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1. Preamble 
 
Yearsley Moor straddles the parishes of Yearsley and Gilling East in the Howardian Hills Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), North Yorkshire (centred on SE 592 755). This currently 
primarily wooded area has a wealth of archaeology and history spanning over 4000 years, from the 
Bronze Age to the present. In 2009 a group of volunteers started to look into this history through 
extensive field work and desk-based studies, checking whether existing records are still valid and 
rediscovering forgotten features. Eventually a number of project ideas crystallised into manageable 
categories, starting with the list of recorded monuments in the Yearsley Moor Archaeological Project 
(YMAP) area as held on the National Monuments Records database. 
 
The YMAP is part of the Lime and Ice Project,1 a five-year project funded by the Heritage Lottery 
Fund, with additional support from North York Moors National Parks Authority, Howardian Hills 
AONB, English Heritage, Natural England and the Forestry Commission. The objective of the YMAP 
part of the project was to expand the knowledge and understanding of the history of this unique 
area, and to use the results and information gained in a variety of ways, including new way-marked 
walking trails in the area, and information leaflets. 
 

                                                 
1 http://www.northyorkmoors.org.uk/caring/our-work/lime-and-ice 
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2. Introduction 
The wider climatic context 
 
It is perhaps useful to set the Yearsley Moor area within a wider climatic chronology, as climate 
influences human presence in the area. There have been at least five major ice ages during the 
Earth’s past, separated by warmer times which are known as interglacial periods. 
 

 
26,000 BC was the start of the last great Ice Age – lasting until about 10,000 BC in Britain.  
 
With water levels low, the British Isles were then part of the huge Eurasian continent: there was no 
North Sea or Channel. England was covered with ice as far south as Bristol, although the ice sheet 
did not cover the higher parts of the North York Moors; instead it flowed around this higher ground. 
This Ice Age lasted until about 10,000 BC. The melting of the ice caused the sea level to rise, and 
by about 6,000 BC Britain was cut off from the rest of the Eurasian continent.  
 
Regarding the Yearsley Moor area specifically, it is likely that the area was covered by ice. As the 
climate became warmer at the end of the Ice Age the snowfields on the North York Moors began to 
melt. The meltwater was unable to escape northwards, westwards or eastwards because it was 
blocked by ice, so huge volumes of water were forced southwards. Water from the moors formed a 
vast lake in the area of the Vale of Pickering (about 10,000 BC).2  
 

The wider human context 
 
The Mesolithic (Middle Stone Age) lasted from about 10,000 to 4000 BC in Yorkshire. It is the period 
between the Old Stone Age and the New Stone Age (Neolithic) when farming appeared. During the 
Mesolithic, more people arrived in England, as the ice sheets retreated north. By 6000 BC the 
melting ice had raised sea levels enough to cut Britain off as an island, making exchanges between 
peoples on the island and mainland Europe less easy. People in the Mesolithic were hunters, as 
well as collecting plants. England was covered extensively in forests, and was home to red and roe 
                                                 
2 English Heritage Vale of Pickering Statement of Significance (p.17) (available at 
http://www.northyorks.gov.uk/CHttpHandler.ashx?id=22213&p=0) 

Figure 2.1 Extent of ice during the last ice age Figure 2.2 Continent of Eurasia  

http://www.northyorks.gov.uk/CHttpHandler.ashx?id=22213&p=0
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deer, wild ox and wild pig. Delicately sharp flint flakes were made at that time, set in resin to make 
arrowheads and spear tips.  
 
Star Carr, 5 miles south of Scarborough, is generally regarded as the most important and 
informative Mesolithic site in Great Britain. It is as important to the Mesolithic period as Stonehenge 
is to the Neolithic, or Scandinavian York is to understanding Viking Age Britain. The site belongs to 
the early Mesolithic and was occupied between 9300 and 8400 BC (Milner et al. 2013, 58). The site 
is situated on the shores of the former Lake Flixton; fragments of a paddle indicate the use of boats 
for fishing or travelling to islands in the lake. The people were actively managing their environment, 
by setting fire to reeds in front of the encampment. Their carpentry skills were sophisticated, judging 
by the remains of a wooden platform made of planks up to 3m long and 30mm thick. These were 
created using flint axes and antler or wood wedges. Among the more famous finds at the site are the 
many stag frontlets, head-dresses worked from deer skulls with antlers, possibly for use in religious 
ceremonies. 
 
During the Neolithic, from c.4000 to 2500 BC, people established settled communities and 
developed advanced tool making as well as advanced weapons, followed by pottery. Pollen analysis 
shows that woodland was decreasing and grassland increasing, with a major decline of elms. The 
winters were typically 3oC colder than at present but the summers some 2.5ºC warmer.3 
 
Pottery was used extensively, the pottery of the Beaker people being a distinct and widely found 
bell-shaped beaker, often decorated with horizontal bands, and thought to be used for drinking 
mead or beer.4 Such beakers were found as goods in the grave of the Amesbury Archer, an early 
Bronze Age man whose grave was discovered near Stonehenge. Isotope analysis of his tooth 
enamel suggests he originated from an alpine region in central Europe. 
 
During the Neolithic the first signs of conflict occur, in the form of major arrowhead finds (suggesting 
battles rather than hunting for food), and ramparts around settlements. The Bronze Age (c.2500 to 
700 BC) is partly defined by houses and separate walled fields, and the construction of henges – 
such as those at Thornborough near Masham (although the dating of these henges straddles 
Neolithic and Bronze Age dates), as well as stone circles. Barrows, used for burials, changed shape 
at this time, with long barrows giving way to round. Trading between Britain and the rest of Europe 
was extensive, and there was much more cultivation of land, with mixed farming. However, upland 
farms had to be abandoned from about 1500 BC because the climate became cooler. Those upland 
areas turned into moorland. 
 
Neolithic axes were found in the Gilling area in 1868 (SE 61 76; SMR No.12235), and 100 Bronze 
Age axes were found on Yearsley Common in 1735 (SE 58 74/5; AMIE 56795). A small number of 
stone axe finds have come to light in areas around the Gilling Long Barrow in fieldwalking surveys 
(Bateman 1995; 2000); the same fieldwalking recovered scattered leaf-shaped and tanged and 
barbed arrowheads, and a segmented faience bead (Brooke 1954; Manby et al. 2003, 82). 
 
The Iron Age (from about 700 BC to AD 43) seems to have been a period with a highly organised 
society, trading extensively with mainland Europe, with well-protected hill forts as centres for trading 
and living, and a thriving weaving industry. In North Yorkshire, ‘Stanwick Camp’ near Richmond is a 
huge Iron Age hill fort and the hill at Sutton Bank is the site of another massive hill fort built around 
400 BC. 

                                                 
3 en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Prehistoric_Britain 
4 The pottery is well made, and the culture is dated from 2,400 BC to 1,800 BC, spreading extensively from the Iberian 
peninsula, to Germany and all of Britain and Ireland, www.english-heritage.org.uk 
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Previously recorded Historic Monuments for Yearsley Moor 
 
Prior to a more detailed investigation of the history of Yearsley Moor, various members of the YMAP 
team undertook to check and locate previously recorded historic monuments, logged on the English 
Heritage AMIE records (Archives Monument Information England) and Scheduled Monuments data 
base for Yearsley Moor. Where possible, GPS locations were made more accurate, as GPS 
technology has improved since the map readings in 1993.5 Other data bases consulted included the 
online information from English Heritage pastscapes.6 Appendix 1 provides a table of monuments 
and their GPS locations as verified to date. 
 
 

                                                 
5 Scheduled Ancient Monument Survey for English Heritage 1993; Heritage Gateway Pastscape, Michael McElvaney/APR-
1993/RCHME/NYCC Howardian Hills Project 
6 www.pastscape.english-heritage.org.uk 
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3. Individual Projects 
 
The results of the individual projects are presented in this section. Each part is a stand-alone report. 
 
a. Report of results of the documentary research 
b. The Barrows survey 
c. Gilling Deer Park – the park pale 
d. The Yearsley–Gilling boundary markers 
e. Field walking at Temple Hill, Gilling East, 13 May 2011: analysis of finds 
f. The bell pits survey 
g. The quarries survey 
h. Yearsley and its pottery industry 
i. The Yearsley mill 
j. The military impact from the early 1900s to the end of the Second World War 
k. Possible early settlement site in Gilling Park: report on aerial survey photos 
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3a. Report of the results of the documentary research 
by Catherine Thorn MA and Judy Bradfield BA (Hons) 
 
Introduction 
 
The area of land which is the subject of the Yearsley Moor Archaeological Project is blessed with a 
rich array of historical documents and records. This is in part due to it having been shared for much 
of its history between two aristocratic estates – the Gilling Estate and the Newburgh Priory Estate – 
whose archives are now housed in the North Yorkshire County Records Office (NYCRO) at 
Northallerton; it was there that we carried out the bulk of our research. With the lines of succession 
to these estates not running smoothly, coupled with intermarriage between the families involved and 
with a third family based at Brandsby, documents relating to this area of land can now be found in 
the Fairfax family of Gilling archive,7 the Fauconberg/Belasyse family of Newburgh Priory archive8 
and the Fairfax of Gilling records in the Fairfax-Cholmeley family of Brandsby archive.9 
 
There was a huge amount of material to work through, largely thanks to Charles Gregory the 9th 
Viscount Fairfax who from the 1720s to the 1770s kept the bulk of his invoices and other vouchers, 
even down to butcher’s bills. With such a large amount of data available, we have been careful to 
concentrate strictly on seeking evidence of land use within the YMAP area – which of course does 
not include the Fairfax home of Gilling Castle itself, nor the gardens in its immediate vicinity, nor the 
actual villages of Gilling and Yearsley.  
 
There is enough raw data for a book, let alone a report; indeed, drawing partly on these archives 
Gerry Webb has produced the book, Fairfax of York (Webb 2001), which we have read and would 
recommend, although a major focus of the book is Fairfax House in York. Another publication which 
we have found useful is John Marwood’s History of Gilling (Marwood 1995). However, we have in 
general preferred to work through the primary source material for ourselves. 
 
We have in addition consulted records kept at Northallerton Library and in York at the University 
Library, the Borthwick Institute and the Minster Library; we have also used resources available 
online.  
 
A coherent picture has emerged which complements the discoveries made by our colleagues on the 
ground. In this report we will endeavour to give a general overview of this picture in an order which 
is essentially chronological but with our results grouped by reference to the particular areas 
investigated by our colleagues.  
 
In carrying out this research we have gathered a collection of copy documents etc. which will be 
stored with the YMAP archive and will therefore be available for reference by any future 
researchers.  
 
We would like to thank everyone who has helped us, and in particular the very knowledgeable and 
kindly staff of the NYCRO. 
 
 

                                                 
7 Ref. ZDV(F) 
8 Ref. ZDV 
9 Ref. ZQG(F) 
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The earliest documentary evidence for land use in the YMAP area 
 
Both Yearsley and Gilling feature in the Domesday survey of AD 1086 which is the earliest historical 
record that we have been able to find for either of them. The Alecto Historical Editions translation 
has two separate entries for Gilling East (‘Gellinge’ or ‘Ghellinge’ in the original), so ownership of the 
area appears to have been divided – which is indeed John Marwood’s view of the situation. In the 
time of King Edward (that is in 1065, just prior to the Norman Conquest) one part was owned by a 
man named Bark and was worth 20 shillings; in 1086 it was held by Hugh fitzBaldric (a Norman 
name) and is described as having land for two ploughs and woodland pasture three furlongs long 
and three broad, the whole manor being half a league long and half a league broad; its value had 
now diminished to 8 shillings. The other part formerly belonged to Orm but in 1086 was held by 
Ralph de Mortimer who had one tenant paying rent of 10 shillings and 8 pence, and in the time of 
King Edward it was worth 10 shillings. It is described as having land for two ploughs and woodland 
pasture half a league long and half a league broad, the whole manor being one league long and one 
broad. No mill is mentioned nor for that matter a church; if there had been any then they should 
have been included. There are some remains which indicate the possible existence of a church in 
Anglo-Saxon times; Marwood speculates that the notorious Harrying of the North of 1069 may 
account for this discrepancy, as the church could have been left in such a bad state of repair that it 
was not considered worth noting in Domesday; this may also account for the drastic drop in the 
value of the land formerly held by Bark.  
 
Yearsley (‘Eureslage’ in the original) by contrast does not have a separate entry but is part of the 
manor of Coxwold, together with ‘Iretone’, Ampleforth, Osgoodby, Thirkleby and ‘Baxby’. The whole 
is described as having land for 15 ploughs, with woodland eight leagues long and three leagues and 
four furlongs broad, the entire manor being nine leagues long and four leagues broad. In the time of 
King Edward it was owned by Kofse and was worth £6; in 1086 it was also held by Hugh fitzBaldric 
and its value had doubled to £12. No mills (or churches) are mentioned.  
 
 
General land use from the later medieval period to the 17th century, and the deer park 
with its pale  
 
The catalogue book for the ZQG(F) archive at the NYCRO contains transcriptions and some 
translations of legal documents (mostly in Latin) relating to the Gilling area. Although the exact 
positions of the blocks of land in question cannot now be identified, their descriptions do suggest the 
character of the land in the area and how it was used, although care has to be taken as the 
descriptions may to some extent be formulaic. The general picture which emerges is of meadows, 
pastures, arable land and woodland; various documents also concern the homestead with its 
smallholding – a ‘toft and a croft’ – of which there seem to be several in the area. The word ‘moris’ 
(in the ablative plural) also appears in some documents; it seems that this must be a Latin version of 
the word ‘moor’ which is of Old English origin and for which there is no direct equivalent in classical 
Latin. In addition, one document dated 20 January 125210 indicates that nut gathering was a 
commonplace activity for some of the ordinary people of Gilling – evidence of another way in which 
the local land was used.  
 
The catalogue book of the ZDV archive at the NYCRO contains transcriptions of similar documents 
relating to the Yearsley area. These indicate that in around the 12th century there was an area of 
land between Thorp (the position of which is indicated on the modern OS map by Thorpe Hall and 

                                                 
10 Ref. ZQG(F) I 12, microfilm 2865 frame 2061 
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Thorpe Grange) and Yearsley which was common land given over to woodland pasture where 
people would take their pigs to forage. An entry in the Calendar of Close Rolls Henry III volume 8 
from 1254 (p.159) refers to a dispute between Richard son of Richard de Riparia against a Thomas 
de Coleville and his son Thomas over a common pasture in Yearsley. 
 
It is intriguing to note that in the Calendar of Patent Rolls11 there are Letters Patent granted by 
Edward I which are dated at Yearsley on 13 and 14 June 1301.12 So King Edward I himself stayed at 
Yearsley for at least two nights; the places where documents immediately before and after were 
dated show that he was on his way up to Scotland, so it may well be that he had an army with him. 
One can imagine the soldiers encamped on Yearsley Moor. 
 
Various documents show that the de Colevill family owned Yearsley in the 14th century, and indeed 
lived there; section 551 of volume 2 of the Calendar of Inquisitions Miscellaneous contains the result 
of an Inquisition dated 6 June 1322 which found that ‘No evildoer broke into the house of Sir 
Thomas de Colevill at Everslay by night, nor carried off his wife Margaret: but on the Sunday after 
Easter Margaret fled from the house by the procurement of Agatha late wife of Marmaduke Darell, 
knight, and her son Richard, who received Margaret and still do so. No evildoer took away any 
goods or chattels of Thomas with Margaret, nor did Margaret take anything except her gown’. On 20 
April1347 a Thomas de Colvile was granted the licence to impark his wood of ‘Bukdensyke in 
Yeveresley’ but his joy at this must have been short lived as on 6 February of the following year he 
is granted redress against various persons (some of whom have French-derived surnames, perhaps 
a group of rival local nobility) who ‘broke his park at Yeversley, hunted therein and took and carried 
away deer’.13 
 
According to Marwood, the de Ettons had been Lords of Gilling since 1199. However, it is by a 
document dated 18 August 134914 that the ‘Manor of Gyllyng in Riddle, 3 tofts and 3 bovates of land 
in Euerle [Yearsley]’ are settled upon Thomas de Etton and his wife Elizabeth and their heirs, which 
included by way of substitutional provision the Fairfax family into which a de Etton daughter had 
married. (It is in reliance upon this document that in due course in 1492 Sir Thomas Fairfax of 
Walton is able to claim the estate; in the Calendar of Patent Rolls Henry VII Volume 1 pp.397–8 is 
the associated Commission to various persons to enquire by jury into the ownership of the estate, 
dated 14 July at Westminster, which gives an interesting history of the hands through which it had 
passed, including those of the executed traitor Humphrey Neville.) Marwood says that Thomas de 
Etton started to erect the tower keep of Gilling Castle in 1349, which suggests that with the security 
of the settlement in place he felt able to start major works on the estate. On 24 October 1374 
Edward III granted Thomas de Etton licence to impark 1,000 acres of land and wood at Gyllyng in 
Ryedale; the NYCRO holds the original of this document,15 and it would be as a consequence of this 
that the park pale traced in Section 3c was established.  
 
Use of Gilling Park as a deer park seems to have continued for over three centuries. The NYCRO 
holds a bond dated 20 August 169216 whereby two yeomen of Ampleforth solemnly bound 
themselves not to kill or destroy any deer, nor any other game in the park or elsewhere belonging to 
the then Lord Fairfax.  
 

                                                 
11 Edward I Volume 3 
12 Volume I of the Calendar of Fine Rolls includes a writ dated at Yearsley on 14 June 
13 Calendar of Patent Rolls Edward III Volumes 7 and 8 
14 Ref. ZQG(F) I 12, microfilm 2865 frame 2090 
15 Ref. ZQG(F) I 12, microfilm 2865 frame 2117 
16 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘17th century estate papers and others’, microfilm 1189 frame 1638 
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There is also evidence of park keepers and foresters being employed. The first indication of this is in 
a partly untranslated Latin lease17 transcribed into the catalogue book and dated Michaelmas 1391. 
Thomas de Etton is leasing for three years to Master (‘Magister’) John de Midleton at a rent of 40 
marks per annum the park of Gilling with two meadows; although there is much terminology that is 
alien to classical Latin, there appears to be provision for the tenant to pay the wages of a forester 
who guards the park.  
 
The NYCRO’s transcriptions of the Gilling parish registers also contain various entries for a family of 
foresters, as follows: 

• 9 December 1661, burial of George Hicke, forester [‘parcarius roborarii’] of Gilling, 
unfortunately killed by a branch falling from a tree on 7 December 

• 25 May 1676, christening of Mary daughter of Ralph Hicke, a forester [‘roborarii custodis’] in 
Gilling Park, and Ann [which is followed by the christenings of three more children of this 
Ralph Hicke the forester] 

• 25 October 1677, the death [but not the burial, as she was a Roman Catholic] of Winifred 
Hick a widow aged 80 of ‘Redcarr par Coxwold’ [if she were of the same family, this would 
indicate that they were housed in the area of Redcar House which still exists close to the 
large fish pond] 

 
However, things were to change during the 18th century. In the 1720 Register of Papists’ Estates 
the estate of William, Viscount Fairfax, is described as ‘the capital messuage Gilinge Castle … with 
all outhouses, kilns etc., a bowling green, fishponds and curtilage, a park stocked with deer called 
Giling Park … a warren let by Charles, late Lord Fairfax, to Chr. Hick at £50 in money and to look 
after said deer park as park keeper …’.18 It would seem that the Hick family was still looking after the 
park though now in the role of park keeper rather than forester. By 1771, Charles Gregory Fairfax 
the 9th Viscount is described as having ‘changed a park which would not fatten his deer, into 
beautiful closes of pasture and meadow’, in the book A Six Month Tour of the North of England by 
Arthur Young, though the description is by his companion Mr Comber, contained in the Addenda 
(Young 1771, Vol.11, p.457). 
 
As for the area beyond the pale, there is a lease dated 20 February 162519 which gives an idea of its 
condition at that time. Sir Thomas Fairfax lets at a rent of £8 per annum for 21 years to William 
Horneby of Yearsley, yeoman, ‘All that cottage called Wyngatehill House with the close thereto 
belonging, situate on Yearsley moor and one close called the Park Inge Close abutting upon the 
west end of Redcar and all conies and rabbits on the moors of Yearsley and Gilling without the pale 
of Gilling Park late in the occupation of Francis Kirby, and all the coney burrows and clappers on the 
same moors’. A map of around this time (1605) survives, although it is of the Newburgh estate so 
the Yearsley area is very much on the eastern edge;20 frame 153 is the only one of relevance to us, 
and it shows very faintly the road layout and marks Yearsley common, and it also confirms the 
position of ‘Osborne’s Inge Nooke’ which appears as ‘Osborne’s Corner’ in the 1796 boundary 
document (see below) and on later maps. It also seems to indicate that the Yearsley common and 
moor were bare of trees. A map of 1727 of the Newburgh estate also survives;21 again the Yearsley 
moor area is very much on the periphery, but the edge of it is shown on frames 395 and 402 and 
one can faintly trace roads or tracks heading into the moor/common area in the Gilling direction.  
 

                                                 
17 Ref. ZQG(F) I 12 microfilm 2865, frame 2148 
18 North Riding Records Society, Quarter Sessions Records, Vol.VIII, p.81 
19 Ref. ZQG(F) V 6 1, microfilm 2814, frame 1270 
20 Ref. ZDV, microfilm 1504, frames 145–57 
21 Ref. ZDV VI 6, microfilm 1504 frames 390–405 
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The importance of conies or rabbits in the local economy is also evident from a rather curious 
document, a Justices’ order to the Constable of Gilling to search for and apprehend thieves;22 the 
date has been lost but the NYCRO has assigned a date range of 1715–30. It recites in its preamble, 
‘Forasmuch as we are credibly informed that divers small felonies, larcenies, pilfrays and stealing of 
conies and such other small offences are sundry times done and committed by divers lewd and 
indisposed persons …’. This document was designed to save the delay of having to get a search 
warrant on every occasion – by which time the stolen goods would have been spirited away. It 
shows signs of being repeatedly folded and unfolded – the same pattern of wear as one sees on a 
modern paper driver’s licence. The original is now so fragile that the NYCRO were unable to let us 
have sight of it.  
 
 
Boundary stones 
 
With the de Ettons and de Colevills now established in their respective neighbouring estates, it is not 
surprising that the late 14th century sees the boundary between them becoming an issue, one which 
periodically resurfaces with their successors over following centuries. On 6 May 1378 a deed of 
exchange was executed whereby for his part ‘Thos Collvill de Cokewald’ granted to Thomas de 
Etton the father and Thomas de Etton his son ‘for enlarging their park at Gilling … a piece of pasture 
of his lordship of Yearsley [Yeverslay] between the water course called Holbek which runs between 
Yearsley and Gilling in divers places as it is enclosed by fosse, fence & hedge on [?] yarl fosse del 
Calange bek in the lordship of Yearsley as far as the soil of Ampleforth’.23 
 
Then on 8 July 1385 ‘Thomas Coluyll knight de Cokewald’ entered into an agreement with Thomas 
de Etton of Gilling and his mother Elizabeth for the sharing by them and their tenants, heirs and 
assigns of their respective ‘moris et pasturis’ (moors and pastures) of Gilling and Yearsley. This is a 
long document in Latin which has been left untranslated by the NYCRO; their Latin transcription can 
be found in the catalogue book for archive ZQG(F) at I 12 and the original document also appears 
on microfilm 2865 frame 2143. It confirms that these lands were used for the grazing of livestock 
and also for the growing of harvestable timber. However, it also makes reference to boundary 
structures: Gilling Moor belonging to the de Ettons is defined as being in breadth from the stream of 
‘del Chalange’ to Grimston Beck along diverse markers and boundaries marked with stones, and in 
length from Yearsley Moor to Gilling ‘oute gange’ within the ancient boundaries; Yearsley Moor 
belonging to Thomas Coluyll is defined as being from ‘Brandesby’ Beck to the stream of ‘del [?] 
Botten’ in length and from the stream of ‘del Botten’ to the stream of ‘Thorp Wolhous’ in breadth.24 It 
is particularly interesting to note the mention of boundary stones. 
 
