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THE PHYSICAL SETTING OF FRODSHAM

PROBABLY more so than is the case with most Cheshire 
settlements, the medieval landscape of Frodsham owes as 

much to its geomorphological background as it does to the pro 
cesses of history. The rocks local to Frodsham derive from the 
Triassic Series, notably the Bunter and Keuper Sandstones, 
although only the latter are exposed at the surface. In respect of 
the human occupation of the area it can be shown that the struc 
tural history of the local Trias was productive of features of great 
implication for the decision making of the later medieval popu 
lation.

During the period of Tertiary crustal movement, major faulting 
as instanced by the Overton and Frodsham Faults1 led to block 
faulting which was followed by the uplifting of fault blocks to 
produce a north-facing massif rising some 500 feet (153111) above 
the surrounding area. For the subsequent Anglian and medieval 
settlement of the area the effects of uplift were of considerable 
importance.

The consequence of uplift was that by raising a large tract high 
above the general level (Fig. i), this was exposed to an acceler 
ated rate of sub-aerial erosion as compared with that of the lower 
ground. This ultimately resulted in the stripping off of the Keuper 
Marls and thus exposing the relatively infertile and permeable 
Keuper Sandstone, characteristically carrying a natural vegetation 
cover of acid heath grassland with broom and birch. The subse 
quent human response was to utilise the area not for unrewarding 
arable cultivation but as upland grazing.

The northern scarp face standing high above the Mersey flood 
plain was exposed to extensive weathering particularly in the 
form of frost shattering, which was effective in promoting dis 
integration of the exposed crush-zone. 2 Redistribution of the scree 
along the scarp-foot led to overlapping of the adjacent lower
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 '  Frodsham 2§

ground to form a bench. Both scarpface and bench were colonised 
by woodland which later provided a medieval source of timber as 
expressed in the burgesses' right to housebote and haybote.

The most important consequence deriving from the process of 
uplift followed from the trapping of the water table at a height of 
C.2OO feet O.D. (6im). At this level a line of springs broke, one of 
which provided the water supply for the medieval castle and the 
others fulfilled the same purpose for the tenants of the manor. 
Thus the springs which emerged below the bond cottages at 
Overton fed a stream which flowed down the medieval Kirke- 
strete to Frodsham while other springs supplied streams which ran 
through the castle grounds and eventually into the Marsh. 
(Fig. 2) This geological accident therefore had the effect of not 
only determining the location of the medieval settlement but also 
of its point of administration. 9

While it has been demonstrated that the processes of Tertiary 
uplift embraced features of considerable significance for the later 
development of the medieval manor, a similar process may be 
posited of the later invasion of the area by Pleistocene ice. During 
the course of the Main Irish Sea Glaciation the physical landscape 
underwent a number of changes which materially influenced the 
occupation and use of the land by the medieval population. It is 
thus relevant to examine the nature of these modifications of the 
physical landscape both by the ice and as a consequence of the 
drowning of the area following the subsequent ice melt.

Much of the lower land had its solid geology buried beneath 
glacial moraine much of which in turn was overlain by deposits 
of sands, gravels and clays resultant on post-glacial changes in sea 
level. Apart from the obvious relationship of these varied deposits 
to medieval land use, the subsequent effects of the removal of the 
ice produced landforms which were to be of considerable signifi 
cance in the economic life of the medieval community. The ice 
while present in the area depressed the land by its sheer weight 
and one has to remember that we are considering a term of some 
tens of thousands of years. Ultimately shedding of the ice load 
initiated a slow uplift of the land surface, a process which was 
however complicated by the incursion of melt waters flooding 
across the land as sea level rose. Thus a number of earlier shore 
lines are observable at various levels, for example at (7.300 feet 
O.D. (pam) along the western side of the Weaver Valley, with a 
raised beach descending to (7.250 feet O.D. (76m). The latter is 
composed of fluvio-glacial sands and gravels and may correlate 
with the incursion of similar material occasioned by the Moulds- 
worth Gap spillway from west Cheshire. Husain notes a shoreline 
at a comparable height at Alvanley.4
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Frodsham 31

The point to be made here, however, is that the falling sea level 
exposed the former sea floor. This promoted the development of 
streams, which graded their courses to a sea level higher than at 
present. The fall in sea level was not one of uniform decline but 
was rather marked by periods of stillstand followed by a renewal 
of fall, which at times was fairly rapid. This had the effect of 
initiating ravine sections in the streams. In the instance of the 
Bradley Brook, the increase in gradient was sufficiently marked 
to promote exploitation for the purpose of medieval water power. 
Certainly this had been effected by the thirteenth century, as in a 
grant made by Robert de Frodesham to Richard, his nephew, 
relating to a water mill next Bradelegh within the boundaries of 
the Manor of Frodesham, included is the ' "site" of another mill 
formerly called the higher mill with the ponds etc . . .' 5 As this 
deed is dated £.1312 the former mill to have fallen into decay by 
this time, must have been constructed much earlier, possibly 
c.i 250.

A later fall in sea level dated to £.5000 B.C." initiated the 
Hillhouse coastline which in the type area is described as 'a fossil 
cliff in boulder clay, or a degraded slope in the same deposit, from 
a level of about 50 feet above O.D. on its landward side to 17 feet 
O.D. on the wave-cut boulder-clay beach'. This has been recog 
nised in Wirral while in Frodsham it is undoubtedly the feature 
which forms the marked break of slope as between the present 
marshland and the settlement. This feature representing wave 
erosion of the northern exposure of a domed or anticlinal structure 
dating to Tertiary folding, is present some distance to the north of 
Ship Street to which it extends from the Weaver bank. West of 
the Ship Street area it makes a great embayment southwards to 
correlate with the scarp foot zone of Overton Hill in the Castle 
Park location. (Fig. 2)

Its significance for the medieval landscape arises from its role as 
a natural boundary to the arable land of the borough, while the 
break of slope representing a difference in height of some 15 feet 
(4.5m) served as a barrier to flooding across the Mersey Weaver 
floodplain. This degraded cliff line was reinforced in the medieval 
period probably initially with faggots, brushwood, stones and 
turves and later faced with ashlar, the nearest source for the latter 
being Stanydelf, noted as early as i3oo. 7 This old cliff was thus 
the highest line in the system of sea defences and is noted as 'le 
morewalle' forming the boundary of Whabbcmor in I365-8 
(Fig. 3) Beyond this the broad expanse of the marshland extends 
northwards to the Mersey shore maintaining a fairly uniform 
level of 20 feet O.D. (6m).
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ADMINISTRATION OF THE MANOR

The lives of those who inhabited the landscape of fourteenth 
century Frodsham were dominated by the manor: a complex 
institution which exercised high authority over its tenants. The 
lord and his tenants were bound together in a network of fiscal, 
judicial and governmental control known as 'lordship', which 
constituted the 'manor' in its widest sense. This manor was one of 
the earl of Chester's most desirable properties and so it is not 
surprising that for the great part of the period between 1270 and 
1313 it had been granted away to individuals to whom the earl, 
or king, had obligations: from 1237 onwards the earl was either 
the king of England or the king's eldest son. For thirty years (from 
1270 to 1313, with interruptions) the manor was in the hands of 
Lady Constance of Beam, the first cousin, by marriage, of 
Edward I. 9 From 1313 to 1374 Frodsham reverted to the earl and 
thus became the administrative responsibility of his officials, 
except for three intervals (1325 8, 1340 £.1346 and 1361 3) 
when the manor, and its revenues, were leased, en bloc, to local 
entrepreneurs. Until 1349, the documentary evidence for the 
manor's administration is fragmentary, the most important being 
the two surviving pre-Black Death manorial accounts, for 
June lo-September 30 I3I5,10 and 1346-7." From Michaelmas 
1349 there is a complete run of annual accounts up to 1374, 
with one gap (1369 70).12

