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W HEN we look at the dense mass of ware 
houses, works, railways, canals and docks 

which now cover the square mile of Liverpool 
which is bounded by Great Homer Street on the 
east and the river on the west, and by the Exchange 
Railway Station on the south and Sandhills on the 
north, it is hard to believe that within this area lay 
the Townfield of Liverpool, upon the cultivation of 
which the inhabitants of the town were for centuries 
dependent for their daily bread, or that little more 
than a hundred years ago one reached the open 
corn-fields not a quarter of a mile from the Town 
Hall.

The recent publication of abstracts of a vast 
number of mediaeval Liverpool deeds 1 suggested 
the possibility of writing some account of that 
Townfield. The conjectural plans of the early 
town prepared some years ago by Mr. W. Fergusson 
Irvine 2 had paved the way for inquirers, but though

1 Calendar of Moore MSS. (Rec. Soc. of Lanes, and Chesh., vol. 
Ixvii.), here referred to as Moore Deeds.

2 See Hist, of Municipal Government in Liverpool (Muir and 
Platt), Hist, of Liverpool (Muir), and Liverpool in King Charles 
II.'s Time (Irvine). I wish to acknowledge my great indebtedness 
to Mr. Irvine's work, without which as a basis I should not have 
attempted this investigation.
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the subject has been lightly touched on by several 
local historians, it has been mainly for the purpose 
of giving a conjectural picture of the conditions 
which existed at the time when King John created 
the borough, and no one has endeavoured to trace 
the history of the Townfield any further or to tell 
us what became of it. The history of the Waste 
and Commons has been more fully dealt with, and 
from Professor Muir* we have learnt of the gradual 

f _ and stealthy way in which the control of the waste 
ft developed into a vast corporate estate. Its history 

is very different from that of the Townfield, and it 
will not be necessary to say very much about 
it here.

THE OPEN-FIELD SYSTEM IN MEDIEVAL 
LIVERPOOL

When, as we may suppose, the agents of King 
John arrived in Liverpool to arrange the affairs of 
the new borough, they must have found the place 
merely a small agricultural and fishing hamlet. 
But beyond the fact that it had been in the time of 
Edward the Confessor a " berewick " * or outlying 
manor attached to the royal manor of West Derby, 
and later on probably became an independent manor 
by itself, we really know nothing whatever about 
the place. However, it may be taken as certain 
that in 1207 the co-operative system of agriculture 
known as open-field or " champaign " farming was 
in full working order in Liverpool. What this was 
has been made clear by the works of Seebohm, 
Maitland, and Vinogradoff. There was a two-field 
system and a three-field system. Under the former 
the agricultural territory, the campus, of the village 
or manor was divided into two portions, one of

1 Op. dt.
3 Originally perhaps this meant a barley-growing hamlet.
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which was cultivated one year and lay fallow the 
next. The field that was lying fallow, and also the 
other field after harvest until next sowing, was used 
as a common pasture for cattle and sheep. Under 
the three-field system each field lay fallow every 
third year. Of the other two fields, the field that 
was fallow the last year was sown in the autumn 
with wheat or winter corn, and the other in 
February with spring crops such as barley, oats, 
peas or beans. Here again the fallow field, and 
also the others between harvest and next ploughing, 
were used as common pasturage.

The main physical feature of both systems was 
the way in which the campus was divided. The 
arable field was made up of several culturae, some 
times called (as in Liverpool) "shots." These 
" shots" were groups of contiguous and normally 
parallel strips of land, separated from each other 
only by narrow balks or ridges of turf. The whole 
" shot " would be protected by a temporary enclosure 
while it was under crop, and after harvest was 
thrown open for grazing and pasturing the beasts of 
the community. The size of the strips varied in 
different parts of the country, but normally they 
were a quarter or a half acre. The width of each 
strip was constant, a rod of so many yards. The 
length varied. Of a number of these strips a man 
would be the holder, but his holding did not lie in 
compact and adjacent patches ; he would have a 
strip here and a strip there, a strip in this shot and 
a strip in that. Such a system and arrangement 
had obvious disadvantages. The distance between 
his scattered strips made it difficult for the cultivator 
to look after them, the long boundary-sides would 
be sure to cause disputes, and a man could not do 
what he liked with his own but had to fall in with 
the general agricultural rota. The ploughing was 
always from end to end, and the advantages of
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occasional cross - ploughing were thus lost. The 
origin of this^intermixture of strips has been much 
discussed, but the better opinion seems to be that it 
was due to an attempt at equal apportionment, at 
first probably temporary, by partition or by lot year 
after year, and later a permanent allotment. As a 
member of a community each man had to be given 
a share as nearly equal in quality as possible. One 
field was better situated than another, one was 
better watered or less broken up by trees and rocks, 
or the soil was richer and deeper here than there. 
Therefore let every one have some of the advantages 
and some of the drawbacks ; give each a strip or 
more in each "shot," and then there should be no 
complaining.

The strips were often far from equal in area. 1 
The width was permanently and obviously fixed by 
the unploughed balks of intervening turf, but the 
length was not so carefully fixed, or rather it fixed 
itself in regard to the contour and shape of the shot 
and natural obstacles, such as watercourses, which 
affected the length of the furrow. The ancients 
did not appreciate superficial measure and did not 
aim at exact equality in area, in superficial measure 
ment. We should note therefore, as an explanation 
of apparent inequalities, that a plot of land was 
called and treated as an " acre," a " selion," a " land," 
although it might be more or less than an acre in 
fact, or might be a somewhat smaller or larger strip 
than the "selion" or "land" next to it or in the 
adjacent "shots."

The holders of the strips had to band together 
to make up a plough-team of oxen, and tilled, sowed 
and reaped the whole " shot" together, for their 
mutual benefit. These operations were controlled

1 We shall see that most of the " shots " in the Liverpool Townfield 
suggest by their shape that they were originally devised to give, within 
themselves, strips approximately equal in length.
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by a reeve or bailiff, no doubt in accordance with a 
more or less stringent code of agricultural bylaws 
and customs. It is hardly necessary to deal here 
with the question of the services due to the lord of 
the manor from the workers in the open fields, as, 
after the letters patent of King John, the tenure of 
the Liverpool strips was by virtue of the possession 
of a burgage, and no services were attached to their 
ownership.

Having, then, roughly summarised a few main 
features of the open-field system, we may consider 
their application to Liverpool. Probably, when 
dependent upon the manor of West Derby, the 
villains of Liverpool had their own separate group 
of open fields, and no doubt this would be the case 
if, under Warine of Lancaster, it became a manor 
of itself. It may be that in the Oldfield, as we know 
one of the Townfield " shots " was called, we have 
one of those in use long before the foundation of 
the borough. But the whole matter is in darkness, 
and no answer can be given to many interesting 
questions. Did the existing residents in the hamlet 
all become burgesses, and were their old holdings 
in the open field, no doubt more or less equal, 
attached to the ownership of their burgages ? Is 
it certain that the owner of an original burgage 
necessarily got strips in the field ? Were the 
existing strips re-apportioned among all the new 
burgesses? How many did they each get? Were 
there enough to go round, or was it necessary to 
bring in some more ground from the waste ? These 
are things we cannot answer for certain. 1 We do 
know that with a burgage (which at first practically

1 On the general subject Dr. Hemmeon's recent work, Burgage 
Tenure in Medi<n>al England, may be read with advantage, though 
his generalisations are often based on uncritical and inaccurate state 
ments in the very books on local history and records which he himself 
condemns (p. 9), and particularly in the case of Liverpool. There is 
still room for much further investigation of burgage tenure.
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meant a building plot and later on came to be used 
to include the house itself) was usually associated 
in some way a certain number of scattered strips 
in the Townfield, that the burgess paid is. a year 
to the lord for his burgage, and that no services or 
rent were due in respect of his strips. The rent 
fell upon the burgage, not upon the strips. Perhaps 
what happened was something like this. It seems 
probable that as soon as the offer of the liberties and 
privileges of a seaport borough made by King John 
became known, most if not all of the villains of 
Liverpool would be anxious to accept it, both to 
improve their status by holding under burgage 
tenure, and to obtain the trading advantages fore 
shadowed by the royal proposals. A certain amount 
of agricultural land would still be necessary for their 
maintenance as well as a burgage, and inquiries 
would perhaps be made how much land they had in 
the common field. The answer would be that they 
each had so much lying in so many strips in the 
Field, which, as there were probably then only a 
handful of inhabitants, would be but a small one. 
The decision would be: "Very well, we will treat 
your existing house and garden as a burgage holding, 
and will let your strips in the Field come under 
burgage tenure. All we shall ask from you is a 
rent of is. a. year from your burgage, and for that 
we will free you and your strips in the Field from 
all manorial services for ever." To all the new 
comers who came to take up a burgage would be 
allotted a plot of building land and a similar 
quantity of strips distributed about an enlarged 
Townfield. As soon as these terms had been 
arranged, what the individual burgess did with his 
strips would be a matter of indifference to the king, 
who intended to look to the burgage alone as 
security for his rent. Thus the burgess would at 
once be perfectly free to sell his strips, and would



3O The Townfield of Liverpool, 1207-1807

only need to assure the purchaser that they were free 
from rent and services by pointing out (as the deeds 
of transfer usually do) the burgage with which they 
had been originally associated, and by which they 
were for ever acquitted.

THE NUMBER OF BURGAGES

If what has been said is correct, the size of the 
Townfield of the borough of Liverpool would bear 
some proportion to the number of burgages. It is 
not known how many burgages there were originally, 
or even whether any particular number was fixed. 
It may be that the number of burgages taken up 
was originally 180. At any rate in 1222, not many 
years after the foundation of the borough, and in 
four or five subsequent years, the " assised rent " 
actually received from Liverpool was £9* which 
would exactly represent the u. rents of 180 burgages. 
A little later, in I2g8 2 and 1323* the assised rent 
was £8 : 7 : 6 and £8 : *js. respectively, and certainly 
then and later represented only the is. rents of 
167^ and 167 burgages. I am aware of the view 4 
that in 1222 the £g must have been either a farm 
rent or included other usual items of royal revenue, 
such as profits of mills and courts, etc., as they were 
not otherwise accounted for. If so, then the term 
"assised rent," which merely meant fixed rent, is 
used to mean one thing one year and another in a 
later. Further, I do not suppose that, for the first 
twenty-five years, at any rate, of the existence of 
the new borough, the king expected, or attempted, 
to get any more revenue out of it than the burgage 
rents ; he would see that it was better to let his new

1 Pipe Roll.
2 Muir and Platt, p. 297. 3 Ibid.
4 Ibid. p. 22 n, and Muir's Hist, of Liverpool, p. 19. See also 

" Early Fee Farm Leases of Liverpool" (Muir), in Trans. Hist. Soc. 
Lanes, and Ches. vol. Ivii.; and Vict. Hist. Lanes, vol. iv.
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borough settle down and get a fair start without 
worrying it for more. And then again, the new 
burgesses would want a little time before they 
would be willing to agree to pay an inclusive rent, 
even for the privilege of getting rid of the sheriff's 
collecting officers. I think, therefore, that in 1222 
the £g may very well have been the payments for 
1 80 burgages.