The issue of boundaries between the estates came up again in the 1620s. By this time the Belasyse 
family owned ‘the manor, moors, wastes and commons of Yearsley’ as part of their Newburgh Priory 
estate. Differences arose over what rights Thorpe le Willows Grange had in the Yearsley commons, 
and following arbitration a deed was entered into by members of the Fairfax and Belasyse families 
to confirm the agreement that they had reached that ‘Belassys is the owner of the wastes of 
Yearsley (except for a part heretofore purchased by Sir Nicholas Fairfax); Belassys & his ancestors 
have lawfully approved and taken in enclosures from the commons & he may (in future) approve, 
take in & enclose such parts of the moors & wastes as lie on the west side of the highway leading 
from Yearsley to Thorpe Gate between the corner of the park wall of Newburgh Park and the said 

                                                 
22 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘18th century estate papers and others’, microfilm 1189, frame 1676 
23 As translated from the original French by the NYCRO, see catalogue book for archive ZQG (F) at I 12; the original 
document also appears on microfilm 2865 frame 2130 
24 Translation by Catherine Thorn 



 

16 
 

Thorp Gate as it is now already dowled and set forth to be done; there is sufficient common left for 
the owners & tenants of Thorpe le Willows Grange’.25  
 
It was following Charles Gregory Pigott’s inheritance of the Gilling estate on the death of Anne 
Fairfax in 1793 that the issue of boundaries again arose. One can imagine that the heir was keen to 
mark what was now his; the result is a document26 which is ‘The description of the Boundary of 
Yearsley Common in the County of York now denoted by certain marks and fixed stones placed 
there on the 15th day of May 1796 at the joint expense of the Right Honourable Henry Lord 
Fauconberg and Charles Pigott Fairfax Esq.’, although the document goes on to make clear that 
some of the stones were pre-existing. Possibly some of these were amongst those referred to in the 
agreement of 1385; the surviving stones have been traced by Gudrun Gaudian and Chris Williams, 
and some of them are of very archaic style (see Section 3d).  
 
 
Yearsley mill 
 
In late 2011 investigation was begun of some barely visible building foundations in the ‘Wilderness’ 
area close to where the park pale had been traced (see Section 3c); these were near a stream, 
raising the possibility that it could be a watermill complex. Earlier research had found, in the 1720 
Register of Papists Estates referred to above, the reference ‘In Earsley in the parish of Coxwould a 
water-cornmilne, a kiln, garden, orchard and curtilage, with several lands etc. let to Jane and 
George Yoward for ninety-nine years’. Further research revealed a reference in the Feet of Fines to 
the sale of a mill at Yearsley in 1560; subsequently the archaeological investigation revealed a 
millstone. Eventually the original 1560 document was tracked down at the NYCRO27 and, with a lot 
of help from John Henderson of the Northallerton Local History Society who is expert at reading 
medieval documents, it was possible to transcribe it. This document confirms the purchase by 
Nicholas Fairfax of a parcel of ground on Yearsley Moor with the watermill there, together with its 
associated rights including the supply of water; it had previously been in the tenure of a Richard 
Chapman. (Presumably this is the part of the wastes of Yearsley previously purchased by Nicholas 
Fairfax that is mentioned in the document from the 1620s cited above.) 
 
Two other definite references to a watermill in Yearsley were uncovered. First, in the NYCRO 
catalogue books28 a transcription of the Inquisition Post Mortem on the death of Sir William Fairfax 
dated 13 April 1598 includes ‘One (?) messuage ... one water mill with appurtenances in Yearsley 
and 20 acres ... held of Sir William Bellassis of his manor of Yearsley and they are worth 20s p.a.’. 
Secondly, in his article ‘Gilling Castle’, John Bilson (1907) cites the ‘Inquiry post mortem of Sir 
Nicholas Fairfax, knight, 1571’ which records that ‘he died seised in his demesne … also ... a 
messuage, dovecote, watermill, 20 acres of pasture and 100 acres of moor in Yearsley, held of 
William Bellasis, knight, in socage, as his manor in Yearsley, worth 20s a year’.29  
 
In the Coxwold Parish Registers Yearsley ‘milne’ or ‘mill’ features in a few entries as a specific 
location separate from Yearsley itself. In the transcript by Yorkshire Parish Register Society, 
Coxwold I, copies held at the NYCRO and at the Borthwick, which ends at the year 1666, such 
entries are as follows: 

                                                 
25 Ref. ZDV I 5, microfilm 1352, frames 378–81; the quotation is taken from an abstract in the catalogue book which says 
that the document is undated, but looking at the parties and the pedigrees of their families this deed must have been 
entered into during the 1620s 
26 Ref. ZDV V 1, microfilm 1282, frame 7621 
27 Ref. ZDV I 5, microfilm 1352 frame 867, although this photograph is overexposed and impossible to read 
28 Ref. ZQG(F) II.14 
29 Chancery Inquiry pm 13 Elizabeth Part 1 No.41 
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• Osgoodby the 15 of November 1655 A marriage betwene John Sothranne of Oswouldkirke 

on the one pte and Elizabeth Dinnison of Yearsley milne on the thother [sic] pte was this day 
and yeare abovesaid solemnized in the presence of John Dinnison [senior], John Dinnison 
[junior], and Mr. Conyers Askwith before me W. Ayscoughe (p.111) 

• John Dinnison the sonne of John Dinnison of Yearsley milne was born the 17th day of 
August 1660 (p.121) 

• Elizabeth Dinnison of Yearsley milne died the 17th day of February 1656 (p.129) 
• John Dinnison of Yearsley milne died the 28th day of April 1659 (p.130) 

 
In the parish records at the Borthwick Institute30 such entries are as follows: 

• April 1668 ‘Thomas Dinnison of Yearsley milne died the 29 [th] day’ 
• January 1684/85 ‘Lancelott Yoward son of George Yoward of Yearsley Milne was baptized 

ye 14th day’ 
 
The microfilms of subsequent Yearsley registers held at the Borthwick Institute (which run up to the 
mid-20th century) have no further references to Yearsley mill, and the millers referred to are clearly 
working at Newburgh mill or are in Baxby, with one exception: under Ref. P.R. Cox 6 Coxwold bap. 
1813–184231 there is an entry on 10 February 1825 for the christening of Jane the daughter of 
James Kendall miller and his wife Elizabeth whose abode is given as Yearsley. It is very much an 
isolated entry, and no trace of a James Kendall nor of any millers can be found in the 1841 
censuses for Yearsley or Gilling. 
 
In the NYCRO records some isolated Gilling rentals survive which are extremely helpful. The rentals 
for Michaelmas 1711 and Michaelmas 171232 both show two mills, one of which is clearly described 
as Gilling mill and the other (simply called ‘the mill’) is rented by a George Yoward. A further Gilling 
rental from 171933 shows George Yoward renting ‘the milne’. This ties in very well with the Register 
entries and also the 1720 Inquisition quoted above. 
 
In the transcripts of the Gilling Parish registers held at the NYCRO there is an entry for the burial of 
an Elizabeth Yeoward, the wife of George, on 11 September 1724 and then an entry for the burial of 
a George Yeoward on 30 December 1724; no occupations or exact places of abode are given, but it 
is important to note that their ecclesiastical parish of residence is given as Coxwold rather than 
Gilling, which would be correct if they were living at Yearsley Mill. 
 
There are also various references to ‘the old mill’ in vouchers;34 these are as follows: 
 

• At frame 7676 appears Thomas Holdforth’s bill dated 19 September 1748 and receipted 26 
October 1748; at the bottom of an itemised list of various pieces of work (he is the local man 
whom the 9th Viscount tended to use for simple masonry work) is the line ‘for walling 20 
Rood of Park Wall five foot High running from Thomas Bullmer wall over to the ould mill at 2 
shillings 6 pence per rood  £2=10=0’. 

• At frame 7690 is Francis Turner’s bill dated 14 November 1748, as follows: 
‘To leading stones to ye Park Wall 
from ye Moor gates Runing to Sim Hornbys  L     s     d 

                                                 
30 Ref. P.R. Cox 3 Coxwold 1666–1702/03 and microfilm 669 
31 Microfilm 669 
32 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘Hungate & Fairfax family papers’, microfilm 1128, frames 3504 and 3517 
33 Ref. ZQG(F) V Estate 3.4.1 microfilm 2814, frame 1063 
34 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘Fairfax vouchers 1733–1752’, which take up the whole of microfilm 1131 
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26 Rood 7 foot high @ 2s per Rood  2    12    0 
Do 20 Rood Do @ Do    2      0    0 
from Bowmars going to ye Ould Mill  4     12    0’ 

• At frame 7712 is the bill of Simeon Brough and Charles Smith dated 30 November 1748 ‘for 
getting up stones for the Park Wall running from Thomas Boullmer Wall forward to the Ould 
Mill twenty five Rood to be seven foot high at three shillings per Rood’ for which they charged 
£3 15 0. 

 
These vouchers are also important as they may explain the existence of the wall found in the 
excavation of a section of the park pale in December 2012. 
 
There is a later possible remembrance of the mill in a survey of land held by Anne Fairfax; it is 
undated but presumably comes from around the 1780s. Amongst the parcels of land held by Anne 
herself are ‘Mill Spring’ (17 acres and 38 perches) and ‘Upper Mill Spring’ (6 acres, 1 rood and 14 
perches).35 There are sundry other ‘mill’ place-name references in other documents, but whether or 
not they relate to this mill is debateable. 
 
From these documents a picture of the history of the mill seems to be emerging. It was clearly a 
valuable going concern from at least the mid-16th century but would seem to have gone out of use 
after 1724, possibly as a result of the death of its tenant and his wife. The coming onto the scene of 
Charles Gregory Fairfax the 9th Viscount may also be connected, given the fundamental 
remodelling of the landscape that he was to carry out. In the absence of further information, 
however, this can only remain a hypothesis. 
 
 
Coal mining 
 
The main direct documentary evidence we have found for the bell pit mines surveyed by Gudrun 
Gaudian and Chris Williams (see Section 3f) is a lease dated 1 May 164836 by Lord Viscount Fairfax 
to Henry Hodgson of ‘All his Lordship’s colemines upon Gillinge or Yearsley Moore’ for the 
substantial yearly rent of £50. It is interesting to note that there is a proviso for the amount of rent 
payable to be determined by arbitration should Mr Hodgson ‘be interrupted in ye workinge of the 
said coles: either by warr or the like extraordinary occacions’ – over the summer of 1648 there were 
various Royalist uprisings in the North and a Scottish invasion as the English Civil War rumbled on. 
Indeed, Webb’s book contains a telling passage from a letter to the then Lord Fairfax from his 
steward dated 11 May 1645: ‘Skalton and Ampleford, Gillinge and Colton, lay so near Helmesley 
Castle, that during the time it was besieged they were never without soldiers upon free billet, who, 
besides their other provisions which they eat up, they killed all their sheep’ (Webb 2001, 51). 
 
It is quite clear from the many coal bills amongst the vouchers of Charles Gregory the 9th Viscount 
Fairfax that he was buying in coal from elsewhere; Webb gives a detailed account of the various 
sorts of coal for different purposes brought in from far afield (Webb 2001, 100–01). With one 
exception (see below) the parish registers of Gilling and of Coxwold (of which Yearsley is part) do 
not show anyone living in Gilling or Yearsley whose occupation is specifically given as miner, 
although of course it is possible that some people described as labourers did do mining work. The 
one exception is a Richard Sidebottom who is described as ‘an underminer of coal’ and of the Parish 
of Gilling; on 17 July 1759 he was married to Dorothy Hasletine a spinster of the Parish of Gilling; 
                                                 
35 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘Fairfax Family Estates: Valuations/rentals of Gilling, Ampleforth & Coulton. Late 18th century’, microfilm 
1128, frame 3345 
36 Ref. ZQG(F) V 6. 2, microfilm 2814, frame 1826 
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sadly their son John was buried on 13 May 1760.37 It may be pure co-incidence, but Gilling rentals of 
Michaelmas 1750 and Lady Day 175138 show a Leonard Heseltine renting an area called ‘the 
colliery’ for £7 and 7 shillings per half year. Vouchers39 show that this Leonard Heseltine was also 
supplying lime to Lord Fairfax.  
 
There is also an intriguing receipt dated 2nd September 172540 for ‘bowrriing and digging thirty-
fourth fathems, at twenty shillings a fathem’. The four workmen were William Parkinson, Ralph How, 
Thomas How and John Rains who signed with their marks; none of these are names of the usual 
Gilling labourers mentioned time and again in the vouchers, so could it be that they were specialist 
workers brought in to dig a mine shaft?  
 
In 1800, John Tuke of the Board of Agriculture of Great Britain produced A General View of the 
Agriculture of the North Riding of Yorkshire in which he reports that ‘Some seams of coal are worked 
in different parts of these moors: but they are thin and their produce of an ordinary quality: the same 
may be said of those in Gilling, among the Howardian hills, the quality of which has not encouraged 
a diligent search after more’ (Tuke 1800, 18).  
 
However, there was mining elsewhere in the neighbouring area. Tuke reports that ‘A bed of coal has 
lately been found between Easingwold and Thurske of sufficient thickness to admit to the erection of 
a fire engine’ (Tuke 1800, 19). There is a particularly interesting document41 which is a report on 
Coxwold Colliery by a Mr Buddle Junior to William Belasyse Esq. dated 23 September 1805. It 
shows a world in transition from a primarily agrarian economy to an industrial one; at one point Mr 
Buddle says that the present lack of demand for coal (‘deficiency of vend’) is ‘occasioned merely by 
a suspension of the trade during the Harvest’. It also refers to mine excavation work which is 
measured in fathoms. 
 
The 1841 census returns for Gilling and Yearsley do not contain anyone whose occupation was 
given as miner. 
 
Very recently a further clue has come to light which may provide documentary evidence of mining on 
Yearsley Moor during the medieval period. John Rushton, who has carried out decades of research 
into the history of Ryedale, has recently had to go into a nursing home and has donated his papers 
to the Ryedale Folk Museum. The slow process of going through many boxes of notes has only just 
begun, but an intriguing reference has emerged to a medieval lease of coal mines in the Yearsley 
area to the Bishop of Durham; the document in question is apparently held in the NYCRO archive 
ZDV although no specific reference to it appears in the catalogue. This is an area that future 
researchers may wish to follow up.  
 
 
Eighteenth-century landscaping works: temples and fish ponds 
 
In the aforementioned extract from Arthur Young’s tour of the North of England in 1771, much tribute 
is paid to the 9th Viscount for the ‘great’ improvements he had made at Gilling about which he had 
been employed ‘many years’. Of the ‘beautiful closes of pasture and meadow’ into which the old 
deer park had been transformed, it says that their ‘divisions and subdivisions’ are ‘made by good 
                                                 
37 These entries appear in the transcript of the Gilling Registers from 1571 to 1837 held at the NYCRO 
38 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘18th century Estate Papers’, microfilm 1129, frames 769 and 781 
39 e.g. one on microfilm 1131, frame 7880, Ref. ZDV(F) ‘Vouchers, principally of the 9th Viscount, from 1720 to his death in 
1772’ 
40 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘Vouchers, principally of the 9th Viscount, from 1720 to his death in 1772’, microfilm 1128, frame 4667 
41 Ref. ZDV III 2, microfilm 1282, frame 7673 
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quick hedges of his own raising, and plantations which rise amazing fast’. It goes on to describe a 
journey through the landscaped park thus: from the castle ‘… you ride through cultivated grounds 
and a fine lawn by gentle ascent, with flourishing plantations on each side of you, to an elegant 
pavilion or summer dining room, erected by [John] Carr, Esq; now Lord Mayor of York. The 
plantations are chiefly of fir, the soil being here very poor and craggy. From this pavilion you have 
certainly a very pleasing prospect. You look down upon a fine sheet of water, from the promontory 
on which the pavilion stands. In front of you you look upon the country towards Lord Fauconberg’s, 
and on each side you have the country in contraste; here a rich cultivated country, under crags, 
rocks, &c.; there a country quite barren, heath, &c. such as these whole plantations have been won 
from’. 
 
The truth of all this is very much borne out by the thousands of vouchers left by the 9th Viscount. 
These are not described in any detail in the NYCRO catalogues; they come under ZDV(F) and are 
simply described as ‘Vouchers, principally of the 9th Viscount, from 1720 to his death in 1772’, with 
microfilm 1128 holding those from 1720 to 1733; microfilm 1131 holding those from 1733 to 1752; 
and microfilm 1132 holding those from 1752 to 1771. 
 
The picture that emerges is of intermittent work over five decades, continuing right up to the death of 
the 9th Viscount, on projects designed to improve the estate and develop a picturesque landscape 
with notable features such as temples and ponds in the fashion of the time, perhaps interrupted by 
family and financial problems. For the first three decades, work was focused on improving Gilling 
Castle, gardens and park, but only the park is within our area of interest. During this period the 
Viscount lost his wife and all but two of his children to smallpox, leaving him with no direct male heir. 
There is a noticeable gap in the records for the period around 1745, the time of the Jacobite 
rebellion. As a noted Catholic, his loyalty was viewed with some suspicion; perhaps it was not 
deemed wise to keep papers. There was more varied activity in the 1750s, with work on a temple 
and fishponds, though little happened in 1753, the year his daughter Elizabeth died aged 17 years, 
leaving only one surviving child, Anne, who eventually inherited. The years from 1758 to 1760 again 
show little activity at Gilling. By now the Viscount had bought Fairfax House in York for Anne and 
was funding major renovations there; as he complained in a letter to his London lawyer Anthony 
Wright, ‘my daughter’s new house in York drains me of all my money’. Work at Gilling was again 
sporadic in the 1760s, but from 1768 to 1771 there was a noticeable increase in activity, including 
work on a second temple, although by now the Viscount was in very poor health. The vouchers 
indicate work continued up to his death in January 1772. 
 
The relatively few vouchers for the period to 1750 mainly concern general work done in the park and 
‘at the Pale’, with some receipts referring to work ‘on the Park Wall’, in some cases with specific 
locations given. In 1732 Alean Asceu was paid £2 14s 0d for 27 roods of wall42 and in 1733 he was 
paid £3 17s 0d for ‘leading seventy-seven Roads [sic] of stone for ye Parke Wall.43 In 1734 Robert 
Holdforth was paid ‘Fourteen Pound’ for the ‘Park Wall In the Mote Hill – fourscore Rood’44 and £3 
7s 6d for ‘27 Rood of Park Wall In the Horse Close five foot High’.45 In 1748, Thomas Holdforth was 
paid £1 15s 0d ‘For making 14 Rood of Park Wall running from the moor gate on to Simon Hornbys 
five foot high att tow [sic] shillings six pence per Rood’46 and, as already stated above, £2 10s 0d ‘for 
walling 20 Rood of Park Wall five foot High running from Thomas Bullmer wall over to the ould mill at 
2 shillings 6 pence per rood’.47 In 1748 Francis Turner received, again as stated above, £2 12s 0d 
                                                 
42 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘Vouchers, principally of the 9th Viscount, from 1720 to his death in 1772’, microfilm 1128, frame 5827 
43 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 5995 
44 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 6037 
45 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 6118 
46 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 7648 
47 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 7676 
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‘To leading stones to ye Park Wall from ye moor gates Runing to Sim Hornbys 26 Rood 7 foot high 
at 2s per Rood’ and £2 0s 0d for ‘20 Rood … from Bowmans going to ye Ould Mill’.48 Bills for work 
specifically on the park pale also appear. In 1742, ten men were paid for 81 days’ work ‘Att ye Park 
Paile … att 8d per day’ at the cost of £3 9s 8d49 and £3 9s 6d was paid for ‘ye Parke Paile Bill’.50 
Throughout the whole period, names of workers such as Cleminshaw, Brough, Robinson and 
Thompson appear regularly as they carry out tasks such as ‘leading earth, whins and sods’, 
hedging, ditching, felling trees, removing roots, removing ‘garsil’, mending roads and ‘pailes’, 
planting trees and burning lime, with work continuing on the pale and repairing the wall. All of this 
activity must have helped transform the deer park into the ‘beautiful closes of pasture and meadow’ 
described in Arthur Young’s book. 
 
Two temples were built at Gilling, the first begun in 1752. In August, Robert Shout received from 
Lord Fairfax £21 ‘upon ye Account of building his summer house by me’51 (see below for Shout’s 
detailed description of the temple and further details of the man and his firm). In 1754, Mathew Ward 
presented ‘An Estimate for finishing ye Temple in Gilling Park’, including cornices, architraves and 
flooring, for the sum of £17 6s 6d.52 In 1755, Joseph Cortese, renowned for his stucco work at 
Fairfax House, was paid ‘the summe of twenty pounds, being in part for work done in the Summer 
House at Gilling Park’.53 In 1757, 8s 10d was paid ‘for painte for the sumberhouse’,54 and Cortese 
received £9 9s 0d ‘for y work in y templ’.55 Perhaps Robert Shout’s work ‘Letting in the Irons into the 
Steps to Summerhouse and working a Stone for the doorstead (?)’ in 175856 was the final work on 
this temple. 
 
Evidence for work on a second temple appears just over a decade later when, in 1770, John 
Robinson, carpenter, was paid ‘the sume of fifteen pounds fifteen shillings in part for work done at 
the New Tempell at Gilling’.57 Another Robinson voucher, for £10 3s 9d, gives a detailed account of 
work, including hanging sashes, ‘To ye Temple at Gilling 1769’.58 In the same year, James 
Henderson was paid ‘the sum of twenty Guineas in part for plaistring work done at the Temple at 
Gillen’59 and a month later he received ‘the sum of eight Guineas on account of work done at the 
Temple at Gilling’.60 Thomas Holdforth’s 1771 bill for £149 13s 4d provides some details, including 
‘To 1482¾ feet of molded Masonry in the Cornice, Architraves and Molded Battlements’61 and 
James Henderson refers to ‘the Gothick Temple’ at Gilling in a bill for 14 guineas in 1771.62 
 
The other focus of interest was the fishponds, though the references in the vouchers are not clear as 
to the location or number of these. Frequent references to specific work on the fish pond or ponds 
begin in 1751. Thomas Benson spent 11 days ‘at the Fish Pond in Holdforth’s Pasture’63 but other 
references to fishponds are less clear as to location. William Thompson spent ‘18 Days at the fish 
ponds’.64 Thomas Benson was paid for 8 days’ work ‘raising the Fish Pond Heads and mending the 

                                                 
48 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 7690 
49 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 6832 
50 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 6925 
51 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 8449 
52 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 8664 
53 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 8740 
54 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9134 
55 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9086 
56 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9269 
57 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 0282 
58 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 0358 
59 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 0301 
60 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 0332 
61 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 0388 
62 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 0411 
63 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 8269 
64 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 8061 
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Draines’, for 13½ days’ work ‘at the New Pond Head’ and for 12 days’ work ‘filling slutch in the Fish 
Pond’.65 He spent 6 days ‘sodding the Fish Pond Head’.66 The mason, Thomas Holdforth, worked ‘at 
the Low Fishpond 7 days’.67 In all during 1751, Holdforth and his masonry team, and the general 
team of park workers, were paid for at least 200 days’ work at the various fishpond locations on 
various jobs. 
 
