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Synopsis cont,

and above all, dramatic rent increases. We examine the
connection between enclosure and population rise in some detail
and find a definite link in one locality with striking migra-

tion, though its impact on the nmatural increase of population

1s less conclusive.
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WARWICKSHIRE AND THE FPARLIAMENTARY ENCLOSURE MOVEMENT

GENERAL INTRODUCTTION

In many countries of the world, even today, in the middle
twentieth century, a major problem is how to escape from the
vicious circle which characterises a subsistence level agricul-
tural economy. The escape from such a situation, is no small
achievement, as one historian reminded us recently with the
reflection that:

"such tremendous human achievements as the cathedrals of

the middle ages, the books that fill our great libraries,
our orchestras and operas, the multitude of motor cars.....
all depend on the degree to which the men who till the soil
and tend the livestock are able to produce food, over and
above what they require for their own maintenance" .t

In England, though the roots of change can be traced far back
into the sixteenth century, the so-~called agrarian revolution:
occurred, at least in its crucial phase, between 1660 and 1830,
The re-organization of the land in much of lowland England is
one major aspect of this revolution, It took place to a varying
degree through the agency of the Farliamentary enclosure movement..
This movement cannot, however, be understood without taking
account of other aspects of the agrarian revolution, and the
changes in rural society which both fostered enclosure, and was
itself, in no small measure, affected by it.

Since the 1930's, and 1945 in particular, there has been
a move away from the writing of general works2 on a national scale
and concentration on local studies. Such historians as W, G.

Hoskins® and A, H. John4 have emphasized the necessity of

l. "Agrarian History, Some Vistas and Pitfalls" by R. Lennard.
Agric. Hist, Rev., Vol., XII, 1964, pt. II.

2. A whole spate of works of this kind appeared in the years
before the First World War. They became the standard text-book
on their subjects, laying the foundation and fommulating the
generalizations; for a more detailed study of agrarian history
by a later generation of historian see "The Content and Sources
of English Agrarian History after 1500" by Joan Thirsk, Agric,
Hist. Rev., Vol, III, part I, 1955, p. 66-67.

3. See "Regional Farming in England" by W. G. Hoskins, in Agric.
Hist. Rev., Vol. II, 1954, pages 3 and 1l. W. G. Hoskins
Temarks that "The History of farming must be studied on a
regional basis. England may be a small country, but no country
in the world has such a diversity of soils, climates, artificial
resources and topography in such a small space."

4, See "The Course of Agricultural Change 1660-1760" by A, H. John
jn "Studies in the Industrial Revolution", Ed. L.S.FPressnell,

Pp. 1L25~155.
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studying farming on a regional basi s. However, at the same
time, there has been a move away from the study of single
~aspects of the economy such as field systems, or rents, or
even social classes, towards a study of the local community in
all its aspects.l If there is a general theme rumning through
this account of the parliamentary enclosure movement, it is
that it can be understood only in terms of the rural needs,
social ambitions and general economic trends within the diverse
geographical localities found in the English counties, Even
within Warwickshire, enclosure, in terms both of farming and
the rural community, meant many different things, depending
on the district looked at. From'this fact stems much of the
controversy which surrounds the parliamentary enclosure movement,

Much has been written on the subject of enclosure in its
various phases,2 but few writers have tried to.look at the
movement within its economic and social setting.5 Few have
even analysed the enclosure awards of a whole county in any
detail. Most scholars have concerned themselves either with
one aspect of the movement only, for example, the cost, or the
personnel responsible for putting the private act into effect;
or alternatively they have examined the changes in land ownership
resulting from the enclosure of a single parish (often without
taking much account of other economic and social factors involved)
Occasionally a large-scale investigation of enclosure awards,
and other documents has been made, but the value of the study
reduced because the awards were chosen at random from the
country at 1arge4 and not really linked up with a detailed

investigation of other sources from the various localities,

1. An early study of this kind was J. D. Chambers "Nottincham-
shire in the Fighteenth Century", 1932. An admirable study
of the evolution of a rural community is that of WVigston lMagna
by W. G. Hoskins. See "The Midland Peasant", 1957.

2. For a bibliography of writings dealing with enclosure after
1930 and prior to 1955 see "Bibliography of Recent Work on
Enclosure, the Open Fields and related topics" by W. H.
Chaloner in Agric, Hist. Rev., Vol. II, 1954, pp. 48-=52,

3. The exception is J. D. Chambers, who in addition to the above
work has published his masterly "The Vale of Trent 1670~1800 -
A regional study of economic change", Supplement 3, 1957
Econ., Hist,., Rev. -

4. For example, "Expropriation of the English Peasantry in the
Eighteenth Century" by V. M, Lavrovsky, Econ., H.R. 2nd series,

Vol, X, 1956-57, pp. 271-282, a study based on 50 awards and
75 maps drawn from 25 counties,
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Nevertheless a beginning has been mage by one or two

scholars in a more systematic investigation of parliamentary

enclosure within a given locality.l

As a choice for such a regional study, Warwickshire is
not inappropriate. It contained within its bounds an example
of a pastoral, forest economy (the Arden), and also two quite
distinet arable farming districts (Avon Valley and Fast Felden).
It is possible to examine the significance and character of

parliamentary enclosure within each of these areas,

Secondly, Warwickshire exhibited economic tendencies
which were of wide relevance in the Fngland of the eighteenth
century. Rapid industrialization was taking place in the north
of the county. For long it was rural industrial in character;
consisting of Arden Forest parishes partly dependent on Coventry
and smaller urban centres, and partly on coal-mining. But still,
in Warwickshire, as in so many focal points of the industrial
revolution, industrial and purely agricultural communities lay
in close proximity to one another. FEven today the gouthern
half of Warwickshire is almost entirely agricultural,

In this present study an attempt is made to look at the
parliamentary enclosure movement in terms of diverse and changing
rural economies, and canmmunities, Though the eighteenth century
was the period of the disintegration of the old economies,2 the
roots of this change lay well back in the seventeenth century;
nor d4id the break-up take place at the same pace in all localities,
FPor these reasons we begin our study by devoting much attention
to an account of the character and developments in the several
faming areas, and rural society, before the parliamentary
enclosure era began, According to one historian the growth in

agricultural production was based partly on innovation in the

period 1700-60°. Thus in this first section we are, in

1. See for example J.H.Swailes "The Parjiamentary Fnclosures of
Lindgey" Pt. I, Reports and Papers of the Architectural and
Archaeological Societies of iincs. and Northants, XuIT, 1937,
Pp.233=-74; Part II,ibid. New Series II, 1938, pp.85-120. This
has the merit of investigating a very large number of awards
drawn from one locality. Also more recently, H.G.Hunt has
analysed 44 Leicestershire Awards. See "Landownership and
Enclosure, 1750-1830" in Econ. H,R. 2nd series, Vol. XI,No.3,18

2. See "Regional Famming in England" by W.G.Hoskins, loc.cit.,p.9.

3. AH. John, "Aspects of Economic Growth in the Eighteenth Century}

in Essays in Economic History, Vol. II, EA4. E.M.Carns-Wilson,
p.364-65, (London, 1962).
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particular, on the look-out for any changes in farming practices

or organization, in addition to that represented by enclosure
itself. In particular we aim to trace the evolutionary
charécter of open-field farming, in which enclosure appears
only as one innovation among a n.umber,l which were making for
more rational and specialized use of the land.

We next set out to trace the course of enclosure history
in Warwickshire., This was a long one stretching back to the
later Middle Ages., Nevertheless, the parliamentary enclosure
movement began early in this county and Warwickshire is
clasgified by G. Slater in the highesp of 5 categories, that is
amongst 14 counties in which 50-25% of the total area was
enc losed by parliamentary act.2 In view of some discrepand es
between acreage estimates in Enclosure Acts and that actually
dealt with under Awarés, and also the discovery of one or two
sets of open fields enclosed after 1730 privately, this is
probably an underestimate of open-field land enclosed after 1730,
as we shall see later.

