishes having common fields

of an ascertained acreage of about 4,183 acres. It therefore is
necessary to criticise the methods by which the figures in the return
were arrived at.

They are based on the Tithe lMaps, the Commissioners remarking
that "the common field lands 2re cenerally distinzuishable by the
particular menner in which they cre marked on the Tithe laps, and
their area has been estimated from thosc maps.” The Tithe Commission
was zppointed in 1836 (8 and 7 Wia. 1¥.c.7l), and the tithe maps and
apportionments were made mostly before 1850; we arc told "the total
area embraced by the Tithe Documents is 28,105,003 asres. The total
area of the remainins osarishes ic 8,081,270 zcres.”

In order, therefore, for the Commission to have c¢brained a correct
result, it was necessary

(a) that the cormon field lands should have been rightly

distinzuished from cother lands,

*Boys, Kent, 2nd edition 8° (1798) p. 53
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(b) that their area should have been rightly estimated;

(¢) that due allowance should have been made for enclosures
between the date of the tithe apporticnment and the date of the return;

(d) that the area of common field in the parishes for which
there are nc tithe maps should have been estimated on correct principles

Not one of these conditions was saticfied.

(d4) Yaking them in reverse order, it is assumed in calculating the
area of commcn fields in parishes that have no tithe maps, that they
have the same ratio of commcn field to other land as these which have
tithe maps. This princinle is entirely wrong for two recasons, (1) be~-
cause private enclosure acis usually arran_ed for tithe commutation,
so that parishes enclosed by such acts befcere 1U30 are ordinarily among
those without tithe maps — and cjually amonz those without common
fields, ana (2) the existence of uninclosed common fields would be a
reason for demanding o Commutation of tithe. <Ifhe importance of this may
be shown by taking Pedfordshirce as 2 fest case. For 88 Bedfordshire
parishes there are no tithe maps, 2nd the Conmission estimates that
these 68 varishes have 12,925 scres of common fields. But:66 out of
these 88 parishes were enclosed by wrivate zcis, leaving two parishes

7

only, of & combined zrea ¢f 3,578 seres, in which a survival of common

field mizht be decned rcasonably posszible, though even 1n these
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extrgmely improbable. Instead of 12,025 acres of common field for this
part of the county, the only reascnable estimate would be O.

Similar statements mizht be made with regard to any other county
which was mainly enclosed by Act of Parliament, as Northampton, to which
13.446 acres of common field are attributed to the non tithe map parishes;
Lineoln, to which 10,823 acres are similarly attributed; Berkehire, with
2,705 acres; BucKkingham, with 2,385 acres; Cambridge, with 2,878 acres;
Huntingdon, with 2,338 acres; Nottinghaﬁ, with 6,017 acres; Oxford, with
4,836 acres; Rutlond, with 5,726 acres; and the East Ridiang of Yorkshire
with 7,350 acres. For this cause alone by far the greatver part of the
$7,354 acres added on toc the total estinated from iithe maps must be
rejected; and of course auy crror of over-siziement that we find with
regard to parishes which have tithe maps will still further reduce the
remainder.

(e) Due allowance has nct been made for cazlosure between the date
of the tithe aprortionment znd tae datc cf the retura. 11 is of course
very difficult to say hcew This could nave been done, «sithout an elaborate,
and expensive, local cnguiry, So far as relates tc enclosure without
Parliamenzary authority. As a matter of fact no allevance at all has
been nmade for this sort of cnclosure. This is justifiable, but at least

a general statement should have been made to the cffect that a very



large deduction had to be made on this acecunt in order to obtain a
gorrect idca of the position. FPurther, zreat carclessness was shown
even in allcwing for Parliamentary enclosures subsequent to the tithe
appprtionment. Thus, wo take one zlaring iastance, 1,500 acres of
common field are ercdited to Beddington and Wallington, near Croydon,
in Surrey. These common fields were enclosed by an act dated 1850, and
khe award, dated 1653, wag at the time of the Return deposited with
the Copyvhold, Enclosure and Tithe Commission.

(a) and (b). But it is in distinguishing the common fields and
in estimating their area from the tithe maps that the worst mistakes
have been made. The Commission says that " the coammen fields are
geherally distinguishable by the purticular wanaer in whicih they are
marked on iie titihe wans."' 3o they are, bui iihe, arc Gistinguishable
cnly by an cxpert, who 15 prepared to work very 3lowly and with great
care, ané continually to refer for further infermetion tc the Award.
So far as one can Jjudge by results, one nmust infer that ianstead the
duty of distinguilsaing the ccmacn fields was enirusted o inexpert
cersons, who were told thai areas divided into suidivisions on the
maps by means oi dotied lines were ccimwon fields. These dotted lines
jndizate a civision of ownersnin marked by scoe slight boundary and

nct by a hedze. ht indicate allotments, for example, or a
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nunber of other local circumstances, besides ccmmen fields. The state-
ments that 4,183 acres of cownon field were to be found in Kent, and
15,439 acres in Wales being specially in direst contradiction of all
other evidence that 1 had coliccted, 1 tested these by two insiances.
In Kent 1,400 aores were assigned to the parish of Horiiabourne. By a
clese examination of the tithe wap I could find nothing indicating any
common field at all; the only excuse for the stalemeatl was a few dotted
lines, which by a reference to the Award were proved to indicate cnly
that some fields were inadeguately hedged. For Wales, I zot out the

of

[}

map and award for Llanerlyl, in iontgonery, credited with 1,375 acre
common field. Here there was something to be found on the map looking
exactly like common field, but the award showed lhatl tThese dolied strips
of land were "turbaries."

Now this error of observation i3 far more likely to bte the basic
of the statement of the cxistence of common {ields, when the suppesed
aoumgaon fields are small, than when They are larse - az ia the wo cases
above. Out of the 905 allezed cases of commos [iclds, in 07D cases
the areas given are under 100 zcres. 11U would probably be correct to
say that in almost every one of these ihe alle_ation is unfounded.
There remain &35 cases which are more hopelul.

Further, leaving out all these nmistakes in the return, there is



another respect in which, even where it is quite accurate, it may be
the eause of error.

We have seen that the open [ield parish in ius perfection, as
Caistor and Ailesworth before enclosure, posseséed conmon arable fields,
canon neadews, common pasiure, and {reauently commonable waste, like

. whok i~ ack 4 Peadl wran k™
Ailesworth Heath. Where the parish as a whole becomes enclosedA par-

. : A , Aoty
ticularly if the enclosure is veluassary—and gradual, the waste remains
common. Thus we have the numerous commons of Kent, Surrey and other
counties. Less frequently, byt still in o considerable number of cases,
the common meacdows remain open,commcnable, and uninelosed. Port lieadow
at Oxford is 2 familiar instance. These comnion mcadows are included in
the Return under consideration among the comuaon ficlds. Thus, for
ingtance, the surprise with which one receives the information that
Tottenham in 1735 had 300 acres of common fields disappears when 1T 1S
perceived that the marshes along the river Lea are meant.

In fine, this Return of Commons and Gommon fielcds, which gives
guch 2 fair prouise of numerous surviving Common Fields, in reality
gives little assigtance, because therc is but the remotest poobability
in any particulcr case that those Common Ficlds exist. The probability

is sufficient in scme cases to encourazc one to make local cnauiries,



but these enquiries nearly always end in disappointment. The following
cases in which common arable fields theoretically survive, are chiefly
interesting as jllustrating the phenomena of the decay of the common-
field system in villages where it has not died a sudden death through

Enclosure. T omit the case of Hitchin, made famous by Mr. F. Seebohm.

CLOTHALL (Herts.)

[ U

-

Clothall is a parish lying eon the northern slope of the chalk hills
of Hertfordshire, just off the grcat north Road which passes through
the adjoining parish of Baldock. Approaching it from the south, cne
zradually ascends the long slope frow llertford, and suddenly at the
sunmmit has before one a for stretceching view over the flat country of
Bedfordshire and adjoining countieg. The road descends steeply and pass-
es through the Clothall Common Fields. At the time of my visit the
haevest (of barley) was being sathered in; the arrangcment of the
field was clearly visible. The long narrow strips of stubble, never
quite straight, and never guite of uniform width, were divided by
"balks" of grass, srown tzll and gone to seed. Bach balk was reduced

toc as narrow dimengions as it ceould be, without its continued existence



for the sake of separating one strip from another fruet being endangered.
A view of this field is shown in Mr. Seebohm's "English Village
Community."

But there is in Clothall the husk only, and no surviving kernel
of the Enzlish Village Cormunity. The whole of the field, estimated
at about 20y acres, is let to a single farmer, who cultivates it on
modern principles, only bound t® preserve the balks. There are but
three owners of land in the field. PFifty six acres zre glebe, the
remainder belonzs in alternate strins to the Lord of the Manor (the

] " lottm 3qame

Marquis of 3alisbury), and to s-gentleman to whom possession passed by
marriage, from a family which had been engazed ia trewing. The land is
famoug for barley, and the owner of a looal brewery in the early or
middle part of the ninetecenth century gradually bought up all the land
in the common field that did nct telonr to ihe loré of the manor.
Applicaticn was made in 1225 to the Board of Agriszulture for Enclosure,
the manorial authorities and the viear bcth desiring it, but the other
owner ohjezig.

It i3 interenting teo find that the villazers still hold to the
tradition that they have richts of common upon the balks, a itradition

which is nrobably well founded. DBut they dzre not attempt Lo exercise

those rizhts. An Enclosure here, accompanied by the provision of



ground for allotments and recreation, would be a boon for the villagers;
and it would probably pay the landowners to get rid of those balks,
which are as great a nuisance pmactically as they are interesting

from an antiguarian point of view.

The counties of Hertford and Bedford have been in recent years
particularly rich in survivals of common field, for the enclosure of
Tottemhoe (q. ¥.) wvas only completed in 18$1; Yelden had a common field
of about 000 acres up till about the year 1sel, when the canief proprie-~
tor, by buying out or compensating all the other groprietors or owners
of common rizhts obtained cxclusive ownership of the unenclosed land;
ané at Studham wnd fennold similar voluutary enclosures were carried
out under the vressure of the chief landcwners within the memory of old
inhabicants. Fragmenis of commonable pasture in three differcent paris
of Renhcld carish, ond a coascn of aboul 60 acres in otucham remain

as memorials.
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BYGRAVE AND WALLINGTON.

Beteath the lonz sloping hillside of Clothall lies the little
town of Baldock, the site of the first "Garden City" experiment;
and on the other side of Baldock is fhe parish of Bygrave; which
is, like Clothall, still unenclosced, and for The same reason; the
Marguis of Salisbury heing here azain the lord of the manor, and
Mr. Cotton Browne the next larzest landowner. Dbut in Bygrave the
farma, as well as the properties, are very nuch 2ntermixed. ilere
and there therc are grassy balits hetween adjacent properties; and

08T made them into
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in places the Zrowth of bushes as thecue !

hedgeg; but as a rule there is no boundary hetween sirips belongzing

o

to different holdincs, and different propertices. A rcad through
the open fields at one point zuts off tThe end of a strip of land
belon;ing to Lord Salisbury from whe rest of thet sirip, 11 forms
trianzular plot too small to repay the trouble of bringing the
plough across the road tc plough i%; znd tne men whe ncld the ad-
jcining land revere the rights of property too mueh to toush it

it therefcre remains a refuze for all manner of weeds.

)
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As in Clothall, no common rizhts are exercised over the
common fields of Bysrave by the noor of the parish{ nor could I
hear of any tradition of rizhts belongzing to the noor or to 2CT—
tagers. But the different occupiers of land in the common fields
have, and exercise, the right »f Shackage, i1.e. of gsrazing cattle
after harvest, over cne anothes's holdings. And the lord of the
nanor has a special right of "sheep-walk" cver the whole, for a

nentih, {rom the first weesx in May and Coctober. This right i1s let

0}

with one of the farms. 1t 13 aot cxercised, in fact, vecause the

other occuniers of lands in the open field buy exemption.

1 1"

The hamle® of Luffenhall, also near Clothall, has "shack lands

)

<

held under similar conditions.

The nexhL ~arish wo Clothall cn the east, wallington, is algo
unenclosed. It nas a small commen on which cottajers have the
rizht to Keep a cow ond a calf, hut so far o3 the rest of the
narish is conserned, the oaly survivin: feziure of Tae eiternals
of wue curwwon field system 15 whe wide, breezy sweteh of open
lan¢, under wheat, rocts and srass; and of tne splirit of toe
"villare comrunity" taere is nothing. There zwre but Twe farms,

-

the wa-egs —-aid are only 1) s. to Lf

)

3. oer weed.  suen wales, 50
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near London, naturzlly fail tc keep the labcurers in the villagze;
and the population 15 now (1003) less than 100, thougn the church
has seats for 280. As the men gc, more and iacre land is laid

down in srass, and nachinery i3 more and nore used; the absence of
hedzes, of zourse, fazilitates the use of sertain kinds of agricul-
tural machinery. The uncnclosed rarigh of Wallington, in faet,
repfesents in an cxtreme dcgree the triumph of all those tendencies
against which Tthe opponents of enclosure wazed war - reat farms,

absclute dependence of the Jahourer, low wajes, rural depopulation.



SUTTON (Northamptonshire).

The parish of Castor er-Caistes, includes besides the hamlets cf
Cafstor and Ailesworth, the enclosure of which has been described,
the townships of Sutton and Upton. 3utton has never been legzally
enclosed, und the parish ig described from the Tithe wap as consisting
of 450 acres of common field and 150 awres of comaon, out of a tetal
of ©88 acres. The vicar, who has bougnt nearly all the land in the
parish, and also the manorial rights, was in 1800 spplying for an Aot

+ . .

of Enclosure. There are in the township cerinin londs belonziag To
the township, invermixed with those in private ownership. The rents
of theae are paicé with the poor-rates. U till 1800 the two farmers who
between them occupied neérly the whole of the cultiivatecd land, used to
confer covery vear and agree upon their course of tillage. They were
then persuaded by lie Viear to uisentangle their farns, wud cultivate
them in the ordinary way. Henece there i3 at pregsent in Sutitcn ne
visible sign of any exceptional teatures in the system of landowner-
ship. The lands belonzing to the township are recorded in the tithe

map, and their measurement in the tithe award, but nc balks to mark

them are precserved.
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I am indebted to the Vicar of Sutton for the following illustration
of the possible evils of the common field system. It occurred in a
parish where he had formerly been resident, which he did not name.

In this parish two adjacent sirips of land were occupied respect-
ively by a farmer and a shoemaker. The farmer, who was a careful and
diligent cultivater, having well manured aud laboured hisg strip, sowed
it with wheat, and a3 harvest avnoreached san the prospeet of an excen—
tionally _ocod erop. The shoemaker left his strip entirely untouched.

But when ths farmuer vas aboul o besia to reap, (he snoemaker intervoened,
and clalmcd‘chat the stirip which wos cultivated was i, and the uatilled
strip belonged ©o the farmer. The {ield jury was suamoned, z2nd the
extramce pesitavencss =nd ascursacce of the shoewaker carried the day,
and.the shoemaxer reaped the wheot. The farmer .hen bo_jed his 3uccess-
ful adversary for some cowpen3dation {or his lost labour and expense,

but was teld thiat he wignt coangider hiwself lucHy uci to be prosecuted

for tresrass. The farmcr then procceded to e the best of his bad
barzain, anc¢ sct Lo vors te plough up the wiceds and thistles that
covered the sirip oi lund awerded him. but <5 he [icaghed oo continually

" 1"
(TLCrS,

turneé up Picces cf leather, corncrs wagsted in sulting cut
and cther rcfuse cf a sheemaker's workshop. These he coliceled, and

brought before the field jury. The previous decision was lhen reversed,



and the shoemaker was compelied 1o make restitution Lo the man he

had wronged.

ELMSTONE HARDWICKE (Gloucester).

Elmstone Hardwicke is an extremely interesting example of the
Cormon field system in a state of natural decay. The whole parish
belongs to the Foeelesiastical Commigsioners, but the holdings are
intermixed and in small parcels, over a.larze part, perhaps 1000 acres,
of the parish, the farms having been srantcd on lcuses of tarce lives.
The farmers would he ¢lad to consolidate their holdings and enclose,
but the Ecclesiastical Commissioners effectually disceourase this, as
I was told, by exorbitant demands for incrcuse of rent. On the other
hand the Commissioners themselves dpsire to enclosc, but do not care
for the expense of procceding by act of rarliament. They are endeavours
ing to ohtain their chjezt by refusing to "relife,” in order that the
leases may fall in, and be ccnverted into leases for short terms that
may be made tc terminate simultanecusly. Thus an old farwer who has a
lease of 80 acres in 100 different parcels scatlfered over Uhe ¢cowaon

fieldas, informed me of the negotietions that had been entercd into with
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him. He was by no means disposed to readily part with his lease, as
he had two good lives remaining, bdth being his nephews, one aged 40,
the other 50. "They'll both mak' 'ighty" he said, that beinz hiz own
age, though he looked a score of years younger.
had Lo

This one farmer still (in 1809) followed what was the customary
course of cultivathion for the parish,- a four years course of wheat,
beans, wheat, fallow; this being a modification of a still carlier
course of wheat, beans, barley, fallow, the soil being worce suitable
~tc wheat tihan to barley. The other fariers follcocicd no fizxed rule,
each one cultivatins his farm as he chose, subject aowever 1o the right
that was still recognised and exercised, that each ccsupier could turn
horses, cattle and sheep on to the commoen fields aftcr harvest until the
first of November. 1In consejuence of the abandonuient of the traditionzl
course of culbtivation the comwson use of the fallow-field has been drop-
ped by cencrol consent, for the lest foerty or tifty seurs. I1he insti-
tution of the field jury has also disappenred, tncuzh the 2bove men—
tioned old farmer still posis tae notices declaring the fields open or
closed, and 3¢ may ke s32id to fill the post of "Foreman of the Fields,"
though he does so by rizht cof inheritance ratner than of ecleciion, in

guceceasicn to his father.
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Varjous uwontroversies have arisen recently in Elmstone Hardwicke
with regard to the rights of various persons intereated. 1 have
referred above to the case of the farmer who,in the spring of 1806,
occupying a"headland" in- the common ficlds on which various strips
belonzing to his neighbours ahutted, ingtead of followinz the customary
practice and waitinz to plough till the }ast, nloughed his headland
before the abuttinz lands were ploughed, and then sued for damages
when his neisghbours turned their nlouzhs on his land.

Another farmer who occunied a very small holding in Elmstone
Hardwicke, znd a mach larger holding in an adjoining parish, made a
practice of turning zreat numbers of sheep on the Tlnstionce Hardwicke
ecommon fields in the open time, whieh he was able te keep in the close
time on his other land. The questicn arose whether this unfair
procedure was lawful. The coming intc foruc of the ~zrish Councils
Aot of 15G4 also had the effect of sugiesting enguiries intce the
claing of lahcurers to share in ccoamon-right privileges.

The Vicar, the Rev. Georze Bayfield Roberis, accordin:ly obtained
the opinion of Sir Walter Phillimore on the subjeet. It was as follows:-

Mas far as 1 can zather from the facts laid vefore we, I think
that every freeholder and copyholder has a right to turn caiile upon

every part of the common field, and that the right is not confined to



the particular field or part of the common field in which he holds
land.

