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Summary

The present volume is the penultimate report on excavations at the English deserted medieval village site of Wharram
Percy, in North Yorkshire. It charts the history of settlement at Wharram from the early 16th to the early 19th centuries,
the period which began with the destruction of the medieval farming community and its open-fields, and ended with the
abandonment of the one remaining farmstead occupying the former village site, and of the adjacent vicarage. The volume
details the significant but unevenly surviving documentary sources relating to the final depopulation of the village, and
to the vicarage and farmstead which continued for three centuries to occupy the valley terrace immediately to the north
of the churchyard. It also details the very fragmentary structural sequences excavated in each of these homesteads and
attempts, not entirely successfully, to relate the documents to the building remains. More successfully, the late 18th and
early 19th-century houses are related to contemporary local buildings traditions.

The artefacts associated with the two homesteads are catalogued, illustrated and discussed in detail, as they constitute
one of the most significant and extensive assemblages of material culture from a small rural community of this period.
The ceramics, clay tobacco pipes and vessel glass are among the categories of artefact recorded in unparalleled numbers
from this type of settlement. The chapters relating to environmental evidence include not only a full faunal analysis but
also a detailed report on the in situ charred remains of the crops that were being stored in the vicarage barn when it was
destroyed by fire in 1553.

Zusammenfassung

Der vorliegende Band ist der vorletzte Bericht {iber die Ausgrabungen der mittelalterlichen Wiistung Wharram Percy,
North Yorkshire, England. Er behandelt die Siedlungsgeschichte in Wharram vom frithen 16. bis in das friihe 19.
Jahrhundert. Dieser Abschnitt umspannt die Zeit von der Auflésung der mittelalterlichen ldndlichen Gemeinde und der
dazugehorigen Ackerfluren (open fields) bis zu dem Wiistfallen des schlielich einzig verbleibenden Gehofts auf dem
ehemaligen Dorfgeldnde und des angrenzenden Pfarrhauses. Der Band stellt die bedeutenden, jedoch liickenhaften
schriftlichen Quellen mit Angaben zur endgiiltigen Aufgabe des Dorfes dar sowie jene Informationen zum Pfarrhaus und
zum Gehoft, die — auf der Talterrasse unmittelbar nordlich des Friedhofes gelegen — die éltere Ansiedlung drei
Jahrhunderte tiberdauerten. Dartiber hinaus werden die duferst fragmentarischen Befundabfolgen, die in den beiden
untersuchten Gehdften archédologisch belegt sind, dargestellt. Es wird — wenngleich nicht ganz erfolgreich — versucht, die
schriftlichen Quellen mit den Befunden in Verbindung zu bringen. Ungleich direkter ist hingegen die Verkntipfung der
Gebiude des spiten 18. und des friihen 19. Jahrhunderts mit den regionalen Bautraditionen.

Die Artefakte, die den beiden Gehoften zugeordnet werden kénnen, wurden katalogisiert, sind illustriert und werden im
Detail diskutiert. Sie stellen eins der bedeutendsten und umfangreichsten Inventare materieller Kultur einer kleinen,
landlichen Gemeinde dieser Periode dar. Keramik, Tonpfeifen und Glasgefdfie gehoren zu den Artefaktkategorien, die
hier in fiir landliche Siedlungen einzigartig groer Zahl ausgegraben worden sind. Die Kapitel zur Archidobotanik und
—zoologie beinhalten nicht nur eine vollstindige Analyse der Fauna, sondern auch einen ausfiihrlichen Bericht tiber die
im Zuge des Brandes der Pfarrscheune im Jahre 1553 in situ verkohlten Getreidereste.

Résumé

Ce volume est I’avant-dernier rapport concernant les fouilles sur le site du village médiéval anglais abandonné de
Wharram Percy, au North Yorkshire. Il trace 1’historique du peuplement de Wharram, du début du 16¢me siécle au début
du 19¢me siecle, la période qui commenca par la destruction de la communauté agricole médiévale et de son systéme de
champs ouverts, et qui se termina par I’abandon de la dernicre ferme qui restait encore sur le site de I’ancien village, et
du presbyteére avoisinant. Ce volume donne des détails sur les sources documentaires restant encore, lesquelles sont
considérables mais incompletes, concernant le dépeuplement final du village, ainsi qu’au sujet de la ferme et du
presbytere, lesquelles continuerent trois siécles durant a occuper la terrasse sur la vallée immédiatement au Nord du
cimetiere. Il donne également des détails sur les séquences structurales trés fragmentaires fouillées dans chacune de ces
demeures, et il s’efforce, sans y réussir enti¢rement, d’établir des liens entre les sources documentaires et les vestiges des
batiments. Il réussit bien mieux a établir des liens entre les maisons de la fin du 18¢me siecle et du début du 19¢me siccle
d’une part, et les traditions de construction locale contemporaine d’autre part.

Les objets fabriqués associ€s aux deux demeures sont catalogués, illustrés et discutés de manicre détaillée car ils
représentent 1’un des ensembles de culture matérielle les plus significatifs et les plus importants en provenance d’une
petite communauté rurale de cette période. La céramique, les pipes a tabac en argile et les vaisseaux en verre se trouvent
parmi les catégories d’objets fabriqués enregistrés en quantités sans parall¢le et découverts dans ce type de peuplement.
Les chapitres qui traitent des indices environnementaux comprennent non seulement une analyse compléte de la faune
mais aussi un compte-rendu détaillé des restes carbonisés in situ des récoltes qui étaient entreposées dans la grange du
presbytere lorsqu’elle fut détruite lors d’un incendie en 1553.



Preface and Acknowledgements

The excavations that are the subject of this volume
explored the sites of the post-medieval farmstead and the
late and post-medieval vicarage. They lie in a part of the
village area described for convenience, both during the
excavations and in the post-excavation phase, as the
North Glebe Terrace. The terrace is that part of the valley
in which the cottages and medieval church now stand — a
partly artificial terrace that has probably been augmented
on numerous occasions, both by landslips and by human
effort, during the lifetime of the settlement. ‘Glebe’ refers
to the core ecclesiastical holding on the terrace, and
‘north’ relates to that part of the terrace lying north of the
churchyard. As will become evident in the excavation and
discussion chapters of this report, there is considerable
overlap between the northern part of the churchyard,
excavated as Site 26 and reported in the churchyard
volume (Wharram XI), and the southern parts of the
vicarage Sites 54 and 77 described in this volume.
Though the present volume has been constructed as a
‘stand-alone’ report, access to the previous volume would
probably be of benefit in a number of respects.

Since the publication of the first volume in 1979, each
of the definitive Wharram excavation reports has been
devoted to a particular group of sites, rather than to a
particular theme or chronological period. Yet in practice
it has frequently proved possible to combine
considerations of geography, theme and chronology: thus
Wharram VII and VIII were concerned with Wharram’s
Anglo-Saxon occupation, Wharram IX with its Late Iron
Age and Roman settlement, Wharram X with the
management and use of its water resources, and Wharram
XI with the graveyard and its contents. Similarly
Wharram XII, though constructed to report a group of
adjacent excavation sites on the North Glebe Terrace is
also, effectively, a report on the whole of the post-
medieval settlement, which was in the form of a small
hamlet occupying this part of the old village site from the
16th to the early 19th centuries. For this reason the
reports on post-medieval artefacts, notably the clay
tobacco pipes, coins and pottery vessels, deal with these
elements of Wharram’s material culture from all the
excavation sites across the whole village area. In practice,
the numbers of such items recovered from excavation
sites in other parts of the village area, though significant
are not substantial, and on present evidence (though this
may change with future investigations) there is little
evidence of homesteads outside the North Glebe Terrace
at least from the 17th century onwards.

Preparations for the excavation of the post-medieval
sites began in 1977, when R.T. Porter located, as
accurately as possible on the modern map, the buildings,
trackways and fences shown on 19th-century maps, in
particular on the earliest known estate plan, made in
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1836. That plan showed a large building, subsequently
demolished, just south of the surviving cottages. In the
late 1970s this was assumed to have been the vicarage,
and the outbuildings marked on its north side (including
a range that became the cottages), were thought to have
belonged to the vicars: hence the references to vicarage
outbuildings in the earliest interim reports on the Site 51
excavations. It was not until 1980 that the unexpected
discovery of foundations belonging to an 18th-century
building further south, on Site 54, led to a reassessment of
the documentary evidence, and to a recognition that the
Site 54 building was actually the vicarage. The building
immediately south of the cottages on the 1836 plan was
therefore a post-medieval farmhouse, with its
outbuildings to the north in Site 51. Thereafter, Sites 51
and 74 became the main excavation areas designed to
recover the plan of the post-medieval ‘farmstead’ (the
term used here to denote both the farmhouse and its
outbuildings), and Sites 54 and 77 became the principal
investigations of the ‘vicarage’ (again, denoting both the
vicar’s dwelling and associated outbuildings).

The excavations discussed here were sponsored by the
Department of the Environment, later English Heritage,
and carried out under the auspices of the Medieval
Village (now Medieval Settlement) Research Group. The
direction and administration of the project were in the
hands of the late John Hurst and the late Maurice
Beresford, the latter assisted by Francesca Croft. As
always the late Mrs Joan Summerson and the Milner and
Veysey families provided valuable organisational
assistance throughout.

The supervision of work on Site 51, which ran from
1978-88, was carried out in various seasons by R. Daggett,
G. Hutton, A. Josephs, B. van Maanem, P. Ottaway,
M. Smith and S. Wrathmell. Site 74 (1985-9) was
supervised by A. Gilmour with the assistance of A. van
Bentham, P. Richardson and S. Ware. The structural
investigation of the cottages was carried out immediately
after the end of the 1990 excavations by A. Gilmour,
A. Josephs and S. Wrathmell. On the vicarage, Site 54
(1979-86) was supervised by C. Harding (with G. Foard
in 1979-80), assisted in various seasons by J. Humphrey,
G. Hutton, S. King, M. Smith and J. Watt. Site 77 (1984-
90) was supervised in the first year by M. Atkin,
subsequently by J. Wood, with the assistance of L. Abrams,
J. Dunk, D. Gilding, G. Hutton, P. Kennedy, P. Richmond
and A. Towle.

Charlotte Harding wishes to thank many friends and
colleagues who assisted, both on and off-site, with the
excavation and interpretation of this site. Particular thanks
are due to Sheila King and Jonathan Watt, Ann Clark and
Stuart Wrathmell, the late John Hurst and the late Maurice
Beresford, for support and encouragement. In addition she



would also like to thank Ann Foard, Glen Foard, Julie
Humphrey, Graham Hutton and Mike Smith for help on
site, Sebastian Rahtz and Dan Smith for photographs, and
Guy Beresford and Barbara Hutton for comments on
structural details of the vicarage. For help with the
preparation of the publication thanks are due to
Emmeline Marlow-Mann; the late Ian Goodall kindly
made some very useful observations on the vicarage
building plans.

Ann Clark wishes to thank all those who took part in
the processing of finds, especially those who struggled
with the vast quantities of iron! As always, the staff at
English Heritage’s Centre for Archaeology have been
helpful and patient in the location and movement of large
numbers of boxes. She would also like to thank the staff
at Archaeological Services, WYAS, especially Zoe Horn,
Alison Morgan and Jane Richardson who have frequently
facilitated the finds work in numerous ways, as well as
Alison Goodall who kindly facilitated the completion of
the ironwork report after the death of Ian Goodall. She is
also grateful to David Crossley for his support and
comments, and, in particular, to Peter Brears whose initial
enthusiasm helped us to realise the potential of this
assemblage, and whose wide-ranging conversations have
been so helpful during the preparation of this report.

Stuart Wrathmell wishes to thank those who helped
with the preparation of the site reports, and with the
analysis of the documentary sources. Much of the initial
work in preparing the Site 77 excavation records for post-
excavation analysis was carried out by David Gilding and
Barbara Johnson. Christopher Whittick’s help with
documentary sources, particularly those relating to
ecclesiastical cause papers, was invaluable. David and
Susan Neave also provided guidance and assistance with
documentary sources more generally, as did staff of the
Borthwick Institute for Archives at the University of
York, the Museum of English Rural Life at the University
of Reading, The National Archives and the North
Yorkshire County Record Office. Finally, he would like to
thank David Crossley for providing support and guidance
in relation to many aspects of the structure and content of
this volume.

R.T. Porter would like to thank Mr Howard Peach for
information on Richard Allen’s diary transcripts. Thanks
are due to Koen de Groote, John Cotter, Anne Jenner and
other members of the Medieval Pottery Research Group
for help with the identification of the continental and
other fine wares. Polydora Baker, Senior Zooarchaeologist
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with English Heritage, identified a number of the bird
bones when the reference material available to the author
proved insufficient. Her willingness to give advice on
some of the identifications is gratefully acknowledged.

Wendy Carruthers is grateful to Donna Isaacs for
efficiently sorting most of the rich flots, and would
especially like to thank Marijke van der Veen for
undertaking the Canoco analysis and making valuable
suggestions regarding the interpretation. She is grateful to
the following people for their help: a number of people
looked at Anguina tritici samples or drawings and gave
information and their opinions on the identification,
including Allan Hall (University of York), John Southey
(BPGS), Ray Perry (Rothamsted Research), Margaret
Redfern (BPGS), Rosemary Bayles (NIAB), Brian Kerry
(Rothamsted Research) and John Letts (Heritage
Harvest). Kath Hunter managed to make the galls look
beautiful in her drawings. She is also grateful to Chris
Dyer for providing references and information about
cereal storage and quantification, and for commenting on
this report.

Wharram XII has been sub-edited and desk-top
published by Chris Philo. The drawings are credited
individually within the captions. Susanne Atkin created
the index, and the foriegn language summaries have been
prepared by Emma Bentz and Charlette Sheil-Small.
Peggy Pullan assisted in the finds administration for the
post-excavation analysis. The editor’s are grateful to
English Heritage’s project manager Dave MacLeod, for
his guidance and support.

It has, regrettably, been necessary in several recent
volumes to record the deaths of scholars who have been
closely involved in the Wharram Project at various stages
over the past sixty years. In this volume it is our sad duty
to record the death of Keith Allison, editor of the first six
East Riding volumes of the Victoria History of the
County of York. Keith was one of the pioneers of research
on deserted villages — he was one of the main contributors
to the studies of deserted villages in Oxfordshire and
Northamptonshire published by the Medieval Village
Research Group in 1965 and 1966 — and he was also one
of the first diggers to join Maurice Beresford in 1950. His
continuing support for and advice on the Wharram project
was acknowledged by Maurice and John in the first
volume of this series. The present volume has benefited
considerably from the research included in his book on
The East Riding of Yorkshire Landscape, originally
published in 1976.
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Part One
Documentary Evidence

In many of the documents cited in this part, the opening of the year is reckoned to be 25 March. These dates have been
revised, so that all years start at the beginning of January. In the quotations, except those extracted from other
publications, spellings and numerals have been modernised for greater clarity but grammar, abbreviations and the use of
capital letters are as in the originals. Words which are now obsolete have been defined according to Wright 1880.

1 Farming, Farmers and Farmsteads
from the 16th to 19th centuries
by S. Wrathmell

The end of the medieval village and its
open-field agriculture

There is only one direct record of acts of depopulation at
Wharram Percy. It is an abstract of evidence given to a
national commission of enquiry set up in 1517 to
investigate the enclosure of land, and the conversion of
arable farms to pasture, that had occurred since the first
anti-depopulation legislation of the late 1480s (Leadam
1892, 172-6). It states that at Wharram Percy in the said
East Riding four messuages (houses) and four ploughs
had been thrown down after the aforesaid Feast of St
Michael, and that the Baron of Hylton, John Holtby and
John Hansby were tenants of a free tenement there:

‘Et quod apud Wharrom percy in dicto Estriding post
predictum Festum sancti michaelis iiij°" messuagia &
iiij°" aratra prosternuntur. Eo [sic] quod Baro de Hylton
Johannes Holtby & Johannes Hansby sunt tenentes liberi
tenementi inde’

(Leadam 1893, 247)

The Hiltons of Hylton Castle, County Durham, had
been lords of the manor since the beginning of the 15th
century (Wharram I, 20), and the two other people named
were probably feoffees of the Hiltons, following
Leadam’s suggestion.

The date of this group of evictions is not recorded; nor,
indeed, can we be certain that all four occurred at the
same time. They can, however, be assigned to the period
after Michaelmas 1488, the time of the first general anti-
enclosure legislation, and on the basis of the form of the
entry, Maurice Beresford argued that they are likely to
have taken place between 1488 and 1506 (Wharram I, 7).