In all, Slater estimates that 4,464,189 acres of cammon
field and waste were enclosed in England by parlismentary act
in the eighteenth and nineteenth century; this represents 13.4%
of the total acreage, but a larger proportion of the total land
area under cultivation, ‘

This change did not take place haphazardly; and we try to
describe the chronology of enclosure in Warwickshire as a
response to economic trends, faming needs and social ambition.
In particular we draw attention to the correlation which exists
between éndosure on the one hand, and rising land values and

grain prices on the other, themselves reflecting the pressure

of the food market and population growth.

1. It is now some years since F.G.Emmison drew our attention to
the elasticity of open-field farming in the Midlands with its
"open-field closes", neither open-field or old enclosure. TFor
example, the "mow" within the open-field. See "Types of Open
Field Parishes in.the Midlands", Hist. Assoc. Pamphlet No,.108,

. «3=18.

2. G.Slater, "The English Peasantry and the Enclosure of tﬁg

Common Fields", (London 1907), p.i40.
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The enclosure awards are used, along with other sources

such as hearth and land tax assessments, estate recorés, poll
liste and so on,to build up a picture of rural society and land-
ownership in eighteenth century Warwickshire, emphasizing once
again its geographical diversity. We examine the people who
were most concerned in pushing forward the process of parlia-
mentary enclosure and the men who had the job of carrying out
this task. We trace the changes in the fortune of the various
social groups during the course of the eighteenth, and early
nineteenth centuries, observing the influence of enclosure,
population growth and declining rural industry on the landowning
strength and prosperity of these classes. We note the rise of
new social groups drawn from the ranks of both the professions
and the landowning classes. We try to find answers to some of
the questions which have been exercising historians' minds for
a long time: <for example,the problem of whether the small
landowner and owner-occupier put up opposition to the change
and declined as a consequence of parliamentary enclosure, or
whether he had disappeared long before this period; also we
try to estimate the effect of parliamentary enclosure on rural
poverty and the poor. Above all, we are concerned to examine
the differential rate of population growth in Warwickshire, and
to find out whether enclosure affected this growth in any way.
If not, we want to know what factors did induce the "take-off"
of sustained population growth in the later eighteenth centur&.
We look at the methods used to carry out enclosure, and
in particular we concern ourselves with the cost of the process.
Only one article so far has dealt with the latter problem,l and
this was unable to make any detailed assessment because of a
dearth of source material. In particular, it was unable %o
break down the total cost under its various heads, nor to make
an estimate of the cost of physically carrying out the enc losures,

Owing to a more abundant documentation, we are able to go a

l. See W. E. Tate "The Cost of Farliamentary Enclosure in England"

(with special reference to the county of Oxford), Eecon. H.R.
2nd series V, No, 2, 1952.



6.
substantial way in remedying these shortcomings. We also

note the contribution made by this movement to the develoyment
of communications,

Finally, we examine some of the economic consequences of
enclosure; its effect on the rentals of the great landowners,
and the value of land in the open parishes of Warwickshire.

How it influenced the re-organization of landed estates, farming
practice and land use.

In more general terms, however, we a8re concerned to
determine how far the blame and praise which has been heaped
upon the enclosure movement for some aspects of eighteenth
century economic and social history should more accurately be
difected at a whole camplex of factors like the more long-standing
development of a food-market, and population growth beyond the
capacity of rural districts to absorb into its labour force.

In a study which aims at describing many aspects of the
economic and social life of a locality, the sources used must be
correspondingly varied. The main sources used here were as
follows. In the first place, all the enclosure awards relating
to Warwickshire, Where they cover most of the parish area,
they offer a picture of rural landownership at some date in the
eighteenth century. It is possible to assess how far the in-
eqﬁalities of landownership had progressed by the time of the
enclosure and by linking up with the land tax assessments avail-
able for the period 1780~1825, the social consequdnce of enclosure
can be gauged. The cost of tithe exemption in terms of land,
and its social consequence can likewise be calculated from the
aﬁards. The cost of the enclosure operation to individual
Proprietors, and the various items in the cost schedule, can,
also, in many cases, be noted from the awards. The names, status
and origin of the enclosure commissioners and other officials
are usually found in the preamble to the award. The land tax
assessments are complete for most Warwickshire parishes from
1780 to 1830 and give a complete list of owners and occupiers
each year, in this period. The returns present some difficulties
in interpretation which will be discussed shortly. Another

valuable source for the eighteenth century are local newspapers,
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particularly the advertisements of landed property. They can

be made to yield information about estate rental values, and
trends, the dissemination of farming innovations, new ideas and
land use. Also they offer a picture of the revolution in rural
building in the eighteenth century.l Finally, Aris' Birmingham
Gazette and Berrow's Worcester Journal were found to guote
Bimingham and other Midland crop and animal stock prices for

long stretches of years in the eighteenth century. Other soufces
of value for assessing the character of rural society were the
1663 Hearth Tax Retums, The Heralds Visitation of Warwickshire
1682-83, Jury lLists, Gamekeeper Deputations and the Forty shilling
Freeholders List used for the Coventry Election of 1774. Occa-
sionally, for a short period of years, parish registers include
the status and occupation of people buried in their parish.

Though of less value in Warwickshire, in counties where tithe
commutation did not take place at the time of enclosure, the

tithe commissioners surveys of 1848 serve as a useful link-up

with the land tax assessments, and the investigstion of landowner—
ship changes can be taken further by a comparison of the state of
landownership as recorded in the Parliamentary Return of Landowners
in 1873.

For a study of the agrarian economy, glebe terriers and
inventories attached to wills are the most valuable source for
thgbeventeenth century and early eighteenth century, after which
the story is taken up by Crop Returns and collections of farming
and estate documents, surveys, accounts, stock~books, cropping-
books, rentals and leases. The latter are useful also to
assess the importance of enclosure to the landowner, and to
measure changes in the value and organization of estates. There
are a number of private estate collections in the Warwick County

Record Office and the Birthplace Trust, Stratford-on-Avon.

1. See my unpublished M. Com. thesis "Social and Economic Trends
in the Rural West Midlands 1785-18257 in Birmingham University
Library. Ref, Diss,., C1, B60, Ch. III.
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In making a study of population change and demographic
trends it was found that it was best to use two separate sets
of evidence. Hearth Tax assessments permit an estimate of
population based on families in 1663, and can be linked up with
other local estimates (for example Bishops Visitation figures).
In Warwickshire, Dr, Thomés, Dugdale's successor, included in
his description of Warwickshire, parish by parish, a statement
about the number of households in each parish in 1730, These
two estimates can be linked with the figures given in the first
census returns. One is then able to make an estimate of actual
population change in each locallty. This can be compared with
gstatistics about the natural growth of the population drawn
from the baptism, burial and marriage series contained in the
parish registers. In the Warwickshire parishes looked at,
these registers seemed to yield a very complete record of the
series desfcribed above, and the impression was that there were
few omissions due to dissent or any other reason. By comparison
of the two estimates of actual growth and natural increase, the
migration out of, or immigration into each parish and whole
districts can be calculated.

For an estimate of poverty in 1660 the hearth tax is
useful once again and can be linked up with evidence from the
parish registers. Enclosure awards not infrequently include
a schedule of cottage-owners not exempted from tithe parments,
because they owned no land in the common fields; from this a
useful estimate of the proportion of landless at the time of
enclosure can be made, The growth of poverty can be most
effectively studied from the overseers of the poor accounts
over a period of years. The evidence drawn from these can be
correlated with that about population growth and with the
evidence of the local Poor Law Commissioners before the committee
of investigation which was preparing the ground for the legisla-
tion of 1834,

Before leaving this discussion of sources, it is appropriate
to say a few words about the use of Land Tax returns in this study.

These have for long fommed a major source for a study of the
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there arose, before the Norman Conquesf, a dense pattern of
aucleated villages associated with the classic open-field system
of the Midlands. Apart from the enclosure for pasture which
occurred between the fifteenth and eighteenth centuries, these
open fields survived until the era of the parliamentary enclosure
movement.