"This right pagsses to the tenant or occupier under each freeholder
or copyholder. The tenant, or occcupier, has it, not in his own right
but merely as claiming under his landlord.

" I know of no rule of law which would give this right to farmers
a3 such, and deny it to cottasers as guch, if the latter have holdings
on whieh <they can keep their beasts during close time. But the right
to turn on to Lammas lends (zs this commen field ig) can oanly be
exeraised in respect of heasts used in the cultivation or manuring cf the
holding in respezt of which the claim is nade. 4 (Baylis v. iyssen~
Arhurgt, Law Reports 6 ch. D. p. 500)

"As the cottajers are said to be tenants of ihe farmers, ihe
latter can make it clear in all future lettings that thoy do nct let
with the cottarcs tie right te pasture in the comuon fielq.

"(2) The tenant of the Barn farw should keep his land mnenslosed
during open time, and anyonc who has a right to turn on cattle can
suc him ©f he obstructs (Stonehaw v. Londodn & Brishtoa Railway Co.

Law Reporte 7 3.B. £.1), or czn pull dowa the fencing {Arlett v. Ellis

<
S’
.

70L& Cp. 54

* WMoty tirisis baddew,
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"(2)a. I do not think it would be wise to pull down a whole
fence, or sue for the damage caused by the fence, if substantial and
cagy openings were made during open time. But there is some authority
for saying that the whole fence must be removed (Arlett v. Ellis,

cited above).

*(3) The only locus standi for the Parish Meeting is, if it has

been given by the County Council all the powers of a Parish Council
under Section 19 sub-secction 10 of the Local Government Act, 18G4
(58 ané 57 Viet. ¢. 73), to apply tc the Board of Asriculturc under
Scetion O of the Commons Act 187¢ (30 & 40, Viet. c. 50).

"Thisz power is given tc Parish Councils by section &, sub-section
¢ of the Local Government Act 1864.

"Section O of the Commons Act 13878 c¢nables the Inelosure Coumis-
sioners {whose place is now taken by the Board of Agriculture) to :ive

3

information ané direction “upon apolication” in order to bring about

"the regulation of Ccruons;" and for this purpose Lammas lLands are
includecd as Cormons, as they also came under the Inclosurce Acts.
"By section ¢ a provisional order made by the Doard¢ for "regulation”

"

may provide for the "adjusiment of rights,” and section 4 shows how

P

mugh can be done upon such an adjustment.

This opinion was given in March 18C7. The very sigzaificant



passage which pointed out that since the cottagers held their cottages
from the farmers, they could not effectively claim any rights which
the farmers did not chocse to grant them, threw cold water on the
agitation.

Elustone Hardwicke is apparently another case in which something

would be gained and nothing lost by an Act of Enclosure.

CVELide (Oxfordsihire).

Rather mere than hall this narish, near “allingford, is legelly
in the =zcnditicn of open comuon fields; and there is bezides a very exs

z0lf course. The neizhbeuring

m

tensive "Cow cormon” on which is
sarizhes of DBensingtea and Berwick Salore had until LEST couwon fields

which were in -ort internixed with those of Twelme, and there were

7hich
cormons comisonable toe ¢ll three psarishes. In 1852 zn act wag passcd
which +oa corried into effect in 1838CT [for the cnelcosure of DBensington
and Berwiek Salome, and the warts of Zuelwme which were intermixed with
these. owelme i3 owned by 2 nuwmber of zmall proprieters. who shiefly

farm Sheir own land. These made 2 voluntiry Aivisicen,* wut they 3till

*Exochaoges of land in Cowmon fields so as to enable proprietors 1o

a c(,é ‘(5«6:) N
ionsolidseste their pPOpertiesuire aﬁ%hﬁaésed by 4 & 5 Witliam @V. c. 30,
& ob&&w%kﬂN#JJkg-
]



enjoy certain rights of common and of shooting omer one another's
land. Bo labourers enjoy rights of common.

There are two significant facts about this parish.

In the first place one particular farm enjoys a special right of
pasturing sheep on the Cow-ocommon, not shared by other farms. This
is significent when taken into consideration with the faets for
Cambridgeshire and elsewhcre related below.

Secondly this gives a typical instance of the cffect of enclosure

of comnnonable waste on the poor. Cne of the commons enclosed was

kncwn as the “Furze Ccmmon," and it supplied the poor of the neighbour-
heod with their fuel, for every inhabitant had the rizht of cutting
furze cn it. After cenclosure the Furze Common was alletied to one man,
vho allowed no trespass on it, and the owners of cottages vere awarded
allotments of land #&n consideration of rizhts whieh the cottagers had
cxercised. The lands so allotted beceme part of ordinary farms, and
the peor simply lost their supply of fuel without ony ccmpensation
whatever. This was done under the sanction, not of an Enclosure Act
rushed through Parliament before 1845, but arder—the—sanetien of the
Enclosure Commissioners, appoinied expressly to prevent any injury to

the class least able to zuard its own interests, as well as to faciliz

tate enclosurec.



THE ISLE OF AXHOLME.

To eateh the spirit of the common field system; to see that
syssem no mere historical survival, but developing in harnony with
modern needs, cne nust zo to the Isle of Axholme. GSuarting from
Doncagter eastwards, throush somewhat devious rcads, cne descends
sradually tc a wide belt of reclairmed fen. Detween this fen on the
west, and the river Trent with more fen on the east, is a ridge of
low hills, comprizing the fcur large parishes of Haxey, Epwerth,
Belten and Owston These 2onstitute the Isle of Axholie — an island
indeed, up to the time of the sreat drainage cperaticns of Vernwyden
1n Lhe reign of Janes I. It was, nc doubt, a very ancient home of
fishermen and fowlers, who sradually brought the island itself into
cultivation, using the plouzh as a subsidiary mecaus of subsisztence.
The strenuousopposition offered by the pecple of Axholme to the
werk cof the Dunch enzincer is well known. bBven cfter they were
beaten, and the sreatest drainage schenc of the seventeenth century
was carried throush, the four Axholme parishes retained extensive
fens, used as conmon pastures.

When in the eizhteenth century the _rcat irade cf drivin; 32oteh
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cattle tc the London market, in which Sir Wal<er Scott's grandfather
was a pioneer, sprang up, the route follcwed diverged from the great
north road in Yorkshire, in order to avoid turnpikes, znd the cattle,
grazing as they slowly plodded southwards, and fattenin? on the
roadsides, came through 3elby, Snaith and the Isle of Axholme. To
protect their fields the islanders hedged them aleng théroadsides,
leaving only narrow thorouzhfares; then ito make these thoroughfares
passable {or themselves, they lazid down for footpath a stone jsavement
which still extends for twenty miles. Dut the cld hedzes have in
many places disappeared, so that the fields lie open 1o the road,
and in particular, whe zates which then guarued cvery cutrance To
the fields are now enerally represented by saps.

AL the end of whe cisntcenih century by far the zrcater nart
of the lsland nroper was in the condition of cpen aratle [ields,
with properties and holdings intermixed, os ia the cpen fields of
Laxten; thouzh near each villaze wthere werc enclosed zurdens, znd
closes of pasture. 1t would appecr, taat tie crizinal s3ystem of
cultivation waz that a four year coursce of hushandry was followed,
sc that one fourth of the arable land was at any tine fallow, and
used as common pasture, and common rijhic were cxercised on o of

the other three fourths after harvest; cne fourth protably being
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under turnips. On the margin of the hill there were perhaps commonable
meadows, though I cannot trace them. Beyond, the comnon fens and
marshes, used mainly for‘;razing horned cattle, extended over an
area of about 14000 acres.

Arthur Ycung visited the Island at this time, and thus describes
it:i=

"In respect of nroperty, I Know nothing more singular respecting
it ‘the Ccunty of Lincoln), than 1ts sreat division in the Isle of
Axholm. In most of the towns there, for it is nct _uite jeneral,
there is much resemblance of some rich nartis of France and Flanders.
The inhabitants are collceted in villages and hamlets; =2nd almost
every house vou see, execnt very poor cotlrages on the borders of
commons, is inhabited b a farmer, tne rrojrietor of nis farm, of
fron four or five, =nd even fewer, to Trentj;, forty, 2.ud ..0re acres,
seattered abcut the open fields, ond sultivated with zll thet

minutiae of sare and anxiety, by the honds of the {amily, which are

found abroad, in the countriez mentioncd. Jthey are ver;] poor res-
neetins money, hut very hanny resnecting Thelr node of cxistence.

Contrivance, mutval azsistance, by bhericr and aire, cnable them to

manare these little farma, taoush whey break all rules cf rural
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proportion: A man will keep a pair of horses that has but three or
feur acres, by means of vast commons and working for hire.

“The enclosure of these commons will lessen their numbers, and
vastly increase the juantity of products at market. Their cultivated
land being of uncommon fertility, a farm of 20 asres sunports a
family very well,as they have, senerally speaking, no fallows, but
an endless suczession of corn, sotatces, flax, beaus &c. They do
ncarly all their wors themselves, and are nassicnately rond of buyjind
a bit of land. Thouch I have said they are happy, et I should note
that it was renariied to me, that the lifttle nroprievors word likce
Nesroes, and ¢o not live so well zz the inhahitancs of he pcor-house;
but all is nade anends for by nossessin~ land." TAsricultural Survey
of Lincolnshire, . 17)

In 1705 the ahief londowncrs took stens o obtain un act for

g

enclogin- all four narishes. There were stronzer reascns for enclos-—

-
s

ine “than ian the majority of the Hast Yorikshire abhd Lincolnsihire

Sarispes all arcuad, 1n walen farliamentary conclosurc @as bein

i

o uchec
furiously on, Cor The fens were carable of enornucus improvement.  Lut

in the Isle of Axhclac it was no® scssitle ror iac ohief landorncis

45 overhear the opnosition of zThe villazers. One peeculiar feature
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of the locality was that every cottage had a common right, and there
were no rights attached to land apart from cottases. This faed, and

the peculiarly wide distribution of properwy, :aused the decision to
rest with whe peasaniry. Yhey ralsed uo objection wou Lhe division

and drainace of the marshes, nerceiving that their allotments would

be far ncre veluable afier drainage, than their common rightis before,

30 This part of the scheme wes ~enerally asreed teo. bBut on the juestion

of the enclosure of the archble fields they were nou complacent. Yhey

i

saw that the expense of hedgiang a small alloinent would be heavy. and
the injury done by the hedge tc a small plot, of say onc or iws neres,
by shadin~ the land and shelterin- it [rop the wind, weuld more .han
ecounterbalance whe advantase cf having wact neldinz in cne iece
instead of in t9o ~r~ Lneee, Lo ey agthin of toee loss ol the space
given up o hedzes. They 2130 crobebly feared “hot the arable lang,
if cnelesed, would larsely be laid cown o Sress, oac SO ne benef1du
of an increased demand fer labour and higher wa_ocs promised by the
enclcesure of ©he narshes, wrould be logst, at leaswt 1n sone degree,
throuzh the enclosure of =he fields. Accordincly the nccessary
congent of a "three fourths mgjoriuy in aunber and value" of the

cwners was nou chiLined, oLad Lag orosesadl Lo cnslose was dereated.
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It would appear that all fthe educated, intellizent, and ianfluential
people did their best to overcome this "ignoran® prejudice." Lut
on the other hand there were the votezs of all zthese cottazers who
did not as yetl possess sirips in the common fields, but who hojned
to be able to purchase them. They szaw that while thousands of acres
of land lay immediately rouné the villages in acre, half acre, and
rood strips, there was a chance of huyin; one, and So tading the first
upward step from the rank cof the landless labourer. On enclosure
those strips would zive place to cnclosures of at least several acres
cach, and the closes would be juiic ocut of Their rcach. Bliad, ob-
stinate, wilful and prejudiced as the villagers seemed %o their
betters, Tnc event shows that they were entirely accurate in their

K

view of the situatio

e

1.
Artaur Younz's account of tunese Lre:cedings is as rellows:i-—

"In the Isle of Axhelm there is an ilmense inclosure on whe point of

bexinning; wne act and survey having been passed, ol no less than

12,000 acres of ccmaeng, in thre four sarigshes of lieiey, iiepworth,

Gelton and Cwston. 1 paszed These commons ia various  uarters, and

-

o

rode purposely tco view sone varls; they cre in wretched and unpro-

fitable state, but valued, if inclesed, in the ideas of the izlanders,



at 10/. or 11/. an acre.
A.
In Haxey tinere are 305 claims on acccunt of 5,810
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cottaze have none. 1t

(&)

Cottare rights cre claims, but lands without

wras a barbarous omizzion, that, when the act was nrocured, they resis—
ted a clause to divide the open arahle fields subject o rights of
somnon. But they have here, hy 2 custom, a rizcht of inclosure which
i3 sinzular; every man that pleases nay ensiose hiz own open field

the rizhis of common upcen it, while open,; znd

langé notwithstandin’

-

e

acccrdinzsly many do it when, by nurzhasc, they zet {ive cor 31X acres
tozether, of which I saw many examnles." (Azriculuural Survey of
Lincolnshire, #. 7C)

somevhat latey o sceond attenpt 7as nade in the warish of Owston,
to obtain an en:losure, with nartial success. Three of the four fielcds
were ¢ivided and enclosed; but the same motives whitzh preventecd the
enelosure of the four parishes 2t the previous attempt, were strong

enoush to secure that one field should remein open. It was in 1011

that the Owston Enclosure ftock nlace. T c¢an find no record of the act.



As we saw above, the old system (probably a four field sourse)
of cultivation had dropped into disuse cven before Lhe bezinning of
the nineteenth century, but 5till, up ic about the year 1eb) the
custam remained that on one of the four [ficldz, that under wheat,

i "

after the crops had been carried, the "rFindar" zave notice that "the
Fields are to be broken,” wnd cver that field comnon rigihts ol sasture
werc cxXercised for abcut 2 month, fro. sose day in October to martin-
nas (Novewber 23rd).  ihen the ~indar “ept watch over the zrazing
animals night and day, ancé by nizht built urn enomanous bonfires, with
all the boys of the villaje clusiering round, and reasting potatoes.

-~

But abcut 1250 cven this custom dizappeared, and now every holder

9]

of dand in the open fields cultivates them a3 he chocscs - but they
Lust be under some form of tillare, as lonz az they renaia cpen.

But the tenaency, coboserved by Arthur foua;, for tac larser owners of
lands in the coowon fields, to buy, sell, wnd exshange zirlps with
other owners, with the cebject of zettins some hall dozen acres in one
continucus piece, and then enclosing Lhem, nas continucd up te the
present day. Such enclesures are laid down in srass; and in this way

the area of the open ficlds has gradually been reducced.

he siripc of land in the open fields are known as "selions,"
he siri; !



the auctioneers' notices of a sale reading, "All that selion piece

of land"” &c. They are also known as "acres," "half acres," "roods" &c.

but these terms must not be taken ag exactly defining their area.
A nominal acre varies in area from a minimum of about half an acre

to a maximum of an acre and a half. As the half-acres and roods

1

similarly vary, it follows that the largest "half-acres” are bigzer

than the smallest"acres."

The genecral aspect of the fields is well shown in Tie photosraph
n
taken for me by Mr. Howbit of Epworth. I asked a bar-parlour in

Haxey, "Are these alloiments both sides of the roac?" A labourer

answered, "Yes, but there are scven nmiles of these allcuments." Lut

i,

the publican corrected hir. Well, it's not allctments exactly, it's

a2 very olé system, that's what it 1is. Further conversaticn with one

man and ancther gave me a strong impression that the veonle of Axholme
are proud of their "very old system." That they have sone reascn To

be proud of 1t, wr. Rider flaz sard bears witness:i-

]
4
-
o
<
[}
<
’-l .
[}
l—l
rl
[p)
je})

"The Isle of Axholme iz ounc of %the few place
in Bnzland, which may be called, at any razoc in my opinion, iruly
prosperous in an azricultural sense, the low prise of (>roduce notwith-

1

standing, chiefly hecause of it assiducus culiivation of Tihe poltato.

(Rural Enzland, Vol.II., . 183)



Axholime may be described ag a district of allotments, cultivated,
and in zreat part owned, by a working peasantry. The "assiduous
cultivation of the potato" is rather an indication of the real stren;th
of Axholme agriculture, than a true explanation of it. A4t the time
of Arthur Young's visit the isle was noted for the cultivation of
flax and hemp; and this continued to be a feature of the lcecal agri-
culture till about thirty or forty years ago, when the “"assiducus
cultivation of the potato” succeeded it. Now, as lir. Rider Haggard
notices, cxperiments are ezrried on with celery. The sihall holders,

1 was assured on all sides, cultivate the land rnuch more ihorouzhly
than larrze farmers do their farms, and the very look of the crops
confirmed this elojuently, even Lo ny unskilled observation. wr.
Rider Haz:ard suotes o lczal expert, ir. William Standring, as sayiag,

"Wheat crops in the Isle averaged 7 quarters (56 bushels') an acre,

the oats nine or ten juarters, the clover hay, which grew luxuriantly,

n

twe or three tons an acre, and the rocis were splendid. ile continues,
"That bkir. william Standrins did not cxajsercte the capacities of the

Isle, I caan testify, as the crops I saw there were wonderfully fine

thfbughout; narticularly the potatces, which arc erhaps its mainstay.”

=

(Rural England, Vol. II. 3. 1C4)



The secret of the agricultural success of Axholme is clearly
"la carriére ouverte aux talens,” which iz secured to agricultural
labourers by tihc open fields. The spirited and successful cultivation
of varying crops follows naturally.

How the upnward ladder ig used, was well explained by o lar. John
Standring, hinsclf the “holder of ten acres, wefore the Selest Conwmittee
of the House of Commons on Snall Holdings in L8EC.

It iz first te be noticed, however, tha® the _caeral level of
racse is exeeptionally high, for a nurely agricultural distriect at a
considerablec distance from any considerable town. The customary woge,
I was informed in 1803, was 3 5. ner day. iir. Rider HdaZzzard in 1001

founc it "2/ a duy for day uen, 1&/. 2 wcelk for horscsen, zad 13/. 2

E]

week, with cottage, for gsarth-rmen. ..cu living in the house with fore-
men and owners reccive about £24 per annum anéd focd, and horsemen

£30 ner annum and food."

But when the labourer who has been living in carrics aad takes a

cottaze, he also takes up a holdin: in the fields. e Lezins with

one "land," then takes a seccné, a third, aad so on. Ihe folloving
table showing the way in which land i3 held in the parish of ppworth

was subnitoed to the Seleew Carmittec by Lr. J. Stlgadriag:-



Of holdings

over 200 acres there are 2 occzupiers,
100 " and under 200, " " 12 "

" 50 " " " 100 " " 14 "

" 20 " " "B " o3 "

" Lo N " 20 " " 40 "

" 2 " " AEOTE I B "

" oo . 2 " "8 " (p. 189)

The 80 holders occupying from helf an acre to two aceres would
all be men in regular employment, 235 a rule, as agricultural labourers.
A body of these sent tacir deposition to the 3lelect Ccrmittee in the
fellowins form:-—

"o, the undersicned, being agricultural labourers at Epworth,
are in occupation of alletments or small holdings, varying from two
rooés L three ceres, wiliincsly testify ¢ the _reat penefit we find
frois our holdinzs. wuere we nave sufficicent uaniity of land to row
twc roods cach of wheat, barley, and notatces, we nave bread, bacon,
and potatoes for a great part of the vear, enablin: us to face z long

winter without the dread of hunger o: rauperisn zioring us in the face.