We know from earlier records that these four
messuages were not the only inhabited houses in 15th-
century Wharram: inquisitions post mortem of 1436 and
1458 both record the existence of sixteen messuages
belonging to manorial tenants (Wharram I, 13). What we
do not know, despite searches among the relevant
historical sources, is whether the sixteen houses
documented in 1458 continued to be occupied for the
next thirty years, or whether there had already been a
decline in this number before the recorded evictions.

Nor do we have information on the impact of
depopulation on Wharram’s remaining householders.
Those who were left may have continued to farm their
open-field bovate or ‘oxgang’ holdings as their
predecessors had done for centuries, interspersed with
untenanted and uncultivated lands. On the other hand,
there may have been an engrossment of holdings, the
surviving families taking over lands formerly cultivated
by their departing neighbours.

In the face of all this uncertainty there is now one
newly identified piece of evidence that can be deployed
to document the process of depopulation. It is provided
by a witness in a suit or ‘cause’ of dilapidations, brought
before the court of the archbishops of York in 1555
(Borthwick CP G.917 and G.3537). The cause itself will
be considered more fully in Chapter 2, but part of it
concerned the vicarage barn, which had been destroyed
by fire two years earlier during the incumbency of
Marmaduke Atkinson, vicar from 1540 to 1554
(Lawrance 1985, 71). The barn had not been rebuilt, and
the newly instituted vicar, William Firby, claimed that it
should have been. Atkinson, who had resigned to take up
Bainton rectory, responded that insufficient corn could be
grown on the vicar’s two oxgangs of arable land to justify
its rebuilding.

A series of witnesses provided depositions in support
of Atkinson. One of them was Robert Pickering of
Raisthorpe, a ‘husbandman’ or farmer aged about 70, who
deposed that 28 years before (i.e. in 1527) the town (or
township) had been laid to grass:

‘that there belongeth to the vicarage of Wharram Percy
two oxgangs of Land whereof when there was the most
corn that he knew growing upon them there was not
above three loads of Corn of both oxgangs since the town
was Laid to grass which is 28 years since...’

(Borthwick CP G.917)

Whatever the changes that had taken place in the 15th
century, in terms of reduced areas of cultivation or
engrossing, Pickering’s statement indicates a general
conversion of arable to pasture in 1527, an event that
signifies the formal end of open-field farming at
Wharram Percy, and with it the demise of its medieval
farming community.

The pastoral conversion of 1527 must have been
carried out by, or with the agreement of the lord of the
manor, Sir William Hilton; but Pickering’s deposition
indicates that the vicarage lands continued to be
cultivated. Since the early 14th century, the advowson of



the church, the rectory and the vicarage with its glebe
lands had belonged to the Augustinian priory of
Haltemprice at Cottingham, near Hull, passing to the
crown when the priory was suppressed in 1536 (see
Chapter 2). They therefore lay outside Hilton’s control.
Thomas Marwen of Acklam, aged 30, another of
Atkinson’s witnesses, confirmed the continued
cultivation of the glebe into the 1540s:

‘that he was Tenant to the said Sir Marmaduke
Atkinson of the vicarage of Wharram Percy by the space
of five years wherefore he knoweth there was... two
oxgangs of Arable Lands and certain Grass to the quantity
of two acres as is articulate whereof was growing one
year accounted with another six Loads of Corn and two
loads of hay or thereabouts the which did Extend to the
sum of ten shillings for so he this deponent hath paid to
the vicar for it’

(Borthwick CP G.917)

It seems that the two oxgangs belonging to the
vicarage were not the only lands that continued for a time
in cultivation. Also outside manorial control was another
two bovate holding belonging to a chantry in St Martin’s
church, which passed to the crown after the suppression
of chantries. According to William Holme of Raisthorpe,
aged 60:

‘there belongeth but two oxgangs of Arable Land and
Scarce two Acres of meadow to the said vicarage of
Wharram Percy over and besides his pension in money
which he Receiveth at the King’s and queen’s majesties
hands And that there hath not grown upon the said two
oxgangs of Land for this twelve years last past above two
or three Loads of Corn in one year so far as he could
Extend it And that by his Estimation there did not grow
upon the said meadow above two Loads of hay For he
saith that he helped to occupy and mow the Arable Land
and meadow belonging to a Chantry which one Sir
William Burneby this Examinate’s uncle had at Wharram
Percy and hath every as much arable Land and meadow
belonging to it as the vicarage hath twelve years or
thereabouts before he died And by all that time he had not
in the best year of his arable Land above three loads of
Corn and of his meadow above two Loads of hay And it
was better then than it is now’

(Borthwick CP G.917)

It is hard to imagine the appearance of the former
townfields at this time, with extensive stretches of
grassed-over ridges interspersed with a few scattered
strips still under cultivation (and presumably, therefore,
fenced off).

The yields claimed in depositions on behalf of
Atkinson can be contrasted with the estimates made by
Firby’s witnesses, who focused mainly on what the two
oxgangs should bear. In supplementary evidence William
Stanesby, vicar of Wharram le Street, claimed:

‘that if the vicar at Wharram Percy for the time being
might be permitted to plough his arable ground through

the Fields as other townships thereabouts doth his two
oxgangs of Land were able to bear by his estimation one
year with an other sixteen Loads of Corn’

(Borthwick CP G.3537)

Broadly speaking, the depositions as a whole suggest
that the yields were less than a quarter of what they
should have been, presumably because of increased
contamination by weeds and grasses, and it seems that by
1555 cultivation of the vicarage strips had ceased. Robert
Holme of Raisthorpe, husbandman, aged about 30
deposed:

‘that he hath helped to lead the Corn and hay
belonging the vicarage of Wharram Percy once or twice
about fifteen or sixteen years since [in about 1540] And
he saith that there was not above two loads of hay and
three Loads of Corn at such time as he led the same For
he saith that there is but two oxgangs of Land and certain
pieces of meadow Lying abroad one from another And as
for the oxgangs of land it is not tilled [as other Lands be
therabouts deleted] but lies Sward’

(Borthwick CP G.917)

What of the former lands of the manorial tenants, laid
down to grass in 1527? An earlier cause in the
archbishop’s court provides some information about what
happened to them. It was a tithe cause (Borthwick CP
G.314), brought in 1543-4 by the then vicar Marmaduke
Atkinson against John Thorpe of Appleton near Malton.
Atkinson had recently taken to farm from the crown the
rectory of Wharram, which included all the tithes of the
parish, and he claimed that Thorpe had underpaid tithes
of lamb and hay. ‘Mr Thorpe’, as he was called by
Atkinson’s witnesses in their depositions, was evidently a
grazier of substance: by his own (conservative) estimate,
in that year he had pastured within the bounds of the
parish no fewer than 24 score ewes, 17 score wethers
(castrated rams) and 14 score hogs (weaned young sheep,
before first shearing).

None of the documents relating to this cause specifies
the township(s) affected, because the tithe covered the
parish as a whole; but there is circumstantial evidence
that the pastures in question were in Wharram Percy
township, put to grass sixteen years earlier. That evidence
is contained in the deposition of one of Atkinson’s
witnesses, Thomas Carter of Towthorpe, aged 36. He
stated that he had known John Thorpe for four years and
deposed as follows:

‘he saith that he this deponent was an inhabitor of the
said town of Wharram Percy unto martinmas Last and
dwelt there the space of three years And Further said that
he had this present year ten sheep of his own which went
in a pasture where the said Mr Thorpe’s sheep went And
he this deponent saith that he could neither go to nor fro
to Fodder his said sheep but he must needs see them...
And also he saith that George Alan and george gurwell
then his [Thorpe’s] shepherds did give in so many...
[sheep?] for the kings tax’

(Borthwick CP G.314)



Atkinson’s witnesses all gave evidence as to how they
knew the numbers of sheep pastured by Thorpe. The
others stated that they had viewed the grounds where the
sheep were kept. Carter’s response to the same question
referred to his residence in Wharram Percy town(ship), a
response that would be meaningless unless the sheep had
been in the same township. Furthermore, Carter’s period
of residence there seems to have coincided with the
length of his acquaintance with Thorpe.

Carter was not the only inhabitant of Wharram Percy
in the 1540s. One of his fellow witnesses was described
as ‘Johannes Willson de Wharompercie’, the place-name
clearly referring to the township rather than the parish on
this occasion, as all the other deponents are identified by
township. Similarly in a further tithe cause of 1548
(Borthwick CP G.379), brought by Robert Geyre, farmer
of the tithes of Thixendale, three of the deponents seem to
have been residents of Wharram Percy township: Michael
Taylor, John Botterell and John Holme (Purvis 1949, 35-6).

It is clear, therefore, that a few farmers, or rather,
perhaps, smallholders and farm labourers, continued to
inhabit Wharram Percy township in the decades after its
pastoral conversion. Yet there is no reason to doubt that
the entire township, save for the vicarage and chantry
oxgangs and possibly a few garden plots, was at this time
given over to animal husbandry, and was mainly in the
hands of a non-resident grazier. Before the end of the 16th
century, however, a new farm had been established at
Wharram, and cultivation of a minor but significant part
of the township area had resumed.

Farming, farmers and farmsteads, c. 1570 to
1770

In 1573 Matthew Hutton, dean and future archbishop of
York, purchased the manor of Wharram Percy from the
Hiltons (Feet of Fines: Collins 1888, 34). It was said to
include a ‘messuage with lands’, implying a single farm
holding and farmstead, setting the pattern of land use for
the next two centuries. The non-resident grazier of the
1540s had been replaced by a resident farmer who rented
the whole of the township, including the former chantry
lands that were now part of the manor, and probably also
the glebe lands by arrangement with the vicar (see
Chapter 2).

A decade after Hutton’s purchase, the 1584 Muster
Roll provides another glimpse of Wharram Percy’s
inhabitants. It records four (unnamed) ‘ablemen’ in the
township (Brooks 1951, 77). Beresford suggested that
these four might have been at Wharram Grange
(Wharram 1, 14, n.30), a farm over a kilometre north of
Wharram Percy village site, in Wharram le Street
township (Wharram X, 21). This cannot be correct,
however, as in 1584 the Grange was combined with
Wharram le Street in a separate entry (Brooks 1951, 75).

Though the status of these able men is unknown, one
was presumably a tenant farmer occupying Matthew
Hutton’s messuage and lands; and though they are
unnamed, they may have included members of the

Weddell and, or Milner families who, severally or jointly,
are likely candidates for the position of principal farming
family at Wharram Percy in the closing decades of the
16th century. William Milner appeared in the lay taxation
record of 1598 as the sole payer in the township (TNA
PRO E179/204/353) and, as we shall see in Chapter 2,
Michael Milner of Mowthorpe and Leonard Weddell (the
latter recorded at Wharram Percy in 1586) were joint
tenants of the vicarage in 1604.

In September, 1605 Hutton leased to Margery
Weddell, widow, then of Clifton, York, and Robert
Weddell her son, the manor, grounds, meadows and
pastures of Wharram Percy, along with the chief house of
the manor which they were required to repair, maintain
and uphold (NYCRO ZAZ 10). Margery is likely to have
been the widow of Leonard, taking on a new tenancy after
his death.

The lease imposed conditions requiring the
maintenance of quickset hedges, and restricting the
amount of land that could be brought into tillage. They:

‘also shall well and sufficiently ditch and set with
quickwood or cause to be well and sufficiently ditched
and set with quickwood all the outer hedges in and about
the said grounds and closes of the said Manor and
pastures of Wharram Percy aforesaid in all places there
where quickwood hath been set and now decayed... [and
the tenants shall not] plough rip up or keep hereafter in
tillage any grounds above specified at any time during the
said term other then those grounds which now at this
present or within these twenty years last past have usually
been ploughed and occupied in tillage yearly’

(NYCRO ZAZ 10)

The lease was to run for twelve years, and it may have
been at its expiry that the tenancy of Wharram Percy farm
passed to John Richardson. In 1604 Richardson had
married Ellen Weddell of Wharram Percy, plausibly the
daughter of Leonard and Margery and sister of Robert
(Paver’s Marriage Licences: Clay 1889, 460), and in 1626
Petronel Richardson of Wharram Percy, probably their
daughter, was licensed to marry William Gray, the vicar
of North Grimston (Paver’s Marriage Licences: Clay
1903, 162).

Richardson was clearly a man of substance: in 1626
and 1629 he was the sole taxpayer at Wharram Percy
(TNA PRO E179/204/434, E179/205/459) and, as John
Richardson of Wharram Percy, he had to compound for
failing to take a knighthood at the coronation of Charles I
(Baildon 1920, 106). He occupied the manor and lands of
Wharram Percy until 1636, when they were leased by
Mathew Hutton, grandson of the archbishop, to Sir John
Buck of Filey. In 1638 Richardson was said to be late of
South Wharram alias Wharram Percy, now of North
Grimston (Hull University Archives, DDSY 66/26).

The lease of 1636, a stage in the process of the sale of
the estate to Sir John Buck, contained similar conditions
to those of 1605, but added a few more details which
clarify the kind of farming that was taking place in this
period. Sir John covenanted that he would not bring into



tillage any land that had not been ploughed within the
previous twenty years:

‘and the same also to be such parcels of the same, as
shall not in any one year exceed one hundred acres of the
inclosed grounds and four hundred acres of the pastures
at large which are not inclosed’

(Reading UL, Ms EN 1/2/296)

These details indicate that Wharram was run on the
basis of an ‘infield-outfield’ system of farming, signified
by the enclosed and unenclosed grounds.

Alan Harris has noted that restrictions on the extent of
cultivation were frequently included in 17th and 18th-
century leases of Wolds grazing lands (Harris 1961, 87).
The reason for them is that long established grass would,
when ploughed and sown for the first time, produce high
yields: Harris quotes William Marshall’s comment in
relation to the late 18th-century improvement of the
Wolds, that ‘old turf, when newly broken up throws out
immense crops of oats’ (Harris 1961, 86). Yields could
not, though, be maintained without the sustained
application of manure: the grasslands could be ruined,
and short-term gain for the tenant could result in longer-
term damage for the landowner.

Wharram Percy was just one of many Wolds
townships where an infield-outfield system of cultivation
was practised during the 17th and 18th centuries. The
infield was land that was regularly cultivated, and
consequently had to be heavily manured, though on the
Wolds, unlike other infield-outfield regions in Britain,
there seems to have been a fallow between successive
crops (Harris 1961, 24). The outfield was cultivated less
frequently, in a manner again described by Harris:

‘The Yorkshire outfield was divided into furlongs, one
or more of which was ploughed and sown in succession,
as a local correspondent of the Royal Society explained in
the sixteen-sixties: “They have in many townes 7 fields
and ye swarth of one is every yeare broken for oates and
lett 1y fallow till itts turne att 7 yeares end, and these
seven are outeffeilds™
(Harris 1961, 24-5)

In the late 18th century, Isaac Leatham of Barton, near
Malton, weighed up the merits and demerits of outfield
cultivation:

‘The greater part of the Wold townships which remain
open have a large quantity of out field in ley land, that is
land from which they take a crop of corn every third,
fourth, fifth or sixth year, according to the custom of the
township; after which they leave it without giving it any
manure or fallow, in the same situation as when they
reaped the crop, on this grass ley, and on the fallows, the
sheep are depastured, and are folded on the latter at night,
a practice destructive both to the land and sheep. The fold
conducted in this manner is beneficial to the arable land,
but the farmer does not consider how much he robs his
pasture land, while he saves his money for the moment, by
manuring land without being obliged to purchase manure’
(Leatham 1794, 42)

If the cultivated part of Wharram’s infield was
fallowed between crops, as elsewhere on the Wolds, then
the land under regular cultivation may well have
amounted in total to about 200 acres, given the infield
limit in 1636. Its primary function was probably to supply
the needs of the farm, rather than to generate crops for
sale. In terms of the market, Wharram Percy was still very
much a sheep farm.