The earl of Chester had two principal officials in Chester 
castle responsible for governing the county and managing his 
estates in Cheshire, the justiciar and chamberlain. They were 
subject to the authority of the earl's (or king's) council in London 
and themselves had responsibility for the oversight of the bailiff 
of Frodsham. This official managed the affairs of the whole 
manor, collected its rents and other revenues (which he paid over 
to the chamberlain) and enforced the judgements of the manorial 
courts. Frodsham was a highly privileged lordship, and so the 
bailiff collected not only 'private' or 'estate' revenue but also 
virtually all the public revenue arising within the manor. It is 
likely that a similar official was also appointed by those lords and 
ladies to whom Frodsham was granted away.13 Little is heard of 
any stewards of Frodsham, which is not surprising since, by the 
fourteenth century, the administrative importance of the manorial 
steward in England had diminished considerably, and the office 
could easily be dispensed with altogether." Consequently, the 
bailiff of Frodsham was the key local official in the administration 
of the manor, wielded considerable powers and, in local terms, 
was a man of great influence.
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The manor's territory was divided into three main managerial 
units:

1. The borough (the burgesses held both burgage-plots and 
holdings in the borough's common fields).

2. The lord's demesne land.
3. The land of the free tenants (apart from the burgesses) and 

of the bond tenants (the latter living in the four hamlets of 
Netherton, Woodhouses, Overton and Mickledale).

The borough had originally been chartered by earl Ranulf III 
of Chester between 1209 and I228. 13 It was of the 'seignorial' 
type and this meant that its burgesses and other residents were 
firmly under manorial control and had little or no capacity for 
independent corporate action. They paid their rents to the bailiff 
and, although there were separate borough officials, they were 
paid by, and were responsible to, the bailiff rather than the 
burgesses.16 What marked out the burgesses from their brother 
tenants was not so much freedom from government but a relative 
freedom from the agricultural round of rural existence which 
enabled them to exploit the town's important position at the 
mouth of the river Weaver which made it a port of some regional 
importance," and because of the bridge which carried the 
Chester Warrington road and brought trade to the St Lawrence's 
fair. It was only a relative freedom since the borough had its own 
common arable fields separate from those of the other tenants and 
the demesnes which implies that the burgesses were at least part- 
time tillers of the soil.

At the centre of the whole manor was the manor-house, or 
castle of Frodsham which was rebuilt in the 13503. Around it was 
a park and associated enclosed fields or 'crofts' which were the 
headquarters of the lord's demesne land.18 Under the bailiff, the 
reeve had particular charge of these demesnes and there was also 
a small staff of full-time servants, namely the hayward, shepherds, 
ploughmen and carters. Other labourers were hired as necessary, 
especially at harvest time.

The hamlets where the bond tenants lived, are situated to the 
south and west of Frodsham itself. They held bovates of land (the 
acreages of which are not known) for which they paid 6s. od. a 
year rent. Their unfreedom appears to have been personal rather 
than economic, since there is no evidence that labour services 
were ever exacted from them by the lord of the manor. The 
restrictions do not seem to have been particularly oppressive at 
the period under consideration. For example, although the bond 
tenants were forbidden, as was usual, to live outside the bounds of 
the manor, permission could be bought at reasonable rates:
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Thomas Bere paid 6d. for this in I35g-6o.10 Also, it was possible 
for a bondman here to amass a certain amount of wealth in his 
lifetime. When Richard Webb died in 1365-6, he left goods 
worth £7 and 8s. 8d. was spent at his funeral, a sum equivalent 
to his whole year's rent. 20

Apart from the rents of the burgesses and other tenants, the 
revenue from the demesnes and other items payable in respect of 
the borough and the port, the other considerable item of revenue 
payable by the manor arose from the holding of the manorial 
courts. There were three of these: 21 the borough court (portmote), 
the manor court (halmote) and the eyre of the justiciar of 
Chester. 22 The importance of these institutions was only partly 
judicial and financial as they acted as the lord's, and his officials', 
media of social control as well as acting as the cement which 
bound the communities of manor and borough together. The un 
usually privileged jurisdiction exercised by these courts was, 
therefore, of great importance to those living within the manor. 
Doubts had arisen in the early fourteenth century about the 
extent of these privileges and the resulting inquiries established 
that all cases, both civil and criminal, and judgements arising 
therefrom were to be determined within the manor itself. 23

There were two principal ways which the earl of Chester and 
his council could choose to administer the whole manor of 
Frodsham. One was 'direct management' which meant that the 
bailiff would be required to manage the manor and collect the 
revenue, for each item of which he would be bound to account 
separately before the earl's auditors, having paid over the surplus 
to the chamberlain of Chester. On the other hand, the manor 
and its revenues could be leased (or 'farmed', to use contemporary 
terminology) to whoever was willing to take it on. Or, a middle 
course could be adopted whereby part of the manor would be 
leased and part directly administered. As has already been noted, 
after 1313 the manor was leased at least twice: in 1325, for a 
twelve-year term, and in 1340, for sixteen years. Neither lease ran 
for its full period. Before 1346, lack of sources make it impossible 
to say much about how such choices as outlined above were 
made. With the coming of the Black Death, in 1349, leasing of 
all the Cheshire estates of the Black Prince (who was now earl of 
Chester) ceased temporarily. During the ten years following, after 
much discussion and debate, the prince's officials decided to let 
out all the estates once again. 24 As far as Frodsham went, this was 
a three-stage process, thus:

i. In 1352 the whole of the manor, except for 127 odd acres of 
demesne arable and 19 odd acres of demesne meadow, was
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let to Henry Torfot (the bailiff of the manor) and Robert 
Richard's son (also of Frodsham) for a term of seven years. 
The land 'reserved to the lord' was to be managed by the 
reeve, and also included a large, but unspecified, area of 
pasture. 25

2. The remaining demesne lands, except for the pasture, were 
leased to the tenants of the manor for twelve years, from 
Michaelmas I356. 26

3. From Michaelmas, 1361, the entire manor was leased to 
Ranulf Roter at a rent of £80 a year for ten years." This 
lease was cut short by Roter's death in I363,28 and so from 
Michaelmas 1363 the manor was directly administered by 
bailiff Torfot, except for that part of the demesnes which 
had been leased to the tenants in I356.29 After the expiry of 
that lease, the arable demesnes were again let to the tenants, 
from i36g.so

The most striking feature of the administrative history of this 
manor in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries is its decline in 
value both in absolute monetary terms and in relation to the earl 
of Chester's other Cheshire estates. In 1237 it had been worth 
£126, being exceeded only by the city of Chester (including the 
Dee Mills) which was worth £230." By 1280, its value had fallen 
to just over £8i,32 and to £76 odd by 1346-7.33 That this was a 
real and not just a paper problem is shown by the extent of 1280 
in which it was stated that the value of the manor 'could be 
improved to £ i oo'. 34 At least part of this decline can be attributed 
to straightforward mismanagement, especially when the manor 
was out of the earl's possession. In the inquiries of 1308 and 1310 
it was alleged that the officials had allowed inhabitants of neigh 
bouring villages to infringe the borough's trading monopoly; that 
tolls had not been collected from Irish merchants trading through 
the port; that encroachments had been made on the manorial 
lands; that the financially valuable privileges of the manor's 
courts were not being properly maintained, and so on. In the 
usual inflated terms of the financially self interested it was even 
claimed that the borough of Frodsham was 'utterly ruined'.