To the north of the Avon Valley, rural communities grew up
in scattered hamlets in forest clearings., There is a later copy
of a sixteenth century map of the Worcestershire Manor of
Feckenham, situated in country similar to that of the Arden,
which illustrates the nature of rural organization in such a
forest community. There were a few common open fields in the
immediate vicinity of the settlement area, encircled by a con-
giderable number of small arable fields in severality, of only
a few acres in area. These last named were the consequence of
assarting from the surrounding forest. The whole was surrounded
by vast stretches of upopulated waste and woodland;l

These then, were the two profoundly different types of rural
community which emerged during the course of the Middle Ages in
Warwickshire,2 in the two contrasting regions. e must tum
now to consider modifications.and developments which occurred
during the Tudor and Stuart periods. These developments, above
all, were highly relevant to the course of social and economic
change in eighteenth and early nineteenth century rural Warwick-
shire from every aspect. From the economic point of view, the
period witnessed the enclosure and conversion to pasture of

considerable acreages in the south-east Warwickshire open field

1. For this and other descriptions of the agrarian organization
of Arden Forest Settlements see "The Stoneleigh Leger Book" by
R.H.Hilton in Duddale Society Occasional Fapers. Intro. I,XiaIV.
Also by the same author, "Social Structure of nural Warwickshire
in the Middle Ages", Dugdale Society Occasional Papers, No.9,

1950, Appendix pp.22-Fl

2, There waw, of eourse, a difference in timing. The Forest-type
settlement becoming of increasing importance with the growth
of population in the twelth and thirteenth centuries.
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surrounded that of the Felden, but socially it seems to have

been an area of smaller, less prosperous, freehold farmrs?
dwelling in hamlets, free, mainly, of the manorial control and
organization known to the south. The other important social
trend of the forest communities, which quickened at this time,
was the appearance of large numbers of landless migrants from
the over-populated south who settled on the vast stretches of
common waste which surrounded the Arden communities. These,
in brief outline, were the main social and economic trends in
Warwickshire up to the middle seventeenth century; from this
point we must look in more detail at the rural scene in the
county.

(2) LANDOYWNERSHIP AND RURAL SOCIEIY, 1660-1700

Although the first parliamentary enclosure in Warwickshire
did not take place until 1720, nevertheless the nmatural starting
point for a study of eighteenth century economic movements, and
society, is at the Restoration. 08t of the agrarian and
social trends revealed by a study of sources prior to 1780, were
already beginning, or crystallized in 1660, Another advantage
is that sources exist at this date, which yield a fairly clear
picture of the different kinds of rural community and land use
in Warwickshire during the later seventeenth century.

In the Felden country to the south and south~east of the county,
rural society, consisted mainly of small squires and yeoman
farmers.l Within this locality, however, a distinction must
be made between the freeholders who farmed the heavy clays towards
the Northampton border, and those who worked the more fertile
and prosperous Avon Valley, with its smaller, timber-built
farmhouses, Manorial control was frequently retained in these

parishes and used for example to preserve the integrity of the

1. See "The Social Structure of Kineton Hundred in the Reign of
Charles II" by P. Styles. Trans, Birmingham Arch., Soc,
Vol, 78, 1962, p. 96. Also "A Census of a Warwickshire
Village in 1698", Univ, Birmingham Hist, J. Vol. ITI, No.l,

1961.
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In the first place as we have said, if obstacles to the
development of farming methods ould be overcome without
resort to a general enclosure of the open fields then this
could postpone the application for a private act until well
into the 18th century.

The character of enclosure, when it came, was also affected
by the evolution of open-field farming systems. Thus, by the
18th century, a private enclosure act might be dealing with two
or three large open fields and a large carefully reguliated cow
common, as in the East Felden. On the other hand the act
might be concerned with the enclosure of four, six or more.
open fields and appendant meadows as in the Avon valley. Here
there might well be little common land left to enclose.
Altermatively, the enclosure might be concerned with the
reallotment of a few fairly small open fields of comparatively
little importance in relation to the large areas of enclosed
pasture.and wasteland which surrounded thenm, Thus we can get
the parliamentary enclosure movemnent in perspective. It dia
not mark an entirely revolutionary break with the past in husbard-
ry methods, but represented from the point of view of farming,
a culminatiopin a long process of evolution of new organizations.
Because of changes in farming which had preceded enclosure, it
meant quite different things in different farming areas,

Furthermore, enclosure in Warwlickshire affected rural
communities which were quite different in social and land
ownership structure. This was s0 not merely as between the
Felden and the Arden, but even within the Felden where
neighbouring parishes had often experienced quite different
social and economic developments within the formative period
from the 16th century. The social organization of rural
communities in 18th century Warwickshire had been subjected to
many fomative influences. The history of the manor(s), the
growth of population and not least, the use to which the land
was put,

Land utilization in Warwickshire if not so varied as social

organization by 1700, certainly showed differences of emphasis
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vetween the various localities. Specialization to meet the
demands of new and growing markets was already under way. New
crops were being introduced and more land, at least in the most
fertile parts of the county, brought into cultivation. e
would expect that production of dairy produce for the Birmingham
market had already begun, though the sample of inventories used
was too small to bring this out.

In short, parliamentary enclosure was an experience common
to many different rural communities, and was resorted to by
villages working under quite different faming systems, to deal
with quite different situations, in the different parts of the

county.
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and animal disease of these years had reduced many of the
freeholders to poverty, so that many were forced to bring in tte
sheep and cattle of farmers from other villages on to thelr own
jand in order to check its impoveristment. The expense of
attempting to bring these lands back into a state of good L
husbandry would be too great for these poor freehold farmers.
Some fom of enclosure and conversion to pasture was the only
way out. Unfortunately, six of the thirty=two freeholders
refused to agree to the transformation, and the change was
delayed until 1748. That distress of this kind was common in
other freehold parishes is clear from the parish register;
many 'paupers' were buried in the early decades of the 18th
century and these are references to 'poor farmers reduced to
poverty'.2

The aims of enclosure may have been in the middle 18th century
between 1750-1770, more strictly connected with changes in
farming, than in the early years, or later on when the emphasis
was on enclosing for improved rentals. In the 1720's and 1730's
the aims had been those nearest to the heart of the landowner
rather than the farmer; +the consolidation of a great estate,
often bought up in the years preceding enclosure in small
freeholds; and as a consequence the enlargement of rentals
and an enhancement of the marketable value of the estate.
From the 1780's also it was the great landowner and the specula-
tor in land who inspired enciosure. In these last twenty years
of the 18th century, and the early decades of the 19th, the
typical enclosure was where the land still lay fairly widely
divided amongst small landowners, but where the great landowner
already had a foothold. This qualified him to pursue the idea

of a general enclosure, which would not ogly increase the value

of his own land in the parish concerned, but would also very

1.This was before the costly Farliamentary method of enclosure
became general.

2.For example the parish of Priors Marston (enclosed 1758) where
the register records the burial of 26 paupers 1701-1735, more

_ than in any other descriptive category.

a.Ogcasionally, the motive was connected with exploitation of
ninerals, particularly around the N. Warwickshire coalfield,
See, for example, the preamble to the Chiivers Coton award 1774:

Tt} 3 n e and
of the coalfield. r =3 extension
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greatly increase his opportunities as we shall see, of enlarging
it, at the expense of the smaller owners. Such improved

parishes as these were lucrative prey to the great improving

landlords in the years of prosperity in the countryside, after
1780. Typical examples of the parishes we have just been
describing were the great 'open' parishes where the level of .
prosperity, rents, and farming were low, and land ownershilp
still widely divided.l In contrast the period 1750~-70 saw
many freehold farming communities seeking an enclosure act in
order to improve their faming by more rationalized land use.
It should not be thought, however, that all freehold
communities seeking enclosure in the middle years of the 18th
century did so with the aim of conversion to pasture. A
number of such parishes were seeking enclosure in parts of

the Felden county more suitable to arable farming, and did so

<

&
with the purpose of improving the arable. We may take the

parish of Alveston as an example of such a parish. Situated,
like many others of this typre, in the fertile Avon Valley, its
relatively high level of prosperity in the later 17th century
is revealed in the 1663 Hearth Tax Returns, where there are no
households exempted on the grounds of povert:f.3 FEven in the
early 18th century while the parish remained in its open-field
state, there is evidence that thisfreehold society was an
enlightened one.4 P. Styles concludes that it was the
difficulties of securing improvements in husbandry practices
that must have led to the enclosure of 1772.5 After the
enclosure this tradition of improved farming continued, and
two Alveston farmers receive special mention from the Board

6
of Agriculture reports ini7o4.