This is certainly the impression given in the earliest
known detailed record of the farm and house, the probate
inventory of William Botterell of Wharram Percy, dated
30 March 1699 (Borthwick, Probate Records, Buckrose
Deanery: see Beresford and Hurst 1990, 111):

‘In the Parlour £ s d

Inprimis His purse and Apparel 30-00-00

one Bed Bedstead and Bedding 02-10-00

one Chest with Linen 05-10-00

A Table Carpet, 3 Chairs with other Utensils  01-00-00

In the fore Room

Eleven pewter Dishes 6 plates and 2 pewter

Tankards a Chamberpot salt together with

other small pieces of pewter 01-10-00

A Cupboard Table Wheel 5 Chairs & other

Implements therein 01-10-00

In the Kitchen

A Brass pots [sic] Kettels pans & other small

pieces of the same metal 03-10-00

two Tables with other Implements 00-10-00

In the milk house

one Kimlin [salting tub] Churn Bowls with

other wood Vessel 01-15-00

In the fore Chamber

Two Beds Bedsteads with Bedding and

other small Utensils therein 09-01-00

In the Parlour Chamber

Wool and other Implements 51-00-00

In the Kitchen Chamber

A servants Bed and Bedding with other

Implements therein 01-03-04

Ten Cows 30-00-00

Eight Oxen 28-00-00

Eight young Beasts 11-00-00

Corn in the Barn and Chamber 18-00-00

Oats sown and ploughing the ground 12-00-00

Eight horses old and young 20-10-00

A Wain Ploughs Harrows and other

necessaries belonging husbandry 04-10-00

Swine 07-06-00

Ewes 150-00-00

Wethers 80-00-00

Hogs 27-00-00

sacks winnowing cloth Bushels stuttells [?]

Leaps Riddles sieves with other Implements  00-10-00
497-15-04



Of the animals listed in the inventory, sheep of all
kinds made up nearly 73% of the estimated value of
livestock, with draught animals — horses and oxen — and
followers accounting for 17%. The herd of ten dairy cows
represented little more than 8% of the total. Oats had been
sown, probably earlier that month, and the crop was
valued at £12. There was a further £18 worth of
unspecified corn in the barn and chamber to furnish the
farm’s needs until harvest time. This can be compared
with the £51 valuation of “Wool and other Implements’ in
the Parlour Chamber. The bulk of the wool clipped in the
previous summer had presumably been already sold. Half
a century earlier, Henry Best of Elmswell, near Driffield,
had written that:

‘Wee usually sell our wooll att hoame... Those that
buy it carry it into the West towards Leeds, Hallifax and
Wakefield; they bringe (with them) packe-horses and
carry it away in greate packes. These wool-men come and
goe continually from Clippinge-time till Michaellmasse’
(Woodward 1984, 28-9).

Perhaps William Botterell had made enough money by
the previous October to be able to keep a quantity of
fleeces over winter, to be sold at higher prices before the
start of the next clipping season (in the following June:
see Woodward 1984, 22).

Harris’s analysis of inventories for the period 1688-
1738 provides a context for the brief references to crops
in the Botterell document. On the lower slopes of the
Wolds, wheat with some rye, and barley occupied a large
share of the sown lands, the rest being taken up with oats,
beans and peas. The inventories for farms on the high
Wolds are not as helpful, but Harris has supplemented
them with other sources. They indicate that wheat was
less important here, and that barley was the main crop:
‘the high Wolds remained a barley rather than a wheat
area throughout the eighteenth century’ (Harris 1961, 25-
6).

As for the house, it is probably the same as the one
recorded in the 1674 Hearth Tax, assessed at three hearths
(Beresford and Hurst 1990, 102). The taxpayer was then
listed as ‘Mr [Thomas] Bacon’, but he was clearly not the
occupant. He lived at Wharram Grange, a six-hearth
house on which he also paid tax. Bacon was a relation of
the landowners, the Bucks, by marriage, and had been
trustee of the dower settlement for Sir John Buck’s widow
in 1649 (Reading University EN1/2/302). The three-
hearth Wharram Percy farmhouse may already have been
occupied by the Botterell family.

The ground-floor rooms named in the inventory were
the parlour, fore room, kitchen (all heated) and milk
house, the first three having chambers above. The fore
room was evidently the household’s main living and
dining room, the parlour Botterell’s private room and
bedroom. The wool stored in the chamber above the
parlour would have provided excellent loft insulation
against the cold during the previous winter months (the
inventory being made in March), as well as being by far
the most valuable ‘household item’ and therefore

requiring a secure location. This is in line with the advice
given by Henry Best, that:

‘Your roome wheare your wooll lyeth shoulde
allwayes bee bordened under foote, because that earthen,
bricke, and stone floores are allwayes moist and dampish
and suffer not wooll to dry. Your wooll should allwayes
bee kept under locke and key, not onely to preserve it
cleanely from dirte and dust, but allsoe from the fingers
of theevish and ill-disposed servants.’

(Woodward 1984, 26)

The other two chambers may represent the sleeping
quarters of other members of the family (in the fore
chamber) and of servants (in the kitchen chamber); but if
so, the generous provision of upstairs accommodation is
unusual for the Wolds in this period, according to one
study (Harrison and Hutton 1984, 238). The rooms might
just have been used for the storage of bedding and other
items. Botterell had married Mary Read in 1690, and
from his will and the parish registers appears to have had,
in October 1698, three surviving daughters, two of them
born in 1694 and 1697 (Borthwick PR WP1).

The Botterell’s house has been identified with the
earliest structural remains excavated on Site 74 (Period 2,
pp 33-6). An attempt is made in Chapter 28 to reconcile
the documentary and archaeological evidence for both
this and the later farmhouse and outbuildings.

The inventory does not, of course, indicate the
geographical extent of Botterell’s farm, but it may well
have encompassed the entire township, with some 200
acres of infield and extensive undivided sheepwalks
beyond. This would certainly be in keeping with the early
17th-century references to the manor and its chief house.
To the north of Wharram Percy, the farmers of Wharram
le Street continued to live on the medieval village site and
to farm open-field arable holdings (Beresford and Hurst
1990, 107), whilst the tenants of Wharram Grange, part of
the Buck estate since the late 16th century (Reading
University EN 1/2/285, 288), farmed the lands that had
once belonged to the medieval grange of Meaux Abbey,
in the western part of Wharram le Street township. The
immediate post-Dissolution buildings of Wharram
Grange farm were almost certainly located in the former
grange precincts on the boundary of Wharram Percy and
Wharram le Street townships (Wharram X, 2-5), but by
the time of the Hearth Tax, Thomas Bacon’s home was
probably already in the location of the present Wharram
Grange, on the Wold top 1.8km to the north-west of
Wharram Percy church (see Fig. 5).

Wharram Percy, Wharram Grange and Wharram le
Street were all in the hands of the Buck family in the mid-
18th century, when they appeared in a rental entitled
‘Lady Bucks Estate’ (NYCRO ZQG XIII/11/1/12: see
Plate 1). The document is undated but includes among the
tenants William Read, who died in April 1752 (Borthwick
PR WP1). Though Wharram Percy had probably been a
single holding in earlier times, at the date of the rental it
was held as two separate tenancies, one on the east side
of the Beck (the precursor of Bella Farm), the other on its
west side (later Wharram Percy Farm).
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Plate 1. Rental of Lady Buck’s Estate (NYCRO ZQG XIII 11/1/12), published by kind permission of North Yorkshire

County Record Office.




The rental does not record the sizes of the Wharram
Percy holdings, but there is for each of them a column
recording the ‘Names of Closes’. West of the Beck, Mark
and William Pinder and the aforementioned William
Read paid £140 for their holding, including the closes
named West Pasture, New Piece, North and South Ings,
Garths and Druedale, The Hold and Dam. On the east side
of the Beck were ‘Bellow and Worthy Closes’, which at
the time of the rental were leased for £65 by Thomas
Wharham of Wharram le Street (Beresford and Hurst
1990, 112-13).

Most of the names of the closes listed in the mid-18th-
century rental also appear on the earliest-known estate
map for Wharram Percy, William Dykes’ plan of 1836,
and by combining the two sources of information it is
possible to make a rough estimation of the location and
size of the infield and outfield, the enclosed and
unenclosed lands of 1636 (see Figs 3 and 4).

‘Worthy’, meaning ‘enclosure’, is the name attached to
two fields south-east of the church in 1836. They lay on
the plateau above the steep-sided valley, and had clearly
been formed from one original enclosure. The location of
Bellow Close is unknown, but it may be represented by
Kiln Close and Home Close, where the new farmstead
called Bella was erected in the 1770s (see below).

The closes recorded on the west side of the Beck were
more numerous. ‘Dam’ is clearly the field containing the
pond, and ‘The Hold” is presumably the area later
occupied by Nut Wood (‘Holt” on the 1836 map: see Fig.7
below). The ‘Garths’ may also have been in the valley,
though they might equally have been on the plateau in the
area of the former tofts and crofts. ‘North Ings’ is so
named in 1836; ‘South Ings’ was presumably Ings
Meadow in 1836, lying south of North Ings. ‘Drudale’,
the other name that appears both in the rental and on the
map, is the one given to a series of fields running
westwards from the churchyard and dam field.

On the 1836 map the southern and western edges of
the Druedale fields are marked by a continuous, convex
boundary of the kind that is most readily associated with
a primary ‘intake’ from a larger area unenclosed land. The
North and South Ings meadows have a continuous eastern
boundary, following the top of the steep-sided valley
called, in 1836, Ings Brow. If the rental’s ‘West Pasture’
can be identified with the 1836 Hog Walk (there is
nothing either to substantiate or refute this), and if the
rental’s ‘New Piece’ became Birdsall Close (despite two
fields east of Worthy having this name in 1836), then the
17th and early 18th-century enclosed ground of Wharram
Percy, its cultivated infield and enclosed pastures, can be
seen to form two coherent blocks of land, close to the
former village site on either side of the Beck.

These ‘closes’ would, essentially, have supplied the
farm’s corn, hay and cattle-pasture requirements. Draught
animals and dairy cattle would have grazed the Cow
Pastures that encompassed much of the lower, eastern
half of the medieval village site, by the side of the Beck,
as well as the Ings Brow fields which occupied the valley
further north. Druedale itself, occupying the southern part

of Druedale fields, would have been another strip of
enclosed permanent pasture with access to water.

According to the figures given on the 1836 map, the
‘Worthy’ block east of the Beck amounted to just over 40
acres. The main block of putative enclosed grounds west
of the Beck would have covered rather more than 250
acres. Together, these represented a little over 20% of the
whole township. Apart from ‘Bellow’ close and the
pastures by the Beck, the rest of its territory would have
been unenclosed grazing lands for sheep, with very
restricted access to water.

The mid-18th-century rental, recording as it does two
different holdings on each side of the Beck, might be
taken to indicate that the Bellow-Worthy closes were
never in fact part of the Wharram Percy infield; that they
had a separate origin. It seems however, an odd choice of
location for enclosed fields if they were created by a
tenant of Wharram le Street, given that there is no
indication they were furnished with their own farmhouse
or outbuildings before the 1770s (see below). It seems
much more likely that the Wharram Percy infield had
originally been created on both sides of the Beck, but that
access to the eastern part had become difficult because of
land slips where the springs on the west side of the valley
issue close to the cross-valley trackway. Landslips in this
area occurred in earlier times (Wharram XIII,
forthcoming) and still occur.

At Wharram Percy, therefore, the abolition of the
medieval open-field system in 1527 did not lead to an
‘enclosed’ landscape in the sense of being completely
divided up into a series of smaller hedged or fenced
fields. The bulk of its territory remained undivided,
individual furlongs of its old ploughing ridges perhaps
being fenced temporarily and ploughed from time to time
to supplement the crops from the in-grounds.

Wharram was not unique on the Wolds in having such
characteristics: it was one of a number of properties that
Harris has described as ‘being at once physically open yet
technically inclosed’ (Harris 1961, 29). He identified
several townships, among them Cowlam, Croom and
Arras, where early depopulation and conversion of arable
to pasture had not been accompanied by full enclosure;
where the landscape remained open well into 18th
century, although the common fields had disappeared
long before. “Where subdivision fences did occur they
were usually of a temporary nature, and were raised as
required to fence off plots of ground for occasional
cultivation’ (Harris 1961, 29-30).

Susan Neave’s discussion of another example,
Eastburn in Kirkburn parish, suggests an experience very
similar to that of Wharram Percy, though here
depopulation came about a century and a half later.
Between 1664 and 1666 the whole of Eastburn was
acquired by John Heron of Beverley, who emptied the
settlement. Its fate was recorded in the witness statements
associated with a tithe cause which came before the
archbishop’s court in 1682. Deponents claimed that
Heron had pulled down most of the houses and converted
the township to pasture. Again, however, it was not
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physically enclosed: following depopulation the township
was used as a sheep walk (Neave 1993, 133).

Such farms were thought by Leatham to have
originated as ancient demesne lands (land formerly
occupied by a lord of a manor for his own immediate
use), rather than as depopulated former open-field
townships. Some may, of course, have originated in this
way, though others did not:

‘Besides the open or uninclosed townships, and those
recently inclosed, there are several others which are a sort
of ancient demesne or inclosure. These commonly have a
large quantity of land belonging to them without
subdivision fences, which land generally consists of
extensive pastures, sheep walks, or rabbit warrens, and
some closes near the homestead’

(Leatham 1794, 42)

In the 18th century there were also, as Leatham
implies, numerous unenclosed Wolds townships still
occupied by village communities whose tenants
continued to farm open-field holdings — though probably
in many cases the open fields had been reduced to much
smaller areas of infield (see Hayfield 1991, 33). The
different tenurial characteristics of these townships and
the depopulated sheep-walks can be seen in the Wharram
parishes, in the mid-18th-century Buck rental (see Plate
1). The Wharram Percy and Wharram Grange farms, with
a handful of tenants and lands recorded in the form of
named closes, contrast markedly with the entries for
Wharram le Street, in which ten tenants had ‘An Arable
Farm’ each, and a further nine had ‘A Cottage’. Wharram
le Street was still at this time an unenclosed, open-field
township (see Beresford and Hurst 1990, 115).

Improvement farms and farmsteads, c. 1770
to 1850

Enclosure and subdivision were, however, soon to
overtake both the open-field townships and the open
sheep-walk farms, bringing a degree of homogeneity to
the Wolds landscape that had been absent since the end of
the Middle Ages. Harris has calculated that the period
1730-1810 saw 206,000 acres of the Wolds being divided
up, with only 20,000 acres remaining unenclosed after the
latter date (Harris 1961, 62). Posts and rails were used to
fence the new fields, along with quickset hedges, as the
readily available chalk was inappropriate for the
construction of stone walls (Harris 1961, 63).

Wharram Percy’s main period of improvement came
in the 1770s, and it was instigated by Sir Charles Buck.
Numerous accounts and receipts survive among the
Cholmeley of Brandsby MSS to document the process
(NYCRO ZQG XIII/11/2). The improvements
encompassed the laying out and fencing of new fields for
Bella and Wharram Percy farms, created out of
previously undivided pastures.

In March 1776 Sir Charles paid 16s 6d ‘for his
proportion of the Tax for the Inclosure of Wharram’, and

10

this record is followed by numerous vouchers for
ditching, for fencing with posts and rails, and for hedging
with quicksets, as well as for the purchase of gates.
Hedges were still being planted in 1779. The payment in
1776 for ‘digging and completing a Pond forty five feet
Diameter upon Bellow pasture’ was presumably for the
construction of a dewpond associated with the newly laid
out fields (see Hayfield and Brough 1986-7).

The estate plan of 1836 shows clearly the abutment of
these new field boundaries on to the ring-fence of the
former ‘ingrounds’ (Fig. 4). It also shows that, in 1836,
the lands newly enclosed in 1776 were largely under
crop, whilst large parts of what had probably been infield
had been put down to grass. Presumably the old infield,
under regular cropping for up to two centuries, had
become exhausted, whereas the ‘old turf” was still very
productive.

The creation of new fields on the Wolds was
sometimes accompanied by the erection of farmsteads in
new locations, to serve farms carved out of outlying parts
of newly enclosed townships, or to serve existing farms
from more convenient sites. Elsewhere, old farmsteads
containing mud, chalk and thatched buildings were
demolished and replaced by brick and pantile houses and
outbuildings (Harris 1961, 70-72).

Sir Charles’ improvement of his Wharram estate
involved the erection of a new farmstead at Bella, and the
rebuilding of Wharram Grange (Fig. 5). At Wharram
Percy the works were much more limited, being confined
mainly to the creation of a new water supply and the
erection and repair of outbuildings. In 1774 its tenant
farmer was John Monkman (rent £145), and the
Monkman family remained tenants of Wharram Percy
until 1807 (Beresford and Hurst 1990, 112; Birdsall
Estate Office, Wharram Deed Box, 1807 lease).

Wharram Percy’s new water supply was installed by
the end of December 1766, when John Sollit presented a
bill for sinking a well at Wharram Percy at a cost of £10
11s 9d. It required ‘sinking and soughing’ for a depth of
18 yards. There is no indication of why a new supply was
needed; it is a matter that will be discussed in Chapter 28
(p- 351). More easily understood is the requirement for a
new supply to the new farmstead at Bella, installed the
previous March. For that, Sollit submitted a bill for
‘sinking a well... upon Bellow’ at a cost of £31 13s 2d. It
was 40 yards deep; of this, 20 yards involved ‘Blasting’
and cost £15. More modest sums were paid for ‘claying’
and walling the well.