However that may be, from 1298 to 1348 there 
is evidence that the number of burgages was a fixed 
one, viz. 168. If the number had dropped from 180 
to 168, it seems possible that the diminution may 
have been occasioned by the intentional destruction, 
by the lord of the town, of a dozen burgage sites to 
make room for the castle of Liverpool, probably 
built about 1232-35 by William de Ferrers, who 
may have compensated the dispossessed burgesses.1 
All this is conjecture, but we may at least suppose 
that the Townfield in the thirteenth century was large 
enough to accommodate a series of equal holdings for 
between 168 and 180 burgesses. When we come to 
deal with the size of the various " shots " it may be 
possible to arrive at figures in support of this view.

It is not difficult to understand why the number 
of burgages, when once established, did not decrease. 
To begin with, the lord of the borough would object 
to lose any of his rents. Then, there were advan 
tages to the holders in retaining them. They were 
saleable, mortgageable, divisible into fractions, herit 
able, and devisable by will, and very cheap invest 
ments, and, although subject to escheat and forfeiture 
for felony, want of heirs, and bastardy, they were 
in Liverpool usually granted out again by the lord, 
still apparently as burgages, though he took the 
opportunity to raise the rent or to vary the services.

1 Domesday Book records the destruction of houses in several 
towns to provide a site for castles. The instances are collected in 
Domesday Boroughs (Ballard), 67.
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But it is not so easy to explain why the number 
did not grow, as the population grew, unless the 
number had been fixed for all time. Did the king 
say, " I want 168 rents out of Liverpool; they will 
be charged on certain definite plots ; I ask no rent 
for the rest"? The result would be that there 
would eventually be burgesses holding land in the 
town under burgage tenure who paid no burgage 
rent. The evidence 1 shows that in 1298 the assised 
rent was ,£8:7:6, equal to 167!- burgages, one 
perhaps having escheated and not then having been 
re-granted. In 1323-27 the rent was £8 : "js., repre 
senting 167 burgages; the other one, before the 
Castle gate, had escheated and been granted out at 4-y. 
rent. In 1346 there were 168 burgages (not fully 
accounted for in the detailed rental), which amounted 
to .£8 :4 : i if ; and again in 1348 the same number, 
of which 164, three-quarters, one-eighth, and one- 
forty-eighth, paid ;£8 : 4 : lof, being at the rate of is. 
each, one of these burgages being charged an extra 
$d. increase in rent, probably for escheat; John de 
Wamberg paid 6s. 8d. for three-quarters burgage 
escheated by bastardy and re-granted 2 at an increase 
over the old rent of gd. ; one-sixth burgage, known 
as the Longstable before the Castle gate, had been 
re-granted at 45. against the old rent of 2al. ; 3 one 
burgage was held by the service of finding stabling 
for the lord's horses, in lieu of the shilling rent; and 
one and three-sixteenths burgages (the balance of 
the 168) were "charged upon the account" at 
their proportionate figures. Did this mean the 
rents were payable by the town though the bailiff 
had not collected them ? *

1 See Muir and Platt, Appendix 297-301, and Lanes. Inquests and 
Extents (Rec. Soc.), vol. i. 286; ii. 209 ; iii. 68-73, '93-

2 Moore Deed 50. 3 See also Moore Deeds 481 and 484.
4 There is a confused and incorrect paragraph about all this in 

Burgage Tenure in England, p. 74, the author of which relies for his 
Liverpool data on Picton's Records.



The Townfield of Liverpool, 1207-1807 33

In 1777, when Lord Sefton sold to the town his 
right to collect the burgage rents (which right his 
ancestors had acquired by buying up from the 
Crown in 1670 the fee farm rent of .£14:6:8, 
having previously bought the lordship subject to 
such rent), the burgage rents are given as £12 : 7$.* 
If this is a correct figure and the old number of 168 
was still in force, the difference between £8 : Bs. and 
the £12 : JS. may have been occasioned by the 
increase in rent of escheated burgages in all these 
years. But the whole history of the burgage rent 
in Liverpool is very difficult and obscure, and needs 
much fuller investigation than the writer has given 
to it here.

From the abundant material, from the late 
thirteenth century onwards, afforded by the deeds 
of the Moore 2 and Crosse 3 families, and other 
collections of local deeds,4 we may infer that from 
the time of the creation of the borough there had 
been free and practically unrestricted transfer and 
sale of burgages and strips. By the date the deeds 
begin there were probably few if any of the original 
holdings remaining; at any rate it is not possible 
to be sure we can recognise any in spite of the 
statement occasionally made that a certain burgage 
belongs (pertinet) to a certain acre 6 or vice versa.

1 See the deed abstracted at p. xxix of Report of Proceedings of 
Assoc. Merchants re Town Dues in case of Corporation v. Bolton, 1835.

2 Cal. of Moore MSS. loc. cit.
3 Sched. of Crosse Deeds, by R. D. Radcliffe, M.A., F.S.A., 8vo, 

1895 ; also printed in vols. xli., xlii., xliii., and xlv. Tram. Hist. Soc. 
Lanes, and Ches.; see also the Crosse deeds in Towneley G G (Add. 
MSS. Brit. Mus. 32,305), of which Dr. Farrer kindly lent me his copy.

4 E.g. in the Aston Hall Charters (Brit. Mus.), the Knowsley 
deeds, etc.

6 E.g. Moore Deed 412. An Inq. regarding the lands of Richard 
Mun, chaplain (Pal. Lane. Miscell. Inq. Nos. 9-12), in April 1395 
found he was seised (inter alia} of fourteen burgages and 0/14 acres 
in the Townfield held of the Duke of Lancaster by fealty, rendering 
nothing because they belonged to the said messuages, which were held 
of the Duke in free burgage. He also held 100 acres pasture and 
2 acres turbary in Liverpool in free burgage, also a messuage, grange,

D
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We find burgages and fractions of burgages being 
sold with, and without, accompanying "selions" or 
"lands," and likewise "lands" being sold by them 
selves. Here again fractions were dealt in and we 
hear of " hallands " or half "lands," "farthings" or 
quarter "lands," and thirds of a selion. Where 
"lands " are sold separately, there is often (though not 
always) a statement that a certain named burgage 
(or proportion of it), or a certain named burgess or 
his heirs, acquitted the " land" against the chief 
lord, 1 that is to say, the lord looked to the owner of 
the burgage, not to the owner of the strip, for his 
rent, which lay on the burgage, as we have already 
stated. The payment was one shilling for a whole 
burgage, sixpence for half, threepence for a quarter, 
and so on, and such fractions as ^j and ^ of a 
burgage are occasionally mentioned.

THE BURGAGE AND ITS ACRE

Liverpool, unlike some other places, has no 
charter which defined the acreage in the Townfield 
which came under burgage tenure, and the original 
basis can only be guessed at. From an examination 
of many hundreds of these Liverpool deeds we find 
that several propositions may be stated: one 
burgage acquitted four "lands" or selions, or fewer, 
never more ; 2 one burgage acquitted one acre ; 8

croft and solarium in Castle Street in socage, rent 5.?. per annum ; 
three of the burgages in the Castlefield are described as unbuilt upon 
(non edific1), but the rent of 3.?. was payable. See also Moore Deed 
148, etc.

1 E.g. Moore Deed 424 : " et sciendum est quod unum burgagium 
jacens in Le Castelfeld . . . debet aquietare annuatim dictum selionem 
versus dominum terre capitalem de omnibus rebus." The same 
appears in several different forms, but was gradually dropped out and 
rarely occurs in fourteenth-century deeds.

2 E.g. Moore Deeds 443, 424, 433, 473, 559, etc. ; Crosse Deeds 
(Radcliffe) 3 ; in Crosse Deed 16 a burgage acquits two'bovates.

3 E.g. Moore Deed 2.
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three-quarters of a burgage acquitted three selions ;* 
half a burgage acquitted half an acre or less; 2 a 
quarter burgage acquitted one "land" or selion, not 
more. 8 May we infer that there were in some 
places four "lands" to one acre, 4 and that the 
original quantity of land in the Townfield allowed 
to a burgage was one large or Cheshire acre ? It 
is tempting to do so.

In support of this view it should be noted that 
many of the earlier deeds, i.e. those of the last 
quarter of the thirteenth century (to take those as 
near the date of the letters patent as possible), 
register the transfer or sale of such items as a 
burgage with two half acres in the field, or half a 
burgage with half an acre, or a quarter burgage 
with one " land" or selion. 5 These entries by 
themselves would hardly be very strong evidence, 
as there are many other deeds in which the pro 
portions are quite different, and there was nothing 
to prevent a burgage being sold with any number of 
"lands," or by itself; in fact that was constantly 
done ; but on the whole it seems probable that each 
burgess had an acre in the field, and that the acre 
was usually made up of four strips. There are 
no definite indications of a three-field system in 
Liverpool, and on the basis of a two-field system 
each burgess would usually have half a Cheshire 
acre under cultivation at a time.

In the fourteenth century wealthy persons are 
found buying, selling, and holding many burgages, 
and as many as thirty "lands." The original ideal

1 Crosse Deed 39.
2 E.g. Moore Deeds 73, 608 ; Crosse Deeds I, 68, etc.
3 E.g. Moore Deeds 4, 7, 10, 435, 515, 517, 518.
4 In 2 Edw. IV. John Moore of Liverpool and Ric. Dwerehowse 

of Halewood granted to John Crosse four selions called Karnarvanes- 
acre in the Overheathlands. Towneley G G, 2369.

6 E.g. Moore Deeds 412, 415, 416, 417, 418, 420, etc. The Town 
Books, Jan. 8, 1561/2, mention "one half acre of lands in four butts 
.arable lying together at Everton Cawseway, with half a burgage in 
Castle St."
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allotment was disappearing. This did not, however, 
affect what may be called the communalistic use of 
the strips for a very long time. By purchase or 
exchange a man might, and did, acquire several 
strips next to each other, and the next step would 
have been enclosure and convenient separate 
cultivation if the rights of the individual had been 
allowed to prevail over those of the community. 
That there was very little enclosure in the Townfield 
of Liverpool before the eighteenth century is 
evidence of a strong communal influence, only 
weakening as the town becomes gradually in 
dependent of local agriculture.