But the more enterprising of these labourers do not rest content
with so amall a holding, and these pags into the next class, those

"y

who hold up to ten acres. "Many such”, says Mr. J. Standring, "<deep
a horse and a coe and a few pigs. And on some of the stronzer land
two or three of these will voke their horses together and work their
own land, and also land belonging to other men samilarly situated
who do not keep horses. As a rule they have done very well -~ I scarcely
know a failure." The paynent for horse-hire is usually made in labour.
The most successful of these again recruit the ranks of the
larger farmers. "I do not believe there is one in ien in my parish,
and in the adjoining parish, aneng those who are .renting from 53 to
100 acres, but what, in nmy time, has been an acricultural labourer or
an agricultural servant before he was married; and cach of them, to
my own xnowledge, has commenced with two or threc acres, and in gsome
cases not more than one acre...... one man who is now occupying 200
acres was a labourer in his early days.”
These biszer farmers sometimes move elsewhere, and take larger
farmg, or pring up their sons in other occupations than farminz, so

that the farm of 150 to 200 acres becomes again available to those

desiring small holdings. Thus, in spite of the continual growth of



of the holding occupied by individual men at different stages in
their career, the average size of holdings does not show amny
tendency to increase. This is well shown by the figurcs given
for Epworth respectively by Arthur Young and lir. J. Standring,
at about an interval of a hundred years. Therc were only 236
claimants of allotments in the Epworth commons at the end of the
cighteenth century; in 1889 there were 291 occupiers of the 5741
acres in the parish, occupying therefore, on an average, leas than
ZC acres each.,

The same cagerness to own land which Arthur Young noticed
has also continued to prevail. Land is bought on the building
society principle, money for the purpose b2ing borrcsed, vory

probably through the lawyer sho conducts the zale, at 5 ror cont.

—

In the days of agricultural prosperity land in the cpen [iclds

of Haxay, Bpvorth and Belton vas sold ot £130 per acrs;

I
th2 cne remaining open field of Owston 23 high asz £14C ter acre.

Sven now, in spite of the tremendous fall in pricc of agriculiural

vroduce, the crdinary price is about £7C to V5 per acre;

1 H

which
ig about 25 years purchase of the rent.

I+t is obvious that 2 man ho borrsws mensy ot 5 rer cent to

buy land which carn only be let at 4 ror cent oo the rurchass



price embarks on a speculation which frem the purely commercial
point of view, can only be profitable provided the value is
appreciating. There wore naturally cases of men who, at the

time when prices were falling most rapidly, were unable to keep
up their payments of interecst and instalments of principal, and
who had in consequence after a severe struggle tc forfeit their-
rartially won prorperty. At this time the Isle of Axholme won

the evil repute of being "the paradise of lawyers." But it would,
I believe, be fair to say that the peasantry on the whole stood
the strain of agricultural depressicn cxceptionally well, and that
their prosperity, sith steadier prices, revived cxcertionally
gquickly.

The Isle of Axholre has been singularly successful in pre-
serving the spirit cf the corrmon field syaten - social eguality,
mutual holpfulness, and an industrial oim directed rather ftowards
the maximum eross produce of food than towards the maxinum not
srofit; while ct the seme time it has discarded thoze features of
the system which would have been obstacles %o agricultural pro-
gross. The "barbareus omission™ to enclese the open arable fields

has been abundantly justified.



SOHAM.

The parish of Soham in Cambridgeshire is another cxanple cf
a great development of gsmall holdings in connection vith the per-
sistencekof open arable fields. This parish, unlike most Com-
bridgeshire rarishes, has never been enclosed by Act of Furliament
and the Tithe lMap indicates th2 curvivel of about 1,1CC acres of
Common [ield and 456 acres of Comnon in a total cf 12,7C6 acres.

Since the Tithe Cerrutation the area of cormmon has shrunk to

@

{J

aheout

D

236 acres, and fror the Ordnancs liap I calculate the cpen
ficld land remaining at about acrez. lir. Charles Didwell
cave the 3Speciasl Cormmittee cn Small Holdinrgs (1882) th2 follcwing
account o»f heldings in this rarish.

Under 1 zcre 175 holdincs

Ovar 1 and under 5 ccreos, 77 holdinrs

T T 1e - 54 -
- 1C - ) 3 - ) 43 )
) Be ) )y 50 ) 57 y )
,y SC ' 1ce , 52 -
;;*CO ) ) pae ’ e 5 )
, s 20C . 5CO . 8 '

, (Appendix, y. 5C1)

5L
O
O

Nl
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Thus the total area cf the parish is helf by 457 cccupiers, who
therefore hold, on an averarze, 28 acres each. In this case it is
stated that the occupiers of the smallest holdin:s derive considerable
benefit from the common. A Gemian enjuirer who visited 5Soham a3 an
example of an uninelésed parisih, found it less peverty siricken than
the other parishes in the nei_-hbeourhood, on account, he was told, of
the existence of the zommon pastures. {Ww. Hasbach, Die enzlischen

~

Landarbeiter, 13G4)
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WESTON ZOYLAND.

The idea occurs to one, whether it would not have been possibte
to secure by an Act of Enclosure a similar change in a common field,
-~ the abolition of Common righits which hindered each farmer of peas-
ant from cultivating his holding to the hest gf his ability, and the
laying tozether of the scattered strips which formed each holdingz,
without ruinins the small proprietors and small farmers, or encouraz-
ing the layinz down of tilled land under pasture.

We find one example of such an attempt. The parish of Weston
Zoyland in Somerset in 1707 enclosed 644 acres of comsonable pasture;
and at that time and in that nei:hbourgcod che enclosure of Sedzemoor
was beinr rapidly pushed on, as rapidly, in fact, as the local farmers
could be induced To take up the land. ~rerhaps in conse uence of Lhis
quenching of the land hunger of the farmers with capital, when in
1630 it was resolved to deal with the comnmon ficlds, the act took the

form on one ifor Dividinz and Allottinz, but not enclosing, Weston

Field. The conseiuence ia that this jreat field of 800 acres still
remains open and uninclosed; the land is snecially fertile, ihere are

an exceptionally larze number of siall -roperties in iT, and it is
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all kept under tillage. I am informed that one of the first acts
of the VWeston Zoyland Parish Council, when, on eoming into existence,
it took over the custody of the parish maps and documentis, was to
re-define the roads that passed through the field; in accordance with

the Commissioners' map and award.



CHAPTER VIT,

SOME RECENT ENCLOSURES.



SCME RECERT ENCLOSURES.

Uoton 3t. Leonards, (near Gloucester) This enclosurc took place

at the same time as that of Cajstor and Ailesworth, and was completed
in 189%. The common fields consisted of 1120 sirips of arable land,
total area 520 A., and the "halks" or "meres" separating thc strips
were estimated at 14 A. There were more than 80 owners.

o recoznized course of husbhandry had becn rollowed Hor about 60
years previously. It ig believed that befcre that tinc a four year
course ontained, but when mangel wurzels were intrcduced to the neigh-
bourhocd the recurring fallow was discontiaued. The rigav of commoen

after harvest was however 3till waiatained. [If any cultivator chose

ry

he mizht srow turnips, but he did 56 av his own risxk, and hcd to Keep
boy Lo suard them Lrow the opcning of the ficlds to the time they

could be gulled.

Tetternhce (Bedfordshire). The Encleosure 8¢t was pcssed in 1868,

and the award is dated 16¢1. Eefcrc enclczure Tcticrnhoe was a typical

e

cpen~ficld parish, there were only 570 A. of old enclosurc, to 1707 4.
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of common field arable, and 193 A. of common. The situation of
Totternhoe is like that of Clothall, on the steep northern slppe of
the Hertfordshire chalk hills, which here have an almost mountainous
appearance. The greater part of the pafish was in the ownership of
the Lord of the Manor, but there were 40 owners of land altcgether,
the others being chiefly yeomen. The movement for enclesure canme
from these yeomen, They tosk this step in order to pretect then—
selves against the tenants of the Lerd of the Mcnor, who, whether
from icnorance or otherwise, endeavoured to prevent the exercise of
well known rirhts of common over land in their occupation. The hill
top was saved as an onen space, 2nd is a favourite picnic resort for
the pcople of Dunstable. Recreatica grounds and land for allotments
were also set out, as has been the rule sinee the passiag of the
Comnmons Act of 1578. I asked one of the yeomen who had taken a leading
part in bringing about the eaclosure, whether 1t hzd beucfited the
parish. I[le s2ié¢ undoubtedly it had done so, but “"the parish has not
recovered frow it yet." wuesticned a2s te how this could be, he jave

me to understand that the actual increasc to the cultivators in

)

annual value was not ejual tc the interest on Uhe capital cxpended on
earrying out the enclosure; that the assessment had gone up, and the

burden of rates and Taxes was eonsequently increased. The land
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allotted to the lord of the manor still, bu the summer of 1800, was
nainly unenclosed, and one could still zet something of the impression
of the "Champion" country, an impression of great open fields sweeping

up to bare downs.

North and South Luffenham and Barrowden (Rutland).

The first steps towards the enolosufe of these three parishes
were made immediately after the pasgsing of the L6876 act; the Enclosure
Act was passed in 1878, and the awards were made in L8&1l and 1882,

Cut of 5,480 acres in the theee parishes, 4,800 were comwnon-field
arable, a heatlh claimed by both Barrowden and Scuth Luifenham cccupied
360 A. and mucn of the remainder wag commonable meadow and pasture.
Two svstems of cultivation obtained. Part of the land being neavy
clay was on a three years course of wheat, beans etc., and fallow, as
at Laxton and fakring; the lighter land was under a SiX years course.
The report cf the EnclosBure Commissioners gais of Darrowden that the
1240 A. of arable land "is divided in 2,760 sirips, soue nol more than
12 feet wide, each divided from its neighbour by a zreen balk, which
is a nursery of weeds."” O0ld farmers however assured me tnat the balks
were mostly gone before enclosure. Field recves were elected, and they

settled any dispute that arose in consequence of the absence of balks,



and ingdividual farmers quickly detected, by pacing across their strips,
if a furrow had been appropriated by a neighbour.

Here again I asked whether the enclosure had been a benefit, and
I wasg tcld that the labourers had benefited by the allolments ahd
recreation grounds; that the lord of the manor of South Luffenban had
benefited, because he got the disputed moor, bui that farmers, as
farmers, had gained nothing, and as common righi owners they had lost
throuzh the enclosure of the moor.

Enclosure in this case originated in what may be called the
normal way, i.e. on the initiative of the lordz of ine manors. 1t
was the doubtful ownership of the Barrowden and Luffenham moor which
had until 1876 prevented enclosure; then the respective lords agreed
to combine to obtain an enclosure of all three parishes and let ihe
Compmisgioners determine to whieh parish the moor belonged. It was
awarded to Luffenham, but the Luffenham freeholders lost it just as
much z2s those of Barrowden; it is now the private property of the

lord of the manor.
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Ham Pield.

A curicus case of Enclosure by Act of Parliament unconnectied
with the General Enclosure Acts is that of Ham Field by the "Rich~
mond, Petersham and Ham Open Spaces Act. 1902" (2. Edward VII, c.
ccliii). It is entitled “"An act to confirm agreements for vesting
common and other land in the local authorities of the districts of
Richmondé, Ham, and the Surrey County Ccouncil as public open spaces
and for other purposes.” But while it does incidentally confirm
these agreements, the "other purposes” comprise the main object of
the bill, whieh is to allow the owners of Ham Cemmon, of whom the
Earl of Dysart is the principal, to enclose Ham Common field, and
convert it into building land,

The preambie is similarly misleading. The first sentence runs
*Whereas the prospect from Richmond Hill over the Valley of the
Thames is of great natural beauty and agreements have been entered
into with a view to prevent building en certain lands hereinafter
mentioned”—~ a sentence admirably framed to disguise the fact that
the effect of the act is to extinguish the commen rights over Ham
field which have hitherto prevented building, and $hat so lo convert
the middle distance of the famous view from Richmond Hill into an

expanae of roofs, perhaps of villa-residences, and perhaps —- !



The agreements recited in the act represent the consideration for
which the public authorities mentioned bartered away the beauty of
the view. Kingston Corporation gets 0 acres for a cricket field;
Richmond Corporation is confirmed in the ownership of Petersham lieadows,
which was formerly a subject of dispute, and obtains a strip of land ale
ong the river; and the Surrey County Council acquires 45 acres of river
gide land. The meadows and riverside land in each case are 1o be
maintained as open spaces by the authorities. Ham itself nerely gets
the freehold of Ham Common, which means, in effeot. that what slight
danger there mizht have been of the enclogure of this part of the
open and commonable lands of the parish 1is removed.

The Earl of Dysart, at the cost of a sacrifice whigh is probably
apparent rather than real, obtains by this act the right to converi
some 200 acres of arable common field into a valuable building estate;
the smaller owners aciuire a similar right without any compensating
saerifice at all, and the only losers by this profitable transaction

are the people of London, who are not congulted in the matter.
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Merrow.

The parish of Merrow adjoining Guildford on the east is
stated in the returnm of 187% t¢ have had 350 acres of common
field. The land in question covers the lower slopes of the chalk
hill, the higher porticn of which is Merrow Down; beneath it is
Clandow Park, the seat of Lord Onslow. Up tc about the year 1873
this common field did exist; the properties of Lord Onslow, the
chief proprietor, weres very much intermixed with those of smaller
proprietors; the farm holdings were similarly intermixed with one
another, and with a number of strips of land occupied by labourers
and cultivated as allotments. But no common rights were exercised
over these lands, either by the occupiers over one another's landas,
or by the villagers, within living memory,; nor, except that the
whole of the field was in tillage, wag there any common rule for
its cultivation. The oxistence of a great extent of common is
in itself a sufficient 2xplanation of the disappcarance of common
rights over the tilled land.

In 1870 the present Lord Onslow came into the rroperty, and

ahen a year or two later he attained hias najority, he rroceseded

to consolidate his property in Merrow field, by buying out the
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other preprietors, or giving them land elsewhere in exchange.
The Tield is still bare of hedges, and under tillage; but en-
¢losure, in the technieal scnse, has been completely carried out
without an act of Parliament.

Since the enclosure the allotments, which had been numerous,
have generally been given up; but the labourers do not attribute
this to the enclosure, but to the industrial eovelution. “There
are no farmers now-a—days, only land spoilers. They've turned
rmarket gardeners, and they sell milk" (with intcnse scorn). "The
land ought to grow beef, and barley to make gcod beer, that's
what Englishmen want,- ves, and whoat to make bread. But now
they all grow garden stuff, what's the good of an allotment to
a man? If you have anything to sell, you can't sell it. it's
no good grewing any more than you can @at."”

1t may be added that aleng the river ey, from Guildford
down to Byfleet, therc are some very extensive lammas neadows,
known by such nanes 2s Broad Mead and Hook Mead. The heoldings

jn these arc intermixed, individual pieces sometimes not exceeding

an acre.
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Steventon and the Berkshire Downs.

That part of Berkshire which lies between the valley of the
Kennet and the Thames would appear from the return of 1873 to be

specially rich in surviving open fields. The Blue-bock assigns to

Brightwell 1000 A. of comnon field,
West Hagbourne 550 'y e
Rast Hendred 2794 - )3
dest Hendred 19CC 'y )
East Ilsley 1400 ') 19
Wallingford St. Lecnard 57C 1) -
Yattenden 252 1) e

As Brightwell was enclosed in 1811 and East Hendred in 18C1
the statement with regard to these two parishes plainly is incred-
ible; but in view of the undeniable fact that Steventon, which
lies almost in the centre of this district, w¥as not enclcosed till
1883, therc scemed so much possibility of survivals in the other
parishes that ir July 1904 I traversed ‘the whole district in
aearch of such survivals. But the search was entirely unsuccess—
ful; it was plain that steventon was at the time of its enclosure

the lagst remaining cxample of the old system in this part.
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Here, as in the Hertfordshire district described above, and
in the Wiltshire district dealt with in Chapter X. (Enclosure
ard Depopulation), cnclosure is one aspect of 2 change of which
the most vital aspects are the engrossing of farms and the con—
solidation of properties. 1In cach parish this movenment proceeds
along the line of least fcsistance; in one parish all impediments
in the way of the most profitable management of estates are
swept away by the drastic remedy of an Enclosure Act; in others
they are remcved gradually.

The latter method I was cnabled by the help of Mr. Bridges
to trace in det2il in the case of Yattenden. The Board of Agri-
culture return, as we have sean, 23signs 252 acres of common field
to Yattenden. The Tithe Map dated 1845 on which this is based,
ghows in onme corner of "Yattenden Creat Field" zbout 20 acres of
intermized ownership and occupation, forming part of one "furlong, "
remaining in the characteristic common field arrangement; the
rest of the so-called "Yattenden Creat Field" and "Everington
Field" were in part divided into hedged fields, ard in part into
compact strotches of aboutl 20 acres each, 5till urhedged, with
here and there single acres detached in the midst of them, many

of these single acres being glebe.
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An older maneorial map, dated 1773, showed that at that date
nearly half the parish was open; the eastern part was already
divided into cleses, except for a small stretch of lammas meadow,
divided into small intermixed holdings, by the river Pang; but
the western part, Yattenden and Everington Fields,were almost
entirely open, and divided in furlongs, and the furlorngs in .acre
and half acre sirips. These strips on the map are 211 marked with
the letters of the alphabet, toc indicate whether they are held by
the lord of the manor, by his tenants, c¢r by other owners,

In other werds the rrocess of gradual eonclosure, which began |
nefore 1773, sas continued afterwards, and was nearly complete in
1845. The end came about the year 1858, when Frilsham common, ir
an adjoining parish, was enclecsed. About half of the intermized
strips in Yattenden Great Field belonged tc a yeoman, who was, his
prother told me, "a great man for defining his boundaries.” The
enclogure of Frilsham commen gave the slight stirulus to the mind

of Yattenden necessary to overcome its mental inertis, znd make

change possible, so the yeoman in question was able to e¢ffect the

[y

exchanges he desired, and others following his exaxzple, the lay

rated. But still thce rlebe ceormsista in

oy}

properties were all sep

part cf an acre here and an acre there in the nidst of lands
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belonging to laymen. These are let with the lands in which they

lie, they have no mark to disgtinguish them, nor boundaries to

limit them; the tithe map and award preserve the rcecord of then,
and the vicar receives their rent.

This c¢ircumstance of the glebe lying in part in separate
unfenced strips scattered over the parish, let with the lands in
#hich they lie, and so rot influencing the agriculture of the
parish though testifying to the past system, is by no means uncon-
mon in the Berkshirec parishes not enclosed by act of Farliament.

In general the results of the two different methods of enclo-
sure in this district are practically identical. Superficially
the characteristic features of the "charmpaigne" or "champicn®
country remain. The population is concentrated in the villages;
the sites of which appear to have been originally sslected for
convenicnce of water supply; cutside the villages are the long
swceps of cpen fields cf barley, wheat cr beams, lying gererally
open to the vpads and tc one another, znd to the open dosn, though
one notices a tendency Lo an increased use <f #sire fencing. The
monetony is broken by the boautiful curveg of the hill slepes, and
by clumps of trees; hero and there on stecper inclines lynches

are clearly vigible, and here and there what looks 1ikz an
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inconsequent hedge, beginning and ending in the middle of the field
~ an old "mere” or “"balk"™ on which bushes happenecd to grow.

