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A Short History of Galby and Frisby 
I 

THE village of Galby lies seven miles south-east of Leicester in the ancient 
hundred of Gartree. Most of the parish is rather more than five hundred 
feet above sea-level, on the western edge of the great ridge of high ground 
which crosses England diagonally from south-west to north-east. This 
ridge begins with the Cotswolds, continues with the Northamptonshire 
Uplands, and, diminishing in height as one goes north-eastwards, forms 
the uplands of East Leicestershire whose topmost summit is Whatborough 
Hill, seven hundred and fifty-five feet above the sea. Apart from the 
isolated hill-tops such as Whatborough and Robin-a·Xiptoe, this back
bone of England consists in Leicestershire of rolling grassland country 
five or six hundred feet up, traversed by little streams flowing in wide 
shallow valleys, and crowned by infrequent spinneys and clumps of trees 
that are visible at a great distance. 

The eastward view from Galby is bounded by this central ridge, 
two miles away. Down in the Cotswolds the escarpment is bold, 
rising in places to over a thousand feet; here in Leicestershire it is 
generally broken down to a gentle slope barely a hundred feet above the 
surrounding fields, although from the Galby-Frisby road it has a more 
bold and massive appearance. Near Billesdon and Tilton, and beyond, 
the marlstone again forms a conspicuous escarpment; but elsewhere the 
ridge, the watershed between Trent and Welland, is a whale-backed slope. 

A mile and a half away, east by south, the village of Illston, cold 
and windswept on its hill, closes the view; westwards the fields fall gently 
away to the. valley of the Soar in which the city of Leicester lies cupped, 
with the handsome eighteenth-century tower of King's Norton church in 
the middle distance. 

The parish of Galby covers nine hundred and forty acres, running 
roughly north and south for about two miles and having an ayerage width 
of rather more than half a mile. Across its middle runs a patch of sand 
and gravel of glacial origin, and upon this warm dry foundation the 
,village of Galby was first built in the closing years of the ninth century. 
North of this island on which the village is clustered, the fields of the 
parish slope down to the infant river Sence; southwards there is a more 
rapid fall of a hundred feet to a brook which joins the Sence by Great 
Glen, and beyond the brook a gentle rise towards Illston. The northern 
half of the parish is mainly covered by boulder clay, but in the southern 
half the clays of the Lower Lias, which underlie the whole district, are 
exposed.· 

Much the same may be said of the depopulated hamlet of Frisby 
which adjoins Galby to the east and has always been associated with it 
historically. Here, too, the old settlement stood on a small island of 
glacial sand and gravel amid a sea of damp clay, the actual site being 
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visible still as a pattern of ditches, banks and hollows in a sloping field 
a little to the east of Frisby House Farm. 

These upland fields are mostly Danish country, occupied and settled 
after the Angles had appropriated the more sheltered sites of Billesdon, 
Rolleston and Noseley. Billesdon, for instance, has produced a magnifi
cent Anglian br.ooch of the mid-sixth century; but the cold and windy 
uplands round Galby and Frisby, Illston and Carlton, were left for the 
Scandinavian settlers of the late ninth and early tenth centuries. Over 
these fields the winter wind flows uninterrupted like a sea and there is no 
shelter but near the thin and bony spinneys. 

Men moved in this landscape, however, before the coming of the 
Angles and the Danes. Along the ridge that closes the eastern horizon 
from Galby runs a road of great age, a true ridge-way. From, the 
neolithic and Bronze Age centre of Britain, at Avebury in 'Wiltshire, roads 
radiated in all directions along the summit of the downland. One such 
road made for the Cotswolds, and so along the Northamptonshire hills 
into Leicestershire, which is entered by the water-parting between Avon 
and Welland-the parting between the western and the eastern seas
near Husbands Bosworth. Thence the road ran along high ground to 
the saddle at Kibworth which divides the Trent and the Welland, and 
beyond Kibworth climbed steadily mile after mile, past Three Gates, to 
its summit near Tilton, where magnificent views open out to the east 
and to the north-west. 