The strips in the Liverpool Townfield were called 
selions (seliones) or " lands" (landae), apparently 
indifferently, and even butts (buttae), though the 
last name was generally used elsewhere when the 
strip was stunted by abutting on to a highway, stream, 
or other obstacle. The size of these selions or 
" lands " varied in different places, and in the case 
of Liverpool has been the subject of some specula 
tion. 1 The calculations of some writers have been 
made on the assumption that the strips were parts 
of the statute acre of 4840 square yards. But in 
fact there is abundant evidence that the large, or 
Cheshire, acre was the one used in this part of 
Lancashire, and that contains 10,240 square yards, 
or rather more than double a statute acre. The 
lineal rod in this case is 8 yards as against 5^ 
in the statute- acre, a square rod thus containing 
64 square yards as against 30^. The normal large 
acre in the open-field system consisted of four strips 
of land each 320 yards long and 8 yards wide, the 
acre thus being rectangular in shape but not square; 
but there are difficulties in applying the normal

1 By Mr. Peet in Liverpool in Reign of Queen Anne, 108, and by 
Mr. Elton in Trans. Hist. Soc. Lanes, and Ches. liv. 77. The latter^ 
inference that a burgage was equivalent to an acre in size and in value 
is not convincing.
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figures in the Liverpool Townfield, so far as the 
length of the strips is concerned. There is no 
reliable evidence to be gathered from local deeds of 
the breadth or length or area of a selion or " land." 
The strips were well known to the parties and lay 
clearly to be seen, so it was sufficient for a deed to 
state that A sells to B a "land" lying in a certain 
part of the Townfield next to one of C, or between 
those of D and E, without giving any dimensions 
or further details.

This method of description continued so long as 
the Townfield lay in its original strips, and little can 
be gathered from later deeds when, by enclosure 
and amalgamation, the old landmarks were being 
obliterated and the meaning of a selion or " land " 
was forgotten. But, by a fortunate chance, a plan 
has been preserved from which some information 
can be obtained. The date is late but the facts can 
be relied upon. In 1733 the Breckshoot, as that 
part of the Townfield, anciently called " Between 
the Crosses," lying next to Everton came to be 
called, lay unenclosed and for the greater part 
in what may confidently be asserted were its original 
strips. The several owners agreed (as mentioned 
later on in detail) to a re-allotment so as to bring 
their strips together, and two plans were prepared 
by John Eyes. 1 One of these plans shows the 
"shot" as it lay before re-apportionment, and the 
other shows the intended new arrangement. The 
" shot" was cut through by the road to Kirkdale, 
now Scotland Road, but it is certain that the original 
strips ran right across the whole " shot" from east 
to west, though, for some reason, perhaps owing to

1 Copies of these plans were found some years ago at Croxteth by 
Mr. R. D. Radcliffe, M.A., F.S.A., and copies were made for the 
Athenaeum Library, Liverpool. There is a copy of the first plan in the 
Liverpool Public Library, and a copy of the second plan at Knowsley. 
The first plan is here reproduced to show the ancient strips. Mr. 
Irvine kindly lent me his copies to work at.
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the action of the plough, the ends of the strips 
abutting on to the road are not exactly opposite to 
each other. Owing to the shape of the ground 
there was an extra strip on the eastern side of the 
road. The plan of the old arrangement shows that 
the strips on the west side belonged to or were 
occupied by fifteen different persons, and the same 
fifteen plus two others held those on the east side. 
The strips are described as " lands " and " half lands." 
There is a scale on a copy of this plan at Knowsley, 
and by applying it and the scale of other plans* to 
the area shown it is fairly certain that a "land" in 
1733 was a strip 8 yards in width, that is, one 
large, or Cheshire, rod wide. It is hardly likely 
that such a standard unit would have varied, and 
probably we have arrived at the normal width of 
the Liverpool selion or " land " of mediaeval times.

If we try to proceed further in order to arrive at 
the length of a "land," or its superficial area, or the 
number to an acre, we are at once plunged into 
difficulties. In this "shot" of the Townfield, the 
" lands " varied from 350 to 400 yards long. Thus 
three strips of this length and 8 yards wide would 
not make up a Cheshire acre, while four strips 
would be too much. Even an allowance for a 
headland at the end would not produce an approxi 
mate normal acre-length of 320 yards. Then again, 
the area of the Breckshoot in 1733 was about 20 
Cheshire acres. If, say, 2 acres are deducted for 
balks, this leaves 18 acres, which, divided amongst 
fifty-eight " lands," gives about a third of an acre to 
a "land." But the proportion of three "lands" to the 
acre is a very unlikely one. The explanation of all

1 There is no other plan of large enough scale to enable measure 
ments to be taken accurately to a yard. According to the Eyes plan, 
and Horwood's plan of 1803, the width of two of the strips, aggregating 
nine " lands," is about 80 yards. Allowing 8 yards for the balks of 
turf between the strips, a width of 8 yards for each strip is obtained. 
Other plans give much the same results.
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these varying results is no doubt that the units of 
the mediaeval acre were the visible strips. These 
strips were constant in width, but varied in length in 
different parts of the field, and, while usually they 
were treated as similar units in reckoning a mediaeval 
acre (which we know was by no means a term of 
exact measurement), yet in certain parts of the 
Townfield a larger or a smaller number of them 
may have gone to the acre. The number would no 
doubt be affected by the comparative fertility of the 
soil and the broken nature or levels of the ground, 
and probably all we can say is that in most "shots" 
four " lands" went to the acre, in others perhaps 
only two.

It has been mentioned earlier that the shape of 
most of the Liverpool "shots" suggests that they 
were originally constructed to provide, within them 
selves, strips approximately equal in length. Thus 
the east and west sides of the Breckshoots (dis 
regarding the road through it) follow a more or less 
parallel course; and the same may be said of the 
Higher and the Lower Heavy Lands, and the 
Lower Sea Shoot. The Gallowfield was rectangular, 
and so probably was the Sheriffsacres. The shape 
of the Oldfield, as we know it, is not so suggestive 
of equality.

A feature which appears in several of the local 
deeds of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries 
should be mentioned. We notice the sale or transfer 
of " amendments " (amendiamenta) in conjunction 
with selions or burgages, e.g. the grant of a third of 
a selion in the Heathylands with three amendments 
in the Great Oldfield ;' of a burgage in Dale Street 
with an amendment abutting thereon and a parcel 
of meadow next to the amendment; 2 of a selion 
with two amendments in the Whitacres, etc. 3 They

1 Moore Deed 5116. * Ibid. 535 and 522. 
3 Ibid. 71. See also 96, 412, 416, 516, 521, 547, 565, 594.
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probably indicate adjacent pieces of improved waste 
ground which did not form part of the regular strips 
of the "shots," but which were taken in from time 
to time and added to a particular holding. We do 
not know whether any fine or payment was exacted 
when entering into the additional grounds, but it 
appears that, like the rest of the field, they were 
acquitted for all services due to the chief lord by 
some particular burgage. 1

THE TOPOGRAPHY OF THE LIVERPOOL TOWNFIELD

Where, and how, did the Townfield lie, and what 
were the names of the various " shots " ? It was for 
the purpose of answering these questions that Mr. 
Irvine made his conjectural plans of Liverpool in 
mediaeval days. I propose to answer them in a 
somewhat different way, by constructing what I 
believe to be an accurate plan of the Townfield 
in the early eighteenth century, giving the exact 
divisions into "shots" as they then were arranged. 
When that is done, it will not be a very difficult 
matter to suggest the limits of the mediaeval field.

The general position of most of the various 
" shots" of the Townfield is known and they are 
indicated upon the survey of Corporation property 
made in 1765 by John Eyes. This plan is not 
well known, as it has never been published. The 
original, on vellum, is in the Surveyor's Department 
of the Corporation and there is a copy in the Public 
Museum. 2 I have printed 8 the instructions given 
by the town clerk to John Eyes in connection with 
this plan, which shows the whole town within the 
old boundaries. The object of the plan being to 
show the corporate estate, the Corporation buildings

1 Moore Deeds 516, 565.
2 I had some photographic reproductions made of this copy, and 

one is in the Public Library, and one at the Athenaeum, Liverpool.
3 Trans. Hist. Soc. Lanes, and Ches. Ixii. 166-174.
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are coloured red, their fields are shaded and the 
leasehold tenants' names and the quantity of land 
are inserted. The boundary stones are marked on 
the plan, with the date when they were each renewed 
and the initials of the mayor in that year; both no 
doubt cut on the stones after the annual perambula 
tions. There was a stone at every important angle 
and at the points where the roads cross the boundary. 
The plan shows the Corporation as owner in 1765 
of practically the whole of the land south of the 
Oldfield, i.e. south of Islington, as far as Toxteth 
Park on the south and the old West Derby boundary 
on the east; in all about 250 Cheshire acres or 530 
statute acres. This land represented the Heath, 
the Moss, and the Waste. No details are given of 
the Townfield strips except to show those belonging 
to the Corporation, which owned three or four 
"lands" in the Heathylands, the Middle Mill Dale, 
Gallows Hill, and the Gorsey Heys, as well as 
several pieces of common, including Sickman's Lane, 
Maidens' Green, Godscroft, a piece of Pikeacre, the 
Hogs Heys, and the Mile House Lane. Valuable 
therefore as this survey is, something more was 
needed to enable the exact extent and present loca 
tion of the component parts of the Townfield to be 
identified exactly.

A few years ago the Liverpool Public Library 
acquired a MS. "Schedule setting forth the lands 
lying at the north end of Liverpool drawn up for 
the purpose of showing changes in ownership which 
have taken place since 1756." The schedule 1 is 
signed by Edward Eyes, one of the well-known 
family of local surveyors, and is dated I7th March 
1856. He states that it was compiled from plans 
and documents in his possession, and that the notes

1 There is also a copy of this schedule at Knowsley, without the 
map. The schedule itself is not of sufficient interest to print, its value 
lying in the identifications mentioned in the text.
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as to ownership were commenced several years since 
in consequence of the difficulties which in many 
instances arose in identifying properties from the 
intermixture of " lands" or butts in several fields 
and from the destruction of fences in getting out 
the brick-earth. But, he says, the plans of John 
and Charles Eyes, extending over a number of 
years, and containing in almost every case admeasure 
ments taken when the fences were in existence, 
enabled him to speak decidedly as to boundaries. 
The schedule contains definite statements that certain 
numbered fields (the acreage and successive owners 
from 1756 of which are nearly always given) formed 
the various parts (or " shots") of the Townfield. 
The numbers given to each plot are stated to refer 
to a map "attached hereto," and to correspond with 
the number " on the original survey made by John 
Eyes in 1765 and now in the possession of Edward 
Eyes." Unfortunately there was no such map 
attached when the schedule was acquired, and I 
have not succeeded in finding it or a copy. The 
" original survey " of the Townfield made in 1765 is 
also unknown to me. It would be the complement 
of the survey of corporate property made in the 
same year by John Eyes.