As for Sir Charles’s improvements to the buildings,
work had begun in March 1774 at Wharram Grange,
starting with ‘Pulling down the Thatch and Roof of the
Old House’. It continued with the purchase of building
materials, and payments for construction work on the
house, the stables, the beast house and the granary. In
February 1776 work began on Bella farmhouse, with the
purchase and transportation of brick, tile and stone, the
last quarried from Grimston Hill. Later purchases of
materials included Hildenley stone for hearths, plinths,
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jambs and mantles. The final bills for Bella seem to have
been for carpentry, paid in 1778, including work on the
stables, beast houses and other outbuildings. In 1780 Sir
Charles turned his attention once more to the Grange, and
built a new barn there.

It is the absence of an initial payment for demolition
work on an old house at Bella, similar to that recorded for
Wharram Grange, which supports the suggestion that the
farmstead for this holding was erected on a new site. A
summary of monies owed to James Slee for day works in
December 1776 includes a payment for ‘Labourers
Levelling the Buildings & Clearing away the Rubbish’ for
67 days; but it does not indicate the location of the
buildings in question.

The problem of determining the location of the various
works arises because the lists of work at Bella are
intermixed with items that record contemporary but more
limited work at Wharram Percy, and many of the entries
in the accounts do not distinguish between Bella and
Wharram Percy. There are, however, enough references
to show that rebuilding at the former village site was
confined to the outbuildings and did not include the
house. For example, the carpentry bill paid in October
1778 was itemised thus:

‘Bill for Carpenter’s Work at the House at Bella  81:15:8
Bill for D° at Wharram Percy, the Barn T 44 14
Stables Beast Houses etc at Bella o

Similarly, William Rowland, who acted as quantity
surveyor for the operations, submitted a bill to Sir Charles
for his work in 1777-8 ‘to taking dimensions &
measuring all the Mason’s work for D° [the house at
Bella] likewise Monkmans Barn & Stable [at Wharram
Percy]’. There is nothing in the surviving vouchers that
could refer to a new house at Wharram Percy itself. This
is, of course, contrary to the previously published
assumption that a new farmhouse was built on the village
site as part of these improvements (see e.g. Beresford and
Hurst 1990, 112, 117). The possible identification of
‘Monkman’s barn’ in the archaeological remains on Site
51 (Chapter 5), and the re-dating of improvement
farmhouse excavated on Site 74 (Chapter 4), are
considered further in Chapter 28.

The following summary of works at Wharram Percy
includes only those entries specifically identified as
relating to that place; others, unidentified, may have been
but are excluded here. The initial activity seems to be
recorded in a 1776-7 summary account of payments owed
to James Slee for day works at Wharram Percy and Bella.
Between 29 April and 12 May 1776, labourers spent 18
days ‘digging Earth at Wharram Percy’ at a cost of £1 16s
0d. A receipt signed by Richard Waite in the following
August records the payment of a further £18 16s 7d for
‘Digging away and levelling some hundred and four
Yards (Cubic) of Earth from John Monkman’s barn’.

James Slee erected over 71 roods of stone walling for
John Monkman’s new barn and, in August of the same
year, his masons spent five days repairing Monkman’s
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dairy. They spent another three ‘Laying Sleepers John
Monkmans Barn floor’, with labourers ‘digging &
Serving them’. In November, tiling was repaired on an
unspecified building at Wharram Percy, and masons spent
6 days ‘Repairing Jn® Monkmans Shade’, again with
labourers serving them. This last building was perhaps his
waggon shed. Among the items of ‘masons work’ for
which Slee was paid were eight stone arches at Wharram
Percy costing £1 in total, and building the granary steps
at a cost of £1 1s 0d. In January and March 1777, 2200
bricks were taken to Wharram Percy.

A carpenter’s bill for ‘Monkman Barn at Wharram
Percy’, undated but in the 1776-7 bundle, provides the
cost of purchasing and installing a wide range of items,
including (in order of appearance) rafters, joists to the
stable, barn floor boards, chamber boards, two granary
doors and frames, three stable doors, four barn doors and
frames, eight ‘picking holes’ (i.e. pitching holes), one
two-light window frame, one frame and door ‘under
styes’, 18 lintels for doors and windows and ‘90 foot of
plain Plinth in the Granary’. Several entries provide
detailed calculations of the linear and/or area dimensions
of the timberwork as well as the cost, though the numbers
are not always easy to interpret. The relevant ones are
(including errors of arithmetic):

£ s d
95ft 4in by 15ft 2in Rafter is = to 29 sq yds =
82ft 9in at 6s per sq yd 8-18-10
Joists to the Stable 30 foot 6in by 20 is =
to 6 sq yds = 10ft at 5s per sq yd 1-10-6
Barn Floorboards & Joists 14-9 by 17ft 10in
is = to 2 sq yds = 63ft at 5s 0-13-0

Planks to DO laying 29 yards 2ft at 6d per yard 0-14 -6
Chamber boards 29ft by 18ft is = to 58 yards

at 7d is = to 1-13-10

The range of buildings called Monkman’s barn seems
to have incorporated a stable and granary as well as the
barn itself. The granary may have been at first-floor level,
reached by the (?external) steps constructed by Slee. It
may have been set over the stable, on the stable joists. It
is interesting that both the mason’s and the carpenter’s
accounts indicate that the barn was at least partly floored
with timber boards set on joists or sleepers (perhaps the
threshing floor).

The entry concerning the laying of planks for the barn
floor can be interpreted as indicating that the floor area
covered by planking was a little over 29 square yards. If
the first two sets of figures in the preceding entry (‘barn
floorboards and joists’) indicate the dimensions of this
part of the barn, they could be interpreted as meaning that
it was 14ft 9in by 17ft 10in, equivalent to just over 263
square feet, or just over 29 square yards. The coincidence
of the two area dimensions lends confidence to the
interpretation of the first two sets of figures in the ‘joists
to the stable’ entry in a similar fashion: that the stable
measured 30ft 6in by 20ft. The final ‘chamber boards’
entry clearly indicates a room measuring 29ft by 18ft.



Assuming these three spaces were contained in a
single range, and the range was one room deep, there
should be a common distance recorded in all of them,
being the width of the building (or of this part of the
building). There is no single figure, but three are close:
171t 10in for the barn joists, 20ft for the stable joists and
18ft for the chamber. Why the discrepancies? The joists
for the barn floor need not have been tied into the wall
foundations, whereas the stable joists (assuming they
supported a first-floor room) will have been set into the
walls on each side, requiring a greater length. The
planking for the chamber floor will, however, have been
flush against the inner faces of the chamber walls.
Therefore the slight variations in measurement add
weight to this interpretation.

If these assumptions and calculations are correct, then
the building had an internal width of 18ft, with two rooms
at ground level: a 30ft 6in long stable and 14ft 9in long
‘barn’ with a boarded floor. It has to be said, however,
that a total of four barn doors seems excessive for a room
of this size (not to mention eight pitching holes); this
again suggests that the joists and planking for the barn
floor were confined to a strip between two opposed doors
used for threshing.

The chamber could have been the room above the
stable: it may in fact have been the granary, as its internal
dimensions would give a perimeter measurement of 94ft,
only slightly greater than the figure of 90ft for the ‘plinth’
in the granary. Adding the length of the plank-floored
barn and stable together gives a recorded length of just
over 45ft, or 15 yards. With an external width of about 7
yards, the recorded area of the building would have been
about 105 square yards. If this area had been cleared of
earth a yard deep, its cubic volume would have been
similar to that recorded in Richard Waite’s bill, but this
seems a very substantial accumulation of soil. A depth of
half a yard would an area of about 30 yards by 7 yards.
This might explain the 95ft 4in figure at the beginning of
the entry for rafters, giving us the length of the building;
on the other hand, the second measurement, 15ft 2in,
seems most likely to be the length of the rafters on each
side of the building, the length required to run them from
the tops of the external faces of the walls to the ridge. It
may be, therefore, that the 95ft 4in figure needs dividing
by two to give the length of roofing works, bringing the
distance closer to the 45ft figure.

The 71 roods of stone walling built by Slee should give
a better indication of the range’s overall dimensions; but
this is another figure that is difficult to interpret. A bill for
further walling in 1779 (see below) included an entry for
20 rood 58ft at 6s 6d, the total cost being £6 16s 0d. This
indicates that a rood was equivalent to 63ft, and therefore
that 71 roods measured 4,473ft. But this is presumably not
a simple linear measure, but one that takes account of the
height of walling as well as its length.

In 1779 there was further work at Wharram Percy, and
rather confusingly this also related to a barn — whether the
one recorded in 1776-7 or another is impossible to say.
An account ‘viewed’ by Rowland and submitted by him
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to Sir Charles includes payment to James Slee for ‘putting
down the old Barn and Repairing the walls that was
Thought proper to Stand’. A further account from Slee in
the same year, which is titled Wharram Percy but does not
specify particular buildings, lists the following works:

To Walling 20 Rood 58 foot at 6s 6d per rood

is=to 6-16-0
To Tiling & pointing = 14 sq yd 5 foot at 4s

per sq yd is = to 2-16-0
To Paving 24yds 8ft at 3d per yard is = to 0- 6-21/2
To 8 Corbels at 2s 6d Each 1-0-0

To Ridging 20 yards at 1s 2d per yard is =to 1-16-2
To Coping & ridging laying on 51 yards at 3d

per yard is = to 0-12-9

In October of that year William Thirk acknowledged
receipt of money for various carpentry works including
‘to the Barn at Wharram percy to 3 door frames’, and the
same month a bill was paid for taking 1500 tiles to
Wharram.

Some thirty years later, the number, function and
condition of the buildings associated with the three farms
were recorded in an estate valuation. The manuscript
book is dated 1806, and survives among the records held
in Lord Middleton’s estate office at Birdsall. Wharram
Grange Farm was then let to Thomas Rivis at an annual
rent of £208, and its buildings and fields were described
as follows:

‘The Buildings consist of a New Dwelling House,
built with Stone and covered with Tile, containing two
Parlours, four Lodging Rooms, Kitchen, Backkitchen and
Dairy. One two-Stall Stable, one Stable for eight Cart
Horses, two Houses for six Cows each, Foal Shed,
Waggon Shed and Granary over, and a Barn, all in Good
Repair, Stone and Tile... The Buildings on this Farm are
all new and in good Repair. The Grounds are tolerably
well subdivided with Quickset Fences which are in pretty
good Order. The Tillage Land is in general good Turnip
and Barley Soil, but is not adapted to the growth of
Wheat, the Tenant can never be certain of a fair Crop of
that Article.’

The farmhouse at Bella, basically the one still standing
there, received a much less satisfactory report. The farm
was let to John Botterell at an annual rent of £299:

“The Buildings consist of a Mansion House, the Walls
are ill built, with Brick on the outside, and Chalk Stone
within, through which the Rain penetrates very much, and
is covered with Blue Westmorland Slate, containing two
Parlours, Butlers Pantry, Kitchen, small Dairy, Laundry,
Brew & Bake House, and good Cellars; Two Staircases,
four Bed Rooms and four Garrets - Coal House, two
Stables, four Stalls each, and Granaries over — Two Cow
Sheds, Foal House, Pigsty and a good Barn, Brick and Tile
— One two Stall Stable, Waggon Shed, Cart Shed and
Carpenters Shop, Chalk Stone and Tile... The Buildings
on this Farm are very good, except the Dwelling House,
which has been so shamefully built, that it will require
some ingenuity to prevent the Rain penetrating through



the Walls. The Grounds have been pretty well subdivided,
and the Quickwood has been taken Care of, which, in
general, makes good Fences. The Tillage Land is of a dead
cold Nature, except the old Tillage No. 6 — it however
grows Grass Seeds tolerably well, and (like Wharram
Percy Farm) it is better calculated for Oats than any other
Sort of Grain, nor is it safe for a Turnip Crop.’

The tenant of Wharram Percy Farm was recorded
initially as Francis Monkman, though this was
subsequently amended to Francis Gofton, who paid an
annual rent of £433:

“The Buildings consist of a Dwelling House, in bad
Repair, containing two Parlours, Kitchen, Dairy, and four
Lodging Rooms, Stone and Tile. A New Barn, two Thru-
Stall Stables and Granary, Brick and Tile; small Waggon
Shed, Cow House, Duck House, Pigsties and Coal Shed,
Stone and Tile. Detatch’d — A Waggon Shed, Stone and
Thatch... Most of the Buildings on this Farm are in a
decayed State, and very insufficient for a Farm of such
Magnitude, it is necessary a New Dwelling House, and
other Conveniencies, should be built. The Fences on the
High Grounds, are principally sod Walls, and, of course,
are good for nothing. A great Part of the High Wold, now
in Grass, has formerly been plough’d, and no doubt,
according to Custom, it has been laid down extremely
poor, all of which, and the Tillage in this Farm, except
No. 30, 39 & 40 is of a cold dead Nature, Oats only
should be sown, tho’ it is by no means certain of bringing
a fair Crop either of that Grain, or Turnips.’

The valuation confirms the position inferred from the
18th-century building accounts: that Grange Farm had
been rebuilt in its entirety in the 1770s; that the Bella
Farm buildings had been erected at the same time (albeit
inadequately, as far as the house was concerned), but that
only the barn (with stable and granary) had been newly
built at Wharram Percy. The two parlours of the Wharram
Percy house were presumably the parlour and fore room
of the 1699 inventory; the increased number of upper
‘lodging rooms’ may be associated with improvements
which included covering the roof in tiles. Only one of the
outbuildings was still covered in thatch.

The surveyor’s recommendation that Wharram Percy
needed a new dwelling house seems to have been acted
upon at some point during the next 25 years, for an
inventory of Wharram Percy farmhouse dated November,

1830, clearly describes an entirely different building
(NYCRO ZPB III 6/4/3), the foundations of which were
excavated on Site 74 (Period 4, pp 37-41). The inventory
was of goods and chattels belonging to John Cattle, the
tenant, which had been distrained on behalf of the owners
because Cattle was £400 in arrears with his rent:

‘In the Dwellinghouse
Front Room
Secretary & Book Case containing a number of Books
3 Tables - 7 Chairs — Stool — Celleret — Barometer
Fire Iron & Fender - Carpet

In the Kitchen
Mangle — Clock - 4 Tables 6 Chairs -

Front Chamber (No. 1)
3 Beds, Bedsteads &c - 3 Chairs — Looking Glass -
Desk

Front Chamber (No. 2)
Bed, Bedstead & Hangings - 4 Chairs

Servant Girls Room
2 Bedsteads, Bed etc.

Back Room
One Bed, Bedstead etc. — Desk - 7 Chairs - Table,
Stove

Men Servants Garret
8 Bedsteads Beds etc

In the Barn
A quantity of Barley threshed & unthreshed

In the Stable
One Ride Horse — one Poney — 3 Saddles - 3 Bridles

Upon the Farm
Thirteen Draught Horses & Gearing - 4 Waggons
one Cart — 12 Harrows - 4 Ploughs — 1 large
Hay Stack - part of another Hay Stack — 5 -
Wheat Stacks - six Oat Stacks - 500 Sheep —
13 Milch Cows - 12 Calves — Machine Fan
12 Pigs’

When exactly did this much larger farmhouse replace
the old building? An entry for 1807 in Lord Middleton’s
Note Book (Birdsall Estate Office: Wharram Archive
notes) refers to the building of a new house, barn and
stables at Wharram, so it may be that the surveyor’s

Table 1. Census information. (House names deduced by R.T. Porter)

Date 1801 1811 1821 1831 1841

No. of houses: 3 4 3 2 3

(inhabited by WP Farm WP Farm WP Farm WP Farm WP Farm

one family each) Bella Bella Bella Bella Bella
Vicarage High Ho. High Ho. High Ho.

Vicarage
No. of males: 21 26 31 22 28
Uninhabited: 0 0 1 Vicarage 1 High Ho. 0




recommendation had an immediate response. On the
other hand, we cannot rule out the possibility that this
entry refers, at least as far as the barn and stables are
concerned, to the erection of the present Wharram Percy
farmstead, called High House in the 1820s to 1840s,
standing in an isolated position on the Wold top about
1.4km to the south-west (see Fig. 5).

High House included a dwelling by the time of the
1811 census. R.T. Porter has provided the accompanying
table (Table 1), drawn from census returns and recording
the number of houses in the parish between 1801 and
1841 (see Wharram III, 16-20). He has deduced the
names of the various inhabited and uninhabited
dwellings; he suggests that in 1831 the vicarage was
deemed to be a ruin rather than an uninhabited dwelling,
and that the lack of occupants at High House in the same
year may be related to John Cattle’s bankruptcy.

