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Plate I: Thomas Grey, Baron Groby 



The Greys of Bradgate 
in the English Civil War: 
A Study of Henry Grey, 
First Earl of Stamford, 
and his Son and Heir 
Thomas, Lord Grey of Groby 
by J. Richards 
It has become almost a commonplace observation that Civil wars can turn brother against 
brother and offspring against parent. Certainly the period of the English Civil Wars 
provides many such examples of internal family dissensions and conflict between the 
adherents of the causes of King and of Parliament. This article seeks, however, to 
investigate and to illustrate the differences to be found between two members of a family 
who were ostensibly on the same side. Both Henry Grey, first Earl of Stamford and his 
son, Thomas, Lord Grey of Groby are described by Chroniclers and Commentators as 
'Parliamentarians' and 'Puritans ' but an analysis of their respective positions and careers 
in both war and peace obliges a more careful examination of these blanket terms. By 
examining these two individuals in some depth it is hoped that our understanding of the 
people and the events which constituted the Great Rebellion and its aftermath, and their 
impact both nationa!Iy and locally, will be added to. 1 

The Greys of Groby and Bradgate were successors to a family of high rank and 
influential connections in the aristocracy of England . They claimed descent from one 
Anchitell De Grey who was a supporter of William the Conqueror and took part in the 
Norman invasion of 1066. The Greys first began their connection with Groby2when a Sir 
Edward Grey married the heiress daughter, Elizabeth, of the fifth Lord Ferrars of Groby. 
This Sir Edward was summoned to Parliament in 1446 as Lord Ferrars of Groby. The 
family first moved into national prominence though when his son, Sir John Grey of 
Groby, married the beautiful Elizabeth Woodville. This lady, later made a widow by the 
Battle of St. Albans in the so-called 'Wars of the Roses', went on to marry the Yorkist 
King Edward IV and to mother the two 'Princes in the Tower'. Having attained High 
office under Edward IV and suffered underthe rule of his brother, Richard III, (including 
the deaths of Lords Rivers and Ferrars, and the exile of the Marquis of Dorset) the Greys 
returned to the support of Henry Tudor and their original Lancastrian allegiance. After 
the Battle of Bosworth Field in 1485 they were well established in the new regime. The 
head of the family, the second Marquis of Dorset, built Bradgate House in his hunting 
park between about 1490 and 1520. During the reign of Edward VI Dorset's son , the Duke 
of Suffolk, together with the Earl of Northumberland, endeavoured to secure the levers of 
national power by marrying the daughter of the former, Jane Grey, to the son of the 
latter, Guildford Dudley, and to bar the accession to the throne of the Roman Catholic 
Mary Tudor on the death of her brother . The reign of the tragic Lady Jane Grey (aged 15) 
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lasted for only nine days. The failure of the attempted coup cost the Grey family dear. 
Suffolk, Guildford Dudley, and Lady Jane, along with others, were beheaded in 1554. 
The Greys were eclipsed as the power in Leicestershire until the mid-seventeenth century 
by their old rivals at Ashby-de-la-Zouch, the Hastings family . Most of the Grey lands and 
all of their titles were forfeited. The leadership of the male line passed to Sir John Grey of 
Pirgo, Essex in 1559. 

Following the death of this Sir John, the family moved back to Bradgate . The move was 
made by his son, Sir Heney Grey, the great-great-nephew of Lady Jane's father. When 
King James VI of Scotland became also King James I of England the Grey family fortunes 
began a marked revival. King James was always keen to raise money and Sir Henry Grey 
was able to purchase one of the baronetcies sold to fund the plantation of Ulster and to 
gain the title of Lord Grey of Groby in 1603 .3 It may be thought by some that the Greys 
were later to prove less than appreciative of this Stuart generosity, but perhaps they felt 
that after the glories of Duke and Marquis the title 'Lord Grey of Groby' was scant 
restoration . 

Sir Henry Grey's eldest son and heir, Sir John Grey, died before him in 161 l leaving his 
own son, another Henry, to succeed to the title as the second Lord Grey of Groby on 26th 
July 1614 at the age of fifteen . It is this Henry Grey who is the first subject of this article. 
His eldest son, Thomas, is the second. 

Henry Grey, second Lord Grey of Groby, was born at Bradgate and was later to be 
buried there. His mother was Elizabeth, daughter of Edward Nevill, Lord Abergavenny. 
She seems to have spent much of her time in Ireland, having remarried after Sir John 
Grey's death a Sir John Bingley, Remembrancer of the Exchequer in 1617. Henry was at 
Trinity College, Cambridge when his grandfather died - matriculating the following year 
in Easter 1615 and being awarded a MA in the same year at the age of sixteen on the 
occasion of a visit to the college by King James I. He married in July 1620 one Anne 
Cecil, youngest daughter and coheiress of William Cecil, Earl of Exeter. Through this 
marriage he obtained the castle, borough, and manor of Stamford in Lincolnshire. In 
November 1620 he was summoned to Parliament. He resided principally at Bradgate 
which was the centre of his many properties. From here he worked hard to restore the 
position of the Greys in Leicestershire; a position which had been eclipsed by the Hastings 
family since 1554. In 1623 he and Ann produced their son and heir, Thomas. The year of 
birth is worked back from Thomas' later marriage licence and the place of birth is likely to 
have been Bradgate House with the family chaplain, the Rev Thomas Strike, minister of 
the hamlet of Newtown Linford, performing the baptism. In 1628 Henry was created by 
letters patent Earl of Stamford and at the age of five Thomas became the third Lord Grey 
of Groby. For reasons of clarity these are the names by which they will now be referred to: 
Henry Grey is Stamford and his son Thomas is Lord Grey of Groby. 4 In 1632 Stamford 
was admitted to Gray's Inn to become legally qualified in order to be fitted like most of 
the aristocracy and gentry of the time for the exercise of the customary tasks of 
government and the administration of justice in the locality. 

In the years before the outbreak of the civil war the Earl of Stamford spent his time 
mostly at Bradgate living in the manner typical of his class and position in the society of 
England at that time: 

'This Earl, having attained from Charles I in 1629, a grant to himself and Daniel 
Britton, of certain lands in Charnwood Forest, adjoining to his park of Bradgate, 
continued in this delightful retirement to enjoy the comforts of domestic felicity, till 
the fatal disturbances that ensued called forth his exertions in far different scenes'. 5 
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This pleasant sounding account, evocative of pastoral tranquility, despite the hint at the 
approach of the stormclouds of strife; is not wholly accurate. Stamford was not inactive 
in this pre-bellum period of the 1630s. lndeed, in the early years of that decade he appears 
to have enjoyed the royal favour . The only indication at this stage of his future course of 
action was that he had attended Cambridge rather than Oxford at a time before it had 
become too politically significant. Leaving aside for a moment his likely political 
orientations it may be useful to consider what is known of the Earl of Stamford's 
personality and character. 

He appears to have had a haughty and irritable disposition and a quick and violent 
temper which could mai<e him a disagreeable neighbour. There are several accounts of 
him physically attacking people with whom he disagreed, usually with his walking cane, or 
employing his servants to carry out such acts . W. Mercer in Angliae Speculum calls him 
'most courteous, and right stately Stanford', but most accounts of the time belie this 
image. He also seems to have had something of an avaricious nature although a more 
charitable interpretation could regard him as ambitious, an entrepreneur, and a man of 
ideas. His annual income would be, in the late 1630s, of the order of £4,000. 