Without a map the schedule was almost -useless 
and I laid it aside with some disappointment. Later 
on it occurred to me to endeavour to apply the 
numbers of the schedule, by means of the owners' 
names, to the unnumbered plots and strips shown, 
with their owners' names, in the published plans of 
Liverpool by Charles Eyes in 1785 and 1796. I 
found that in almost every case it was possible to 
identify the plots, and thus I was able practically to 
reconstruct the missing plan, 1 and to find out exactly

1 In addition to this missing plan by John Eyes, there was an 
earlier plan, by Chadwick, of the Townfield which in 1765 was in the 
possession of Alderman Williamson. See Trans. Hist. Soc. Lanes, 
and Ches. Ixii. 172.
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what constituted the various parts of the Townfield 
in the early eighteenth century. The results are 
shown upon the plan which I have made. The 
object of my plan was to show the Townfield and 
the Heath and Wastes, but in order to give these 
their true relation to the rest of the town, it wasv 
necessary also to show the streets and chief build 
ings, and this part of the plan I took mainly from 
Eyes' plan of 1725.

In considering my plan, it should be realised that 
each "shot" was separated from the next by a 
hedge or ditch, and was for the most part originally 
divided into more or less parallel unfenced strips of 
8 yards wide. These strips I have not drawn upon 
the plan ; in the absence of accurate surveys of 
each " shot," it would be misleading to do so. But 
the plan of the Breckshoot which is separately 
reproduced enables the strip system and its in 
conveniences to be understood. It should be noted 
that the Eyes' plans of Liverpool in 1785 and 1796 
do not show the mediaeval strips but only the re- 
apportioned properties, each composed of several 
contiguous strips.

In order to bring home to the eye the exact 
situation of the Townfield, I have also outlined the 
boundaries of the various " shots " upon a modern 
ordnance map of part of Liverpool, with the per 
mission of the authorities, as accurately as possible, 
having regard to the small scale of the map.

SUBDIVISIONS OF THE TOWNFIELD

The main divisions of the Liverpool Townfield, 
so far as we know them, were as follows : the two 
Oldfields, Great and Little; the Gallowfield; a 
" shot" called Between the Crosses (Inter Cruces) 
in mediaeval days and in later times the Higher and 
Lower Breckshoots ; the Dalefield ; the Higher and
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Lower Heathy or Heavy Lands ; the Sheriffs-acres ; 
the Stutts; the Whitacres (afterwards included in 
the Higher and Lower Sea Shoots) ; and Saltons 
or Salthouse Moor, a fourteenth-century addition. 
Doubtless other parts of Liverpool which were 
allotted for burgage sites had been also at one time 
Common fields, but we can only speculate about this. 1

In considering the site of the Townfield it is 
necessary to bear in mind the ancient boundaries 
which separated the town from Kirkdale on the 
north and Everton and West Derby on the east. 
In the year 1832 these boundaries were straightened 
so as to run up from the river along Boundary 
Street, Great Homer Street, Soho Street, and 
Canterbury Street, but it is necessary to realise the 
old boundary line, especially on the east, as it 
affected the shape and contour of some of the 
" shots." 2 With very few exceptions the strips in the 
Liverpool Townfield ran east and west, following 
the gradual slope of the land down towards the 
river, and calling for a certain amount of uphill 
ploughing.

THE OLDFIELD. This field was the most 
southerly of the "shots" and bordered on the 
Heath along its southern boundary. It is re 
presented roughly by the area from Islington and 
Shaw's Brow on the south to Great Nelson Street 
on the north, and from Byrom Street and Bevington 
Hill on the west to the old Everton boundary on the 
east.8 It was divided by a lane, in early days known

1 The Castlefield was, I think, only an enclosure by the castle. It 
may have been part of a primitive field before the castle was built, 
but there is no evidence, and I do not regard it as any part of the 
Townfield.

2 For the old boundaries, see the plans and statements in the 
printed Report of the Corporation Inquiry, 1833 ; Syers' Hist, of 
Everton, and in Binns Collection 28, 17; also MS. statement in 
Binns Collection 34, 21 ; Report (with map) in Parl. Papers, 1837, v. 
27 ; Parl. Papers, 1867-68, v. 20, 56, etc.

3 Edward Eyes in his schedule of 1856 treats the Oldfield as not 
then extending south of Richmond Row, but no doubt that was
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as Everton Causeway Lane, Loggerheads Lane, and 
afterwards Richmond Row. It is possible that this 
division gave rise to the names of Great and Little 
Oldfield, but the Little Oldfield may have been that 
part of the field called the Gallowfield, 1 which lay in 
the corner between Shaw's Brow and Circus Street., 
The Gallowfield provided from north to south a 
normal acre strip of 320 yards long. Above the 
Gallowfield and abutting on Folly Lane (afterwards 
Islington) were a number of fields known as the 
Gorsey Heys, which perhaps once formed part of 
the Townfield, but of which in the early sixteenth 
century we find the town was acting as owner. 2 To 
the north of the Gallowfield lay Eversion Mill Dale, 
later also known as Middle Mill Dale or the Dingle, 
through which a stream ran down to the foot of 
Richmond Row and round into the Pool.

The acreage of the Oldfield, including the 
Gallowfield of about 6 acres and the Gorsey Heys, 
was about 44 Cheshire acres.

The Oldfield was the first part of the Townfield 
to be built upon. The map of 1785 shows a few 
houses upon it and the outlines of several streets. 
Between that date and 1796 a number of large 
residences had been built between Islington and 
Rose Place, and for a number of years this was a 
favourite residential district for the merchants of 
the town.

DALEFIELD. The position of the Dalefield can 
only be suggested. The Eyes plan of 1765 and the 
Eyes Schedule of 1756-1856 do not mention it, no

because the portion between Richmond Row and Folly Lane had 
been built upon, so that there was no necessity for him to distinguish 
the properties there.

1 " Le Parva Holdfeld under the gallows " (subtus furcas) occurs in 
1359 ; Knowsley Deed 471/24. The Little Oldfield abutting upon 
Everstondale ; Aston Hall Deed 93.

2 See the leases c. 1523 and 1561 ; Trans. Hist. Soc, iv. 15. Another 
name for these fields seems to have been the Rough Hey; Town 
Books, Rental, 1563.
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doubt because by then it had ceased to be reckoned 
among the Townfield " shots " and was more or less 
covered with buildings; nor do the deeds I have 
seen give a definite position. Mr. Irvine's mediaeval 
plans suggest that it lay all along the north side of 
Dale Street down to the stream in Everston Dale 
(from which perhaps it took its name). This 
conjecture as to the situation of the Dalefield may 
be correct, though I feel doubtful whether it 
extended east of Dig Lane (Cheapside). The fact 
that there were burgages in parts of the Dalefield 
in the late thirteenth and early fourteenth centuries 1 
goes to show the Dalefield was practically in the 
town. It is still mentioned as a part of the 
Townfield in the fifteenth century. One of the 
boundaries of the Dalefield was the "Outlane," in 
which there were also burgages.2 The " Tende 
Barne " in the Outlane occurs in 1517,* and else 
where we read of the Outlane which extends 
towards the Little Moor,4 and the Little Moor next 
to the Sheriffsacres. 6 These references suggest 
that Outlane was the old name for the upper part of 
Tithebarn Street, also called the More Street, and 
that the mediaeval Little Moor was represented by 
Moor Green," which we know lay at the end of 
Pinfold Lane. The Tithebarn also was near this 
point. The Dalefield perhaps then lay to the west 
of Dig Lane along Dale Street, as far as Juggler 
Street. Probably it was one of the original 
Townfields, and upon the creation of the Borough

1 Moore Deeds 418, 435, 114; Aston Hall Deed 104; Towneley 
G G, 2678, 2727.

2 Moore Deeds 114, 170; Towneley G G, 2246.
3 Moore Deed 215. 4 Aston Hall Deed 104.
6 Moore Deed 594.
6 There is little doubt that Moor Green, the Moor fields or More- 

crofts and the More Strete or More Lane, took their names from the 
Little Moor, a piece of waste or rough land hereabouts, and are 
not derived from the More family. The More Lake (Moore Deeds 
48, 618) is probably the piece of water called the Flashes.
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part of it would be allotted for burgage sites. The 
difficulty in the assumption that it, or part of it, lay 
north of Dig Lane is that the land at this end of 
Dale Street as far north as Sickmans Lane 1 
(Addison Street) was, as far back as can be traced, 
freehold property belonging to the Cross family. It, 
seems hardly likely that they could have bought up 
and enclosed such a large piece of Townfield at 
least no similar acquisition occurred in other " shots"; 
but it may be that all this large area became in some 
way the inheritance of the " de Liverpool" family 
who were the ancestors or predecessors of the 
Crosses, and probably the most powerful and 
opulent local family in the fourteenth century. 
Some further reference to this point will be found 
in the notes on Saltons Moor.

In these circumstances a guess at the size of 
the Dalefield would be misleading.

THE BRECKSHOOT. This was the later name for 
the " shot" which lay to the north of the Oldfield. 
It was divided into two portions by the road to 
Kirkdale (Scotland Road), that on the east being 
called the Lower Breckshoot and that on the west 
the Higher Breckshoot. The Everton boundary 
lay on the east, and on the west there was an accom 
modation lane which in the eighteenth century was 
called Limekiln Lane, by which name it is still 
known. In mediaeval days this " shot " was known 
as " Between the Crosses" (Inter Cruces) 2 and did 
not extend as far as the Kirkdale boundary on the 
north but only to about where Bostock Street and 
Hopwood Street now lie. Probably between it and

1 In a deed of 8 Hen. IV. (1406-7) (No. 51 Faz. in one of Dr. 
Farrer's Collections) this occurs as "le Sokemons outlane," which 
suggests something very different from the usual explanation of 
Sickman's Lane, as the place where plague-stricken persons were 
buried or isolated. "Secmonlone" occurs in 1361. Moore Deed 
534. See/or/, p. 54.