This road is followed by parish boundaries for miles between Kib
worth and Tilton, a sure indication of great age, though as to its exact 
age we cannot be certain. At Husbands Bosworth a merchant's hoard 
of bronze implements dating from the Late Bronze Age ( c. 1000-c. 500 
B.C.) was found in the eighteenth century, indicating the existence of a 
traders' route at that date. Recently (1940) a bronze implement has 
been found near Kibworth; in 1910 a palstave of Middle Bronze Age 
date was found in ploughing a field at King's Norton; and the Tilton and 
Somerby districts have produced flint implements and arrow-heads of the 
early Bronze Age (c. 1900-1500 B.C.). We should not be far wrong 
if we attributed the origin of this road, which joins all these sites, to the 
Bronze Age, and more precisely perhaps to the middle of that period 
(roughly between 1500 and 1000 B.C.). 

Less than a mile and a half to the south-west of Galby runs another 
road of some antiquity, the Roman road from Leicester to Colchester, 

'i. I 

now known as the· Gartree road (its Old English name). This road, I 
after the manner of Roman roads except in really difficult country, runs ! 
straight for miles regardless of hills and river-crossings, unlike the pre- I\ 
historic road which carefully chooses its line to keep on high ground 
even at the cost of considerable detours. These two roads, the one 
Roman, the other nearly as old again, cross each other at right angles a 
mile due south of Illston church. 
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The Gartree road, unlike the more ancient way again, is no longer 
in use for considerable stretches of its course, except as a cart-track; 
towards Glooston and Medbourne it disappears completely in open fields. 
This has been the fate of Roman roads in many parts of the country, for 
where they run through fenny districts, or across land otherwise unsuit
able for human settlement, they were ignored by the Anglo-Saxons and 
the Scandinavians who founded our villages, and gradually were 
obliterated by nature. Where, however, the road ran more conveniently 
for the new settlers it was kept in use between two villages; and so the 
Gartree road to-day is alternately a usable road, or a muddy cart track 
or field-path, or nothing but a faint grassy causeway in empty fields. 

The ridge-way, on the other hand, continued to be used throughout 
pre-Conquest and medieval times as the main road between Melton and 
Market Harbprough, by means of a branch which left the old road at 
Three Gates. Where this branch-road crossed the Roman road, a few 
yards south-west of Shangton Grange, was another historic spot, for here 
on a triangular piece of ground formed by the meeting roads stood an 
ancient thorn-tree which was the assembly place of the hundred court of 
Gartree-gore tree. This tree, or a descendant of it, was still to be 
seen in the days of Nichols, the great Leicestershire historian, but it has 
long since disappeared. 

' 

II 

The history of Galby as a human settlement begins in all probability 
in the last years of the ninth century. In 876, after the Danish conquest 
of half of England, the army was disbanded and given land in this 
country, first of all in the East Riding of Yorkshire, and in the following 
year in Mercia, of which Leicestershire was part. In several instances 
a Dane displaced an English overlord in an already existing village, for 
there is evidence that not a few Leicestershire villages which have Scan
dinavian names to-day had existed before the Danish conquest and the 
change of name suggests in most cases a change of overlord; but the 
Danes also founded a considerable number of new settlements in country 
left untouched by the English, and of these villages Galby is an example. 
Since Mercia was again in English hands by the year 919, we are able 
to say that the majority of Leicestershire villages with Scandinavian 
names (except those we know to have existed earlier) were first founded 
in the last quarter of the ninth century. 

Galby, then, is a Danish settlement, and its name probably means 
"the by or farm on sterile or infertile soil" from the Old Norse word gall 
meaning "sterile". It seems, therefore, to be the Scandinavian equiva
lent of such ari English name as Hungerton, a village not far away that 
is similarly situated among the boulder clay. 
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The name Frisby is particularly interesting. It means "the by or 
farm of the Frisians,'' settlers from the coastland of northern Holland and 
northern Germany. Frisby (on the Wreak) has a similar origin. Thus 
Frisby by Galby, despite its Scandinavian name, is a far older settlement, 
dating from the Anglo-Saxon period. It probably does not belong to 
the earliest phase of the Anglo-Saxon settlement ( 450-600) but may date 
from the seventh or eighth century, and is thus considerably older than 
Galby. It probably had an Old English name until the Danish settle
ment all round, when the newcomers re-christened it "the Frisians' by" 
after its most distinguishing characteristic. 

