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ABSTRACT

L.E. Johansen, A Prospect Beyond History: A Contextual Analysis of the Designed Landscapes in the North

Riding, Yorkshire during the Long- Eighteenth Century. Submission of thesis for PhD. Bibliographic
Details: 2 Volumes; pages; 186 illustrations, 96 in colour; five figures; 7 tables.

This thesis is in response to Tom Williamson's study of the parks and gardens in Norfolk. Through
an inclusive and multi-contextual approach Williamson dispelled notions of a teleological evolution

of designed landscapes over the eighteenth century. In response this thesis analyzed 126 designed
landscape parks and gardens within the North Riding through a multi-contextual approach.

The analysis of these parks and gardens through a socio-economic context was carried out
revealing that the great landowners and land magnates established precedence for the continued

maintenance of formal elements within the designed landscapes through out the long-eighteenth
century; a trend which was emulated by the members of the greater gentry and lesser gentry.

By reviewing the landowners and their designed landscapes through a socio-political context,
highlighted alternative narratives through which we can study eighteenth century designed
landscapes. Reviewing the national and regional contexts of these landowners through their
marital, political and various social contexts, including membership to London Gentlemen’s Clubs
such as Whites and Brooks's, revealed that the gentlemen of the North Riding were not
disconnected from the national context. Analyzing the traditional or progressive stance of the

landowners through analysis of their political and religious affinities determined. Whilst some of
the landowners were traditional, this traditionalism was not reflected within their designed
landscapes. Additionally the maintenance or retention of formal elements within the design

transcended political and religious affinities, as landowners regardless of traditional or liberal
atfinity were taking part in this regional trend.

Lastly and conclusively, the designed landscapes in conjunction with these various narratives were
analyzed within both a geographical and topographical contexts. Although this analysis
highlighted some regional trends occurring within the riding, it revealed that social constructs and
connectivity often over-rode regionality based upon individual geographical and topographical

situation. Additionally this process elucidated lines of communication occurring across the riding,

represented in a regional chronology of design. Through the exploration of alternative narratives,

namely the Gentlemen’s Clubs, established a venue in which this communication occurred.
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one

INTRODUCTION

1.1 INTRODUCTION

‘Yorkshire... one may call and justify this to be the best shire of
England...I would term it the Garden of England, save becaufe

it is fo far from the Mansion Houfe, I mean the City of London’

-- Thos Fuller (1662)

Traditionally literature exploring eighteenth-century designed landscape parks and
gardens focuses on key landscapes, known designers and contemporary writings, the
source of the first critique being The History of the Modern Taste in Gardening, by Horace
Walpole (1780). From this point forward each historian quotes, sources, builds upon

and/or debates the last, creating a similar consciousness of thought regarding the

evolution of landscape park and garden design over the eighteenth century. In light of
this an accepted ‘teleological” evolution of design has arisen in order to explain the shift in
design trends over the eighteenth century away from the more formal, classical elements
prevalent at the start of the century towards a more natural aesthetic, which started to
appear in the 1760s (Macaulay 1953; Hadfield 1960; Hussey 1967; Willis 1977; Thacker
1979; Everett 1994; Girouard 1980; Jacques 1983; Taylor 1983; Hunt 1986; Williamson &

Bellamy 1987; Cosgrove & Daniels 1988; Bending 1992; Taigel & Williamson 1993; Darby
Joy 2000; Williamson 1995, 2002).

As designed landscapes have been redeveloped, the addition of parks and gardens on the
English Heritage register (held in English Heritage offices in Swindon) has been a vital
step in recording the physical evidence within the existing landscape. The regional efforts

of the National Trust and English Heritage, however, once again, focus on grand estates,



creations of key designers and/or designs deemed unique or monumental within the
evolution of parks and gardens over the eighteenth century. Rescue archaeology and
individual research projects have recorded existing landscape features both above ground
and beneath the surface. Archaeologist Brian Dix, and historians like John Phibbs and
conservationist, Peter Goodchild have written and presented methodologies for studying
landscapes which include thorough desktop assessment and field survey in attempt to

place the landscapes within its broader context. However, their research still approaches

individual landscapes, giving contextual ‘snap-shots” of design throughout the century
(Lambert 1995, Dix 1985, Phibbs 1983).