Like all the major county families (both the aristocracy and the larger gentry) he was 
involved in landowning and land purchase. He was an enclosing landlord and he clashed 
with the Commissioners for Depopulation when he began enclosing land on his manors at 
Breedon-on-the-Hill and at Broughton Astley in the years 1629-1633.6 Turning his 
attention further afield, Stamford set about improving Wildmere Fen in his Lincolnshire 
holdings in about 1632; and by 1633 he was planning brewhouses in the towns of Leicester 
and Stamford, as he put it, to provide 'good and wholesome drink at reasonable prices . '7 

He hoped to secure something of a monopoly in this area of provision. In February 1636 
Stamford was proposing a joint scheme with Principal Secretary of State Windebank for 
patenting the dressing of hemp from which he hoped to make some £4,000 to £5,000 a 
year profit. As David Fleming in his study on faction and civil war in Leicestershire 
observes, Stamford must have been overlooked by the historian R.H. Tawney when he 
declared of the Cl 7th that 'experiment and innovation ... were all on the side of the 
enterprising country gentleman' and not on that of the peerage.8 

So, here we have a picture of the Earl of Stamford in the mid 1630s - like the Earl of 
Manchester and several other later leaders of the early Parliamentarian military effort and 
members of the 'Presbyterian' Puritan political group such as Denzil Holles and Lord 
Saye and Sele - an enclosing landlord, an aspirant monopolist, and a business associate 
of high ranking Crown servants. On the face of it this hardly seems a likely profile of a 
potential rebel. Indeed, in 1634, he received a royal visit; an accolade which marked his 
rise and the restoration of the Grey family fortunes in the county. Charles I and his 
French wife, Henrietta Maria, on their way to Leicester from Nottingham were 
entertained on the 9th August by the Earl of Stamford at Bradgate, to whom the 
Corporation of Leicester had previously made a complimentary present of a hogshead of 
claret wine and 431 bs of sugar . 9 

At the time of this visit Thomas, Lord Grey of Groby would be aged 10 or 11. It is 
interesting to speculate whether King Charles noticed or had pointed out to him the 
pollarded oak trees in the Park at Bradgate which according to Leicestershire folklore 
even to this day had been so cut as a sign of mourning after the death of Lady Jane Grey 
under the executioner's axe - then only some eighty years earlier. Certainly the 
pollarding of the oaks seems to have been far more severe than would normally be the 
practice in forestry. By an irony of history, or perhaps later intent, Thomas Grey was to 
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play a significant part in the process which led immediately to the severing of Charles' 
head from its royal shoulders in 1649. 

What then may be considered to have turned the Greys against King Charles I? It is 
likely that it was a combination of frustrations in business aspirations and differences in 
policy both locally and nationally. The only clear sign, however, was that barometer of 
seventeenth century politics - religion. The Greys were a Puritan family and had a long 
tradition of being so. The Hastings family by contrast had a history of fluctuation 
between Catholicism and various degrees of Protestantism. In the 1630s and 1640s even 
though the main branch of the family at Ashby-de-la-Zouch were Protestants once more 
the offshoots at Glenfield and Braunstone had remained loyal to the Old Faith. In one 
sense therefore the Greys of Bradgate stood for an unbroken Protestant stance in the 
county which had been abandoned once before by the Hastings clan when they had 
reverted to the support of Mary Tudor and Catholicism to betray the Lady Jane Grey 
coup of which they had been a part. It was not beyond question to the more Puritan 
minded that the Hastings support for royal innovations in matters of religion might lead 
to another restoration of 'papism'. Puritan is a blanket term for those who broadly 
desired simpler forms of church ceremonies and a system of church government without 
bishops and it covers a multitude of different factions most of which, but not all, were 
essentially Calvinistic. The term also usually implies a certain strictness in attitude 
towards morality and individual behaviour on the part of the 'godly'. This might 
sometimes extend to elements of outward appearance such as a preference for plainess in 
dress or, as in the case of a temporary fashion among the London apprentices who 
supported the King's parliamentary critics in 1640, for short cropped hair which could be 
used by their enemies to characterize them as 'Roundheads' . Whilst there is no evidence 
that . Stamford fitted the second type of description of a Puritan in terms of personal 
behaviour or of dress by any means, he was certainly strongly opposed to the 'Arminian' 
High-Church tendencies of the Anglican Church under Archbishop Laud. There are 
references to 'his unreasonable hostility to the Church in early days' 10 and apparently as 
chairman of the local quarter sessions he missed no opportunity of showing this hostility 
to the Church and its priests . For example, in 1638 he caught a clergyman hawking on his 
estate and so jealous was the Earl of his status and his property rights that a scuffle ensued 
between the pair. The Earl indignantly reported the matter to the Archbishop of Canter
bury, claiming that the priest kept greyhounds, crossbows, guns and 'all sorts of engines 
for destroying game.' 11 It seems that the Church obstructed him in both his social and 
business life. 

The break with the King seems to have come around the period 1638-1640. Stamford 
was summoned to join the King in the 1639 campaign against the Scots in the so-called 
'Bishops Wars'. In June 1639, whilst in attendance upon the King at Berwick-on-Tweed, 
he paid an unauthorised visit to the Scots Army in its encampment. He was hospitably 
entertained and dined by General Leslie, a fellow Presbyterian, and was asked to 
represent their case to the King. The Scots wished to avoid bloodshed and to be loyal to 
both the King and their national Covenant which pledged them to a Presbyterian form of 
church government without bishops . Upon his return Stamford gave an account of the 
Scots' loyalty to the King. Charles rebuffed him by dryly observing that 'he had done 
them too much honour to go'. 12 Stamford now moved more openly as a zealous 
Parliamentarian in the approaching struggle. Nationally he was prominent in the anti
Court faction in the House of Lords which gathered in 1640. Locally he led the opposition 
to the long established Hastings hegemony in Leicestershire. In the elections for the Long 
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Parliament in 1640 a considerable victory was achieved over the pro-Court party as 
represented locally by the Earl of Huntingdon, Lord Lieutenant of the county and leader 
of the Hastings family , and his nominees . Returned to Parliament as members for the 
shire were Sir Arthur Hesilrige, one of the 'five members' whom Charles I tried to arrest 
in the House and a firm republican, and Lord Grey of Ruthin, a committed 
Parliamentarian and a member of the Burbage branch of the Grey family who was to 
become Earl of Kent in 1643. Returned as members for the Borough of Leicester were a 
Mr Thomas Cooke, subsequently expelled from the Commons in 1645 for having royalist 
sympathies, and Thomas, Lord Grey of Groby at the ripe young age of seventeen. Events 
both locally and nationally now rapidly gathered speed . 

In March 1641 the young aristocratic member of Parliament for Leicester was admitted 
to Gray's Inn like his father before him. There is, however, no record of him attending 
university. This is not so unusual. Several leading heads of families or their heirs in 
Leicestershire went on to the Inns of Court without having first been to university. In May 
1641 the Earl of Stamford was proposed by the House of Commons for the Governorship 
of the Isle of Jersey but the appointment was refused by Charles I who recognized him 
now as an opponent. In November 1641 the Grand Remonstrance and Petition were 
drawn up by Parliament to protest to the King about 'Oppressions in Religion, Church 
Government and Discipline'. Not only did Stamford and Grey append their names and 
seals but Grey of Groby was one of the twelve members of the Committee selected to 
present it to the monarch . In 1642 in a debate about the troubles in Ulster, following the 
rising of the native Irish against the Protestant settlers, which touched upon the losses 
suffered by his grandmother Elizabeth in that province, Lord Grey of Groby was referred 
to as 'a lord dear to the House of Commons' .13 Father and son were both active in the 
cause of the Parliament. On 12th February 1642 the Earl of Stamford was appointed by 
the Parliament Lord-Lieutenant of Leicestershire in place of the Earl of Huntingdon . At 
York on 18th April Stamford presented to the King a petition in the name of both Houses 
of Parliament calling for him to seek a reconciliation and to dismiss his evil counsellors . 
On 4th June he arrived at Leicester to enforce the Militia Ordinance of Parliament but 
was opposed by Henry Hastings, the younger son of the Earl of Huntingdon, who arrived 
on the 15th from York with the King's proclamation and the first Commission of Array to 
be issued in the build-up to the war . Stamford nevertheless secured the magazine of the 
local Trained Bands at the Newarke in Leicester and managed to send a great deal of it to 
Bradgate. During June he mustered the town and county Trained Bands at Broughton 
Astley, Kibworth, Melton Mowbray, Queniborough, Copt Oak, and Leicester. For all 
these efforts on behalf of the Parliament the King proclaimed him a traitor and gave 
orders for his arrest on 25th June. He was granted in turn an indemnity by Parliament on 
23rd July. He left Leicester on 22nd July just as the King entered the town. Stamford had 
raised a guard of 120 musketeers and 20 horse to protect Bradgate House . They were soon 
needed to fend off an attack by Henry Hastings who then withdrew to join the King. 14 On 
22nd August 1642 King Charles I raised his standard at Nottingham in an act which is 
usually held to symbolise the beginning of the English Civil Wars, although in fact 
hostilities had already begun. 