On the other hand the farms run generally from 20C to over a
thousand acres cach; machinery is extensively used; the supply of
labour, though rot so supeiabundant as a generation or two ago,
is stil) sufficient, the customary woge being 2s. per day. The
men themselves struck me as being of finer physique than the agri-
cultural labeurers I have seen in any cther part of the Sosuth or
Midlands of Zngland; but they appear to be as completely shut
out from any rights over the land, from any enterprise of their
o¥n wpon the land, or from any opportunities for rising inte the
farmers' e¢lass as can well be conceived. Onrnly one man whom I met
could remember a different condition. He, a labourer of 73, scid
that in North Moreton before the enclosure (ccmpleted in 1849)
every villager who could get a cow could keep it in the open
fields, and all the villagers alsc had rights of cutting fuel.
Under the enclosure act some moneys were sot =side to provide the
poor with fuel in compensation for these rights, but latterly
the amcunt provided had nuch dimirished.

Steventon, which lies in the centre of this district, is to

gone extent exceptional. The manor has always been in
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ecclesiastical hands, from the first time when the village was
founded ag a settlement from the Abbey of Bec in Normandy, to the
present day, when it is held by the Ecclesizstical Commissicners.
In the intervening period it belonged to Westminster Abbey.

No doubt it was in conssquence of this that through the
greater part of the nineteenth century, while 211 the other
parishes passed intc their present condition of large farms, the
farms and properties in Steventon remained small. Up to about 1874
there were some e¢ichteen yeomen farmers in the parish, which com-
prises 13¢1 acres, fully three-guarters at that tirme being arable.
In additicn the londs belonging to the Zcclesiastical Commisgzioners
were divided into small holdings; and all theso were intermixed.
The system of cultivation was very simple. The arable land was
divided intoc two ficlds, onc known as the “white corn field,”
growing wheat or barley, the other as the "black corn field,"
growing pulse or some other crop.

In the severe cericultural depression thzt followed 1874,
culminating in 1879, the ycomen were obliged to borrow in order
to continue farming, and they mortraged their landc to certain
gentlemen in the neighbourhood who had money te invest. Ac one

pad season followed arother, lean had to be added to lean, tTill
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the security was exhausted, and the land passed intc the posses-
gion of the mortgagees. In this way the number cf landowners
was reduced to five. Then enclosure, which had been proposed and
rejected in the forties, was resolved upon. The act was obtained
in 1880, and the award was made in 1883.

There was considerable disappointment among those who carried
out the enclosure at the resulits. They were surprised and dis-
gusted at the amount of land reserved for allotments ard recrea-~
tion ground; they werc also surpriscd at thc expense, w#hich
anounted, I was told, to nearly £1C,0CC. Some Jeore unable to
meet the calls upon them, and went bankrupt. But a2 lerge portien
of the cost #as for road making, =nd <shen this had been raid for,
the groat advantage which had been gained by the whole proceeding,
econony in horse labour, J2as realised. where previously it had
taken three horscs tc get a load of marure to a givern spot in the
open fields, along the tracks assigned for that purpose, one horse
could draw the same load to the nesrcct point cn the metalled
roadway, and a second horse hitched in fren®t would cnablce it

vbicn.

o

tc reach its destin



CHAPTER VIII,

AGRICULTURE 1IN OPEN PFIELD FARI3HES.
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AGRICULTIURE IN OPEN FIELD PARISHES.

A glance at the accompanying Enclosure Maps of England and of
gseparate gggﬁégas will indicate the importance of common fields in
the social life of rural England at certain dates. In the County
maps each parish which had en Enclosure Act by which common ficld
arable was enalosed is coloured. If the act was pasaed between 1700
and 1801 it is coloured yellow. If passed wfier the General Enclosure
Act of 1801 and before ithat of L845 it is coloured green; if after
1645, purple. The map of England summarises the results of the
County maps. Hence at least all purple patehes on it show parishes
which possessed open field arable in 1845; at least all the green
and purple arca combined is that of parishes which had open field
arable in 1802; at least all the coloured area haé open field arabbe
in 1700. Cf the area whieh is not colcured onc cen simply say that
the Enclosure Acis throw no lizhit upon 1ts agriculiural history, so
far as the land under tillage is concerned. To a very jsreat extent it
was undoubtedly becing enclosed ctherwise than by Act of Parliament,

simultaneously with the srogress of Parliamentary cnelosurc; but to a
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still greater extent it either never passed through the common field
system, or was enclosed before 1700. This statement raisez questions
wihich are dealt with below. For the present I have to deal with the
general history of those parishes which did pass through the Common
Field System.

The original Board of Agriculture, which was an assoeciation on
similar lines to those of the Royal Agricultural Society, byt enjoying
a grant from the Treasury, was founded in 17909 with Arthur Young as
Seeretary and 3ir John Jinclair as 2resident. It immeciately took in
hand the work of making an agricultural Survey of Great Brizain, county
by county. 3ome counties were surveyed several times, but the original

~,
i

Survey of Ingland was completed in the years 1785 and L1704, VWilliam

Marsnall, the ablesl agricultural wriver oi ©tac liwmc, siagle handed
accomplished an asricultural survey of =ngland, iznoring couaty divi-
sions and dividing the country accordinz to natural divisioas marked
by similarity of so0il, erops and agricultural methods. The wo
surveys together give us ample infermation on the different wethods
of cultivating open or comnon fields at the end of the cightecnth
century.

On the whole the most general gysitem, particularly in the part of

the country where aolion fields remainced mcest nuaercus, Jus the
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following form of the three field system:-

"One part” (or one of the three fields) "is annually fallowed,

a moiety of which is folded with sheep and sown with wheat, another
moiety is dunged and sown with barley in the succeeding spring. The
part which produces wheat is broken up and sown with oats] and the
part which produces barley is at the same time generally sown with
peas or beans' and then it comes in rotine to be again fallowed the
third year.” (Maxwell, Hunts. p.9) This gives us the following
rotation of crops:-~ 1. wheat, 2. ocats, 3. fallow, 4. barley,

S5 peas or beans, 8 fallow. This was the system prevailing in
Huntincdon.

The zame system nrevailed in the heavy slay lands of Dediordshire,
but in the lichter lznds sometimes a four field course was adopted,
sometines the half of the nominally fallow field that had the previocus
years given crops of wheat and oails was sown with turnips, and clover
was sown with berley the succeeding year. (Board of Agriculture,
Bedfordshire, p. 8)

The eormcnest four field course is that described for Islehanm,
Cambridgeshire; 1. wheat, 2. barley, 3. pulse or cats, 4. fallow,

the fallowfield being dunzed or folded with sheep. At Castle Camps,
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also in Cambridge, a two field course of aliernate crop and fallow
obtained (Vancouver and Cambridgeshire, p. 33).

Coming further south for Hertifordshire we are tcld that the
Yeomnon fieclds are mostly by agreement among the ownersg and oeeupiers
cultivated nearly in the same way as in the enclosed state” (D. Walker,
Hertfordshire, p. 46). In Bupkiaghamshire the rezular three fields
course was followed in some parts, but in Upton, Eton, Dorney, Daichett,
liaysbury and ilorton, "the occupiers have eXploded entirely the old
usage of Lwo crops and a fallew, and now have = erop every year.”

Two Buckinghanshire parignes underwent experiences which have
teen wrongly cited as typical of the inconveniences of connon-fields,
whereas they are rather instances of the lawless conduct of villaze
bullies. Oteeple Claydon had 2,500 A. of cormon ficld, on whioh the

W
H o]
1L +Coe

cuatomary course was one c¢rop and o fallow. "About 14 jecrs ago
about 177C) "the proprictiors came to an agreesent to have o orops
and & fallow, but before the expiratvion of ten ycars onc of the farmers
broxe through the azreement, and turned in his satile upon the crops
of becans, oats and barley, in which plan he wes soon fcollowed by ithe

rest.” #* The agreement, if that of a three-fourths majority (see

below) was legally binding on all owners and occupiers, and the [irst

*¥illiam James and Jacob Malcolm, Buckingham, p,
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farmer was liable to the same pains and penalties as if he had turned
hig cattle into crops standing on enclosed fields belonging to another
farm. Possibly however the crops were a failure, and feeding them

off with cattle was as good a way of dealing with them as another.

A still more difficult case to understand is that of Wendon
(3000 A. common fiecld). It is reported as follows:~ "About 14 years
ago the parishioners came to an agreement and obtained an act to lay
the small pieces of land together....... When the division took place,
the balks were of necessity ploughed up, by which a great portion of
the sheep pasture was destroyed.s It then became expedient, and it
was asreed upon, at public vestry to sow clover and turnips 2s a
succegdaneum for the balks. TIwo years since, one of the farmers,
occupying 16 4. of these common fields, prccured ia the month of biay
a larce flock of lean sheep, which he turned on the clover crops;
being then nearly in bloom, the sreater part of which they devcured."

Of Oxfordshire we arc told "the present course of husbandry is
so various, particularly in the open fields, that to treat of all the
different ways of management would render this report too volumincus.

It may suffice zenerally to remark that scme fields are in the course

*James and Malcolm, Buckingham, p, 20, T have been unable to fing

any trace of this act, Swidoayy whethesiM~exieted,
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of one orop and fallow, others of two, and a few of three orops and

a fallow. In divers uninclosed parishes the same rotation prevails
over the whole of the open fields; but in others, the more homeward
or bettermost land is oftener cropped, or sometimes cropped every
year." x Where one corop and a fallow wes the custom the crop might

be wheat, barley or ocats; and sometimes tares were sold on the fallow
field and cut greenm. The three and four field systems prevalent
were those deseribed above.

In Berkshire a six year course, evidently evolved from an older
three years course was found, 1. wheat, 2. barley, o. cats with
seeds, 4. clover, mowed, and then grazed upon in comwon, . ocats
or barley, 8. fallow.

An agreement to withhold turning out stock during the time in
which a field was commonable by ancient custom, in order that turnips,
vetches cte. wmight be srown, was practised, and termed "hitching the
fields".x We :et the sume expression for Wiltshire, where a part of
a field set aside for veiches, peas, beans, turnips or puitatoes was

called a "hookland" or "hitehland" field.+ In Wiltshire the clder

*Richard Davis, Oxfordshire, p. 11,
XxWilliam Pearce, Berkshire, p. 29,

« _MM'
+Thomas Davies, Wiltshire, p. 43, Seoabio odmt Towo Dt
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three and four year courses had been modified largely on the intro-
duction of artificial grasses, with the result that clover partly
mowed and partly fed upon in common was substituted for the fallow,
and the following suystems zZrew up.
A. 1. wheat, 2. barley with clover, 3. clover part mowed,
part fed.
B. 1. whest, 2. barley, 3. cats with clover, 4. clover
part mowed, part fed.

—

C. 1. wheat, 2. barley with clover, ©&. clover amowed, 4.
cléver fed; 1/S or 1/4 of this field being "hitehlana"*
Turning northwards again from the centre of Engzlkand, in Rutland
the old three year ccurse of two crops and & follow was universal in
the uninclosed perishes; *in Lincoln two, threc ond four field systems

were practised; , the two field course was alsoc prevalent in Torkshire #

&~

* Thomas Davies, p. 43.
John Crutchley, Hutland, p. 8

X

+

Thomas Stone, Lincoln, p. 26,
Tssac Leatham, East Riding, p. 40.

s



A singular practice was followed in the East Riding Wolds.
"The greater part of the Wold townships which lie open nhave a
great quant%ty of out-field in leyland, i.e. land from which they
take a crop every third, fourth, fifth or sixth year, according
x

to the custom of the township."

In contrast we may mention the Batiersea common iiclds, +e

’chemsur‘\(ivin'7 portions of which the—Vestry—hasresently—drem
. Szt .
attentiocn, whieh-were "sown with one uniform round of jrzin without

intermiasion end consecuently without fallowing." (James ond kalcolm,

o, 48).

&

surrey,

* ]bidp Pe 42'
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NORFOLK AGRICULTURE.

When however we come to Norfolk we find hints at so many special
features that Norfolk agriculture demands separate treatment. The
preamble of a Norfolk Enclosure Act is remarkably different from
those for the rest of the couritry. A typical one is 1765, c. 67.

"¥hereas there are in the Parish of Sedgeford in the County of
Norfolk divers lands and grounds, called Whole-Year lands, Brecks,
Common Fields, Half-Year or Shack lands, @ommons, and Waste Grounds..
.+...And whereas there arec certain rights of Sheecp Walk, Shackage,
and Common, over the said Brecks, Half ¥car or Shack lands, Commdns
and Waste Grounds, And zreat part of the said Whole Year lands, as
well a2s the Brecks, Common Fields, and Half Yecar of Shack lands, are

L

inconveniently situated ete.

Or again 1804, c. 24.

"Whereas there are in the Parish of Waborne innthe County of
Norfolk @ivers lands and grounds called ¥hole ¥ecar lands, Coumon

fields, Doles, Half Year or Shack lands, commons and waste irounds....

"Whereas the said Common Fields, Doles, Half Year lands, Jhack
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Landd, Commons and Waste Grounds, are subject to certain rights of
Sheep~Walk, Shackage and Common, and great part of the said Whole
vear lands, Common Bields, and Half Year of Shack lands are incon-
veniently situated for the various owners and Proprietors thereof...."

Other Norfelk acts mention Doles, Ings, Carrs, and Buscdlilys.
Buscallys we may take ©to mean wocds in which rights cf common for
fuel were practised. (Dr. Murray's Dictionary gives us Bushaile or
Buscayle, from 0Old French Boschaille, lLow Latin Boscalia, shrubberies,
thickets ciz.) “"Dole" is connected etymolozically both with "geal"
and with the word "run~dale”, concerninz which see bpelow. The word
is frejuehtly found elsewhere, a3 in the "Dolemeads” at Dbristol and
Bath, and usually means meadows the ownership of which is intermixed
in small parcels, which are commenable after hay harvest, butl scme-
timez the word is uzed of arable land (see helcw). The Act for
Earsham, Ditchingham and Hedenham (Horfolk, 1812, =.17) has the
sentence, "The said Dole lieadow lands lie intermixed and disgersed.”
The "Ingzs" and "Carrs" are best understcod by the help of the old
Ordnance Survey map for morfolk. The Carrs are the lowest)swampiest
part of the common pastures which reach down to the rivers; the Ings,

while also low-lying, are separated from the rivers by the Carrs,
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and intervene betiween the Carrs and the tilled lands.

There remain the exXpressions Whole Year lands, Half Year or
Shack lands, and Brecks, to interpret.

Half vear lands cobviously means lands commonable for half the
year, i.e. after the crop has been carried. They are also "Shaek"”
lands, or lands on which right of “Shackage" exists. "Shack" is
connected with "shake," and right of Shackage appears to be the
right to carry off the gleanings after the crop has been carried
and the fields are thrown open. 1t is however tc be noticed that
Hialf Year or Shack lands are menticned as samething distinet from
Common fields. The distinction is said to be that common righis
on Shack lands can be exercised only by the owners or occupiers of
those lands. OShack lands may be termed common fields, but the lerm

comnon field may be reserved for those fields over which cotlagers
_ . :
il sesetiaiss 4’ LV DN )4 2 {\L&

h

or toft holders or othérshalso nossess rights of common.
"opecks" are csserted by Williem Marshall (Rural Economy of

"

Norfolk, Vol.I. ». 376) to be "large new nade enclosures,” but, as
is seen from the wordinz of the acts jucied, they are enclosures

atill subject to “"certain rights of Ghackage, Sheepwalk and
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Common." ¥ Lastly, what are "Whole Year lands?”

Since Half Year lands are lands which for half the year are
cemmon, and for half the year are in individual ownership and use,
one would argue that Whole Year lands must be lands which are in
individual ownership and use the vhole year, for if they were common
the whole year they would he termed simply “Commons.” We zet further
light by comparing the preambles of other Norfolk acts. 3Some in-
stead of Whole Year lands mention Every Year lands, others speaX of
"¥hoke-Year or Every year lands,” while finally Iecklingham in
Suffolk (1813 c¢.28) czives us "Every Year lands or Infields.”

How Infieléds is a familiar expression in Scoteh agriculture.
Even in the Lothians, up to the middle of the eighteenth century
the cultivated land was divided into Infield and Outfield. The
Outfield, like the Outfield on the Yorkshire Wolds, cnly bore occa-
sional crops, and was never manured, 3ll the manure heing vreserved
for the Infield, which was made to bear a crop every year. 1In
Haddington the custonary course wes 1. rease, 2. wheat, 3. barley,

4. oats:; and then the land was dunged and planted with rease again,

and leases stipulated for "the preservation and rezular dunging of

% 1820, c.89 (Blakeney, Wiverton and Glandford) mentions "whole-year

lands, whole yesr brecks, whole year mershes.” 1n this csse appsrent-
1]

1y Brecks are not commonable,
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the nucked land shotts." ™ Such lands nizht bbviously be described
as Every Year lands, and since this rethod of cultivation implies
that immediately one crop is carried nreparation muzt be made for
the next, and therefore is not eagily consistent witn comwnou rights,

50 these lands are also "Wnole Year lands.” It may be noted ihat
the Sedzeford vreamble, while it states taaw Lhe "dhole Yeur lands®
as well as the birecks, Common [ields and tlalf fYcur lands are iacon-—
veniently situated, i.e. are intermixed, by implication ives us
to understand that they are nof subject e rizhts of Shackage,
Sheep—-walk and Commorn.

It i3 +he mcre curicts te find that derfolk and itae zdjciaing
part of 3uffolk feclloved a trazditionzl nethod cf sulwivition siwilar
+c that of the canst of Sectland, because there cre so few traces of
anvthin_; similar in the intervening counties. 1 find Infields
me~tisned Twice in «sorthunberlund, once in Lincoln, whole rear lands
once 1n duneinicon. [lhere iz also nenvion of desl Year lands in
Yorkshire and Jamhrid;eshirq} The uxfordsaire orastise of creling
the homewvard or hetteruost ;arw of Lae codion ilelds cvery ,car 13
in effect the same thinz, but in Cxforasihire 1t was 2 nailler of
£.49

* jeorge Euchan Hepburn, Agriculture of Fast Lothisn, 1794,
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supposed agricultural advantage, and apparently a more cor less
recent invention, whereas in Norfolk and Suffolk it ap;
indigenous and ancient.

William Marshall also refers to the Every Year lands of
Gloucestershire, and the Battersea common fields were worked as
Every Year lands.

One is also tenpted to ask whether it i3 a coincidence
that Norfolk farmers in the latter half of the eighteenth
century, and Lothian farmers in the nineteenth enjoyed and
deserved an extremely high reputation for scientific,

enterprising and skilful agriculture. The



ancient custom of raising cerops every year from the same land must
have necessitated the gradual accumulation of knowledze on the best
ways of preventing exhaustion of the soil, by marlinz, manuring, deep
ploughing, 'various rotations of crops. When turnip culture was iniro-
duced into Enzland, it was to Norfolk that the new idea was brought.
There was no obstacle to growing turnips on the idorfolk Whole Year#
lands, in the form of a right of every viallazer to turn horscs,
cattle and sheep on to the londs at Lammas; znd the inTervention of
a new coron which gave an opportunity for zetting the land clean of
weeds, and increased its fertility for grein cerops, was a far more
obvious boon there than on lands subject to a w»eriodie fallow.