In 1752 Thomas Thompson received ‘the sume of two pounds and four shillings in part for work 
done at the fishpond’68 and spent ‘1 day diging the Trench at the fishpond … 1 day setting the Grate 
at the fishpond’.69 In 1753 and 1754 there are very few references to work on the fishponds but in 
1755 there are vouchers for Thomas Thompson and other regular workers for over 300 days’ 
work.70 Holdforth was paid for ‘Flaging north Drean at the Fishpond 17 yards and one half … at the 
fishpond walling the drans 5 days’.71 In 1756, when Thomas Thompson was to finish the high pond 
head and begin removing earth from the low pond (see Thomas Weatherill’s letter quoted below), 
the bill for work by the Holdforths at the fish ponds includes ‘taking up one of the grates … Paving at 
the fish pond …’ and 42 days’ masonry work.72 Another Holdforth bill, dated 1757, is ‘for Mason 
work geting up stones and Walling the water wall’, in all 73 days’ work – could the ‘water wall’ be a 
reference to a dam?73 
 
There are then no vouchers for work on the fishponds until 1760 when there is ‘an account of money 
paid to Thos Thompson, Wm Thompson and Thomas Benson in part for making the great fishpond 
head … £33 1s 0d’.74 In 1761, various references to fishpond work by the Holdforths include 9½ 
days ‘at the water house’ and 4½ days ‘at the fish Pond Chimley’,75 another day ‘at the fish pond 
chimny’ and 2 days ‘at the grate and the Middle Pond’,76 and 34 days ‘at the fish pond drain’.77 That 
year William Thompson received ‘the sume of one pound one shilling in parte for work done at the 
New Fishpond’.78 There is now a reference in the accounts specifically to ‘the Fish Pond men’, at 
this date named as Thomas and William Thompson and Thomas Benson.79 
 
After another gap, there is an intriguing new reference in 1765. Thomas Holdforth presented ‘his Bill 
of Mason work by day at the Cascade’, in all for 103½ days’ labour at a cost of £7 15s 9d.80 
Unfortunately, this is the only reference to the Cascades and it contains no information as to their 
whereabouts. Is it relevant that neighbours at Duncombe Park have a weir across the River Rye 
referred to as The Cascades? 
 
In 1766 there is an ‘Account of Expense of Labour and Days at the New [deleted] Old Fishpond 
Head’, with the regular fishpond men putting in 90 days’ work;81 it seems even at the time there was 
confusion as to which fishpond was which. The years1767 and 1768 were again quiet but 1769 sees 
a new spurt of work on fishponds. The vouchers indicate a team of eight workers, including the 

                                                 
65 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 8133 
66 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 8269 
67 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frame 8201 
68 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 8487 
69 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 8514 
70 References include microfilm 1132, frame 8900 
71 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 8763 
72 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 8939 
73 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9078 
74 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9467 
75 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9420 
76 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9463 
77 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9508 
78 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9510 
79 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9511 
80 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9755 
81 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 9789 
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familiar names, working for at least 580 days.82 The accounts for labour at the fishponds for 1770 
amount to some 214 days’ work by the regular names.83 There are two unusual bills linked to the 
fishponds this year. George Olevant, Husbandman, sent a bill of expenses ‘To going to Castle 
Houwood [sic] fishing Expenses 2s.4d’.84 Leonard Hopkinson of Easingwold submitted a very badly 
spelled bill to ‘The Ounrable Lord Fairfax’ at ‘Gilling Cassell’ for ‘on bengol (?) rope £1 5s 6d And on 
Rope for the Scochman £0 3s 0d’. Thomas Weatherill, the steward, has written ‘for the ponds’ 
between these lines.85 We will probably never know what a bengol rope is, who the Scotchman was, 
and to what use the ropes were put at the ponds. In 1771, there are various accounts of labour at 
the fishponds, amounting to some 216 days in total.86 In January 1772, the Viscount died, work 
having continued on improvements to the end of his life. 
 
The NYCRO records also contain some legal documents which add to the picture. In 1743 the 9th 
Viscount obtained permission to divert the highway from Brandsby to Gilling so that he could 
enclose part of the former highway.87 This archive (frame 1731) also contains a ‘Memmorandum 
[sic] of an agreement’ dated 16 January 1752 between the 9th Viscount and Robert Shout, who 
came from a family of renowned and successful local masons (Witham 2010–11) for the building of 
a ‘summer house’ in Gilling Park: ‘… the inside of the Room to be eighteen foot wide at the two 
extremes and the height according to the Plan of the East Front which Front is to be executed with 
Hewn work according to the said Plan the other three fronts or sides to be built with a good Hammer 
Scappeld Wall and to have the Main part with Plinth and strings the same as the East Front likewise 
to carry up two chimney Funnels one from each Room … N.B. The kitchen below to be seven foot 
high clear’. This sounds as though it must be the ‘pavilion’ described in Arthur Young’s tour; it is very 
similar to the Ionic Temple on Rievaulx Terrace which also served as a dining room and had a 
kitchen beneath. Even though Robert Shout built it, John Carr may have designed it – the 
agreement does after all refer to a pre-existing plan. Moreover John Carr did do other work for the 
9th Viscount; letters and bills from him appear in the archive although none apparently relating to 
this summerhouse. 
 
Further evidence comes from ZDV(F) ‘The Correspondence of Charles Gregory, 9th Viscount Lord 
Fairfax’. A letter from his steward Thomas Weatherill dated 24 January 175688 includes the 
following: ‘The Grate is come safe to Mr. Carrs, and shall send for it to Gilling next week. I have 
spoke to Linton about the Temple, but being not well, can’t go over at present, but will as soon as he 
is able … Some time since, I let the finishing of the high pond head to Thompsons for 30[?] which 
will be done in 3 weeks time, and then they’ll begin with the earth throwing away from the low pond, 
if your Lordship be agreeable to it …’. A further letter from Thomas Weatherill dated 26 February 
175889 contains the following: ‘Last week Mr. Telford sent another thousand oaks to plant, which 
makes 4 thousand of that sort, besides a great number of firrs and other trees planted this year. 
There is now 3 men making and mending the roads about the Temple, & when that’s done they’ll 
begin with the road to the fishponds … Robinson has taken tolerable good care of the park, tho’ I will 
not say but cattle has been in sometimes, yet there’s little or no damage done, however much less 
than beforetimes, he lyes in the Temple at nights. We have not yet discover’d the step [?]breaker’. 
 

                                                 
82 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frames 0518–60 
83 Ibid., microfilm 1132, various frames from 0155–340 
84 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 0236 
85 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 0396 
86 Ibid., microfilm 1132, various frames from 0565–97 
87 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘18th century estate papers and others’, microfilm 1189, frame 1716 
88 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘The Correspondence of Charles Gregory, 9th Viscount Lord Fairfax’, microfilm 1129, frame 0055 
89 Ibid., microfilm 1129, frame 0064 
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Finally, we have a rather illustrious source of documentary evidence for this period. Laurence Sterne 
lived for much of his life very close to Gilling and Yearsley, being first in the Stillington/Sutton-on-the-
Forest area and later in Coxwold. Moreover, according to Webb (2001, 149), Sterne was distantly 
related to the Fairfax family and his wife was a long-standing friend of the 9th Viscount; indeed it 
was through his marriage to her that he was given the living of Stillington which was in Lord Fairfax’s 
gift. The Life and Opinions of Tristram Shandy, Gentleman is in many ways a blog 250 years before 
its time, containing as it does many discursive passages which give a wonderful insight into the 
preoccupations of the period. It is particularly interesting to read what it has to say about fish ponds 
and land improvements.  
 

‘… there is something, Sir, in fish-ponds – but what it is, I leave to system builders and 
fish pond diggers betwixt ’em to find out – but there is something, under the first 
disorderly transport of the humours, so unaccountably becalming in an orderly and 
sober walk towards one of them, that I have often wondered that neither Pythagoras, 
nor Plato, nor Solon, nor Licurgus, nor Mahomet, nor any of your noted lawgivers, 
ever gave order about them’ (Volume IV, Chapter XVII). 
 
‘… the Ox-moor, which was a fine, large, whinny [covered with furze bushes], 
undrained, unimproved common … He had long and affectionately set his heart upon 
likewise turning it to some account … Exclusive of the original purchase-money, which 
was eight hundred pounds – it had cost the family eight hundred pounds more in a 
law-suit [about boundaries] about fifteen years before – besides the Lord knows what 
trouble and vexation. It had been moreover in the possession of the Shandy family 
ever since the middle of the last century; and … it lay full in view before the house, 
bounded on one extremity by the water-mill … whenever my father took pen and ink in 
hand, and set about calculating the simple expense of paring and burning, and 
fenceing in the Ox-moor &c. &c. … it was plain he should reap a hundred lasts of 
rape, at twenty pounds a last, the very first year – besides an excellent crop of wheat 
the year following … if not two hundred quarters of peas and beans – besides 
potatoes without end’ (Volume IV, Chapter XXX1). 

 
It all sounds rather familiar! 
 
 
Later records 
 
Anne Fairfax did keep vouchers, correspondence and other records, from which a picture emerges 
of a general downsizing and stasis. There are no more adventurous projects and the fishponds and 
temples are not mentioned again. The letters of her Gilling steward, J. Hall,90 give a real sense of 
what was going on 18 months after her father’s death. A letter dated 9 August 177391 includes the 
following: ‘Mr. Blewit has purchased your coach horse (I imagine not for himself) price 90. All is 
Extremely Quite at Gilling. I have not as yet mentioned a word to the servants aboute being 
Discharged, nor shall I till I have the Honour of hearing from you’. A letter dated 12 November 
177392 says: ‘Now I have disposed of your waggon carts etc. and also the cows … each carts 
horses is still at Gilling, as I could not as yet sell them for their worth but as their [sic] still at grass 
their not very Expensive to keep till they can be disposed of’. 
 
                                                 
90 Ref. ZDV(F) ‘Anne Fairfax, daughter of Charles Gregory, 9th Viscount d.1793: correspondence and papers’ 
91 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 1110 
92 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 1117 
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Tax bills show how much the Gilling Castle establishment shrank under Anne’s control; one from 31 
March 178093 shows her being charged for just three servants (at one guinea each per year), 
whereas her father’s vouchers show that in March 1748 he had eight women and seven men on the 
regular payroll not to mention the additional workers brought in to work on the park, fishponds etc.94 
She also sold Fairfax House in York in 1773,95 the property so carefully and expensively fitted out for 
her by her father, and even some shares in an Antwerp insurance company which her father had 
held for many years.  
 
However, what was left of the Fairfax estates was still being managed and basic maintenance 
carried out so the picture is not one of neglect. There is the aforementioned survey of her lands, and 
a set of careful accounts dated 30 March 1780 were drawn up by her very capable and personable 
agent, James Preston,96 whose letters show that he was an indefatigable fighter on Anne’s behalf on 
many fronts until sadly he blotted his copy book and was summarily dismissed. 
 
Anne was subjected to various vexations, most notably the demands of the Pigott family, 
descendants of the 9th Viscount’s sister Alathea, whom Anne acknowledged would eventually have 
to inherit the estate from her; sadly, as already described, her many siblings had died in childhood 
long before her, and she had never married (despite two engagements); being by this stage in her 
fifties the prospect of any heirs of her body was unlikely. The Pigotts were making continual financial 
demands, but the most egregious of these occurred when Nathaniel Pigott (Alathea’s son and the 
father of the future heir whom – characteristically – Nathaniel had had christened Charles Gregory) 
persuaded Anne to sign a document which he gave her to understand would confirm only what had 
already been agreed would happen to the estate after her death; Anne soon discovered that it 
considerably restricted what she could do with the estate during her life, so she was forced to go to 
law to have it overturned. She did eventually succeed, but a necessary part of the process was to 
obtain an Act of Parliament at enormous expense. It is hardly surprising that Anne did not have the 
energy or indeed the money to do more than she did. However, she did do something which has left 
a lasting legacy: she gave a large piece of land in Ampleforth to her faithful Roman Catholic chaplain 
Father Bolton, and it was from this nucleus that the world-renowned Ampleforth College would 
develop; in 1929 it was wealthy enough to buy Gilling Castle and estate which became its 
preparatory school and which is flourishing to this day. As a devout Roman Catholic, Anne would 
have been delighted. 
 
It is with the succession of the Pigotts that the records start to dwindle away. The estate passed 
through the Pigott family until it eventually died out in 1885 when the estate passed to the 
Cholmeleys who sold it in 1895. One of the Pigott descendants did leave a mark on the landscape in 
that she gave her name to ‘Mrs Barnes’ Walk’, which is a path leading to the dining room temple, but 
other than that the input of the Pigotts appears from the records to have been minimal. The estate 
then passed through various private hands until Ampleforth College bought it. The part of the YMAP 
area which is not now used as school grounds is leased to the Forestry Commission as a conifer 
plantation, but it is also popular with walkers, horse riders and cyclists. 
 
There are various maps and surveys from the 19th century which give a good indication of land use 
over this time. There is a very large undated one of the Gilling estate97 which seems from its style 
and what it shows to be likely to have come from around the early 1800s; the fishponds and 

                                                 
93 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frame 1288 
94 Ibid., microfilm 1131, frames 7532 and 7547 
95 see microfilm 1132, frames 1392–3 for a letter from her trustee explaining the delay in completion 
96 Ibid., microfilm 1132, frames 1285–6 
97 Ref. ZMI 43 microfilm 1496, frames 233–7 
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plantations of the 9th Viscount are in place, and there can just be seen a tiny square with the word 
‘Temple’ faintly written next to it in the area of the dining room temple. However, there is no sign of 
the later ‘Gothic’ temple so it looks as though that quickly disappeared beneath fields. (We do have 
evidence for it being in existence in 1771, as a building in the correct position can just be spotted on 
Jefferys map of Yorkshire, a huge reproduction of which can be found on the wall of the foyer to the 
NYCRO.) The undated map of the Gilling estate presents a picture of fields largely let out and put to 
a variety of agricultural uses, interspersed with woodland. The area beyond the old park pale seems 
to be mostly bare of trees, although two enclosures of small fields have been wrested from it; part of 
it is marked ‘Common’. The land beyond what appears to be the 1796 boundary is also bare of trees 
and is marked ‘Yearsley Moor’. There is no sign of the railway that would have run through the area 
in the northern part of this map and is shown on the 1856 OS map.  
 
Various Yearsley Field Books and other surveys and valuations from 1796 onwards survive. An 
‘1813’ survey and valuation (although actually from 1815) includes ‘Yearsley Moor Side Farm’ 
described thus:98 ‘The Buildings consist of a small Barn stone and tile, with a privilege of Estray [the 
right to take into ownership any lost or wandering domestic animal] on Yearsley Moor. The farmed 
land is in total of 43 acres, 2 roods and 16 perches given over to oats, hay, wheat and stubble’. The 
following ‘Remark’ is made: ‘If this Tenant has been at the expense of Building the Barn and making 
the Fences he ought to have some allowance. The land is very poor and it is let to Joseph Bowser 
from Lady Day 1814 at the yearly rent of £30’. 
 
Archive Ref. ZDV V 10, microfilm 1284 frames 4344–6282, has Yearsley rentals from 1803 to 1854. 
As well as the usual agricultural land, these mention a quarry and also various tenants (including the 
aforementioned Joseph Bowser) renting part of the common. The ‘Rental due Michaelmas 1811 & 
Lady Day 1812’ contains an entry for ‘Yearsley Tythes for land belonging Chas Pigot Fairfax Esq. 
due Michaelmas 1811 for one year’ – Henry Pybus £21 and Elias Farndale £3; this may be 
additional evidence for the postulated early 1800s date for map Ref. ZMI 43 since marked on this is 
an area close to Yearsley let to a William Pybus.  
 
There are two Yearsley maps from the 1840s which are of interest as they give information not only 
about the Yearsley side but also about land inside the Gilling estate up to and including the 
fishponds; one is definitely dated 184099 and the other is not dated100 but NYCRO have in the 
catalogue ventured the opinion that it is c.1849. Both of them show the area within the Gilling park 
pale as being wooded and the area outside as essentially bare of trees but with an area of enclosed 
agricultural land centred upon a farmhouse which on the 1856 map is called ‘Windygates’ (a small 
house with outbuildings still exists on this site) and also the distinctive shape of ‘Martin’s Plantation’ 
although it is not marked as such. However the c.1849 map also shows the boundary stones and on 
the Yearsley side a stone quarry.  
 
We have been given a large scan of the 1856 OS map which shows the whole area in very good 
detail. The Yearsley side of the pale does not appear quite so denuded of trees and more quarries 
are shown. The area where the second ‘Gothick’ temple would have stood is now named ‘Temple 
Hill’. 
 

                                                 
98 Ref. ZDV V 5, microfilm 1285, frame 3187 
99 Ref. ZDV VI 14, microfilm 1504 frames 230–7 
100 Ref. ZDV VI 14, microfilm 1504 frames 238–41 
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The next map of interest is the Yearsley Moor Inclosure Map of 1864.101 It does not give any detail 
of the land on the Gilling side of the 1796 boundary, but it does show the names of some of the 
boundary stones and also various quarries and limekilns on the Yearsley side. 
 
Finally there are both surveys and maps of Yearsley from 1875 which are worthy of note. The 
survey102 is an excellent document which includes maps with numbered parcels to tie in with 
schedules of tenants and the land they hold. No detail is given of the land on the Gilling side of the 
1796 boundary, but full details are given of the land on the Yearsley side so that it is possible to 
work out exactly how that was being used. The general picture is of mixed agricultural use by 
various farms of different sizes and allotment holders, and also some woodland in the form of 
Martin’s Plantation. The map ‘Yearsley 1875 2’103 does not really add very much, although some 
named boundary stones appear on frame 372. 
 
Coming into the 20th century, we examined the 1910 Finance Act valuations, known as Lloyd 
George’s Domesday.104 The one for the administrative parish of Yearsley can be found on microfilm 
2851 frame 0347 and it shows W.S. Hunter, the owner of the Gilling Estate, holding within that 
parish 91 acres and 24 perches of ‘woods, fishponds’ together with sporting rights, as well as 
agricultural land and what appears to be a house although the handwriting is unclear. It also shows 
Sir George Wombwell (the owner of the Newburgh Priory estate) owning 69 acres, 2 roods and 18 
perches of ‘waste land and moor’, as well as 48 acres and 16 perches of ‘moor land’ along with 
other land. In the administrative parish of Gilling, W.S. Hunter was again the chief landowner, 
owning 45 acres of ‘Mansion, Park and Garden’, 58 acres of grassland and 440 acres of woodlands. 
Hugh Charles Fairfax Cholmeley of Brandsby owned 9 acres of woodland. 
 
There is one more historical record in the form of a facsimile copy of the brochure for the sale by 
auction in 1929 of ‘The Important and Historic Domain of Gilling Castle’ by W.S. Hunter. It refers to 
Gilling Castle and grounds, with Gardens and Pleasure Grounds, Gilling Park, about 32 acres in The 
Avenue, with roughly 18 acres of grassland, 24 acres of woodland and 57 acres of arable, and 
refers to the Temple and a chain of stream-fed fishponds. The farms and land outside the grounds 
are mainly given over to arable, grass and timber. 
 
Finally, we should mention the Gilling Castle Registered Park and Garden Study prepared by 
Southern Green Ltd; we are grateful for the CD copy given to us of the final draft of the report dated 
April 2011, together with various associated documents, which we have placed in our file of copy 
documents. This was a study separate from YMAP which quite by chance was initiated whilst YMAP 
was running; the YMAP volunteers were pleased to be able to give it some assistance, as is kindly 
acknowledged in the report. It was commissioned by the Howardian Hills AONB Office, its purpose 
being ‘to provide an understanding of the historic designed landscape to inform the long-term future 
management of the registered landscape and, in particular, the area covered by the Forest Design 
Plan’. It therefore contains historical research which complements what we have been able to find, 
and it also gives a snapshot of land use at the present time, making recommendations for the future. 
Therefore, unusually for a historical report, we are able to conclude with a document that refers to 
time still to come.  

                                                 
101 Ref. ZDV VI 34, microfilm 1504, starting at frame 344 
102 Ref ZDV V 5, microfilm 1258 starting at frame 4207 
103 Ref. ZDV VI 38, microfilm 1504 starting at frame 361 
104 Ref. NG/V 
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3b The barrows survey 
by Dr Gudrun Gaudian and Christopher Williams PIFA, FSA Scot 
 
Background 
 
The barrows, both long barrows and round barrows, are evidence of early human occupation in this 
area. Long barrows are chambered tombs, and are the first great stone monuments, dating back to 
Neolithic times (between c.4000 and 2500 BC in England).105 In the Neolithic, farming began and 
hunter-gathering gradually reduced in importance as the main means of obtaining food. Farming 
communities in Yorkshire began to grow crops, using ploughs on the light soil which was easy to 
work. Grindstones were used to process the harvest, and they also kept domesticated cattle. Pottery 
was a major introduction. Little survives of the dwellings, but it is suggested that family groups lived 
in small rectangular buildings made from wooden planks with a post in each corner.106 
 
During the Bronze Age (c.2500 to 700 BC), barrows changed shape, becoming round, and by 2800 
BC stone circles and henges (such as the three Thornborough henges, built around 2000 BC) had 
become widespread. It is thought that the round barrows are burial sites; this indicates a society with 
a recognisable hierarchy. By 1700 BC agriculture was widespread, which meant that more land than 
ever was being cultivated. The ownership of land thus became more important and, with agriculture, 
settlement size increased as more people could be fed, compared with a hunter-gathering 
community. Larger numbers of people meant an ever-increasing need for land for agriculture, which 
of course would result in conflict with neighbouring communities. 
 
 
Barrows on Yearsley Moor 
 
There are still quite a number of round barrows visible in the Yearsley Moor area, as well as one 
long barrow. These barrows are located towards the top of the higher ground. It is thought that such 
barrows were far more common, and existed wherever there were settlements, but that those 
barrows in the valleys have been lost to agriculture over the millennia (Prof. Dominic Powlesland, 
pers. comm. 30 March 2011). Only those barrows on agriculturally less valuable ground have 
survived, and many are now protected sites (as Scheduled Ancient Monuments). 
 