It is very likely that some of the decline arose out of Frodsham's 
geographical situation. The main limitation to growth was the 
absence of land suitable for arable inland from Frodsham itself. 
Consequently, expansion had to be towards the sea, into the 
Marsh, which was subject to flooding, expensive to drain and 
maintain (as shall be seen below), and thus relatively unprofitable. 
In sharp contrast is the history of Macclesfield manor over the 
same period. This had been worth only £67 odd in 1237, had



Frodsham 37

increased in value as Frodsham had declined, and had well over 
taken the latter by 1300. Macclesfield manor covered an area 
which contained large tracts of land which had been virtually 
uninhabited at the time of Domesday, but were suitable for 
ploughing up and were broken up in the later thirteenth century. 
The Marsh was, without doubt, Frodsham's most serious adminis 
trative problem.

THE MEDIEVAL FIELDS OF FRODSHAM: THE BOROUGH FIELDS

Gray concluded that the greater part of England was cultivated 
under a two or three field system described as the 'Midland 
System'. 35 More recent research, as for example that embodied in 
the standard survey of British field systems30 concludes that the 
pattern must be regarded as one of great diversity.

In its field structure Frodsham Borough as distinct from the 
lands of the demesne and of the bond hamlets, conformed with 
the widespread multi-field/multi-furlong economy of other parts 
of England. Between c. 1300 and 1350 reference occurs to some 
thirteen arable 'fields' which on occasion are described as lying in 
the field of Frodsham. These are obviously of the nature of 
furlongs although only the Short Furlong37 is so described. The 
open field land in arable cultivation extended from the meadows 
of the Weaver flood-plain in the east to the lands pertaining to 
the castle in the west. In the south the boundary was with the 
lands of the manor of Bradley and to the north the Frodsham 
arable reached to the edge of the Marsh.

Although reference to the 'field of Frodsham' is frequent, only 
two 'fields' are so named, these being the Ship Field and the Long 
Field. If Gray had studied Frodsham he would no doubt have 
removed it from the Celtic System to that of two field. The Ship 
Field was the smaller of the two and lay sandwiched between the 
Marsh and the High Street, the latter however, being somewhat 
south of the line of the present High Street. Dodgson38 hovering 
between sheep and ship as being the true origin of the name 
decided to plump for sheep. However, this was an arable field and 
was not used for sheep. There can be little doubt that Frodsham 
tenants were subject to the common manorial practice of fold 
ing their sheep on the lord's land, which in this case was the 
Remersh. Thus in 1315, 800 sheep were grazed on Remersh at 
id. each. 39

All the references to the Ship Field during the medieval period 
relate to arable parcels and sheep are at no time mentioned. Ship 
Street, which was originally a field path through the Ship Field, 
led to a small indentation in the west bank of the Weaver below
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tidal water at the bridge point. This was the medieval anchorage 
or ship landing and the earliest reference to the field occurs in 
1315 when Roger de Gerstane made grant of 'one acre in le 
schiplendingis between the land of John, son of Walter and the 
land of Agnes'.*0

The Long Field curiously enough is not mentioned before 
1341" which suggests it could be a later development. Colour to 
this is lent by evidence of cultivation of fluhen, le bothym and 
stanidelf by 1300, while schortefurlong, shiplending, rucroft and 
wallesprunge all appear in the next eighteen years. Between 1340 
and 1348 there is mention of hollebroke, le longfeld, le mulnefeld 
and le bentte. One other arable field, le netherfield, is men 
tioned in 1311 42 but this may be presumed to correlate with the 
Bottoms.

Appertaining to the manor of Frodsham in this period were 
also a number of closes on the Marsh. The earliest mention is of 
'land of Munkis' 43 in which Hugh, son of Peter de Frodsham 
makes quit-claim to Robert de Netherton of the moiety of his land 
there. This deed is dated £.1249 and the land involved was pre 
sumably alienated from the manor by some earlier grant possibly 
prior to 1200. A deed dated c. 1208 notes the 'appurtenances' 
attached to a burgage held by Thomas, chaplain of the Blessed 
Nicholas of Chester. 14 This land was held by Peter de Frodsham 
and his son Hugh over the period of forty years between the dates 
of the two deeds. The burgage plot as distinct from 'Munkis' was 
presumably that held by the Blessed Nicholas on Redhill in 1377-45 
As far as the Chester-based churchmen were concerned the 
meadow admirably met their requirements. It had a long river 
frontage just above the bridge, obviously of significance for the 
ecclesiastical fish supply while the produce of the meadow in wool 
and hay were close to the means of transport by the highway to 
Chester or by boat down the Weaver. If the Blessed Nicholas also 
had a connection with the chapel at the bridge noted in I338,48 
management of the meadow economy would have been even 
simpler.

Schowaker, a close of marsh meadow in 1311 is probably the 
schirnsmedowe (scearn-muddy) of 1350 and schyresmedowe of 
1365. The derivation is from an apportionment of the marsh 
rather than from shire in the other sense. The Marsh was demesne 
land although in the course of time through long enjoyment of 
rights of pasturage, the townsmen came to regard certain closes, 
such as Littlemarsh, as town meadows. Ten such meadows are 
mentioned in John Thornham's account for 1315,47 two of 
which reemarsh and youecroft are deserving of notice here. 

Reemarsh, from O E 'at the river' 48 appears in connection with
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'one acre in sea furlong' leased to various persons 'to provide 
passage for their ewes to go from the fold to reemarsh and back'. 
This would locate reemarsh in the angle between the sea (Mersey 
shore) and the river Weaver. Youecroft which subsequently (igc) 
became Yewcroft, surfaces some fifty years later (1365) in the 
yowcroftes dyche when as whabbemor, schyresmedowe, le mere- 
dyche and le morewalle are mentioned, it becomes possible to fix 
the locations of each of these. The croft had no connection with 
the yew as being poisonous and thus fatal to livestock, the tradi 
tional location for yews was in the churchyard far removed from 
reach of animals. The ewes would have been separated from the 
wether flock before and after lambing, for which purpose the 
'yewes' croft was well suited being located at the southern edge 
of the Marsh from which a speedy removal could be organised 
should the threat of flooding necessitate this. By the beginning of 
the seventeenth century, rentals showed this meadow as ewe 
croft. 49