Before examining briefly the conduct of Stamford and Grey during the first civil war 
(1642-1645) it may be useful to consider some of the underlying factors which may have 
led to the growing divergence in attitude and policy between them which became more 
obvious later. Neither religious affiliation nor family connection can be taken as a simple 
causal factor in determining allegiance during this major period of change and upheaval. 
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Not only were families often divided but individuals could also find themselves on 
different sides at different stages without consciously altering their own set of priorities. 
Famous examples of families divided by the war include the Vernays of Claydon in 
Oxfordshire and the Feildings (Earls of Denbigh) of Newnham Paddox in Warwickshire. 
Yet the Cromwell family of Huntingdonshire was also divided as were, at least nominally, 
the Hastings and the Greys of Leicestershire. Ferdinando Hastings, heir to the Earl of 
Huntingdon and elder brother to the active cavalier Henry Hastings, took the field at 
Edgehill as a Parliamentarian although he excused himself from militiary service soon 
afterwards. Anchitell Grey, second son of the Earl of Stamford, was in the Royalist forces 
in the second civil war and later took part in Booth's Rebellion against the Republic. This 
high incidence of such divided loyalties within families can sometimes prompt the 
suspicion that it was a convenient device at times for keeping familial property intact, in 
view of sequestration and compounding, whichever side won. At least that way there 
would be someone to plead on the other side for leniency, whether for people or property. 
During the process of the civil wars and the Commonwealth the Puritans, or as they called 
themselves the 'Saints' or the 'Godly', became dominant on the Parliamentarian side for 
'The Good Old Cause of God and Our Country'. The position adopted by any particular 
Parliamentarian or by any single Puritan was likely to be the result of circumstances and 
individual reaction to some of the conflicting influences which informed Puritanism. One 
of these influences was the clash between on the one hand a marked conservative consti
tutionalism among leading Puritans in Parliament and society who saw royal policies in 
church and state as dangerous innovations and on the other hand the 'revolutionary' as
pects of Puritan idealism which called for a godly reformation of the world and an asser
tion of the rights of the godly in religion and politics without 'tarrying for any'. Secondly 
there was the separate but related tension between the highly conscious social stratifica
tion of Cl 7th English life with its emphasis on rank and status on one hand and the 
Puritan belief in the fellowship of the Saints - all equally God's Elect regardless of social 
station - especially in the 'gathered churches' of the Independents and the Baptists on the 
other. Thirdly there was the pull in one direction of local attachments, to the interests of 
the family, local community, property, and sentiments - especially strong against the 
perceived centralising power of the Crown to begin with - and in the other direction the 
idea of building a new national Commonwealth or New Jerusalem of the Saints in 
England, an idea which in practice necessitated a national view and a more thoroughgoing 
centralisation of control and taxation under the New Model Army and the Protectorate 
which would alienate eventually many if not most of their own supporters. All of these 
factors combined to produce a heterogeneous mixture of political and religious stances 
which included such groups as Presbyterians, Grandees, Independents, Anabaptists, 
Levellers, Diggers, and Fifth Monarchy Men. An individual could be a member of more 
than one of these groups at different times and all, in a sense, could be termed Puritan in 
terms of its composition or philosophical roots. One striking example of the confusion 
that could be produced by the interplay of the influences referred to above was that of 
Oliver Cromwell - a radical in religion (Independent), but conservative in many political 
respects (Grandee) as witnessed by the views he expressed in the Putney Army Debates of 
1647 .15 Until his attainment of power as Lord Protector contemporaries seemed never to 
be sure where he stood on an issue over any length of time; hence the charges of schemer, 
deceiver, and ambitious dissembler later levelled against him by his enemies. 

The political stances later adopted by the Earl of Stamford and Lord Grey of Groby 
were soon to be reflected by their military conduct in the first civil war. Within four days 
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of the raising of the royal standard at Nottingham Bradgate House was attacked by a 
force of royalist horse. Fortunately for the Parliamentarian cause most of the magazine 
had by this time been returned to Leicester. The attack was recorded by a Parliamentarian 
chronicler in the following terms: 

'Upon 26th August Prince Rupert together with Master Hastings and many 
cavaliers, went to my Lord Grey, the Earl of Stamford's house, from whence they 
took all his arms, and took away and spoiled all his goods, and also the clothes of his 
chaplain who was fain to flee for his life: And some chief ones asked, 'Where are the 
brats, the young children?' Swearing, 'God damn them! they would kill them, that 
there might be no more of the breed of them'. But God stirred up some friends to 

succour them. 16 

The 'brats' referred to here would be Stamford's younger children; Anchitell, John, 
Leonard, and the five daughters. The chaplain mentioned is most likely to have been 
Thomas Stirke junior who had succeeded his father to the Jiving of Newtown Linford and 
to the Grey family chaplaincy at Bradgate. The raid had encountered so little resistance 
this time because the Earl of Stamford had left Bradgate earlier in August and raised 
locally a troop of horse and a regiment of foot. The knowledge, however, that their home 
and property was so vulnerable to enemy attack was to be a major consideration for both 
Stamford and his eldest son during the first civil war. 

In September 1642 the Earl of Stamford joined the Earl of Essex, the Lord-General of 
the Army raised by the Parliament, at Dunsmore Heath in Warwickshire . Essex sent him 
to occupy Hereford and hence he missed the Battle of Edgehill. His foot regiment 
marched with him to Hereford and played little part in the fighting in Leicestershire from 
this point on. The colburs carried by the companies of the regiment were blue, as were the 
coats worn by the men. The Colonel's company colour consisted of three lines of writing 
upon white bands - 'For Religion ' , 'King and Country', A MA PUISSANCE (By My 
Power) - on a blue field. Like most foot regiments of the time there was a double 
strength Colonel's company of around 200 men, a Lieutenant Colonel's company of 160 
men, a Sgt. Major's company of 140 men, and seven Captains' companies of 100 men 
each. Each company was made up of pikemen and musketeers with their serjeants, 
drummers, and junior officers. Stamford's Lieutenant Colonel was Edward Massey, 
another Presbyterian, who was to become famous later as the Parliamentarian defender 
of Gloucester in the first civil war and even later a Royalist like many other Presbyterians 
in the Worcester campaign of 1651. The regiment entered Hereford unopposed and 
Stamford took up residence as Governor in the Bishop's palace. It was alleged by royalists 
later that he had engaged in plunder in order to meet his 'dissolute' and 'vicious' habits. 17 

At the end of October he cleverly defeated a Cavalier scheme to take Hereford and he 
made some important captures at Presteign without suffering any loss. His position in 
Hereford was, however, becoming daily less tenable and he evacuated the city on about 
14th December and marched to Gloucester. On 10th December he was in Bristol raising 
troops from the counties of Somerset, Wiltshire, and Gloucestershire. Also in December 
1642 Stamford was constituted by the Parliament as commander-incchief of all forces 
raised in the counties of Hereford, Gloucester, Salop, and Worcester, and also General in 
Wales in the absence there of the Earl of Essex. From Gloucester, where he left Edward 
Massey and his own Bluecoat Regiment of Foot, he had orders to go with his now two 
troops of horse to Bristol and to move on into the West Country with the newly raised 
soldiers. He claimed to have won some small successes at Plymouth and Modbury in 
February 1643. As the spring of 1643 progressed, however, his fortunes turned for the 
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worse. In May 1643, whilst in command of the Parliamentarian forces in Devon and 
Cornwall he was engaged and defeated on the 16th by Sir Ralph Hopton, the main 
Royalist commander in the West, at Stratton. According to Clarendon (who we should 
note was no impartial commentator), Stamford 'stood at a safe distance all the time of the 
battle environed with all the horse ... (and) as soon as he saw the day lost, and some said 
sooner, made all imaginable haste to Exeter' .18 S.L. Gardiner states that 'from that day 
the spot on which the wealthy Earl demonstrated his signal incompetence as a leader of 
men has been known as Stamford Hill.' 19 Stamford himself argued that he had entrusted 
the conduct of the battle to Major General James Chudleigh who was taken prisoner and 
that he had been betrayed by Chudleigh . The Earl's military career was now virtually at an 
end. 