                                                 
105 Unless stated otherwise, the BC dates given relate to England; dating was different further south 
106 www.english-heritage.org.uk 
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Figure 3.1 Location of barrows investigated a part of survey (March 2011) 

 
Table 3.1 List and site reference of barrows investigated as part of this survey 
(T identifiers indicate round barrows; the LB identifier indicates a long barrow) 
 
Date Identifier GPS location Scheduled 

Ancient 
Monument 

Comment 

10 Oct 
2010 

T1 SE 60934 
74484 

yes Round barrow. SMR (NYCC) 905 
Grimston Moor 

10 Oct 
2010 

T2 SE 61030 
74273 

yes Round barrow. SMR (NYCC) 886 
Grimston Moor 

18 Oct 
2010 

T3 SE 61580 
74423 

yes Round barrow. Possibly SMR (NYCC) 
886 

18 Oct 
2010 

LB4 SE 60180 
74126 

yes Short long barrow, SMR (NYCC) 843 

22 Oct 
2009 

T5 SE 61557 
74291 

yes Round barrow. Possibly SMR (NYCC) 
12250 

22 Oct 
2010 

T6 SE 61686 
74281 

no Round barrow – ploughed out by FC 
(Forestry Commission)? Possibly related to 
SMR (NYCC) group 886 

22 Oct 
2010 

T7 SE 60674 
74202 

no Possible round barrow. Possibly SMR 
(NYCC) 20724 

12 Nov 
2010 

T8 SE 59667 
74566 

yes Distinct round barrow. SMR (NYCC) 1876 

12 Nov T9 SE 59760 yes Round barrow, ploughed out; EH listed 

Crown copyright and database rights 2013 
Ordnance Survey 100021930 
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2010 74415 another barrow here. Possibly 
SMR (NYCC) 1879 

12 Nov 
2010 

T10 SE 60024 
75117 

yes Round barrow, within FC plantation, kept 
clear; north of South Lodge. SMR (NYCC) 
11601 

1 March 
2011 

T11 SE 61371 
73923 

yes Round barrow, within FC plantation, 
protected by flimsy fence 

1 March 
2011 

T12 SE 61344 
73856 

yes Round barrow, within FC plantation, 
protected by flimsy fence 

25 March 
2011 

T13 SE 58915 
74580 

yes There are 2 listed on the EH database, but 
no longer visible. 
Possibly SMR (NYCC) 1874 

25 March 
2011 

T14 SE 58705 
74730 

yes Barely visible. 
Possibly related to SMR (NYCC) 1871 

25 March 
2011 

T15 SE 58815 
74670 

yes Barely visible. Not confirmed. Investigated 
on documentary evidence only. Presence 
not confirmed. 

25 March 
2011 

T16 SE 58585 
74690 

no Site investigated on documentary evidence 
only. Presence not confirmed. May have 
been ploughed out. 

25 March 
2011 

T17 SE 57761 
75066 

yes EH scheduled 3 round barrows here. 
Grassed and grazed. Heavily eroded.  

25 March 
2011 

T18 SE 57536 
75179 

yes EH scheduled 4 round barrows here. 
Damaged 
 

25 March 
2011 

T19 SE 57499 
75169 

yes Co-located with T20. Damaged 
 

25 March 
2011 

T20 SE 57486 
75176 

yes Co-located with T19. Damaged 

25 March 
2011 

T21 SE 57245 
74990 

no Not found. Site investigated on 
documentary evidence only. Presence not 
confirmed. 

25 March 
2011 

T22 SE 57650 
74895 

no Not found. Site investigated on 
documentary evidence only. 
Presence not confirmed. 

25 March 
2011 

T23 SE 57616 
75014 

yes One of a group of barrows in this area. 
Damaged 

25 March 
2011 

T24 SE 57413 
75047 

yes Co-located with T25. Damaged, heavily 
eroded 

25 March 
2011 

T25 SE 57413 
75047 

yes Possibly merged with T24 to create one 
mound due to FC activity 
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3c Gilling deer park: the park pale survey 
by Geoffrey Snowdon and Elizabeth Sanderson 

 
Deer park 
 
On 24 October 1374 Thomas de Etton was granted a licence to ‘impark 1,000 acres of land and 
wood at Gillyng in Rydale, co. York, provided that they be not within the metes of the forest’.107 
Rotherham (2010) explains: 
 

Medieval parks provided hunting, foodstuffs, and wood and timber for building and 
fuel. Alongside deer, medieval parks contained wild boar, hares, rabbits (reintroduced 
to Britain by the Normans), game birds, fish in fishponds, together with grazing for 
cattle and sheep … Parks generally had large areas of heath or grassland (called 
launds or plains) dotted with trees, along with woodlands (called holts or coppices, 
and if for holly (Ilex aquifolium) hollins). The launds and the coppices provided food for 
animals in summer, and in the case of hollins, through the winter months. The park 
may have held and maintained deer (fallow (dam dama) and red (cervus elaphus)) for 
the table and for the hunt. 

 
Gilling Park had ancient woodland, rabbit warrens and fish ponds. It was also stocked with deer and 
remained so, certainly until 1720 (Page 1914, 478–85). Subsequently, the park was landscaped and 
also farmed and so the precise location of the deer park had been lost.  
 
Our aim was to establish (a) the area covered by the deer park by identifying the park pale; (b) 
whether the fish ponds were part of the medieval deer park; and (c) whether the ancient woodland 
dated from the landscaping or earlier. 
 
 
The park pale 
 
We believe we have identified the boundary of the park from maps, aerial photographs and 
earthwork surveys. Jefferys ‘County of York Survey’d’ map of 1775 (Figure 3.2) shows a very 
specific outline of the park, the castle, two temples, two farms, a stream running east–west, the 
‘avenue’, some topography and its relation to the roads.  
 

 
Figure 3.2 Jefferys ‘The County of York 

                                                 
107 Court of Chancery, 1898–1916 

Figure 3.3 Extract from the Ordnance Survey map 1856 
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Thomas de Etton was granted permission to impark 1,000 acres plus pasture of unknown area in 
1378 (Bilson 1907, 118). We do not know whether the park was as large as that, though presumably 
it was no larger. (It also has to be remembered that medieval acres varied considerably and 
doubtless differed from those of the 19th and 20th century surveyors.) In comparing the 1st edition 
Ordnance Survey map with an undated estate map probably from the early 19th century and with 
more recent Ordnance Survey maps, an estimate could be made of the acreages of the fields. (We 
were assuming that the later hedges and walls may have taken advantage of the earlier substantial 
boundary.) The area shown within the red line in Figure 3.3 follows either walls or streams except for 
short stretches in the north and south-east and in the south near Piper Hill, and is approximately 825 
acres. Obviously more fields could be included to bring the total nearer 1,000 but the outline shown 
is remarkably similar to Jefferys’ boundary. The stream in the north of Figure 3.2 may be the 
Holbeck or the stream to the south of the Holbeck and it is clearly outside the park. On the other 
hand, Jefferys had two buildings outside the park to the north which could be the present day Park 
House. For those buildings to be outside the pale, the park would only cover the fields north of the 
avenue which seems to be unreasonably small. In addition to the general appearance of the 
boundaries, the positions of the temples, roads, escarpments etc. are similar in the two maps.  
 
The pale would have been a large enough obstacle to stop deer escaping: either a cleft oak fence, 
or a bank with a cleft oak fence or a wall. If there was a bank, it normally had an internal ditch. 
 
The North Yorkshire HER SMR No.MNY11585 describes the remains of a drystone wall, at the east 
end of which it continues as a 3m wide bank. We believe this to be the south-west part of the park 
pale. Figure 3.4 shows a continuation of the bank at SE 58818 76137.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 3.4 Possible south-west park pale 
 
 
We surveyed the proposed route of the pale and found a bank, roughly 3m wide with a ditch on one 
or both sides, which continued for a large proportion of the circuit. The feature was recorded and 
photographed in eight places (see Table 3.2). 

Figure 3.4 Possible south-west park pale  
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Table 3.2 Records of the possible park pale 
 
YMAP 
Code 

HER 
Number 

NMR Id Grid Ref Bank 
width 

Ditch depth 

400 NMY 11585 947616 SE 58818 76137 3.4m Double, 0.25m and 
0.65m  

401 –  SE 6065 7712 3m Double, 0.25m and 
0.3m 

402 –  SE 61446 76757  (Inaccessible) 
403 –  SE 60456 75859 3.4m Double, 0.5m and 

0.7m 
404 –  SE 59321 76989 3m ?Double, 0.5m and 

1.5m (leat) 
405 –  SE 59022 76625 2.8m Double, 0.25m and 

0.9m 
406 –  SE 58798 76489 2.2m Double, 0.65m and 

0.30m 
407 11585 947616 SE 59060 75895 3.1m Double, 1m and 0.9m 
408 11585 947616 SE 59379 75701 3.5m Double, 1.6m and 

0.65m 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
In addition, aerial photographs taken by the Royal Air Force in 1941 and 1946 and by the Ordnance 
Survey in 1977 show features which could be the pale. In particular, the areas in the north and 
south, where the bank is no longer visible on the ground due to ploughing and other activities, were 
identified on aerial photographs (see Table 3.3). 

Figure 3.5 Possible northern park pale 

Figure 3.6 Possible pale to the south-east (SE 60456 75859) 
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Table 3.3 Aerial photographs showing the possible park pale 
 

Aerial photo reference Date Approx Grid Ref Description of pale 
RAF/106G/UK/1491 RP 
4263 

10/05/1946 SE 605 771 Line west of Fish Ponds to 
railway line (westerly field now 
ploughed out) 

RAF/106G/UK/1491 RP 
3256 

10/05/1946 SE 601 755 Line to tracks junction near 
Piper Hill, then heading north-
east 

RAF/106G/UK/1491 RP 
3257 

10/05/1946 SE 587 760 to 
SE 601 755 

Line crosses photo slightly 
north of Windygates Farm, 
bending north-east at junction 
of tracks near Piper Hill 

RAF/106G/UK/1417 RP 
3474 

15/04/1946 SE 601 755 Line east of Windygates Farm 
to junction of tracks near 
Piper Hill, then heading north-
east 

RAF/4F/UK658 VF 36 
 

06/08/1941 SE 614 765 Line north-west/south-east to 
the west of Gilling village  

OS/77026 V 66 20/05/1977 SE 614 765 to 
SE 615 760 

Line north-west/south-east to 
the west of Gilling village and 
possible continuation south. 
Note curved corner of field 
north-east of Low Warren 
Farm 

 
 

The combination of evidence on the ground, in aerial photographs and Google (on the eastern 
boundary) has enabled us to draw the deer park boundary in Figure 3.7 with some confidence. 
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Figure 3.7 Proposed deer park pale  

 
 
In order to gain a greater understanding of the construction of the park pale an evaluation trench 
was excavated across the feature at the location shown in Figure 3.4 (Signiorelli 2013). The 
excavation confirmed the presence of a substantial ditch and bank but quite surprisingly it also 
uncovered the foundations of a sizable, well-constructed, stone wall. No dating evidence was found 
from the site so it was not immediately obvious whether the wall and the bank were contemporary. 
To construct both features and have them both in operation at the same time would seem to be a 
great and unnecessary expense, particularly if the bank supported the usual paling fence which 
would deter the deer from escaping. 
 
Subsequent documentary research has, however, thrown some light on this subject, as evidence 
relating to the building of a 5–7ft wall in 1749, between Red Carr Farm and the ‘Old Mill’, has 
recently been discovered (NYCRO ZDV(F) microfilm 1131). This corresponds to the section of the 
‘pale’ that has been excavated and suggests that the wall is a later feature than the ditch and bank. 
Could it possibly have been constructed to redefine the park boundary during the landscaping 
process? 
 
Whether this same type of construction continued for the whole length of the ‘pale’ is also unclear as 
the feature has been heavily truncated by forestry and farming practices in other areas. Further 
excavation of selected sites along the length of the feature would undoubtedly throw more light on 
the subject. 
 
 
 
 
 

Solid red line = visible. Solid blue = identified but no longer visible. Dashed line = proposed. 

Crown copyright and database rights 2013 
Ordnance Survey 100021930 
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Fish ponds 
 
There are two distinct groups of ‘fish ponds’ at Gilling: those on relatively open ground to the north of 
the castle and the two sets of ponds – ‘higher fish ponds’ and ‘lower fish pond’ – in the valley of the 
park.  
 
Castle fish ponds (SE 6105 7705) 
The design of the castle fish ponds appears to be typical of medieval fish ponds in having separate 
small ponds for which the water can be controlled overall and independently, and which is 
convenient for access from the castle kitchen. English Heritage states that the ponds are medieval 
(Monument No.1066572)108 and the North Yorkshire HER, SMR No.MNY666, also states that they 
are ‘medieval to post-medieval’.  
 
The ponds are fed by the water course now called the Little Holbeck which runs from the lower fish 
pond in the park and which must have been created at the same time as the castle ponds. The 
water heights above sea level at the lower fish pond and at the castle fish ponds are approximately 
60m and 50m respectively, allowing an adequate flow of water. The castle fish ponds’ water outlet, 
which runs north eventually to meet the Holbeck, breaches our proposed northern park boundary 
and the latter appears to continue as part of the fish ponds. Further work may determine whether the 
ponds were created before, at the same time as, or as an additional feature to the boundary.  
 
Valley ponds 
The higher (SE 596 759) and lower (SE 590 765) park ponds are part of what were originally 
probably a string of five ponds in the valley: there are two very large breached embankments, 
approximately 5m high, which we believe were also dams. But were these ponds created as part of 
the deer park or the 18th-century landscaping? If the castle ponds are medieval and some form of 
dam and sluice was built at the lower pond in medieval times to control the flow of water to them, 
would one dam be adequate? We assume that flood waters could have been controlled from a 
sluice in the western outlet in the lower dam, now running north to join the Holbeck, so perhaps 
higher dams were not required to control water for the castle fish ponds. This does not mean, 
however, that the valley ponds weren’t medieval. Many medieval fishponds were destroyed or 
incorporated in later landscaping so that the earlier evidence has been destroyed. The deer and 
other animals in the medieval park required water and ponds could also have been used for sport. 
 
There are a number of aspects to medieval fish ponds: 

 
• The ability to control the level of water in each pond and empty it as necessary 

independently of the other ponds; 
• The ability to control the flow of flood waters; 
• The ability to clean out the ponds; 
• The need to clear the build-up of silt; 
• Associated buildings for equipment, smoking the fish, etc. 

 
Do the valley ponds demonstrate any of these features? Both breached dams have a vertical stone 
shaft connected to a horizontal shaft upstream and a probable outlet downstream (Figure 3.8)  
 
 
 

                                                 
108 www.pastscape.org.uk 

http://www.pastscape.org.uk/


 

37 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

The western breached dam probably also had a second shaft in the position of the breach. Perhaps 
the shafts caused a weakness in the dams, leading to the breaches, and so the eastern dam also 
breached at a second shaft. Dating these shafts may give an indication of the date of the dams. 
Unfortunately, although we have consulted archaeologists and sought experts who may be able to 
advise us on the dating and function of these features, we have not yet found anyone sufficiently 
knowledgeable in the subject. In any case, we assume the shafts were built to control the level of 
the water and clear the silt, though they clearly weren’t adequate in floods.  
 
There is also some evidence for a separate spillway in the eastern breached dam. So far, however, 
we have found no evidence for a surplus water channel to drain or carry flood water round the 
ponds, so they could only be drained downstream into the next lower pond. The ponds could be 
drained for cleaning; one horizontal outlet is at the foot of the dam and there may have been similar 
outlets elsewhere in the dams, perhaps where the breaches occurred. 
 
The only building remains we have found near to the ponds are the foundations for a building 
roughly 200m from the side of the pond (Monument No.947600)109 which are thought to be medieval 
or later. Those foundations have been excavated, however, and we have shown that they were part 
of a watermill complex (see Section 3i). It does not, of course, preclude them from also having some 
function in relation to the ponds. 
 
The earliest references to fish ponds found by YMAP researchers (see Section 3a) were from letters 
of 1756 and 1758 to Lord Fairfax from Thomas Weatherill, his agent in Gilling. In 1756 he says 
‘Some time since, I let the finishing of the high pond head to Thompsons for 30s, which will be done 
now in 3 weeks’ time and then they’l (sic) begin with the Earth throwing away from the low pond’. 
Does this imply that the dam for the higher pond was created at that time? By reference to clearing 
earth, enlarging or removing silt from the lower pond, it appears that the lower pond was already in 
existence as we believe. In 1758 he talks about the ‘road to the fishponds’. 
 
An undated map – but probably early 19th century as it shows the Gilling/Yearsley boundary stones 
which were installed around 1796 – shows only a single higher pond and the lower pond, so the 
dams must have been breached in the 18th century or earlier. The 1st edition Ordnance Survey map 
of 1856 shows two higher and one lower pond. 

                                                 
109 www.pastscape.org.uk 

Figure 3.8 Breached dams  

http://www.pastscape.org.uk/
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Cooper (1887, 6 and 12) describes two floods in Helmsley in 1754 and 1787. If Gilling was similarly 
affected, was Weatherill having remedial work done as a result of the 1754 flood? Or was he 
improving the ponds, only for the dams to be breached without repair in 1787? At that time the 
estate was in the hands of Anne, daughter of the last Lord Fairfax and being managed by Nathaniel 
Pigott, a cousin. So far, we can only speculate why the dams were never repaired. 
 
To summarise, the lower pond may have been dammed from medieval times when they needed to 
control the water to the castle fish ponds. There may also have been ponds further up the valley for 
fish, game and the animals in the deer park, but we have found no extant evidence for this. What we 
see now of the dams, including the stone shafts, was probably created as part of the 18th-century 
landscaping and the two dams were breached not many years after their creation. The western dam 
appears to have been used as part of the carriage drive in the 18th century to take the Fairfaxes and 
their visitors to the ‘Wilderness’ area. So perhaps they were created after Thomas Weatherill’s letter 
in 1758 and breached in 1787. 
 
 
Ancient woodland 
 
The features under investigation included a section of ancient woodland (SE 598 761) identified as a 
block of more natural open woodland existing between stands of commercially planted conifers. The 
area contains several features of archaeological interest which have been identified from aerial 
photographs, OS maps, Historic Environment Records and subsequently from field survey work. 
 
Access and visibility were severely restricted by abundant bracken and scrub growth but one 
particularly significant feature was detected (MNY11527) and considered worthy of further 
investigation. This appeared to be a substantial ditch and bank which extended for over 300m in an 
east–west direction, following the same contour around the hillside. Several possible explanations 
were proposed for its original use; these included an early enclosure boundary, a feature associated 
with the deer park, possibly a viewing or shooting platform, or a later aspect of the landscaped park, 
a ride or carriage way. 
 
In order to investigate the feature to a greater degree it was decided to cut an evaluation trench 
across the ditch and bank. A position was chosen where cycle tracks had already cut the feature, in 
order to minimise damage. The excavation was carried out by professional archaeologist, Luigi 
Signiorelli, with help from YMAP volunteers. No dating evidence was recovered from the site but a 
stone surface was uncovered with an underlying stone drain, which suggests that the feature may 
simply have been an access road and drain associated with land improvement or landscaping of the 
park in the 18th century (Signiorelli 2012). 
 
The ancient woodland in itself is also worthy of further investigation. It appears at some stage to 
have been an area of managed woodland pasture; although currently neglected and overgrown, 
signs of its previous use can still be seen. The open spaces or launds between the stands of trees 
are still evident and the veteran beeches show signs of lopping to provide browse for deer or cattle. 
Although no truly ancient trees still exist in the wood the presence of large well-rotted stumps would 
indicate that a similar management regime has been in place over many years. This may have been 
in association with the establishment of the deer park in the late 14th century and continued through 
the landscaping process of the 18th century (which also encouraged the keeping of deer) up to more 
recent times when the area has fallen out of use. 
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Signs of even earlier land use have also been detected on the southern slopes of the wooded 
hillside. Here what appear to be ‘lynchets’ or farming terraces can be seen (SE 595 760; SMR 
11532) and several slight banks which may have been ancient field boundaries have also been 
observed (SE 5983 7610). These features would suggest that the area was in intensive agricultural 
use well before its conversion to a deer park. Similar linear features have also been recorded in 
areas around the ancient woodland (e.g. SE 6016 7607) which would indicate that these farming 
practices were widespread in the region. 
 
 
The temple area 
 
A brief survey was carried out over an area believed to contain the foundation ruins of an 
ornamental ‘Tuscan temple’, shown on the 1856 OS map on the hill above the lower fish pond. The 
square shape, shown particularly clearly on the 1911 OS map, supports the suggestion that it is the 
‘summer house’ built in 1752 by Robert Shout (see Section 3a). The likely position of the temple was 
identified, bounded to the north and west by an overgrown yew hedge (SE 5946 7637; SMR 11526). 
Further building foundations and mounds of building rubble were also identified slightly to the north-
east of the probable temple site; these may have been associated with the temple and its demolition 
in the 1940s. This is a largely unknown and unexcavated site which would benefit from further 
investigation in the future. A targeted excavation of both sites would enhance our understanding of 
the temple area, particularly as the dimensions and design of the ‘summer house’ are known. It 
would also add to our overall knowledge of the landscaped parkland and increase visitor awareness 
and appreciation of the area as a whole. 
 
A broken cement plinth that may have formed the base of an OS trig point was also located to the 
north-east of the ‘Tuscan temple’ site (SE 59437 67384). 
 
 
Summary 
 
As to our aims, we established what we believe was the area of the park by tracing the park pale as 
shown in Figure 3.7. Dating the fish ponds proved more difficult: there was probably a medieval 
pond in the location of the lower fish pond, but we only found evidence that the present higher ponds 
and ‘dry ponds’ dated from the 18th century. Activity in the area of the ancient woodland certainly 
dated from the period of the deer park, and probably earlier. 
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3d The Yearsley–Gilling boundary markers 
by Dr Gudrun Gaudian, Christopher Williams PIFA, FSA Scot, and John Lister 
 
Background 
 
The aim of this survey was to establish whether the boundary markers recorded in Marwood (1995) 
and the Scheduled Monument Survey for English Heritage in 1993110 could still be found. The 
stones marked the boundary between the Gilling and Yearsley estates. This report outlines the 
location of the boundary stones, including a brief description and discussion of the status and 
condition of the related boundary wall. The boundary stones have a distinctive appearance, and 
where they are still present, they are easy to spot along the remains of the former boundary wall. 
 
A boundary dispute between Mr Charles Gregory Pigott Fairfax (of Gilling) and Lord Fauconberg (of 
Yearsley) regarding the definition of a boundary between their estates was settled in 1796 when 
fixed stones were erected along the boundary line. Marwood tried to locate these boundary stones 
in 1976/77, and was partly successful (Marwood 1995, chapter 10). There is more detail regarding 
the historical background of the boundary and related issues between the two estates in Section 3a.  
 
Direction of surveyed approach 
 
During the course of numerous visits to the moor it was necessary to search for the boundary stones 
in a somewhat random order. Once a degree of correlation had been achieved along with supporting 
evidence from Marwood (1995) a sense of direction became apparent. Not all the boundary markers 
were located, but description of their possible existence has been included in this report. All grid 
references were obtained by use of a hand-held GPS. 
 

 
Figure 3.9 Location map of boundary mark  

                                                 
110Scheduled Ancient Monument Survey for English Heritage 1993, Heritage Gateway Pastscape, Sources: Michael 
McElvaney/APR-1993/RCHME/NYCC Howardian Hills Project; CRO MIC 1282/7621 description of Yearsley–Gilling 
boundaries placed there on 15 May 1796 

Crown copyright and database rights 2013 
Ordnance Survey 100021930 
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BM Stone No.1 (SE 60272 73957) 
 
This was recorded as being at Osborne Corner. It turned out to be in the south-east corner of the 
field in which the long barrow stands. It stands in a break in the wall. The stone has a Y and G 
inscribed on it, and is dated 1786 which does not tally with the date on the document describing the 
boundary. There is no cross on the top. This stone has been relocated by the landowner from its 
original position.  
 