1.For example the parishes of Fenmy Compton & Napton (1779),
Harbury (1780), Ilmington(l781) Brailes (1787) Wolvey, and
Eatington (1797) TIysoe (1798), Oxhill (L798), Whichford(1807%)

Z.For example the parishes of Barford (1760), Bidford (1766),
Haselor (1767), & Alverton (1772).

3.5ee the hearth tax figures in Appendix IT.

4 .5ee above Chapter II, p. 29.

9.5ee P. Styles'account in V.C.H. Varwick, Vol. TIT, p, 285,
6.Ibid p. 285, .




We may conclude, therefore, that in respect of aims,
the people prompoting enclosure, and the kind of society
involved, enclosures in Warwickshire in the 18th century
differed considerably from one period %o ancther. This
may go far to explain the conflict of opinion about the
social consequences of the enclosure movement during the

period 1660~1820, a point we have already stressed.
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of this total, Edward Manu of Chesterton was in possession of

328 acres. Once agein it was the substantial yeoman who sur~

vived the hazards of the years.

To demonstrate that, during the course of the nineteentb
century, many long-standing freehold families shrank numerically
and in the amount of land in their possession, does not, of
itself, gainsay the possibility that they were replaced by other
freehold families. Though no quantative analysis of this aspect
of the 1874 return was made, the impression gained, was that this
was not so. This conclusion gains strength from the recollec-
tion that many of these ancient freehold families have been
traced back, through the parish registers, to the sixteenth cen-

tury. By the late nineteenth century, however, they were dis-

appearing.

1l.A similar decline can be observed in the landowning strength

of Other yeomen families by 1874. Seven members of the Gibbs
family received 780 acres under 5 awards between 1767 and 1809.
By 1874 the total land in the possession of the family was only
586 acres. The Bevingtons of Fatington had disappeared alto-
gether, ?he Cleavers, a lesser freehold family, seven of whose
mem@ers divided up 174 acres of open field land, dawarded in 7
parishes, had been reduced to two landowners by 1874,
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part at the expense of the Sheldon family and the Farl of

Northampton, George, was by 1823, also in possession of lesser
estates in the parishes of Little Woolford and Compton Scorpion,
where the 1md tax returns of this year indicate that he paid

£00 and &£21 respectively. The enclosure by parliamentary act

of the parish of Bumington in 1836 was made the occasion for

the purchase of six freeholdestates by Phillips totalling in all
286 acres. At the enclosure of Darlingscott in Tredington in
1846 he received over 100 acres for 2% yaxdlands purchased; durirg
the course of the enciosure proceedings of the parish of Little
FWoolward Phillips bought up almost the whole parish, Under the
award of 1847 he received 1282 acres, which included 7 estates
just purchased. Pnillips was created a baronet in 1828, married
off his three daughters (his co-heirs) to members of the Peerage,
and died in 1847.

For these two wealthy manufacturers (as for othersbefore them),
the enclosure movement offered opportunities to acquire vast
estates in the county, opportunities which they effectively ex—~
ploited,

However, to come back to our original statement, the fact
remains that during the eighteenth century ( and most of
Warwickshire enclosures took place before 1790) the parliamentary
enciosure movement was, as far as one can detect, mainly launched
by the old landowning class, peers and substantial gentry dating

from the seventeenth century at least.
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The decline of the smaller landowner in the later seventeenth
and eighteenth century is illuminated by more subjective details
also. The manor of Cubbington had been taken over by the.Wisef
of Leamington (referred to above) in 1746, as chief creditors.
As a consequence this relatively new family appeared as chief
landowners in a number of parishes, as we have seen above. The
rising family of Holbech whose seventeenth prosperity like many
in Warwickshire was founded on the legal profession illustrates
the trend. Originating in Fillongley, where they still held a
considerable estate in the 1780's, Ambrose, & local lawyer,
bought up the manor of Farnborough (1684) and his son purchased
in addition the manors of Fenny Compton, Avon Dassett and
Mollington. In all cases the transfer of manorial ownership
was accompanied by the purchase of a very substantial portion
of the parish land.

On thF other hand the lesser gentry families named by
Mr., Stylesa as building up a tradition of providing members for
the office of chief constable of the hundred had almost entirely
disappeared by 1780. Thus, the Leeses of Tachbrook are not
mentioned in the 1780 land tax return and were presumably bought
out by the Farl of Warwick who paid £124 out of £145 and was the
only lay owner in the parish at that date.

Mr., Styles further mentions in the same context the Dunns and
FPairfaxes of Barford. But at the enclosure of the whole parish
in 1760 only one member of either family received land. A
Fairfax received 71 acres in lieu of four yardlands. It would
seem that even this surviving member had suffered a shrinkage in
the size of his estates since the seventeenth century.5 In the
later land tax returns of 1780 there is no reference to either

family owning land here.

l1.S5ee for this V.C.,H, Warks.

2."The Social Structure of Kineton Hundred in the Reign of Charles
II" by P. Styles, loc. eit. p. 109.

3.In the same way the Nasons of Wellesbourne mentioned by Mr.Styles
as gentlemen in the seventeenth century {p.106) also suffered a
shrinkage in their estates. This family paid only £4.11. 64,
land tax in 1779 (on about 90 acres). Another family the
Francis' had disappeared altogether,
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Careful examination of the enclosure awards make perfectly
plain the discrimination of the commissioners in favour of the
great landlords in the matter of distribution of allotments and
of fencing obligations. Perhaps we might have a close look at
one award to illustrate these points. In that of Gaydon dated
1759, A. Bricknall Esq. received 620 acres out of a total of
1,470 acres. This was in compensation for twenty yardlands and
£200 advanced by him to launch the award. It was granted tO
pim in the form of two compact allotments adjoining his old
enclosed estate. Then we examine the lay-out of his vast
holdings, we find that they lay largely next to the old enclo-
sures of the adjoining parishes of uLighthorne, Kington and
Chesterton; in another direction next to his own 0ld enclosed
lands, and in another next to the enclosed homstalls of the
villagers. Then we turn to the directions made for the enclosing
of his allotments, we find that in so far as they bordered on the
0ld enclosed lands of other parishes, the extent of Bricknall's
obligations was "in such parts thereof as have from time immmxizt
immemorial been made by the proprietors of Gaydon". (In fact,
the cost was shared out equally between the various parishes).

On the other hand we find that his estates nowhere touched upon
the two large allotments totalling 211 acres made to the Viecar

of Bishops Itchington in respect of tithe and glebe. This cleric
was exempted from the cost of making his enclosures, and the cost
of doing this seems to have been borne by those unfortunate pro-
Prietors whose lands lay next to his allotments, as we discover
from directions made to this end in the award. Apart from
Bricknall and the incumbent mentioned above, all the proprietors
were small owners, the largest of whom received 113 acres. No
compensat ion was written into the award for the luckless small
broprietors who enclosed the lands of the Vicar; nor do their
lands, we note, border on any old-enclosed lands. Guarantee,

if any were needed, that this is not an isolated exampie 0f social
injustice, is provided by the well-known personalities who acted

83 commissioners in this and many other enclosures, They included
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commons in order to preserve their rights from the encroachments

of the newcomers. An agreement made between the f{eehOlders of
Studley to secure this aim, was arrived at in 1806. In the
award of Hartshill and Ansley Common in 1811, the preamble laid
down that "all encroachments....except such as had been enjoyed
for twenty years without interruption should be deemed part and
parcel of the said Common and Waste...and should be allotted to
the Lord of the Manor“.z

Where compensatioﬁ to canmoners or the poor did take place
it could take more than one fomm. In some cases, heaths or
acres of common land were left unenclosed as at Bedworth and
flarwick in the 1770's. At Warwick, in addition to allotments
in lieu of cow commons, certain other common rights to cottagers
were provided for by two common plots, and the continued enjoymert
of latter math of the midsummer land. In addition, 15 acres were
held in trust for the poor in compensation for the loss of their
right to cut furze or grass.