THE MEDIEVAL FIELDS OF FRODSHAM : THE DEMESNES AND THEIR 

MANAGEMENT

Frodsham's demesnes were of considerable extent in the thir 
teenth and fourteenth centuries. In May, 1280, an extent (or 
survey) was made of the whole manor by the officials of King 
Edward I.50 This lists, in disappointingly summary form, the 
sources of revenue payable to the lord of the manor among which 
are noted twelve carucates of arable (demesne) land and twenty 
acres of (demesne) meadow. It is likely that these carucates con 
tained twenty customary acres each and thus the total area of the 
arable demesne was 240 Cheshire acres (504 statute). In the 
1350-1 account, the arable demesnes are given as totalling over 
266 acres (nearly 560 statute). 61 At neither date is any indication 
given of the area of pasture which belonged to the lord of Frod 
sham although, as will be shown later on, it must have been of 
very great extent. Because it was largely common pasture, how 
ever, it was not measured in terms of acres but only in terms of the 
number of animals that it could feed.62 The most detailed descrip 
tion of these demesnes is to be found in a document dated 
c. 1 346. This is an arrentation roll of the Frodsham demesnes and 
it lists all the 'fields' of arable and meadow (pasture again being 
excluded) and gives the names of those who have leased plots in 
them, and the rent payable. 53 Unfortunately, the roll is defective 
and may only be a first draft. It lists 273 acres of arable (575 
statute) and 58^ acres (122^ statute) of meadow. If this document 
is used together with the virtually complete series of post-1349
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manorial accounts, a very detailed view of the management of 
the Frodsham demesnes from the 13403 to the 13705 can be 
obtained. However, it is not possible to place any of the ' fields' on 
the landscape with any degree of precision or be sure where they 
stood in relation to each other. It is clear, though, that nearly all 
(if not all) the arable and meadow was situated in the Marsh, 
while the pasture was partly there but also on the hill to the south. 
The arable and meadow consisted of enclosed areas separated 
from each other by gutters and drainage ditches. These enclosures 
are frequently called 'furlongs' in the accounts and arrentation 
roll, and this term will here be applied to all of them. In the 1346 
roll there are eighteen arable furlongs and ten of meadow. 64 In 
size, they were quite small. The arable ones ranged from More- 
furlong (28.7 acres: over 60 statute) down to 'Le Wugth' (3 acres: 
6^ statute); the meadows from the Great Meadow (22^ acres: 47£ 
statute) down to Arnaldeshok (2 acres: 4^ statute). All the fur 
longs, together with the information about their size and cultiva 
tion, are listed in the appendix: the demesne furlongs of Frodsham 
manor.

This arrangement of demesne furlongs, with no division into 
strips or corresponding intermixture of tenant- and demesne-land, 
was determined by the lie of the land and the necessity for fields 
in the Marsh to be enclosed. Although there is some slight evi 
dence that the furlongs were once considered to form part of two 
large fields, called Netherhey and Overhey, the situation for 
obvious reasons did not lend itself to any overall plan of cultiva 
tion or 'field-system'. Indeed, Frodsham manor as a whole illus 
trates that variety of field layout which Dr Miller considers to 
have been typical of the North of England, where the furlong, 
whether it be open or enclosed, was the ruler rather than the 
field. 55 Little is known of how the land of the burgesses or the 
bond men was cropped, although in their case common fields did 
exist. In the demesne furlongs, an overall rotational course would 
not have made sense partly because of the furlongs themselves 
but also because oats was the predominant crop, as was the case 
in other Cheshire manors for which evidence survives at this 
time.58

The management of the crops on the Frodsham demesnes 
exhibits flexibility. Each furlong had its own plan, which could 
be varied depending on factors such as soil type or incidence of 
flooding, and was only subject to the overall desire to produce a 
certain ratio of different cereal crops. Detailed evidence survives 
for only seven of the eighteen arable furlongs to enable an assess 
ment to be made of the way they were managed. Two of the 
seven exhibit straightforward rotations, thus:
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Bondmonflat '349-5° 9 acres peas
(9.2 acres) 1350-1 (Fallow)

'35 '~2 9 acres wheat
'352 3 9 acres peas
'353-4 ..-   - (Fallow)
'354-5 '' "- 9 acres wheat

Bysemerforlong 1351-2 nacreswheat
(i i acres) 1352-3 11 acres oats

 353-4 (Fallow)
1354-5 nacreswheat

Two of the others illustrate modified versions of the above:

Nineacres '355~6 9 acres wheat 
Field 1356-7 9 acres oats

1 35 7~8 4 acres peas, 5 acres oats
1 358-9 ' (Fallow)
From 1359 onwards, let as pasture.

Sefurlong 1351-2 3 acres wheat, 2 acres oats
(5.7 acres) 1352-3 5 acres peas

'353-4 . (Fallow)
'354-5 ' 2 acres oats, 3 acres wheat
'355-6 2 acres oats (3 acres fallow).

The next example demonstrates a modified rotation within the 
furlong:

Littlemarsh '352-3 (. . .) acres barley, 9 acres oats 
'353"4 7 acres oats, (rest fallow) 
'354~5 3 acres oats, 2^ acres barley,

(rest fallow) 
'355"6 3 acres barley, 3 acres oats,

3! acres fallow. . '  

Of the two remaining furlongs for which detailed information 
survives, one appears, at first glance, to show a case of continuous 
cropping in oats, suggesting the 'half-year lands' that Youd 
regarded as being possible in Lancashire: 57

Brokefurlong 1351-2 9 acres oats
(14.6 acres) '35 2-3 9 acres oats , :

' 353-4 9 acres oats

This example shows how important it is to have an idea of the 
complete size of the field or furlong in question. As it appears 
from the arrentation roll that Brokefurlong contained 14.6 acres, 
then nearly a third of the furlong was being rested every year.
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The final furlong, because of defects in the accounts, is difficult to 
interpret :

Wheteroute 1350-1 1 8J acres wheat
( 1 8.5 acres) 1 35 1-2 I o acres peas, 8£ acres oats

> No information
-/

1 8| acres oats 
1 8J acres oats

Depending on how the two missing years are filled in, Whete 
route can be regarded as an example of continuous cropping, 
mainly with oats, or as a straightforward rotation with just one 
hiccup at the end, thus: wheat, peas/oats, fallow, wheat, oats, 
oats. Even though Frodsham's demesnes are probably the best 
documented area of arable land in the whole of Medieval Cheshire 
we should be wary of rushing into dogmatic conclusions on the 
basis of such evidence.

One overall trend can be readily discerned in the history of the 
Frodsham demesne furlongs in the twenty years or so after the 
Black Death. That is, the permanent abandonment of a consider 
able part of the demesne arable and meadow to pasture. 58 Of the 
273 customary acres of arable recorded c. 1346, the following had 
been turned over to pasture by 1370: Overhey (57 acres, 1350-1); 
Shydyordeshok and Schortforlong (36 acres, 1359-60); Nineacres 
Field (9 acres, 1359-60). The dates are of the original conversion 
to pasture. It can be seen that 102 acres, or some 37 per cent of 
the whole were treated in this way. Even more striking is the 
abandonment of meadow furlongs, financially much more valuable 
than those of arable: Russhycauwayn (26 acres, 1363-4); Rudi- 
furlong (12 acres, 1 366-7) ; 59 Holpolmedowe (7.33 acres, 1359- 
60). In all, 1 03 acres, 44 per cent of that known to have been in 
existence after 1 350, were turned over to pasture. As has already 
been seen, the demesne land, after having been directly adminis 
tered since the Black Death, was leased out: in part, from 1352"° 
and then the whole from 1356. All that was reserved after 1356 
was the lord's right to common pasture, which is where the large 
herd of manorial sheep was kept until it was disposed of in 1360- 
1 36 1 . 61 At Michaelmas 1 368 the lease of that part of the demesnes 
which had been leased to the tenants in 1 356 expired, whereupon 
it was found that no one was willing to take it on, in whole or in 
part, and so for that year it had to be grazed.62 Of this land, 
which amounted to 12 \\ acres, only 77^ acres had been leased as 
arable by 1370 1, the rest remaining as pasture. 63 The usual rent 
for an acre of Frodsham demesne arable after 1349 was is. 2d. 
and this was the rent of most of the demesne which was finally
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leased after 1368, with the curious exception of Littlemarsh, 
which attracted a rent of is 8d. an acre. On the face of it this 
suggests that although the market for arable was slack, there was 
a demand for some perhaps that of superior quality. We can 
not say with any certainty, however, that this rent was ever 
actually paid over in full.