Stamford 's political position is further revealed by events subsequent to the debacle at 
Stratton. He was beseiged in Exeter by Prince Maurice for three months and nineteen 
days. In his difficulty he wrote a letter to the King dated 4th August in which he made 
warm professions of loyalty, but criticised the King's counsellors and asked him to dismiss 
them. He professed to be holding the city 'for your Majesty, and for the preservation of 
the peace of this whole Kingdom, as instructed by your Hajesty's High Court of 
Parliament' .20 He surrendered Exeter to the King on 5th September and the fifth article of 
capitulation which assured him of a pardon gave great offence to Parliament who thought 
when they heard of it that a searching inquiry should be made into his whole conduct in 
their service. His bad generalship brought ridicule now from both sides. The cavaliers 
lampooned him in song and satire and hinted that he was vicious in his sexual inclinations 
as well as in other respects . In a published defence to the Parliament he made an awkward 
attempt to lay the blame for his failures on his officers. He repeated his accusations in the 
House of Lords. On 30th October 1643 he made a plea to the House of Lords that whilst 
he had been commanding in the West for 11 months (mostly without any pay for his men) 
his house at Bradgate had been plundered, his horse and cattle driven away, and his 
tenants robbed; and that he humbly entreated their lordships that 'some malignant's 
house that was ready furnished might be allotted unto him for his family'. 21 In 1644 he 
was awarded the estates of the sequestrated Lord Stanhope of Harrington, his own estate 
'being under the enemy's power' .22 He played no further active military role in the civil 
war. 

The Earl of Stamford was a monarchist at heart; of the same type as those other early 
Parliamentarian generals the Earls of Essex and Manchester. He was, as his Colonel's 
colour proclaimed, a 'King and Parliament' man. In religion he favoured a state church 
reformed on the model of the scottish kirk system and he was also a political Presbyterian, 
allying himself with that group of men very much like himself in terms of status and 
background who dominated the rebel Parliament in the early period of the Great 
Rebellion. It seems that, like them, he had entered the war in the hope of limiting rather 
than abolishing the royal power . 

By comparison wlth his father Thomas, Lord Grey of Groby was militarily successful 
during the civil war. Clarendon refers to him as being in 1642 at the outbreak of the war 'a 
young man of no eminent parts, and only backed by the credit and the authority of 
Parliament'. 23 Whether Grey was indeed 'of no eminent parts' will be considered later. 
Certainly though he was backed by the authority of Parliament and he was a young man; 
in 1642 he would have been aged nineteen . We may compare this with the king's nephew, 
Prince Rupert, who at the same time had been given command of the Royalist Horse and 
was aged twenty three. Due to the high mortality rate of the period young men often 
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obtained positions of considerable responsibility very much earlier in their careers than is 
common today. This was all the more likely if they occupied high social position by birth; 
authority being a function of social position. Thomas, Lord Grey of Groby entered the 
military fray by raising a troop of horse locally in Leicestershire from amongst friends, 
neighbours, tenants and servants. It appears as the third troop in the 1642 
Parliamentarian Army List. The cornet or flag of the troop was based on Grey's personal 
emblem and consisted of an ermine unicorn inset within a sun in splendour on a half blue 
and half red (per pale) field with the legend PER BELLUM ET PACEM ('Through War 
And Peace'). Later he had a Foot regiment which was based on Leicester. This had five 
companies; the first being commanded in Lord Grey's absence by a Colonel Henry Grey. 
Colonel Grey also acted often as the Governor of Leicester, again in Lord Grey's stead. 
Lord Grey led his troop in the Edgehill fight as part of Sir William Balfour's Regiment of 
Horse. This regiment aquitted itself well in the action. 

On 13th December 1642 Lord Grey of Groby was created Lord General of the counties 
of Leicester, Nottingham, Derby, Rutland and Lincoln. This was changed two days later 
when he was appointed Major-General of the Association of the Counties of Leicester, 
Derby, Nottingham, Rutland, Northampton, Buckingham, Bedford and Huntingdon. 
Thus, at the age of nineteen, he was placed in overall command of this grouping known as 
the Midland Association. Lincolnshire and Huntingdonshire were later to become part of 
the rather more famous Eastern Association. Thomas Grey received his commissions 
from the Earl of Essex, Lord-General of the forces raised by the Parliament. Essex does 
seem to have been a patron of Grey. Denzil Holles24 refers to this and Mark Noble 
mentions 'the many obligations' and 'a peculiar devoir'.::, for which Grey owed Essex. It is 
not clear what these were exactly but the two families of Grey and Devereux were related 
and the Earls of Stamford and Essex were friends. Essex's family life was unhappy and 
Lord Grey seems to have been a surrogate son to him. 

Grey had acted swiftly in the autumn of 1642 to secure Leicester for the Parliament. He 
based his command of the Midland Association there and set up the local Parliamentary 
Committees. Garrisons were established throughout the county at Leicester, Leicester 
Abbey, Thurnby, Coleorton Bagworth, Burley (at Loughborough), and Kirkby Bellars. 
At an early stage he entered Rutland and secured it for Parliament. There are records of 
many local skirmishes which took place in Leicestershire between the rival forces of Lord 
Grey and Henry Hastings, created Lord Loughborough by the King during the war for his 
services to the crown, but for the purposes of this particular study only the main incidents 
in Grey's military career will be referred to. 

The spring of 1643 saw an inauspicious beginning for Lord Grey of Groby's 
generalship. He was given overall command of a campaign against the strong Royalist 
garrison at Newark. A rendezvous was arranged at Nottingham for Parliamentarian 
forces including those commanded by a Col. Oliver Cromwell (a cavalry commander from 
East Anglia), Sir John Gell (Derbyshire), Col. John Hutchinson (Nottingham), Col. 
Hubbard, and John Hotham the Younger (Yorkshire). Lord Grey was the commander-in
chief of this 'task force' but his hesitations and his obvious reluctance to advance too far 
from Nottingham and to expose Leicestershire and his family holdings to Royalist flank 
attacks made him open to criticism. Lucy Hutchinson, wife to Col. John Hutchinson 
refers to 'the inexperience of the chief commander' and of 'his too credulous good 
nature'. 26 Oliver Cromwell observed accurately that Grey was wary of the Hastings threat 
in his rear, 'I perceive that Ashby-de-la-Zouch sticks much with him'. 27 These critics 
succeeded in lobbying Parliament to the effect that Sir John Meldrum was sent to take 
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over from him. From this rather inglorious start, however, Lord Grey's military career 
began to blossom. 

In May 1643 he captured Rockingham Castle which he used as a base for increasing his 
control over Rutland. In August 1643 he led his forces to join the Earl of Essex's army at 
Aylesbury and in the campaign that followed took part in the relief of Gloucester on 8th 
September where Edward Massey had held out against a prolonged siege. Lord Grey and 
his men took part in the Battle of Newbury on 20th September for which services he 
received the official thanks of the Parliament. In 1644 he again received the thanks of 
Parliament for taking the royalist outposts at Wilney Ferry, Wingfield Manor and Kings 
Mills in Derbyshire and Shelford Manor in Nottinghamshire. 

Another development in 1644, though less favourable, was the emergence of open 
differences between Lord Grey and his local Committee. The Leicestershire Committee, 
like its counterparts in other counties, supplied the supportive financial and 
administrative sinews for the parliamentarian war effort in the localities. There was the 
usual sprinkling of the local nobility and wealthier gentry, led by Lord Grey, but the bulk 
of the Committee members were local merchants and traders - the backbone of the 
Puritan support. Many of these Committee members held military rank in locally raised 
units. In the spring of 1644 Richard Ludlam, an active local captain and Committee man 
(and Mayor of Leicester 1642/3) was placed under house arrest at Burley House, 
Loughborough: 

'for an affront done to the Lord Grey; and ... since his return he hath humbled 
himself to his lordship; which may prove a good example to others, to refrain 
themselves from the like offences, and teach them better manners' .28 

The purpose of this action by Lord Grey would seem to have been to remind his 
subordinates and social inferiors of their station and place . Dissent within local 
committees and between members and their local military commanders were not 
uncommon. Colonel Robert Overton at Hull and Colonel John Hutchinson at 
Nottingham, to name but two, were other parliamentarian commanders who had trouble 
with their committees, or factions on them: 

'Almost all the parliament garrisons were infected and disturbed with like factious 
little people, insomuch as that many worthy gentlemen were wearied out of their 
commands, and oppressed by a certain mean sort of people, whom to distinguish 
from the more honourable gentlemen, they called 'worsted stocking men' . Some 
Governors as violently curbed their committees, as the committees factiously 
molested them' .29 

Civil war had brought people into positions of authority and put swords into the hands 
of others who would not normally have been able to challenge their social superiors 
among the nobility and upper gentry whether of royalist or parliamentarian persuasion. 
Such 'democratic' or 'anarchic' tendencies were, not surprisingly, more advanced on the 
'rebel' parliamentarian side who had set the example of resisting God's anointed. Indeed, 
it was the view of Clarendon that the Parliament's officers were all 'dirty people of no 
name'. 30 While this was clearly untrue it remains the case that at the local level it was the 
'worsted stocking' committee men rather than the nobility or gentry who underpinned the 
parliamentarian war effort. As David Underdown puts it: 