 
BM Stone No.2 (SE 59995 74264) 
 
This stone is on the north side of the Malton–Yearsley road. It is virtually on the grass verge of the 
road, 2.5m north of the metalled road. It is octagonal or perhaps square with chamfered corners. It 
has a Y and G mark, and there is an Ordnance Survey broad arrow benchmark on the east side. It is 
in line with the hedge and wall leading to BM No.1, approaching Coney Hill Farm. 
 
 
BM Stone No.3 
 
This is described in the record as the wapentake stone, which divides the wapentakes of Birdforth 
and Rydale. There appears to be no evidence of this marker, but it seems likely to have been 
positioned on the parish boundary, where there is a kink in the boundary line just south of the large 
barrow, and about 100 yards in from Coopers Lane. It could well have been that this stone originally 
stood within the kink but may have been moved as a hindrance to ploughing. 
 
 
BM Stone No.4 (SE 59245 74804) 
 
 
 

The boundary continues across the ploughed field to 
the wood. The stone wall starts near a large alder 
tree in the corner. The wall continues on the north-
east side of the track and goes up Whinney Hill 
(White Cross Hill). Here a boundary stone was 
placed annotated Y and G. The dimensions of this 
boundary marker are typical of others, measuring 
0.65m in height and 0.35m in width, being octagonal 
in shape. There appears to be no evidence of the 
wall at this point.  
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 3.10 Boundary marker stone No.4  
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About 1.5m away was a large earthfast stone, 
marked with either a double cross or a Cross of 
Lorraine-type design. This resultant design may 
also have been an abortive attempt to cut the stone 
to provide a plinth for the boundary marker.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
BM Stone No.5 
 
This stone was not located on the logical line of the boundary. 
 
 
BM Stone No.6 
 
Following an extensive search this stone was not located. 
 
 
BM Stone No.7  
 
After a number of visits this stone was not located. 
 
BM Stone No.8 (SE 58386 75678) 
 
This stone was located on Shepherd’s Rigg near a clearing 
in the wood after tracing the probable boundary wall 
alignment. The boundary marker had at one time been set 
in the wall. It is mounted on a plinth, possibly of undressed 
sandstone. Inscribed on the west side is the letter Y and on 
the east a G. The octagonal top is chamfered with an A on 
the west side and an I on the east. There is a possible X on 
the north side of the stone.  
 
There is a suggestion that the wall post-dates the marker as 
it appears to have been constructed around the boundary 
marker.  

 Figure 3.12 BM Stone No. 8 

Figure 3.11 Stone with a double cross 
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BM Stone No.9  
 
Following an exhaustive search along the wall this stone was not located. 
 
 
BM Stone No.10 (SE 57923 76604) 
 
This stone, although on the boundary alignment, is unmarked, but it is octagonal in shape with 
similar dimensions to the boundary marker stones.  
 
 
The Yearsley–Gilling boundary wall 
 
The boundary wall extends for approximately 2.4km. Its maximum height at one point reaches 1.5m; 
the remainder of the wall is mostly either spread jumble, retains only the lower courses, or has sunk 
into a build-up of soft woodland soil. It is aligned north-west to south-east in a direct line through the 
project area. Marwood suggests the wall was constructed at some point after the boundary stones 
were laid down on 15 May 1796, as the wall overlies the marker stones.111 
 
At one point it has been excavated and found to be lying parallel to the park pale. As one 
progresses towards the south-east the wall becomes sub-surface in many places, with only the 
occasional protruding stones. It is suggested that over the years the wall may have been damaged 
and not repaired, subsided due to underlying waterlogged ground, been covered in decomposing 
woodland debris, or used as a ready source of dressed stone for buildings or roadstone. 
  

                                                 
111 CRO microfilm 1282/7621 (description of Yearsley–Gilling boundaries) 
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3e Field walking at Temple Hill, Gilling East: analysis of finds 
by Chris Williams PifA, FSA Scot 
 
Method 
 
Field walking, centred on SE 61439 76474, took place on 13 May 2011. The practical process of 
field walking followed standard archaeological procedures by outlining 4 x 20m squares annotated 
A–D on the ground using canes and 2m survey poles. The eight field walkers traversed square A, 
from where recovered material was collected and bagged. The same procedure was adopted for the 
remaining three squares. All material was then washed sorted and weighed. It was then offered to 
archaeological professionals for further analysis. 
 
 
Recovered material 
 
Shell (6 pieces) 
The recovered shell fragments all appear to be abraded freshwater oyster shell. Popular throughout 
the ages from Roman times to present day, it would not be considered unusual to recover this type 
of shell within the vicinity of the Temple Hill site, as the gentry and their ladies partook of luncheon. 
The abraded condition may have been caused by limestone in the area rubbing against the fragile 
shell. 
 
Slate (2 pieces) 
Yorkshire slate, also known as ‘Yorkshire grey’, has roofed many town, village and farmstead 
houses throughout the Yorkshire area for hundreds of years. The slate provides excellent weather 
protection and durability. Although slate quarries are rare in North Yorkshire, a vast amount was 
imported from Wales, especially in the 19th and 20th centuries. 
 
Teeth (animal, 6 pieces) 
Recovered teeth, although fragmented, appear to be those of domestic horse (equus caballus 
caballus) and possibly pig (sus scrofa) (Luff 1984). Also included were probable rabbit? teeth which 
were in a very fragmented condition.  
 
Bone (9 pieces) 
The recovered bone was too fragmented to identify accurately and would require the expertise of an 
animal bone specialist. However, the larger fragments may have come from deer or dog. They are 
somewhat gracile in appearance. One recovered example could probably be identified as both the 
proximal and distal ends are present.  
 
Clay pipe (25 pieces) 
The earliest clay pipes known in England and Europe date from c.1580–1600 and are thought to 
have been copied from styles smoked by the Native Indian tribes of the North-East American 
continent (Ayto 1987). English mariners setting up the first colonies there were introduced to 
ceremonial smoking but it is not until the mid- to late 16th century that we begin to find references to 
the smoking of clay pipes in England. 
 
The earliest clay pipes made were produced in England and Holland and had tiny bowls to take no 
more than a pinch of tobacco, as it was very expensive. By 1620 smoking was more popular and the 
price of tobacco dropped, so the bowls were made larger by potters who set themselves up as pipe 
makers. Throughout the 17th century the trend was for pipe bowls to get bigger and the stems 
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longer as makers became more confident and local fashions encouraged new bowl styles. The 
larger cities such as London as well as Amsterdam in the Netherlands provided the better products 
and regional pipe making areas also developed with their own quality products.  
 
A variety of interesting examples of clay pipe were recovered from Temple Hill, with one example of 
a bowl base bearing the initials RB. These initials are probably those of Robert Baxter, whose period 
of manufacture in northern England was around 1660.112 No complete pipes or bowls were 
recovered from the Temple Hill site, only fragments of stem and bowl being located. It was not 
unusual for workmen to break off the end section of the pipe stem as continued usage tended to 
block the mouthpiece or the mouthpiece splintered.  
 
Charcoal (28 pieces) 
Charcoal is commonly found on excavation sites. Material recovered may relate to a local charcoal-
burning cottage industry or it could be the result of natural phenomena or perhaps woodland or 
temple clearance. It can be dated however, but the cost involved would be prohibitive and would not 
necessarily advance locational evidence for a temple site. 
 
Glass (57 pieces) 
Recovered glass fragments reflect an extensive period of manufacture and usage. Items appear to 
include wine bottle bases, some with a heavy lead content and impurities perhaps reflecting early 
manufacture. They date from the mid- to late medieval period, with some post-medieval fragments 
up to the 18th and 19th centuries. They also included possible goblet fragments and more delicate 
‘dressing table ware’ sherds. Modern plate or window glass was also noted. All glass items are small 
and display significant scuffing and abrasion. There was no patterned glass.  
 
Slag and shale (26 pieces) 
There were a couple of ‘robust’ pieces of slag amongst the finds. Only the larger examples were 
retained. The recovery of such material over a relatively small area may indicate a local small-scale 
cottage industry close by, such as metal working, smelting and associated manufacture for 
maintaining and repairing farm equipment, shoeing horses etc. 
 
Iron objects (11 pieces) 
Amongst the examples are modern pieces such as square-sided nuts and bolt shafts, along with 
what looks like a ‘wingnut’-shaped securing device. A number of nails were also recovered, some of 
which were square-headed timber or roofing nails which are usually considered older than round-
headed nails. There were also a number of unidentified fragments which may have come from horse 
harness or farm carts. These items may well support the theory of locally manufactured farming 
equipment. 
 
Mortar (37 pieces) 
Not all pieces of mortar were retained. The mortar recovered is lime mortar and was probably 
produced locally, possibly at the Gilling three-oven limekiln just a mile or so to the east of Gilling 
village in Scar Wood. This kiln, which probably dates from c.1750, is currently undergoing 
renovation, and its construction may be contemporary with the building of either one or both of the 
two known temples in Gilling Park. The majority of the mortar was found in square 3 of area ‘A’ 
which could be the site for the building on Temple Hill. Some examples contain a considerable 

                                                 
112 http://www.museumoflondon.org.uk/claypipes/pages/maker.asp?maker_id=21; Robert Baxter: 1660, died, Finsbury 
Plague Lists 
 

http://www.museumoflondon.org.uk/claypipes/pages/maker.asp?maker_id=21
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amount of limestone as residue from the smelting process, whilst other examples are of a much 
purer content.  
 
Brick and tile (74 pieces) 
Although there was in general an even scattering of brick across the field walked site, the most 
productive area was, like the mortar, in square 3. This gives further credence to the physical 
existence of a stone or brick structure in this location. It is very likely that during dismantling the 
worked stone will have been re-used elsewhere, and what we have recovered is from brick 
foundations or inner walls. The bricks would be handmade, probably 2½ inches deep. There is 
tentative evidence that the flooring was tiled, as a number of examples display glazing on one 
surface. The ‘tile’ has yet to be confirmed as such. The tiles seem to have been 20 to 25mm thick 
and fired to a high temperature. No complete tiles were found on site. 
 
Flint (13 pieces) 
Amongst the flint recovered, there may be a Mesolithic broken flint scraper. The remainder appears 
to be natural sub-surface siliceous flint fragments. The flint will be subject to further specialist 
analysis. 
 
Pottery (170 pieces) 
The pottery recovered covers the whole spectrum of pottery development from possibly the Iron Age 
through Roman to the late medieval and post-medieval periods, including more recent 20th-century 
items. On examination, at least one sherd was probably manufactured in the Iron Age, and two 
sherds were almost certainly Roman. 113 
 
For such a small area the site produced a widely varied collection of pottery. There was a 
considerable amount of medieval green-glazed ware from both the late and post-medieval period 
(16th–17th century), with a few sherds from the earlier medieval period. There was also a small 
amount of ‘white ware’ and the occasional transfer-printed willow pattern plate of perhaps either 
Dutch or Asian in origin. There was also modern ‘tea-cup’ ware. 
 
From the 16th century, the pottery industry grew in importance throughout England and production 
sites were often owned and run by documented individuals. The variety of vessel types available to 
the consumer increased, although quality was often little better than in earlier periods. In the 16th 
and 17th centuries the most common pottery was still earthenware, generally white wares with clear 
or brown and green glaze. Coarse earthenware was still produced by many rural potteries into the 
20th century, but in the early 18th century a revolution in the pottery industry meant that affordable 
refined white earthenware and porcelain became more widely available and were preferred by the 
consumer. 
 
Coal (37 pieces) 
There was a general scattering of small coal across the surface of the site. This was to be expected 
on a site that is surrounded by medieval and later coal extraction industries. It is just possible that 
fossil fuel may have been retained on the site of the temple for cooking and for heating during the 
winter months, though the role served by the temple is not known. 
 
 
 

                                                 
113 www.assemblage.group.shef.ac.uk/issue7cumberpatch.html 

http://www.assemblage.group.shef.ac.uk/issue7cumberpatch.html


 

47 
 

3f The bell pits survey 
by Dr Gudrun Gaudian and Christopher Williams PIFA, FSA Scot 
with supporting research and analysis by Catherine Thorn and Elizabeth Sanderson 
 
Background 
 
This survey attempts to bring to light further evidence of industrial activity in the area, with emphasis 
being directed towards the extraction of surface grade fossil fuel in the form of coal. It is documented 
that surface coal extraction using a system called bell pit mining goes back to around the 14th 
century until deep mining in the 19th century resulted in higher-grade coal becoming more readily 
available and distribution was made easier with the advent of the railways. 114 Mining may have 
carried on into the 19th century. Surface coal extracted from Yearsley Moor was probably of poor 
quality and its prime usage was for firing the local limekilns for the production of lime mortar and 
lime for agricultural use. Coal was also probably sold locally to provide heating within the immediate 
vicinity of Gilling. There is no evidence to suggest that there was any large-scale commercial 
venture involved. 
 
Further afield, coal mining on the North Yorks Moors was common and in some areas quite 
extensive. A paper by Gill (2010) mentions collieries at Gilling East115 and Newburgh Priory.116 In 
addition, coal from the moors north of Ampleforth was brought to East Gilling by pannier men from 
Bolton Bank, Agar’s Bank and by the boundary west of Lodgefield Farm. This continued as late as 
the 20th century. 
 
 
The origins of bell pit mining 
 
Although it is not known for certain when mining started on Yearsley Moor, the extraction method 
has been around since at least the 14th century, when it was considered the most advanced of coal 
mining techniques. It took place close to the surface and no supports or props were used in the 
operation. A vertical shaft was dug to a depth of 10–20m into the coal seam and the coal was dug 
out using wooden picks and shovels. The miners worked at the bottom of the shaft for as long as the 
quality of air and/or the safety of the unsupported structure would allow. Frequently an adjoining pit 
would be dug maybe 20m away (as shown below) and the two workings would be linked. This would 
also improve the airflow. When the pit became unstable, or following an accident or collapse, the 
workings were abandoned and a new shaft was dug. A number of the pits on the moor display quite 
large spoil heaps, some of which are presented as ‘platforms’ on the hillside following the coal 
seam. 
 
Methods of extraction varied over the years starting with a basic basket or bucket.117 The basket 
would have been made of wicker and later leather or iron buckets were introduced. The bucket 
would carry the man down and the coal back up. During the early years the bucket or basket was 
lowered and raised on a simple winch. Later it is possible that a horse could have been used in 

                                                 
114 www.dmm-pitwork.org.uk/html/history; www.ukcoal.com/why-coal/story-of-coal/mining-through-the-ages 
115 One of the earliest references to coal mining is a lease, dated May 1648, of coal on the moors between Yearsley and 
Gilling East (NYCRO ZQG(F)) 
116 Newburgh Park Colliery, Coxwold. This short-lived, late 18th-century mine is thought to have been nearly a mile south 
of Newburgh Priory, Lord Fauconberg’s seat. The seam, which dipped to the east at about 1 in 14, was said to vary 
between 10 and 16 inches in thickness. The colliery was tried again in October 1804, when T.E. Wynn Belasyse, who had 
married the late Lord Fauconberg’s eldest daughter, leased it to Glynn Wynn, of Lincolns Inn Fields, for a year (NYCRO 
ZQG(F)) 
117 www.sip-ie/sip019B/types.htm 

http://www.dmm-pitwork.org.uk/html/history
http://www.ukcoal.com/why-coal/story-of-coal/mining-through-the-ages
http://www.sip-ie/sip019B/types.htm
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conjunction with an upgraded pulley system; finally, with the invention of the steam engine, a 
mechanical hoist may have been used. Any method used would probably have been commensurate 
with the depth of the pit. It was very dangerous work with probably little reward and one suspects 
there are an unknown number of miners who still rest within the confines of the moor. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Who were the miners? 
 
There is documentary evidence that bell pit mining was carried out by monks at Newbattle in 
Scotland along the banks of the River Esk. The Yearsley area of North Yorkshire is rich in abbeys, 
priories and monastic institutions, so perhaps pilgrims were responsible for spreading the word on 
their travels, the coal being initially mined by the monks. Closer to the present day, migrant Irish 
labourers may have worked as coal miners. Following the potato famines of the 1840s many Irish 
workers migrated to England with their families. They were known to have mined in the north 
midlands, Staffordshire, Cumbria, and Nidderdale around Greenhow.118 However, no evidence has 
been found to date that Irish labourers were involved in the Yearsley area; indeed, with the 
enclosure of lands, there may have been enough local labour and there may even have been 
farmer-miners.  
 
Archival evidence suggests that bell pit mining on the Yearsley Moor and Gilling estate was well 
established by the 17th century, as indicated by the transliteration below of an agreement between 
the Viscount Fairfax and a Mr Henry Hodgson dated 1648:119 
  

                                                 
118 www.greenhow-hill.org.uk.mining/mining.html 
119 The transliteration of ‘Gilling coal mines lease 1648’, Northallerton CRO ref ZQG(F) V, by Catherine Thorn 
 

The name bell pit comes 
from the shape of the 
excavation, with a narrow 
vertical shaft sunk into the 
coal or iron ore seam, which 
was then opened out into a 
small chamber. Little timber 
was used, so once the roof 
became unsafe, the pit was 
abandoned and another 
shaft sunk nearby. Coal was 
cut by using picks and 
shovels. Man and coal were 
transported by a basket. 
Candles or lamps were 
used for illumination. 

Figure 3.13 A cross section of a bell pit mine 
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Primo die May Anno Dom 1648 

 
It is the day and yeare above said fully agreed 

betwixt the Viscount Fairfax on the one 
part & Mr. Henry Hodgson on the other part that 

notwithstandinge my former Articles dated 
the 9th (?) November 1647 betwixt the said 
parties the said Lord Fairfax doth now upon 

some other (?) Consideration let to Mr. Henry 
Hodgson for a whole yeare beginninge from 
the date hereof All his Lordship’s colemines 

upon Gilling or Yearsley Moore his (?) 
excepted payinge for the same colemines 
to his Lordship this year the full summe of  

fiftie pounds at four equall payments: 
first at Lammas next: twelve pounds and ten 
shillings & and so quarterly until the summe 

of fiftie pounds by payed: And the said 
Mr. Hodgson is to have for the cole worke 
this year wood allowed and sett out at the 
price of eight pounds And the Lord Fairfax 

is to have five (?) loads of coles (?) 
this bargaine & for what coles his Lordship  
hath more ten shillings a load to be (?) de 

falked out of the said fiftie pounds: Al- 
ways provided that if the said Mr. Hodgson 
shall be interrupted in ye workinge of the  

said coles: either by warr’ or the like extra- 
ordinary occacions: that then it shall be (?) refered (?) 

unto two indifferent persons what the said 
Mr. Hodgson shall give for the colemines  

this yeare. 
 
 
Survey method 
 
All the bell pits located were recorded with a hand-held GPS. This bell pit survey was by no means 
exhaustive, although attempts were made to locate as many of the pits as possible. Clear 
identification was sometimes not possible, because forestry work as well as the passage of time and 
accumulated woodland soils had fudged the outline of the pits. No excavation work was conducted, 
so it was not possible to identify the purity and thus heating efficiency of the coal. There is certainly 
scope for a further in-depth study of the pits. A number of pits would be classed as ‘good examples’ 
and could be well worth preserving for future generations. Photography was difficult without good 
light under the trees and in many cases failed to highlight the depressions. Only the more prominent 
examples were photographed. 
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Figure 3.14 One of a number of deep bell  

 
Bell pit survey results 
 
Coal Pit Slack: SE 58790 75081 (at centre); File Ref: YMAP2/BLP001 
This hilltop location appears to have been a hive of industrial activity with at least 5–7 probable bell 
pit locations noted. They are all contained within a roughly circular area with an overall dimension of 
approximately 32.8m x 33.8m. There is also evidence of quarrying, along with possible areas of 
domestic activity. A number of ancient tracks appear to have serviced the area for the removal of 
coal and the transportation of associated equipment.  
 
 
Greystone Rigg 
Greystone Rigg produced 19 bell pits, all of which were individually recorded. Plotting the locations 
onto the 1911 Ordnance Survey map it became evident that all the bell pits followed the coal seam 
around the hillside. It is strongly suspected that not all pits were discovered and that more may exist 
in the area. 
 
Table 3.4 Greystone Rigg bell pit locations 
 
Location File Ref Drawn Photographed 
    
SE 59377 75195 YMAP2/BLP001A Yes No 
SE 59353 75224 YMAP2/BLP002 Yes No 
SE 59368 75173 YMAP2/BLP003 Yes No 
SE 59370 75152 YMAP2/BLP004 Yes No 
SE 59381 75156 YMAP2/BLP005 No No, location only 
SE 59385 75133 YMAP2/BLP006 No No, location only 
SE 59378 75122 YMAP2/BLP007 No No, location only 
SE 59400 75115 YMAP2/BLP008 No No, location only 
SE 59382 75094 YMAP2/BLP009 No No, location only 
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SE 59379 75057 YMAP2/BLP010 No No, location only 
SE 59378 75015 YMAP2/BLP011 No No, location only 
SE 59395 74990 YMAP2/BLP012 No No, location only 
SE 59411 75020 YMAP2/BLP013 No No, location only 
SE 59409 74999 YMAP2/BLP014 No No, location only 
SE 59429 74980 YMAP2/BLP015 No No, location only 
SE 59342 75156 YMAP2/BLP016 Yes Yes 
SE 59360 75202 YMAP2/BLP017 Yes Yes 
SE 59374 75172 YMAP2/BLP018 No No, location only 
SE 59347 75201 YMAP2/BLP019 No No, location only 
 
 
Calliger Rigg 
It was suspected that this location may have contained a number of bell pits. However, there was a 
degree of uncertainty within the heavily silted hillside and only the two most prominent examples 
were recorded. It is of course possible that these two pits were test pits that were unsuccessful and 
that no coal was extracted from this area. There is also evidence of probable quarry working in the 
area.  
 
Table 3.5 Calliger Rigg bell pit locations 
 
Location File Ref Drawn Photographed 
    
SE 59046 75256 YMAP2/BLP020 Yes Yes 
SE 59041 75264 YMAP2/BLP021 Yes Yes 
 
It is advisable to treat bell-pit areas with extreme caution. 
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3g The quarries survey 
by Christopher Williams PIFA, FSA Scot, and Dr Gudrun Gaudian 
 
Background 
 
This survey attempted to bring to light evidence of industrial activity in this area, apart from coal 
mining, with emphasis being directed towards the quarried extraction of limestone and its utilisation 
within the Yearsley and Gilling areas. All locations were surveyed with GPS and a report was written 
about each. 
 
 
Geology 
 
The geology of the Yearsley Moor area is very complex, creating a varied and more diverse 
topography than in other areas of the same landscape type (Hemingway 1974), including a number 
of fault lines running across the area. The predominant geology across the moor consists of grey 
limestone also known as ‘Brandsby roadstone’, because it was quarried for many years in the 
Brandsby and Yearsley area as a material for mending roads. It is a hard siliceous limestone 
splitting up into large slabs; in fact some of the beds are so fissile as to afford roofing slates, for 
which purpose the stone was largely used in former years. The total thickness of these beds is 
around 12m, but of this no more than 6m will be limestone, as the upper portion of the rock is a 
porous grit. It is usually only the upper portion of this grit which is exposed, the limestone below 
being decomposed into soft sand. The largest spread of this rock is on the summit of the hill around 
Yearsley, where it occupies nearly all the high ground between Newburgh Park and Brandsby. 
 