What was the purpose of the High House farmstead?
Some of the new Wolds farmsteads erected on new sites
seem to have been intended as subsidiary groups of
buildings for existing farms, rather than as the main
farmsteads for newly created holdings. Colin Hayfield
has studied several examples in the Wharram area: they
were ranges of barns and other storage buildings,
sometimes accompanied by a cottage or larger dwelling
house, set round foldyards, where cattle were stored over
winter. The dung generated by the cattle could be spread
on surrounding fields, which were otherwise difficult to
manure from the distant main farmstead (Hayfield 1991,
33-45). Keith Allison says of them:

‘Such farmsteads usually comprised a small foldyard,
a barn and a cottage, and frequently they took the name
High Barn or Wold Barn... The 1,000-acre Burdale farm
had two of these smaller units, situated on the higher land
north and south of the valley in which the main farmstead
lay.’
(Allison 1976, 164).

There can be little doubt that High House was
conceived as one of these subsidiary farmsteads. Along
with the farmhouse north of the church, it remained part
of a single tenancy for over three decades. A letter of June
1831 indicates that John Cattle had occupied the two sets
of farmsteads and outbuildings (Birdsall Estate Office,
Wharram Deed Box: Wharram Archive notes). In 1841
the Goftons, the new tenants who had replaced Cattle,
numbered four people and were recorded at the village
farmstead along with two female servants and seven
resident labourers. At High House there was one female
servant and eight agricultural labourers.

Within a decade, however, the farmstead on the village
site had been demolished, and R.T. Porter has provided a
further note on the dating of this event. The farmhouse
north of the church was still marked on Wise’s Railway
Plan dated 29 November, 1845 (see Wharram X, 261,
where it is wrongly ascribed to the engineers, Birkinshaw
and Dickens). The west range of the courtyard
outbuildings had, however, already been demolished, and
it is likely that the house went soon afterwards. It is
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recorded as an earthwork on the Ordnance Survey 6 Inch
map for which the final field examination took place in
1850 (see Margary 1991, ix).

The 1851 census records the Goftons at Wharram
Percy New House, along with thirteen resident labourers.
Low Houses, the present cottages, contained a labourer
with his family and a shepherd’s wife and her family. The
cottages continued to be occupied until 1976, when the
last one was vacated.

The new farmhouses were more spacious, providing
accommodation for farm labourers as well as the farmer’s
family. At Cottam, for example, to the south-east of
Wharram, there had been significant depopulation in the
first half of the 18th century, with all but four of the nine
houses and cottages being demolished after 1719, and
only one family resident there by 1743 (Neave 1993,
134). Yet Harris records that in 1841, the two inhabited
farmsteads there had no less than 41 occupants (Harris
1961, 99).

The increasing population on the Wolds in the early
19th century, after a long period of decline, reflects an
enormous increase in the amount of cultivated land that
accompanied the enclosure of the old sheep pastures and
rabbit warrens, especially during the first four decades of
the century. The fertility of the arable lands was now
maintained by new crop rotations, incorporating new
crops such as turnips and seeds, and by the use of new
fertilisers. New feeding-stuffs were introduced, and cattle
were brought in and stored in fold yards over winter, their
primary purpose being to convert straw into manure as a
way of maintaining the fertility of the arable lands (Harris
1961, 61-2, 102-5). The layout and function of the farm
buildings that supported the new agricultural practices on
the Wolds have been discussed elsewhere (see Hayfield
1991; Hayfield 1998, 113-21; Beresford and Hurst 1990,
120-21).

2 The Rectory, Chantry House and
Vicarage from the 14th to 19th
centuries

by S. Wrathmell

The rectory, vicarage and chantry house
c. 1300-1550

The church of Wharram Percy is believed to have been
established at the beginning of the 11th century, but there
are few documentary references to its patrons and
incumbents before the late 13th century (Wharram IlI,
21-23 and 27-30; Wharram XI, 327, Wharram XIII,
forthcoming). At the beginning of the 14th century, the
rector of Wharram Percy church was Master William
Skeldergate. He had been appointed by Robert Percy,
lord of the manor, who held the advowson, the right to
appoint its incumbent. Skeldergate had, in turn, appointed
a vicar, Henry Barkeby, to carry out parochial duties on



his behalf. By March 1301, however, Barkeby was dead
and Skeldergate obtained the archbishop’s permission to
consolidate the vicarage with the rectory, as he ‘resides
and intends to reside’ (Reg Corbridge I, 165).

Skeldergate died in January 1308, and Robert Percy
presented his own younger son, Henry Percy, clerk, as
rector (Reg Greenfield 111, 128). Unlike Skeldergate,
Henry was largely an absentee rector, obtaining a series
of licences for absence to study (Lawrance 1985, 69). The
provisions he made for the ‘cure of souls’ in his absence
are unknown, but in 1312 his incumbency was challenged
by Gerald Salvayn, lord of Thixendale and Raisthorpe,
who procured the presentation of his own son George
Salvayn, clerk, to the living (Reg Greenfield 111, 199). The
case dragged on for a number of years, but Henry
eventually prevailed.

It was probably after legal proceedings had ended that
Robert Percy also granted to Henry his interest in the
advowson of Wharram Percy. The process of transfer was
completed when Robert quitclaimed his rights to Henry
in September 1320 (Bodleian Library, Dodsworth 76,
f.162r). Within two years, however, Henry had sold his
interest in the advowson to Geoffrey Scrope (Feet of
Fines: Roper and Kitching 2006); the king licensed the
transaction in June, 1322 after an Inquisition ad quod
damnum (Cal PR 1321-4, 136). Thereafter, Scrope
presented three further rectors, the first of them in July
1323. The archbishop’s register does not indicate whether
Henry Percy had died or resigned (Lawrance 1985, 69).

Scrope’s interest was short-lived. His friend Thomas
Wake of Liddell had recently founded the Augustinian
priory of Haltemprice at Cottingham, near Hull, and in
February, 1327 Scrope was given licence to grant to the
priory the advowson of Wharram Percy (Cal PR 1327-30,
14). The right of presentation remained with the priory
until its suppression in 1536, when Haltemprice’s rights
and properties passed to the king.

The terms of Scrope’s grant were set out in letters of
authorisation issued by the archbishop and dated 17
November 1327. Archbishop Melton granted
Haltemprice authority to appropriate the church of
Wharram Percy to their own uses, and to take possession,
without any further request to the archbishop, on the
resignation or death of the current rector Sir John de
Aldeburgh, whom the archbishop had admitted and
instituted on Haltemprice’s presentation.

There was to be a perpetual vicar with cure of souls, to
be presented by Haltemprice to the archbishops (or the
dean and chapter sede vacante) and to be admitted and
instituted by the archbishop or dean and chapter, for
whose support the archbishop reserved an adequate
portion of the fruits of the church, set at 40 marks (£26
13s 4d), to be paid to the vicar on the feast of St Martin
(30 November) and Whitsun; he also reserved an annual
pension of two marks (£1 6s 8d) to be paid from the
church by Haltemprice to the archbishop (or the dean and
chapter sede vacante), in compensation for his loss of the
income of the church, which hitherto had been
accustomed to be governed by a secular rector during
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vacancies and paid to the archbishops, since from the date
of the appropriation the vacancies would be shorter.

The grant was to enable Haltemprice to support four
chaplains, two at Haltemprice of which one was to be of
the Holy Spirit with prayer and memorial of souls, and
the other for the souls of William and Constance the
parents of Sir Geoffrey Scrope and of the same Sir
Geoffrey and his wife Yvette after their deaths celebrating
each day, and two at the church of Wharram Percy, one of
the Blessed Virgin with prayer and memorial of souls, and
the other celebrating daily for the souls of William and
Constance, their sons Thomas and William, and for the
souls of Sir Geoffrey Scrope and his wife Yvette, Sir
Henry Scrope and Master Stephen Scrope, which
Geoffrey gave the advowson of Wharram Percy to
Haltemprice (Borthwick Register 9, £.308).

Haltemprice was, however, inadequately endowed
(Wharram III, 22), and its financial difficulties led, in
1440, to a new ordination which substantially reduced the
vicar’s portion. The letters of Archbishop John Kempe,
dated 27 April 1440, set out the following terms. The
present vicar of Wharram Percy and his successors should
have the cure of souls of the parishioners and administer
the sacraments, and to that end should be bound
personally ‘to inhabit a dwelling-house (mansum) in the
vill of Wharram Percy by the church, disposed and
ordained for this purpose of old’; the present vicar and his
successors to receive £11 6s 4d for his upkeep and that of
a decent and sufficient chaplain to celebrate in the vills of
Thixendale and Raisthorpe, to be paid by Haltemprice
every year; the present vicar of Wharram Percy and his
successors to have a garden by the dwelling-house, ‘as it
is now enclosed’, and two bovates of arable land in the
fields and territory of the vill of Wharram Percy belonging
to the prior and convent (Borthwick Register 19, {.195).

The 1440 ordination, therefore, specified which house
the vicars should occupy: one next to the church,
probably erected soon after the appropriation in 1327. It
also seems to infer that there may have been some
difficulty in persuading previous vicars to live there. This
accords with the scattered references to vicars’ dwellings
in the first half of the 14th century, which indicate that
some of them occupied houses belonging to the manor,
located perhaps at the opposite end of the village.

The first of these references is in the inquisition post
mortem after the death of Robert Percy, held in June
1323. It begins with the capital messuage, or manor
house, worth 3s 4d a year; then it deals with ‘another
house that the vicar of Wharram was accustomed to
inhabit’, worth 12d a year; then it goes on to value the
demesne oxgangs before detailing the rents and other
dues from the tenantry (TNA PRO C134/75/15 m.3). This
seems to indicate that the vicar’s house lay within the
demesne holding. Similarly, when Eufemia, widow of a
later lord of Wharram Percy, was assigned a third part of
the manor as dower in 1368, she was given ‘a messuage
which Master Peter Lyelff, formerly vicar of the church
of Wharram, lately held, and a cottage called “le
Prestehous”, with a close and land annexed, in



recompense of her dower of the chief messuage of the
manor’ (Cal IPM XII, 183).

The vicar’s house itemised in 1323 was worth just
under a third the value of the capital messuage, indicating
that it would have represented an appropriate level of
compensation for the loss of a third of the manor house.
Therefore it is probable that the two references, in 1323
and 1368, are to the same property. Peter Lyolf had been
vicar from 1338 until his death in 1349 (Lawrance 1985,
69), so it may be that the appropriation of the church by
Haltemprice had initially made little impact upon the
residential arrangements of the vicars. It is interesting in
this context to note the action begun in 1370 by the prior
of Haltemprice against Adam Gemelyng, vicar of
Wharram Percy, for waste in the lands, houses, woods
and gardens at Wharram Percy demised to Adam for a
term of years (Baildon 1895, 82).

Whatever the date of its erection or length of use, there
is no reason to doubt that the 1440 vicarage was the same
modest property as that entered by Marmaduke Atkinson
a century later, containing a house and also a barn to
accommodate the produce of the two oxgangs of arable
that had been assigned to the vicar. The revenues and
lands enumerated in 1555 reflect closely those of 1440:

‘[The vicarage] had no tithes oblations lands grounds
commodities nor profits pertaining or belonging to the
same saving one yearly annual pension or sum of £11 6s
8d which hath and ought to be paid yearly... by the
proprietors... also two oxgangs of arable lands and
certain grass meadow or ynge ground to the quantity of
two acres of land...’

(Borthwick CP G.3537)

A large part of the barn, along with charred remains of
the crops it had contained, was excavated in Site 77 (see
Chapter 9).

Of the other ecclesiastical dwellings in the village, the
rectory seems to appear only once in the documentary
sources. It occurs in the 1368 assignment of dower, one of
the assigned properties being ‘a waste toft formerly in the
tenure of Broune Robyn next the rectory, with the lands
belonging thereto; similar waste tofts formerly in the
tenures of William Whyt and Emma Henrykesson...” (Cal
IPM XI1I, 183).

This indicates that the rectory was adjacent to one or
more of the farmsteads formerly in the occupation of
manorial tenants, but it does not, of course, give any
indication of the part of the village in which it was
located. We can assume that the residence of,
successively, Master William Skeldergate and Henry
Percy (albeit only very occasionally for the latter), will
have been substantial and appropriate to men who also
held a park and a pond (presumably used as a fishery)
from the lord of the manor (Bodleian Library, Dodsworth
76, £.162r; Wharram X, 8).

The use of the rectory after the 1327 appropriation is
unknown, though it may well have been leased out. The
rectory barn, however, assuming it was located next to the
house, would presumably have still been used for the
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collection and storage of all the parish tithes before their
sale or transfer to Haltemprice.

The final ecclesiastical component of the village was a
chantry house. Though two chantries had been set up in
the church at the time of appropriation, they are not
mentioned in 1440 and had probably, therefore, failed by
then. Another one was, however, set up in the 15th or
early 16th century (presumably after 1440), as it is
recorded at the time of its suppression. According to the
particulars for the sale of its lands, drawn up in June
1552, it was called the chantry of Towthorpe in the parish
church of Wharram Percy. At the time its lands were said
to be two oxgangs containing 16 acres in the tenure of the
vicar, Marmaduke Atkinson, and let year on year for 13s
4d (TNA PRO E315/68, £.439v). This land holding was
the subject of William Holme’s deposition in the
dilapidations cause of 1555-6 (see Chapter 1).

The name of the chantry indicates some connection
with the township of Towthorpe, which formed the
eastern end of Wharram parish, or with a family named
after that place. It has been a source of some confusion
(e.g. Wharram III, 7), as there was also a chapel at
Towthorpe itself, dedicated to St Katherine. The survey of
colleges, chantries, chapels etc. undertaken by the
archbishop in 1546 records that the incumbent of the
chapel at Towthorpe, Robert Boynton, had a stipend of £4
13s 4d paid by the farmer of Towthorpe tithes (TNA PRO
E301/66, no.152). The chapel was said specifically to
have no lands or tenements, and so is clearly
distinguished from Towthorpe chantry. In the previous
year Boynton, St Katherine’s last incumbent, had brought
a cause of defamation against John Reves of Towthorpe.
Reves had been heard to say, in the churchyard of
Wharram Percy, that in the ‘town’ where he came from
Boynton had got a man’s daughter with child; Reves was
also alleged to have called Boynton a ‘whore master’
(Borthwick CP G.338).

The house of the chantry chaplain can be roughly
located, though again in post-suppression documents.
Another of the depositions in the 1555-6 dilapidations
cause was Thomas Marshall’s testimony about the
location of the vicarage barn: ‘[there] was a laith standing
at the North end of the Vicarage to the chantry house
ward’ (Borthwick CP G.3537). This indicates that the
chantry house was north of the vicarage house, and
separated from it by the vicar’s barn. We know that from
1440 the vicarage was next to the church, and it was
common for the houses of chantry chaplains also to be
located close to the church (Cook 1947, 50-51).

The vicarage in the mid-16th century

The most detailed documentation for the vicarage dates to
the mid-16th century and has already been quoted
extensively in Chapter 1. It is the partial record of
proceedings in a cause of dilapidations brought in the
court of the archbishop of York. The plaintiff was William
Firby, vicar of Wharram Percy, who had been admitted to
the living in December 1554 (Borthwick, Admissions



Index). The accused, or ‘respondent’, was Marmaduke
Atkinson, who had preceded Firby as vicar of Wharram,
but had resigned to become rector of Bainton. The forms
of ecclesiastical court proceedings at York have been
summarised by Purvis (1953, 66-7), and provide the
context for understanding the surviving documents.

The first surviving document is a statement by the
prosecution setting out Firby’s case in a series of
numbered ‘articles’. The defence then made ‘personal
responses’ on Atkinson’s behalf, denying or qualifying
the facts that had been alleged in the articles. The
prosecution then produced witness statements to support
Firby’s allegations, in the form of depositions that
addressed each of the articles in numerical order. The
deponents also had to provide the court with information
as to how long they had known each party, how old they
were and where they lived. Most witnesses had little or
nothing to depose in relation to at least a few of the
articles; but through their detailed testimony on others,
they have provided a considerable amount of information
on the vicarage, its lands, and indirectly on the agrarian
landscape of Wharram Percy in the first half of the 16th
century (see Chapter 1).

The second stage of the proceedings mirrored the first,
beginning with a series of articles on behalf of the defence.
Responses by the prosecution followed, and then witness
statements supporting the articles set out by the defence. A
third stage followed, because the prosecution wished to
add further articles to its original series of charges.