There is no doubt that the conversion of this arable and meadow 
to pasture meant a loss of revenue to the Black Prince, as lord of 
Frodsham. On only one occasion between 1349 and 1374 did 
pasture realise in rent more than the usual is sd. an acre payable 
for arable. This was in 1364-5, when 146 acres of pasture were 
charged to realise is. 6|d. an acre.64 The average price for twenty- 
one lettings of Frodsham demesne for pasture between 1350 and 
1374 was slightly under lod. an acre. There can be no question, 
then, of regarding this shift in favour of a pastoral economy as an 
attempt to make more money out of the demesnes. It was clearly 
something that the prince's officials were forced into as a way of 
minimising losses. It could be argued that the only possible 
explanation for such a shift in land-use is a permanent reduction 
in the population of the manor (and surrounding district) entail 
ing a decline in the demand for labour intensive arable land. The 
change itself, as can be seen, took place largely in the late 13505 
and 13605. There is also some slight evidence of change in the 
social and economic relationship between the lord of Frodsham 
and his tenants at this time. In 1357, the 'burgesses, tenants and 
bondmen' of Frodsham manor sent a petition to the Black Prince 
excusing themselves from having responsibility for the escape of 
a felon from the parish church and claiming that they were 'for 
the most part tenants for a term of years'. 05 If we can believe this, 
and little reliance can normally be placed on the preambles to 
medieval petitions, it suggests that the burgesses and bond-men 
were beginning to hold their lands on contractual terms which 
would be advantageous to them, rather than their lord, at a time 
when tenants were in relatively short supply.66

Although it is unfortunate that one cannot obtain a view of 
arable management of the demesne lands until after 1349, there 
is a good run of annual accounts from 1350 to 1361 with only 
1353-4 inadequate. Arising from the fact that some 53.5 per cent 
of the cropland was leased at farm from 1352 and the remainder 
from 1356 (except for 33 acres or so reserved for the prince), 
discussion of the demesne management needs to take stock of the 
consequences of this drastic reduction by comparing the economy 
before and after 1356.

In the period 1349 56 the emphasis was on the rearing and 
feeding of cattle and the growth of corn for sale off the farm. It
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should be noted that for livestock the data is only viable for 
1349-52. Wheat occupied 22.4 per cent of the total cropland but 
oats with 32.4 per cent was the major crop providing cash income 
and supplying farm and domestic needs. Barley took up about 
3.5 per cent and pulse 12.8 per cent. Although the fallow acreage 
is only quoted for 1350-1, 1351-2 and 1360-1, by subtracting 
the field crop acreage from total arable acreage it becomes 
possible to project the fallow proportion for the other years. On 
average this represented 26 per cent of the total cropland.

However it is necessary to consider this figure in relation to the 
peculiar conditions prevailing on the demesne marshlands. The 
whole was subject to frequent flooding by sea and river (Fig. 2) 
and despite the drainage improvements effected in later centuries 
inundations on the scale of those of 1862 and of July i964° T can 
still occur. The waters would often have reached the tofts of the 
villagers of Netherton and those of the Frodsham burgesses. The 
Frodsham Accounts record severe flooding in 1315, 1351, 1358-9, 
1366-7, 1373-4 while 'great rain and tempest' damaged the 
meadows in 1364-5, 1365-6 and in 1354-5 tne oats cr°P comd 
not be sown until after 7 March 1355. It is further probable that 
there were floods and wet autumns, springs and summers in other 
years matching those of comparable coastal manor lands such as 
those of Battle Abbey. On these latter demesnes 1352, 1366, 1368 
and 1369 were particularly bad years. 68

In view of this proclivity of the Frodsham cropland to be un 
workable at various seasons of the year, a problem aggravated by 
the contemporary use of eight oxen yoked for field cultivation, it 
is reasonable to assume that the 2 6 per cent in fallow was at times 
augmented by a proportion of land unsown in earlier seasons of 
the farming year. At this stage it would become an urgent neces 
sity to sow some of the spare acreage with a short season catch 
crop for which the obvious choice was peas. This was a crop 
increasingly finding favour in the fourteenth century and many 
manors had begun to introduce legumes on the fallow.69 At 
Wistow, (Ramsey manor), the proportion of legumes advanced 
from 16 per cent in 1307 to 36 per cent in 1340 and to 44 per 
cent in 1379.  Likewise on Chiltern manors peas and vetches 
were recorded as increasingly significant in the same period. 71

If we view pulse sowings on the Frodsham cropland more in 
the light of a catch crop and add the relevant acreage to that of 
the true fallow, a total fallow acreage emerges representing about 
41 per cent of the cropland of the demesne. As the pulse per 
centage fluctuated between 20 per cent in 1350-1 and 7 per cent 
in 1354 5 there are grounds for viewing such sowings as being 
more of the nature of catch crops making the best of the situation.
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The cattle side of the economy was based on an average stock of 
some 120 animals of which 58 were cows. In 1349 50 stock num 
bers were inflated by the purchase of 126 oxen, 69 of which were 
grazed and then sold off. Between 1352 and 1356 the total stock 
declined to an average of about 80 beasts and the cow population 
fell from 51 to 20 in 1355-6 with 15 heifers. This reduction 
coincided with a marked change of emphasis in regard to live 
stock on the demesne.

The nucleus of a sheep flock was initiated in 1351-2 with the 
purchase of 4 rams, 200 ewes and 21 lambs. By the end of 1352-3 
the total sheep stock had built up to 1440 with a breeding flock of 
500 ewes. In contrast the cattle stock was gradually disposed of 
and from 1357 confined to 10 oxen only.

In the second part of the period under study from 1356 61 the 
cropland was drastically reduced to about 33 acres, probably 
representing 70 statute acres and an immediate consequence was 
the removal of wheat growing from the rotation. Although oats 
continued as the dominant crop representing about 29 per cent of 
the cropland acreage the evidence indicates that it was losing its 
significance. This is clear from the fact that while in 1356-7 some 
42 per cent was sown with oats by 1360-1 this had fallen to 24 
per cent. In contrast rye, representing 6 per cent of the acreage in 
1356-7 abruptly increased in favour from 1358-9 and by 1360-1 
accounted for 33 per cent of the total cropland more or less 
balancing the fallow of 34 per cent. The remainder of the 1360-1 
acreage was made up with peas 6 per cent and barley 9 per cent, 
the peas and fallow together representing a total fallow of 40.0 
per cent as in the earlier period.