 
Industrial background 
 
It is not known when the quarrying of limestone first took place in the Yearsley area. It may perhaps 
have been as early as the Bronze Age and almost certainly the Romans and Saxons were quarrying 
limestone for footings, walls and later roofing materials for their houses. 
 
In the medieval period and especially the later medieval period, various land enclosure acts would 
have required copious amounts of limestone for the building of drystone walls along with 
communication roads and their inevitable later repairs. Hamlets and villages, along with some of the 
more prestigious buildings and ecclesiastical establishments, would have included various amounts 
of ‘Brandsby roadstone’. For example, the castle at Sheriff Hutton contains Brandsby stone, as does 
Brandsby church. Almost certainly, the limestone was utilised during the construction of Gilling 
castle and other locations where it was used include Abbey House, Malton; Burton Agnes church, 
Bridlington; and Shandy Hall, Coxwold (Myerscough 2005).  
 
 
The demise of the Yearsley quarries 
 
Almost certainly in the years following the industrial revolution quarrying on Yearsley Moor and the 
surrounding area slowly fell into disuse, although a small amount of quarrying may have continued 
into the 19th century for local use and for drystone wall or house repairs. With the advent of railways 
and better road communication systems, especially with the introduction of tar macadam, limestone 
extraction came to an end.  
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Today, the quarries are revealed by depressions in the ground, some of which may be up to 100m in 
length and 30m across, but the majority are relatively small. Some quarries retain evidence of 
access tracks for the removal of the stone. All the extraction depressions are heavily silted, with 
many years of vegetation, and all support mature trees. Limestone facings were rare or almost non-
existent. There were many quarries spread across the moor and it proved impossible to survey them 
all; however, some of the more notable examples were recorded. 
 
 
Survey results 
 
Recorded quarries 
 
1. SE 57923 75483 Yearsley to Ampleforth road 

A rounded depression with an average 8m diameter and 1.8m deep at centre 
(photograph not taken) 

 
2. SE 57988 75450 An elongated quarry with a length of c.100m and a central depth of c.3m. 15 

GPS readings were taken to provide a defined outline (photograph taken) 
 
3. SE 58561 75117–58464 75243 Near Windy Gates car park 

A linear alignment c.2 km long, following a hillside contour consisting of 
numerous shallow probable quarries. Occasional limestone facings can be 
seen with associated probable access tracks (photograph not taken) 

 
4. SE 58755 75055 Quarry Hill 

A suspect area containing two small possible quarries, c.20m apart, both 
being heavily silted with vegetation and no facings discernible (photograph not 
taken) 
 

5. SE 58604 75412 A well-defined quarry with a diameter of 9.5 x 7.4m. An average depth of 3m 
was noted. This quarry is likely to be that listed as SMR 11434 (photograph 
taken) 

 
6. SE 58574 75399 A much larger quarry than that No.5 above, although physically closely 

associated (less than 30m apart). The dimensions noted were 15.6m x 10.8m, 
with an average depth of 3.5m. There is evidence of access tracks for both 
quarries 5 and 6 (photograph taken) 
 
 

Other local quarries 
 
Other quarries are known to exist in the area but were considered outside the remit of this survey. 
The main quarries are: 

Spring Head Wood  GR SE 597 727 
Peacock Plantation  GR SE 609 729 
Snargate Hill   GR SE 608 723 
Peel Wood Quarry  GR SE 587 735 
Yearsley Bank Quarry  GR SE 573 738 
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Conclusion 
 
The quarries surveyed are probably only the tip of the iceberg and many more are believed to exist 
on the moor. Unfortunately, over many hundreds of years, natural silting and vegetation growth has 
resulted in many of the quarries disappearing from view, probably forever. There is an outside hope 
that at least one quarry could be saved for the future, especially one close to a bell pit, for research 
and public access by future generations. For the most part photography failed to demonstrate the 
detailing of inclines and perspective as a result of poor light under the trees. 
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3h Yearsley and its pottery industry 
by Christopher Williams PIFA, FSA Scot, and Dr Gudrun Gaudian 
 
Background 
 
Susan Brooke discovered the site of a late 15th- or 16th-century pottery at Soury Hill, Yearsley, 
between 1936 and 1939. The pottery probably supplied the nearby Abbey of Byland. Cistercian-type 
wares were made, sometimes with moss-green glazes, along with good copies of French lobed cups 
in a green lead glaze. Examples can be seen in the Yorkshire Museum at York. 
 
John Wedgwood of the famous Staffordshire pottery family founded a pottery in Yearsley in the mid-
17th century (YPS Annual Report, 1915; Grabham 1971, 105–6). We read in the Coxwold parish 
register of 1653 that ‘On November 8th, John Wedgwood and Elizabeth Harrison were married’ – 
the first mention of any Wedgwood in the parish, although the Harrisons were an old established 
family. From the mid-17th century until his death in 1682, John Wedgwood and subsequently his 
son John (died 1705) manufactured large cisterns, puzzle jugs, plates and bowls. The Victoria and 
Albert Museum has a puzzle jug made in Yearsley inscribed ‘John Wedgwood 1691’. After the son’s 
death, pottery continued to be made by his son, William, about whom the song was written, In 
Yearsley there were pancheons made, by Willie Wedgwood, that young blade. 
 
This ‘potted’ history120 is interesting because there is in the museum at Ampleforth Abbey a large 
cistern covered with old green glaze having on it in incised letters ‘John Wedg Wood which was 
made here’. There was also a puzzle jug which used to be in the Museum of Practical Geology, 
London, which had the same name written on it and the date 1691, in the same green lead glaze. 
This may in fact be the same jug which now stands in the Victoria and Albert Museum, London. 
 
In the early 18th century William’s son, another John, transferred the pottery to Heworth, York, 
where it continued production into the 19th century.  

 
The Yearsley puzzle jug (Honey 1947, 25) 
Red earthenware covered entirely with a thick coating of 
copper-green glaze over a white slip. Incised around the body is 
‘John Wedgwood 1691’. English (North Yorkshire, Yearsley).  
Artist/maker: Unknown 
Materials and techniques: Lead-glazed earthenware with 
incised decoration 
Marks and Inscriptions: JOHN WEDGWOOD 1691 
Dimensions: Height: 13.3cm, diameter: 9.2cm 
Object history: Originally thought to have been made in 
Staffordshire 
Historical context: John Wedgwood (1654–1705) was the 
great uncle of Josiah Wedgwood 

 
 

  

                                                 
120 Wedgwood Archives. Pauline Ann Southern. Wedgewood/1998-08/0903159296 

Figure 3.15 The Yearsley puzzle jug 
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3i The Yearsley mill 
by Elizabeth Sanderson and Geoffrey Snowdon  
 
Introduction 

We examined the valley, ‘fish ponds’ and dams in Gilling Park (see Section…) and debated whether 
the foundations of a building, roughly 200 metres from the side of the ponds (recorded in Historic 
Environment Record MNY 11533, Pastscape Monument No. 947600, Grid Reference SE 5890 
7603) could be associated with them.  In December 2011 the building was partly excavated to reveal 
a substantial stone building dating from 14th to 16th Centuries.  (Signorelli, 2012)  During that 
excavation further foundations were identified roughly 15 metres to the north-west.  Clearance of the 
vegetation revealed the foundations of probably two buildings and a surprisingly large quantity of 
pottery near the surface.   
 

The newly discovered buildings were located immediately adjacent to the park pale and within a few 
metres of the stream running down Elder Slack.  We considered whether, therefore, the buildings 
were perhaps a lodge associated with the deer park, or, given the nearby stream, perhaps a mill.  
We had seen no suggestions in any documentation that a mill existed in the area, but then we 
started looking at the topography of Yearsley, evidence on the ground, old records and maps.  A mill 
seemed quite feasible and, while clearing the vegetation, part of a millstone was found protruding 
from one of the walls (see Fig. 3.16).  We felt confident that it was, indeed, a mill as it seemed most 
improbable that a millstone would be carried into ‘The Wilderness’ for any other reason.   

 

   

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
Figure 3.16 Millstone  
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Documentary records 
We found no sign of a mill in the Yearsley area on any Ordnance Survey or estate map.   
 
There is no mention of a watermill at Yearsley in the Domesday Book.  The earliest reference found 
so far is an Indenture made on the 20th of April 1559 in which William Wildone of Yearsley Pele sold 
a parcel of land including ‘…one watermilne there with sute thereof and free course of water at all 
times forever …with all other edyfitions and buildings thereunto…’ to Sir Nicholas Fairfax of 
Gilling.(North Yorkshire County Record Office, ZDZ I 5 MIC 1352/867)  The sale of ‘A watermill with 
land in Yearsley” by William Wyldon, gent, to Nicholas Fairfax, kt, the owner of Gilling Castle was 
confirmed in the January - April 1560 Feet of Fines (Collins, 1887).  In the late 16th Century the 
Fairfax family of Gilling continued to own a mill at Yearsley.  (Page, 1923, 14)  Local mills are also 
mentioned in Gilling (Page, 1914) Oulston (Brown, 1898) and Brandsby (Page, 1923, 103 -107).  
 
The references to a mill in Yearsley in the 16th Century do not provide a specific location for it, but 
the Indenture of 20th April 1559 details the boundary of the land being sold.  Although some of the 
places and stones named in the Indenture may now be forgotten, we can still roughly identify the 
parcel of land concerned and be confident that the complex of buildings which we found, lie within 
that area.  In 1560 the Wyldons sold Yearsley itself to Sir William Bellasis of Newburgh Priory.  
(Following a dispute in 1796, the boundary between Gilling and Yearsley was marked and the mill 
site is then clearly in Gilling estate.)  
 

Rentals for Gilling in 1711, 1712 and 1719 include £7 3s 4d per year for George Yeoward at the Mill; 
bracketed with the mill were Catherine Close and Wailes (Walls) Close.  Gilling Mill was also 
included in those rentals for £1 10s in 1711 and £2 in 1712; interestingly a much lower rental than 
that of Yearsley Mill.   
 
In The Registry of Papists’ Estates (Atkinson, 1890) an entry of April 26, 1720 lists properties held 
by William Lord Viscount Fairfax including: ‘In Earsley (Yearsley) in the parish of Coxwould, a 
messuage, a water cornmilne, and kiln, garden, orchard and curtilage, with several lands, etc, let to 
Jane and Geo. Yoward for ninety nine years if they or either of them should so long live, at £4, fine 
paid £20…’   
 

In September to November 1748, however, various workmen presented bills for building the park 
wall ‘…to the ould mill…’; if the mill had been in operation then, it is highly unlikely they would have 
all added the word ‘old’.  It seems safe to conclude, therefore, that the mill went out of use between 
1720 and 1748.  Why did it go out of use, it was obviously a successful mill judging from the rental 
value, one of the highest in Gilling?  Was there a problem with the water supply – unlikely as 
average rainfall was only slightly lower than nowadays -  or was it simply inconvenient for the grand 
landscaping plans of Lord Fairfax? 

Yearsley’s water supply 

Yearsley village is at 174 metres above mean sea level with no water source.  Streams begin 
around 0.5 km south of the village (eventually running to Brandsby mill), 0.5 km south east (running 
into Brandsby Dale pond) and a similar distance to the west which now runs into Oulston Reservoir.  
To the north of the village various streams run northwards into the valley of Gilling Park.  None 
would provide an adequate water supply to power a mill in the immediate vicinity of Yearsley.  So 
presumably the stream in Elder Slack was the best option to provide enough water power to drive a 
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millwheel.  The stream is not particularly powerful nowadays; it has, no doubt, been affected by the 
trees and landscaping by the Forestry Commission.   
 

Mill complex 

 

Why was the watermill sited just inside the deer park 
boundary (see Fig. 3.17)?  Elder Slack is, in places, quite 
a narrow ravine probably unsuitable for a mill, but why 
locate it just inside the park boundary?  Perhaps it was 
the best location on relatively level ground, nearest to 
Yearsley where a small pond could be created upstream? 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In fact which came first, the mill or the deer park pale?  A licence to empark was granted in 1374, to 
Thomas de Etton, owner of Gilling Castle and the deer park continued in use certainly until 1720 
(Page, 1914, 478-485).  If the mill was established after 1374, being within the park pale, it must 
have been built on Gilling land, even though the manor of Yearsley itself was in the hands of 
Thomas Colvill (who also held Coxwold).  Was there an entrance to the park, and perhaps buildings 
associated with it, already in existence?  Or was the mill built before 1374?  Analysis of the pottery 
found during the 2012 excavation indicates this was the case. (Young, 2013).  
 

Beyond the deer park was Common Land.  Someone, probably the miller, had enclosed a small 
area of roughly eight and a half acres which butted up to the outside of the deer park boundary.  The 
boundaries of the fields vary from one map to another:  8.547 acres on the Ordnance Survey map of 
1911, 25 inches to a mile.  (See Figure 3.18)  The undated estate map shows possibly four fields of 
arable and pasture.  Are these fields the ‘Catherine Close and Wailes Close’ listed in the 1711, 1712 
& 1719 Rentals?  Due to ploughing for tree planting, very little of the field boundaries are now 
visible, although there are some old trees probably marking the boundary.  Much of the land is on a 
steep hillside facing north-east so would not be particularly desirable for cultivation.   
 

 
 
 

Mill 

Pond 

Figure 3.17 Location of Mill and Pond 

Crown copyright and database rights 2013 
Ordnance Survey 100021930 
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Figure 3.18 Mill, pond and track  

Figure 3.19 Plan of Mill complex  
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The watermill 

There are at least two buildings in the complex.  In addition, there are walls and a stone surface with 
a possible wall which may have some function.  The building excavated in 2011/12  (See Figure 
3.19 Site 2) was 7.70m (25ft 3ins) long and 4.80m (15ft 9ins) wide (a later phase was 3.05m wide) 
with walls 0.60m (2ft) thick.   

The building which housed the millstone (See Figure 3.19, Site 3) was roughly 13.7m (45ft) long and 
the wall furthest from the millstone was 4.6m (15ft) wide.  The length of the wall adjacent to the 
millstone is not yet known, but may have been around 8.8 m (28ft 10.5ins) long.  The walls were 
0.70m (2ft 4ins) thick.  It was probably divided into two rooms.  The foundations of the buildings are 
substantial.  Much of the stone had been removed in the past as, it seems, had any timbers for the 
roof.  Three small pieces of tile have been found but they appear not to be roof tiles and, from the 
lack of large quantities of tiles, it is thought that the roof would have been thatched. 
  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Adjacent to the building was a deep depression which probably housed the millwheel.  To 
investigate this feature further a series of auger cores were taken along both of its axes.  The results 
showed that the depression was some 6.0m long, 5.0m wide and that the depth extended to 1.65m 
below the current surface level.  The resultant pit was largely filled with dark brownish grey silty 
clays, typical of material laid down in waterlogged conditions.  The position of the pit and its size and 
shape suggested that it could have contained the millwheel.   
 
In December 2012 a trench, 12 metres by 3 metres, was excavated adjacent to the protruding 
millstone under the direction of Gigi Signorelli (Signorelli, 2013).  The complete millstone, 1.5 metres 
diameter of millstone grit, was an upper stone with crude single, radiating furrows using the 
coarseness of the stone to grind the cereal as opposed to the scissor action of more recent 
millstones.  The grain was fed into the central hole and then dispersed by the radiating furrows 
which would have been replicated in the lower stone.  The centre of the stone was also carved to 

Figure 3.20 The foundations of the mill 
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take the metal rind (stone support), which was probably created by a blacksmith, an indication of 
early manufacture:  the stone was pre-1800 and likely to have been pre-1750.  The stone was cut 
into bedrock and levelled by packing stones where the miller would have stood to work.  A broken 
mill stone is set into the floor in a very similar position at Arden mill (SE 521 907). 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The wheel-pit and cogwheel-pit were partially 
excavated but there were no finds relating to the 
millwheel, its gearing, etc.  Nor was it possible to 
say whether the wheel was over or undershot.  The 
pits were, however, large possibly to allow for, say, 
a 12 ft. diameter millwheel and 7 ft. diameter 
cogwheel which may have driven two sets of 
stones.  Steps cut into the bedrock appear to lead 
down to the cogwheel-pit.  Sometimes waterwheels 
are housed inside a building (as at Arden), but it is 
not clear from the foundations which have been 
revealed so far whether that was so.  The 
dimensions of the excavated walls– 8.8m – are 
similar to the comparable walls at Arden Mill (8m), 
Rievaulx (9.1m), Lastingham (8.4m) and Coulton 
(10m).  (Harrison, 2001)  A silted up ditch remains 
of what was once the tailrace.  It is hoped that 
further excavation will provide more information on 
how the mill operated.   
 

 

 

 

Figure 3.21 The millstone  

Figure 3.22 The wheelpit and cogwheel pit 
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Surprisingly large amounts of pottery were found during the excavation (Signorelli, 2013) and we 
were fortunate to receive a very thorough analysis of it.  (Young 2013)  The first building excavated 
in 2011 produced only five sherds (from four vessels) of Ryedale Ware, possibly dating to the 17th 
century.  Of those sherds two were from the rim of a single chafing dish.   
 
The majority of the pottery found during the 2012 excavation within the building (Area 1), and also 
generally on the site, was Ryedale Ware mainly in the form of large, usually cylindrical, jars used for 
brewing.  It could have been made between the 17th and mid 18th centuries, but is likely to have 
been from a single period of production.  Ryedale Ware, is thought to have been manufactured in 
the Hambleton Hills and the Ryedale area and was undoubtedly the type being produced by the 
Wedgwood family in Yearsley in the 17th and 18th centuries.  In addition to the cylindrical jars, there 
are bowls, dishes, a cistern and jugs.  Many of the sherds exhibit traces of misfiring and a few are 
wasters.   
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

Figure 3.23 Internal Wall of Watermill  

100mm approx. 

Figure 3.24 Pottery Sherds 
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Almost half the pottery sherds recovered from the topsoil in Area 3, the high bank between the mill 
complex and Elder Slack stream, are from 13th to 14th century and some of the Ryedale vessels are 
not typical of the rest of the site.  Ms Young suggests that this may be because the area is closer to 
any potential high medieval occupation.  An alternative may be that the bank was created – perhaps 
to improve the barrier between the stream and the mill, or repeated clearing out of the wheel-pit and 
tail race – from high medieval spoil.   
 
The earliest sherd found during the excavation - a jug with ‘splashed-type’ glaze - was found in the 
topsoil in the mill building (Area 1) and is from a Beverley 1-type jug probably of early to mid/late 12th 
century.  Later material includes a small 13th century jug of York Glazed Ware, Brandsby-type Ware 
(mid 13th to 14th centuries), general whiteware (13th to 14th centuries), Humberware (14th to 16th 
centuries) and a Coal Measure Ware jug sherd possibly from West Yorkshire.   
 
In addition to the Ryedale Ware, other post-medieval types include jugs, mugs, a conical lid, a 
colander and four chafing dishes.  Fineware vessels were also found including a Cistercian Ware 
cup sherd in a fine orange-red fabric with thick internal and external brown glaze dating to the late 
15th to 16th century.  (Cistercian-type Wares were reported to have been recovered from Soury Hill, 
Yearsley during excavations between 1936-9.)  Six sherds of Stoneware were recovered including 
one with complex incised decoration (Fig 10), probably of early to mid 18th century date.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
It is strange that the topsoil contains so much pottery, and what’s more, such a mix of multi period 
material, for different purposes and some apparently unused.  The existence of faults in the firing of 
the pottery and some wasters may represent discarded kiln material from a mid 17th to mid 18th 
century production.  On the other hand, was the miller simply using the cheap ‘seconds’ from the 
local pottery?  Do the large cylindrical jars indicate that he was operating a brewery on the side?  In 
any case, no pottery later than early to mid 18th century was found indicating that the site may have 
been levelled in this period.  Co-incidentally the Wedgwood family, who had been making pottery in 
Yearsley from mid 17th century, moved to York in the early 18th century.  Had the Wedgwoods’ kiln 
been located in the mill complex or was the mill site used as a pottery dump?  Rental records of 
1711 and 1712, when the Wedgwoods were operating, do not, however, mention them at the mill.   
 

Figure 3.25 Incised Stoneware 
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In addition to the pottery, nails, a coin, wood (a large fragment of a possible cup), pipe stems and 
glass bottles probably dating to the early 18th century were found plus pieces of perforated tile which 
may have been used in a kiln. 
 
Mill pond 
None of the early Ordnance Survey or estate maps shows a pond or dam, but a small dam and pond 
were identified in North Yorkshire Historic Environment Record MNY11605 (misleadingly named 
Redcar House) based on the 1993 survey by McElvaney (McElvaney, 1993).  The Grid Reference 
for that monument (SE 5866 7601) is inaccurate - we recorded the dam at SE 58731 75954 - but the 
silted-up pond identified in Elder Slack would have been in the obvious position to control water to 
the mill.  Similar ponds have been noted at Ampleforth and Allerston (Harrison, 2001). 
 
In order to confirm the presence of the mill pond, a topographical survey was carried out in the area 
(see Fig.3.26). 
 

 
Figure 3.26 Plan of pond and dam 

The site is heavily overgrown with mature natural woodland trees and scrub vegetation but the clear 
outline of an embankment forming the pond can be seen, with a raised earth bank, forming a much 
eroded dam, at the downstream end.  The survey shows the pond to measure approximately 33m in 
length by 14m in width.  The present depth below the dam wall is only 0.90m rising to less than 
0.10m at the upstream end but this has been considerably affected by the natural processes of 
silting-up of the pond and erosion of the dam wall.  The Forestry Commission have ploughed and 
landscaped the area:  forestry tracks have been created and concrete culverts have been laid at 
both ends of the pond to allow access to the plantation at the east of the site.  This work may also 
have removed other features associated with the pond and the mill, particularly the means of 
transferring the water from the dam to the mill wheel.  A shallow spillway channel can be seen on 
the western corner of the dam, which would have allowed excess water to overflow when the pond 
was full, but no means of controlling the flow, such as a sluice gate, remains on the opposite end of 
the dam as this is where the dam wall has been breached by the current stream.  Nor have we 
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found any sign of a leat, but a ditch or wooden trough must have run towards the mill along the 
south side of the stream.  The distance from the dam to the mill is about 183m (600ft) and the height 
difference is roughly 3.6m (12ft) giving a gradient of 1:50.  It can also been seen that the leat would 
have roughly followed the 80m contour for some distance, giving the desirable flow of water. 
 
An earth mound observed in the eastern corner of the pond may have accumulated due to frequent 
cleaning or dredging but it may also have been a dump of excess soil created during the more 
recent track-way construction by the Forestry Commission.  No mature vegetation or trees have yet 
been established on the mound which would suggest the second explanation to be the more likely. 
 
The original depth of the pond is a further important consideration, as this would govern the amount 
of water available to drive the mill wheel.  In order to establish the depth, a series of auger cores 
were taken along a transect line A–B (see Figure 3.27) following the North East –South West axis of 
the pond.  Further cores were taken from strategic points to give comparisons of the types of fill and 
other materials present.  The cores were taken using a hand operated auger with a 5cm diameter 
core cylinder.  The cores were extracted in 20cm sections which were then laid out in sequence to 
provide a visual image of the soil profile at each sample point (see Figs 3.26, 3.27, 3.28).  This 
proved to be an extremely useful exercise, not only to prove the existence of the pond and to 
establish its depth but also to demonstrate the way in which it has silted up over the years. 
 