Atkinson made a second set of personal responses to the
further articles, and there was a second series of witness
statements on behalf of the prosecution. Finally, the
process was mirrored yet again, with Atkinson setting out
articles and providing depositions from witnesses, and
Firby setting out his personal responses.

The documents surviving from this cause are in two
bundles at the Borthwick Institute for Archives,
University of York. Most of the items are in CP G.3537:
these include the two sets of articles submitted by each
party, the two sets of personal responsions provided by
each party and three of the four sets of depositions. The
final items in the bundle are an ‘additional position’ or
statement in relation to one of Atkinson’s articles, and a
sheet of paper which summarises the dimensions of the
vicarage buildings, both extant and demolished. The
second bundle, CP G.917, contains the fourth set of
depositions. The documents that do not seem to have
survived are the initial ones setting up the cause, and the
final one giving the court’s sentence.

Not all the documents are dated, but all except one can
be grouped together and placed in chronological order
(Table 2). This is because the responses, depositions and
additional positions can be matched up with the numbers
and content of the four sets of articles, and some of the sets
of articles refer directly to depositions in support of the
previous set of articles. Therefore we are able to follow the
flow of claim and counter-claim, back and forth between
the parties, through the four groups of documents.

Table 2. Chronological list of groups of surviving documents recording the 1555-6 Dilapidations Cause, with

Borthwick references.

Groups Content Medium Date Reference
Group 1 Articles by WF against MA Large sheet of parchment undated CP G.3537
with small piece sewn on

Personal responses of MA Sheets of paper 723 May 1555 CP G.3537
Seven depositions for WF starting Sheets of paper 11 June 1555 CP G.3537
with Thomas Jeb

Group 2 Articles by MA referring to above Large sheet of parchment undated CP G.3537
depositions
Personal responses of WF Sheets of paper 15 July 1555 CP G.3537
Nine depositions for MA starting with Sheets of paper 29 October 1555 CP G.917
William Holme
Additional position by WF referring to Small sheet of parchment undated CP G.3537
above depositions

Group 3 Articles by WF against MA Small sheet of parchment undated CP G.3537
Personal responses of MA Sheets of paper 30 July 1555 CP G.3537
Three depositions for WF starting with Sheets of paper 30 July 1555 CP G.3537
vicar of Acklam

Group 4 Articles by MA referring to above Large sheet of parchment undated CP G.3537
depositions
Personal responses of WF Sheets of paper 17 April 1556 CP G.3537
Six depositions for MA starting with Sheets of paper 17 July 1556 CP G.3537
Michael Tailor

? Summary of sizes of various buildings Sheet of paper undated CP G.3537

MA = Marmaduke Atkinson
WEF = William Firby
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Group 1 documents

The original allegations were made by Firby early in
1555, following his institution the previous December
(Lawrance 1985, 71). The general thrust of his complaint
was summarised in the fourth article: that the chancel of
the parish church and the vicarage houses and buildings
were ruined and dilapidated and had been since the time
of Atkinson’s incumbency. Article five mentions in
particular a barn or laith of six posts or crucks that had
stood in the vicarage in Atkinson’s time, but was there no
longer:

‘Item ponit et Articulatur quod tempore incumbentie
dicti vicarii in dicta vicaria fuit quoddam horreum
anglice a barn or Laith of six posts or crucks...’

It would, according to article six, cost £6 13s 4d to
rebuild. The phrase ‘posts or crucks’ recurs in the
depositions, the ambiguity perhaps reflecting the different
building traditions of the Wolds and of the York area
where the cause was heard. The former was within the
region of cruck building, the latter in the post-and-truss
zone (Wharram VI, 3-5).

As far as the chancel was concerned, Atkinson’s
response was to confirm its ruinous condition, both
during his incumbency and at the time of his resignation.
Its maintenance and repair were not, however, his
responsibility, but the rector’s. The rectory had been in
the possession of Haltemprice Priory at its dissolution,
and so now belonged to the crown. Therefore the
chancel’s repair was a matter for the king and queen
(Philip and Mary).

With regard to the barn, his response was that when he
entered the vicarage (in 1540: Lawrance 1985, 71) the
buildings had all been under one roof, with a house at one
end and a barn at the other, but that they had been burned
down in 1553:

‘that at this respondent entering to the said vicarage
there was a house and a laith of six posts or more builded
all under one roof and this respondent used the one end
for his dwelling and the other end for his corn and hay the
which houses by chance of fire was burned in the night
season about two years since’

Later supplementary evidence by Atkinson refines the
date of the fire to Lent, 1553, that is, to the month of
February or March in that year.

The first four depositions on behalf of Firby were
made by a yeoman, a husbandman, a wright and a
labourer from Askham Bryan and Copmanthorpe to the
south-west of York, some 20 miles away. All had known
Firby for many years, but they were not acquainted with
Atkinson, nor with conditions at Wharram Percy during
Atkinson’s  incumbency. = Thomas  Carter  of
Copmanthorpe, for example, said he had nothing to
depose in relation to the former barn, except that
‘neighbours’ said there had been one there. Firby had
clearly brought them in as men he could trust to give him
valuations relating to the costs of dilapidations and
estimates of yields from the glebe lands.
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He also, however, had statements from three
husbandmen of Thixendale, men whom he had known for
only a short time but who had known Atkinson for many
years. The first, Thomas Marshall, was able to give more
details about the vicarage buildings before the fire, and
widened the argument from the simple presence or
absence of a barn. He deposed that the buildings which
stood there when Atkinson entered the vicarage
comprised a barn, stable and house, and were far more
extensive than those which Atkinson had erected after the
fire, and which existed at the time Firby entered the
vicarage:

‘the which laith he saith was builded at the stable end
and he saith the mansion house stable and laith were all
builded under one roof’

‘he thinks a laith of six posts or crucks will cost at least
building and setting up seven pounds and he saith that
there Lacks of the building which was builded at the time
of the said Sir Marmaduke Atkynson’s entry to the said
vicarage and the most part of his incumbency thereunto
the same was burned with fire which is about two years
since at the east end 28 foot and at the end to the church
ward 40 foot...’

Though this deposition refers to the ‘east end’ of the
vicarage, all but one of the other statements indicate that
before the fire the vicarage buildings had run north to
south. Hugh Collome of Thixendale, for example stated
that the laith had stood at the north end of the vicarage, in
the direction of the chantry house; he also implies it was
a three bay building, though this is difficult to reconcile
with only six posts or crucks:

‘that the time of the said Sir Marmaduke Atkynson’s
incumbency in the said vicarage unto the houses were
burned which was in lent last two years since that was a
laith standing at the North end of the Vicarage to the
chantry house ward of three rooms which he saith was at
the end of the mansion house of the said vicarage and
under one roof and he saith that there lacks of the building
which was there before the burning of the said vicarage at
the North end the whole room where the laith stood which
is 28 foot...’

Group 2 documents

In the articles for the defence, Atkinson confirmed the
layout of the vicarage buildings at the time of his
induction:

‘Item quod tempore admissionis et inductionis dicti
domini marmaduci ad dictam vicariam all and singular
houses and buildings belonging to the said vicarage were
builded under one Roof viz one little house with a
chamber over it a little house used for a kitchen and one
little house used for a laith and at that time there was no
more houses nor buildings belonging the said vicarage’

He also said that he had erected new buildings after his
admission and before the fire, at considerable cost to
himself; that the fire was not caused by his negligence,
that the buildings he erected after the fire were sufficient



without a barn, and that they were in good repair at the
time of his resignation.

Husbandmen of Raisthorpe and Towthorpe gave
statements in support. Their testimony in relation to the
necessity or otherwise of a vicarage barn, linked to
estimates of the yields of corn and hay from the glebe
land, has already been discussed in Chapter 1. They also
confirmed that Atkinson had spent significant sums on
new buildings both before and after the fire. William
Holme of Raisthorpe deposed:

‘that he hath Seen at Divers times before the said
vicarage was burnt by Chance of fire many workmen at
the said vicarage And he did see many things new made
about the house which he believeth cost the said Sir
Marmaduke above £20°

‘that he hath viewed the house at Wharram Percy And
that there is sufficient Room to Lie all the corn and hay
belonging the said vicarage in And as much building and
better building now than there was when the said Sir
Marmaduke came unto it’

William Bennet of Raisthorpe said:

‘that the vicarage and houses about the same was new
builded by the said Sir Marmaduke since they were burnt
which cost him as he believeth by his estimation £20 or
more’

Robert Pickering of Raisthorpe could supply even
more detail, having himself participated in the work:

‘that by his Estimation the building of the houses Stuff
and workmanship for the vicarage of Wharram Percy cost
the said Sir Marmaduke £10 and above for he see three
Carpenters there half a year and he this Examinate
wrought there thatching six weeks and after him was
there two thatchers and six wallers by the space of six
weeks of his certain Knowledge’

Group 3 documents

Firby resumed his attack with additional articles, and with
clerical support in the shape of depositions by the vicars
of Acklam, Fridaythorpe and Wharram le Street. The
allegations still included the issue of the barn, and the
need for a place to store corn, but the focus shifted to a
comparison of the dimensions of the present vicarage
with those of the pre-fire buildings, elaborating upon the
earlier depositions that the new building was shorter than
the old at both ends. Atkinson’s response introduced new
arguments: that there had been void ground between the
old buildings, and so the total roofed area had been no
greater than now; and that since the fire he had erected
not only a new vicarage but also another building
containing a kitchen, stable and hen house.

‘he saith that whatsoever it lacks in the ends he
believeth that there was as much ground that stood void
betwixt the houses of the old building as that Lack
extendeth unto. And considering another house which is
new builded of three Rooms that is to say for a kitchen
stable and a hen house being Distant about 40 foot from
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the new mansion house articulate there is as much
building there and rather more than was when he came
first unto the said vicarage’

The three vicars conducted the first recorded
earthwork survey at Wharram Percy on 26 July 1555.
Robert Ellerton, vicar of Acklam, deposed:

‘that being at Wharram Percy upon friday last
accompanied with the aforesaid Sir William Stanesby and
Sir William Marshall as is above specified they measured
the Situation of the old building to be 42 yards and a half
of Length and the new building to be 22 yards and half’

‘that the said new building Lacketh also in Length of
the old building as appeareth by the ground whereupon
the old building was situate and builded twelve yards at
the one end and eight at the other...’

Group 4 documents

The final group of documents includes Atkinson’s reply
to the additional articles submitted by Firby, and they
give the most detailed account of the vicarage buildings.
They start with Atkinson explicitly retracting his earlier
statements that when he entered the vicarage all the
buildings were under one roof. His final articles elaborate
his response to Firby’s additional articles, in which he had
mentioned for the first time an area of void ground
‘betwixt the houses’:

‘Item ponit et articulatur... quod tempore inductionis
Dicti marmaduci ad dictam vicariam ac diu antea There
was two Sundry houses then belonging unto the said
vicarage which was then builded in and under two Sundry
Roofs the one of the said houses then being distant from
the other house about forty foot’

‘that both the said houses at the time of the said
Induction of the said Sir Marmaduke was then in Length
about 24 yards and in breadth as yet doth and shall appear
by the groundwork walls and foundations of the said
houses yet remaining’

‘quod dictus marmaducus post Inductionem suam...
did build at his costs and charges in and upon the void
ground aforesaid then being as is aforesaid betwixt the
said two houses two fair parlours two Chimneys and four
high chambers and also he builded at his costs and
charges two outshots viz one at the end of the said houses
then being about four yards long and another outshot at
the other end of the said houses then being about four
yards long, the said outshots being of breadth as the other
houses <were> whereunto they were builded and
annexed...’

It was as a result of his own building works that the
vicarage came to be a single range all under one roof, and
‘was 42 yards long And of breadth as yet shall and doth
appear by the groundwork walls and foundations of the
said houses...’

Once more the farmers of Raisthorpe and Towthorpe
(but not Thixendale) made statements in support of
Atkinson. On 17 July 1556, Michael Tailor of Towthorpe



recorded the results of a second formal survey of the pre-
fire vicarage earthworks, stating:

‘that he this deponent three weeks since or thereabouts
at the Desire of Sir Marmaduke Atkinson Accompanied
with William Holme William Hogeson Robert Ryves
John Bottrell [blank] vicar of Acclam and Sir William
Stayneby [William Firby deleted] did go and measure the
old buildings belonging the vicarage of Wharram Percy
with the new building there And he saith that the hall
house of the new building doth contain in Length 25
yards and a half and in breadth six yards And that there is
a new house that stands where no house stood before
which doth contain in length 12 yards and a half and five
yards in breadth Also there was another building which
was for ducks Swine and pullen [poultry] pulled down by
the vicar that now is which doth contain by the measure
of the Eystre which is the baulk of the Length of the
house seven yards in Length and two yards and a half in
breadth And he this deponent saith that there is void
ground at the south end of the hall newly builded which
was parcel of the old building thirteen yards and a half of
Length and of breadth seven yards And at the north end
nine yards and a half of Length and seven yards of
breadth in place whereof the new house aforesaid was
builded And he saith that there was of void ground of the
old building as doth appear by the foundations of the
walls to this deponent’s judgement To the quantity of
fifteen yards in length and twelve yards in breadth at the
entering of the said Sir Marmaduke to the said vicarage’

With regard to the buildings erected by Atkinson
before the fire, he stated:

‘that the said Sir Marmaduke did cause two parlours
two chimneys [three chambers deleted] to be builded in
the waste ground as is articulate and also he builded two
outshots whereof he hath deposed in his depositions in
this court before Christmas last’

Robert Ryvar, labourer provided supporting evidence
on the pre-fire buildings erected by Atkinson, and
indicated they were built in about 1546:

‘that about six years after the said Sir Marmaduke was
instituted vicar of Wharram Percy he this examinate saith
that the said Sir Marmaduke did cause to be builded two
fair parlours two chimneys and two chambers and one
outshot which this deponent did thatch himself at the west
side of the said house and these he saith was builded of
the waste ground of the said vicarage’

He was also involved in the second survey:

‘that he this deponent about Pentecost last past at the
desire of the parson of Baynton [Atkinson] and Sir
William Firbie vicar of Wharram Percy accompanied
with Michael Tailor George Andro William Holme vicar
of Acclam and vicar of Wharram in the street and William
Hodgeson did measure the said grounds and by their
measure he saith there is 25 yards of the hall house new
builded and six yards of breadth wheron the old building
at the time of building [sic] of the house was before and
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a kitchen builded where there was no building at the time
of the burning of the said vicarage of twelve yards long
and five yards of breadth and the said parson Baynton
soon after he came to the vicarage did build a swine house
or hen house of eight yards long and two yards broad and
further he saith that there is thirteen yards at the west
[recte: south — as in other depositions] end of the house
now builded void ground whereupon building was set
before it was burned and the north end of the said house
he saith that there is nine yards whereupon there was
building before it was burnt and now none and further he
saith that the new building now belonging to the vicarage
with the ground which was waste whereupon the parson
of Bainton did build two parlours two chimneys and two
chambers which did contain fifteen yards of length to this
examinate’s judgement and about five yards breadth is as
much building and more as was of the ground belonging
to the said vicarage when the said parson entered to the
same according to their measuring aforesaid’

William Hodgson, husbandman, was able to support
Atkinson’s modified testimony as to the buildings that
were there in 1540:

‘that there was two houses at the entry of the said Sir
Marmaduke to the said vicarage and a vacant place
distant betwixt them how far certainly the said vacant
place was he cannot depose but he saith he knoweth that
there was two such houses for he was a scholar at the said
time and at commons in the vicarage with one Thomas
Carter and learned with Sir Thomas Hurre’

He also provided more details on the buildings erected
by Atkinson before and after the fire:

‘that the said Sir Marmaduke about six years as he
remembereth after he came to the said vicarage and took
induction there did build a parlour a buttery a double
chimney four chambers viz three little chambers and
another chamber wheron joists were laid and the same
uncovered and with those houses he filled the vacant
room which was betwixt the said houses and also he
builded one outshot at the end of the house towards the
church and an other outshot off the backside of the house
which he did make a bolting house and a larder house of’

‘that the hall house now builded by the said Sir
Marmaduke was as broad within half a yard as the other
was which was burned of this deponent’s own sight for he
did see and view the site of the old house when this hall
house new builded was set up and a part of the new house
was set where one of the walls of the other old house
which was burned stood...’

William Holme of Raisthorpe, husbandman, 60,
confirmed that in 1540 there were two buildings with a
gap between them, and gave details about two outshots
also erected by Atkinson:

‘that at the entry of the said Sir Marmaduke to the said
vicarage there was two buildings and a vacant place
betwixt them about fifteen yards of which vacant place
the said Sir Marmaduke before the houses was burned did



build two parlours two chimneys two chambers of this
deponent’s knowledge and sight and also did build at the
end of the house towards the church an outshot for hens
and such like and also he builded another Outshot off the
backside of the said house for a larder house...’