But to return tc the typical iorfolk BEnclosure Aci.preamble.
We have only nalf explained the problem sucgested by the four different
names, cach evidently with 2 distinet meaninz, but all meaning arable
land in which ownership is intermixed a5 in an ordinary ccmmon field,
viz. whole Year lands, Half Year lands or Shacx lands, brecks and
Gommon Fields. The rest of the explanation ig, I thinx, to be looked

for in the direction suzzested by the wrominence Zfiven Lo the statenent

)

t

"They are subject to rights of 3hcep-walk." Elsewhere cnc finds a

¥

close connection between sheep and common fields. Thus we have seen
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that at Eakring certain common right owners nake a speciality of pas-
turing sheep on the commen fields. The Swedish traveller Kalm, whose
aceount of his vigit to England has recently been translated into
English, observed the same thing on the open field parishes of Heri-
fordshire and Bedfordshire in the year 1748 ( ». 302). But in 1703
where there were open chalky downs in open field parishes the right of
pasturing sheep on the downs and of having the combined flock of the
villaze folded over the arable in the oommon field was valued tco
hizhly by every occupier to be ceded to an individual speculator
(Davies, Wiltshire, »p». 8, 15, 81. 80). 1In these cases rizht of
conmon for sheep nas been democratically shared.

But this is nect universal. The Enclosure Commissioners in their
38th report (1883) rccord the application for an eanclosure zct for

Hildersham, Cambridreshire. In this parish the two Manor farms had

the right of turningz their sheep every €th rear cn io the 3tubbles of
the other farms. Similarly I am told by lajor Barnard of Ciheltenhan
that in the Cambridgeshire narigh of Bartlow, where he a8 born, which
was enclosed with Shudy Camps ahd Castle Canps in i80S, that the right
of feeding sheep on the comnon-fields belonged to the lord of the

manor only. These Cambridgeshire parishes are close to the borders



of Norfolk and Suffolk, and the following passage from lusser's
“Champion and Several" (date 1573) suggests the same rule as applying

to Norfolk and the “champion" (i.e. open field) part of Suffolk:-—

In Norfclk behold the degzpeir

Cf tillaze, too vuch to he bhorn,
By drovers, {rom fair to fair,

And others, destrovinz the corn.
By custon, nnd covetous nates

by zans =z2nd by opening of sates.

What gspeak I of comnoners by

With drawing all after a line;
30 noyinz the corn as it lie,

With cattle, with conics and swine,
Yhen thou hast hestowed thy cost

Look half cof the same to be lcst.

The flocks of the lords of the soil

Do yearly the winter corn wrong,
The game in a maner they 3pcil

With feeding 3¢ low and so long,
And therefore that champion field

Doth seldon good winter corn yield.
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If it be urged that the two italicised lines are not necessarily ito be
read together, in view of the other topies touched on in the intermediate
lines, the argument is not much affected, for Tusser shcws no knowledge
of any "champion" counties other than Leicestershire, Cambridgeshire

and Norfolk, and elsewhere in the poem he deals with the special evils
afflicting the two fcrmer counties.

I may also refer to the act 25 Henry VIII. c. 13 to limit the
number of sheep which may be possessed by o single owner, in wvhich
occurs the pacsage:-—

X. Be it also further enacted by the Auzthority aforescid, That no
manner of Person or Persons, of #hat Degree soever he or they be, being
tord or Lords, Owner or Owners, Faormery or karrers, of or in any Liberty
of Fold Courses within any Town, Tything, Villaze or Hamlet within any
of the Counties of Nerfolk or Suffolk, from and afl.wcr the rcost of the
Nativity of cur bLord 4od next coming, shall teke in jarm, for term of
years, or otherwise, any wuillets of Lands or rastures, that is to s3ay.
any number of Acres of Land or casture apnertaininz Lo any other ferson
or Persons, lying and being within the limit, Extent or frecinet of the

said Liberty of the said Fold Sourseg; but that they shall permit and
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suffer the said Persons, having or heinz, for the tiwme, Owner or Owners,
Lessee or llessees of the said .uillets, to manure and pasture the said
Quillets; and also to suffer sheep of the said Owner or Owners, Parmer
or Parmers of the said Juillets, after the Rate of the said Juillets, to
go with the Floek of the Jwner, Farmer or Ozcuzier of the said Liberty or
Liderties of iLhe said Pold Jourses, »aying the customary charze for the
same, after the Rate and Use of the Couniry, there cowiacnly used, without
any inserruptiion therein to be made by the said Cwner or Jwners, Farmer
or Farmers, or Oscupiers of the said Liberwuies, upen pain of forfeiture
for 3,/4 for each ofience.

A1. Pfrovided.... it shall not. be avaiile to any Tenant Owmer or
Ocoupier of any such Juillet or Juillets to claim, have or use hereafier
any such pasture, or Feeding of his sheep, in or with any such Pold Courses
but only where ithe Tenants, Owners and COccupiers of any such Juillets have
had, or might have had heretcfore of Righi and Duty, or used to have Pastur
and Feeding in the said Fold Courses, bj reason of their tenures, and
Oceupations of the sane Quillet and Juiddetls,and none otherwise; and where
they have not uszed, ne osuzht to have any Sheep fed or kept within such Fold
Courses, by reason of the sald tenures, that the Owners or Occupiers of
such Fold Courses may take such juillets, lying within their Fold Courses,

in Farm, agreeing with the Owners or Occupiers of the siid ,uillets for the



There is yet another respeet in which Norfolk agriculture shows
a difference, but of dezree, mot Kind, from other common-field agri-~
culture. Complete enclosure of comnon-field arable involves three
processes,
(1) the layinz together of scattered properties, and consequent
abolition of intermixture of properties =nd holdings,
(2) the abolition of commen rights,

(3) the hedging and ditching of the separcte progerties.

{

This third prceeess iz the actual"enclosing® which gives its name to a
series of processes which it completes.

But sometimes the heduinzg and ditching takes place independently
of the other iwo nrocesses, and strips of on acre, TWo or pore acres,
and even half an acre zre cnclcosed in the niddle of the common fields,
and, what is nore renerkable, the litile enclosed strips orc sometimes
the property of several individuals. In the collection of maps of
open ficld parishes belonzing to certain Oxford Collezes published by
ir. J.L.G. kowat several such instances nay be noticed.

3uch enclosures were at first cowonable; but commen rights were
of course exercised over them with rrester difficulty than over the
open parts of the enclosed fields, a faci on which the zbove juoted

oninion on the Barn farm at Elmstone lardwicke incidentally throws



gome light. The maintenance ot these common rights is a sort of tes
of the democratic vigour of the village, and it may be noticed that old
enclosures subject to common rights were particularly numerous in
Yorkshire.

Norfolk was remarkable for the extent to which actual hedging
and ditching preceded legal enclosure. The Board of Agriculture
Reporter says “for notwithstanding commen rights feor sreat cattle
exist in all of them,* 2and even sheepwalk privileges in many, yet
the natural industry of the pecople is such, that wherever 2 gerson
gan cet four or five acres togcther, he plaants a white thorn hedge
round it, and sets an oak at every rod distance, which 1s consented
to by o kind of gencral courtesy from one neighbour to another." *

Two acts incidentally show to what an extent such hedies enclosed
lands belonzing To two or more preprietors. Zhat-for-Iriiiagien,

One Norfolk.act has the vrovision, "All enclosures
where two or more urorrietors are connected and wherc the property is
not serarated by 2 hedze or ditch shall be deemed to be Common Field."
The game clause differently expressed occurs in the act for Ormesby and
3eratby (1842,c.5) — "all cld enclosures within the said parishes dn
which there are lands belonging to different pronrietors, shall be

. < "
deened to be open Fields.
L | losures he is going to describe )
i.e. of the enc ’ x Nathaniel Kent,

Norfo0ilkK P-;?z
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What was tc me the most striking and interesting feature of the
open fieldwvillage life when I first discovered it was the existence
of what may be termed a self coverning constitution for the settlenent
of disputes and the most profitable use of the villajge lands - the
annual nmeetings of farmers and common right owners, the institution
of field reeves and field jurics, the ¢éivision among commoners of the
profits of the common property. I was naturally tenpted tc lock upon
this as the survival of an ancicnt villaze conmunal life, which wmust
have been nmuch stronger and more vigorous in earlier days, when each
villase was more of a self contained and isolated econonic unit; and
particularly while the cooperative ploughing persisted, from shich the
internixture of lands in coamon field arable is admnitted tc have orig-
inatced. Even in 1ts degenerate state when cooperative ploughing has
been extinct for izenerations, the open field parish involves a certain
partnership among the cultivators, necessitaiing sone reccognised rules,

mutual consultation, and organised combination: how much ore binding
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the necessity must have been in the Middle Ages? Henece from the very
necessity of the case, there must have been a bond between the village
workers, such as is conveyed by the words "village community," which
probably preceded, and underlay as a foundation, the better known
menorial and parochial institutions, the nanorial organisation arising
from the contact beilween the village community and the Central Govern-
ment, or outside cnemies, the parochial from its contact with the
Church.

This view still comnmends itself tc my judgment, although I have to
confess that the probabilities arc azainst any suceh ancient origin in
any particular village for such institutions and customs as 1 discovered
at Laxton, Caistor and Ailesworth, Luffenham and DBarrowden. It iz at
least equally likely that they were the creation of the lczislature
ginee the latter part of the cizhteenth century. For in the year 1773
a very imporiant act was passed for the hetter regulation of the
culture of common arable ficlds. It enacts that "where there are open
or common field lands, .1l the Tillage cr Arable lands lyinz in the
said open or Common Fields, shall be crdered, fenced, cultivated or
improved, in such manner as three-fourths in number and value of the

occupiers shall agree, with consent of the owners ond tithe owner.”
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Such agreements were to be binding for six years, or two Rounds
"according to the ancient and established course of each Parish or
Place;" i.e. presumably, in a parish where the ancient customary
eourse had been one crop and a fallow, the agreement was binding for
four years; where it had been three crops and a fallow, for eight years.
Further, every year between the 21st and 24th of May a Field Reeve or
Field Reeves were to be elected. These Field Reeves, acting under the
instructions of a three-fourths majority in number and value, might
delay the opening of the Common fields, might give permissicn for any
Balks, Slades or Meers (these words zre synonyms) to be ploughed up,
an equivalent piece of land beinz laid down in gdommon, and boundary
stones being put down instead. 3ince this act was designed in the
interests of better cultivation, and for the advantage of the proprie-
tors and largzer cccupiers, special grovision is made that if the cot-
tagers owhing common rights feel themselves prejudiced, they may clainm
to have a separate piece of land set cut as a coummon for them.

The foregoing review of parishes in which common field culture
recently existed, and the descriptions taken from the Board of Agricul-

ture Survey, both show that his aet was no dead letter. In Laxton
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we find the management of the village at the present day conducted as
was contemplated in the Act; in Luffenham and Barrowden it was so up
to the enclosure. On the other hand we can in Caistor and Ailesworth,
and Elmstone Hardwicke trace the decay of the institution of Field
Reeves. Pirst a tendency shows itself to continually re—elect the
same {armer. By degrees lhe election is dispensed with as unnecessary,
then the office beaomes hereditary; then the recollection of its
being an office at all disappears. Similarly the periodic meeting
of commen right cwners to agrece upon a course of husbandry tuends, in
the absence of any necessity for making frequent changes, to becone
more and more informal, till it reduces itself to a common understan-—
ding arrived at between the principal farmers, by means of casual
conversations, at casual encounters. All this is I think instructive
to studentis of democraitice institutions.

The effect of the act was to enable the common field system to
be adjusted to the new agriculture,of the eighteenth century, which was
markcd by the introduction of turnips, artificial grasses, and the
abandonment of frequent fallowing. A precise account of ihe adoption
of a scheme under the act is given us by the prime mover.

In the township of Hunmanby, in the East Riding of Yorkshire, the



eultivators had fallen into one of the besetting temptations to which
"echampion" farmers were liable. They hafl :radually cxtended the
arable fields at the expense of the common pasture, till the manure
produced by the latter was insufficient for the Beeds of the former,
and the landc was losing its fertility. Isaac Leatham got his
brother farmers ic agree to abandon the old (three year) course of
husbandry, and tc substitute the following six year coursc.

1. Turnips, hoed, and fed off with shecp.

2. Barley with grass sced.

6. Oats ¢r Pecase.

The grass seed sown with the barley was bought in common, and paid for
proportionally. From the time the barley was carried until it was tinme
tec plough for the wheat crop, one zathers that the grass which had been
sown with ihe barley was being fed with sheep, therefcre &t any rar-
ticular time after the course weas established half the coumon field
area was feeding sheep, or zrowing turnips for sheep, and half was
growing grain..or pulse. The sheep flock was mcnaged in ccmmion; each

occunier was allowed to contribute sheep to it in proporiion to his
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holding, the whole was under the care of two shepherds, who folded the
sheep nightly upon different strips of land in succession, so that all
ooccupiers received equal benefit. Field reeves were appointed.

"Thue," says Isaac Leatham, an open field is enjoyed in as bene-
ficial a manner as if it were enclosed .......... two persons are
fully sufficient to attend the sheep-stock, instead of many ...... the
precarious rearing of fences is avoided, and the immense expense of
continually repairing them saved." *

I take it that Isaac Leatham, who, by the way, was a gtrong advocate
of Enclosure in general, meant that the open field was, on the whole,
enjoyed in as beneficial a manner as if it were enclosed, because there
still remained the -~reat disadvantage that cach occupier had his lands
in widely scattered strips, and had to waste nmuch tome and labour in
cultivating them; cross-plouching, which might, or misht not have
been desirable, was any way imnossible; the village lands had to be
treated as one whole, so no enterprising and original man was able to
experiment with new ideas, nor could any further improvenent be adopted
without the conzent ¢f a three-~fourths majority; and, perhaps, the

keeping of sheep in a common flock put obstacles in the way of improving

the brecd.

*  Ssaae Lealhcon, East Riding, p. 46.
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1 may add that an act for the enclosure of Hunmanby was passed in
the year 1800, so that Isaac Leatham's course was abandoned just seven
years after he wrote about it so triumphantly.

The aet of 1773 therefore was perhaps not a brilliant suecess in
Hunmanby; perhaps on the other hand improved agriculture excited an
appetite for further improvement, and one novelty having been accepled
the stiff eonservatism which might have postponed enclosure was broken
down. But, as a glance at the map for the East Riding will show, the
whole countryside was subject to a rage for enclosure, and the famine
prices for grain of 1766, doomed to recur aszain in 1600 -~ 1, in 1812,
and 1817, were actinz as a nowerful solvent te all old agricultural
custons.

1t would seem on the face of it extremely impoobable thal the act of
1773 was essentially, and in prineiple, an innovation.  The very use
of the ancient work "reeve" for the official whose manner of elcetion
igs presoribed would seer tc preclude this idea; and rrobably if the act
had been in cossence and prineiple an inncvaticen, it would net have
qorked anywhere. It was probably an endeaveur to select out of the
custens and traditions prevailing in different villages those which

were most in harmony with advanced agriculture, te further zmend these,
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and to make them universal; thus proceeding on the same legislative
principle which was afterwards followed in the Poor Law Act of 1834;
a nrinciple which has been held to be characteristically British.
For this reason 1 adherc ic the view that the village customs of
Laxton throw some light on the juestion of the primitive English
Village Community, light which 1 offer for what it is worth to these
whose investigations are concerned with an earlier period of English

history than mine.



CHAPTER XI.

ERCLGSURE AND DEPOPULATICK.
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ENCLOSURE AND DEPOPULATION.

The very word "Enclosure" to a historieal student suggests
“Depopulation?" The two words are almost treated as synonyms in acts
of Parliament. tracts, and official documents of the sixteenth century.
In the seventeenth century we find the proverbs, "Hcrn ané Thorn shall
make England forlorn," "Inclosures make fat beasts and lean poor
people," while the superstition ;rew up that inclosed land was cursed,
and must within threc generations pass away from the families of
"these madded and irreligious depopulators," these "dispeoplers of
townes, ruiners of commonwealths, occasioners of bezgary ..... cruell
inclos;rs."

ﬁﬂgﬂ . . e .

. the Restoration the literary atftack cn Enclosure becores
more feeble, the defence more powerful. W. Wales in 1781, the Rev. J.
Howlett in 1786, published statistics to show that Enclosure had the
effcet of incrcasing the population, the latier iract being widely
guoted; there ceased to be any opposition from the Ceniral Government

to Enclosure, and private acts were nassed in continually iacreasing
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nunbers; finally the one practical measure carried through by the
Board of Agriculture was the General Enclosure Act of 1301, to sim-
plify and cheapen parliamentary proceedings. Dr. Cunningham sums
up the case as follows:-~ "He (Joscph Massie) was aware that enclosing
had meant rural depopulation in the sixteenth century, and he too
hastily assumed that the enclosing which had been proceeding in the
eighteenth century was attended with similar results; but the condi-
tions of the time were entirely changed. Despite the reiterated
alle;ation.* it is impossible to believe that enclosinz in the eizht-
eenth century implied either more pasture farming or less employment
for labour. he prohibition of export kept down the price of wool,
the bcunty on exportation zave direct encouracement to corné&growing,
the improved agriculture gave more employment to labour #han the cla."”
x
Taken in one sense, 1 nust admit the substantial accuracy of this
opinion. On the other hand I am disposed to maintain the zeneral
acouracy of the statements with rezard to depopulation made by the
opponents of enclosure, (a) srovided these statements are understood

in the sense in which they are meant, and (b) statements only with

* Ry the opponents of enclosure,

% 3rowth of Faglish Industry snd Commerce, Vol, . p 384 (1892)
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regard to the part of the country the writer is familiar with are re-
garded, and his inferences with regard to other parts are neglected.

For it must be remembered that side by side with the movement
for the enclosure of arable fields, ithere was going on a movement for
the enclosure of wastes. From Table it will be seen that 559 acts
for enclosing wastes and common pastures were passed between 1702 and
1802, and over 800,000 acres were so added tc the cultivated area of
England and Wales. There were besides enclosures occasionally on a
large seale by landed proprietors of wastes on which either common
rights were not exercised, or cn which they were too feebly maintained
to necessitate an act. The Beoard of Agriculture report for Notts re-
cords that 10,666 acres had recently been so enclosed from Sherwood
Forest zlcone.* Lastly there was the continual pushing forward of cul-
tivation by fé}m&rs. labourers, sjuatters ete. It is impossible to do
more than form a vague Juess as te ihe juantity of land 5o enclosed,
but reasons will be given later for the belief that it was far jreater
than the area of comwons end waste enclosed by zct of parliament.

sow the opponents of enclosure of the sixieenth,seveniecenth and eigh-

teenth centuries almost without exception opposed sinply the enclosure
of arable common

¥ popert Lowe, Nottingham, Appendix,



fields; they usually expressly approve the enclosure of waste, as
inereasing the means of subsistence of the people. The advocates of
enclosure onnthe other hand are equally concerned in advocating both
kinds of enclosure. Hence we have statemenis to the effeect that the
enclosure of arable fields in the "champion" districts of England
(iwe. the part much coloured on the map) cause rural depopulation,
met by statisties and arcuments to prove that all sorts of enclosure
proceeding over all parts of England and Wales, on the whole, tended
to increase population, urban and rural. Through looseness of wording
on both sides, the coniroversialists seem to be contradicting one
another; whereas, in reality, both mizht ejually be right.