2 Moore Deeds 15, 63, 205, 419, S'S. 553, 589, 599, 609, 618, etc.; 
Crosse Deeds (Radcliffe) 123, 149.
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Kirkdale was a wood. 1 The Two Crosses are fre 
quently mentioned in the Moore and Crosse Deeds, 
and are additions to the list of local crosses. They 
were no doubt very early wayside crosses on the 
highroad from Liverpool to Kirkdale and Walton. 
The cross on the north was known as the White 
Cross,2 and that on the south as Everston Cross. 
They also occur as the Great and the Little Cross. 3 
The position of the White Cross can be identified 
exactly. On Sherwood's plan of Liverpool, 1829, 
near the west side of Scotland Road, about 280 yards 
south of the old Kirkdale boundary and nearly oppo 
site the end of Bostock Street (which had then 
recently been projected), there is shown a drawing 
of a cross, with the words, " Remains of an ancient 
Cross." The position of this cross coincides with 
the northern limits of the Breckshoots in 1733, and 
there can be no doubt that this was the White Cross. 
The site of the Everston Cross is not exactly known, 
but probably it stood at the roadside near Bevington 
Hill. The name Breckshoots no doubt means the 
"shots" under, or on, the slope (Norse, brekka) of 
the hill. 4 The enclosure and re-apportionment of 
the Breckshoots in 1733 is dealt with elsewhere. 
The plan of 1733 gives a good idea of the incon 
venience of the strip system. According to Edward 
Eyes the acreage of the Breckshoot was about 38 
large acres, but the mediaeval " shot" would be about

1 The Woods Hey occurs hereabouts ; Moore Deed 552. See also 
the Moore Rental. The Potesych, perhaps a boundary ditch, lay on 
or near the border of Kirkdale. We hear also of the Potesych-hey 
and the Potesych-hey hedge in the Moore Deeds.

2 Not to be confused with the other White Cross in Chapel Street.
3 The White Cross may be the same as Allan's Cross, between 

which and Kirkdale lay the Sandfield ; Moore Deed 167. Sandlands 
near the White Cross and the Netherfield of Everton are mentioned 
in Moore Deeds 552, 553.

4 Crosse Deed 149 mentions "the road leading to the Breke." 
The boundaries of 1671 mention a mere-stone in Syers ditch adjoining 
to the Breck. There were, of course, "brecks" in Everton and 
Walton,
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20 acres, some 18 acres less this, as the later northern 
extension must be excluded.

THE HIGHER HEATHYLANDS OR HEAVYLANDS.  
These were the names for the large "shot" which 
lay on the west of the Higher Breckshoot. The 
former is the older name, dating perhaps, as it sug 
gests, from the original enclosure from the waste. 
Later on, probably from the nature of the soil, the 
name Heavylands also was used. This " shot" was 
bounded on the west by Pinfold Lane, afterwards 
Vauxhall Road, and the southern boundary was 
where Arley Street and Summerseat now lie. The 
acreage of this " shot" in the eighteenth century was 
about 39 large acres and probably about 14 acres 
less in earlier days, if treated in the same way as 
the Breckshoots.

THE LOWER HEATHYLANDS OR HEAVYLANDS.  
This " shot" lay between Pinfold Lane and an ac 
commodation road which in the eighteenth century 
was called Love Lane. Towards the northern end 
of this shot lay the White-earth, the exact position 
of which is identified in the Eyes Schedule of 1856, 
as two fields lying about 400 yards south of the 
Kirkdale boundary still retained the name. About 
1517-24 we find William More buying up and en 
closing these lands, 1 and possibly they are part of 
the Watergarth of 36 acres mentioned in the Moore 
Rental of 1667-68, though if so the name must have 
been applied to more than the northern portion of 
this " shot." The Priorshey, of Birkenhead Priory, 
lay in. the White-earth. 2

The acreage of this " shot" in the eighteenth 
century was 41 acres, and if, say, 21 acres are de 
ducted for the northern portion, as probably not 
included in mediaeval days, the size may then have 
been about 20 large acres. The southern boundary

1 Moore Deeds 215, 219, 220, 552, 553. 
2 Moore Deeds 484, 553.

E
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line of the Lower Heathylands was where Chisen- 
hale Street lies, and is in the same line as that of 
the Higher Heathylands ; in fact the general shape 
of the two " shots " was much the same, pointing per 
haps to an original attempt at equality of strips. 
The strips betwe'en Pinfold Lane and Love Lane 
were just the normal acre-length of 320 yards.

THE SHERIFFSACRES. This "shot" lay immedi 
ately to the south of the Higher Heathylands, and 
in the eighteenth century terminated in a triangular 
piece of land known as "The Shot's End." It is 
now represented by the area bounded by Arley 
Street, Gardener's Row, Marybone, and Vauxhall 
Road. There is good reason, however, to think 
that it originally included the piece of land between 
Addison Street and Bevington Bush. The acreage 
of the Sheriffsacres in the eighteenth century was 
15 acres. To this probably 3 acres should be added 
to get at the size of the mediaeval " shot," say 18 large 
acres in all. The name of this " shot " must be a very 
old one, relating back in some way to the time when 
the sheriff collected the revenues of the manor or 
borough on behalf of the lord. Perhaps the strips in 
this "shot "had some special liability with regard to the 
provisioning or entertainment of the sheriff and his 
officers upon their periodical visits to the town. "The 
Shiresgreene " occurs in a deed of 14 Henry IV. 1

STUTTS. This was the name of the "shot" on the 
 south of the Lower Heathylands. It covered the 
area roughly bounded by Leeds Street, Pall Mall, 
Chisenhale Street, and Vauxhall Road. It con 
tained 12 large acres. The name is a curious one 
and occurs in mediaeval days as Stote, Stut, Stotte, 
which, it is suggested, must be the word " studht" 
or " stuth " (outfit). In 1323 we find that a sum of 
26s. Sal. was derived by the lord of the manor of 
West Derby at Michaelmas from the free tenants of

1 Towneley G G, 2749.
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the manor in respect of a custom called " stuth," * 
and probably the same custom, whatever it was, 
once applied to the holders of strips in this part of 
the Liverpool Townfield. Perhaps they had been 
supplied by the lord in pre-burghal days with an 
outfit of oxen in respect of which they paid an annual 
rent. Another explanation may be that the occupiers 
of the strips in the Stutts had to supply the sheriffs 
" stuth " or maintenance. The southern boundary 
of the Stutts in the eighteenth century was a strip 
of ground called Maidens Green. 2 On the west lay 
some " lands" known, from their angles, as the 
Crookbutts or Crossbutts and Pikeacre. The cross- 
butt strips were a normal acre-length of 320 yards.

HIGHER SEASHOOT. This " shot " lay to the west 
of the Stutts, and in mediaeval days was part of the 
Whitacres. It contained about 6 large acres and 
extended from the end of Old Hall Street at Old 
Leeds Street as far as Oil Street East, with Great 
Howard Street as the western boundary.

LOWER SEASHOOT. This "shot" (also called Sea- 
bank) was part of the mediaeval Whitacres and lay 
along the old bank of the river on the west of a 
lane which took the name of Mile House Lane. 
It led past the Mile House and was an ancient road 
into the town from the north for market people, 
across the Hogs Hey Common. The southern 
boundary in the eighteenth century was the Parlour 
Hey, where there was a gate across the end of 
Oldhall Street. The northern boundary was some 
fields known as Hogs Heys, now part of the 
Collingwood Dock. The area of this "shot" in 
the eighteenth century was about 22 large acres.

1 Lanes, Inquests and Extents (Rec. Soc.), ii. 206.
2 Not to be confused with the Maidens Lands, which were lands 

appropriated to the altar of the Virgin in St. Nicholas' Church, and 
lay in the Lower Heathylands ; Moore Deed 219. In 1680 the 
Assembly ordered the limits and bounds of the Maidens Green to be 
set out so that none of it should be lost.
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The Dolphins Holmeacre in the Whitacres occurs 
in a deed of 8 Edw. III. 1 The Coupedale lay 
in this part of the Townfield and ran down to 
the river. 2

SALTONS OR SALTHOUSE MOOR. This lay next 
to Kirkdale between the river and the Lower 
Heathylands, and was often treated as part of 
the latter, which may account for the fewness of 
the occasions upon which the name is mentioned. 
But it was not portion of the mediaeval Townfield, 
and remained a tract of waste, moss, and bog, 
doubtless frequently flooded by the tides, until the 
end of the thirteenth century. The north part of 
Great Howard Street runs right through Saltons 
Moor, and the Stanley Dock is nearly in the centre 
of it.

Sometime during the earldom of Thomas of 
Lancaster (1296-1322) he brought about 40 large 
acres of this moorland into cultivation and let them 
out on lease. The rents were apparently is. an 
acre at first, but rose later to is. 8d., i.e. $d. a rood. 
The new area was not added to the Townfield; on 
the contrary the tenants on Saltons Moor were 
quite a separate body and many of them were not 
burgesses. They held for life only "by roll of 
court according to the custom of the lordship," and 
it was necessary for a tenant's heir to appear at the 
lord's court and pay a fine to enter upon his father's 
lands. The tenure was thus originally very different 
from that of a burgess; but in course of time the 
loss of seigniorial power gradually caused the 
difference to become less real, and eventually these 
allotments seem to have become part and parcel 
of the Townfield. In I346 3 there were 47 holders 
of land on Saltons Moor (paying 6$s. 5^., which, at

1 Towneley G G, 2466.
2 Moore Deeds 71, 129, 205, 220, etc. ; Crosse Deeds (Radcliffe).
3 Add. MSS. 32,103. See Lanes. Inquests and Extents (Rec. Soc.), 

vol. iii. 75, 76.
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$d. a rood, represents just under 40 acres), as well 
as one whose tenure was a special one. William 
the Clerk and his heirs held, we are told, I acre and 
i rood at a rent of 2s. a year and a payment of 
40^. relief on death, but without other services to 
the lord. There were also 51 free tenants "del 
Mosse," holding about 17 acres to themselves and 
their heirs, and paying i\d. a rood or 6d. an acre. 
These have been assigned by some writers to 
Saltons Moor, but it seems probable that they were 
not on Saltons Moor but on the moss of the Great 
Heath to the east of the town. 1

The later history of all these tenants is quite 
obscure, but there is evidence in later years of 
free holdings on the Great Heath, which may 
represent those of these free tenants del Mosse 
who held in socage. We know that 6 acres of 
moss, probably near the Moss Lake, which lay near 
the angle of the Great Heath with the boundaries 
of Toxteth Park and the township of West Derby, 
were granted to the burgesses in 1310 by Thomas 
of Lancaster. 2 The rest of the Moss Lake fields 
did not belong to the town nor did it acquire control 
of them as it did over other parts of the Heath. 
We find there were separate free-holdings there in 
the eighteenth century at a date when the town 
considered itself the owner of all the rest of the 
Heath and wastes. About 9 acres of these fields, 
which had belonged to one Peter Atherton, who was 
assessed for the Moss Close in 1705, were purchased 
by the Mayor and Rectors in 1732 with the money 
left to charity by Mrs. Ann Molyneux ; these became

1 Rent at the same rate of \\d. was payable to the chief lord for 
land in Saltons Moor in 4 Ed. II. (1310-11), which the Earl of 
Lancaster had at an earlier date given to Adam son of Cecily in 
exchange for a selion near the orchard of the Castle; Knowsley 
Deed 471/14.