'Though the 'vulgar rabble' might be unregenerate, there were enough who were not 
so, among the middling sort, to give the servants of Parliament their joyful zest for 
doing the Lord's work. Yeomen and craftsmen, inspired by the cumulative effects of 
being for generations a people apart, persecuted yet Elect of God, charged with the 
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duty of Saints to change for the better a world dominated by the reprobate majority 
- these were the men who ran Parliament's local administration in the 
Committees. ' 31 

Lord Grey was to continue to have problems with such people. 
March 1644 saw the Cotes Bridge affray near Loughborough. This was essentially an 

inconclusive skirmish which left the Royalists with the road to Newark clear because the 
Parliamentarian force under Meldrum drew off to Nottingham after having gained the 
initial tactical advantage. This allowed Prince Rupert to raise the siege of Newark. Lord 
Grey's Regiment of Horse was present at Cotes Bridge and fell back to Leicester with their 
commander . In the recriminations and attempts to aportion blame that followed the 
debacle, there were several allegations of violence of word and physical intimidation 
against witnesses by Stamford, Grey, and their servants. Despite local parliamentarian 
victories in skirmishes at such places as Melton Mowbray, Hinckley, Bosworth Field, 
Belgrave, and Costook (Notts .) throughout the spring and summer of 1644 problems 
between Lord Grey and his committee persisted . In May 1644 the 'Parliament Scoute' 
lamented of Leicestershire: 

'So sad have been the sufferings of that county, and Rutland , by reason of the 
disharmony there . 
. . . Poore Leicestershire! not a county more right for the Parliament, and yet no 
county so tattered and torn as it bath been ... that a few men in a couple of 
noblemen's houses;(Belvoir and Ashby-de-la-Zouch), should waste a county as they 
have done' . 32 

On 25th May a letter was sent to the House of Commons from a Captain Edward Grey 
asking the House to settle the differences between members of the committee and the 
soldiers of the garrison at Leicester. Two days later the House of Commons read an 
Ordinance to create a Committee of the Militia for Leicestershire: a unification ofthe 
military Co-ordinating and fund raising functions . This new arrangement does not seem, 
however, to have solved the problem of local disharmony between the leaders of 
Parliament's cause locally. On 16th August the House of Commons Journal records that: 

'Mr Carew presented from the Committee of Both Kingdoms certain informations 
given in by Lord Grey, containing certain passages betwixt him and the Committee 
for the Militia for the county of Leicester'. 33 

It seems from the evidence that Lord Grey had left the county sometime during the 
summer and was probably in London. 

On 4th September a petition 'of the inhabitants of Leicester' 34 was presented to the 
Commons asking that the differences that had arisen between Lord Grey's officers be 
resolved . It was referred to a committee of the House. A further petition was presented in 
November from the 'Gentlemen, Freeholders, and Best-Affected of Leicestershire' 
desiring that the Lord Grey of Groby ('who first rescued us out of the hands of the 
malignants , gave the town of Leicester, then ready to be seized on by them, a garrison, 
and gave encouragement and life to the actions of the well-affected') their commander-in
chief be sent back to them to unify his officers and that the gentlemen of quality who 
should serve on the County Committee be enjoined so to do and not thus leave it to those 
of the 'mean middling sort'. 35 The petition had two thousand signatures appended . 

In the early part of 1645 the situation seems hardly to have improved . Grey appears to 
still be in London. Indeed, after a skirmish in February of that year somewhere between 
Market Harborough and Leicester, Sir Marmaduke Langdale and 3,000 Royalist horse 
having pushed aside 800 Parliamentarian dragoons spent the night in Leicester 
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unopposed. 36 In April Lord Grey, still in London, received a letter dated the 12th of that 
month from his ex-Royalist brother-in-law George Booth, later Lord Delamere, which 
warned that the defences of Leicester were inadequate and that it could easily be taken. 37 

Grey ordered that weaknesses in the walls be repaired but progress on this remained 
patchy. At the end of May a Royalist field army commanded by King Charles himself and 
Prince Rupert laid siege to Leicester and after fierce fighting and a storming the town fell 
on 1st June 1645. Lord Grey was not in Leicester at the time nor does he appear to have 
been in the avenging army under Sir Thomas Fairfax which defeated the Royalists at 
Naseby and recaptured Leicester within a fortnight of its loss. 

There had, however, been another important development in April 1645 which may go 
some way to explain Grey's absence. This was the coming into effect of the Self-Denying 
Ordinance passed by Parliament which ruled that members of the Houses of Parliament 
should not hold high military command. This was a device used by the Independents to 
sweep aside the mainly irresolute and semi-royalist Presbyterian commanders such as the 
Earls of Essex and Manchester. An exception was shortly to be made for Oliver Cromwell 
MP as the Lieutenant-General of the Horse in the newly created New Model Army. The 
effect for the moment, however, was to remove Lord Grey of Groby from his military 
commands. 

The cessation of hostilities after the first civil war was followed by increased political 
activity both locally and nationally. ln June 1645 the House of Commons impeached the 
Earl of Stamford along with two of his servants for assaulting Sir Arthur Hesilrige. The 
case was heard on 30th September but was afterwards dropped. Incidentally, there was a 
similar incident in 1648 between these local Parliamentarian rivals. 

The year 1646 saw two key developments in the life and career of Lord Grey. The first 
was the death in a hunting accident of his patron the Earl of Essex. With the loss of Essex 
Grey's movement away from the 'Presbyterian' grouping in Parliament seems to have 
accelerated. He had been friendly with Denzil Holles and Sir Philip Stapleton, the 
Presbyterian leaders in the Commons, in 1643 and 1644. He was also a friend of Sir 
Samuel Luke, another Pr"esbyterian . Grey now began to diverge more openly from their 
position which was also that of his father. The second event was Lord Grey's marriage in 
June at the age of twenty three to Dorothy Bourchier, daughter and co-heir of Edward, 
Earl of Bath. 38 Dorothy's sister was married to Basil Feilding, Lord Denbigh, who had 
been the Parliamentarian commander in most of the West Midlands. There were 
consequent lawsuits over the question of the Earl of Bath's inheritance. It seems that 
whilst Thomas Grey had been away from Leicestershire in late 1644, during 1645, and 
early 1646, amongst other things he had been courting Dorothy Bourchier and developing 
new political connections. 

Father and son were now in different camps. The Earl of Stamford had been appointed 
by Parliament in July 1645 as a Commissioner to reside with the Scots Army then in 
England and to whom the King gave himself up. Stamford was sent in December 1646 and 
January 1647 as a member of the Committee set up by Parliament to agree articles with 
the Scots concerning the future of the King and to settle upon relations between the two 
which suited the Presbyterian interest. In January 1648 he was to go to Scotland again and 
in the following May was thanked by the House of Lords for his care and good service in 
that employment. The year 1647, meanwhile, witnessed the revolt by the victorious New 
Model Army against what it regarded as an ungrateful and untrustworthy Parliament 
which was holding talks with the 'Man of Blood' (Charles Stuart) whilst seeking to 
disband them without pay and without indemnity. By this point Lord Grey of Groby had 
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identified with the 'Independent' faction in Parliament which included Oliver Cromwell 
and Henry Ireton and had strong links with the Army. Whereas the Earl of Stamford was 
a member of the 'non-innoventory' or 'moderate' wing of the rival Presbyterian faction 
Lord Grey was rapidly becoming more and more radical in his politics. Lord Grey of 
Groby was one of the Independent members who fled with the Speaker of the House of 
Commons to join the Army as it marched on London against the Parliament. The leaders 
of the Presbyterian faction called out the London Trained Bands but as resistance to the 
Army evaporated they fled abroad. Lord Grey now became an even closer associate of the 
Army leaders Sir Thomas Fairfax and Oliver Cromwell. On 7th September he moved the 
motion in the House of Commons that expelled the eleven absent Presbyterian leaders, 
including Denzil Holles .39 

The second civil war broke out in June 1648. The Prince of Wales, supported by the 
Scots Army and northern Royalists, invaded England . There were several risings in 
different parts of the country by Royalists and Presbyterians in a bid to free King Charles 
from custody and to restore him to power. (As the price of their support the Scots had 
secured an undertaking that the kirk system of church government be imposed in 
England. An earlier and similar agreement to extend this Covenant by the English 
Parliament in return for assistance against the King had been frustrated by the 
Independents) . 