Following the change over from cattle to sheep management 
the total sheep stock averaged 1333 animals. This stock was com 
posed of the breeding stock of 35 per cent ewes, lambs 23 per 
cent, other sheep 42 per cent. The ewe stock proportion of 35 per 
cent compares with county averages some 500 years later as in 
Brecknock 31 per cent, Denbighshire 34 per cent, Norfolk 35 per 
cent, Suffolk 36 per cent and Leicestershire 37 per cent. 72

The growing market for wool and the fact that unlike cattle, 
sheep could depasture the hill grazing as well as the available 
demesne marsh pastures, would be strong contributory factors to 
the policy of changing from cattle to sheep farming. The financial 
returns from wool sales which from the manorial accounts can be 
seen to have averaged £18 per annum over the period 1355-60 
were of course a consideration in a period when the Black Prince's 
council was instructing sheriffs, receivers and other demesne 
officers to obtain enhanced returns preferably as fixed annual 
rents to be paid at Easter and Michaelmas. Thus in 1355 all the



Frodsham 47

Cornish lands were to be leased and arrented and the conven 
tional fines attached to leases were to be converted to fixed yearly 
rents, 73 an arrangement extended to the Devon manors in I363- 74 
In 1362 instructions were issued to the steward for the Essex and 
Suffolk manors to 'lease as profitably as possible'. 75

In the instance of Frodsham the residue of the demesne lands 
were rented out to the tenants from 1356 thus bringing the manor 
into line with the Prince's other demesnes. Despite the advantage 
deriving from some 800 statute acres of the hill grazing, the sheep 
enterprise developed since 1351-2 was abandoned in 1360 1 
when the stock was sold off.

CONCLUSION: THE MANOR IN TRANSITION

Any attempt at analysis of the history of the manor of Frod 
sham in this period inevitably has to be cognizant of the fortunes 
of its liege lord, the Black Prince. In common with his feudal 
contemporaries the life of the Prince lay balanced between the 
demands of war and the responsibilities for management of great 
landed estates. As field commander and the plenipotentiary of 
Edward III whilst in France, the duties and interests of the 
Prince appear to have inclined more towards the pursuit of war 
and less towards his landed obligations. This and the vastness of 
his estates resulted in overall management of his manors being left 
in the hands of his Council with regional responsibility devolving 
on the officials at Chester in the case of the Earldom, and on the 
bailiff at local level in Frodsham.

On any estate where the personal links with the proprietor are 
weak there is a tendency for maintenance to be less effective and 
buildings may deteriorate, ditches and watercourses become 
choked and adjacent land is flooded or waterlogged. The latter 
was a very real and ever-present danger on the Frodsham marsh 
lands.

To the Council, leasing at farm (1325 8, 1340 to c. 1346 and 
from 1352) was attractive from the point of realising a fixed 
annual income in cash paid in twice yearly instalments. However 
these arrangements were hardly conducive to promotion of a 
system of regular maintenance and a back-log of repairs could be 
expected to await the bailiff on resumption of direct management 
of the manor or the demesne.

As may be seen from figure 3 defence against inundation by sea 
and river were of two kinds, earthen 'walls' and master ditches 
with tidal inflow controlled by sluices. These sluices would consist 
of wooden hatches swinging on iron ring and bar hinges. Iron, of 
course, is notoriously affected by rust and particularly by salt
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spray and sea water and needs frequent renewal in any coastal 
situation, while wood is similarly subject to deterioration albeit at 
a slower rate. However, nowhere in the Frodsham accounts is 
there any record of money being spent on renewal of the sluices 
nor of the relevant ironwork.

Between 1346 and 1361 annual expenditure on drainage 
maintenance ran at an average of £i us. od. which might have 
been adequate had maintenance been effected every year. Indica 
tions that there was a back-log are observable in 1346-7 when 
i o per cent of the total expenditure for 1346-61 was incurred. A 
further 8 per cent was recorded in 1349-50 but as the floods of 
1350-1 damaged the harvest it may be assumed that the repairs 
were too modest to compensate for earlier neglect. Despite the 
harvest flood damage no repairs were effected in this year but 
135. 5d. was spent in 1351-2. No more ditching was recorded in 
the next three years and then for four years 1355-9 small amounts 
were noted except in 1356-7 when the labour bill came to 
£3 35. od. Presumably the floods of 1358-9 stimulated action in 
that year but further work was omitted until 1360-1 when £8 
was expended on major repairs.

If one turns to the record for maintenance of buildings, in this 
sector of the economy the annual expenditure averaged £9 6s. 4d. 
Some of the major bills in the period 1351-60, were in respect of 
new sheep folds and a new hall. In view of the shift of economic 
interest from cattle to sheep the cost of the sheep folds was justifi 
able. However in the case of the hall it is evident that essential 
maintenance had been neglected for some considerable length of 
time. In 1354-5 it was reported that the hall was propped up and 
in 1357-8 it collapsed completely.

It could be argued that a special case is being advanced for 
Frodsham but there is too much evidence from other of the 
Prince's manors in this period for this contention to be sustained. 
Thus Nettlebed manor lay unfilled and the buildings had 
deteriorated to the point where the receiver was instructed to 
make what he could from the sale of their timbers. 78 At Launceston 
the castle walls were reported in danger of collapse in 1353 due to 
the townsmen's swine 'trampling down the moat'. 77 Had the 
moat been maintained and kept filled such damage could not 
have occurred. This damage drew attention to the state of the 
Prince's other castles and buildings throughout Cornwall which 
were 'greatly in need of repair'. 78 At Restormel the park lawns 
'were long uncultivated and overgrown with moss' in I352. 79

In 1356 the farmer of the demesne lands of Berkhamsted had 
'let the houses fall into disrepair' and he was relieved of his con 
tract.80 At Lostwithiel the mills, fishery and plea of shipping
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formerly at farm, were in hand in 1352 having been ruined 
by the tin miners.81 In 1362 the chamberlain of South Wales 
was instructed to supply 100,000 lathes to aid repairs to the 
Prince's castles, manors and mills in Devon and Cornwall as 
speedily as possible. 82 Thus the Frodsham demesnes, which 
periodically passed from direct management to farmer and back 
again, were no isolated exception to the economic ills of neglected 
maintenance symptomatic of the system of farming out the 
demesne lands in practice on the Prince's lands at large.