2 Baines1 Liverpool, 127. The fields leased in 1765 to Mr. 
Howard and shown on Eyes' MS. plan, 1765, probably represent part 
of this holding.
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known as the Rector's Fields. 1 Another portion 
of these fields, about 4 acres, is shown on Eyes' 
MS. plan of 1765 as freeholds belonging to Arthur 
Heywood. This accounts for about 13 acres, and 
there seem to have been other separate holdings. 
On the whole, therefore, it seems very likely that 
this corner was the site of the holdings of the 
tenants " del Mosse." The trifling rents would 
disappear with' the fall in the value of money as 
not worth collecting. Another view might be that 
these socage tenants held the moorland and low 
ground between the east end of Dale Street and 
Addison Street, and that they were the sokemen 
alluded to in the name Sokemans Outlane. 2 The 
de Liverpool family was among the list of these 
tenants in 1346, and it is possible that they bought 
up these holdings (which were not part of the 
Townfield) and consolidated them with the Cross 
family estates. 8

The name " Saltons Moor" occurs in a deed 4 
of 28th February 1665-66, when Edward Moore 
gave a close of \ acre there in exchange for a 
similar quantity upon the Seabank within the 
Townfield, " so usually called," in Liverpool.

According to Edward Eyes, the area of Saltons 
Moor in the eighteenth century was 40 large acres, 
which corresponds with the quantity enclosed in 
the fourteenth century.

The approximate acreage of the various mediaeval 
"shots" (excluding Saltons Moor) works out as 
follows :

1 Liverpool Vestry Books (ed. Peet), i. 382, 402.
2 See p. 47 above.

3 On this see ante, p. 47.
4 Moore Deed 383.
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, Cheshire Acres.
Oldfield ....... 44
Breckshoots (mediaeval) .... 20
Higher Heathylands (mediaeval, say) . 25
Lower Heathylands   ,, . . 20
Sheriffsacres     . . 18
StuttS ....... vI2

Higher Sea Shoot . 6
Lower Sea Shoot ..... 22

167

This figure does not include the Dalefield, the size 
of which we do not know, but on the other hand it is 
probable that some of the other " shots," the Lower 
Sea Shoot for example, were not originally so large. 
On the whole, therefore, the suggestion made on 
an earlier page that the mediaeval Townfield 
provided a holding, in scattered strips, of one 
Cheshire acre for between 108 and 180 burgesses 
does not seem at all an unlikely one.

THE WORKING OF THE TOWNFIELD

From the subsidy roll of I378-79, 1 it appears 
that out of 109 persons assessed for the town of 
Liverpool, 50, or about half, were described as 
cultores or cultrices, which probably mean husband 
men and women, or persons engaged in agriculture. 
They were uniformly assessed at ^d. Of the rest 
of the persons taxed 18 were brewers (braciatores), 
5 were cobblers (souters), 4 shoemakers (sutores), 
4 drapers, 5 fish- and herring-mongers, 2 smiths, 
9 servientes, and i of each of the following: 
Mayor, franklin, " assor," bowyer, "textor," dyer 
(huster], chaloner, baker, carpenter, tanner, tailor, 
butcher. This list serves to show that agriculture

1 Lay Subsidy Roll Lanes. 130/24. Dr. Farrer kindly let me use 
his transcript.
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was then the main occupation of the inhabitants of 
Liverpool.

The early material available is chiefly title deeds 
and it is not to be expected that from such sources 
we should get any information as to the actual 
working of the Townfield. Doubtless there were 
bylaws and customs regulating the details of agri 
culture and officials to administer them we hear of 
the reeve of Liverpool in the thirteenth century  
but we are left very much in the dark on these 
points until the early years of the sixteenth century 
when something can be gathered from the Town 
Books, 1 by which I mean the records of the burgess 
Assemblies or Port Motes, at which the rights of 
the community in the Field were maintained and 
enforced by common assent.

The general superintendence of the Townfield 
was in the hands of the Hey ward. From his oath 2 
and elsewhere, we learn that it was his duty to 
see that all the Townfield was well ordered and 
governed, both in winter and in summer, and that 
all the hedges and fences were made up sufficiently 
in due time and kept in order. The pinfold or 
pound was under his charge, and if any beasts, 
cattle or swine, should trespass in the corn in time 
of harvest, or at any time before the corn was got 
into the barns, the beasts were to be placed by him 
in the pinfold, and their owners presented to the 
court. Persons getting or "codding" beans or 
peas not their own, or tethering any beasts in the 
Townfield from " barlance " (barley seeding) until

1 I have had the advantage of seeing the proofs of the first volume 
now being edited for the Corporation by Mr. J. A. Twemlow, B.A., as 
a publication of the University of Liverpool School of Local History 
and Records ; also the transcript of the second volume so far as made. 
For the rest I have obtained many references from Touzeau's Rise 
and Progress of Liverpool, Picton's Records, and from various papers 
based on the Town Books in the Tram. Hist. Soc. Lanes, and Ches.

2 Touzeau, op. cit. 144, 366 ; Trans. Hist. Soc. Lanes, and Ches. 
Iv. 202.
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the corn was inned (except upon their own ground), 
were likewise to be brought before the court. The 
fees of the heyward were to be limited to those 
taken in ancient times. 1 Other details of the field 
regulations can be gathered from the assembly 
orders made from time to time in the sixteenth 
century, and from a series of " Old Precedents " of 
the early sixteenth century collected and carefully 
entered in the Town Books. There were penalties 
for tethering beasts or horses in "the Clayfield," 
as the main portion of the Townfield was often 
called, the Gallow-field and the Oldfield being for 
some reason excepted from the incidence of this 
rule. The heyward was entitled to keep only one 
horse in the Field. Later on, in 1629, we find him 
ordered to tether his cow only on the Sea Bank. 
For the pinfolding of every beast he took a penny, 
and the same for every twenty sheep "of the 
country." Later on it became necessary to reward 
not only the heyward but also any one who 
impounded cattle, horses, swine, or geese found in 
the corn. It was an offence to pull up quicks or 
hedges or to grub up the grass in other men's 
"lands." Swine were to be ringed all the year 
round, and no one was to turn out his sheep " in 
severall tyme " (as opposed to the time of common 
pasturing) without a shepherd. The owners of 
" lands " were to make up the common gates into 
the Field before Candlemas in every year, or pay 
2s. a gate. Flax and hemp were not to be steeped 
in any pit about the town or common. Gleaning, 
except on a man's own land, was forbidden until 
the corn was inned, and no one was allowed to 
distribute any sheaves of corn to the poor whilst it 
was lying in the Field. The object of the last

1 This was, until 1637, a proportion (what we do not know) of the 
corn grown in the Townfield ; the Assembly then decided to pay him 
in money. For this purpose the " lands " were to be numbered and a 
sum for every sown " land " fixed as his remuneration.
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regulation was " to avoid the petie pykyng [steal 
ing] which is and has been evil," all well disposed 
being enjoined to give their alms, devotion, and 
relief at their own houses or barns, to avoid " the 
greedie beggars and petie pikers." Ways and 
commons must not be ploughed, and any corn sown 
on the common must be given to the church.

On July 20, 1566, at full market time, the mayor 
made the following proclamation at the High Cross :

Mayster maior of this towne, for save garde off poore 
mens corne in this town fyldes of Liverpoole, wyllyth and 
desyryth all maner of folkes intending to repayre and 
dryve theyre beastes and cattell to the fayre and marckette 
here in this towne to be kepte upon Weydynsdaye nexte 
after this presente daye, that it wyll please theyme and 
everie of theyme to take soe muche paynes as to dryve 
theyr saydes beastes and cattell ayther by the Bancke hall, 
awther els over the Brecke thoroughe Evertowne at this 
fayre tyme. . . .

The mayor's solicitude was rewarded, for next 
year we learn " God hath sent plenty of corn."

In October 157.1 the bailiffs were ordered to 
" wage " two poor men or idle labourers, one to be 
shepherd of all the sheep and one to be swine-herd, 
and similar appointments are often mentioned. 
Swine were to be kept on the common near the 
Park (of Toxteth) and not driven into the Town- 
field. The heyward had to go to the Townfield 
two or three times a day to drive out the swine for 
safeguard of the winter corn. Every year fourteen 
days before Michaelmas the heyward was to cause 
open warning to be given in church that every one, 
as well in the country as in the town, who had 
swine feeding or pasturing within the liberties, 
must ring every one more than a quarter of a year 
old before Michaelmas, under penalty of 4^. for 
each default. Two swine-herds were appointed in 
1646, and were to be paid ^d. a head by the owners
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of the pigs. They regulated the time for driving 
the swine out to feed and the places they were to 
go to between seed time and harvest, and it was 
ordered that any one who did not put out their 
swine (to join the herd on its way to the pasture) 
"when the horn blew" should forfeit 4^.- The 
orders for 1648 include one reciting that there was 
much damage done by swine both in the town, in the 
Field and in the gardens, for want of a swine-herd. 
One was hired for 40$. a year, plus a capitation fee 
as before, to keep the swine on the common and at 
the sea-side every day from 8 A.M. till 5 P.M. The 
burleymen of 1572, whose duties included looking 
after fences, presented several important persons 
for not making their hedges and " lack of doing 
neighborhood." The burleymen and moss-reeves 
themselves were in trouble in 1573 for slackness, 
and especially for suffering the men of Edge Lane 
and Wavertree to commit some unrecorded offence. 
But their duties seem to have been rather in 
connection with the commons, wastes, and highways 
than with the Townfield.

As long ago as 1516, the town, by means of an 
exchange ^ with William Moore, had obtained a 
common way into the Townfield along Oldhall 
Street (then known as Mill Street) and through one 
of Moore's fields (the Parlour Hey). The latter 
agreed to keep a sufficient gate and to clean out 
his boundary ditches. Other gates are mentioned. 
In 1592 it was agreed that there should be a 
gate between Liverpool Field and Kirkdale Field, 
and a year or two later the inhabitants of Everton 
were ordered to set a lock upon the gate on the 
boundary at the Breck, and to keep the gate locked 
from barley sowing until harvest. In 1592 an 
order was made that no townsmen who had ground 
in the Townfield should let it to any other than 

1 Moore Deed 578.

A
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townsmen, and the mayor was presented next year 
for not calling together the jurors appointed "to 
see for good orders " in the Townfield.