By the time that the Domesday Book was compiled Galby was a 
village of thirty or so families, at least twice as populous as it is to-day, 
Two hundred years had now elapsed since the first Danish soldiers and their 
families had taken up land here, and their descendants were still living 
in the place and tilling the land as sokemen, free from nearly all the 
obligations that already burdened the villeins and the serfs. The manor 
of Galby had passed into the hands of Hugh de Grentemaisnil and from 
him it descended to the earls of Leicester in the twelfth century; but the 
Burdet family were the under-tenants throughout this time, and for much 
longer, and were for all practical purposes the real lords of the manor. 

The Domesday entry for Galby is as follows: -

"The son of Robert Burdet holds of Hugh [de Grentemaisnil) 
in Galby thirteen carucates of land and two bovates. There is 
land for ten ploughs. In demesne there is one plough and five 
serfs and two bondwomen. And fourteen villeins with two bor
dars and eleven sokemen have seven ploughs, and there is one 
Frenchman with one plough. There is a mill rendering two 
shillings, and thirty acres of meadow. It was and is worth three 
pounds. Of this land two knights hold one carucate and three 
bovates, and have there one and a half ploughs. It is worth 
twenty shillings." 

The interpretation of the Domesday Book is sometimes a matter of 
great difficulty and there are points in the foregoing extract which are 
somewhat obscure. The broad outlines of the Domesday economy of 
Galby are, however, clear. 

There is one interesting problem which arises from the Galby and 
Frisby entries in the Domesday Book. Without entering into a detailed 
argument it may 'be said that there are too ma,ny carucates in Galby in 
relation to its modern acreage, and far too few in Frisby, which also 
belonged to Hugh de Grentemaisnil. The deduction is, I think, that in 
1085 Galby and Frisby had not yet been separated into parish and 
chapelry, though there were two distinct settlements, and this territory 
was all one. The division between Galby and its dependent hamlet came 
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in all probability when Frisby was given a chapel of its own under the 
mother church of Galby, which had occurred before the year 1220, and 
then the dividing line was drawn almost exactly half-way between the 
two settlements. Even so, the division was an arbitrary one and to all 
intents and purposes Galby and Frisby went together for centuries. The 
early unity of the two places is shown also by the fact that of the 185 
acres of the glebe attached to the rectory of Galby, 112 acres are in 
Frisby. 

To return to Galby in 1085, we find there the lord's demesne worked 
by five serfs and two bondwomen, with one plough. The village land 
was in the hands of two knights, fourteen villeins, eleven sokemen, a 
Frenchman .and two cottagerS-thirty households in all. We do not 
know whether the serfs and two bondwomen on the demesne represent a 
number of additional households; they may be the adult members of one 
or two servile families only. At any rate, it is safe to say that the village 
of Galby in 1085 had at least thirty households clustered together on the 
little patch of gravel amongst the clays. 

The mill which is mentioned was a water-mill, as windmills are not 
known in England until the time of Richard I (1189-1199). It must 
have stood on one or other of the two streams of the parish. Small 
though these are, it is known that even smaller streams were sufficient to 
turn the modest water-mills of that time. All trace of Galby's mill has 
vanished to-day, but the map indicates only two possible sites for it. 
One is where the Illston road crosses the southern stream ( or near by this 
spot) and the other is where the footpath to Houghton crosses the Sence; 
and of these two sites I suggest the former as the more likely, for it is 
within five hundred yards of the village and within view of it, while the 
other is the best part of a mile away and well out of sight. 