Recent research by Timothy Mowl has shifted focus from the individual landowner or
designer at a particular site to the dynamic relationship between the two and the influence
of this relationship upon the final design. By taking into account the economic, political,
social and artistic stances of both, the communication and relationship between the two,
he reveals their motivation and intent, bringing us closer to understanding why certain
aesthetic choices were made (2000). In addition, his regional studies of the landscape
parks and gardens within Gloucestershire (2002), Dorset (2003), Wiltshire (2004), Cornwall
(2005) and Worcestershire (2006) he starts to question the ‘broad-brush garden histories
that treat England as one horticultural unit’ (2002, 11). His regional studies reveal regional

patterns which do not follow the accepted teleclogical evolution of design once proposed
by historians.

An inclusive methodology was pioneered by landscape archaeologist Tom Williamson in
his regional research of eighteenth-century designed landscape parks and gardens of
Norfolk. By adopting this inclusive approach, Williamson was able to fully comprehend
the evolution of designed landscapes of Norfolk over the eighteenth century, dispelling
notions that the evolution was indeed teleological. He elucidated variances in style,

patterns of distribution and evolution of design based upon the influence of economics,

personal taste and the social and political identity of the landowner. He observed the

adaptation and manipulation of the natural landscape and the built environment within

the overall representation of the design (Williamson 1998). In his recent article ‘Designed



Landscapes: The Regional Dimension’; he took the study of the landscape parks and
gardens of Norfolk to a deeper level by studying the influences of the natural topography
on the designs. Williamsons analyzed the designed landscapes of Norfolk within a
topographical, geographical and geophysical context. He stressed that by looking
regionally, would elucidate ways in which different styles of design were adapted to local
circumstances telling us about principal aesthetic and social concerns of the designers and
landowners. In this regard we need to think locally as well as nationally (Williamson
2004).Through his research, Williamson was able to place the accepted teleological

evolution of the designed landscape over the eighteenth century in a precarious place.

Willilamson argued that the national chronology of the designed landscape should be
examined in greater detail through further regional studies. In order to test theories, such
as the extent of delayed implementation of designs or the retention of formal elements, it
was felt best to look to areas of the country well beyond the home counties. With this in

mind, the focus of this research will be on the development and subsequent redesign of

the landscape parks and gardens of the North Riding of Yorkshire.

Yorkshire

Located in the north-east of England, Yorkshire has traditionally been considered to be
distant and remote from the political and social epicenter of London (Bossy 1976, Fuller
1662). Because of this distance and remoteness, historians have considered that trends
would reach this region far later than counties closer to London (Girouard 1980, Hoskins
1988, Williamson and Lytleton 1907). Traditionally, when historians wished to research
the inspiration for design trends, landscapes located in the south and closer to London
have been the focus of research. This thesis will seek to test this theory by examining the

landscape parks and gardens located in this ‘remote’ region of Yorkshire to see if indeed,

the development of designed landscapes was later than the accepted chronology would
expect. The natural topography is quite diverse from, the broad lowland regions of the
Vales to the varied topography of the North York Moors and the Yorkshire Dales. By



carrying out an analysis of the designed landscapes within this varied topographical and
geographical context, can reveal how this natural setting would have influenced the

designs on a more regional and local scale. This analysis can then be placed alongside
regional studies carried out by Williamson. By studying the landscapes within this multi-
contextual approach will help to clarify and expand the accepted narrative of in hopes to
add depth and understanding to the narrative of eighteenth century designed landscapes.

On the basis of date of design, one cannot deny that the creation of iconic landscape parks

and gardens such as Castle Howard (1700-1730) and Duncombe Park (1713) were early to
contemporary within the national chronology of design. Both of these landscapes
contained early designs of Vanbrugh, Hawkesmoor, Bridgeman and Switzer. Both were
considered sources of inspiration for other parks and gardens throughout England
(Hussey 1967, GD 2061, Soumarez-Smith 1990, GD2063, Mowl 2000). Duncombe Park is
considered to be one of the first landscapes in which Bridgeman extended the visual
experience of the landscape unobstructed into the distant view with the inclusion of what
was thought to be the first use of the ha-ha within England (Walpole 1785, Hussey 1967).
Being contemporary designs with iconic landscapes such as Chatsworth (1709),
Twickenham (1719) and Lyme Park (1720) and important preceding landscapes like
Blenheim (1720s), Chiswick (1729) Stowe (1730) and Rousham (1737), indicates that not all

of the landscapes within the remote regions of England were mere followers of trends.