The records of the seventeenth century con 
tain many similar regulations and presentations 
for their contravention. The highways into the 
Townfield were ordered to be repaired in 1630, and 
Everton and Kirkdale men who were used to cart 
(no doubt for hire) in the Field were to help in the 
work with their teams. Apparently the gates at 
the Tithebarn Street entrance into the Townfield 
in 1646 were large enough to let in the swine, so 
a small gate was ordered, and also one at the Sea- 
bank to prevent swine and cattle from trespassing. 
Shortly before this a lengthy order required the 
repair of the fences and "heyment" all round about 
the Townfield for the defence and preservation of 
the corn, which looks as if the appointment of a 
heyward had been allowed to lapse for a time. 
Persons who had any "yarding " or fences towards 
the commons or any other place about the Town- 
field were to repair them before Easter on payment 
of is. for every "rood " or gap in decay, the burley- 
men to levy the penalties.

THE DECAY OF THE TOWNFIELD

Towards the end of the seventeenth century the 
Townfield is very seldom mentioned in the Town 
Books, and the reasons for this will be suggested 
shortly. The Assembly of 1673 ordered the gates 
to be hung up and the field to be hedged about, 
which suggests that there had been some neglect of 
agriculture. One of the last orders made was in 
October 1705, when the Townfield was to be cleared 
of swine in five days, on public notice by the bell 
man, as the corn just sown was being greatly 
prejudiced. But common - field agriculture was
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slowly dying by this time, and the reasons are not 
far to seek. So long as the town was a self-support 
ing community, so long as it was mainly dependent 
upon the products of agriculture, just so long would 
the open-field system be maintained. The creation 
of new and external sources of livelihood, the growth 
of commerce and the like, would render it pro 
portionately independent of agriculture, and the 
more the trade of the borough flourished and the 
more the means of communication with other places 
improved, the less necessity and inclination there was 
to maintain the Townfield. With the consequent 
relaxation of the rights and influence of the burgesses 
as a community, the individual owner of the field 
strips would become freer to do as he liked with his 
own. He would seek to do two things with his land. 
By purchase, exchange and consolidation of strips, 
he would try to acquire a contiguous and compact 
holding, and then by enclosure he would render 
himself independent of his neighbours and fellow 
burgesses. Enclosure meant the end of the common 
arable rights of the community. The encloser 
would lose his rights over the other strips in the 
field, but he would have removed many of the 
disadvantages which have been pointed out as 
attaching to the open-field system. He would be 
in a position to make any use he liked of his now 
united bundle of strips and to take advantage of 
any means, agricultural or otherwise, of making 
money out of them without having to consult any 
one else.

The progress of enclosure in the Townfield was 
slow. The Moore and other deeds show evidence 
of occasional new enclosures in parts of it in the 
early sixteenth century, and it is clear from the 
Moore Rental of 1667-68 that some of the Moores' 
property in the Townfield of those days had been 
enclosed for a long time. It lay chiefly in the south
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and north parts, to which the original Townfield 
had probably not extended, and where therefore it 
may have been the easier to enclose at an early 
date. The Poor Rate assessment* of 1705 and 1708 
mentions a number of new and old " enclosures " in 
various parts of the Townfield. We may note also 
that the use of the word "close" in local Townfield 
deeds becomes more frequent in the early eighteenth 
century.

The bulk of the Townfield was enclosed, or 
rather redistributed, in the eighteenth century. 
The plans showing the redivision of the Breckshoot 
in 1733 have been referred to. These plans 
mention " William Cliffs' Old Enclosure," a strip 
composed of nine "lands" enclosed at some earlier 
date, probably by the Moores in the sixteenth 
century. The documents relating to the enclosure 
of the Breckshoot are at Knowsley.2 The transac 
tion was carried out by deeds of lease and release, 
dated 5th and 6th December 1737, the scheme and 
plans having been prepared several years before. 
The lease recites the names of the owners of the 
freehold and tenants for lives of the various "lands," 
and vests the strips in three nominees for a term 
of years at a nominal rent of one penny, so that a 
grant of the reversion could be made under the 
release. The latter is endorsed " Generall deed 
about enclosing the Townfield," and, after reciting 
the owners and tenants as before, proceeds as 
follows :

That for the mutuall benefitt and advantage of all and 
every the said parties to these presents it is unanimously 
agreed to inclose and take in the same and for that purpose 
by and with their mutuall consent and approbation All 
and singular the before-mentioned lands butts and parcels

1 ed. Peet. 
Knowsley Deeds, Bundle 622, Nos. I and 2.
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of land have been carefully measured and laid down and 
likewise divided into distinct parcells proportionable to each 
persons particular share of the whole and the same hath 
been marked and set out by metes and bounds pursuant to 
the said agreement according to the map or ground plan 
of the same hereunto annexed wherein each persons names 
are wrote down in that part of the said map referring to 
that part of the said Townfield allotted to him as aforesaid.

After stating that all parties had taken possession 
of their allotments, the original strips were then 
vested by the deed in the nominees under the 
description of " All the said lands, butts [etc.] now 
or late open and unenclosed, all measured mered 
and sett out in order to be inclosed according to the 
map or plan hereunto annexed," and the deed 
then directs that the new allotments shall go to the 
various old owners and tenants, in such a way as to 
bring together their scattered holdings of strips in 
this "shot." The deed identifies the parcels in the 
Breckshoot as being marked on the plan with letters 
" A " to " Z " and " AA " to " CC." There is no 
plan attached, but there is at Knowsley a loose 
copy of the Eyes plan of 1733 bearing these letters 
as far only as " K." "A" begins with the parcel 
in the north-west corner. The deed also deals with 
a few lands in other parts of the Townfield, viz. : 
Godscroft, allotted to Richard Gildart; one butt in 
the Higher Heavy Lands, eight half butts in the 
Cross butts or Crookbutts, " lately inclosed and 
taken in at the Southend, bounded by the Stutts on 
the east," all which were to go to John Williamson ; 
two half lands in the Cross butts, to go to Lord 
Derby, four ditto to J. Seacome, and four ditto to 
the Corporation. These are shown on the Eyes 
map of 1765.

No other deeds or plans showing the original 
strips or the details of the redistribution'of other 
parts of the Townfield have come to light, but the
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shape of the enclosures in which it all lay in 1785 1 
shows there must have been similar mutual arrange 
ments more or less all over it. No special enclosure 
Act was necessary. The title deeds of properties 
in the Townfield often supply the evidence. Thus 
a family deed 2 to bar entail, entered into by Richard 
Houghton in March 1754-55, deals with 53^ "lands" 
and two closes in the Townfield, containing 22 
acres 3 roods 20 perches, at 8 yards to the perch. 
It recites that they were formerly part of the 
Commonfield or Townfield of Liverpool whilst the 
same continued open and unenclosed, and that they 
had since been enclosed and made into separate 
closes or fields. Some of these " lands " were in 
the Stutts. Another deed of 1739 mentions four 
several " lands" recently enclosed, with other 
"lands," in the Oldfield. In 1724 a deed, referring 
to 10 "lands" on the west side of Pinfold Lane 
near Maiden's Green, recites that they had been 
mostly enclosed and improved, evidently not long 
before. In 1765 these " lands " still lay together but 
were separately owned. This illustrates a practice 
often adopted whereby adjacent owners agreed to 
enclose and cultivate their " lands " together, doubt 
less sharing the produce or rent in proportion to 
their interests, and later on all combined to sell the 
whole of the close as one field.

"New Enclosures" in the Sea Bank or Lower 
Sea Shoot are mentioned in I732.3 Another 
reference appears in a deed of exchange dated 
3rd March 1742-43 between Lord Derby and 
Richard Houghton.4 The Earl, in consideration 
of the ratifying and confirming the enclosures men 
tioned below, gave Houghton a "land" in the Higher

1 See C. Eyes' plan of that year.
2 I do not feel justified in indicating the ownership of many private 

documents which I have been allowed to inspect.
3 Coleman Deeds (Lanes.) No. 19, in Liverpool Public Library.
4 Knowsley Deed 563.
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Heavylands in a close consisting of 6 "lands," 
being the second " land " from the north hedge of 
the close, formerly leased to the Rev. Henry 
Richmond, rector of Liverpool, in exchange for 
two " half lands " containing about the same quantity 
on the west side of the Sea Bank "lately inclosed 
and taken in by the proprietors thereof, one of 
which ' half lands' is the north or hedge-butt of a 
new inclosure there lately inclosed by the Earl." 
That there was then some doubt as to the effective 
ness or legality of the enclosure is shown by a clause 
in the deed that it was to be void if any of the "lands" 
were " evicted " or taken away out of the possession 
of the parties by any former right or title.

The Ladies' Walk at the south end of the Sea 
Bank was formerly part of the Townfield, which 
extended one " land " farther south than the Walk, 
and here abutted on to the Parlour Hey, sold in 
1718 by Sir Cleave More to John Brooks. The 
Ladies' Walk was purchased, enclosed, and laid out 
in 1743 by the Corporation, steps up from the shore 
being added in 1755. A butt or " land" in the 
Townfield occurs as late as 1784. 1

Further research would no doubt reveal the facts 
as to the other enclosures in the Townfield, but 
enough has been given to show the way in which, 
and the approximate dates when, the Townfield lost 
its old form and its agricultural character. We find 
that to a large extent it was given over to a new 
industry. Beneath the fertile soil lay a deep bed of 
clay, which now became a valuable source of revenue 
to the owners of the strips. Of course, this clay 
had long been used for local building, but the 
demand for bricks would not be great until the late 
seventeenth and the eighteenth century. In 1615 
the town gives liberty to a bricklayer to get clay 
in places appointed by their officers, subject to the

1 Coleman Deeds (Lanes.), No. 109.
F
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burgesses being supplied at 8s. a thousand, but it 
was not till towards the end of the century that " the 
late improvement in building of houses" (1693) 
caused any great demand for bricks. Extensive 
brickmaking operations were sanctioned on the 
commons in 1685 by the town, and in 1715 liberty 
was granted to get clay and marl for pot earth, 
required in increasing quantities for the growing 
Liverpool pottery industry. We meet with the 
brickmaking lease in many bundles of old deeds. 
Thus, in 1763, Lord Derby leased some of his lands 
in the Townfield, near the Half Mile House and 
Old Ladies' Walk, to Robert Wain, a brickmaker. 
So long as there was a bed of clay 6 feet deep, 
Wain was to be at liberty to dig it out, make, pile 
and burn bricks and erect a kiln. He agreed to 
pay a rent of is. a thousand, to make at least 200,000 
bricks a year, to fence and enclose the plot (the 
Earl finding landmarks, quickwood and paling), and 
to build a wall to keep out the river. Wain might 
keep the property on for seven years after the clay 
had been got out, unless opportunities occurred for 
the Earl to set off the close on building leases.