III 

It is not possible to chronicle in full the changes that Galby saw in 
the centuries that followed the Norman Conquest, though there is no lack 
of material for such a history. The observations which follow are there
fore only in the nature of comments on the social history of the village 
over a long period of time, and do not claim to tell a detailed story. 

Two general observations may be made. In the first place, why has 
Galby no big house or Hall as many neighbouring villages have-such as 
Carlton, Nosel~y, Skeffington and, on a smaller scale, King's Norton? 
The answer lies in the fact that in all its long history Galby has never had 
a resident lord of the manor or a squire. Thus from the Burdets, who 
lived elsewhere,. the manor passed, between 1272 and 1279, to the 
Marmions, who held much land elsewhere in Leicestershire and did not 
choose to live in this somewhat bleak spot. From the Marmions the 
manor of Galby passed, about the year 1520, to a Northamptonshire 
esquire, when Katherine, daughter and co-heir of the last Marmion, 
married John Hasslewood. 
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Then, in 1610, William Whalley, gent., bought for the sum of £600 
the manor of Galby and eight messuagel', three cottages, a windmill, a 
dovehouse, twelve gardens, twelve orchards, three hundred acres of @ 

arable land, forty acres of meadow, three hundred acres of pasture, 
three acres of wood, twenty acres of furze and heath, six shillings of 
rent and common of pasture in Galby and Frisby. But the Whalleys, 
too, took up their residence elsewhere and established themselves at 
King's Norton, of which Ralph Whalley had bought the manor in 1582. 
In a hearth tax return of 1666 we find. William Whalley, esquire, living 
at the manor house, which had twelve hearths, and a kinsman-Mr. 
Stanhope Whalley-occupying the second largest house in the village, 
with ten hearths. Much of the old manor house of the Whalleys still 

, stands on the east side of the church at King's Norton. 

Incidentally, the record of the purchase of the manor of Galby 
reveals one or two interesting facts about the yillage of three centuries 
ago. The rectory and the houses of the' two freeholders (the Dands 
and the Goodmans who had bought their freeholds fairly recently) were 
excepted from the deal, but the remaining twelve houses of the village 
(including the windmill, in which the miller lived) changed hands; and 
we observe that not only had every house, including the cottages, its own 
garden but it had an orchard also. This was almost the general rule in 
past centuries, and a very good rule it was, too. It throws a pleasant 
light upon the village life of the past. 

The other fact we notice in this bare record, which we should not 
otherwise know, is that the water-mill had ceased to exist, or at least to 
work, as early as the year 1610, and that its place had been taken by a 
windmill. It may be that the windmill had supplanted the water-mill 
centuries earlier through its being more accessible from th~ village, but it 
is only mentioned for the first time in a record of 1598. 

From the Whalleys the manor of Galby passed to William Fortrey, 
esquire, who also lived at King's Norton. This gentleman, who, we are 
told, was a very shy man, had the amiable hobby of rebuilding churches. 
He rebuilt Galby church in 1741 and King's Norton, a much finer 
building in 1770; and he also contemplated doing the same for X 
Billesdon where he had other property. But when walking in that 
neighbourhood with a view to selecting a suitable site for the new church, 
he had the misfortune to encounter an unpleasant fellow who 
angrily denounced him for trespassing, and this episode so upset the 
shy Mr. Fortrey that he never again contemplated the reconstruction of 
Billesdon church. It is possible, however, that Mr. Fortrey himself was 
not easy to get on with, for in the rebuilding of Galby church we are told 
that he had a dispute with the then rector over some matter, with the result 
that the chancel of that church was not rebuilt, but was left in its original 
state. Hence we still see the Late Perpendicular windows (probably 
early sixteenth century in date) of the old church of G,alby, while the 
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nave is rebuilt in an eighteenth-century version of the same style. The 
tower, however, is almost purely in the eighteenth-century manner. 