At ®he present day this particular issue i3 dead, thcugh a similar
question, the question whether by neans of the wmodern representative
of the open-field, viz. the allotment field, and modern representative
of the ancient cooperative ploughing, viz, cocperative purchase of
nachines, manures and seeds, borrowing of capital, sale of produce,
and perhaps cooperative stockbreeding, the decay of the agricultural
population can be arrested, is a living issue. Nor is there any
period of the nineteenth century in which any serious rural depopula-

tion as a result of enclosure, und conscyuent laying dowu in pasture,
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of common fields, could be asgerted. Since Free Trzde began to
gseriously affeot the prices of British grain — ahd thaot wes not for a
good many years after 1848 -~ the common fields have been too few,

and the other forces tending towards rural dewnorulation too zreat,
for this particular force to be felt. And if it were fell, no one
would seriously urse that the hardlv pressed farmer should be cowmpelled
to cultivate the land in a manner wasteful of labour, in order that
more labourers might be cmployed. In the carlier part of the nine-
teenth century War, Protection and a rapidly crowing wealth and popu-
lation 30 cffectively encourazced tillaze that nrohibitive methods
would have been comnletely out of nlace.

Yt much, I think, can he learnt on the historical question from
the nresent aspect of the country, even by any onc who merely travels
by express train throuch the midlands. Having swent a day in
traversins the length and breadth of the jreat fields of Castor and
Ailesworth, yellow with wheat, and barley, or recently cut stubble,

I went gtraicht through the county of Northanptonshire seeing on
cither gside scarcely anything but permanent pasture. From Northampton
to Leicester was the same thing, ajzain from Leicester to Uppinghaw.

Just beyond Uppinzham the cornfields become far meore cxtensive; what



were the Rutlandshire common fields till 1881 z2re still mainly under
tillage. All this country of permanent pasture was mainly enclosed
during the cighteenth century. Very frejuently one can see on heavy
land the olf@ ridges piled up in the middle, ending in the middle o8
one field, crossing hedzes, and showing plainly that very little if
any ploughing has been done since the enclosure was effectedj% The
impression made on my mind by this apparent confirmation of all that
the denocuncers of "cruell Inclog%rs" alleged, was a very powerful one;
but such a personal impression is not much arzument to any one clse.

Before examining the evidence for and against rural depopulation
in particular parts of England as the result of the extinction of
common fields, it is well toc consider the a priori arzuments put
forward by Dr. Cunningham.

It iz urged in the tirst place that owing to the relatively high
price of corn and low nrice of wool, there was no motive for laying
down arable as pasture. Dr. Cunningham seems to iznore the fact that
sheep and cattle produce mutton, beef, milk, butter, cheese, and hides
as well ag wool, and it is by the profit to be derived from all of these
oroducts together, and not from any one of them, that the .juestion of
laying down in pasturc will be determined. That laying down arable in

R b
% Arthur Young (Bastern Tour Vol T p 54) noticed this 1D 1771 in the
" h . i i 8X~
hire, "Al11 tbis fine gress ob 80
loses of Northamptoos p
great pasture ¢

L
ent @ soi1l lies 21l 1o t v r w
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pasture was profitable is indicated by the surprise Arthur Young ex-
pressed in 1768 that landlords did not enclose, and put the land to
grags, on passing through bBedfordshire (Northern Tour, paze 56, 2nd.
edition), and by Adam Smith's reference in the Wecalth of Wations to

the exceptional rent commanded by enclosed pasture (MeCulloch's ed.
1843, p. 682). . We have further the clear statement of the Board of
Agriculture, "Whereas the price cf corn from 1760 to 1794 was almost
stationary, the products of grass land have risen greatly throughout
nearly the whole of that period" (General Report on knclosures, p. 4l1).
William 2itt again, in a ~amzhlet rublished by the Boord in 1812 on

the "Food produced from Arable and Grass Land," says that through the
"Inereased luxury of the times iore beef and mution and butter are used
than formerly, cven by ejual numbers, and conscauently more inducenent
1o tarow all the best corn to grass” {p. Z5). VWilliaw Culley zdds in a
fooctnote thzt "Ia the Herthern Counties acre rent per acre 1s given

for ploughing than for crazing farms ... ... more rent i3 gcivea for
zrazing than for zrable [farms in the Southern Counties.”

It is s32id in the scecond place that "the new 2ariculture zave more

employment to labour than the old." No doubi such an improvement as th

substitution cf well hoed turnips for a fallow, the sowinz of zrass
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seeds with barley so as to produce a second crop, or feed for catile,
after the barley was carried, both gave increased employment to
labour, and tended to increased prosperity for the labouring as well
as other classes. But these changes, as we have seen, and as Dr.
Cunpningham himself points out, might take place independently of
enclosure, and might not follow if enclosure did take place.

Whether they usually did follow upon enclosure is a question that
has to be settled by an appeal to contemporary evidence. In taking

this evidence refcrence must always be carefully made to the time

and the place.

The Board of Azriculture's General Report on Enclosures (1808)
guotes with approval an anonymous pamphlet published in 1772, “"The
advantages and disadvantages of enclosing waste lands and common fields'
by “a Country Gentleman." This traei appears to be a very able and
impartial attempt to estimate the effects of enclosure on all the
classes interested. The way in which acts then originated, and the
manner in which proposals were received is described thus:-

“The landowner, 3ceingz the zreat increase of rent made by his

neighbour, conceives a desire of followinz his example; the village

igs alsrmed; the great farmer dreads an increase of rent, and being
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constrained to a systen of agriculture which neither his exXperience
nor his inelination tempt him into; +the small farmer, that his Carn
will be taken from him and consolidated with the larger; the cottazer
not only expecis to lose his commons, but the inncritable consegucnce
of the diminution of labour, the being cblized to quit his native
place in search of work; the inhabitants of the larzer towns, a
scareiiy of provisions; and the Kingdoin in seneral, the loss of in-
habitants." {(vaze 1).

The zeneral conclusion seems to be that all these anticipations
and fears, with the excepuion of the last two, a scarcity of provisions
for larse towns, 2nd a zeneral less of inhabitants for the kingdonm,
are well founded. With rezard to the landowmer wad tithcowner:—

"There ¢an be no dispute that it is the landownors' interest to
promote inclosures; but I verily belicve, the inproprietor of iithes
reaps the greatest smroportionate benefit, whilst the small frecholder,
from his expences increasing inversely 1o the smallness of his allot-

ment, uadoubtedly receives the lecast." (page 295) ,

* mhis is badly expressed, He no doubt refers to the fact that
a small allotment is more expensive to fence, proportionally to

its sige, than a large one,



Of the small farmer:-

"Indded I doubt it is too true, he must of necessity zive over
farming, and betake himself to labour for the support of hig fanily"
(vage 31).

With regard to the increase or diminution of employment for
labourers, he gives the followinz statistical table, an estimate based
on his observation:

1000 Acres of Before Enclosure After Enclosure
gives employment to zives emrloyment to

A. Rich crable land 20 families 5 familics

B. Inferior arable 20 ., 8 ,,

C. 3tinted Ccmmon &, 5 -
pastures

D. Heaths, wastes ete. : . 18} .

it will be seen that his obscrvation is that enclesed arable employs
161 femilics per 1000 acres, open field arable 20 families per 1000

acres; that common pastures, heaths, wastes ete. employ only 1 family

)

per 2000 acres, but enclosed pasture canloys 5 families ner LOOD zeres.

S

~

It will also be seen that his obscrvation 13 that after eaclosure rich

%*
land becomes rasvure, iaferior land arable.

* This is io bhsrmony with 811 cther eighteenth captury information with
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With rezard to the effect cf this on population he names in one
.

passageNorthamptonshire, lcicestershire and Lincolnshire perhans,
as containing "an infinitely zreater proporticn of comnon-fields,
while Northumberland, Westmcoreland and Yorkshire cXceed in moors,
heaths and commons," and in another he mentions Gxfordshire, sucking-
ham, Nerthamptonshire and part of lLeicester as counties in which
rich arable land would he the main subject of an enclosure act. A
typical parish in this digtrict might include 1009 acres of rich
arable land, 500 asres of inferior arcble, 00 cceres of stinted

common, with no heath cor waste. Lelcre erelosure it would previde

i

erplovient for 305 labourinz fanilies according to the table; after

enclosure to 15 5/¢. If eizh® such narishes were encloscd 117 fanilie

would bhe sent odrift - families of —oor and iZaorant labourers,

revard Lo Lhe ¥island Counties, As on: exgmple we may cite the Vale of
Belvoir, the pnorth eastern cornev of teicestershire, Here, 1in conse-
guence of enclosurs, "all the richest lang in the vale, formemly unde»
tillage, was lzid dowp ip grass, but ine skirtings of the vale, for-
merly sheepwalk, ~eve brought into tillzege." The lsendlord, the Duke

of Rutland, fo-tade zoy land worth mow»e than a guinea per acre, to Le
tilled. The enclosure of the twelve parishes ip the Vale took place

between 1786 apd 179&, (Williaw Pitt, Adgriculture of Leicestershire,

1809) +p. 43



looking for new homes under all the disabilities and diffiiculties
sprinzinz from Acts of Settlement, and a Foor Law idminisiration
based on the agsumption that %those who wander fror their naiive lace
are all that is inplicd in the words "vaZra:
Not eizht, but a ndred and twenty 3ix acts for cnclosiung ecimon
fields were passed for the four counties he nanes ia Lae yeurs L1735 -
1772, inmediately precedins the publicaticn of :hdis [ aspinlei, zud the

nrozress continued without internission for #aN%} ycars afteruards.
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A speeially interestins tract, nublished in L7238, cniid
"Thouzhts on Incleosures, by a Scuntry Farmer,'
secount of -he resules of one caze of enclosure. Yue lceality i

1
{

not named, but it is slear that it was within, or nensr, the bcundaries
cf Leicecstershire.

On the <eneral uestion he 3aysi-
Te c¢brain an act of warliament to inglise a coumon fleid, lwo
vitnesses are sroduced, to swear Tuat the lands Jhereor, iaothelr

T state, ire not worih occupyin’

[

Ne]
)
Q]

H
=

at vhe game (iwme they
are lands of the =~est soil 1n Lhe Ringdom, wnd produze cora ia the

sreatest abundance, and of the hest jualicy. And by inclosing such
lands, they are tenerally nrevented from producing any 2o0rn at all,
1
i

as the landowner 2soaveris fweuiy sna 1 farms into about four larze



ones, and at the same time the tenants of tThose large farms are tied
down in their leases not to plough any of the premises, so lett to
farm, * by which means several hundred villazes, That forty years ago
contained between four and five hundred inhabitants, very few will
now be found to exceed eizhty, and some not half that number; nay
some contain only one poor dearipid man or woman, housed by the
occupierscof lands who live in another parish, to prevent them
beins oblized to pay towards the support of the poor who live in the

(page 2).

+

next parish’
The profit of enzlosging, he mailnzains, was dependeni upon
sikul tancous conversion into pasiure, for
"In somne nlaces the lands inclosed do not answer the ends of
pasturaze, and in that case Lillage is 3till to be pursued; because
the rents cannot be raised 30 hizh zs in respect of pastmrage, there-
fore the landowner has not the advantage as in case the land turns
out fit for pasturage, and is oftener the loser hy that proceceding
than the gainer." ~

*x Apthur Young (FEastern Tour, 1771, ¢. 9R) remarks that in Leices-

tershire "Lavalords in general will not allow ap inch to be ploughed

on grazing farms,"



tlhe particular enclosure he cites 1s that of a parish enclosed
about 40 years previously. Defore enclosure it contained 82 houses,
of whieh 20 were small farmg and 12 cottagzes with common rizhis.

It had 1800 acres of common field arable, 200 acres of rich common
cow pasture, and 200 acres of meadow, commonable alfter hay harvest.
The common pasture fed 200 mileh cows and 60 dry ones till hay har-
vest, at which time they were turned intc the meadows, and their
place taken by about 100 horses.

1290 sheep were fed on the stubbles.

The gross produce of the parish before enclosure he values as

follows:—
£ 3

1100 quarters of wheat at 28s per _uarier 15;0 O BN
1200 . ., harley 63z ,, . 880 ) J
o0 - ,, beans ,, 1853 ,, - 675 0 0
250 tedds cf wool ., 183 ,, todd 200 0 0
630 lambs . O3 each 300 0 0
5000 lbs. of cheese ., 1}3 per 1lb. 31 5 0
8000 L, , hutter ys d v s 125 0 8]
100 calves ,s 003 each 100 O 0
150 pigs .y Y23, co 0 )
foultry and c1gs ¢o0 0 0
4101 5 0
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The juantities estimated are eminently reasonable, and in har-
mony with other statements available with rezard to the produwce of
the common fields of the llidlands; the prices also are clearly not
overstated.

As the result of encleosure the twenty farig were consolidated
into four, the whele arca was devoted Lo grazing, 60 cottages were
nulled down, cr otherwise disappeared, 2nd the necessary work was
done by 4 shepherds (one for eash fara) at £25 a year each, board
included, and § maidservants at £18& 31 year each, bourd included.

The -ross nroduce of the parish after enclosure was

Fat Beasts £080 0O 0
Sheep and lambs 7w 20
Calves ws 9 0
Weol 255 000
Butter 160 0 0
Cheese o o 0
Horses 250 0 9

2060 0 O

But while the ~ross produce wags thus reduced by about one third



/59

the zross rent was raised from £1137.17.0 to £lg0i.iz.al

Though unfortunately the parish is not identified, and the wik-
ness is anonvmous, the whole statement appears to have been carefully
and exactly made. In this case we have no less than 30 families of
small farmers or azricultural labourers cxpelled from their homes
in a gsinzle narish of about 2320 aeres.

What became of these farmers and labourers? The "County Farmer”
says, "Many of the small farmers whc have been deprdved of their live-
lihood have sold their stock in *trade and have raised from fifty to
a hundred pounds, with vhieh they have procured Themselves, their
families, 2nd money, a passage to America.”

John Wedze, the Beard of Azriculture reporter {or Warwick says,
seven yeurs later, "About fority jears ago the mcuthern and eastern

parts cf this county

e . ; . s - , i
* . Jeeording to the "Country Jentfemon's" cafeufstions the grose

broduce of the 1800 acres of commoun fisld and 200 acres of cowmon
pasture would te before epnclosure £4,41¢ , 8, apd after £3000,
which ggrees veVy closely with the "Jountry Farmer's statement, the
absolute amourtz Leing greategr, the »atic tetseen them practically

identical,



consisted mogtly of open fields. There are still abcut 50,000 A. of
open field iand, which in a few years will probably all be inclosed..
....These lands heing now grazed want much fewer hand3 to nanage them
than they did in the former open state. Upon all enclosures of open
fields the farms have senerally been wade wuch larger; from these
causes the hardy veomanry of country villages have been driven for
employment to Birmingham, Coventry, and other manufacturing towns. ™
Suech information, given by the representative of an Bnclocsure-zdvoca-

ting corporation, cieculated among the members for correctioi before

final adoption, is unimpeachable cvidence for the perticular time

The rising industiries of Dirmingham and other ikicland towns
found emnloyment, no doubt, for the cxiles from the villages. On the
whole the rulinz opinion scens to have found all this very sotisfact-
ory. The zross produce of food by thesc Lildland parishes mizht be
diminished on enclosure, hut the net Hdroduce, as was shown by the
inorcase of rent, cerstainly increased, and an abundant susply of
labour wag furnished for these wietal wrorking industrics which were
of ihe Ireatest importance in Tines of war. . Then ve think of the

* JoR6 Wedge, Warwickshire, p, 40 (1793),
X 4758 - 1783, 1775 - 1784, 1792 - 1815 were times of war,



horrible sanitary conditions of English towns during the eighteenth
century, of Fielding's description of the London lodzingz houses, of
Colquhoun's attempis at a sgatistical account of L,ondon thieves, of
Hogarth's pictures, which interpret for us.the mezning of the lLerrible
facl thav riziht through whe eighteenth century the deaths “within the
bills of mortality"” regularly far exceeded the hirths, we feel that
there was another s3ide of the shield. rerhaps we should be rmistaken
in judgzing provineial teowns by London, or in supposing that forced
¢migration to Birmingham was as great a misfcriune to the peasant as
forced ¢migration to London. Birmincham in the eurly part of the
nineteenth century was rather a huze vallage of little houses than a
congested tcwn: it was full of "guinea jardens," "aalf Juinea gzardens,"
“two zuinea cardens," (lated aftervards tc become siuas); industiry was
in the domestic stage, hut prospercus until 1518, the year cf peace
abroad and of depressed trade, and faminej al nome.

The connsxion between enclosure of comwacn fields and rizing Pcor
Rates in the eirhteenth zentury is illustiprated rereatedly in Eden's
"Condition of the Poor."

In Duckinzhamshire we find the two aeigjhbouring parishes of

Maids Morton and #ianslow. The former conitained 80 cercs of old
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enclosure, 80 to 70 acres of commons, and the rest of the parish,
about 800 acres, was common field. The poor-rates in the years 1782
to 1795 were 3/8, 3/-. 4/-, /8. There were "several roundsmen.”
Wazes were nominally 1/~ to 1/2 per day, but piece work was general
and 1/3 tc 1/6 wag generally earned. The rent of farms varied from
£17 to £50, ver farm, and from 18/- to 20/- per acre.

Winslow contained 1400 acres, and was entirely enclcosed in 1744
and 1768. Only 200 acres remained arable. The farms varied from
£60 To £400 per annum each, the wages were 6/~ to 7/- per week, "most

”n

of the labourers are on rounds,” and the poor rates {rom 1792 to 17¢5
were 5/¢., 4/-, 5/-, and 8/~. "The rise of the R:tes is chiefly
ascribed to the Enclosure of common fields; which it is said has
lessened the number of farmsg, and from the conversion of arable into
pagture, has much reduced the demand for labourers. An cld man of
the parish says, before the enclosures took place, land did not let
for 10s per acre."” Vol. II., pp. 27 - 33.