At Great Harborough in 1755, provision for the poor took
the form of an allotment of four acres on which the poor could
continue to "gather bushes and enjoy the yearliy produce thereof".

It seems that where common land was presexved for grazing the
commoners' animals, that the stint was reduced compared with that
enjoyed before enclosure, and was strictly defined. There seems
evidence of this at Warwick, and at Sowe, where 30 acres of the
"Outward Waste" was set aside for the use of the poor in 1756.

A In addition to the allotment of tiny holdings in compensation
for loss of common pasture rights, the most frequent concession

in the awards was the grant of a small acreage, the rent from

which should be applied to the purcimse of fuel for the poor, in

l.Ref. No, C.R. 889 in War. C.R.0. "To enter on the encroachments
and waste lands and to lay them again open to Preserve our rights
and privileges in the same, and to consider on any other method
which may be advantageous to us in preserving our rights".

2.In a similar award (which,however, included open fields) that of
Foleshilil dated 1775, scheduie A included a list of 42 cottages
erected within 20 years of the Act to be leased by the Lord of
the Manor to the persons in possession at the rents stated,
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provision was explicitly made at all. In many others com-
pensation.would be of very little practical value to those who
1lost their customary rights, and provision for the poor was to
all appearances inadequate. The situation seemed tO worsen
after 1800, when many awards made no compensation for loss of
customary rights or to the poor, Presumably, this was a con-
sequence of the rising costs of enclosure, and great increace
in the Poor Rate in these years.

Compensation for loss of rights of common has been recorded
in some thirty awards of the one hundred and thirty, and grants
of land to the Overseers of the Foor in forty one.

We have had occasion to recall several times before, the
opposition which enclosure could arouse here; where owners oOf
common rights were threatened in large parishes, in which they
were a numerous body, their opposition to enclosure was often of
long duration, fierce and wvocal. Three instances of this were
the enclosures of Nuneaton, Atherstone and Sutton Coldfield.

The character of Nuneaton and Atherstone in the later 1%th
century and their subseguent economigdevelopment was similar,
The population of Nuneaton in 1663 was about twice that of
Atherstone, and the town was more dependent on industry at an
early date. Nevertheless, both towns were surrounded until
the 18th century by their common fields and large commons,

Both supported a large cottage population, many of whose main
source of livelibood was the exploitation of their customary
rights by which means they kept themselves just above subsistence
level. In both cases the proposed enclosure brought a sharp
reaction from the cottagers and freeholders; the implementation
of the enclosure in both cases may have caused considerable

economic and social dislocation, though this may not have been

of long duration.

L.Though this does not, of course, prove that some informal

provision was not made by the commissioners, which did not find
a place in the awards.
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process at an early date,remained unencliosed until the 1790's
or later still. At Adlestrop the Rev. wneigh postponed enclosure
for this reason until the later 170Q's, (It incidentally
partially explains the ruin of many lesser gentry an? the prosp-
erity of many leaseholders during the 18th oentury).L

A profitable and prompt return on money laid out then was
the predominant, if not the sole motive force, which led the
landliords to seek Farlismentary enclosure. What the cancluated
increase in value, conseguent upon enclosure, actually amounted
to, and what enlargement of the profit margin in fact material-
ised, we will now attempt to assess,

A table recording the caiculated increase in the value of
gsome Warwickshire rentals is given in Appendix XXIV. The
forecast increase in value varied between 210 per cent at Wolf-
hamcote in 1730 to 66.3 per cent on Lord Leigh's estate in the
1770's, It is clear that the likely increase would vary con-
siderably according to the intrinsic value of the land, the
state of the rents prior to enclosure, the length of leases,
and so on. As early as L707 it was calculated that the rental
value of Sambourne Heath could, as we saw, be more than doublied.
The very considerable value increase proposed at Wolifhamcote
was presumably partly based on the projected conversion of the
open fields to pasture for which it was highly suited.

At Atherstone it was calculated that, in spite of the less
of 100 acres to compensate the cottagers, and 40 acres to the
tithe owner, there would be an immediate increase in total value
of the remaining land of 45 per cent, which at the end of Ffifteen
years would be increased to 74 per cent. The proposals are

summarised below:~

l.5ee H. J. Habakkuk, 'FEnglish Landownership, 1680-~1740"',
feon. H.R, Vol, 10, No. 1, 1940, p. 9.
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Table I. IEXALFLES OF FASTURT PARTSHES IN 1790

e

Utilization in 1790

Parish Total Acreage Date of Zeturn (Acres)
of Farish Enclosure Grazing &

, Yeadow Arable
Compton 850 Prior to 18th 500 180
Scorpion century
Compton 840 " " " 700 80
Verney
Radway 1787 800 130

Nevertheless, in parishes which had only recently undergone
enciosure in 1790, or which stilili remained in an open state,
the arable remained very considerable at that date, but showed @
very striking shrinkage by the time of the 180L Return. And
here azain, vperhaps, we may see the effect 0f conversion on
population in this locality as demonstrated in a population
decline 1801~1i811, a decade generally very favourable to
population growth.

Tabie IT EXAITPLFS OF TaSTUZT CONVERSION &
POFULATION DEC.LINE

1301 Census Return
Total Date of L1720 Enquiry Heturn Parish Totals
farish  Zarish ZFnclosure Arable lLeadow "Under 1801 1811 1821
Acreage Award & Grazing Recorded
i Crops"
Inmington 2300 1781 2000 500 1004 656 646 722
Fatington 3370 1798 2200 750 1036 819 5615 641
Oxhilil 1830 1797 1300 450 328 298 297 3C7

Other parishes where enclosure took place in the early 19th
century, similariy saw a popuiation decline. Examples are
given below:

Table III. FURTHER PARISHES WHEZE CONVERSION &

POXULATION DRCLINE TOOK PuLACE
1 Census Return

Parish Date of Enciosure i801 i8] i8g1 1831
llarton 1804 3741 309 317 oLl
Stowerton 1807 201 204 203 197
Which Ford

with Ascott 1807 397 419 380 44 §
Long Compton 1811/2 755 753 860 891

L.Furthermore the Census feturn of 1801 was probably an under-
estinmate.
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mixed marriages was high - no less than 45% of the total,

Only 14% of the marriages in this decade were with partners
in adjoining parishes, while those contracted with partners
living in parishes within ten miles radius, but excluding the
former categorTy was 27%. lastly, 4% were with men and women
originating from more than ten miies away.

The evidence suggests a degree of mobility, with particular
emphasis on local migration, The migration we dealt with
earlier was covering a fairly wide area: we felt that large-
scale movement of population may possibly have taken place away
from the south-east pasture area of Warwickshire. At the same
time this long-distance movement of population out of a locality
did not seem pronounced in the Avon Valley and the Arden. In
fact, of course, we can be sure that there was continual movement
away from these parishes also, balanced by the influx of popula-
tion from other parishes, particularly from the south-east.

The importance of short distance migration was emphasized,
of course, by Redford, and more recently in FEversley's study of
twelve Worcestershire parishes. Here it was discovered that
the migration of population from the surrounding villages
fortuitously matched exactly the influx of population into
Bromsgrove during the eighteenth centuxyv. Eversiey found that
barishes considered individually showed a widely different pattern
0f excess of baptisms over burials, which could be explained only
in temms of short distant migration.