During earlier research of the designed landscape parks and gardens within the region, it
was noted that landowners were shifting towards naturalistic designs over the eighteenth
century. However, unlike national trends, these landowners did not completely replace

their earlier formal designs in favour of naturalistic designs throughout the eighteenth
century. This regional trend occurred within both the larger designed landscapes as well

as within smaller parks and gardens.

It 1s within this remote region with known instances of retained formality, that this

research will be carried out. By analyzing the designed landscapes of the North Riding

within a multi-contextual approach, the following research will first analyze the



landscapes through the economic, political and social contexts of the landowners, in hopes
to prove or dispel notions in regard to the conservative stance of Yorkshire gentlemen
and/or their remoteness and disconnection from the society and trends of London.
Additionally by analyzing the implementation and subsequent development of their
designed landscape parks and gardens within these contexts it is hoped to place the
designs of the North Riding in their proper place within the national chronology of
landscape design. Lastly, by studying the landowners and their landscapes within their
regional, geographical and topographical contexts, it is hoped to elucidate, if not London,

then who or what is influencing the retention of formality evident within the landscape

parks and gardens in the North Riding (Johansen-Salters 2004).

In order to come to a closer understanding of the pattern, trends and evolution of design
within the landscape parks and gardens they will be analyzed within a multi-tiered
context driven by social constructs and the natural topography of the Riding. First they
will be analyzed within the context of the landed gentry throughout the North Riding. By

looking at the overall acres owned and annual income generated from rentals, the
landscape parks and gardens will be separated into estates owned by the lesser gentry,
greater gentry, great landowners and land magnates. Through dating, retrogressive map
analysis and archival research, development of the overall design, the aesthetic choices

made and the analysis of the total number of acres dedicated to design will be analyzed
within this social context, allowing us to question whether social pressures of status and

power drove initial designs and later changes in aesthetics. This construct will also
elucidate whether design trends dissipated from the those with a higher status down to

more local landowners or this context, the members of the greater and lesser gentry.

Following will be an analysis based upon the socio-political constructs of the landowners
in order to establish regional or national connections namely through marital, political and
social connections such as social clubs, Gentlemen’s Clubs, universities and institutions.
Additionally by noting the political leanings and religious beliefs of the landowners will
potentially allow for the landowners to be placed in either a traditional or progressive
framework. Analyzing the designed landscapes through this socio-political context will



not only allow for further elucidation of influences of the designs implemented, but, it will
potentially highlight sources for the designs implemented.

Once analyzed within a social context the landscape parks and gardens will then be
analyzed within their geographical context which will comprise of two elements. The first
being the regional situation of the country house and designed landscape. By comparing
the landscapes within a smaller regional contexts regardless of status or size of design, will
potentially point out regional social influences on design trends. Following the landscapes

will be placed within their topographical contexts, elucidating the influence of the regional
topography on the design.

Analysis within this context will reveal patterns and design influences dictated by the
natural topography within the North Riding. Analyzing the designed landscape within
both their topographical and their social context, patterns of aesthetic choices influenced
by the natural topography and dictated by issues of economic feasibility will be revealed.
By studying the landscape parks in gardens of the North Riding within a context driven
by social status and position against a physical and topographical context will reveal
regional patterns and trends, giving voice to the designed landscapes and establishing a
dialect distinctive to this region. By placing this dialect within a dialogue between other

regions, the accepted teleological evolution of design over the eighteenth century will be
questioned further.