In Leicester the two Borough MPs stood foyal to 'the Good Old Cause'. Thomas Cooke 
had been replaced because of his royalist sympathies by Peter Temple in November 1645. 
Temple was a local Committee man and a colonel in the militia. With him Lord Grey of 
Groby raised forces in Leicestershire to crush any royalist rising and then to move north to 
help resist the invading army. During this campaign Lord Grey wrote a wonderfully titled 
letter to Parliament - 'Old English Blood boyling afresh in Leicestershire Men' .40 The 
letter is addressed directly to Major-General Phillip Skippon for transmission to 
Parliament and gives an interesting insight into Grey's religious and political attitudes; 
attitudes which were becoming increasingly radical in their Puritan zeal. In the event the 
Scots and Royalists were defeated by Cromwell in the Battle of Preston in August 1648 in 
the fight over the Ribble bridges. Langdale's northern horse and the Duke of Hamilton's 
horse escaped southwards but in some disarray . Later in August Lord Grey and his troops 
caught up with and captured the Duke of Hamilton at Uttoxeter in Staffordshire. Lord 
Grey was awarded money for this and other past services by a grateful Parliament.41 His 
military actions were also ratified: he had of course been disqualified from such 
commands by the Self-Denying Ordinance. 

Probably as a result of his perceived zeal and activity for the radical parliamentarian 
cause Lord Grey moved into the centre of the emerging 'junta' of Army leaders alongside 
Cromwell and Ireton . Insufficient attention has previously been given to his central role in 
events at this time which has thus been seriously underestimated. 

He took the leading part in what is known as 'Pride's Purge' in December 1648 when 
the Army purged Parliament of most of the remaining royalist sympathisers and 
'moderates' (ie Presbyterians) . Grey personally directed Colonel Pride and his musketeers 
as to which MPs to exclude from the chamber of the House of Commons as they 
approached to enter. Lord Grey seems to have been a key figure in this coup d'etat rather 
than Oliver Cromwell. Perhaps it should be termed 'Grey of Groby's Purge', though 
admittedly this is less alliterative. It is of course possible in hindsight to assume that Grey 
might have been used as a tool by Cromwell in this exercise yet there appears to be no 
contemporary evidence to that effect. The result of the action was that the military 
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Independents (called by Holies 'the vicious party') now had the ascendency and moved 
towards the trial and execution of King Charles. 

In January 1649 Lord Grey of Groby sat in the Painted Chamber at Westminster as a 
member of the High Court of Justice which tried Charles Stuart as a tyrant, traitor, and 
public enemy. He signed the Death Warrant after sentence had been pronounced. Indeed, 
Grey's is the second signature on the warrant, coming only after that of John Bradshaw, 
the President of the Court, and before that of Oliver Crom we 11. 42 The first three 
signatures are the largest and the boldest of the fifty-nine on the warrant. One can 
speculate on the significance of the prominence and position of Grey's signature alongside 
that of Cromwell's, remembering that at the time the younger man as an aristocrat was 
the social superior of the East Anglian country squire turned General. Mark Noble, a 
hostile C18th commentator says of the signing of the death warrant by Lord Grey: 

'His presence probably was absolutely necessary to give some sanction to the 
infamous proceedings, and to overawe such as might be refractory' .43 

Again, in relation to Cromwell's assumed influence over the other signatories Lord Grey 
of Groby's role is likely to have been underrated. 

The Earl of Stamford had been alarmed by the Army Revolt of 1647 and the 1648 purge 
of the Parliament in which his son had played a major role against the former's friends 
and allies. The final straw for him was the trial and execution of the King. He 
disassociated himself from his son's involvement in these events and from this time on he 
was a royalist. Perhaps he had been consistently for 'King and Parliament' or 'King and 
Covenant' all along as he maintained. John Throsby the early C18th Leicestershire 
historian recalls how his great-grandfather was at Bradgate Park oonversing with 'Lord 
Grey' (Stamford) when his son arrived from London immediately after the condemnation 
of Charles I and received the unwelcome news, like that nobleman, with horror: 

'Well Thomas', says the father to the son, 'King, or no King?' - 'No King, my lord' 
replied the son - 'Then no Lord Grey!' rejoined the father and left him in disgust. 

Throsby adds, 'This nobleman (Stamford) like Fairfax and many others was friendly to 
the cause of the people, but not to a governing army. ' 44 

In February 1649 Lord Grey of Groby was appointed a member of the Council of State 
created by the Rump Parliament to govern the country after the execution of Charles I 
and the abolition of the monarchy and House of Lords.45 He remained a member of the 
Council of State between 1649 to 1651 and from 1652 to 1653. During this time he has 
been described, along with Col. Henry Marten, as being the member of the government of 
the new Republic or Commonwealth of England most in sympathy with the democratic 
political group known as the Levellers.46 

During this period Lord Grey began to increase his wealth and estates. Sometimes this 
was a result of the generosity of a grateful Parliament, sometimes land speculation, and 
sometimes he took advantage of discomfitted royalist families. The list of all of his 
accumulated property and money would be too exhaustive to itemise here but they 
included the following:-

the Queen's Manor House, Park and lands at Holdenby (pronounoed Holmby) in 
Northamptonshire; the Lord Craven's estate at Coombe Abbey near Coventry 
Uudged worth £3,000 per annum); income from the Earl of Chesterfield's estates in 
Derbyshire and S.Notts; income from Sir Charles Smith's estates in Warwicks. and 
Leics.; Lord Hatton's estate at Moulton Park, Northants; much land in Rutland, 
some from Lord Camden; the property of a Mr George Smith (a recusant) in 
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Queniborough, Leicestershire; and a fine house within its own grounds at Hyde 
Park in London. 

lt was at Coombe Abbey that Lady Dorothy Grey gave birth to their son and heir, also 
named Thomas, in 1653 . In addition Lord and Lady Grey had two daughters, Elizabeth 
and Anne. 

This was the time of the expansion of Lord Grey of Groby's power, wealth and 
influence. His military career was not yet over. In August I 651 the newly crowned King 
Charles II (of the Scots) invaded what he claimed to be his southern kingdom. Lord Grey 
commanded the militia in Leicestershire and raised troops of horse to help counter the 
invasion . Most of the Presbyterian faction had now joined the Royalists; even the Earl of 
Stamford was suspect. After the defeat of the Scottish and Royalist army at Worcester, in 
what Oliver Cromwell called 'God's crowning mercy', Edward Massey (the former hero 
of the siege of Gloucester) in his flight surrendered to Lord Grey at Bradgate. In 
December 1651 Parliament voted a £1,000 per annum pension to Lord Grey of Groby for 
his great services to the Commonwealth .47 

Throughout 1652 Lord Grey rode high in the government of the state. He was the 
leading aristocrat and a major figure in the republican regime. The hostile Noble 
comments of this period: 

'Lord Grey was now in his meridian glory; he had destroyed his sovereign, and with 
him monarchy: he rose to be one of the heads of state; having gratified his ambition, 
and the lust of rule, he sought also to glut himself with wealth, and this he had by no 
means been delicate in doing before' .48 

Like father, like son? One recalls the earlier description of the Earl of Stamford's 
acquisitive tendencies. Amongst his other acquisitions Lord Grey seems to have gained 
control of 'The Tutbury Race', a highly valued establishment of racing stables and stud 
for race horses. This love of horseflesh, and the income which accrued from it, he seems 
to have shared with his father . Back in 1640 the Earl of Stamford had been in trouble with 
the King for appropriating horses intended for use in the war against the Scots and adding 
them for far too long to his own collection at Bradgate. 

The year 1653 was a turning point in the fortunes of Lord Grey of Groby . On the 
surface all was well but this was the year in which Oliver Cromwell began to move against 
him and others in order to secure his own pre-eminence on the way to establishing himself 
as the Lord Protector. To Cromwell Lord Grey of Groby was a major rival. By this time 
Sir Thomas Fairfax had long since retired to a life in the country at Nunappleton. Lord 
Grey was wealthy, aristocratic, centrally placed with influence in London and the 
Midlands, ambitious, and a well regarded man in the Army. In turn Grey distrusted the 
sincerity of Cromwell's loyalty to the Commonwealth after a succession of events which 
he had engineered such as the crushing of the Levellers in the Army at Burford by 
duplicity and force in 1649, the abolition of the Rump Parliament in 1652, and finally 
after the abolition of the 'Barebones' Parliament or 'Assembly of the Saints' towards the 
close of 1653. 