John Botterell, husbandman, was another participant
in the 1556 survey:

‘that betwixt Easter and pentecost last past he this
deponent at the request and consent of Sir Marmaduke
Atkynson priest and Sir William Firbie vicar of Wharram
Percy was at the measuring of the houses now builded and
belonging to the said vicarage of Wharram Percy
accompanied with the vicar of Wharram of the street vicar of
Acclam William Hodgeson Michael Tailor George Andrewe
and William Holme and also he saith that the said Sir
Marmaduke Atkynson and Sir William Firbie was present
and see the measuring of the said houses. And he saith the
hall house now builded and other houses being under one
roof is 25 yards of length and six yards of breadth. Another
house being a Kitchen and other buildings under one roof
twelve yards length and five yards breadth. Another Little
house of seven yards length and two yards breadth which
was measured by the aistre [a house or its parts] or roof of
the house which house was standing when the parson of
Baynton went from the vicarage and since fallen down. Also
there is thirteen yards at the South end of the hall house
wherupon there hath been building and now void ground
And at the North end of the said house there is nine yards of
waste ground wherupon there hath been building...’

Analysis of evidence for the vicarage buildings, 1540-54
It is possible to distil from all these articles, responses and
depositions a coherent and detailed building history for
the vicarage between 1540 and 1554, and a broad
indication of the size of its component structures despite
variations in the measurements provided by each party.
R.T. Porter, the Wharram project surveyor, has analysed
the internal consistency of the surveys, and has used the
figures from the vicars’ survey to generate the diagrams
in Figure 6, showing the pre-fire and post-fire building
plans. Given that the excavation of Site 77 revealed what
was unquestionably part of vicar Atkinson’s burnt-out
barn, it was anticipated that the reconciliation of the
documentary evidence and the structural remains would
be straightforward. This was not in fact the case, as will
be seen in Chapter 28.

When Atkinson entered the vicarage there were two
separate buildings: one a dwelling with a kitchen and a
chamber over, and the other a barn. The barn was about 8
yards (7.32m) long and 7 yards (6.4m) wide, and the
house (and kitchen) would have been about 17 yards
(15.54m) long. The gap between them was 15 yards
(13.72m) long, and its breadth was said to be 12 yards
(10.97m), though the documents give no indication of
what delimited the measurement of breadth. Their
orientation may have been broadly north to south (though
perhaps more north-east to south-west, to account for the
discrepant orientations), with the barn at the north end.
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In about 1546 (according to Robert Ryvar), Atkinson
built a block between them containing two heated parlours,
with chimneys, on the ground floor, and chambers above.
He also erected two outshots: one at the south end of the
house for hens and/or pigs, and one along the west side as
a larder. The parlour block linked the formerly separate
barn and dwelling, creating a continuous roof about 421/2
yards (38.86m) long. We are not told whether the roof ran
in a straight line, or whether it covered buildings set on
differing alignments. In either case, when a fire broke out
one night in February or March, 1553, the whole range
was consumed except for the hen house.

Atkinson constructed its replacement during the next
twelve months, before resigning to take up Bainton
rectory. The new hall was about 221/2 yards (20.57m)
long by 6 yards (5.49m) wide, and was set partly on the
site of the old building. The area of the former barn was,
however, outside the new vicarage, as was a stretch of the
old vicarage to the south of the new one. It may be that
part of the central area of the earlier vicarage was also left
outside the footprint of the new one. Nowhere is the
orientation of the new hall specified. Atkinson also built
an entirely new range, containing stables and a kitchen
(or perhaps brew house — one of the deponents calls it an
ale house), about 13 yards (11.89m) distant from the hall
in a place where there had been no buildings before (at
least as far as the deponents were aware). It measured 12
yards by 5 yards (10.97m by 4.57m).

The chantry house and vicarage from the
late 16th century to mid-19th century

After the dissolution of Haltemprice priory, the
advowson, rectory and revenues of Wharram Percy
church remained in the crown’s possession for nearly half
a century. The tithes of the various constituent townships
were initially farmed out on short-term leases, those of
Wharram Percy township on at least two occasions to the
vicars. At the time of the dissolution they were farmed by
John Smith, the last vicar presented by Haltemprice
(TNA PRO C66/1025, m.45), and a few years later by
vicar Atkinson, who initiated a tithe cause against John
Thorpe in 1543 (see Chapter 1). In 1545 the tithes were
leased for 21 years by Thomas Kydall of York (LP Henry
VIII, 20, pt 1, 682).

The chantry lands, too, seem initially to have been
farmed out on short term leases. On 30 June 1552
particulars were drawn up for the sale of the chantry’s two
oxgangs which were then said to be held year on year by
vicar Atkinson. The purchaser was to have the issues of
the lands from the previous Easter (TNA PRO E315/68,
£.439v). It has not been established whether the lands
were immediately sold, but if there was a delay, it could
be that Atkinson, not the purchasers, received the issues
of the lands that year; and if the oxgangs were still being
cultivated, their produce might then have formed part of
the vicarage barn contents the following spring (see
Chapter 24).
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In 1566, on the expiry of the Kydall lease, Richard
Marks was granted the tithes of Wharram Percy and
Burdale, after offering to build within two years a barn to
house these tithes either in Wharram Percy or Burdale
(TNA PRO C66/1025, m.45). In 1570 Marks initiated a
tithe cause against William Drew. He claimed Drew had,
in and since 1567, pastured ‘in certain closes or grounds
within the said parish of Wharram Percy lately common’
numerous geld beasts, draught beasts (oxen and horses),
sheep and lambs, cows and calves, and he had not paid his
tithes (Borthwick CP G.1793). He had also, it was alleged,
cleared and converted for his own use up to 60 waggon-
loads of timber from the place called ‘le Sydebanke’.

The Sidebank, also named the Wood, was one of two
small parcels of land which in 1563 had been identified as
‘lands concealed from Her [Majesty] since the dissolution
of the monasteries’. It was described as ‘two acres and
called Wharram Wood’; the other was ‘an acre called
Wharram Dam’. Both were ‘now or recently’ in the
tenure of the rector of Bainton (i.e. Marmaduke Atkinson:
TNA PRO C66/999, m.18). The two parcels together
were said to amount to four acres, in particulars for grants
of crown lands audited in 1567 (TNA PRO
E318/36/1972). Their location and earlier history will be
discussed further in Wharram XIII.

These ‘concealed lands’ were soon afterwards acquired
from the crown by Matthew Hutton, dean and later
archbishop of York. Having purchased the manor from Sir
William Hilton and others in 1573 (see Chapter 1), he
bought the advowson and tithes of Wharram Percy in
January 1582 (Wharram III, 24), and also acquired the
chantry lands. Later that year, Hutton entailed his
property, including Wharram Percy, on his son Timothy,
and on Timothy’s lawful heirs. The grant of the manor and
tithes included all the houses, lands and tenement called
chantry lands, a parcel of meadow called the Dam and a
parcel of land called the Sidebank (NYCRO ZAZ 10).

The chantry house survived into the 17th century,
achieving notice in the 1605 lease of the manor and
lordship of Wharram Percy to Margery and Robert
Weddell (see Chapter 1):

‘And also all the houses and land there sometime
belonging to the late Chantry called Tolethrop chantry
founded in the parish church of Wharram Percy aforesaid
and also two parcels of ground called the side bank and
dam within the said lordship...[the tenants to] repair
maintain and uphold the chief house of the said Manor
and the chantry house aforesaid, and all other edifices
houses and buildings to the said Manor or to the said
Chantry house [belonging]’

(NYCRO ZAZ 10)

Thirty years later, the lease of the estate to Sir John
Buck, the first stage in the Bucks’ purchase of Wharram
Percy, used much the same wording (Reading UL, Ms EN
1/2/296), but no subsequent reference to the chantry
house has been identified.

As for the vicarage, William Firby, plaintiff in the
dilapidations cause, remained vicar of Wharram Percy until
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his death. He was succeeded in January 1576 by Thomas
Pearson, who was already vicar of Wharram le Street, and
who continued to serve both parishes until his death in 1618
(Lawrance 1985, 66, 71). Though Firby had been resident
in the parish (and presumably continued to inhabit the
vicarage), Pearson was not, and visitations record his
neglect of the property. In 1586 it was reported that ‘the
vicarage houses [buildings] are in great decay’ (Borthwick
V.1586 CB f.125v), though the extent of the ‘decay’ is
uncertain: the house itself was evidently still standing, and
was still used by Pearson when he came to the church. For
in the same year James Grainger brought a cause of
defamation against Pearson. Pearson’s response was that:

‘[he] being in the vicarage of Wharam Percy in the
month of october late and there keeping posession
peaceably in his said vicarage alone The said James
Grainger came to the window of the said vicarage
accompanied with six or seven other persons and called
on this respondent and said priest open the Door...’
(Borthwick CP G.2248)

In a visitation of 1600, Pearson was found to have
given no sermons at Wharram Percy in the previous year
(Borthwick V.1600 CB1 f.110r), and four years later was
said to have let the vicarage to two farmers. He had:

‘let forth his vicarage So that he... [missing] dwell of
it and having Let the vicarage house to Leonard Wooddell
and Michaell Millner of Mowthrope the said houses are
in ruin and decay’

(Borthwick V.1604 CB f.114v)

Pearson was ordered to repair it before the Feast of St
Martin. Leonard Weddell had been associated with
Wharram Percy from at least 1586, when he had been
charged by the vicar with irreverent behaviour, and with
allowing a great dog to cause a disturbance in the
churchyard (Borthwick V.1586 CB f.126r). He was
presumably the husband of Margery Weddell who, as a
widow, leased the manor, tithes and former chantry
property in 1605, along with her son (Chapter 1).

Beresford identified resident and non-resident vicars
on the basis of parish register entries: whether they were
married or buried at Wharram Percy, and whether their
children were baptised there. He argued that between
Pearson’s death, in 1618, and 1747 there is sufficient
evidence to suggest that successive vicars were resident.
Thereafter, the evidence indicates at least some periods of
non-residence until the demolition of the vicarage, in or
shortly after 1834 (Wharram 111, 30-31).

Though we can expect the vicarage to have become
dilapidated at the beginning of the 17th century, when
vicar Pearson let it out, the succession of resident
incumbents from 1618 to 1747 presumably kept it in
repair, and at least some of their successors may also have
done. The only information on the house in the 17th
century is that provided by the Hearth Tax returns during
the incumbency of vicar Luck (called ‘Luckock’ in the
1674 returns, when he paid tax on two hearths: Beresford
and Hurst 1990, 102).



Though the glebe terriers survive from the 17th century,
the first, brief mention of the vicar’s house occurs in a
terrier of 1716 (Borthwick, Ter. K Wharram Percy 1716).
It lists ‘A House with a Stable, an Orchard, Garden &
Backyard containing by Estimation an Acre of Ground’. In
1743 it is described as ‘A Vicarage House a Stable and
some other Conveniences, the Yard in which the House
stands...”. Much more detail is provided in the 1764 terrier,
though we have no way of knowing whether the detailed
record was made because the house was newly rebuilt:

‘Imprimis A Vicarage House consisting of three
Rooms below Stairs with a Pantry annexed all in one
Straight Building nineteen yards long and four and !/2
Wide, two Rooms flagged and one floored with Deal;
Above Stairs 4 Chambers only of the Same Dimensions
viz- Nineteen Yards long and 4 Yards and half Wide, with
a false Roof, without any Garrets, The Timber of the
House consists of Ash Wood and Deal Poles A Stable
Eleven Yards long and five Wide’

(Borthwick, Ter. K. Wharram Percy 1764)

This was undoubtedly the building excavated as
Structure K in Site 54 (see pp 107-110).

The same description as that in 1764 appears also in
the 1770 terrier, but from 1777 onwards it became:

‘Imprimis A Vicarage House Nineteen Yards long and
four yards wide, Two Rooms flagged and One floored
with Deal — A Stable Eleven yards long and five Wide, The
whole Building covered with Thatch as also the House... .
(Borthwick, Ter. K. Wharram Percy 1777)

R.T. Porter has provided the following notes on the
final years of the vicarage house, during the incumbency
of Richard Allen. Allen had been curate of Wharram
Percy from 1784 to 1788, when he was admitted vicar. He
had no other living at that time, nor until the following
year, when he also became curate of Kirby Grindalythe.
He may have lived in the Wharram Percy vicarage house
from 1784 to 1788, and possibly until 1798 when he also
became curate at both Little and Great Driffield.
According to a transcript of his diaries (East Riding
Archives and Local Studies Service YE/B/ALL), which
covers the years 1828, 1830 and 1832, Allen was resident
at Little Driffield during this period. He had probably
lived there since acquiring the curacy. In the years 1828-
9 he had a curate at Wharram Percy, Matthew Welburn,
but we are not told Welburn’s place of residence, nor that
of any earlier curates.

The diary transcripts contain a few references to the
vicarage house at Wharram Percy. The first, in July 1828,
simply records: ‘Received a letter from Mr Cattle informing
me that part of the house was fallen’. Cattle was the tenant
of Wharram Percy farm, and he rented the glebe lands from
Allen. We cannot prove that the house in question was the
vicarage rather than Cattle’s farmhouse; but it is hard to
imagine why Cattle would write to Allen in the latter case,
and even less why Allen should then enter it into his diary.

In July 1832 the transcript records: ‘Visited Wharram
Percy, where we met with a kind reception. The vicarage
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house much out of repair. Considered it best to defer this
business till next spring’. A month later, however, he
recorded: ‘My nephew and Mr Croxton sounded Mr
Duncan, steward for Lord Middleton, respecting
Wharram Percy.’

Lord Middleton may already have been planning to
unite the two Wharram vicarages, though he did not
become patron of Wharram Percy until the following year
when he purchased the Wharram estate from the
descendants of the Bucks (Wharram III, 25). Allen died
in January, 1833 (Gentleman’s Mag. 103, 1 March 1833,
282), and the vacancy provided the opportunity for
Middleton to petition for unification. The surviving
record, seeking the annexation of Wharram Percy to
Wharram le Street, confuses the names of the two places:

‘That the Vicarage House of Wareham alias Wharram
Percy is a mere cottage and has been for many years
inhabited by a Cottager but the Vicarage House at
Wareham alias Wharram Percy [sic], although it is not at
present fit <dilapidated> for the residence of the Vicar is
capable of being made so and is conveniently situated for
both the Parishes’ (Borthwick PR/WS 7/2).

Given the outcome, it was clearly the ‘mere cottage’
that was Wharram Percy; indeed, the phrase is repeated in
its final appearance, in a terrier of 1853. This notes the
union with Wharram le Street ‘in or about the year 1833’
and goes on to record that:

“The old Vicarage House was a mere Cottage with a
Stable adjoining both covered with Thatch. The House &
Stable which were much dilapidated were both taken
away on the Union with Wharram in the Street being
effected. There is an Orchard planted with Fruit Trees
adjoining the Site of the Vicarage House which together
with what was the back yard of the House, contained by
estimation one acre...’

(Borthwick, Ter. K. Wharram Percy 1853)

3 Cartographic Evidence for the
Post-medieval Farmstead, Cottages
and Vicarage

by R.T. Porter

This concluding chapter of Part One provides an analysis
of the cartographic and written sources relating to the
size, shape, boundaries and features of the farmstead and
the adjacent land in the 18th and 19th centuries. It is
based on a much longer, detailed archive report prepared
by the author, and has been edited for this volume by E.
Marlow-Mann and S. Wrathmell. The excavation of the
farmhouse (Site 74) and outbuildings (Site 51) are
detailed in Chapters 4 and 5. The land to the south and
east of the farmstead formed part of the glebe land,
belonging to the vicar; for a detailed description of this
see Wharram XI, 4-7.



Pre-1829 maps

The earliest cartographic representation of the buildings
and roads at Wharram Percy is Jefferys’ map, published
1775 (surveyed ¢.1767-69 by J Hodskinson; Fig. 7). This
shows a short stretch of fenced road running north from
the church, passing to the west of two buildings,
presumably the vicarage and the farmstead. The
representation of the church is identical to those at Kirby
Grindalythe, Fridaythorpe and Birdsall. The road joins
the Birdsall — Sledmere road and follows the old hollow-
way eastwards towards the (post-survey) Bella Farm. On
the more accurate and detailed Greenwood map (1818;
surveyed 1815-17; Fig. 7) the Birdsall — Sledmere road is
again shown, with a branch (only a footpath in 1850)
towards Wharram le Street. The north — south road
previously shown by Jefferys can be taken as passing
between the two pairs of buildings and, having crossed
the dam, is then depicted heading south up Deep Dale
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towards Raisthorpe. The church symbol is placed well
west of this road, for clarity. The four buildings are a
schematic representation of the courtyard farm,
farmhouse and vicarage. The pecked line east of these
buildings along the beck clearly represents the farm
boundary between Wharram Percy Farm and Bella Farm.