It seems likely that we should not, however, see the pattern
of movement in the villages of south-~east Werwickshire in terms
0f short distance movements. From the following statistics it
can be seen that in all of twenty-six parishes looked at, the
figure obtained for 1784, by adding surplus baptisms to the 1730
base figure was greater than the first census total of 1801,
except for the small market town of Southam, and Marton. Thus,

we can conclude that migration of population took place during the

eighteenth century from all these parishes, with the possible

exception of the two mentioned above.
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nds in the different localities throughout the rest of the

tre

eighteenth century. The Avon Valley (where the outbreak was

most devastating) saw in the 1730's an upsurge of the demographi
series, with the marriage rate almost doubling - and this area
was affected by the recurrence of smallpox in the 1740's and
1780's, There was thus a powerful compensatory movement in
demograrhic trends to make good the losses incurred in the
previous decade. This, in turn, affected trends in the decades
1750~-59 and 1770-79, where the most considerable growth rates

of the eighteenth century (except for perhaps 1700-09) were
recorded.

We get the impression that in the twenty-five south-east
pasture parishes examined, however, fluctuations in the trends
recorded in the decades after 1729 were less apparent, and there
was a steady rate of accelerated growth until the peak period of
the 1750's, e have given an account of these details in order
to demonstrate what seems to be a significant point: that the
influence of food dearth, weather conditions and spidemics was
possibly considerable in determining later demographic trends.
Migration was, of course, another important determinatory
influence as we see demonstrated by the quite different demo-
graphic trends and high rates from the 1720's, at least, in
industrial areas of Warwickshire. Fncliosure, per Se, was not
S0 easily shown to be more than one of several infiuences
affecting, and that temporarily, the natural increase of popula-
tion. Its most positive impact was perhaps in causing a
compensatory upsurge of the demographic series some fifteen to

twenty years after enclosure. (Presumably it would take this

long to summount the initial disiocation caused by enclosure,
and allow a re-adjusted agricultural community to expioit the
advantages of enclosure.)

Me willi turn now to consider the causes of population growth
in the groups of parishes looked at. Taking, first of all,
the large group of south-east pasture parishes, we find that
the baptism-rate appeared to be remarkably stable throughout

the eighteenth century up to 1780, with no decline at all before
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The rate was £9.0% in the decade 1700-09, and it was

1770.

still 28.1% in 1760-69. Thus a factor in the natural increase

of the population may have been a real increase in baptisms,
This was associated with a marriage-rate which remained unaltered
(except for a rise in the 1750's and 1760's) between 1720 and

1780, However, the burial-~rate seemed to show the greatest

degree of change: 1t was falling continuocusly from 1720 to 1780,

How far this made a contribution towards population growth
depends mainly , however, on how far this represented a decliine
in child mortaliity. This problen willi be discussed later.
The two sharp dips which occurred in the buriai-rate in the
1750's and 1770's may have produced some of the peak growth of
those decades.

In the Avon Valley, fluctuation in the baptism-rate,
reflecting those in marriages, may have been greater as a
consequence 0f the visitation of the smaliipox epidemic in the
1720's and 1740's. On the whole, the decline in the baptism
and burial rates between 1730 and 1760 seemed greater than in
the south-east; thereafter the baptism-rate rose again, but
the burial-rate remained low. S0 the baptism-rate may possibly
have made a contribution to growth in the 1730's, and after 1460,
The marriage-rate, despite fluctuations, remained high here.

In the old~enclosed parishes of the Felden, the baptiam and
mnarriage rates seemed, as we have already said, perhaps higher
than in parishes undergoing enclosure. Growth rates, as a
consequence, were also higher than in Felden parishes in general,
and, most significantliy, remained high in the 17380's, Ifuch of
the growth seems to be attributable to the hizh baptism rate,
though here again the burial rate was also declining. In fact
the decline in the burial-rate was more marked in this type of
parish than elsewhere. (But here again did this represent,
we must ask ourselves, a saving of infant iives?)

In the Arden Forest parishes of North Varwickshire, demo-
graphic trends seemed to place the area half way between the
Avon Valley and the south-~east. This is how the locality stood

in respect to the mortality of 1720-29. This was more drastic
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than that experienced in the south-east, but less so than that
of the Avon Valley. As a consequence the upsurge of marriages
and baptisms in the 1730's, 1750's and 1770's was less marked,
and the fluctuations recorded in the various rates less violent,
than in the Avon Valley. But we do not find, either, the slow
and smooth dovmward movement of the baptism and burial rates
recorded in the twenty-five south-east parishes.

Looking now at marriage trendw, in ail groups of parishes
examined, the marriage rate rose up to a peak in the period
1760-69. However, in both the Avon Valley and Arden Forest
parishes, this rise was matched by an earlier peak in the 1730's
following the smallpox years. Prom 1770 the rate declined in
all areas.

Fertility levels and trends seemed close in all groups of
rural parishes. Taking the whole period 1730-84 there was a
long~term, but slight decline (see Appendix XXXIX).TFertility
levels were rising in all these groups until 1745-49, There-
after, the graph shows a decline in all areas up to 1765-69;
with a small intermediate rise in the period 1755-59; from
1769 fertility rose continuously for a decade at least, and
remained high in the 1780's, in all localities.

Compared with rural fertility, that of the industrial
parishes apparently saw fuctuations (though trends were similar).
Two peak fertility levels were reached in 1740-44 and 1755-959.
Thereafter there was a fairly sharp deciine until 1765-69.

From 1769 there was a slow rise in fertiiity up to 1784.

The fact that in all localities, rural and industrial,
fertility seemed to be rising up again from 1765 onwards,
strengthens the possibility that in association with rising
marriage-rates in the different parts of the county, the birth-
rate made a contribution in all areas to the natural increase
of population.

A last point we need to examine is the change, if any, in
child mortality, in the various areas studied. We have noted,

already, a general decline (except in industrial parishes) in

burial rates. However, this decline, to effectively influence
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an actual decline in population in the 18th century.

In the Avon Valley where enclosure was mainly for an improve-
ment of arable husbandry, actual growth of population may have
been considerable in the eighteenth century, and migration was
perlmps unimportant (or at least was balanced by immigration).
On the other hand, short distance migration, and considerable
geographical mobility were apparent even in the earlier eight-
eenth century, in all localities.

e got the impression that the increase of population by
natural increase between 1730 and 1784 (that is leaving migration
out of account) seemed remarkably similar in ali Warwickshire
localities incliuding the industrial parishes.

If we consider the industrial parishes of North Warwickshire,
we find that the natural increase of population may have been
no more than in other locaiities, nevertheless, the real growth
of population between Thomas' estimate of 1730 and the 1801
census, was probably very great. Thus, this was the only
locality examined which seemed to show considerable immigration
of population. We concluded that not only Bimingham, but
even the rural industrial villages of North ¥Warwickshire may
have depended on immigration from the agricultural south of the
county. This seemed to be a consequence of soaring mortality
even in rural industrial communities.

It seemed that some decades may have been demographically
more significant than others - in most areas these were the
decades 1700-09, 1750-59 and 1770-79,

In attempting to determine the factors which caused fiuctua-
tions in the demographic series we found the situation rather
complex. Certainly, the differential impact of high mortality,
a consequence of the smallpox epidemic and af other factors in
the years of 1725-29 seemed to be a factor of significance.
Secondly, the migration out of, or immigration into, localities,
probably affected the demographic trends. It was very difficult
to assess the sffect of enclosure on the demographic series,
Since the rates were falling even in old-enclosed parishes in the

decades when enclosure was taking place, we can say no more than
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that in the years immediatery after enclosure, marriages angd
baptisms may have declined more sharply than elsewhere for a
few years, while burials rose. However, within twenty years
there seemed to have occurred a compensatory resurgence of
marriages and baptisms to new heights, possibly on the basis
of a comnunity re-adjusted to enclosure, and able to reap some
of the benefits. And, in fact, in twenty-five south-east
warwickshire parishes the decades which saw the highest rates
of natural increase were between 1750 and 1779, precisely when
enclosure was in full swing in this locality. We can only
conciude therefore that, in a number of parishes, enclosure
may temporarily, have had an adverse effect on demographic
trends, but this loss was perhaps more than recouped within
twenty years. Takinz a longer view, of the locality as a
whole, the period which saw the implementation of pariiamentary
enclosure, was that which probably saw the biggest gains in
ropulation by natural increase during the eighteenth century,
even in the south-east. However, we shouird not go to the
Other extreme and see these gains as a consequence of enclosure
in particular. Rather that the decades pin-pointed above were
favourable to both enclosure and population rise, and were the
consequence of a complex of factors, not the least of which
would be a favourable series of harvests.