In 1783 Mr. Fortrey's extensive properties passed to his nephew, 
the reverend Henry Green, who later sold Galby and other lands to the 
Kecks. And so, from the time of Domesday to the present, Galby has 
never had a resident lord of the manor. There is, it is true, a suggestion 
of a small manor house in 13Bl, in which year the poll tax return begins 
with the name of John atte halle, and subsequently in a document of 
1576, which speaks of "the manor or capital messuage of Galby" and 
the ninety acres of land that went with it. This probably represents the 
old demesne land of Domesday, and the, house would have been a more 
commodious one 1:han most in the village a.s it would have been the 
meeting-place for the manor court and other manorial business. But it 
was never occupied by the lord himself, only by some local farmer who 
probably acted as bailiff or steward for his absentee master. In 1576 we 
are told tha.t this house was in the tenure of Thomas Hallyocke, who was 
certainly only a village farmer though of the better sort. If this house 
was still standing in 1666, when the hearth tax return was made, it is 
represented in that list by a house of four hearths occupied by Thomas 
Rice. This, and the rectory, were the only houses of any size in the 
village at that date. 

The absence of a resident squire is one general observation one may 
make on the social history of Galby; the other is the perceptible degra
dation of the peasant population throughout th~ Middle Ages and the 
subsequent steady fall in the number of families in the village. Whether 
this is cause and effect I am not prepared to say in this somewhat 
cursory review of the hist()ry of Galby. 

In 1085 the peasant population still contained a considerabte element 
of free landholders-the eleven sokemen families who were descended 
from the members of the disbanded Danish army, and the two knights 
and the Frenchman. The sokemen were not free in the same .full sense 
as the freemen of Domesday, but land held in socage in later centuries 
was virtually freehold, subject usually only to a small money rent. The 
descendants of the sokemen of 1085 reappear in the poll tax returns of 
1377 and 1381 as free.tenants; where the original family has disappeared, 
the holding is still the holding of a free tenant in .1381. 

Now at Illston, a Scandinc1-vian settlement like Galby, fourteen of the 
enumerated Domesday population of nineteen households were sokem~n; 
nearly three hundred years later, in the poll tax return of 1381, there were 
still eighteen free tenants as against nine families who held their land at 
the will of the lord, and a number of cottagers and servants. On the other 
hand, not a single free tenant survived at Gal by in 1381; all the farming 
households held their land at the will of the lord. At Frisby there were 
two free tenants, but fourteen other families occupied land only at the 
lord's will. Economic freedom-the holding of land freely-had 
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Thomas Hegges, servant, 12d. 
~obert Herry and Margery his wife, cottager, 2s. 
Ralph Smyth and Elena his wife, labourer, 2s. 
William Threscher and Agnes his wife, labourer, ~s. 
William atte welle and Joan his wife, nati, 2s. 
Richard atte welle, servant, 2s. 
Robert Shepherd, servant, 12d. 
Richard Bucke and Beatrice his wife, carpenter, 2s. 
William Burgeys and Emma his wife, servant, 2s. 
Robert Shepherd, servant, 12d. 
Katherine, daughter of Robert Dande, servant, 12d. · 
Symon Kyte and Dulcia bis wife, servant, 2s. 
Johp Hycheson and Margery his wife, nati, 2s. 
Richard, their son, servant, 12d. 
Agnes, their daughter, servant, 12d. 
Alice, their daughter, servant, 12d. 
William Nots and Amiee his wife, carpenter, 2s. 
Richard Nots and Gonilda his wife, tailor, 2s. 
Margery de Galby, cottager, 12d. 
John atte priour, servant, 12d. 
Elena Faukon, widow, 12d. 
Thomas Kent, labourer, 12d. 
Robert Smyth, 12d. 