1.2 LITERATURE REVIEW

The literature for the study of the designed landscape parks and gardens is extensive and
covers a breadth of disciplines from the histories including garden, art and architectural;
geology, archaeology and landscape studies to name a few. Likewise a wide variety of
people from different disciplines including academics, professionals, government

organizations, county councils, local community groups, local historians, garden history

societies and the landowners themselves have written about the designed landscape
parks and gardens of England.



Modern research on this subject is rooted in the contemporary writings of Horace Walpole
who in 1771 wrote The History of Modern Taste in Gardening. Within this book he reflected
back on the progress of the designed landscapes of England, presenting an evolution from
the formal walled gardens of the late-seventeenth century and early-eighteenth century
through the designs of William Kent to his ‘successor’ Capability Brown who helped
establish “The English Designed Landscape’. From this basic source and the general
evolution of designed landscapes established by Walpole, later historians have continued

to source quote and build upon. It is quite possible the most frequently used quote in

garden history is Walpole’s quote regarding Kent who ‘lept the fence and saw that all
nature was a garden’ (1978 [1771], 264).

From this date historians have written about the evolution of the designed landscape
garden, sourcing Walpole and each subsequent historian building upon and sourcing the
writings of the other. There are numerous books detailing the history of gardens from
Amberst’s A Brief History of Gardens in England (1895) through to Mosser and Teyssot’s The
History of Garden Design: The Western Tradition from the Renaissance to the Present Day (2001).
The most influential on the modern researcher being Christopher Hussey’s English Gardens
and Landscapes 1700-1750 (1967). What has come out of this tradition is a continuation of

Walpole’s original writings discussing a similar development of the English landscape

shifting from earlier formal garden designs to more naturalistic landscapes by the end of

the eighteenth century. Eventually through this process an accepted chronology of design
landscapes was established.

Garden and landscape researchers either focused on the development of English gardens
over the eighteenth century, or they focused their research on individual sites or designers
such as Stephen Daniels’ book on Humphrey Repton (1999) and John Dixon Hunt's book on
William Kent (1987) and Dorothy Stroud’s book on Capability Brown (1975). However, they

continued to focus on key landscapes and known designers continuing the established
context for garden history.



Archaeology and heritage studies entered into the arena and conducted surveys which
shed more light on numerous landscape parks and gardens. However, again this research
tends to be site specific and often ends up lost in grey literature. Recent research has
focused on exploring the designed landscape through alternative narratives such as Anne
Bermingham's Landscape and Ideology which looked the evolution of gardens as a reaction
to enclosures, Stephen Daniels The Political Iconography of Woodland (1988) and Nigel

Everett's The Tory View of the Landscape (1994) which shifted the perspective of garden
development from Whig to those of Tory political ideals.

Additionally designers have been explored through alternative narratives as well as

alternative contexts, as with David Brown's research on Lancelot Brown and his Associates

(2001) which examined his account books and noted specialization within different aspects
of the garden design occurred, potentially placing Capability Brown as one of many in a

broader movement rather than a leading figure in the forefront. Additionally Mowl

examined the dynamic relationship between designer and landowner in the creation of

designs in Gentlemen and Players (2001) presenting alternative narratives in which the
designed landscape could be explored.

With Paul Stamper’s The Historic Parks and Gardens of Shropshire (1996) we start to see a
regional exploration of designed landscapes which allows for a more thorough
understanding of the evolution of landscapes within particular regions. Subsequently
Mowl carried out regional studies in Cornwall (2005), Dorset (2003), Gloucestershire (2002),
Wiltshire (2004) and Worcestershire (2006) which documented and discussed the designed

landscapes within the unique topographical and social contexts unique to each county.

Whilst Mowl states that his research diverted from the accepted chronology, the structure
of his books forced the designed landscapes into traditionally accepted styles; including

Baroque gardens, Palladian gardens, Arcadian gardens, ‘the age of Brown and

gardenesque gardens, preventing his research from completely breaking away from the
established chronology.



It is not until Tom Williamson's Garden History and Systematic Survey (1992), Polite
Landscapes (1995) and ‘18t Century Landscapes in Norfolk’ in There by Design (1998) that
we start to see more thorough analysis of designed landscape parks and gardens. By
utilizing an inclusive approach, multi-contextual approach, and utilizing alternative

narratives, Williamson’s research has started to draw the accepted chronology of design

into question. He started to break down the “teleological’ evolution of design.