A second observable sequence of events, probably related to 
the lack of direct administrative control of the Frodsham manor, 
was the gradual relaxation of manorial obligations. Labour ser 
vices had been replaced by money rents presumably by the end 
of the thirteenth century if not earlier, and bond tenants and 
others were receiving payment for day work carried out on the 
demesne lands,83 although heriots were still taken and permission 
to live outside the manor could only be obtained by licence. How 
ever, it is in respect of the burgesses that more significant changes 
were to be remarked. Thus at the beginning of the fourteenth 
century, Margery, daughter of Randle le Mercer, granted a half 
burgage in consideration of 40 shillings in silver and 'the services 
due and accustomed to the capital lord'. 84 Similarly Enias the 
Welshman in consideration of 24 shillings in silver and an 'annual 
rent of the customary services to the capital lord and one red rose 
at the feast of the nativity of John the Baptist', was granted occu 
pation of a burgage.85 Another deed relating to the grant of half 
an acre in Moisty for consideration of 26 shillings in silver 
specified only the 'annual rent of a red rose at the feast of the 
nativity of the blessed John the Baptist'.80 In the case of an acre in 
the Bottom's field, the consideration was of five marks in silver 
and forty pence and in this instance even the red rose was not 
demanded, being replaced by an annual rent of one half penny.87

If in the first quarter of the fourteenth century recital of the 
manorial obligations attached to burgage tenure were becoming 
less specific, the implication arises that omission by word could 
lead to omission in practice. As lands and burgages were changing 
hands with considerable frequency the manorial aspects of tenure 
could be lost sight of with equal facility. Transactions involving 
land had already arrived at the stage of any other good or arte 
fact, being bought, sold and mortgaged and obviously viewed as 
being no different from the corn and wool produced from the land 
for sale on the open market.

It is true that the land market was not the 'perfect market' of 
the economists, for example Robert, son of William Pached, paid 
24 shillings for half a burgage88 while Richard Pingke paid the



50 P. H. W. Booth and J. Phillip Dodd

like sum for a whole burgage.89 However the latter's burgage 
carried the reservation that it entailed the services due to the 
capital lord whereas Pached's half burgage omitted mention of 
any such obligation.

With regard to mortgages the conditions of the 'imperfect 
market' were particularly marked, thus Alice, daughter of 
Nicholas, accepted 6s. 8d. for a mortgage on a half burgage for 
three years90 while Thomas de Olreton raised 29 shillings for a 
three-month mortgage on his burgage.81 Leases are recorded as 
early as 1281, when the term was sixteen years for an assart, while 
in 1311 land in the Netherfeld was leased for six years. These 
were presumably transactions relating to freemen but evidence is 
not lacking to indicate that bond tenants were also able to lease 
out land to other tenants. Thus Nicholas, son of Roger, son of 
John, Dawe's son, a pedigree extending back to about 1260, in 
1371 relinquished his interest in a quarter acre in the Short 
Furlong. The new tenant was said to be the 'now tenant by lease 
of the said Nicholas and Agnes, his wife'.92 As the deed of transfer 
was witnessed by the bailiff in person it is feasible that Nicholas 
at least was a bond tenant. If so, what is of interest is the fact that 
the land concerned was in the Frodsham open fields thus carrying 
the implication that Nicholas at some time must have been able to 
purchase land outside the holding in his own vill.

There are numerous issues arising in the period 1300-60 which 
cannot be discussed here. One can mention partible inheritance 
leading to fragmentation of land holdings of burgages; running in 
parallel the engrossment of burgages and the aggregation of lands 
in the open fields; the marked influx of burgage occupiers from 
many parts of England and the role of the Prince's servants in this 
context; the size of the bond population and the nature of bond 
holdings for example on a quarter bovate the tenant had to aug 
ment his income by wage labour as a demesne servant; the 
evidence for the rise of a middle class of both bond and free 
tenants; and what can be projected in regard to the Black Death. 
Fussell93 writes of the period as one of 'static technology' as far as 
agricultural innovation is concerned, one could also add that with 
regard to the management of the Frodsham demesne lands the 
period was one of missed opportunity. The auditors faced with 
the problem of trying to reconcile two conflicting principles, viz, 
that of efficiency and good government of the Prince's lordships, 
and that of maintaining a money supply befitting his status as a 
military leader and purveyor of princely patronage, were con 
strained to devote their energies to the latter.
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APPENDIX

THE DEMESNE FURLONGS OF FRODSHAM MANOR 
i

I: ARABLE

A. Fields leased in 1356 (and excluded from the 1352 lease).
1. (28.7 a.): MORFURLONG-NEXT-CAWAYN:

3^ a. peas, 12 a. oats sown, 1351-2; 3 a. oats harvested, 1352-3; 
32^ a. arable fallow, put to pasture, 1353-4; 5i a - beans, i a. peas 
sown, 1354-5 (Midi. Mar.); 12 a. oats sown, Mar.-Mich. 1355; 
6 a. oats sown, 1355-6.

2. (25.8 a.): ROPEDALES:
25 a. wheat harvested, 1352-3; 13^ a. oats sown, 1353-4.

3. (18.5 a.): WHETEROUTE [WHETESPLOT] [WHETEFURLONG]: 
i8-J a. wheat sown, 1350-1; 10 a. peas, 8J a. oats sown, 1351-2; 
i8-| a. oats sown, Mar.-Mich. 1355; i8| a. oats sown, 1355-6; i8| a. 
arable leased, 1370-1; and 1371-2; 1372-3; 1373-4.

4A. (14.6 a.): BROKEFURLONG-IN-LITTLEMARSH:
9 a. oats sown, 1351-2; 9 a. oats harvested, 1352-3; 9 a. oats sown.

48. (ditto): LITTLEMARSH:
7 a. barley harvested (incl. acres in Netherton Field), 9 a. oats 
harvested, 1352-3; 7 a. oats sown, 1353-4; 3 a. oats, aj a. barley 
sown, Mar.-Mich. 1355; 3^ a. lie fallow, 3 a. barley sown, 1355-6; 
3 a. oats sown, 1355-6; lof a. arable leased, 1370-1; 9 a. leased as 
arable, i a. in lord's hands, 1371-2. 

(Possibly 4A and 46 both included in 14.6 a. of 1346 arrentation roll.)
5. (9.2 a.): BONDMONFLAT:

9 a. peas sown, 1349-50; 9 a. wheat sown, 1351-2; 9 a. peas 
harvested, 1352-3; 9 a. wheat sown, 1354-5 (Mich. Mar.); 14^ a. 
arable in B. and Sefurlong leased, 1370-1; and 1371-2; 1372-3; 
1373-4.

6. (^.-j a.): SEFURLONG:
3 a. wheat, 2 a. oats sown, 1351-2; 5 a. peas harvested, 1352-3; 
3 a. wheat sown, 1354-5 (Mich. Mar.); 2 a. oats sown, Mar.-Mich. 
1355; 2 a. oats sown, 1355-6; see Bondmonflat, 1370-4.

7. (i i a.): BYSEMERFORLONG:
ii a. wheat sown, 1351-2; n a. oats harvested, 1352-3; n a. wheat 
sown, 1354-5 (Mich.-Mar.).

B. Fields leased in 1352.
8. OVERHEY-IN-THE-MARSH:

57 a. demesne let for pasture, 1350-1; and 1359-60; 1360-1;

54
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1363-4; '364-5; 1365-6; 1366-7; 1367-8; 1368-9; 1370-1; 1371-2; 
1373-4-

9. NETHERHEY:
66 a. let for sowing, 1350-1; 44 a. let for sowing, 1351-2.

gA. (38.63.) SEFORLONG, SCHORTFORLONG 
& SCHYDYORDESHOK:

*9 a. wheat sown, 1355-6; *4 a. peas sown in Sch., 1356-7; 36 a. in 
Shidyordeshok & Shottfurlong let for pasture, 1359-60; and 1363-4; 
'364-5; '365-6; 1366-7; 1367-8; 1368-9; 1370-1; 1371-2; 1372-3; 
'373-4-

10. ( 9a.) NINE AC RES FIELD-IN'-T HE-MARSH:
*ga. wheat sown, 1355-6; 9 a. oats sown, 1356-7; 4 a. peas, [5] a. 
oats sown, 1357-8; 9 a. let for pasture, 1359-60; and 1363-4; 
1364-5; 1365-6; 1366-7; 1367-8; 1368-9; 1370-1; 1371-2; 1372-3; 
'373-4-

11. FIELD[S] OF NETHERTON-IN-THE-MARSH:
*7a. barley harvested (incl. acres in Littlemarsh), 1352-3; *2 a. rye 
sown, 1355 6; 2 a. rye sown, 1356 7; 2 a. barley sown, 1356 7; 2 a. 
rye, 2 a. barley sown, 1357-8; i^ a. rye, -J a. barley sown, 1358-9.