Another factor in the decay of local agriculture 
must also be borne in mind, and that was the scarcity 
of labour. At the end of the eighteenth century the 
success of the factories and mills which were spring 
ing up all over Lancashire enabled their owners to 
offer wages which drew the countryman into the 
town and often left the farmer without sufficient men 
to carry on his business. Much of the Townfield, 
especially the northern portion, was relegated to 
mere grazing land. In Enfield's Liverpool? written 
about 1770, we read : " Between the town and Kirk- 
dale is a fine vale which has a rich marie under the 
surface and affords excellent pasturage. This track 
of ground was formerly common arable land, but has 

1 First edit., 1773, p. 5.
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been many years enclosed." Another use to which 
parts of the Townfield were put in the eighteenth 
century was as market gardens, the rich soil being 
very favourable for the cultivation of the increasing 
quantities of garden produce and vegetables required 
to supply the requirements of the growing t6wn.

We may note a curious result caused by the 
abandonment of agriculture and the occupation of 
the new enclosures by brickfields and market gardens. 
The tithes of corn and hay levied upon the common 
field must at one time have been of considerable 
value to the rector of Walton, of which parish 
Liverpool was part. The Commonwealth Church 
Survey states the tithes of Liverpool were worth ^75 
a year. Lord Molyneux, the patron of Walton, puts 
the annual value of the great and small tithes of the 
township of Liverpool at ^90 in 1699. When a 
separate parish for Liverpool was created, the tithes 
became payable to the rectors of Liverpool, the then 
rector of Walton being compensated with ^"55 per 
annum. This amount was discharged by the tithes, 
which fell in upon the death in 1722 of the rector of 
Walton. The rectors of Liverpool then agreed to 
take the. great tithes at ,£50 as part of their salary 
of £220, and the parish for some years had only to 
supply the balance of .£170. But a gradual decay 
in the value of the tithes appears by entries in the 
Parish Books. The lessee of the tithes refused in 
1727 to take them at the same rent as in the previous 
year, and the parish resolved to let them at the £$Q, 
and if they could not do so, to make up the deficiency 
to the rectors. In 1731 it appears that the gardeners, 
who now occupied a large portion of the Townfield, 
had refused to pay tithes for their gardens, and the 
parish decided to release them from all arrears if 
they would in future pay at the rate of $d. an acre. 
The gardeners, however, do not appear to have 
fallen in with this proposal, and the lessee of the
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tithes declared in 1732 that he would no longer lease 
the tithes unless the gardeners were obliged to pay. 
The rent obtainable for the tithes is recorded in 
1734 as having fallen to ^"19 : \os. " by reason of the 
new enclosures." A further fall to ^15 is mentioned 
in 1/38, and .£13 : 10^. in 1740, this being tithes 
of hay only; and the difficulty of collecting them 
increased till only £4 or .£5 was got in, and 
evidently they were more trouble than they were 
worth, as, although in 1743 the parish decided to 
prosecute the defaulters, the vestry expressed the 
opinion that the collection of the tithes should cease 
for the future. 1 The question was finally settled in 
1786 by the local Act 26 Geo. III. c. 15, which refers 
to the trouble of collecting the tithes, and declares 
they should n.ot be payable for the parish of 
Liverpool.

At the end of the eighteenth century the 
Townfield was probably anything but a pleasant 
sight. Instead of fields of corn there were unsightly 
pits and holes where the clay had been got out, 
brick kilns were scattered about, and what land had 
not been worked in this way was leased to market 
gardeners and keepers of pigs and poultry. But 
the field still lay largely unbuilt upon, and the houses 
had then only touched the southern portion of the 
Oldfield on the east and the Sea Shoot on the west, 
where the borough gaol was erected, and the 
terminal basins had been excavated of the Leeds 
and Liverpool Canal, which ran, via the Lower 
Heavylands, into the township of Kirkdale. 
With the opening of the nineteenth century matters 
proceeded apace, and a glance at the plans of the 
town shows that within a few years an advancing 
tide of bricks and mortar had rolled over the whole 
Townfield and obliterated all traces of what was by 
far the oldest feature in the history of Liverpool.

1 One consequence of this is that there is no tithe map for Liverpool.
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THE WASTE AND COMMONS

Although, beyond the fact that at some far distant 
time the Townfield had itself been reclaimed from 
the waste and that some of the town's commons lay 
adjacent to the arable "shots," the history of the waste 
has but little connection with that of the Townfield, 
still it will not be out of place to draw attention to a 
few of its features. The main body of the waste of 
Liverpool lay directly to the south of the Oldfield 
and, in mediaeval days, included practically the 
whole area on the east of the Pool, from Islington 
to the boundary of Toxteth Park, now represented 
by the line of Parliament Street. This area was 
known as the Heath and the Moss.

I do not propose to go over in detail the ground 
which, as mentioned earlier, 1 has been covered 
already by Professor Muir in his accounts of the 
development of the corporate estate, but it may be 
useful, after glancing at some of the mediaeval 
evidence, to give some later details not hitherto 
noticed. That the early lords of Liverpool con 
sidered they owned the wastes is evidenced by an 
undated deed (of about 1260-65) by which Robert 
de Ferrers granted to Robert Bullock of Kirkdale 
two acres of waste in the Townfield near the Hook 
of Mersey Pool. 2 This would probably be land by 
the side of the pool near the foot of the Oldfield or 
Gallowfield. The development of the waste on 
Saltons Moor has already been dealt with. The 
grant to the burgesses by Earl Thomas of Lancaster 
in 1310 of six large acres of moss in the Mosslake 
on the heath is generally considered the beginning 
of the corporate estate. 3 Then came John of

1 See references ante, p. 25. 2 Moore Deed 414.
3 Baines1 Liverpool, 127 ; Vict. Hist. iv. 6; Muir and Platt, 42. 

The statement in the Extent of Liverpool, 1346 (Add. MSS. 32103) 
that the whole community of the town (tota communitas villae) held
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Gaunt's lease of 1393 to the town of the common 
pasture lying between the town and the Park of 
Toxteth, which gave the burgesses a definite, if 
temporary, control in regard to what had hitherto 
been a matter of customary right; and the town 
thus got a grip over the wastes and commons 
of the township which was never relinquished. 
The lease no doubt expired in due course, but the 
town quietly continued to control the commons, and 
no one seems to have been sufficiently interested to 
interfere. We know very little of what went on 
during the fifteenth century, but the tacit acceptance 
of the town's assumed rights must have continued. 
In the early years of the sixteenth century we get 
evidence of this. The burgesses not only make 
a lease to Sir William Molyneux of some waste 
near Moor Green for a site for a tithe-barn but 
they even are found granting land away for ever. 
During one of the mayoralties of Wm. Moore 
(probably in 1523) the burgesses granted all those 
lands " which they had" at the east end of the 
Gallowfield bordering on the Heath and the 
common ditch on the south of the Gallowfield, to 
Hugh Davidson in fee farm for ever at 6s. %d. a 
year. These Gorsey Fields were purchased by 
Thomas Seacome from Hugh's son Gilbert, and on 
12th August 1561 Seacome obtained a confirmation 
from the Corporation. That this should have been 
thought necessary suggests that there were some 
doubts about the original grant, in which the vague 
words of ownership are noticeable. 1

a quarter burgage where the chapel was situated may point to an 
earlier corporate holding.

1 Trans. Hist. Soc. iv. 15-18. The 6s. %d. was to be employed for 
the maintenance of the Key in the port and haven of Liverpool. The 
Eyes Sched. of 1856 states that these fields passed to the Shaw family 
and in 1764 belonged to Alderman Thos. Shaw, and afterwards to 
James Shaw. A Mr. Wright purchased from the Corporation the 
reversion of part in 1828 for ;£lo.
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From this time on, the town is found assuming 
complete control of the commons and wastes. The 
" Old Precedents," c. 1540, of the Assemblies contain 
an order that no one is to plough the field-common 
from henceforth, and any corn sown upon it was to 
be given to the church. Leases for lives ,of parts 
of the common occur in 1559, and in 1561 it 
appeared that the town had promised the common 
next to Godscroft to Master John More and refused 
it to a stranger unless he became a town dweller. 
More was. not to claim a right to any of the town 
commons.

The Town Books contain several rentals of the 
commons and other corporate sources of revenue; 
that of 1524 gives an income of JS. §d., which grows 
to ,£1:2:7 a little later. A fuller rental of 
1563 includes, besides the rents for portions of the 
common lands such as the Gorsey Field, Sickman's 
Lane, Middle Mill Dale, Godscroft, etc., those for a 
few lands in the Townfield acquired by the town. 
Ploughing and encroaching upon the Godscroft is 
reported in 1565, with orders to keep ditches clean 
through the meadows to the Heath. The Assembly 
of 1567 presented Richard Mercer for enclosing the 
piece of common he held from the town in such a 
manner that the ways were not sufficiently wide for 
carts to meet or pass.

The town's position as recognised owner of the 
waste appears strongly in 1571, when so powerful 
a local magnate as Master John Crosse is found 
petitioning for license to enclose a small piece of the 
waste at the lower end of the fields belonging to 
Cross Hall, to make a. foundation for a stone wall to 
keep out the waters of the Pool. The mayor and 
brethren decided to view the ground and to mark 
out such part as would suffice and be thought 
reasonable and not hurtful to any evil example of 
unlawful encroachment. Frequent references are
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found in the sixteenth-century Town Books to the 
digging of marl and clay pits on the commons 
without leave, to enclosures and encroachments and 
to the improper pulling up of gorse and heath. In 
1576 it was ordered that certain young men who 
were not " house keepers," but who had " flied " up 
the heath, should not be allowed to get any turves 
to sell but only for day wages. Everton men and 
those of Lowe Hill were likewise forbidden to 
delve or dig upon the Heath.

The details of the claim made in 1617 by Sir 
Richard Molyneux to part of the common lands of 
Liverpool adjoining those of West Derby are too 
long to be given here. It is enough to say the 
town strongly and successfully resisted it.

One of the specified objects of a visit of the 
mayor and recorder to London in 1645, besides the 
relief of the poor and plundered burgesses, was to 
obtain an order for the enclosing and improving the 
commons and wastes within the liberties for the 
good of the Corporation. We hear nothing further 
of the scheme, and the town seems to have taken 
the matter into its own hands, as in 1650 an order 
was passed that part of the common between the 
river and the way leading to the Park gate westward 
unto the New Bridge or the Bowling Green should 
be improved, taken in and enclosed at the town's 
charge next winter, and managed for the best use 
and benefit of the town. From that time onwards 
the waste was carefully developed by the town and 
Mr. Touzeau's book and his account of the various 
schemes and proposals in connection with leases 
should be consulted for later details of the corporate 
estates and revenues. 1

1 Rise and Progress of Liverpool, pp. 237 (1651), 248 (1655), 273 
(1661), 277, 285 (1672), 286, 301 (1679), 314 (1685), 324 (1689), 345 
(1699). 371-2, 374 (1707), 486 (1748), 812, etc.