 
 
 
Core 1, which was taken below the pond, shows the typical profile of the dark brown organic leaf 
litter layer which covers the whole of the site.  In this location it covers the orange, grey, brown, 
sandy silty clays that are typical of the area; the orange and brown mottling indicates the deposition 
of minerals such as iron and manganese in the wet conditions found near the stream. 
  

Figure 3.27 Profile of pond, dam and cores 
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Core 2 was taken from the top of the dam wall; the leaf litter here covered a completely different 
material composed mainly of coarse sandy clay.  This proved to be a dense, well compacted 
deposit, positioned here to retain the water in the pond beyond it.  It is interesting to note that 
several large angular stones can also be seen in the stream bed where the dam has breached.  
These stones were probably placed at the base of the dam to provide a solid foundation before the 
clay bank was constructed over them. 
 
Cores 3, 4, 5 and 6 were all taken from within the proposed pond area and all showed a remarkable 
similarity; they all had a 5-10cm layer of leaf litter with a sandy, silty clay top soil and sub soil, 
probably deposited during seasonal flooding of the stream and by material washing down from the 
valley sides.  What is more significant are the underlying layers of silty clays; these are blue-grey in 
colour which suggests gleying and that the materials were laid down in anaerobic, waterlogged 
conditions, indicating that the pond still held water at that time.  These blue-grey deposits became 
darker, drier and more plastic in texture with depth, even though they are lower than the current bed 
of the stream.  Some of the lower deposits also contain gravel, small stones and occasional deposits 
of charcoal, suggesting that the pond was excavated to bed-rock level and that burning of the 
surrounding vegetation was being carried out at the time, possibly to clear the area. 
 
There has probably been some erosion of the dam but an estimate of the capacity of the pond at its 
original floor level gives a total of some 1,300 – 1,500 cu metres, surely enough to provide the 
power for a full day’s milling?   
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Tracks to the mill 
It would have been essential for good, direct tracks to run from Yearsley and adjacent farms to the 
mill for pack horses and perhaps later, carts, to transport the grain and meal.  The First Edition 
Ordnance Survey Map of 1856 shows tracks from Windy Gate Farm to the mill fields boundary and 
from Yearsley down the valley between Ruddmoor Rigg and Shepherds Rigg, again leading to the 
mill fields boundary.  Those tracks disappear from later maps. 

Figure 3.28 Core 3 Figure 3.28 Core 3  
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On the ground the start of a track can be seen near Windy Gate Farm, but forest planting has 
obliterated most of the remainder of that track.  The track shown on the 1856 map leading from 
Yearsley towards the mill fields boundary now largely coincides with a forest track.  The Ordnance 
Survey map has the word ‘Covered’ written alongside the track:  this may have related to a stream 
or culvert.   
 
Another old track has been found, however, which, as it runs almost directly from Yearsley to the 
mill, could have been the main route to carry the corn and flour.  This runs down the north-west side 
of Elder Slack to the mill field boundary.  (SE 5841 7537 to SE 5871 7598) 
 
The miller 
 

Was the first miller brought in from the Beverly area in the 12th century with his Beverley 1-type jug? 
We have been fortunate to find the names of some of the later tenants of the watermill.  The 
Indenture of 20th April 1559 (para. 2.2) says ‘…one watermilne there with the sute thereof and free 
course of water at all times forever as it now hathe at this date and late in the tenure of Richard 
Chapman…’.  Coxwold Parish Register, which would have covered Yearsley, starts in 1583 and 
mentions various baptisms and burials of Chapmans but not Richard:  he may have died in 1559, 
hence ‘..late in the tenure of..’.  The Indenture implies that there was no tenant on 20th April 1559, 
suggesting that the Chapman family did not continue with the tenancy? 
 
Transcripts by the Yorkshire Parish Register Society (Coxwold I, 130) tell us that two or three 
generations of Dinnisons, all called John, lived at the mill from 1655 to 1668 or later.  Some time 
before 1684/5 the Yoward family became the tenants and George Yoward was at the mill in 1720 
(Atkinson, 1890).  On 30 December 1724 a George Yeoward was buried in Gilling (his wife had 
been buried three months earlier):  was he the last Yearsley miller? 
 
 
Summary 
 
A substantial, expensive mill was built possibly, based on the pottery found so far, in 12th Century 
presumably along with its pond, leat, tailrace, dwelling and associated buildings.  This date would 
accord with the introduction of watermills elsewhere in North East Yorkshire.  (Harrison, 2001, xiv)  
An orchard had been grown and fields were created out of the Common.  In 1374 a park pale was 
built round it.  By 1720 there was also a kiln in the complex.  Was it an oat roasting kiln like that at 
Arden, or a pottery kiln evidenced by the possible discarded kiln material on the site?  A track to 
Yearsley developed and turned into a hollow way through years of use.  The land was originally 
owned by the tenant of Yearsley, but in 1559 it was sold to the Gilling landowner.  The mill operated 
until the first half of the 18th Century when, in spite of its value, it stopped operating, the stone and 
timber were removed, the wheel pit was filled with discarded stones and broken pottery was 
scattered over the site.  There are still many questions to be answered:  what were the functions of 
the various buildings, why were they abandoned, why was so much pottery scattered over the mill 
site yet very little found at the building first excavated, where did the miller live, where and what type 
was the kiln, was it an under or overshot wheel, how many millstones were in operation at one time, 
what method of gearing was used, etc.  It is hoped that further excavations will answer some of 
these questions. 
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And finally… 
 
“The North Yorkshire Village Book”, written from notes and illustrations by the North Yorkshire 
Federation of Women’s Institutes (Published jointly by Countryside Books, Newbury & the NEYFWI, 
Thirsk & the NWYFWI, Harrogate, 1991), says “fine walks to be found through the woods and down 
to the three lakes where Yearsley water mill was once situated.  Sadly there is now no trace of it.”  
Oh, yes there is!! 
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3j. The military impact from the early 1900s to the end of the Second World War 
by Christopher Williams PIFA, FSA Scot 
 
Pre-1914 
 
Exhaustive research has not brought to light any direct relationship between Yearsley Moor and 
military occupation or training prior to the First World War. However, there was a strong seasonal 
military presence within the surrounding townships, especially in the Helmsley/Duncombe Park area 
and, to a lesser degree, Rievaulx. 
 
Duncombe Park was the setting for tented summer training camps for numerous militia and locally 
recruited North and East Yorkshire regiments. Regular visitors to the park included The East 
Yorkshire Yeomanry, The Yorkshire Hussars and the North Riding Rifle Volunteer Corps which all 
held regular summer camps in the park from at least 1880 up to the outbreak of the First World War 
and beyond. All these units held regular parades, usually in the form of church parades and drum 
head services. These parades were usually held in Helmsley market square, and no doubt also in 
the larger villages within the area. 
 
The East Yorkshire Yeomanry held an additional summer camp at Rievaulx, which in military terms 
was not too far away from Helmsley, so one must assume that the surrounding hamlets and villages 
got used to the sight of foot soldiers and cavalry passing their doors and availing themselves and 
their horses of drinking water from pumps and troughs. This ongoing troop movement may well have 
accessed the Gilling and Yearsley Moor area. During the Boer War recruited volunteers from 
Helmsley found themselves in action in South Africa, but few, if any, photographs or personal 
accounts survive in local archives (Helmsley Archaeological and Historical Society). 
 
 
The First World War 
 
With the outbreak of the First World War on 4 August 1914 every hamlet, village and town in the 
area was to be affected. Initially, all soldiers were volunteers, but as the conflict became more 
intense and trench warfare was established more robust recruiting measures were implemented by 
the government, leading to a devastating reduction in manpower available to work the land. To try to 
overcome these losses, women took on the work of the men and proved themselves to be just as 
capable. It was during this war that the idea of a Women’s Land Army (WLA) originated, and this 
was tried out quite successfully on a small scale. However, most women found themselves working 
in ammunition factories and general war production rather than in the fields.  
 
At harvest time the army was utilised to gather and work the fields. Although most German prisoner 
of war camps were situated on the Continent there were a number of camps, mostly of officers, in 
England. Officers were not required to do manual work and evidence of other ranks working the 
fields is sparse. No evidence was found to suggest that German soldiers had worked in agriculture 
in the project area. 
 
The attrition in manpower took its toll as the war dragged on with death to a greater or lesser extent 
descending on just about all the towns and villages in the area. Death due to enemy action did not 
discriminate between the classes: Lt. Col. Charles Earl of Feversham of Duncombe Park and CO 
21st Btn Kings Royal Rifle Corps was killed in France on 15 September 1916 aged 37 years, and 
was buried at Flers. Duncombe Park was the site of a military Red Cross hospital during the war. 
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The war memorial in the churchyard in Helmsley records the deaths of 37 local men. At Gilling East, 
not far away, the war memorial records 13 fallen soldiers (Helmsley Archaeological and Historical 
Society records).121 
 
 
The Second World War 
 
On the Home Front 
On 3 September 1939 Britain declared war on Germany following the German invasion of Poland on 
1 September. The people of Yorkshire, as in other counties of the United Kingdom, were making 
preparations for the expected invasion from the Continent, although this threat did not fully 
materialise until after the fall of Dunkirk in June 1940. 
 
Evacuation plans for coastal and inner city schools were well underway by the outbreak of hostilities, 
with children being evacuated from Scarborough to Castle Howard and many other locations 
throughout North Yorkshire considered secure and safe, which also incidentally accommodated 
children from as far away as London, Hull and Liverpool. 
 
Factories were turning towards war production and, as in the First World War, women were 
operating the machines whilst the men were or volunteering being recruited for the armed forces. 
Men were also being drawn away from the land into armed service and were replaced in part by the 
WLA and later in the war, especially after 1943, by prisoners of the axis powers. Farmers were 
being encouraged to increase food production which was soon to be regulated by rationing. The 
creation of army training areas and the building of many airfields along with War Office depots, 
especially food stores and petroleum depots, had, by 1940, turned Yorkshire into a logistical and 
front line county. 
 
The Women’s Land Army (WLA) 
Although it is often thought that the Women’s Land Army was formed in 1939, it was originally 
formed in 1917 in an attempt to overcome food losses caused by the German submarine offensive. 
In the Second World War between 80,000 and 90,000 women were employed on the land and by 
1944 they were involved in both farming and forestry work. 
 
The Land Army girls were generally recruited from the working classes and distributed with minimal 
training to areas short of male farm labour. It is known that the ‘girls’ were employed in the Gilling 
East area both on farms and presumably in the nearby forested areas of Ampleforth and Helmsley. 
They were usually accommodated within the farmstead where they were working or in a nearby 
residence converted as a hostel. The employer was given an allowance for each girl for her keep 
during her stay; he also had the right to dismiss any girl considered unsuitable. Generally speaking, 
the WLA girls enjoyed working on the land and certainly brought a sparkle to the local Saturday 
night village hall dances! 
 
Of course life was not all fun; there were injuries and even deaths resulting from unfamiliarity with 
threshers and farm machinery in general. The winter weather would also have an effect on overall 
morale but without the WLA Britain would have come much closer to starvation (Freethy 2010; 
Helmsley Archaeological Society; Eden Camp History Archive). 
 

                                                 
121 en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Duncombe Park 
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It took many years for the government to recognise the importance and contribution of the WLA to 
Britain’s survival. Men leaving the forces at the cessation of hostilities received a gratuity in order to 
start a new life; members of the WLA were given a shirt and a pair of shoes! Only recently have their 
efforts finally been recognised, in the form of a planned sculpture by Peter Naylor to be displayed in 
an area of Yorkshire where the WLA were most active (The Yorkshire Post, 3 January 2012). 
 
The Home Guard 
Nowadays people think of the Home Guard as a ‘Dads Army’ outfit, but this was far from the case. 
Although initially armed with old rifles and pitchforks, it wasn’t long before an integrated training 
programme was established nationwide. The civilian population was called to arms and North 
Yorkshire was no exception. The duties of the newly formed Home Guard were to protect the 
government and national physical infrastructure such as railways, bridges, food stores and 
petroleum depots. Their headquarters were in local towns such as Helmsley, Pickering, Easingwold 
and Malton. Some units had extended detachments in the larger outlying villages. The Home Guard 
also supplied specially trained troops for a ‘Secret Army’. Following the expected invasion and the 
enemy passing through the area, the secret army planned to emerge from their hiding places and 
attack the enemy transportation and communication links. Members of the secret army were housed 
in underground bunkers constructed of brick and corrugated sheeting, well away from main roads, 
towns and villages. They had stocks of food supplies, radio and explosives. In many cases not even 
wives or girlfriends knew where their men crept off to at night! It is not known if any of these 
‘bunkers’ were located in the Yearsley area as most were destroyed after the war and the soldiers 
were sworn to secrecy about their employment or the whereabouts of the bunkers. 
 
In conjunction with the Home Guard were three other organisations, the Air Raid Precautions (ARP), 
Special Policemen and the Auxiliary Fire Service (AFS). Yearsley, being so remote, did not see a lot 
of enemy activity during the war in the form of air raids. The exception was Malton which in 1944 
received three bombs in the vicinity of the Highfield Road and Pasture Lane junction. The Luftwaffe 
were either trying to hit the electricity sub-station or dumping a bomb load in order to gain height 
before making the ‘home run’ across the North Sea. 
 
As the war progressed towards final victory following the allied invasion of Europe and the secret 
weapons launching sites for V1s and V2s had been overrun, the requirement for a Home Guard and 
ARP units diminished, although a number of Home Guard personnel were recruited directly from the 
railways in order to protect coal stocks from pilfering. The Home Guard was finally disbanded in 
stages in 1945–47 (Freethy 2010; Helmsley Archaeological and Historical Society). 
 
Prisoner of War Camps  
There were a number of prison camps in the vicinity of Yearsley, one of the largest in the area being 
built on the northern outskirts of Malton and known as Eden Camp. During the war the gradual influx 
of prisoners of war into the area had a massive impact on the community. They needed to be 
housed, and early in 1942 army personnel arrived at Malton to establish a temporary camp, which at 
first received about 250 Italian prisoners captured in North Africa. These were then made to build a 
permanent camp of 45 huts: 18 barrack huts with the rest including workshops, kitchens, mess halls, 
recreation halls, laundry, and a hospital. The barrack huts had 64 inmates each in bunk beds.  
 
Britain wanted to bring over more Italian POWs in 1942 but there were not enough camps for them. 
‘Good conduct’ Italian POWs could live with farmers’ families, although they were forbidden from 
fraternising with British women; unsurprisingly though, many women were, wooed by the young 
Italians (Gardiner 2005). When Italy unconditionally surrendered in September 1943 the rules for 
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Italian POWs were relaxed, and their numbers actually increased after this date, many Italians 
arriving in Britain after the war to look for work  
 
Although the 1929 Geneva Convention forbade officers from working, the others worked inside and 
outside the camps: at one point 169,000 POWs were working in agricultural positions and 22,000 
were employed in construction. They were paid for this work at the same rate as British soldiers – 
another stipulation of the Geneva Convention – which meant that they received a larger food ration 
than British civilians and this led to protests and strikes by British workers. Eden Camp, like many 
others, had drama societies and orchestras performing regularly, often in nearby villages. The Italian 
POWs were replaced by Germans from 1944 to 1948, a total of 1,200 inmates. 
 
Contrary to the Geneva Convention, Britain detained German POWs until well after the war was 
over. In 1946 there were still more than 400,000 German POWs here, and they made up a fifth of all 
farm workers in Britain. In fact Britain was actively recruiting workers from abroad, and 118,000 
German POWs arriving from the US were set to work in agriculture. In 1944 Eden Camp was used 
as a base for Polish forces preparing for the invasion of Europe. 
 
Specifically within the area of research, around Yearsley itself, there were no prisoner of war camps. 
However, on the edge of Yearsley and in the surrounding area there were a number of small camps 
and hostels, including Searchlight Camp (#585) in Husthwaite and the Dog and Duck in Norton 
(#172) of which no details have been recovered. From around 1943 onwards prisoner soldiers and 
NCOs were put to work within agriculture in order to aid the wartime economy. Many found 
themselves billeted on farms or in hostels such as at Gilling East. Some of the less reliable 
prisoners, those still with a ‘Nazi’ inclination, were bussed in daily from the main camps (Winder 
2005; Eden Camp Museum; Walton 2006). 
 
The Royal Air Force 
During the Second World War there were numerous aircraft accidents across North Yorkshire 
resulting in many deaths and injuries. More aircraft came to grief over North Yorkshire as a result of 
poor navigation, bad weather and engine problems than as a direct result of enemy action. Two 
incidents occurred locally, one at Oulston and one in Yearsley village. 
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Following information courtesy of: 
http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/hf494.html 

Wellington HF494 near Yearsley, Easingwold 
This crew of this Wellington were carrying out an air test on the aircraft on 19th July 1943 when the 
port side propeller struck a tree near Oulston, north east of Easingwold. The port engine was then 
feathered but the pilot had no option but to force-land the aircraft which he did near Close House 
Farm, between Yearsley and Crayke at 11.45hrs. The flight had lasted for thirty minutes. The force-
landing seriously damaged the aircraft and it was later written off. It was stated that the pilot was 
carrying out unauthorised low flying when he struck the tree. 

Pilot - Sgt Donald Arthur Rae RCAF (R/114537?), of Regina, Saskatchewan, Canada. 

Probable crew... 

Navigator - F/O Geoffrey Vernon Holmes RAFVR (129368), of Sale, Cheshire. 
Air Bomber/Observer - P/O David Thomas Lyng RCAF (J/19590), of Montreal, Canada. OR Union 
Mills, New Brunswick, Canada? 
Wireless Operator / Air Gunner - F/Sgt Edward Frederick Howe RAFVR (1380267), of Gidea Park, 
Romford, Essex. 
Rear Gunner - WO2 Williard Henry Hoppus RCAF (R/105586), of Lacombe, Alberta, Canada. 

 
A superb photograph of David Lyng, the photograph was found 
on the internet and uploaded by his nephew Mr David 
Courtemanche. 

 
Williard Hoppus was born on 1st August 1918 to Clarence 
Leroy and Lottie Amanda Hoppus, of Lacombe, Alberta, 
Canada. 

 
Donald Rae was born on 29th September 1922 in Regina, 
Saskatchewan to William and Elsie Rae, he attended 
Connaught school and Scott collegiate and worked part time at 
the Robert Simpson Ltd department store when he enlisted. At 
the time of this incident near Oulston he had a total of 292 flying 
hours to his name, with 110 being on the Wellington when this 
incident occured. An aircraft he was flying was flak damaged in 
December 1943 and is detailed on this website. He received his 
commission later in 1943 (J/17895) but was sadly killed on 14th 
January 1944 when Lancaster DS740 which he was piloting 
crashed in Germany killing the whole crew (including those 
listed above) and all are now buried in Hanover War Cemetery. 
Rae's parents were living in Vancouver when he died. 

Donald Rae and Edward Howe were only twenty one years old. Williard Hoppus was twenty six 
years old. P/O Lyng's age is not listed on CWGC. 

 

http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/hf494.html
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Geoffrey Holmes' birth was registered in Chorlton, 
Lancashire in 1921. He attended Sale High School and 
Manchester Grammar School and was employed by the 
Yorkshire Insurance Company when he joined the 
RAFVR. He received his commission on 17th August 1942 
to P/O on probation (emergency), he rose to F/O (war 
subs) on 23rd January 1943. CWGC list his age as being 
twenty two years old when he died as a result of the loss 
of Lancaster DS740. 

 
Wellington HF494 was built to contract B124362/40 by 
Vickers Armstrong's Ltd at Chester and delivered to MU 
for acceptance in June 1943 then immediately on to 432 
Squadron at Skipton on Swale. It was written off following 
this incident with Cat.E2/FA damage being recorded on 
19th July 1943. 
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Following information courtesy of: 
http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/ds837.html 

Lancaster DS837 at Yearsley 
This webpage was created following the combined research carried by myself and Mr David Smith 
of Yearsley. Mr Smith traced many of the families of the aircrew involved and arranged for a 
memorial to be placed in Yearsley village church with the dedication service taking place on 8th May 
2011. 

 

The crew of Lancaster DS837 when it crashed in Yearsley village with the loss of all but one of the 
crew. Left to right: Jones, Johnston, Marks, Kneale, Fortier, Prill and MacKay. 

The crew of Lancaster DS837 
Pilot - S/Ldr Thomas Matthew Kneale RCAF (J/14999) 

Flight Engineer - P/O Robert Philip Marks RAFVR (161746) 

Navigator - F/O George MacDonald Jones RCAF (J/18865) 

Air Bomber - F/O James MacKay RCAF (J/20832) 

Wireless Operator / Air Gunner - P/O Maurice Milton Prill RCAF (J/18880) 

Mid Upper Gunner? - Sgt Gordon Charles Fortier RCAF (R/176613) 

Tail Gunner? - P/O Angus Augustus Johnston RCAF (J/19288) 

During the evening of 16th December 1943 a total of 483 Lancasters undertook Ops to Berlin, with a 
further ten Mosquito's flying with them (possibly as Pathfinder's). On their return to England many of 
the aircraft encountered severe weather conditions. Very poor visibility and icing conditions on the 
airframes resulted in control being lost by many aircrews and there were a number of accidents. 
This night and operation were later given the name of "Black Thursday" because of the many losses 

http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/ds837.html
http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/tkneale.html
http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/rmarks.html
http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/gjones.html
http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/jmackay.html
http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/mprill.html
http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/gfortier.html
http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/ajohnston.html
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the Allied bombers sustained on that night. The Lancasters were using the H2S system of 
navigation for identifying targets in Berlin, this was a relatively new system used in bombers for 
attacking Berlin, the older GEE and OBOE systems did not work well for targets as far away as 
Berlin so the H2S system development was adopted and achieved better results by March 1944. 

The crew of Lancaster DS837 had bombed the target and were well on their way to returning their 
home base of Linton on Ouse, having set out from there at 16.30hrs. They were all fairly 
experienced aircrew, with all but one being commissioned, the pilot had risen through the ranks very 
fast and was clearly a capable officer, airman and captain of bomber aircraft. The main part of the 
crew had flown operational flights in the Wellington before converting to fly the Lancaster and then 
all had flown at least fourteen operational flights on the Lancaster so inexperience was not a factor 
in the accident. The weather over the North of England was very poor on their return and the crew 
were flying in cloud and using the "beam" system of navigating their way home. As they neared 
home they contacted the tower at Linton on Ouse. At 23.45hrs the aircraft was flew into Yearsley 
village situated on top of a hill on the western edge of the Howardian Hills. The crash investigation 
suggested that a minor error in setting the altimeter's pressure setting could have given the pilot a 
false reading of his actual height and combined with flying in thick fog the crew would probably have 
been unaware of the problem until they struck the ground. Given the poor weather it is also probable 
that they were unaware that they were over rising ground to the east of their base, higher from that 
what he would have been expecting over the Vale of York. Further contact with W/Co William 
Swetman, the Commanding Officer of Linton on Ouse at the time, added important information. He 
recalled the incident and visited the crash scene intending on checking the altimeter's setting, 
however he was unable to determine anything because of the complete destruction of the aircraft. 
He also visited the surviving member of the crew in hospital. 

 

A second photograph of the crew of Lancaster DS837. 