Then considering which of the demographic series were res-—
ponsible for creating the conditions for the 'take off' of
population into sustained growth, some credit, it was felt,
nust be apportioned to the marriage and baptism-~rates, which
tended to remain steady for long intervals, despite rapid
population increase, In some instances, the baptism-rate
actually rose up in the 1770's, and this in wholly rural
parishes. This view receives strength from the impression that
the fertility-rate bareLy fell over the whole period from 1730
to 1780. It is true that in all rural localities the buriali-
rate declined and remained at a low iLevel following the peak
mortaiity of 1720-29. This, perhaps, also made a contribution

to population rise, though its effective impact on population
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itself in the size of communities, in widely contrasted social
and landowiing structure, in land use, and in farming systems,
Broadly speaking we defined the different localities as the
Tast Pasture Felden, the Avon Valley Felden, and the Arden
Torest. But even within these areas, there were contrasting
types of community: for example the difference was marked
between the 'open' and 'closed' parishes of the east Felden;
and the industrial and agricultural parishes of the forest.

Furthermore, we ®Ot the impression that the open-field
system of faming where it stiil existed in the county, exhibited
a wide variety of organization. We concluded that it showed a
pattern of evolution determined by the physical character of the
locality an unprecedented rise in population and the demand for
increased and more efficient production. Iluch economic change
had occurred in rural Warwickshire prior to enciosure. A degree
of specialization in land use and orientation of iland cultivation
to accord with the soil and topography of the neighbourhood
concerned showed itself from the early 18th century, at least,
in some parishes. In this context Farliamentary enclosure was
seen from one aspect as the culmination of a long process of
experimentation and evolution in faming practice.

Enclosure had a long drawn-out histoiy in "arwickshire,
but the amount of open~field land which remained to be enclosed
after 1730 has probably been.underestimated. This was particular-
ly true of open-fields lying in the forest area. Enciosure by
Parliamentary Act, which included open~field land, covered
approximately 160,000 acres, upwards of 25% of the gross county
acreage.

The character of Parliamentary enclosure wag found to wvary
from place to place, and also possibly, from phase to phase of
the movement; and this was within the confines of a single
county. The enclosure of common fields coulid mean radically
different things, depending on whether it was taking place in
the east of the Felden or the west, or in the Arden forest.

In character and procedure the eariiest enclosures by Irivate

Lot seemed to be similar to those made by private agreement in
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the 17th century. They were usually carried out by a great

jandowner with the aim of consolidating his estate. Most of
the land in parishes which underwent enclosure before 1750 already
appeared to be in the hands of one owner. Between 1750 and L179C
the character of enclosure was often different. In many parishes
much land remained divided up between a considerable body of
proprietors, a number of whom cultivated their own land. Some
of these private enclosure Acts may have been initiated by the
Freeholders themselves, It is likely that the aim which was
uppermost in some parishes was that of making it possible to
experiment with new forms and methods of cultivation, better
suited to soil conditions, and the demand of new markets.

With the inflation of land values and prices after 1790,
thebig landowner tended once again to dominate the enclosure
movenent. e had the impression also that in one or two parishes
outside speculators were heiping to push forward an enclosure Act.
The dominance of big absentee landlords in parishes seeking an
enclosure, was even more apparent in the early nineteenth century.

Throughout the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries,
the open fields of the North %Warwickshire Forest were undergoing
enclosure with comparatively little commotion, sometimes by
Parjiamentary Act and sometimes without. These were numerous
and small, and often of secondary importance to large acreages
of enclosed pasture-iand.

The timing of enclosure was infiuenced by a variety of factors:
the social and landownership structure: the character of land
tenure; the importance of the common fields within the prevailing

rural economy; population rise and not ieast, of course,

commodity price levels.

It is probable that some parishes, like Woifhamcote, were
led to seek a Frivate Act by the recovery of wool and meat prices
in the 1740's and their desire to couvert to pasture. Others,
from the 1750's may have been infiuenceé by rising grain prices.
e noted in this context some degree of correlation between the

date of Enclosure Acts and wheat prices in the Birmingham market

during the eighteenth century.
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The most considerable volume of Farliamentary enclosure Acts
appeared in Warwickshire between 1750 and 1790, and coincided
with the "take—off" of sustained population growth, SO that it
seems 1ikely that this also had a bearing on the chrono.iogy of
enciosure.

Fnclosure awards, land-tax assessments and other sources
were used to form a picture of rural society, and the structure
of landovwnership in Warwickshire during the eighteenth century.
An attenpt was then made to investigate the changes which occurred
in the structure of rural society during the course of the
eizhteenth and early nineteenth centuries.

The first thing we noticed about rural society was that in
very many parishes a considerable degree of change had occurred
prior to the enclosure Act. Some of fthese changes in villazge
society have too readily, in the past, been attributed to the
enclosure movement. Thus it was found, for example, that the
majority of families in one or two parishes where this could
be investigated, were already on the eve of enclosure, iandless.
Furthemore, in almost all parishes, even those where freehold
society remained strong, a very considerable degree of inequality
in the distribution of the iarnd was observed. The awards revealed
that even freeholders' holdings couid be anything from a couple
of acres to over 150 acres in exterr. Thus already, before
enclosure, we detected a certain ambiguity in the use of the term
'freeholider'. Some would still be peasant proprietors in the
ancient sense: that is they cultivated the land with the help
only of their own family, and would perhaps, have little surplus
broduce over and above their own needs, Cash crops would remain
comparatively unimportant within this system of husbandry. Other
freeholders, however, even before enclosure had accunuiated such
large holdings that they could no longer be thought of as 'peasantq
they needed, and had probably accumulated, capital. They would
need extra labour, and cash crops for a growing market wou.d
constitute in all probability, an important proportion of their

sowings.
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With respect to the small landowner in Felden Warwickshire
we reached the following conclusions. In the first place we
agreed with Davies and Hunt that in many parishes enclosed prior
to 1730 the small owner, and in particular the small-owner-occupiex
had disappeared aitogether from the rural scene. The land here
was in the hands largely of great iandowneis and tenant famers.
Absentee landownership was also marked in most parishes even in
the lowest categories of ownership. However, in parishes which
were to undergo enciosure after 1730 (representing over 25% of
the county area) there were still on average 20 owners in 1780.
In parishes enclosed after 1730 the land tax showed an average
of 26 owners. Furthemore, although this varied from phase to
phase of the movement, the small owner (in possession of between
4 - 100 acres) owned about one third of the land at the time of
enclosure. This seems to lend strength to the view that where
Parliamentary enclosure took piace, this did not al ways mean
consolidation of the land before-hand in the possession of one
great landowmer . Freehold socliety was strongest in parishes
enclosed in the 1750's, 1760's and 1770's, particularly where

no previous enclosure had taken place. In such parishes nearly

40% of the land was allotted to this type of owner. Furthermore,
to the substantial freeholder in some of these communities,
enclosure, as we have hinted, was perhaps welcome., It meant for
some, a means of consolidating faming improvements and specialiized
land use evolved under the open-field systenm,

There is an impression that, in some parishes, encliosure was
accompanied by a decline in the numbers and strength of the small
landovner. This is suggested by a statistical comparison of
land tax returns at various dates, and also by other evidence in
some parishes. In particular, some 85 awards offer examples of
estates purchased by the big landowners in the interval between
the passing of the Act and the making of the Award. This included
the buying-up of 7608 acres invoiving 221 yardlands, .2 rge numbers
of cottage-commons and tithe converted to land at the enciosure.

In addition, there is evidence which seems to indicate that
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the new leaders in viiiage iife and in parish administration.