In judging the rise of poor rate, i? must noil be forZoticn that
where the rent rises at the same time as the nominal rate, the sum of

meney actually raised for poor law purposes is increased in 2 greater

ratio than the nominal poor rate. If, for exanple, by eunclosure, the



rental of a parish is increased fifty per cent, but the pocr rate
doubled, the yield of the poor rate is increased threefold. And,
if a considerable number of labourers are driven elscwhere, the
amount of destitution produced by the change i3z even greater than
that indicated by a threefold increase in the anount of relief given.
The latter side of the process is illusiratecd in tae case of
Deddington in Cxfordshire. Here
"Phe high retes in this parish are 2scribed tc the common field

of which the land prinecipally ponsistis,;

»

whnereas the neighbourang
parishes have been encloced many years, and rmany siall farws in
them nave been consolidated; oo that many small farmers with little
caritals have been cbliged, either to turmn Jabourers or Lo procuge
small farms in Deddinzien, or othcr parishes fhatl 0558353 COLLCh
fieilds. bosides this, whe nci_abouriag parishes are, aany of them,

nossegsscd by o [lev individuals, 7ho arce cauvious in pernliiln, new

~

comers oo Chusin a sebglement.' . (yoi. L1, 1. <ol
in beices-ershire the complaint i3 naturally icre lcud aad
szeneral . In the account of aibwerin bLeauchaup we rcad a3 fellows:i—-
"io account of the Rates in any of the divisioans, previous
tc the encleosure of the common fields, can be ohtained; but it is

32id that they were not one third of what taey are ut sresent; and
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the people attribute the rise to the enclosures; for they say 'That
_before the fields were enclcsed, they were solely upplied to the
;rédﬁctidm of corn; that the poor had then ulenty of employment in
weeding, reaping, threshing &c. and could also etllect a creat
quantity of corn by zleaninz; but that the fields beirz now in pas-
turage, the’fgfners have little occasion for labourers, and the poor
being thereby thrown out of employment, must of course, be employed
by the pzrigsh.’ There is sume truth in these observations: one
third, or perhans dne fourth cof the number of hands which were re-
quired 20 years ago, would now be sufficient,'according to the ore-
sent oysten of africuliure, %o rerfori all the farmins work of the
parish.”

ile =¢ds That 1f it were nct for the rzet that rony lzbourers
qsere getting emnloyment in conal eutting, the rates would be nwueh

hizher =3till, =nd "the trzdesmen, smoll farmers, 2and labourers zre
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very loud in their com=nlaints acains

nelising farmers and Sraziers. an evil whigh, iney o2y, increases
every year."” Vol II. o, $co
In Jorthamptonshire we find the case of Brixworth, enclosed in

760, a2 parish of 3300 acres. Before enclosure iv consisted almost



entirely of common fields, At the time of Eden's writing, sixteen
years later, only cne third remained arable. The expenditure on the
poor in 1776, before the enclosure, was f£121.8s5, in the six years
1787 to 1702 it averaged £325 (Vel. II. 1.52¢). Again with rerard
to laeal urban cpinion he notes that "the lands round Kettering are
chiefly open field: they produce rich crops of corn. The pecple
of the town seem averse to enclogures, which they think will raise
the price of provisions, from these lands being all turned to nasture,
when inclosed, as was the case in Leicestershire, which was a great
corn cecuntry, ané is now, almost entirely, converted into pasture.”
Arthur Young, a little more than 20 years rreviously,(in Folit-
ical Arithmetic, rublished in 1774), while arguing in favcur of
Enclosure on the Depopulation count, makes an admission against it
with regard to pauperism. "Very many of the labouring poor have
become chargeable to their parishes; but this has nothing to do
with depopulation; on the contrary, the constantly seeinz such vast
sums distributed in this way, must be an inducement to marriage
among all the idle poor — and certainly has proved so." (pp.75, 76)
A very striking example of local depopulatiocn caused by enclos-
ure is supplied by the Rev. John Howlett, one of the strongest

advocates of enclosure. He juoted frow a private correspondent.
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“"As to Enclosure, I can mention two villazes in this Gounty (Leices-
tershire) within twe miles of each other, Wistow and Fosvon,* which
formerly contained 34 or 35 dwellings, but by enclosure Foston is
reduced to three habitations, the parscnage house acconodates one
family, and the twc other buildings are occupied by shepaerds, who
manage the stoek for their different renters, as the whole of <the
parish belongs to one person. And as to Wistow the 54 mansions have
vanished in a very few years, und no dwelling reiains bui the late
3ir Charles Halford's nall house, who own@s the lcrdship, and these
are cailed improvements, for double or treble rents ensue." \Enclc-
sures and Depopulation, p. 12)

As a reneral rule it may be said that where after enclosure
pasture was increased al the expense of tilleze, rural depopulation
resulted; where the amount of land under tillege was increased, the
rural population increased. Further, that eaclosure in the northern
and western parts of Enzlahnd in the scventecnth ond eizhieenth cen-
turies inerecsed the area under iillage; ithatl tne balaice belween
the produstion of bread and neat for the whele eouatry, 56 disturved,

was meintained by the conversion inte r2siure, on enclesure, of

* Facnh of these was enclosed without an act of psrlisment,



much of the "champion" corn crowing land, narticularly in those
mifland counties nearest to the northern and western ones in which
the couplerentary change was taking place. By means of the enclo-
sure acts, interpreted by the lizht <f the above statements, we can
trace these two compensating movements through the eighteenth ceatury

The following passaze in Arthur foung's "Political Arithmetic"
published in 1774, at the time, that is, when he was an eager advo-
cate not only of Enclosure of all sorts, but also of the Engrossing
of farms and the raisinz of rents, sums up the Lwo movenmenis -

“"The fact is this; in the central counties of the kingdom,
particularly worthanptonshire, Leicestershire, abd paris of Warwick,
Huntinzdonshire, and Buckinghamshire, there have been within thirily
years lafge tracts of the open field arable under Lhal ¥ile course,
1. fallow, 2. wheat, . 3pring corn, inclosed and laid down to grass,
being much more suited tc the wetness of the soil than corn.” Here
he admits local depcpulation takes place, though he clzims that a
greater net produce 1is, as the result of enslcsure, supplied by such
digtriets tc the rest of the kingdom. but then, he asks with regard
to the onponents of such enclosure, "What vill they 32y tc the

inclosures in sorfolik, Suffolk, woutinghawshire, Derbyshire,
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Lincolnshire, Yorkshire and all the uorthern counties? «vhal say

they'to the sands of Horfolx, Suffclk and liottinzhamshire, which

yield corn and mutton from the force of Inclosure slcone? ¥hat sa

they to the Wolds of York 2nd Lineoln, which from barren heatihs,

at 1s ner acre, are by Inclosure alone rendered profitable farms?

Ask Sir OSecil wWray if without Inclosure he could advance his Beatihs

by sainfoine irom ls to 205 an acre. - Whal say they to the vast

tracts in the peak of Derby which by Iaclosure alone are chanzed

from blach recicns of Linz to fertile tields covered with aattle?
What say they tc the inprovements of noors in the northern counties,
where by Inclosures alone Bave nade ihese sountries siaiile with
==

culture which before were black as night?”

He then nrocecds to ridicule the view ~f his opponenits, that
the enclosure of wasie, though dezirable in itself, shoulé as far as
nossible be sc comducted as 1o create usmall forms and soall propertie%
a view with whieh in later years, and aftver his tcur in France, he
very much synjathised. intc the nerits of This controversy we need
not zo; what we have %c ncie here 18 fArthur Younz's evidence to the i

fact that from about 1744 %o 1771 there was simultaneously proceeding

a ranid enclosure of waste in lcrfcli, suffclk, uWettinghansiaire,



Derbyshire, Yorkshire, and Lincolnshire and the northern counties,
by which the acreage under tillage was vastly increased, and a con-
pensating enclosure of arable comnmon fields in Norihamptonshire,
Leicestershire, Warwickshire, Huntingdonshire and Buckinghamshire,
inveolving the conversion of arable tc pasture, of small farns into
nuch larger ones, and of the peasantry intc urban labourers.

1t only remains to be added that the [lormer movement if it was

on at all as zreat a scale as Arthur Younz :rives us Lo understand

[/

(and I don't see why one should doubt this) must have ~roceeded
largely, if nov mainly, without the intervention of sfarliament.

This i3 in the first >lace ~ntecedently wrobable. 3Secondly, whereus

&

between 1737 and 1774 there were 273 cormen field varishes epclosed
by Acts of Parliamenti #n the five ccunties of Horthamptoashire,
Leicestershire, Warwick, Huntingdonshire =nd Buckinjhomshire, che
sommons, fens, moors etc. attachec %o enly 100 parishes in dNerfolk,
suffolk, Bottinghanshire, Derbyshire, lincolnshire, Yorkshire, Durham
Northumberland were so enclosed. Unless the zrec of zbout 100,200 a.
thus enclosed in these 10¢ parishes was merely a fraction of the
total area of waste enciosed by all sorts of methods in this lztter

sroup of counties, sythur Young was nisleadin: his readers, for he
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certainly intends to give the impreasion that the enclosure of arable
fields in the Midlands was on a much smaller scale than the reclam—
ation of heaths, moors and fens in the ncorthers and ezstern counties.
Thirdly, with rezard to Horfolk, Arthur Ycun; specifies Enclcsure
without acts of Parliamenit as cne of the causes of the creat azri-
cultural improvement in pariz of Horfolk (Eastern Tour, L77L, qu.il.
p. 150) - "prom forty to sixty years ago, all the Jorthern and Western
and a zreat part of the Eastern tracts of ithe countiry were sheepwalks,
let s0 low as from 68 te 1s.8d and 23 an cares. weh of 1% was in
this conditien conly thirty vears azo. The zreat improvements have
been made by rezson of the following cirsumnstances -

(1) By inclosing without assistance of Parliarent.”
31X other reascns folleow, then the remari

"oo.rliarentary cnelcosures are ssarcely ever sc eciplete and seneral
as in Norfolk," i.e. a3 the enclosure witheout the assisitance of Par-
liament in rorfolk. I have only heen able (o find c¥even acts of
Enclosure for Norfclk before 1771, seven of these were for the enclo-
sure ofcommon field parishes, and four for the enclosure of waste.
In other words the farliamentary enclcsure of these sheepwalks at the

time when Arthur Youn: wrote had nroceeded to merely o trifliaz extent.
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We have then by Arthur Younz's confession in the five ccunties
of Northampton, Leicester, Warwick, liuntiangdon zand Buckincham
enclosure admitiedly accompanied by decay of tillage aud rural
depopulation. From 'A Couniry neuntleman's' list we can wad Oxford-
shire and parts cof Lincolnshire o the list. Thet ihe same prevail-
ing economic motive prevailed in Bedfcrdshire cuan be shown frou
Arthur Young's "Tour throu-h the iorth of Enzland." The country in

7

June 1708 frem 3t. leots to Timbeltoa ras in cenerzl open - “the open

]

ficlds let 2%t 73. ané 73.8d »er zcre, and zhe inclosed gastures about

17s. Heuce we find 2 protiv of 105 au asre by iaclesing ond laying

L0 Zrass. He mi~h% hcre ose, 25 he dees <ith reerd o e aisirict

in puchinrhawshire bewween Ayleshbury ead Buskinghwi, which e found
in 1771 in the condgitio:r of coen fi1eld creble, wnder a course of
fallod, wneat, bezns, fallow, barlery, beans, "i to the landlords,
what in the namc of woender zan he she rexss of Lheir not iaclosing'
A1l this vale would rmake a3 fine mesdows 25 any i the world.™

C ey

Ag ~ Gloucesterahire, Willian tarshall (Rural Yecnomy of

Lo e

ilouceshershire, 470, . 21), csuimater <he rents in the Jale of

1%s ser aere ror conron field arable, L0z 1o 203

&

Eveshan at 102 T



per acre for enclosed arable, and 20s to 503 per acre for enclosed
pasture. Here again there can be no doubt that enclosure implied
layinz down, at least all the zood land, in grass.

A Select Committee of the House of Cornons appointed to ecn~
sider the high prices of fcod in December 1800, (1800 and €01 being
famine years) made enjuiry by the nelp of the parish clergy into the
increase or decrease of land under different crops, and of cattile,
sheep and pigs in the districts which had been encloszed in the pre-

25). The toval result

e

viocus 45 years by rrivate ucts (i.e. oince L%
showed 2 net zain in area under wheat in 1,787,651 acres enclosed of
10,825 acres: the area under vheat heing before cenclosure 155,572

acres, after, 165,037 acres. ©Dut these figures included cll sorts
of euzlosure. “he Doard of agriculture (Gen. Repoert pp 3¢ and 232)
by leaving out cases vhere waste only was cnclosed, cblained the
fcllowing result for czses of encleosure of all ccunonable lands,

under Acts pzssed between L7GLl and 17CC, in parizies where counci-

able arable was included. Takin: the couaties ia groups we nave



Wheat acreage

increased in decreased in
cases by acres zases by acres

Midlands
Rutland 0 10 500
Warwick 2 03 30 2,871
Leicester 11 453 a3 4,340
Northamption 11 450 Vg 7,010
Nottingham 14 523 28 1,823
Oxford 8 285 11 208
Buckingham 3 181 o2 3,085
Bedford 7 088 2o 1,801

Total 50 3,055 262 52,066

marishes by 2cres ~arishes by acreg

Eastern Counties
Norfolk g GRY i 10
Suffolk o 150 0
Huntingdon 7 460 9 530
Cambridge 7 €05 2 184
Essex 1 40 J
Hertford S 174 1 7

e —— et . ———— ————

Total 2¢ 2,055 13 731
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WHEAT ACREAGE
increased in deereased in

parishes by acres narishes by acres
Northern Counties

Northumberland 2 20 L 03
Durham 1 20 2 2
Yorkshire 40 3411 22 1601
Lincoln 48 2422 41 2543
Derby S X 10 545

Total o4 5605 76 5444

—— et e e e g o i sy e e g

Southern Counties
(3. of Thames)

Berkshaire 5 212 3 Z45
Wiltshire 12 S84 11 528
Hempshire 8] 256 2 o
Dorset 4 05 5 AT
Somerset 1 ) 1 55
sussex 1 180 o

Total 25 1,787 R 1,077
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——

Western Countiesg

Gloucester 7 48 20 088
Hereford 1l 40
Shropshire e 115

Staffordshire 1l 300

Weorcester o 345 3 155

Total 26 1448 24 1343

Grand Total 239 14,507 407 30,894

In estimating the significance of these figures it musi be berne
in mind that the figures for acreaze in wheat after enclesure were
gollected at a time of famine prices for wheat. Probably many thou-
sands of acres of old arable commen field, which had been enclosed
and laid down in grass, in each of these counties, were again ploughed
under the stimulus of wheat prices exceeding 100s per quarter.

So mush with regard tc the connexion between depopulation and
enclosure in the second half of the eighteenth century. ¥#ith rezard
to the first half, the following account is supplied by a certain
John Cowper, “"Inclosing Commons and Common field lands is contrary

to the interest of the Nation."



"When these commons come to be inclosed and converted into pas-
ture, the Ruin of the Poor is a natural consequence; they being
bought out by the lord of the Manor, or some other person of sub-
stanoce.

"In most open field Parishes there are at a medium 40 farmers and
80 cottazers who hold their lands in commen, and have right of com-
monaze one with another. OSuppose each person employs 8 labourers,
we have in all 660 persons, men, women and children, who besides
their Employment in Husbandry, carry on larze branches of the
Woollen and Linnen Manufactures.”

With regard to the plea that hedzinz and ditching will employ
many hands, he says

“Phis is so contrary to constant experience, that it hardly
deserves to be taken notice of. 1 myself, within these 30 years
past, have seen above 20 Lordships or Parishes inclosed, and everyone
of them has been in a manner depopulated. If we take all the inclo-
sed Parishes one with another, we shall hardly find ten inhabitants
remaining, where there were an hundred before Inclosures were made.
And in some parishes 120 families of Farmers and Cottagers, have in

a few years been reduced to four, to two, aye, and sometimes to but
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one family. And if this practice of Inclosing continues much longzer,
we may expect to see all the great estates ingrossed by a few

Hands. and the industrious Farmers and Cottagers almost intirely
rooted out of the kingdom. Raising Hedges and sinking ditches

may indeed employ several hands for a year, or hardly so long,

but when that is once over, the work is at an end ...... Owners

of inclosed Lands, if they have but a2 little coen to get in,

are already forced to send several miles to open field parishes

for Harvest men."”

Six open field farms, averaging 150 acres each, and the little
holdinzs of 12 cottagers, would be let togebher, after enclosure,
as one grazing farm, and the total rent thus be raised from £300
to £800. But whereas one acre of arable land would previously
have produced 20 bushed® at 33 per bushel, a gross return of
£3; after enclosure it would contribute to the fattening of a
bullock to the extent of 25s5. The gross prodice is decreased;

but the nett produce is increased. Of the £3 produced by the
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acre of common field under wheat, 50s would go in expenses, leaving
6s.8d to the landlord and 3s.4d to the tenant. Of the 25s. pro-
duced by the same acre enclosed under grass, 133.4d would go te
the landlord, 1l1ls3.8d to the grazier.

It is interesting in passing to note the association of commen
field agriculture with manufacture in the domestic stage indicated
by this passage.

We have also direct evidence of the same movemenis in the six-
teenth century. On the one hand Walter Blyth (The English Improver,
1649, p.40) has the passage:- "Consider but the Woodlands, who
before Enclosure, were wont to be relieved by the Fieldon, with corne
of all sorts. And now zrowne as gallant Corne Couniries as be in
England, as the Western parts of Warwickshire, and the northern parts
of Worcestershire, Staffordshire, Shropshire, Derbyshire, Yorkshire,

and all the couniries thereabouts.” On the other hand from the
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controversy between the two John Moore's on the one hand, and Joseph
Lee, and an anonymous controversialist on the other, we can pick out
certain statements of matters of fact that passed mncontradisted.

This controversy arose out of the enclosure of Catthorp, a parish in
the extreme south west corner of Leicestershire, bordering on Northamp-
tonshire and Warwickshire. Lee was the narish priest of Catthorp, and
a pdrty to the enclosure. In his "Vindication of Regulated Inclosure,”
he gives a list of 15 parishes within 5 miles of Cattherp which had
been enclosed. He also zives a list of 10 nparishes, encloscd from
20 to 50 years, in which depopulation had not yet taken nlace. This
second list, as John koore remarks, "they were forcec to fish up out
of the counties of Lcicester, warwick, dorthampton ete.) and it is
significant that two only of the 1% parishes enclosed ncar Catthorp
are aasserted by Lee not to have been attended by depopulation. IT we
go a little earlier we find in 1607 an insurrcction ageinst Inclosures,
followed by a scarching enquiry by James I.'s government, and no doubt
by renewed vigilance, for a while, in the cnforcenent of the Depopula—
tion Acts. It may be regarded as axiomatie, that in a corngrowing coun-
try * enclosure which does not diminish tillage, does not provoke riot
and ingurrection.