Here we have a picture of the village community of Galby caught 
for a moment in the year 1381. As in most medieval villages, the 
majority of families farmed for a living, though the land was not theirs; 
in addition there were two carpenters, who made all the ploughs, carts, 
wheels, and other farm-gear required, two tailors who made up the rough , 
cloth spun and woven in the farmhouses, and a smith, the most necessary 
craftsman in every village and hamlet of the English countryside. · 

Frisby had no craftsman among its sixteen households and depended 
for all such work on the men at Galby, a ·mile along the road. There 
must have been a daily traffic between the two places all through the 
week, and a close feeling of kinship; we find at least a quarter of Frisby 
families had relatives living at Galby in the fourteenth c;;entury, and there 
would have been the same gentle Sunday evening stroll to call on married 
relations in the next village as we see to-day on a summer evening in the 
English lanes. This blood relationship was closest between Galby and 
Frisby, but it existed to a considerable degree with Norton and» Illston 
also; the same family names occur again and again in the four villages in 
these distant days. 

To return to the poll tax: we find seventy-three inhabitants listed 
in Galby, representing everybody of :fifteen years of age and upwards. 
Twenty-eight married couples ···· are named, and a number of single 
persons, some of whom were grown-up sons and daughters, others wer~ 
widows and widowers. In all there were probably about thirty-three 
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households in the village at this time, a very slight increase on the Domes
day population of three hundred years back. 

The poll tax was intended to raise a shilling a head from everybody 
in the country aged fifteen and more; but this might be regarded as the 
average levy for a whole village which could be most equitably achieved 
by taxing the wealthier man at a much higher rate and the poor man 
correspondingly less. At Houghton-on-the-Hill, for instance, the tax 
actually ranged from 3 / 9 paid by a free tenant to 2d. paid by a poor 
shepherd and his wife. The assessments for the entire village were so 
arranged that one hundred and ten. people paid one hundred and ten 
shillings in all, as the statute required. 

At Galby; however, no such equitable arrangement was attempted, 
for some reason. Everybody, irrespective of age or social standing, paid 
a shilling, so that the poor cottager had to find as much as the biggest 
farmer, the labourer as much as the prosperous craftsman. Two shillings 
from Robert Herry and his wife Margery was as big a burden as four 
pounds on a similar family to-day. It was equal to one year's or even 
two years' rent of their cottage, and it is a mystery how cottagers, 
labourers, and servants, who never had anything to spare beyond the 
barest needs of life, met this heavy imposition. 

One other note upon this picture of Galby deserves a little space. 
Villeinage was fast dying in England, though here and there it survived 
into Tudor times; at Galby in 1381 only three of the thirty-three or so 
families still lived under the stigma. They are described as nati in the 
record. The remainder had been emancipated in one way or another 
and held their land by a money rent, possibly performing a few small 
services in addition, but not the heavy obligations of villein tenure. 

In the late eleventh century Galby had at least thirty families; during 
the next three hundred years only two or three families were added to 
this total-a rate .of increase at the most of only one new family a century. 
The Black Death of 1348-9 had wiped out a vast number of people all 
over England, perhaps as many as one-third or a half, and it had been 
followed by other epidemics of the same type in 1360-1, 1368-9, and 1375. 
Frequent and appalling famines during the twelfth, thirteenth and four
teenth centuries had also helped to keep the medieval population at an 
almost constant level. In the great famine-pestilence of 1315-6 we are 
told that the poor "lay squalid and dead in the villages and by the road
sides". Ordinary flesh was not to be had; horse-flesh and dogs were 
eaten,, and it was even rumoured that men and women ate their own 
children or the children of others. 

Nevertheless, the most striking fall in the population of Galby c;ame 
during the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. By 1562-4, according to a 
return made to the Bishop of Lincoln, Galby had only fourteen families 
and Frisby had eight. In six generations following the poll tax of 1381 
the population of Galby had fallen by well over a half, and that of Frisby 
by exactly a half. In the two places together, there had been approxi-
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mately fifty households in the last years of the fourteenth century; now, 
in the first years of EHzabeth's reign, there were only twenty-two. 

Even a hundred years after this again, the population had not 
increased appreciably, although the famines and epidemics of the Middle 
Ages had almost died out for good in the countryside. The return for 
the purposes of the Hearth Tax, made at Lady Day in the year 1666, 
shows only fifteen houses in Gal by ( eight of them cottages with only one 
hearth) and ten at Frisby, where all but two were mere cottages. 