In his article Designed Landscapes: The Regional Dimension for Landscapes (2004) Williamson
explored landscapes through a regional narrative and within a topographical and
geophysical context. It is within this article that he makes an appeal for archaeologists,
historians and researchers to explore the designed landscapes more locally as well as

nationally (2004). Itis this appeal to which the following multi-contextual analysis of the
designed landscape parks and gardens of the North Riding will aim to reply.

The main aims of this research will be to test the accepted chronology by placing the
implementation and subsequent evolution of the designed landscape parks and gardens of
the North Riding within this chronology. The traditional narratives of the influence of
social status and economic factors of landowners upon designs implemented will be tested
by analyzing the designed landscapes within a socio-economic status based upon the
landed status of the individual landowners within the Riding. By analyzing the designed
landscapes through the socio-political context of the individual landowners, proposed
theories of the dissemination of national design trends radiating out from London to the
more remote regions of the country will be tested. Additionally the influence of regional
trends will be explored by exploring the designed landscapes within their topographical
and geographical context throughout the Riding. Through this multi-contextual approach
the designed landscape parks and gardens of the North Riding will be analyzed against

each other placing their histories within the wider narrative of national trends.



1.3 METHODOLOGY

The methodological approach for this research will be a variation of the process utilized by
Tom Williamson in his research of the landscape parks and gardens of Norfolk The
Archaeology of the Landscape Park: Garden Design in Norfolk, England c. 1680-1840. The
following will be an inclusive regional study of the designed landscapes of the North
Riding. In order to come to a closer understanding of the pattern, trends and evolution of

design they will be analyzed within a multi-tiered context driven by social constructs and
the natural topography of the Riding.

By looking at regionally driven contexts the accepted teleological evolution can be tested
further. In Norfolk, Williamson revealed that the choices made in design styles and
aesthetics were more complex than those once accepted by garden historians. Choices in
design were driven by economic circumstances and social layers more complex than just a
division between the landed and the poor. These decisions were more individual and
particular to the social, personal and economic situation of each landowner. Williamson
also revealed that the designed landscapes were either inspired or limited by the natural
and man-made landscapes particular to each area of Norfolk. To test Williamson’s

theories further this research will focus on the landscape parks and gardens in the
topographically diverse and the ‘socially remote’ region of Yorkshire. Looking towards

this diverse and remote region of England this research will test the accepted teleological

evolution of the landscape parks and gardens further.

Desk Based Assessment

Although site visits have been carried out, the weight of this research will be on the
analysis of the visual culture associated with designed landscapes including cartographic
materials comprising: design plans, topographical maps, estate maps, tithe maps and

contemporary county surveys such as John Speed’s County Map of the North Riding (1610),
Jetfery’s Map of Yorkshire (1771), the First Edition Ordinance Surveys (1850s) and aerial

images through Google-earth and similar resources. Additionally contemporary
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paintings, illustrations and sketches of the house and grounds such has Colen Campbell’s
Vitruvius Britannicus (1715), Knyff and Kip's Britannia Illustrata (1707) and Samuel Buck's
Sketch Book (1720) will be analyzed in conjunction with available maps and plans in order
to ascertain the realized from the idealized landscape. Additionally written documents
will be resourced including written descriptions of the landscape found in travel journals,

publications, memoirs and family archival records held at the North Yorkshire County
Records Office (NYCRO).

Selection of Landscapes

The first phase of this selection will involve a sweep of literary sources and registers such
as The Victoria County Histories (VCH) of the North Ridings; Pevsner’s Guides to the North,
Riding; and Waterson’s Lost Houses of York and the North Riding looking for the mention of

country houses and landscape parks and gardens. National Trust listings, English
Heritage's Register of Listed Buildings and Register of Landscape Parks and Gardens will

be utilized to compile a list of all the designed landscape parks and gardens within the
North Riding. Additionally visual surveys of contemporary county maps of Yorkshire

and the First Edition OS5 maps will be carried out for representation of designed landscape
parks and gardens.