In the elections for the parliament newly established by Lord Protector Oliver 
Cromwell which were held in 1654 Lord Grey was returned as member for Leicester and 
Stamford as member for the shire. Grey was banned from taking his seat by Cromwell as 
too dangerous49 and certain gentlemen of Leicestershire petitioned the Lord Protector and 
his Council that the Earl of Stamford 'had assisted the late King of Scots (Charles II), and 
is not of good conversation'. 50 The Parliament insisted, however, that both should take 
their seats. 
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This reprieve did not last long. Lord Grey of Groby was now a marked man. In 
February 1655 he was arrested at Bradgate by Colonel Francis Hacker on the Lord 
Protector's orders for his opposition to the Protectorate, his former sympathy with the 
Levellers, and his adherence to the principle of the Commonwealth. ' ... some leading 
men, who had retired some time since to live in the country and who are suspected of a 
share in this last conspiracy, have been suddenly arrested by order of the Protector. Chief 
among these is the eldest son of the Earl of Stamford, a man of noble birth, considerable 
following and high spirit, but very apt to stir up disorder and restlessness. ' 51 He was 
imprisoned at Windsor Castle though much afflicted with gout. Following an application 
to the Lord Protector he was released after six months in detention. 52 

Lord Grey found it difficult to accept his reduced political role. He was implicated in a 
conspiracy with the Fifth Monarchists against Cromwell which was known as the 
Shoreditch plot. The Fifth Monarchy Men were a group of millenarian Puritans led by 
Major-General Thomas Harrison, Major Wildman and Colonel Sexby who were aspiring 
to set up the rule on earth of King Jesus. The Shoreditch conspirators had, however, been 
infiltrated by agents of John Thurloe, Cromwell's Spymaster-General. The leaders of the 
plot were arrested. There seems little evidence that Lord Grey was directly involved in the 
details of the proposed coup but had been envisaged by the conspirators as an acceptable 
figurehead of the new order until the actual arrival of King Jesus. 53 The connection, 
however tenuous, was convenient for Cromwell and Lord Grey was imprisoned once more 
at Windsor Castle. This time his freedom was only obtained by the payment of a large 
sum of money as a guarantee of his future political inactivity. In 1656 he stood as a 
candidate for MP for the Borough of Leicester once more, but the mark of the Lord 
Protector was against him and he failed to be elected. 

He died in 1657 sometime between 4th April and 8th May aged thirty four and very 
probably of the gout. In his will he left his widow Dorothy, who was with child, and his 
children Thomas, Elizabeth and Anne his property and possessions. Dorothy swiftly 
married a Gustavus Mackworth who was killed in Booth's rebellion in August 1659 and 
she forfeited her property through sequestration as the widow of a malignant. This was 
quite ironic as Lord Grey had gained most of it through the same mechanism! 

In the rising named after his son-in-law, George Booth, the Earl of Stamford declared 
for 'the King and the Covenant'; producing at Bradgate a banner emblazoned with those 
words together with arms which had been stored there and attempted unsuccessfully to 
raise troops in Leicestershire. He was arrested and committed to the Tower of London on 
3rd September on a charge of High Treason. 

Upon the Restoration of the monarchy in 1660 the Earl of Stamford was freed and he 
was able to use his influence to prevent the exhumation and posthumous 'execution' and 
mutilation of Lord Grey of Groby's body as happened to the bodies of Cromwell, Ireton, 
Bradshaw and most of the other deceased regicides who had signed the King's death 
warrant. He also managed to save his late son and heir's estate from being exempted from 
the Act of Oblivion. 54 The Earl suffered from gout like his son but survived to the age of 
seventy four. He died at Bradgate in 1673 and was succeeded by his grandson Thomas. 

It is often said, with some justification, that the winners write the history books. One of 
the problems in trying to assess the reputations and actions of the Parliamentarians of the 
Great Rebellion era - especially the radical ones like Lord Grey of Groby - is that 
having won the war they lost the peace, thus forfeiting both the romance which often 
attaches to 'gallant' losers, e.g. the civil war Cavaliers or the American Confederates, and 
the rehabilitation and self-justification that comes with ultimate victory. To some extent 
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this has been mitigated by the commentaries of more favourably disposed Victorian 
Liberals but these can bring historiographical problems of their own. Many of the later 
commentaries perpetuate the bias of earlier chroniclers; for example Clarendon's 
description of Lord Grey at the outbreak of hostilities is often cited by later authorities to 
devalue his role generalll. 55 Those who have investigated more thoroughly often produce 
a different judgement. 5 There is, of course, always the danger of mistaken interpreta
tions being passed on from one chronicler to a succession of later ones and thus becoming 
an erroneous fact which can mislead the new reader. Let one example suffice for now. 
Mark Noble refers to Lord Grey of Groby gaining possession of the Queen's property at 
Holdenby, 'where he made a great devastation in the wood' .57 This comment made in the 
early eighteenth century is picked up by the Victorian chronicler Miss E.T. Bradley in her 
entry in the Dictionary of National Biography. She also refers back to one of Grey's con
temporaries, another hostile Presbyterian, Clement Walker, who chronicles 'a great fall in 
the woods'. 58 But Clement Walker actually writes 'there's a great fall in the woods', 59 i.e. 
'there's a windfall!' and is referring to the granting of the manor house, park and lands to 
Grey. 

Like father, like son? What is our conclusion to be? Noble said of the Earl of Stamford 
that 'he never made any distinguished figure in the field; that was reserved to this, his 
son'. 60 This can be taken as a grudging tribute to Lord Grey of Groby and goes some way 
to offset Clarendon's rather premature verdict. Noble also said that 'The Earl was 
contaminated by every crime; his son seemed ambitious to excel him' .61 Noble is highly 
critical of both of them but he was a Tory vicar writing at the time of the French 
Revolution and claimed that he sought to point out to the hateful French regicides of his 
time the errors and fates of the English regicides. 

Both the Earl of Stamford and Lord Grey of Groby were men of their time with much 
in common in terms of personality if not in politics. They both stood true to their causes: 
in Stamford's case that of 'King and Parliament' and in his son's case that of the 
Commonwealth. Lord Grey of Groby was described by C.H. Firth as 'one of the most 
loyal and thoroughgoing supporters of the Republic' 62 and by his own contemporary and 
comrade in arms Edmund Ludlow as one 'who has always manifested a constant affection 
to the Commonwealth' .63 It is time that the role played by this illustrious son of Leicester
shire in the momentous events of the Great Rebellion era was rescued from neglect and 
brought to the attention of a wider public both within and beyond the confines of that 
county. 
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Thomas Grey, 2nd Marquis of Dorset 
died 1530 

m. Margaret 
(dau. Sir Robert Wotton) 

Henry Grey, 3rd Marquis of Dorset m . Frances Brandon Thomas Grey John Grey 
er. Duke of Suffolk 1551 (dau. Duke of Suffolk) beheaded 1554 m. Mary Brown 

beheaded 1554 

Lady Jane Grey 
(Nine Days Queen) 

beheaded Feb. 1553-4 

Lady Catherine 
Grey 

(sis. Lord Montacute) 
Leonard Grey Seated at Pirgo, Essex 

L,~,~::d:,mr-f-an_c_y ______ _Jl564 
Sir Henry 

Baron Bonvile & Harrington 
er. 1st Baron Grey of Groby 1603 

died 1614 

m. Anne 
(dau. Lord Windsor 
of Bradenham) 

Sir John Grey m. Elizabeth Neville 
died 1611 I (dau. Lord Abergavenny) 

Henry Grey m. Anne Cecil 
born 1599 (dau. Lord Burghley, 

2nd Baron Grey of Groby, etc. 1614 Earl of Exeter) 
er. 1st Earl of Stamford 1628 

died 1673 

I 
Thomas Grey m. Dorothy Bourchier 

Lord Grey of Groby (dau. Earl of Bath) 
1623-1657 

I 
Thomas Grey m. Elizabeth Harvey 

2nd Erl of Stamford 
1654-1720 

Died without surviving heir 

I--· ·---·, 
John Grey m . Katherine 1 

Anchitel Grey (dau. Lord I I Dudley & Ward) 
r---1 Leonard Grey 

Henry Grey m. Dorothy Wrighte 
3rd Earl of Stamford 

1685-1739 
The succession continued in this line 
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Notes 

I. The main substance of this article was originally presented as a paper to a one day conference of the East 
Midlands Study Unit on 'Leicestershire Families and the English Civil War' held at the Loughborough 
University of Technology on 16th March 1985. 