Galby hearth tax return, Lady Day, 1666 

Mr. Henry Tookey 5 hearths Robert Smith 2 hearths 
John Dan 2 William Bird 1 
Thomas Good 2 William Newton 2 
Will Squire 1 Thomas Rowell 1 
Thomas Rice 4 Francis Squire 1 
Will Newton 1 Widow Darker 1 
Robert Warner 1 John Norton 1 
Will Warner 2 

Of the fifteen households living in Galby in Charles II's time, only 
three or four were descended from families who had paid the poll tax 
nearly three centuries earlier. There was a much more considerable 
movement of people from village to village and from village to town in 
medieval England than is commonly supposed; in most villages in 
Leicestershire, certainly, the majority of the families changed every cen
tury or so, with only a small core of persistent natives staying on for 
two, three, and four hundred years or more-sometimes as much as seven 
hundred years. At Galby the oldest family appear to have been the 
Dands, who are mentioned in a document of 1296 (and were possibly 
living in the village long before that date) and who died out in the male 
line in 1717. They first appear in the records in Edward I's time anc1 
they lived on in the same place until the time of George I. 

The Nortons, too, had been first mentioned in an assize roll of 1284; 
the Smiths had been there in 1381; and the Newtons, though they are not 
mentioned for some reason in the poll tax return, had been living at Galby 
at least as early as 1332 in which year Robert de Neuton was one of the 
three most highly assessed men in the village. The other eleven families 
living in the village in Charles II's time had arrived at varying dates: 
the Tookeys, Goods, Warners, and Birds were all there by the early 
sixteenth century and perhaps before (fifteenth century records are very 
meagre for tracing the movement of ordinary families : there is little 
definite to go upon between the poll tax return of 1381 and the subsidy 
of 1524). Thus in the village of 1666 eight of the twelve different family 
names had been known there for at least five generations and four of these 
went back to the thirteenth or fourteenth century. Four families were 
comparative newcomers. 
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To-day Galby is no more populous than it was in 1666. The census 
of 1931 showed that there were then fifteen households in the village, 
comprising seventy persons in all, while the hamlet of Frisby, which had 
supported sixteen families in Richard II's day, numbering perhaps eighty 
souls in all, had sunk to four families totalling but twelve persons. In 
1381 Galby and Frisby together supported between 220 and 250 people, 
judging by the poll tax return of that year which reveals a total of 112 
taxable persons in the two places. By 1931, exactly five hundred and 
fifty years later, there were fewer than a hundred people living here. 

There is some reason to believe that the decline of Frisby began in 
the second half of the fifteenth century. Whereas the subsidy of 1445 in 
Leicestershire was obliged to abate the standard quota fixed in 1334 by 
considerable amounts in the majority of villages, probably as a con
sequence of decreasing population or of increased poverty, Frisby's quota 
was not abated at all. We may assume, therefore, that Frisby had 
suffered no serious decline by this date; but when the subsidy of 1524 was 
levied it listed only ten households in the hamlet. The return of 
1562-64, as we have seen, showed a further fall to eight householders, 
but by 1666 there had been a slight recovery and once more there were 
ten families. By 1831 there were only five houses standing in the hamlet 
-half the number of Charles II's time-occupied by six families, and 
twenty years later the census schedule of 1851 shows only five house
holds. Three of these householders were farmers: George Hull and 
Richard Hull, both born at Frisby, and Henry Allen, born at Bisbrook 
in Rutland. The others .. were William Frisby, agricultural labourer, born 
at Frisby, and George Beaver, a shepherd on one of the farms, who had 
been born at Gaddesby, not far away. By 1851 the population of Frisby 
was below that recorded in the Domesday Book and has remained so 
ever smce. 