From this process a comprehensive a list of mentioned estates, manors, landscape parks

and gardens created and existent during the long-eighteenth century (1690- 1820) within
the North Riding will be created. As this research is pertaining to designed landscape

parks and gardens of the long-eighteenth century, gardens encompassing an original
design less than 50 acres in total, public parks and gardens and landscape parks and

gardens created outside of the dates of the long-eighteenth century (1680-1820) will be
eliminated from the data set.

11



Creating Time-Depth

In order to create time-depth regarding the implementation and subsequent alterations for
each designed landscape county records, archives, private collections, contemporary
journals, publications and memoirs will be consulted. Any descriptions, maps, plans,
paintings, illustrations and historic photographs associated with the landscape parks and
gardens will be collected. From this information analysis of the implementation and

subsequent improvements of the designed landscapes will be determined.

Socio-Economic Context and Establishing Ownership

In order to test the influence of social and economic influences on the designs
implemented the landscape will be placed within a socio-economic context based upon the

landed status of each landowner. Unfortunately determining each owner’s landed status

based upon lands owned and annual income from these lands would be a difficult if not

impossible task for the scale of this research project. The Local Government Board’s

Return to Lands (1873) for the North Riding and Bateman’s Great Landowners (1883), both

late-nineteenth century resources for determining landownership and income, admittedly,

fall beyond the time-scope of the long-eighteenth century. Additionally information
within these sources represents a static moment of the history for each landowner and

their holdings, however, The Return and Bateman are currently the best available resource
for the task.

In order to place each landscape within a socio-political context based upon the
information derived from The Return and Bateman the late-nineteenth century owner will
be identified. By utilizing the Victoria County Histories the descent of ownership will be

recorded from the date in which the manor was first mentioned through to the late-

nineteenth century. Each estate will then be placed within a socio-economic level based

upon the owner’s landed status of lesser gentry, greater gentry, great landowner and land
magnate as reflected in The Return and Bateman (see page 20). The landscape parks and
gardens will then be analyzed within these four levels of landed status in order to

elucidate any design patterns or trends occurring within their socio-economic context.

12



Social, Political and Economic Context

In order to test theories of disseminating design trends from London to the outer regions
of the country was one of the primary reasons for selecting the designed landscapes of the
North Riding. Assumptions have been made that landscape design trends would reach
Yorkshire at a far later date than the national trends being established in the counties
closer to London (Hoskins 1988, Girouard 1980, Williamson and Lyttleton 1907). This
assumption depends upon the distance of Yorkshire and the North Riding from London
and the dis-connection of the landowners of the Riding. This assumption will be tested by
analyzing the designed landscapes within the socio-political context of the landowners.
Utilizing sources such as Burke’'s Landed Gentry (1972), Joseph Foster’s Pedigrees of the
County Families of Yorkshire (1874), the Dictionary of National Biographies (2006) and online
sources for peerage will be consulted to build the social context for each landowner,

including marriages, club membership, education and political careers. Additionally

Mark Ormrod’s Lord Lieutenants and High Sheriffs of Yorkshire 1066-2000 (2000) will be
consulted to build political context. Literature on Catholicism and later Recusants will be

consulted to build religious affiliations. Literature regarding Memorials of various
London Clubs and Inns will be consulted to elucidate if the landowners of the North

Riding moved within a wider social context beyond the bounds of the North Riding, the
county of Yorkshire and the northern region of the country.

Distribution of designed landscapes

The natural topography of the North Riding is varied potentially influenced choices made
within the designed landscapes. To test for regional trends the final context will analyze
the designed landscape parks in gardens based upon their geographical and topographical
contexts. Utilizing Natural England’s Countryside Commissions survey of Yorkshire,
Tukes” General View of the Agriculture of the North Riding (1800) and Marshall’s Rural
Economy of Yorkshire (1796) a topographical context will be created. Using GIS,
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Bartholomew and Natural England’s character areas the designed landscape parks and

gardens will be plotted within their regional and topographical context for analysis.