Bryant’s map of 1829

The first map to name the Vicarage at Wharram Percy is
Bryant (1829; surveyed 1827-1828; Fig. 7). The road
(‘Good Cross or Driving Road’” — Bryant 1829) from the
church and farmstead towards Bella is, however, mis-
orientated almost east-west rather than north-south; the
following notes use corrected directions rather than those
from the map.

Four buildings are shown, in addition to the church.
One is west of the road, almost opposite the church, but
still on the terrace. This may possibly be the vicar’s

1818

— — farm boundary

(ON
1854

Fig. 7. Redrawings of historical maps. (E. Marlow-Mann after R.T. Porter)
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stable, whose exact location is uncertain. Alternatively, it
could be the building shown by Dykes (1836) south-west
of the farmhouse and dubbed tentatively the ‘farmer’s
stable’, which was certainly west of the road.

The other three buildings are all north of the church
and east of the road, as on Jefferys 1775. The first of these
is clearly labelled ‘Vicarage’; this actual naming of a
building as ‘Vicarage’ must not be confused with the
description of the benefice, which appears against the
names of most churches on the Ordnance Survey maps.

The second building, aligned north-south and fronting
onto the road, represents the farmhouse; it is labelled
‘House’. Immediately to the north is the third building, at
right angles to the road: this is in the position of the South
Range of the courtyard farm, but is perhaps meant to
represent the whole of the courtyard.

Westward and southward from the church, tracks
(‘Lanes and Bridle Ways’ — Bryant) run up to ‘Wharram
High Ho.” (name and track shown for the first time) and
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up ‘Wharram Dale’ (Deep Dale) towards Raisthorpe. As
on Jefferys 1775 and Greenwood 1818, a track heads
north-westwards from the farmstead area over the Wold
top to Picksharp Farm and Birdsall.

William Dykes’ plan of 1836

The earliest plan covering Wharram Percy Farm, Bella
and Wharram Grange so far known is by William Dykes,
surveyed 1836. There are two versions: Dykes 1836a is
his ‘fair plot’ on paper, at a scale of 1:2376, while 1836b
is a reduced version on parchment, at 1:7128, similar in
content to 1836a but omitting chain-lines and gates. An
extract showing the settlement area, based on 1836a,
appears in Figure 7. A redrawing of the full area covered
by Dykes’s plans appears as Figure 5.

Dykes 1836a shows the farmhouse (not labelled on
original) on an almost exact north-south alignment, at an
angle of approximately 90° to the South Range of the
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outbuildings, which were laid out around a rectangular
courtyard immediately to the north. The West and East
Ranges are on a more north-east to south-west alignment,
with the North Range at right angles to them. The North
Range is divided into two parts with a gap in between; the
eastern end of the North Range projects beyond the East
Range, so this gap is not central to the courtyard. Two
extensions to the north are shown, on the same alignment
as the West Range. To the west of the southern end of the
farmhouse is a roughly square building, discussed above
as the possible ‘farmer’s stable’.

A small square outhouse, of uncertain function, is
shown east of the farmhouse. One suggestion is that this
may have been the farmer’s privy, approached via the gap
between the north wall of the farmhouse and the south
wall of the South Range. It may be significant that,
because of the orientation of the Farmhouse (Fig. 8), this
gap could be maintained at 2m only by setting back the
east end of the south wall of the South Range, a feature
which survives in the modern Cottages (see Fig. 26). This
suggests that access between the Farmhouse and the
South Range was required for a small cart — perhaps the
building was a pit privy needing periodic emptying. An
alternative suggestion is that the small outhouse
contained the 1776 well — see the discussion in Chapter
28.

The farmstead is enclosed by fences on all but the
north-east side, separating it from the Great Hog Walk
and, assuming a gate across the gap in the North Range,
from the Cowpasture. The only ‘road’ labelled as such
runs north-east along the modern track towards Bella and
thence ‘to Beverley’. In the other direction, one track
comes across the Great Hog Walk ‘from Birdsall’ and
another heads south-westwards up the terrace-way to
High House.

A third track sweeps south along the west frontage of
the farmhouse (Dykes 1836b) and across the glebe,
virtually over the site of the Vicarage (not marked), but
does not enter the Churchyard or proceed across the dam.
Its absence from Dykes 1836a implies that the stretch
through the churchyard was not clearly defined on the
ground. However, the western area of the churchyard,
possibly used for grazing, was fenced off from the burial
area. In the north-east of the map extract, small portions
of the farmer’s Orchard on the valley floor and of Nut
Wood, here designated ‘Holt’, appear for the first time.

Wise’s railway plan of 1845

Wise’s deposited plan for the Malton and Driffield
Junction Railway (1845; Fig. 7) is just one of the suite of
documents relating to the Act (9&10 Vict. Ixxvii; House
of Lords Record Office) authorising the construction of
this railway. A railway survey included all features within
the limits of deviation (here 100 yards either side of the
proposed centre line) and the complete boundaries of
properties of which any part commenced within the limits
(Adams 1913, 201, citing Castle 1847); ‘properties’ in
this case would include ‘enclosures’.
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The excerpt shown on Figure 7 is over 100 yards
beyond these limits, but portions of the two wooded areas
to the north-east fall within them: west of the beck is
parcel 9 ‘orchard and watercourse’, occupied by William
Smith Gofton (the farmer); east of the Beck is parcel 8
‘plantation and watercourse’ (the ‘Nut Wood” of OS
1854). The depiction of the farmstead can only be
regarded as a bonus, and the further south the map
extends, the less reliable the information will be.

The most important evidence the map provides is for
the loss of the West Range farm buildings, their function
presumably transferred to High House. No credence,
however, can be given to the depiction of the farmhouse
as a very oblique parallelogram, though the inclusion of
the centre-line is of interest. The omission of the 1836
fences north and west of the farmstead may be accepted
as a genuine landscape change, since it seems unlikely
that Wise would have neglected to show them while at the
same time including the short fences south and east of the
farmhouse.

More problematic is the woodland shown immediately
east of the farmhouse, representing a southern extension
of Nut Wood along the eastern valley side, which is not
seen in either 1836 or 1850. This may simply have been
hillside scrub if no longer grazed following the vicar’s
departure perhaps 50 years earlier.

The alignment of the extreme south of the ‘Public
Highway from Wharram le Street to Wharram Percy’
(parcel 7), which is beginning to pass west of the
‘farmer’s stable’, can be ignored. Of more interest,
however, is a track, depicted for the first time, using the
north entrance to the courtyard; this track is also visible
as a hollow-way on the ground.

Ordnance Survey map of 1854

The Ordnance Survey six-inch map was published in
1854, but was stated to have been surveyed in 1850-51. In
practice, this would be the date at which the manuscript
plans were certified as fit for publication, but the date of
final field examination could be a year earlier (Margary
1991, ix; Oliver 1996). The actual survey date of the
Figure 7 extract (which omits the contours, and the
earthworks on the plateau) is here usually cited as 1850:
by then the farmstead had been relocated to the wold-top
site at High House (Bryant 1829). On the Terrace, only
the South Range survived, now named Low House.

The site of the Farmhouse is shown as an upstanding
earthwork, with hachures defining the outer edges of the
walls and the east wall defined additionally by hachures
on its inner edge. For the formation of such an earthwork
at least a couple of years should be allowed between
demolition (i.e. about 1847-8) and survey; if the
demolition of the West Range seen on Wise 1845 was part
of a continuing process, that suggests that the Farmhouse
was destroyed in 1846-7. Taken together, OS and Wise
thus give a date for demolition of the Farmhouse of c.
1847. The South Range appears unchanged except for a
small extension on its east side. The possible ‘farmer’s



stable’, and the privy or well, south-west and east of the
farmhouse site, are still present; the latter probably served
Low House after the demolition of the Farmhouse.

The only other visible remains of the farmstead is an
earthwork representing its most northerly building, a thin
detached structure, shown on Dykes 1836 and Wise 1845.
The West and East Ranges have left no trace, and the twin
north to south tracks run partly over their sites.

The farmstead/glebe fences of 1836 are still intact in
1850, but the only other surviving fence associated with
the farmstead is a short one running up the hillside from
the west end of Low House; this was shown pecked,
possibly under construction, in 1845.

The route to the dam, and thence to Raisthorpe and
Thixendale, is now shown completely; its course across
the glebe passes east of the Vicarage site to enter the
Churchyard at a point distinctly further east than was
shown in 1836. On entering the Churchyard it bifurcates
either side of the northern internal churchyard fence, one
track passing through the possible grazed western area,
the other proceeding to the rather steeply sloping south-
east corner.

Bushes are shown in the portion of the glebe east of
the track, labelled ‘Orchard’ in 1855 and known from the
Terriers to have been orchard since the 18th century. The
OS map, however, does not use here the distinctive
orchard symbol, perhaps implying some neglect of the
glebe orchard at this period.

A steep path leads from the east end of Low House
down to the spring: when this was investigated in 1989 no
dating evidence was found, as the low rectangular stone
enclosure (0.69 x 0.81m) around it was not dismantled.
This apparent use of the spring in 1850 may support the
identification of the small outhouse as a privy rather than
a wellhouse. A further path runs eastwards down the
hillside from this outhouse almost to the Beck.

Although ‘Low Houses’ was inhabited by two families
in the 1851 Census, no fences appear to demarcate any
gardens in 1850. The short fence west of Low House,
described above, would protect the area south of Low
House against livestock, but only if there were a further
fence, not on OS 1854, running east of the house; there
was a fence in this position in 1836 and 1845. The
presence of the farmhouse earthwork helps to confirm the
impression that there were but limited gardening
activities associated with Low House up to 1850, and
certainly none on the north side, where no fences at all
can be seen or inferred. Across the valley, ‘Nut Wood” is
now so named for the first time.

Glebe plan of 1855

The ‘Plan of the Church Yard & Glebe Land adjoining
situate at WHARRAM PERCY referred to in the
preceding Terrier’ (1855; Fig. 7) relates to the Terrier of 1
August 1853. The Orchard, named on a map for the first
time, is now again fenced off from the glebe to the west,
but it is smaller than in 1836 as its western boundary
follows the line of the 1850 track. This fence line created
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a low earthwork beneath it at the east edge of the terrace,
the orchard being entirely on the slope down to the Beck
and on the valley floor itself. It is fenced off from the
steep valley side east of the churchyard, as on Dykes
1836, but not on OS 1854.

The western section of the farmstead/glebe fence is
now shown pecked, and passes on the north side of the
supposed ‘farmer’s stable’. The fence south of this has
disappeared to form one large paddock extending from
this ‘stable’ to the south-west corner of the churchyard;
the whole of this was ‘now let by the Vicar to Mr. W.S.
Gofton at the annual rent of two pounds’ (1853 Terrier).
This building, while obviously no longer the farmer’s
personal stable next to his residence, has thus become
appurtenant to the farmer’s grazing rights over the glebe.
North of the glebe, a fence runs across the site of the
farmhouse and curves eastwards down the valley side, but
with a long break in its run on the steepest slope.

Maps of 1855-1888

A major property re-demarcation exercise took place on
the terrace between 1855 and 1888, representing perhaps
the final consequences of the 1840s removal of the
farmstead to the Wold Top, though also influenced by the
change in estate ownership, and removal of the Vicarage
in 1834; the fields themselves were redesigned in the
1840s, as evidenced in part by Wise 1845. The western
portion of the Churchyard was taken into Low Drewdale
field, and the remainder refenced; the east boundary
already has a distinct reverse-S bend in 1855, as depicted
on OS 1890, marking a departure from the original
hedgerow. Gardens were provided to the north and south
of the tenanted Cottages, extending some 9m south into
the former glebe. The precise date of these gardens is not
known; the best estimate for the laying out of the gardens
is c¢. 1856-72, logic suggesting the desirability of the
Cottages having gardens as early as possible within this
range.

Maps of 1890 and 1910

Low House, formerly the South Range, was renamed on
the OS 1890 map (surveyed 1888) as ‘“Wharram Percy
Cottages’ and internal divisions mark out three separate
dwellings. The OS maps of 1890 and 1910 (surveyed
1909; Fig. 7) represent the internal party walls in a
generalised way, but erroneously add a superfluous line at
the W end, apparently creating a fourth tiny cottage with
no front door.

Although it is not readily apparent here, the west wall
of the Cottages, and the north-south internal walls, are at
an angle of 81° to the east-west walls. The orientation of
the west wall in fact follows that of the West and East
Ranges of the courtyard farm, and is in turn followed by
the West and East fences of the post-1855 Cottage
gardens. This angle, which makes maximum use of the
limited flat land on the terrace, also approximates to that
of the late 17th-century farmhouse (see Chapter 28).
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The Cottages on the OS county plans (OS 1890 and
1910) are shown c. 3-4m too far north; this seems to have
been a cartographic error in 1888 in the course of replotting
from the field books of the 1850 survey. East of the
Cottages is a long narrow building, about 10.9m by 2.36m,
divided into six rooms — storage and toilet facilities
replacing the presumed earlier single privy. The land
surrounding the Cottages was divided into a north and
south garden area. In view of the close correlation between
the 1888-1909 fences and the post-and-rail fences
surveyed at 1:120 in the 1960s, it is presumed that at least
the perimeter fences of the gardens were post-and-rail from
the beginning, but the earliest positive information is in a
photograph of the Church, provisionally dated to ¢. 1890.

The south garden contains the sites of the early 19th-
century farmhouse and its possible privy and stable,
which both survived perhaps a decade longer than the
farmhouse itself. None of these three buildings seems to
have had any topographic expression from 1888 onwards.
No paths or outbuildings are shown in the south garden in
1888 or 1909, and no buildings are visible in the south-
west two-thirds of the garden on a Lister picture postcard
of ¢. 1907 (Gofton 1948).

The southernmost 9m of the south garden occupies
part of the mid-19th-century glebe. The remains of the
old Vicar’s Orchard formerly extended into what by 1888
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was the south-east part of the garden. In 1888 the Orchard
was shown braced to the Cottage gardens, to make a
single parcel (parcel 30) of 0.790 acre, suggesting that it
was assumed to have been appropriated to the cottages.
By 1909, however, the Orchard had once again been
united (parcel 30a) with what remained of the glebe.

The north garden included the Cottages and the area to
the south, up to the boundary with the south garden. In the
north-east corner a group of small buildings and
associated enclosures (perhaps a pigsty) were present in
1888 and, with some rearrangement, in 1909. The west
fence was laid out down the middle of the former west
range of the Courtyard Farm, while the north and east
fences also partly overlie the north and east ranges, thus
echoing the earlier pattern.

OS 1890 shows a single row of coniferous trees
(identified as larch from 1954 photographs) extending
eastwards down the valley side immediately east of the
cottages. It is conceivable that these had been planted as
a rudimentary shelter belt to the farmhouse that was
destroyed c.1847. The spring was still shown to the east,
but with no approach track.

The full record of cartographic representation of
buildings, fences and trackways is shown on Figure 8
(farmhouse, outbuildings and cottages) and Figure 9
(vicarage, glebe and northern part of churchyard).



Part Two

Excavation of the Farmstead Sites
by E. Marlow-Mann and S. Wrathmell
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Fig. 10. Location of Site 74. (E. Marlow-Mann)

Site 74 was excavated over a period of five seasons, from
1985 to 1989, with the aim of displaying to visitors the
foundations of the late 18th and 19th-century farmstead.
As a result the excavation depth was limited but it was
possible to reveal a succession of structures perhaps
dating from the 16th century, with unexcavated medieval
structures probably lying beneath. Unfortunately no
section drawings from the excavations have survived
within the archive.

Site 74 was previously reported in Interim Reports
1985, 15; 1986, 12-14; 1987, 12-14; 1988, 7-8; 1989, 6.
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Until 1980, this structure was erroneously referred to as
the ‘post-medieval vicarage’ in the project literature.

Period 1 (?17th century) (Fig. 11)

The structural remains uncovered beneath the Period 2
farmhouse building were allocated to Period 1. Very few
features survived and the best preserved was a fragment
of wall (366) approximately 0.6m thick in the north-east
corner of the excavation. Although less than 2m of the
chalk block wall survived it was possible to see that it ran
in a north-east to south-west direction. To the west of this
wall were the remains of a yard surface (3<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>