12. MICKLEDALE:
*moiety of Mickledale, half sown, half pasture, 1357-8; y-J a. rye, 
4 a. barley, 8J a. oats sown, 1359-60; 11 a. rye (25 a. on 'LE 
OVERFELD'), 8 a. oats sown, 1360-1.

13. SHORTEFLAT-IN-THE-MARSH:
*5 a. oats sown, 1357-8.

N.B. It is assumed here, very tentatively, that 'Netherhey' is the col 
lective name for fields gA-i3. The description 'Netherhey' does not 
appear in the manorial accounts after 1352, not even when the 
lease of all the fields in this section expired, in 1359. None of the 
fields gA-i3 are mentioned in the accounts before 1352.

14. LE WUGTH:
3 a. wheat sown, 1350-1.

15. (13.6 a.): RUDIFURLONG:
4 a., which used to be demesne, let for meadow, 1349-50; and 
1350-1-

16. WABMORE:
15J a. in the waste there, approved in fee at is. 6d. an acre, 
1363-4.

17. (7.5 a.): WYMARKESFORLONG: 
(See LE BRUCHES meadow).

18. (26.2 a.): RUSSICAWANE:
not mentioned at all as arable after 1346. Perhaps identical with
RUDICAWAYN meadow. 

[ig. and 20.:
In the 1346 arrentation roll there are two fields listed in addition to 
those given above, viz., LE MOREFORLONG-NEXT-LE- 
CAWANE (36.7 a.) and LE SEFORLONG (28.5 a.). It is not 
clear whether these are, in fact, separate fields or doublets of field 
names mentioned elsewhere in the roll. The latter has been assumed 
here since it is otherwise difficult to explain how different fields 
with identical names could be listed without any distinguishing
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appellation at all. Also, there is no evidence at all in the manorial 
accounts that these extra fields (or their acreages) existed.]

II: MEADOW
1. (u.i a.): +L1TTLEMARSH MEADOW:

9 a., 1315; 10 a., 1349-50; and 1350-1; 1351-2; 1352-3; 1353-4; 
12 a., 1355-6; and 1356-7; \z\ a., 1357-8; and 1358-9; g| a., (J a. 
could not be let), 1363-4; 8 a. (rest lost through great rain and 
tempest), 1364-5; 10 a., 1365-6; and 1366-7; 1367-8; [1368-74 
acreages not given].

2. (7.5 a.): +CAWAYN MEADOW:
8 a., 1315; 7 a., 1349-50; same, 1350-1; 6-J a., 1351-2; y| a., 1352-3; 
[?] a -> '353-4; [same], 1354-5; "2 a., 1357-8; 17 a., 1358-9; 7 a., 
i3 63-4; and 1364-5; 1365-6; 1366-7; 1367-8; [1368-74 acreages 
not given].

3. (2 a.): +ARNALDESHOK: ' ' "  ' ' ' " '
2 a., 1349-50; and 1350-1; 1351-2; 1352-3; i353~4; '354-5; 
^SS-^; 1359-60; [acreages not given subsequently].

4. MORFURLONG-IN-OVERHEY:
15 a. 'in Overheye', plus 6| a. for which no tenants could be found, 
I3i5;*6a., I354-5-

5. (26.2 a.): RUSSHYCAUWAYN [RUDICAWAYN]:
14! a., 12 a. unlettable (Rudicawayn) 1315; 15 a., 1359-60; 26 a., 
let for pasture, 1363-4; and 1364-5; 1365-6; 1366-7; 1367-8; 
1368-9; 1370-1; 1371-2; 1372-3; 1373-4.

6. (22.5 a.): GREAT MEADOW [MUKELMEDWE]:
24 a., 1315; 20 a., 1349-50; 18 a., plus 2 a. unmown because of 
floods, 1350-1; 22 a., 1351-2; *8 a., 1356-7; *4 a. 1357-8; 22^ a., 
1359-60; and 1363-4; 1364-5; 27! a., 1365-6. [acreages not given 
subsequently.]

7. (13.6 a.): RUDIFURLONG [REDYFORLONG]:
2 a., 1315; 4 a., 1350-1; 74 a., 1351-2; g| a., 1359-60; 6 a., plus
3 a. unlettable, 1363-4; 7 a. let for pasture, 1364-5; I a. agisted, 
ij a. meadow, rest lost by tempest, 1365-6; 12^ a. agisted, 1366-7; 
and 1367-8; 12 a. agisted, 1368-9; 6a. agisted, 1370-1; same, 
1371-2; 1372-3; I373-4-

8. (7.33 a.): HOLPOLMEDOWE:
8 a., 1315; 7J a., 1349-50; and 1350-1; 1351-2; 7! a. let for pasture, 
1359-60; 7-J a. 'in one piece let for pasture', 1360-1; 7! a. let for 
pasture, 1363-4; 6J a. agisted, 1364-5; and 1365-6; 1366-7; 1367-8; 
1368-9; 74 a. agisted 1370-1; and 1371-2; 1372-3; I373~4-

9. (?7-5 a.): LE BRECHES [BRUCHES] and WYMARCUSFORLONG: 
12 a. in Cawayn and L.B., 1355-6; 4 a. in L.B., 2 a. in W-F, 1363-4; 
6 a., 1364-5; and 1365-6; 1366-7; 1367-8. [acreages not given sub 
sequently.]

10. (6.16 a.): WABBMORE:
not mentioned subsequently, until 1363. See arable section.

Ill: PASTURE 
REMERSCH [ROMERSH]:

probably to be identified with the 'Common Marsh' and the



Frodsham 57

'Common Pasture in the Marsh'; 1,200 sheep there, 1315; 29 a.
!353-4; R- was 'measured' in 1354-5.

Other pastures (no acreages given) apart from arable or meadow let as 
pasture:

YOUECROFT: COPPEGREVE: MERSHYATE: WAYLAND: 
STODESWALDEPULL: COMMON HILL [PASTURE] OF 
MICKLEDALE, WOODHOUSE AND NETHERTON MOORS 
- 20 draught animals there, 1315.

NOTES TO APPENDIX

The acreages given in brackets before most of the arable furlongs and 
meadows are those recorded in the £.1346 arrentation roll (P.R.O. SC 11 
896). After each furlong or meadow the land-use as represented in the 
manorial accounts is given: 'a.' stands for acre(s).
* indicates those acres which were taken back from the lessees between 
1352 and 1359 by the prince's officials for temporary use, as was provided 
for by the terms of the lease.
+ indicates those meadows which were excluded from the 1352 lease