By scanning visual sources and literature the data-set of designed landscape parks and
gardens will be compiled. The descent of ownership for each estate will be collected
ending with the late-nineteenth century landowner for each estate. From this the landed
status for each landowner will be ascertained, allowing for the estates to be analyzed
within their landowner’s socio-economic context elucidating influences of status and
income on design choices. In addition the social and political contexts of the landowner
will be added in attempts to verify or dispel delay of trends to the landscapes of the North
Riding. Finally the landscapes will be plotted and analyzed within their geographical and
topographical contexts looking for more regional trends within the parks and gardens of
the North Riding. Studying the landscape parks and gardens of the North Riding within
their social (particularly status-related) and physical (particularly topographical) context
will reveal regional patterns and trends, giving voice to the designed landscapes and
establishing a dialect distinctive to this region. By placing this dialect within a dialogue

between other regions, the accepted teleological evolution of design over the eighteenth
century will be questioned further.
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two
SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONTEXT

2.1 INTRODUCTION

As discussed above the landscape parks and gardens within the North Riding will be analyzed

through a multi-contextual approach including social, political and economic constructs and the
natural topography of the Riding. The first analysis will be through a socio-economic context, in
which the designed landscapes will be analyzed within the context of the landed gentry
throughout the North Riding. By looking at the overall acres owned and annual income generated

from rentals, the landscape parks and gardens will be separated into estates owned by the lesser

gentry, greater gentry, great landowners and land magnates. Throu gh these social levels an

analysis of the economic factors influencing the designed landscape will be carried out, looking for
correlations between status, choices in design aesthetics and dates of implementation. Through

this analysis we will start to be able to place the designed landscapes of the North Riding into the
national chronology of design.

Regional Analysis of the Landscape Parks and Gardens within the North Riding

In order to achieve a deeper analysis within the scope of this research it was decided to
focus on the designed landscape parks within a smaller contextual region within the
county of Yorkshire. In the eighteenth century the gentry had strong regional connections
to their county over their connection to the nation (Stone and Stone 1986, 26; Cannadine
1994, 10-11), for the gentlemen of Yorkshire there was the added connection to Riding.
Each Riding contained its own social network, internal power centres all within three

distinctive topographical contexts; it was only natural therefore to reorganize its three
historical regions into the North, East and West Ridings.
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The focus of this research will be centered on the designed landscape parks and gardens
located within the North Riding, an area of Yorkshire covering 2,128 square miles lying to
the north of the city of York. This riding (see appendix, map 3.1) ‘...extends westwards
from the ocean to the confines of Westmoreland, and is bounded on the North by the River
Tees, which separates it from the county of Durham; on the North-East and East by the
North Sea; on the South-East by the East Riding and on the South by the River Ouse and
the West Riding and in the west by the county of Westmoreland (Whellan, T. 1857, 3).’
When the riding was reallocated into the new county of North Yorkshire in April 1974
some parts of the old riding were lost to Yorkshire altogether, including Cleveland and the
high country of Upper Teesdale. In attempts to keep the most accurate contemporary

context the following regional study will analyze on the designed landscape parks and
gardens contained within North Riding defined by the borders prior to 1974.

To compile a complete list of potential sites of landscape parks and gardens a combination

of visual and secondary sources were utilized. First literary sources such as The Victoria
History of Counties for the North Riding (VCH), Pevsner’s Buildings of England series
Yorkshire the North Riding and Waterson's Lost Houses of York and the North Riding were
reviewed for any mention of possible landscape parks and gardens attached to the estates

of the North Riding. Next cartographic sources such as eighteenth-century estate maps of

the county and the first edition Ordinance Survey six inch maps were consulted looking

for any visual evidence of designed landscape parks and garden. Databases of known
landscape parks and gardens including English Heritage’s Registered Historic Buildings
and Monuments, Natio nal Trust Listed Sites and UK Database of Landscape Parks and

Gardens (UKDB) were consulted and utilized to verify evidence of designed landscapes of
the eighteenth century within the region.

Since the focus of this research deals with the trends and evolution within the designed

landscape parks and gardens, only country houses having associated wider landscape
parks were retained. Halls within a village context with small gardens and without an

assoclated parkland will not be looked at within this research unless there is a direct

connection of ownership with a larger estate. Through these methods a total of 83 known
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landowners held 126 separate country houses with associated designed landscape parks

and gardens were located within the contemporary boundaries of the North Riding
creating the total dataset for this research.