2. Spelt Grooby in the Cl 7th as it is pronounced locally in the C20th. 
3. The memory of this first Lord Grey of Groby was preserved for posterity by the effigy and tomb which he 

shared with his wife in the chapel at Bradgate House. The tomb and the chapel remain intact to this day in 
the ruins of Bradgate House in Bradgate Park, six miles north west of Leicester. 

4. This is in order to avoid confusion over references to Stamford as Lord Grey (he did it himself - probably 
out of habit as it was his original title) and to other Lord Greys, e.g. Grey of Ruthin (Earl of Kent from 
1643), Grey of Wark, Grey of Codnor, and Lord Gray a Scottish peer - all Parliamentarians of the Civil 
War period. Commentators have in the past mistaken these as well as Colonel Edward Grey, Colonel 
Henry Grey and Theophilus Grey (younger brother of the Earl of Kent) for Thomas Lord Grey of Groby 
especially as the latter two often acted as Governor of Leicester in his stead. 

5. Brydges, Collins Peerage of England, Vol.III., pp .353-66 
6. Calendar of State Papers, Domestic Series, 1629-31, (henceforth C.S.P.D.), p.491, 1631-3 p.54 

It has been estimated that in 1607 at least one quarter of the county of Leicestershire had been enclosed and 
that by 1640 nearly one third of all villages were entirely enclosed 
( Victorian County History, Leicestershire, Val.II, pp .200-206) 

7. C.S.P.D., 1631-3 p.559 & Historical Manuscripts Commission, MSS of Earl Cowper, II, p.111 
8. C.S.P.D., 1635-6 p .203 

David Fleming, MA dissertation (unpublished) 'Some aspects of the gentry in Jacobean and Caroline 
Leicestershire' Leicester University, 1976 with reference to R.H. Tawney, The Rise of the Gentry 

9. W. Kelly, Royal Progresses and Visits to Leicester (1884); Records of the Borough of Leicester, Val.IV, 
1603-1688, (1923) 

10. Dictionary of National Biography, Vol.XXIII See Grey, Henry, first Early of Stamford p.187 & Geoffrey 
H. White, The Complete Peerage (G.E.C.) (1953 edition), Val.XII, pp.217-223 

11. C.S.P.D., 1638-9 pp .81-82 
12. Ibid, 1639 pp.330-l 
13 . Ibid, 1641-3 p.359 
14. John Nichols, The History and Antiquities of the County of Leicester, Val.III, Part II, Appendix IV p .30, 

(Vicars p.104) 
15. For Putney Army Debates see 'The Clarke Papers' ed. C.H. Firth Camden Society, Val.I, pp .226-406, or 

Puritanism and Liberty ed. A.S.P . Woodhouse (Dent 1938) pp.1-124 
16. Nichols, op.cit., Val.III, Part II, Appendix IV p.30 ('Remarkable Passages from Leicester' 1642) 
17 . C.S.P.D., 1641-3 p.400 
18. Edward Hyde, Earl of Clarendon History of the Great Rebellion ed. W .D. Macray, (1888) Book VII, §89 
19. S.L. Gardiner, History of the Great Civil War, Val.I p.138 
20. Clarendon State Papers, Val.II, p.150 
21. Journal of the House of Lords (L.J .), Vol. VI, p.346 
22. Journal of the House of Commons (C.J.), Vol.III, p.601 & p.605 
23. Clarendon, op.cit., Book VI, §275, p.349 
24. Denzil Holies, Memoirs of Denzi/ Hailes (London edition 1815) p.270 

He refers to the Lord Grey of Groby 'who had before been zealous for my Lord Essex, as he had good 
reason for the respects he had received from him' 

25. Rev . Mark Noble (Nobel, Lives of the English Regicides, (London 1798) Val.I, pp.262-263 
26. Lucy Hutchinson, Memoirs of the Life of Colonel Hutchinson, (Everyman edition, Dent 1965) p.121 
27. Oliver Cromwell's Letters and Speeches, ed. Thomas Carlyle (Chapman & Hall, London 1888) Vol.I, 

Letter IX, p .127 
Letter to the Committee at Lincoln, 3rd May 1643 
'Believe it, it were better, in my poor opinion, Leicester were not, than there should not be found an 
immediate taking of the field by our forces to accomplish the common ends' 

28. 'Military Scribe' 1644, cited in Victoria County History, Leicestershire, Val.II 
29. Lucy Hutchinson, op.cit., p.222 
30. Clarendon, op.cit. Book V, §385, also Book VI, §§261, 271 
31. David Underdown, Pride's Purge, (Oxford 1971), pp .12-13 
32. The Parliament Scoute, No.61, 1644, cited by R .E. Sherwood in 'Civil Strife in the Midlands 1642-1651 ', 

(Phillimore 1974) p.154 



52 

33. C.J., Vol.III, p .592 
34. Ibid, Vol.III, p.618 
35. Ibid, Vol.VI, p.688 
36. Nichols, op.cit., Vol.III, Part II, Appendix No. IV, p.41 
37. Ibid., pp.41-42 
38. Chester, London Marriage Licenses, 4th June 1646, p.277 
39. Holies, op .cit., p .302 
40. Nichols, op.cit., Vol.IV, Part II, p.634 
41. C.J., op.cit., Vol.VI, p.248 
42. Death Warrant of Charles I. This document is reproduced in, among other places, S.L. Gardiner's History 

of the Great Civil War, Vol.IV, p .309 
43. Noble, op.cit., p.268 
44. John Throsby, Select Views in Leicestershire, 1789; Supplementary Volume to the Leicestershire Views 

Vol.II 
(Excursions) 1790, p.90 
Throsby also records that a Mrs Margaret Choyce (Joyce) of Ratby who lived lo be 106 years old was 
present at this time,then aged 52 yrs ' ... on the arrival of the news at Bradgate that Charles I was 
condemned to die she fell on her knees, and wept bitterly, praying fervently to the Almighty to save 'the 
best of men' .' Vol.II, p.82 

45. C.J., op.cit., Vol.VI, p.361 
46. H .N . Brailsford, The Levellers and the English Revolution, ed. Christopher Hill (Spokesman Books 1976) 

p.468 
47 . C.S.P.D. 1651, pp.327, 341,369,516 

C.J., op.cit., Vol.VII, pp .52-53 
48 . Noble, op .cit., p.269 
49. Edmund Ludlow, Memoirs ed. C.H. Firth, Vol.I, p.390 
50. C.S.P.D. 1654, p .316 

S.L. Gardiner, History of the Commonwealth and Protectorate, Vol.III, p .20 
51. Calendar of Stale Papers, Venetian Series, 1655-56, p.31 
52 . C.S.P.D. 1655, p.241 
53. Thurloe State Papers Collection, Vol.LVII, p.403 
54. Historical Manuscripts Commission, Vol.5th Report, §72.1660 p .184 

In a letter dated 15th May 1660, a Mr Ayloffe informs a Mr John Langley of the following act of the new 
monarchist parliament: 
'- they have ordered bills of Attainder against the late Protector, Bradshaw, Ireton, and Pride for the 
confiscation of their estates; '!was moved the Lord Grey of Groby might ha' been another, but was not.' 

55. Clarendon was writing with the aim of showing the anarchic consequences of revolt against established 
authority . 
The Rev . Mark Noble was a Tory 'Church and King' vicar writing at the time of the French Revolution and 
he draws exclusively on hostile critics of Grey such as Clarendon, Holies, & Clement Walker. 
Later commentators such as E.W. Hensman, Nichols in large sections, and the writers of the V.C.H. and 
the D.N.B. tend to refer to these sources. 

56. John Hollings, The History of Leicester During the Great Civil War (1859) considers Claredon's comments 
on Lord Grey to constitute 'a somewhat harsh judgement'. 
Alan Eyeritt, The Local Community and the Great Rebellion (The Historical Association , London 1969) 
says of Clarendon 's assessment of Lord Grey of Groby that 'this view does not entirely square with his 
activities in Leicestershire .' p .28 

57 . Noble, op .cit. p .269 
58. D.N.B. , op.cit. , Vol.XXIII p.206 
59 . Clement Walker, The History of lndependency Part II p .173 
60. Noble, op.cit. p.262 
61. Ibid 
62. C.H . Firth, The House of Lords During the Civil War, p.229 
63 . Edmund Ludlow, Memoirs (Early edition) p.211 