 
Lancaster DS837 was built to contract AC/239 by Armstrong Whitworth Ltd at their Baginton factory 
in the Midlands and was delivered as new to 426 Squadron at Linton on Ouse in 1943. Following the 
accident at Yearsley Cat.E2/FB damage was recorded and the aircraft was written off. A guard was 
placed on the wreckage for some weeks and a fence erected around the main section. To end on a 
lighter note, the service personnel instructed to guard the crash site were housed locally and were 
seen to take advantage of the Wombwell Arms' close proximity. 
Following information courtesy of: 
http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/ds837memorial.html 

http://www.yorkshire-aircraft.co.uk/aircraft/planes/ryedale/ds837memorial.html
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Lancaster DS837. The Yearsley Memorial. 
A memorial was sited in agreement with the 
church authorities in Holy Trinity Church, 
Yearsley in 2011 and on 8th May 2011 a well 
organised memorial dedication service saw a 
packed church, it was attended by family 
members of some of the crew who had flown 
in from Canada especially, service veterans 
and local people. The Reverend Ian Kitchen 
conducted the service. The memorial was 
unveiled by Mrs Trish Best; daughter of the 
surviving member of the crew, Sgt Fortier and 
a wreath was placed in the church by Colonel 
Paul Keddy, Air Force Advisor to the UK, 
Canadian High Commission, London. 
Kirkbymoorside Brass Band supplied the 
music, The Last Post and Reveille. 

Local man Mr David Crane told the assembled 
the story of how the aircraft came to end up in 
the village and gave details of members of the 
crew named on the plaque. Historian and 
author Mr Richard Knott gave a detailed 
explanation of the Berlin raid of 16th 
December 1943 and the events surrounding 
the accident. Mr Tom Kneale, nephew of the 
pilot, read a letter from G/Cpt William 
Swetman DSO DFC who was 426 Squadron's 
commanding officer at the time of the crash. 
Mr Kneale also gave an appreciation to Mr 
Smith for his efforts. 

A well-stocked buffet and light entertainment 
was then provided at Mr and Mrs Smith's house for all those in attendance. A display of research by 
myself, Mrs Penny Johnston and Mr David Smith was also shown together with a small collection of 
aircraft parts and other more general information about the Air-War in Yorkshire. 

 

Mrs Trish Best unveils the memorial in Yearsley 
Church. 

 
 

The Rev. Kitchen beside the memorial plaque. 
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3k. Possible early settlement site in Gilling Park: report on aerial survey photos 
by Elizabeth Sanderson 
 
The images 
 
It was noticed in aerial photograph OS/77026V20 dated 20 May 1977 that there appeared to be a 
sub-rectangular crop mark in a field in Gilling Park which may have been an earlier enclosure 
(approximate co-ordinates SE 5980 7616–5978 7630–5988 7632), as shown in Figure 3.29.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
North 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Google images also show possible crop marks in the area. Figure 3.30 shows the potential feature 
mentioned above. 
 

 
Figure 3.30 Possible enclosure 

Figure 3.29 Aerial photograph showing possible crop marks 
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Close examination of the aerial photograph in Figure 3.30 may also identify further possible 
features. Google images show even more marks in that field and the two fields to the north-east.  
 

 
Figure 3.31 Possible crop marks  

Figure 3.31 shows a sub-rectangular feature, a possible trackway (leaving the picture to the top left 
corner) and circular features. Similar marks can be seen elsewhere in Google images of these 
fields. 
 
Documentary evidence 
 
No such enclosures appear on the 1st edition or later Ordnance Survey maps nor on early estate 
maps; in fact, the old field boundaries are identical to those on current maps.  
 
The Historic Environment Record makes no mention of enclosures in this area. The only monument 
listed nearby is a spoil heap containing pieces of limestone, SMR No.11529 at SE 5989 7622, which 
is on the southern edge of the enclosure in Figure 3.29. Is this the remains of the enclosure wall or 
an associated structure? 
 
The future 
 
It was hoped to conduct a magnetic geophysical survey of at least the marks in Figures 3.30 and 
3.31, and Geophiz.biz provided a quotation and very useful summary on 12 April 2012 of the best 
methods and options for the survey. Unfortunately, other YMAP projects have taken precedence, 
but it is hoped to conduct the survey in the not too distant future when funds are available. 
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4. Closing comment 
Jennifer Smith, Lime & Ice Project Officer 
 
The Yearsley Moor Archaeological Project (YMAP) has been an extremely successful volunteer-led 
initiative. Driven by a small group of passionate and dedicated volunteers it has pursued the desire 
of the Howardian Hills AONB unit to enhance knowledge and understanding the Yearsley Moor 
area. The project has achieved much more than was ever anticipated at the outset and there is a 
great deal to celebrate as the project comes to a close. 
 
YMAP has been a key part of the Lime & Ice project demonstrating the possibility and potential of 
engaging local people with the heritage on their doorstep. This has been a project with clear benefits 
for the various agencies in expanding their knowledge about a place (aiding better preservation, 
conservation and management) and involving local people in the process. There have also been 
benefits for the volunteers. 
 
The individual subject reports, under section 3, are testament to the detailed research undertaken by 
the group and reflect the different methods used to gather information as well as the varied 
approaches to the themes investigated. The reports provide a wealth of information about Yearsley 
Moor as has never existed before. The work has also generated new and further questions, as any 
good piece of research should. There is certainly more which could be done to keep uncovering the 
secrets of this fascinating place.  
 
In addition to this report, various activities have been carried in order that local residents and 
communities can benefit from the information. An interpretive leaflet has been produced and an 
interpretation panel has been installed on site at the Windy Gates entrance. Five sculptured 
benches were designed and crafted by a professional artist and installed around the site (reflecting 
some of the aspects of the area’s history). Several guided walks and talks have also taken place. 
 
In October 2010 one of the volunteers, Michael Gubbins, died in a tragic accident. We have thought 
of him often as the project continued, though we were never able to find a fitting way to remember 
his contribution. Perhaps the breadth and depth of the work, as shown in this remarkable report is a 
fitting tribute as any. 
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Appendix 1 – Combined Monuments List, March 2013 
 
LIST OF RECORDED MONUMENTS IN YMAP AREA 
AMIE/NMR 
Identifier 

AMIE type Old 
SMR 
No 
(AMIE) 

SMR 
No 
(NYCC) 

Monument 
type 

Grid Ref 
as of 
1990s 
survey 

Comment Outcome Grid reference 
as of 2009/12 
surveys using 
GPS 

Photograph/ 
Sketch Plan 

57003 Poly   12340 Deer park SE 58 74 Id'd in Yearsley village See YMAP 
Final 

Report 

  ✓ 

      1889 Find - 100 
Bronze Age 
axes 

SE 58 74 Presumably same as 
AMIE 56795 

      

56795 Poly     Bronze Age 
hoard of 100 
axes 

SE 58 75 Presumably same as 
SMR No 1889. 

      

      11434 Quarry SE 580 
754 

correlated 
  

SE57923 
75483 

  

      23663 Find - late 
medieval 
pottery 

SE 5800 
7400 

        

947608 P&L 11288 11574 Boundary 
stone 

SE 5838 
7568 

boundary marker   SE58386 
75678 

  

      11588 Quarry SE 5848 
7526 

related to larger complex   SE57988 
75450 

  

947605 P&L 11288 11573 Boundary wall SE 5851 
7555 to 

5802 7610 

West end of 
Newburgh/Gilling 
Boundary wall - 
correlated 

  as indicated   

      11576 Limestone 
quarry 

SE 5856 
7508 

related to larger complex   SE58561 
57117 

  

947611 Poly 11292 11578 Five bell pits SE 5864 
7510 

SMR location 'Centroid 
SE 587 752', Coalpit 
Slack 

  
SE58790 

75095 
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      11605 Small dam & 
pond 

SE 5866 
7601 

  See YMAP 
Final 

Report: 
associated 

with 
watermill 

SE 58731 
75954 

✓ 

      11575 Trackway SE 5867 
7535 

Newton Hill - querie       

      1870 Bronze Age 
barrow 

SE 5869 
7469 

correlated   SE58585 
74690 

  

      1871 Bronze Age 
barrow 

SE 5875 
7474 

correlated   SE58705 
74730 

  

      20884 Bronze Age 
barrows - 2 

SE 5877 
7471 

correlated   SE58775 
74735 

  

      11580 Bell pit SE 5878 
7534 

correlated   SE58780 
75343 

  

      1872 Bronze Age 
barrow 

SE 5879 
7472 

correlated   SE58805 
74732 

  

      11577 Limestone 
quarry 

SE 5879 
7511 

correlated   SE58755 
75055 

  

947616 P&L 11297 11585 Drystone Wall SE 5880 
7603 to 

5999 7542 

SMR location 'Centroid 
SE 59076 75899'  Park 
Pale near mill  - Piper Hill 

Report 
YMAP 407 

SE 59060 
75895 

✓ 

  
    1869 Barrows - 5 SE 5881 

7465 
correlated   SE58915 

74580 
  

      11579 Bell pit SE 5884 
7538 

Calliger Rigg Area   SE58840 
75380 

  

      11524 Possible site 
of boat house 

SE 5885 
7661 

  Not seen.  
Report 

YMAP 505 

    

      1873 Round cairn SE 5890 
7456 

Bronze Age       

      1874 Bronze Age 
barrow 

SE 5890 
7461 

ploughed out - querie?   SE58915 
74580 
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947613 P&L 11293 11581 Linear bank SE 5893 
7502 to 

5890 7503 

South of Calliger Rigg - 
?Yearsley/Gilling 
Boundary 

  as indicated   

  

    11608 Mound SE 5895 
7669 

North of Lower Fish Pond Report 
YMAP 506  
(On private 

land) 

SE 5895 7669   

947600 P&L 11260 11533 Foundations 
of building 

SE 5897 
7606 

Watermill complex Reports     

  
    11572 Quarry SE 5898 

7547 
querie - re-survey?   SE68600 

75450 
  

      11495 Boat house 
on dam wall 

SE 5898 
7660 

  Report 
YMAP 507 

SE 5898 7660 ✓ 

      11582 Quarry SE 5905 
7533 

not surveyed       

1005280 P&L 01055 1771 Well in dam SE 5917 
7597 

  Report 
YMAP 301 

SE 59177 
75981 

✓ 

947554 P&L 11080 11494 Two circular 
pits 

SE 5943 
7543 

Greystone Rigg area   SE59430 
75430 

  

947614 P&L 11295 11583 Two bell pits SE 5946 
7503 

Greystone Rigg area   SE59460 
75030 

  

947585 P&L 11258 11531 Bank & ditch SE 5946 
7610 

Linear earthwork, ends at 
edge of escarpment. 
From tree by pond up 
path. 

Extension 
of Report 

YMAP 100 

    

  
    11584 Two pits SE 5947 

7513 
Greystone Rigg area   SE59429 

74980 
  

947576 P&L 11253 11526 Foundations 
of building 

SE 5948 
7642 

  Report 
YMAP 201 

SE 59471 
76402 

  

947594 P&L 11259 11532 Lynchets SE 5955 
7605 

  Report 
YMAP 510 

SE 59544 
76039 
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927402 Poly 01055 1770 Fishponds & 
dams 

SE 5965 
7586 

  Report 
YMAP 300  

Report 
YMAP 302 

SE 59177 
75981  SE 

59064 76187 

✓ 

  

    11527 Hollow way SE 5965 
7611 

? AMIE 1012229 Excavated.  
Report 

YMAP 100 

SE 59523 
76140 - 59894 

76085 

✓ 

      1876 Bronze Age 
barrow 

SE 5967 
7457 

correlated   SE59667 
74566 

  

      1875 Bronze Age 
barrows - 3 

SE 5968 
7453 

related to above complex       

      11587 Pit/Quarry SE 5968 
7544 

not surveyed       

947570 P&L 11252 11525 Bank & 
possible 
ditches 

SE 5969 
7654 to 

5951 7642 

North of North Walk.  
Bank 4.5m wide, 0.3 m 
high & Ditch 

Confirmed 
as 

described 

    

  
    1879 Bronze Age 

barrow 
SE 5975 

7443 
correlated   SE59760 

74415 
  

      1878 Bronze Age 
barrow 

SE 5975 
7449 

correlated   SE59667 
74566 

  

1012229 P&L     Bank SE 5978 
7606 

MORPH2-HH.26.2 160 m   
'Post medieval'. From 
aerial photos 

Excavated.  
Report 

YMAP 100 

SE 59523 
76140 - 59894 

76085 

✓ 

      11586 Quarry SE 5980 
7559 

not surveyed       

      11528 Limestone 
quarry 

SE 5982 
7612 

not surveyed       

1012230 P&L 11257   Trackway SE 5984 
7602 

MORPH2-HH.26.3 Report 
YMAP 504 

SE 59836 
76101 

✓ 

      11529 Spoil heap SE 5987 
7622 

  Report 
YMAP 509 

SE 59867 
67231 

  

      11530 Hollow way SE 5989 
7615 

Still used by a track. Confirmed 
as 
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described 

      11616 Limestone 
quarry 

SE 5992 
7683 

not surveyed       

      11615 Limestone 
quarry 

SE 600 
768 

not surveyed       

      11618 Bank/boundar
y 

SE 600 
768 

Near Park House Report 
YMAP 511 

SE 60123 
76753 

  

      11856 Boundary 
stone 

SE 6000 
7435 

Boundary marker 2   SE59995 
74264 

  

880610 Poly 11304 11601 Bronze Age 
barrow 

SE 6004 
7509 

Also AMIE Id 1034562.  
Sched No 28209, 
correlated 

  

SE6002475117 

  

     861 Stray find SE 6013 
7422 

        

      11599 Limestone 
quarry 

SE 6016 
7560 

not surveyed       

      11833 Limestone 
quarry 

SE 6023 
7666 

not surveyed       

877269 P&L 11303 11600 Pump house, 
Piper Hill 

SE 6024 
7552 

  Report 
YMAP 600 

SE 60200 
75475 

✓ 

880641 P&L 11306 11603 Linear bank SE 6024 
7600 

WNW/ESE 2.8m wide, 
0.8m high.  Between 
Lenny P'n & Avenue 

Confirmed 
as 

described 

    

      11619 Limestone 
quarry 

SE 6031 
7689 

not surveyed       

    11305 11602 Pit SE 6032 
7600 

not surveyed       

      11620 Limestone 
quarry 

SE 6040 
7689 

not surveyed       

      20882 Bronze Age 
barrow 

SE 6044 
7508 

not surveyed       

      11589 Quarry SE 6045 
7505 

not surveyed       
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      20724 Bronze Age 
barrow 

SE 6057 
7489 

not surveyed       

      11623 Field 
boundary 

SE 607 
766 

In castle grounds       

      11622 Linear bank SE 6089 
7681 

In castle grounds       

1066562 Poly     Park & 
gardens 

SE 609 
765 

RPG No GD2066       

     11624 Field system SE 6093 
7659 

In golf course       

      11617 Limestone 
quarry 

SE 6093 
7683 

not surveyed       

      905 Bronze Age 
barrow 

SE 6095 
7449 

correlated   SE60934 
74484 

  

      12249 Flint find SE 61 74         
      12235 Neolithic axes SE 61 76         

      886 Bronze Age 
barrows - 6 

SE 612 
741 

correlated   SE61371 
73923 

  

           
LIST OF UNRECORDED MONUMENTS IN YMAP AREA 
 
       Stone lined 

water 
collection 
chamber 

    Report 
YMAP 601 

SE 60173 
75491 

✓ 

       Ditch & bank     Report 
YMAP 101 

SE 59926 
76081 - 60134 

76060 

  

       Ditch & bank     Report 
YMAP 102 

SE 60122 
76761 - 60287 

76392 
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       Foundations 
of building 
within ewe 
hedge 

    Report 
YMAP 200 

SE 59455 
76366 

  

       Possible Trig. 
Point Base 

    Report 
YMAP 202 

SE 59437 
76384 

  

       Linear 
earthwork 

    Report 
YMAP 501 

SE 60281 
75966 - 60202 

75670 

✓ 

       Ditch & bank     Report 
YMAP 502 

SE 60164 
76070 - 60320 

75946 

✓ 

       Linear 
earthwork 

          

       Linear 
earthwork 

    Report 
YMAP 503 

SE 59888 
76075 

✓ 

       Re-used 
dressed 
stones 

    Report 
YMAP 508 

SE 58942 
76616 

✓ 

       Earth mounds     Report 
YMAP 512 

SE 60035 
76704 

  

       Park pale     Reports 
YMAP 400 

- 408 

see reports ✓ 

       Crop marks     See YMAP 
Final 

Report 

SE 5980 7616 
- 5978 7630 - 

5988 7632 

✓ 

       
 

 
   Gudrun 

and Chris 
        

 

 

   Geoff and 
Elizabeth 

        

 

 

   No action         
 

 
 



 

89 
 



 

90 
 

References 
 
Atkinson, J.C. (ed.), 1890. Quarter Session Records, Registry of Papists’ Estates, Volume 

VIII, The North Riding Record Society 
Ayto, E.G., 1987. Clay Tobacco Pipes (Shire Publications Ltd.) 
Bateman, J., 1995. ‘Lithic material from the Howardian Hills’ in Vyner 1995, 213–19 
Bateman,J., 2000. ‘Howardian Hills lithics survey: an interim report 1999’, YAS Prehistoric 

Research Section Bulletin, 37, 2–6 
Bilson, J., 1907. ‘Gilling Castle’, Yorkshire Archaeological Journal, XIX (also available online 

at http://archive.org/stream/yorkshirearchae15socigoog#page/n0/mode/2up) 
Brooke, S., 1954. ‘A stone axe and other finds from the Yearsley district’, Yorkshire 

Archaeological Journal, 38, 359–66 
Brown, W. (ed.), 1898. ‘Yorkshire Inquisitions Vol II’, Yorkshire Archaeological Society 

Record Series XXIII, 44 
Collins, F. (ed.), 1887. ‘Feet of Fines, Tudor Period, Part 1’, Yorkshire Archaeological and 

Topographical Association Record Series, Volume 2 
Cooper, I., 1887. Helmsley 100 Years Ago (York) 
Court of Chancery, 1898–1916. ‘Calendar of the Patent Rolls, Edward III 1374–1377, 

Volume 13 (London: HMSO) 
Freethy, R., 2010. Yorkshire: The Secret War 1939–1945  
Gardiner, J., 2005. Wartime: Britain 1939–1945 (London) 
Gill, M.C., 2010. ‘The North Yorkshire Moors Coalfields (Yorkshire’s other forgotten 

coalfields)’, Mining History: The Bulletin of the Peak District Mines Historical Society, 
17 (6) 

Grabham, O., 1971. Yorkshire Potteries, Pots and Potters 
Hayes, R.H., 1988. Old Roads and Pannierways in North East Yorkshire (North Yorks Moors 

National Park Authority) 
Harrison, J K 2001 ‘Eight Centuries of Milling in North East Yorkshire’, North York Moors 

National Park Authority 
Hemingway, J.E., 1974. ‘Jurassic’, in D.H. Rayner and J.E. Hemingway (eds), The Geology 

and Mineral Resources of Yorkshire (Yorkshire Geological Society) 
Hinde, T. (ed.), 1995. The Domesday Book: England’s Heritage, Then and Now 
Honey, W.B., 1947. English Pottery and Porcelain (London: Black) 
Luff, R., 1984. Animal Remains in Archaeology (Shire Publications Ltd.) 
Manby, T.G., Moorhouse, S. and Ottaway, P. (eds), 2003. The Archaeology of Yorkshire: An 

assessment at the beginning of the 21st century, Yorkshire Archaeological Society 
occasional paper 3 

Marwood, J., 1995. History of Gilling (available online at 
http://apl385.com/gilling/history/gilling.htm) 

McElvaney, M., 1993. Howardian Hills Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Historic 
Environment Study (North Yorkshire County Council)  

Milner, N., Taylor, B., Conneller, C., Schadla-Hall, T., 2013. Star Carr: Life in Britain after the 
Ice Age (York: CBA) 

Myerscough, R., 2005. Ryedale Vernacular Building Materials Research Group (available at 
www.sites.google.com/site/ryedalebuildings/research) 

Page, W. (ed.), 1914. A History of the County of York, North Riding, Volume 1  
Page, W. (ed.), 1923. A History of the County of York, North Riding, Volume 2 

http://archive.org/stream/yorkshirearchae15socigoog#page/n0/mode/2up
http://apl385.com/gilling/history/gilling.htm
http://www.sites.google.com/site/ryedalebuildings/research


 

91 
 

Rotherham, I.D., 2010. ‘Landscape Context and Interpretation with the Example of the 
Ecology and Economics of Medieval Deer Parks’, in Wildlife and Landscape Survey  

Signorelli, L., 2012. ‘Report of an Archaeological Investigation and Recording at Yearsley 
Moor Wood, Yearsley, North Yorkshire’, LS Archaeology, 14 

Signorelli, L., 2013. ‘Recording of an Archaeological Excavation at Yearsley Moor Wood, 
Yearsley, North Yorkshire’ 

Tuke, J., 1800. A General View of the Agriculture of the North Riding of Yorkshire (available 
online at 
http://books.google.co.uk/books/about/General_view_of_the_agriculture_of_the_N.ht
ml?id=vL0HAAAAQAAJ&redir_esc=y) 

Vyner, B., 1995. Moorland monuments: studies in the archaeology of north-east Yorkshire in 
honour of Raymond Hayes and Don Spratt, CBA Research Report, 101 (York) 

Walton, N., 2006. Revisiting ‘Britain’s Finest Hour’ at Eden Camp (available online at 
http://www.timetravel-britain.com/articles/museums/eden.shtml) 

Webb, G., 2001. Fairfax of York: the Life and History of a Noble Family (York) 
Winder, R., 2005. Bloody Foreigners: The Story of Immigration to Britain (London) 
Witham, P., 2010–11. ‘The Shout Bridges’, The Ryedale Historian, 25, 7–21  
YPS, 1915. Yorkshire Philosophical Society, Annual Report 
Young, A., 1771. A Six Month Tour of the North of England (available online at 

http://archive.org/details/sixmonthstourthr02youn) 
Young, J 2013 ‘A Report on the Pottery from Yearsley Moor Wood, Park Wood, Yearsley, 

North Yorkshire (YMAP 12)’  

 

http://books.google.co.uk/books/about/General_view_of_the_agriculture_of_the_N.html?id=vL0HAAAAQAAJ&redir_esc=y
http://books.google.co.uk/books/about/General_view_of_the_agriculture_of_the_N.html?id=vL0HAAAAQAAJ&redir_esc=y
http://archive.org/details/sixmonthstourthr02youn

	Cover photo courtesy of John Illingworth, Fiji Images. List of Figures
	List of Tables
	Acknowledgements
	1. Preamble
	2. Introduction
	The wider climatic context
	The wider human context
	Previously recorded Historic Monuments for Yearsley Moor

	3. Individual Projects
	3a. Report of the results of the documentary research
	3b The barrows survey
	3c Gilling deer park: the park pale survey
	3d The Yearsley–Gilling boundary markers
	3e Field walking at Temple Hill, Gilling East: analysis of finds
	3f The bell pits survey
	3g The quarries survey
	3h Yearsley and its pottery industry
	3i The Yearsley mill
	3j. The military impact from the early 1900s to the end of the Second World War
	3k. Possible early settlement site in Gilling Park: report on aerial survey photos

	4. Closing comment
	Appendices
	Appendix 1 – Combined Monuments List, March 2013

	References