In order to come to a closer understanding of the pattern, trends and evolution of design

within these 126 landscape parks and gardens they will be analyzed within a multi-tiered
context driven by social constructs and the natural topography of the Riding. First they

will be analyzed within the context of the landed status throughout the North Riding. By

looking at the overall acres owned and annual income generated from rentals, the

landscape parks and gardens will be separated into estates owned by the lesser gentry,
greater gentry, great landowners and land magnates. Through dating, retrogressive map

analysis and archival research, development of the overall design, the aesthetic choices

made and the analysis of the total number of acres dedicated to design will be analyzed

within this social context, allowing us to question whether social pressures of status and

power drove initial designs and later changes in aesthetics.

The Designed Landscape Parks and Gardens of the North Riding Within Their Social
Context

The Aristocracy

Before analysis can begin, it is important to briefly discuss the terminology associated with
the aristocracy and landownership. Many historians have written extensively on this
topic, and there is a vast amount of literature regarding how one entered into, how one
was elevated within, and how one maintained status within the aristocracy. Any one of
these topics could be a main focus of research, however, it is only with intent to establish
and define the terminology regarding levels within the landed gentry that ‘aristocracy’
with regard to landownership will be discussed within this research. Consisting of
explicit rules of entry, maneuverability and sustainability, all of which hold exceptions, the
aristocratic system is quite complex and difficult to fully comprehend. It is a subject

matter that becomes further complicated by the multiple variances within the defining

requirements utilized by each historian. Whether discussing the aristocracy, the gentry,
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the nobility or the peerage; each historians use and terminology shifts slightly in dealing
with the use of ‘stages’, ‘levels’ or ‘ranks’ within each group. This issue results in varying
discussions of the division in status between major and minor gentry; local power elite
and local status elite; greater and lesser gentry or the nobility and the landed gentry
(Clemenson 1982; Stone and Stone 1986; Beckett 1986; Cannadine 1994; Rosenheim 1993).
This lack of consistency of terminology makes for a more complicated task. It is therefore

important to define the terminology and specifications for each level utilized within this
research.

In order to glean a better understanding of who owned the lands of the North Riding,

who was creating the landscape designs and what was motivating their creations and
alterations over the eighteenth century, it is necessary to touch on the subject of the

aristocracy. Hierarchy within the aristocracy is based upon a family’s income, the lands

owned and connection to the peerage. It must be noted that although income, land

holdings and connections were elemental to one’s acceptance within the aristocracy, loss

of any one of these, or all of these factors would not have caused one to have been

removed from the aristocracy. At the top of this social structure are the nobility or

peerage consisting of dukes at the highest level, followed by marquises, earls, viscounts

and barons. Located beneath the nobility but above the yeomanry, are the landed gentry

who included the lesser titles of baronet and knighthood followed by esquires and
gentlemen (Clemenson 1982; Rosenheim 1998).

For basic entry into the aristocracy there were minimal annual incomes and minimal acres
of land owned in order to maintain annual fees to the crown (Beckett 1986; Stone and
Stone 1986; Rosenheim 1998). According to James I, any man of the gentry worth £40 a
year was expected “to present themselves for knighthood.... [and] according to the rules
drawn up in 1611, the baronetcy was limited to families owning land in possession of
reversion worth £1000 a year’ (Beckett 1986, 47). Even though basic laws and rules were

created to restrict and/or govern the entry and mobility within the gentry these rules were
not strictly adhered to. Issues of connection and loyalty to party and or regent also played

a role in establishing oneself within the gentry. Often titles were created for involvement
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and/or acts of heroism in the name of the crown and country (Beckett 1986, 47-48). It
must also be kept in mind that even though landownership was vital for the aristocracy, it
was not a guarantee, families also needed to show connection to the peerage and ‘a
general rule of three generations of armigerous relations was required’ (Beckett 1986, 95).
The income provided from the estates land was not only crucial for a family’s initial entry
into the aristocracy, it was also important to increase one’s acquisitions and income <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>