* piots may occur on the enclosure of waste, where the enclosed waste

gave a livelihood to a considerable specialised population, as in Hatfield

See Dr., Cunningham's Growth of Eng. Industry % Commerce

Chase and the Fens,
Vol Ty. ,187. 188,
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While, however,enclusure which does not diminish the land under
tillage does not, as 2 rule, cause rural depopulation, it is a rule
not altogether without esception. One of the most striking passayes
in Cobbett's "Rural Rides" is that written in August 1828, in whieh
he describes the valley of the Wiltshire Avon:-

"It is manifest enough, that the population of this valley was,
at one time, many times over what it is now; for, in the first place,
what were the 2% churches built for? The population of the 20 parishes
is now but little more ihan one half of the single parish of Aensingtons
and there are several cf the churches bigier than the church at Len-
sington....... In three instances, Fifield, Milston, and Roach-Fen,

the church pcrehes would hold all the inhabitants, even down to the

bed-ridden and the babies. What then, will any man believe that these
chureches were built for such little kncts of people. ........ But, in
fact, you plainly see all the traces of a great zancient population. The

churches were almost all larze, =2nd built in thc best manner. iany of

*  Just above he states it at 9,116
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them are very fine edifices; very costly in the building; and, in the
cases where the body of the church has been altered in the repairing of
it, so as to make it smaller, the tower, which everywhere defies the
hostility of time, shows you what the church must formerly have been...
.+.. There are now no less than nine eut of the parishecs out of the
twendty-nine, that have either no parsonage houses or have such as are
in such a state that a parson will not, or cannot, live in them.......
The land remaing; and the crops and the sheep'come as abundantly as ever,;
but they are now sent almost wholly away ....... in the distance of
about thirty miles, there stood fifty mansion houses. ‘here are they
now? I believe there are but eizht, that are at all wcrthy of the name
of mansion houses...... In taking my leave of this beautiful vale 1 have
to express ny deep ghame, as an Englishman, ot behelding the general
exirene poverty of those who cause this vale to produce such juantities
of food and raiment. ‘“his is, I verily believe it, ilhe worst-used
labouring population upon the face of the earth.” s

When Cobbett wrote, the process of Enclosure for This corner of

Wiltshire was practically complete. Thomas Davis, whose acccunt of the

*¥ Rural Rides, 1830 ed, pp. 375 - 390,
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agriculture off Wiltshire is the most interesting of the whole series
cf county surveys, wrcte when theprocess was in its early stage, and
wrote predicting depopulation. He says, "the zreater part of this
country was formerly, and at no very remote period, in the hands of
great proprietors, Almost every manor had its resident lord, who
held part of the lands in demesne, and :ranted out the rest by copy
or lease to under tenants, usually for threce lives renciable. A
state of commonaze, and particularly of open ccmmon fields, was par-
ticularly favourable to this tenure........The Northwest of Wiltshire
being much better adanted to inclosures and to sub-division of property,
than the rest, waa inclosed first; while the South East, or Down district
hag under:zone few #nclosures and‘still fewer subdivisioas.” x

The common field system was ez2lled "tenantry.", The tenants
ordinarily were occupiers of single "vardlands," rented at abbdut £20

a year each. A typinal yordland consisted  besides the homestead, of

¥ Phos, Davis, Wiltshire, p, 8. X ipid p. 14

+ Contrast with such farms those described by Cobbett 30 years later -
2t one farm 27 ricks, 2t another 400 acres of wheat stubble in one piece,
at a third a sheepfold containing about 4,000 sheep and lambs, at a fourth
300 hogs in one stubble, 2z fifth farm at Milton had 800 i1rs, of wheet,
1200 gors of barley of the year's crop, and kept on an average 1400 sheep,

(pp. 2R3, 4, 5.,) "Phe farms ave all large,” p, 3A1,
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2 acres of meadow, 18 acres in the arable fields, usually in 18 -~ 20
pieces, a right on the common meadows, common fields, and downs for
40 sheep, and as many cattle as the tenant could winter with the
fodder he grew. . His 40 sheep were Kept with those of his neighbours,
in the common flock of the manor, in charge of the common shepherd.
They were taken every day to the downs, attd brought back every night
to be folded on the arable fields,; the usual rule being to fold 1000
sheep on a "tenantry" acre (but £ of a statute acre) per night. In
breeding sheep regard was had to what may be termed folding quality
(i.e. the propensity to drop manure only after being folded at nizht)
a3 much as to qualiiy or guantity of wool or meat. x

On the enclosure of such a manor the counon flock was broxen up,
and the position of the small farmer became untenable. 1t is true,
says our author, that he has the convenience of having his arable
land in fewer gieces; but if he has hiz 1€ acres all in one piece in-
stead of in 20, he zannot plough them with fewer than the three horses
he previously ploughed with. Then he has no inclosure to sut his
horses in; he no loager has the common to turn them on. His right on

the down would entitle him to an alloiment of sheepdown of about Z0

* jbid p., 15 x itid p. A1,
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acres, -erhaps 2 miles from home. This is tco small for him to be able
to take it u?. s0 he accepts instead an increase of arable land. But
now he has no down on which to feed his sheep, no common shepherd to
take charge.of his sheep, which are too few to enable hinm individually
to enploy a shepherd. He therefore must nart with his floek and then
haa no sheep to manure his land; further, havins no cow common, and very
little pasture land, he cannot keen cows to make dung with his straw.
Lastly, the arable land being in ceneral entirely unsuited to turn <o
grass, he is rrevented from enclcesing his allotment, znd laying it cown
in pasture.x Obvicusly under cuch circumstances the small farmer atter
for* a few years raising diminishing crops frou his impoverished arable
land, wust succumb, and in somce cases help as a labourer te ¢ill his
fields for another man, in other cagses drift to the towns, or cenlist.

The contermvoraneous decay of rural nanufacturing indusviry,xof course

* ipid p. 80
X "The villages down this Valley of Avon, and indeed, it was the same in
almost every part of this county, 3ne in the North and West of Hampshire

also. used to have great employment for the women and childrmen in the card-
, 3 ,

ing and spinping of wool for the making of broadcloth, This was 3 very

N . . "
general employment for the somen and gimls; but it is vow wholly gone,

Cobbett, ® Rural Rides, p., 385, 1B30 ed. (written Aug, 1828)
4 ]



greatly aggravated the depopulating effects of enclosure. It may exen
have precipitated enclosure by weakening the position of the small
farmer during the period of the Prench wars, during a time, that is,
in which a combination of causes, apart from enclosure, was favouring
the extension of large farms at the expense of small farms.*

In the South East of Wiltshire, then, enclosure was followed by
no incerease of pasture farming, but it was followed by local depopulas
tion. Whether the depopulation were mercly local, or naticnal as well,
would depend upon whether after enclosure, the total production of food
of the parish were increased or diminished. Thomas Davis tells us
that in many cagses it was diminished; the rcason no doubt being that
there were no farmers with sufficient enterprise and control of capital
to absorb the small farms, as their occupiers began to drift towards
bankruptcy. That such a result as this was felt to be an impending
danzer, is shown by his statement:- "In some late inclosures allot-

ments of arable land te small farmers have beea set oul adjoining to

®Phese causcs were (a) the great fluoctuations in pricdes of agriculturel
produce, (b) the custom of using Poor-relief as 4 supplement to sgricule-

tural wages, The way in which these operated is ably dealt with by Dr,

Bunningham,



each other, directing the same to remain in an uninclosed state with
a common right of sheep-feed over the whole, and a common allotment
of down land and another of water-meadows, and some inclosed pasture
to each if necessary. "

In this country, consisting of open downs, stretching for miles
along the summits and higher slopes of the chalk hills; intersected
by winding rivers bordered by flat alluvial land of naturally riech
pasture, but converted by irrigation into the famous Wiltshire water
ncadows; the long lower slopes of the hills as it were decreed by
nature to be noble corn fields, cultivation had to be on a lar:e scale;
the unit of cultivation had to be a niece of land of reascnable width,
stretching from the river tc the summit of the downs. ience small farms
could not exist without some degree of organised utual help. Hence
when that organisation, which in this country was furnished by the
common field system, was terminated by enclosure asts, consolidation
of farms became necessary.

Nowhere else are these conditions present in quite so fully devel-
oped a degree as in Wilishire; which contains the central hub from which
radiate the three srcat belts of chalk down, the South Downs, the North
Downs, and the rance containing the Chilterns, %the chalk hills of Hert-

fordshire, the Gog-magogs of Cambridieshire, and their continuation
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into Norfolk. But the most essential feature of Wiltshire agriculture,
viz. the combination of sheep down and arable field, may be said to be
charaoteristic of all this country. This is the country from which

in the sixteenth century came the :reat indignant ouilcry azainst en-
closure, which in More's Utopia cnters into the classic literature of
our country. When it is remembered that the cconomic motive of
enclosure then was the high price of wool, that private individuals

are stated to have owned flocks of 10,000, 20,000, and even of 24,000
sheepX it is easy tc concéivé of whole parishes being converted into

great sheep runs.

X prggmble to 25 Henry VITI c, 13



CHAPTER XITI.

ENCLOSURE AND THE POOR.



ENCLOSURE AND THE POOR.

"The Poor at Enclosure do Grutch
Because of abuses that fall"
Tusser, "Champion and Several.”

During the nineteenth century the controversy with regard to
enclosure has not turned upon the jucsiion whether it does, or does
not injure the mass of the rural poor of the loeality, in their
capacity of agricultural labourers, by depriving them of employment;
but whether it has injured them, by depriving them without compensation
for rights which they had enjoyed before enclosure, but which could
not berlegally established; and whether poor owners of common rights
have received adejuate compensation: the uestion, :n fact, whether
the poor are justified in"Grutching at Enclosure," because of real
abuses in the method of carrying it out. On this jJuestion no distinc-
tion need be drawn between the two classes of Inclosure Acts.

I do not think thet mush complaint can be made with regard to

the adminigtration of the Enclosure Actis since 1876 by the Doard of
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Agriculture. By the provision ef adequate allotment grounds and re-
ocreation grounds compensation is made to those villagers who can claim
no specific rights of common; and though no doubt many of the owners
of single common rights are dissatisfied with the plots of land
assigned to them, therc seems to be nc reason for doubting that the
Commissioners appointed have endeavoured to deal with rich and poor
with equal fairness. Further, a zreat deal of the work of the Board
in its capacity of Enclosurc Commigssioners has been the regulation of
commons; and to a certdin degree they have become a body for preserving
ingtecad of destroying commons. They may even be described as the most
potent force for the preservation of existing coumon-fields, simply

by insisting on a certain method in the division and allotment, which
may be too expensive.

But this verdict of “not guilty" only applies to the Enclosure
authority since it was chastened and corrected by the moveuent for the
preservation of commons so ably recorded by the Hon. G. $haw Lefevre
(English Commons and Fcrests.). All the carly reports of the Enclosure
Commissioners, or the Enclosure, Tithe and Copyhold Commissioners :rive
abundant evidence of the hard, legal spirit in which the claims of

cottagers were considered, and the slizht reasons which were considered
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good enough for refusing recreation grounds and allotments. The 27th
annual report - the apologda of the Commissioners - pleads, as we have
seen above, that 8,000,000 acres of commons, and 1,000,000 acres of
commonable arable fields or meadows still existed, which was absurdly
inaccurate, and that "of all modes of tenure in a fully peopled country
there is none more prejudicial to improved culture than that of holding

in common," which was perfectly true. Again the 32nd report makes a
great deal of the fact that the 560,000 A. of common and commonable
land dealt with since the act of 1845 had been distributed among
26,000 separate owners; which however only proved that the number of
people who enjoyed rights of ownership over uninclosed land had been
greater than the number of owners of a corresponding arca of enclosed
land. - but whether that was because commons and common fields fawoured
the aoreation or preservation of small properties ( as it certainly does
in. many ocases), or whether because a multiplicity of owners favours the
preservation of commons and comnon fields (which is always the case),
no credit was due to the General Enclosure Act, or to the body administer-
ing it,

We find that between 18456 and 1875, out of a total area of

580,000 acres divided and allotted, just 1,758 acres were set aside
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for recreation grounds, and 2,105 acreg for field gardens and allotiments.

The administration of the act since 1877 is therefore a very scvere

condemnation of its administration in the earlier period.

We have seen in the case of Ewelme and the neighbouring parishes,

how the cottagers were injured con enclosure, by losing their source

of fuel, without zetting any compensation. I am indebted to Mr. John

Swain for the following description of the effects of enclosure of a

Welsh mountain.

"The »arish of ———— in the county of rlontrereryshire ig about
five miles len: by two miles bread. 11 :on3ists for the most part of a

hill 1lyin: petwecen a river ond one of 115 tributaries. The hill rises

te about $OO Ceet 2hove sca level, anc zooiclas ac wnenclosed land.

We have therefore

in this rarish twvo sIrips of low-lying sieadow land,

land of z moderate wuality on the aill slones, nnd rough pasturce Land

near the summit. oo oohis hill wes

found, ugually in sone shelicred hollow weor & 37rin Or 2 runalng

streamn .....

L o e = Y - - 1
"opovious no the Fnelosvre Ast, ~assed earlys in the ninetcenth

century, thc sroater Lars of the alll wes open. 1ac larig oecupled

be

the



bottem lands, and the foot of the hill up which they crept, their
boundary fenzes foruing an irregular line ca the hillside, bheing
hisher or lower =3 the uncturc and wuclity of the land tenpted eazle-
sure. “he unenaclcesed Tortion of the hill +as used as a comon nasture
by all the Tfarners whose land adjoined it, and tone acount of stoek
each one was allowed wo feed on it oo rouZhl resuleted by The 31ze
of nis nolaru.

"Avout L0 years aZc a awsher of the soorer peasaniry began
settliuz o wirs ccomoen land.  Toerc o3 2 jcncrel understanding
that if a .ouse +as3 railsed Curins ©he aizht so thot the builders were
able Lo 2an3C SLode Lo 133UC Lrd Sac¢ 2alaney by osunrise, Lhey there-—
by estahlisiied o rizhi of noo3e3310. vhiceh nn one could gzinsay.

andé 2aeap, SC oen inten-

in The neiszn curiing 100 S UL

4
%

ahuncan

@]

Timbe

"3

N

din’ sqaatier hod litule gilficulty in procuring whc waterial for
building his cottaze. Witt whe aelp of nis frieads ae procured
sufficient ood ior vthe i{ramesor:s, ano Then SCleslid a convenlenw
site in o shelsercd soo% f1uh oosouthern aspect, sod harded down Lhc
LrGLATATLICNS WEre L.adc

foundaticns of hic Iuture dwelling. Wiren oll
he -atacred toether zil tihe hely he cculd, wd ra toe dusd of the

his nmaterials zouvegeo Lo tiac sclec

)
[
©
—
Jms

evening .2

stonewory wos laid we formm the foundatisas and chiwney cud of the



cottage, and then the framework was quiekly set up. The panels were
interweven with stout laths, and zovered with clay, over which was
smeared a ccating of lirce-plasicer, vwiile a roct of tuaten zoopleted
the edifaice. Jindcws vere nct ifor a Linc cousideret necessary, hut
the entrance was carefully secured by a stouv door. saen just us
The dawn vwog breaking, a fire was Aiudled on the hearith, and the
curl of aloge chove the rude chimney Lold Tue workers Lhct they
could novw reicx ithelr efforis .....

"A uwelilu_ACUse a.ving becn Crectea, uiie next Siep «as Lo ap ro-

nriate & feor acres of land surroundin iu.......ine waffrculzy of

D

obtainings sufficicnt 1and 1cr the Keep of a ¢ow as oo 1.CrC tian the

N

labcur of enclosing wnd reclaiming 1T,

"In .ais soy sone tairty or forey familics were settled ia cot-
tezes built by vacuselves, nround whilsa vece three or four fielas,
where Cor rany yewrs they lived in indisturbed possessicu. by patieat
tabour the ~orse and fern were oot rid of, irees vere jlaaied rounc
the cotitaze, or allowed 1o Srow where iacy s7ans up i sulteble
slaces in the hedzerows; T 2uliivaticen and Lauuring toe aer:
as loroved.

with the Enslosure Act ihere caunc a disturbance of Tthis state of

affeirs. The nartition of the unapprerriated land scens te hove been
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carried cut fairly, by addingz tc cach farm a uantity of land in pro-

perticn to the nmount of pasturage the occunier enjoyed on the commen...

-

When. however, we come Lo con3ider She ase of the zottager, hig treal-
ment was by nce means faic.  Zacleosures of over tweaity one yceors standing
werc net interfercd with, and their owners were left in undisturbed
20s3€58i0n, but such as :ad been enclosed for a shorter jeriod were
c¢lained by the Tord of the lianor, who lived some wwelve niiles away, and
ressessed lithle or no land ia the parish. He advanced i3 claim cau-
tiously asking only a ncminal rent, and as unleitcred zeasauts ifelt the
incjuality of a zontest in the naiier, Lhis reantb wzg saic. Censeguently

A1 7 o ad (R Y N e 2 v S S P
5 fcll into nis hands, and the poor

the =ottase heldin

more +than half

oceuniers were deprived of the owacership of the dwellings they had

‘3

erected, and of 2ll the mprovencnis Lac] Lau pud 1nus Lae iand Lwuey had
enclosed. Hone of +them had to leave their holdings, cud the reut il
first char-ed was trifling; but cxcept ia 2ases wshere life-lcaues were
sranted, the cotita_ers had logt all their rights, and woey and their
noldinzs were left cntirely in <he hzads of a lorce landowner.”

The Enclosure het of course nrevented ithe ¢reaticn of any iiore
ccttase holdings. The fertility of the 30il in these small heldiugs,

Mr. Owain szgg, 1is encrnously cSreater than that of ihe land, naturally

similar, on the other side e¢f the hedze. Usually the cciltaser cets a
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neighbouring farmer to plough half an acre of his holding for him,paying
for this service in labour at harvest time; and keeps the rest, except
the garden plot, under grass. The average size of the holding is about:
six acres; whish is found sufficient for iwo cows,a heifer,a calf,sever-
al pigs,thirty fowls and a dozen ducks. The produce supplies all the veg—
etables, fruit, milk,butter,egzs and bacon consumed by the family; and

brings in the following money returns, on kir. 3wain's calculations.

One cow and one calf sold per annum {the other calf £ s d
being reared to replace the cow sold) 14 0 O
3ix pounds of butter per week at 1/- per lb. 15 12 0O
1 pig, sold at a net profit of 210 0
20 fowls 2 5 0
A00 eggs ‘alleowing 800 for home consumption) 1 8 O
35 15 0

-

As Mir. Swain writes from an intimate nersonal knowledze, I have
no hesitation in =2cceptinz his statement as approximaiely accurate.

The injury to the cottagers does nol end with.the prevention of the
ereation of fresh holdinzs,and the transfer of the ownership of most of
those already existinz to the Lord of the Manor. For the landlord,manag-
ing his estate in the ordinary way, throuzh the internmediaries of stewar&
and agent,is almost invariably led iato herging such small holdings into

larger farms,in spite of the high rents which would often be gladly paid.
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It will be seen that these two cases are in the nature of things
typieal. Similar hardships may be rezarded as the almost inevitable
effeet of any enclosure which included any considerable guantity of
wagte land; and if the enclosure is necessary or highly desirable,
same compensating advantazes cught to he provided for the inhabitants
as such. The smallness of such provision between 1845 and 187% is very
significant. And it makes one seriously doubt whether in their zeal
for furthering improved culture the Commissioners were as considerate
as.was desirable, to the cottager who had a leral common-rizht. bBut
on that pecint we can apnly no 3tatistical test.

If we turn from enclosures sincee 145 %o encleosures before, we have

a verdict from the old Becard of Azriculture in its General Report on En-

-

closures published in 1808, whigh,so far as it iz biassed, 13 biassed
entirely in favour of enclosure. It says,"The benefit (cf enclosure)
in this case (to the ncor) is by no means unmixed."”
The loss of fuel iz declared to be the chief injury; and besides -~
"In some cases nany cows had been Kept without a lezal fight, and
. . N . - "
nothing had been given for the practice.
*In other cases, where alloiments vwere assigned, the cottazers

could not pay the expense of the meagure, and vwere forced to sell their

allotments.”



"In others they kept cows by rizht of hiring their cottages, or
common rights, and the land going, of course to their proprictor, was
added to the farms, and the poor sold their cows; this is <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>