There is some evidence that the apparent resurgence of the
ancient freehoiders ciass between 1790 and 1815 sometimes
represented, in reality the purchase of landed property by this
new clags of tenant farmer. At any rate, owner-~occupation
often expanded in parishes long in the hands of great landowners
and tenant-farmers. On the other hand, the awards and land-tax
assessments seemed to show that where enclosure took place in
the 18th century, both small owners and owner-occuplers may have
declined numericaliy and in their share of the land in a majority
of cases.

The ranks of the freeholders were enlarged in some parishes
by the owmer-occupation of part of thelr estates by landowmers
during the boom years of the French Vars. Widespread redemption
of land tax exactions is apparent after 1798. This pre-supposes
the availability of considerable sums of surplus cash and suggests
that many owner-occupiers were now men of capital,

In addition to the purchase of landed estate, there is con-
firmatory evidence of great prosperity for the new class of
gentlemen-farmers particularly after 1790, This included heavy
investment in farming innovations and experiments on the land.
Also, they turned their farms, with the aid of their landlords,
into large scale manufacturies for the specialized production of
commodities for an expanding food market. Such large-scale
capital investment was probably outside the range of that ancient
class of small-scale freeholders. Only the more substantial of
their number, or those who contrived to turn themselves over to
leasehold or tenant-farming could, perhaps, hope to gain a
foothold in the capitalist-dominated food marketing organization

of the 1790's, and so survive.

In the forest parishes of the Arden both the enclosure awards
and the land tax assessments suggest that the small iandovner

stilil survived in the different social and econonic conditions

of this part of the county. In 13 forest parishes enclosed by
private act, 50% of the land went to owners of under 100 acres

and 48% to owners of between 10-100 acres. The nobility and






247,

gocial connections, and occasionally perhaps, of landownership
also, It sometimes happened that yeomen families owned land
in several parishes in a neighbourhood.

“hen considering the social origin of a sample of the landed
gentry in 18th century Warwickshire it was concliuded that the
earliest wergdescended from 16th century creations. Though
there were some new men who had made fortunes in 18th century
occupations and thepbought up landed estates, the impression was
that the great mass of the gentry who appeared in 13th century
enclosure awards may have been descended from families in
possession of some iand in the county from the 17th century at
least. Lany 17th century fortunes were based on successful
careers in the law. This is in accord with a recentliy expressed
opinion that by the second half of the 18th century English
landownership had settled into a fairly stable pattern, and that
the limited amount of land available for purchase meant that
newcomers were less numerous than at any time in the two mrevious
centuries.

This statement does not, however, deny a considerable amount
of social chanze within the ranks of the landed gentry. We
found evidence to sugzest that a number of Warwiclkshire's lesser
gentry (owners of estates between 2-300 acres roughly, living on
the rents which accrued) disappeared after 1660 and their lands
were swallowed up by the great landlords.

Yhen we examined the evidence for social change in the upper
reaches of the landowning class during the period of the Industrial
Revolution (1780-1825) we concliuded that the estates of most of
the principal landowners probably remained intact between these
dates, and that their landowning strength may, in fact, have
been stilil further enhanced both by enclosure and purclase.
Nevertheiess, towards the end of this period we observed that a
number of the new class of successful industrialists began to
appear among the Warwickshire landowners. This trend was to

gain strength as the 19th century advanced.
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by the 1800's, a very great rise 1in poor-rate expenditure as
shown by the accounts of parishes examined in all rural areas
of the county. This was not merely, however, an index of
growing poverty, but, a reflection of inflated commodity prices
and the subsidization of rural wages out of the poor~rates.

Turning away from the impact of enclosure on rural society,
we reached a number of conclusions about the other aspects of
the movement. For examplie the cost of the process in its
various stages. We discovered that those costs detailed in the
commissioners schedule and attached to the award increased about
six-fold during the 18th and early 19th centuries under the
influence of a variety of factors. By the end of the century
the expense was very heavy, and from the 17920's if not before,
would represent a serious burden to the small landowner, all
the heavier for him, owing to the demonstrably higher cost of
enclosing small unsconomical holdings. Usually, he had further
to pay his share of the expense of enclosing the tithe-owners
allotments, the cost of which represented 16% of the commissioners
schedule of costs. Though not included in the comnmissioners
account of general expenses, the cost of actually making the new
farms and holdings doubled, at least, the total expense in
certain sample enclosures where this expense was assessed. In
view of the Warwickshire evidence it seems possible that contem-
poraries like Arthur Young were not exaggerating the cost of the
enclosure process, which must go some way towards explaining the
large~scale selling up of small owners' allotments from the 1780's.

The economic conseguences of Parliamentary encliosure were not
easy to disentangle from those contributable to other influences
in the 18th century. This process possibly represented for the
landovwnexrs as a body the main device by which they contributed
towards the Agrarian Revolution. It was the best investment for
capital in this period.

An examination of a sample of 18th century estate accounts
revealed some variety in the pace of economic expansion on

different estates, though enclosure was oniy one factor which






293,

Che award was usually on the estates examined the signal for
massive consoiidation and re-organigzation of landed estates
into large tenancies. It often saw an effort by the landowner
to0 clear his estate of the encumbrance of traditional. leasehold,
and the appearance 0f tenures more suited to the rapidly changing
economic circumstances of the time.

Parlismentary enclosure also gave an importance stimulus to
improved communication; many enclosures were made the occasion
for the construction of new roads and bridges, Oor the improvement
of old ones, and of the cutting of canals.

e Tind evidence from the lands underzoing enclosure, and
on a much wider canvass, that farming became in Jarwickshire and
Staffordshire increasingly specialized in the course of the 18th
century, and commodity production in response to industrial
market demands increased out of all proportion, particularly
between 1790 and 1815. In Warwickshire fat stock grazing and
dairying became particularly important.

This expanding commodity market, associated with enciosure,
was aiso a cause and a consequence 0f a striking rise in popula-
tion by natural increase, in rural Warwickshire.

It appeared that actual population rise probably varied in
Warwickshire from one locality to another, depending on, for
example, the character of the husbandry, and economic structure
found there. Thus, encliosure of Felden parishes before 1730
may have led, on the evidence of a sample of such parishes, to a
propulation decline. Between 1730 and 1801 actual population
rise in 35 Fast Felden parishes where conversion to pasture
following enclosure was large scale, was estimated to be small,
In the Avon valley where enclosure was for improved arable
farming the actual rise seemed much greater in 18 such parishes,
and in three large north Warwickshire industrial parishes it was
vexry considerable,

On the other hand the natural increase of population during

the 18th century seemed on parish register evidence remarkably



254,

gimilar in all localities - varying only between 55% and 61%
in several different localities between 1730 and 1801, Te
concluded that some migration of population may have taken place
out 0f parts of the Felden, though there was no absolute decline
of population in the 18th century, even in the East Felden, where
large-scale conversion took place.
Short distance migration and immigration between parishes
in the same locality and a degree of geographical mobiiity was
apparent even from the opening of the 18th century, if not before.
The influence 0f enclosure in causing the variable growth of
population in the different localities was not easy to assess.
Clearly, conversion to pasture for increased animal production
had brought with it changes in population in individual parishes
from the 16th century onwards. Where this change in land use
occurred as a direct consequence of enelosure)it is reasonable
to suppose, @s indeed we were able t0 demonstrate in some parishes,
that it would affect population growth. Conversely, increased

arable production, with or without enclosure would certainly tend

to stimulate population growth and keep labour on the land.

It is likely, therefore, that enclosure was a factor influen-
cing the re-adjustment of population to changing economic circum-
stances, through the migration of surpius population, or through
immigration. It is noteworthy, however, that even in the South-
east where many parishes were turned over to pasture, the popula-
tion was larger in 1801 than it had been in 17303 there was, as we
said, no absolute decline in the population of the locality, nor in
more than a few of the individual parishes examined.

Owing to the soaring of mortality from the 1760's, it seems
possible that not only Bimmingham itself, but also some north
Warwiclshire industrial parishes were dependent on immigration of
labour in order to grow. The natural increase of population in
three such parishes seemed to be hardly as great between 1730 and
1784, as in the south of the county, and most of what did occur

was prior to 1760.
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