Galby had declined somewhat in the course of the fifteenth century, 
for its tax quota in 1445 was reduced from the standard levy of 48 /- to 
42 /-. We have no record of the 1524 subsidy for the village but by 
1562-64, as we have seen, the thirty-three or so households of 1381 had 
fallen to fourteen. Thereafter, there was stability for a century and in 
1666 there were fifteen families still. Slowly the population rose from 
fifteen families to twenty-one by the census of 1831, a net increase of only 
one family in every generation. Even this modest increase was followed 
by a quick relapse and in the course of the next twenty years the popu
lation fell to seventeen households. There were, in 1851, six farmers, 
only one or whom was native to the parish-in itself a measure of the 
great change that had come over the old village-and the remainder con
sisted of seven labouring families, a shepherd, a housekeeper, and two 
paupers. Only one family in the village of 1851 had any claim to 
antiquity and they, too, measure the extent of the change: John Byrde 
had been an independent farmer in Henry VIII' s time : his descendant 
William Bird lived in a one-hearth cottage in 1666: and in 1851 Alfred 
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Bird and Johnr were agricultural labourers and Mary Bird, living alone, 
is described briefly in the charitable language of the time as ( pauper." 

· Three hundred years and more of toil in Galby had brought no more 
material reward than this. 

The vicissitudes of the population of Galby and Frisby may be 
summed up in the following table: -

Galby Frisby Total 
---

1086 about 32 families about 7 families about 39 families 
1381 about 33 families about 16 families about 49 families 
1524 [not known] 10 families [not known] 
1562-4 14 families 8 families 22 families 
1666 15 families 10 families 25 families 
1831 21 families 6 families 27 families 
1851 17 families 5 families 22 families 
1931 15 families 4 families 19 families 

Nothing could illustrate more clearly the decay of the English 
countryside than these figures: the nineteen hundred acres whose history 
we have briefly surveyed support to-day less than one-half the number 
of families supported in the eleventh century and barely forty per cent. 
of the riumber in the closing years of the fourteenth century. 

IV 
The people of Galby have always got their li~ing from the land. Even 

the craftsmen depended indirectly on the land for their livelihood: the 
smith, the wheelwright, and the carpenter all worked for the farmer and 
in addition tilled a little land of their own. The arrangement and culti
vation of the fields were therefore matters of first importance to the 
village and it is unfortunate that at Galby we have not as much infor
mation as we should like about them. We do not know, for instance, 
whether, in the Middle Ages, the village had two great common fields or 
three, since at Galby the old system disappeared at an earlier date than 
in most Leicestershire parishes. The open field system was dissolved 
here by private agreement among the freeholders early in the seventeenth 
century, wher~as in most parts of the country it survived until its 
abolition by private Acts of Parliament in the second half of the eighteenth 
century. 

It is, however, highly probable that Galby's field system, like that 
of most Leicestershire villages, was a three-field system which had perhaps 
evolved out of an earlier division into two nelds. The substitution of 
three field's for two represented the greatest agricultural advance of the 
Middle Ages and was usually accomplished before the fourteenth century, 
though some Leicestershire villages, especially towards the Lincolnshire 
border, retained the older pattern until a much later date. 
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There is no need to attempt a description of the open fields and their 
manner of cultivation. Its outlines are familiar to all who are interested 
in the histqry of the English countryside : the sub-division of the great 
fields into blocks of land known as furlongs or wongs (cultura in old 
documents) and the further sub-division of these blocks into strips of 
varying size known as selions or lands; the intermixture of a man's strips 
among those of other men according to a definite plan arising from the 
praq:ice of co-aration; the rotation of crops whereby one furlong grew 
winter corn (wheat and rye), another grew spring corn (barley and oats, 
together with peas and beans), while the entire third field was left fallow 
and was grazed over by the animals of the village. Beyond the arable 
fields lay the common pastures on which each farmer had the right to 
pasture a certain number of stock of different kinds; and by the stream 
lay the village ,meadows, partitioned out among the farmers also. The 
old system was, in practice, much more complicated than this and subject 
to much more minute v;ariation and regulation, for the medieval village 
was less hidebound and inflexible in its agricultural arrangements than 
has been commonly supposed. Though, on the whole , the open field 
system was economically wasteful and inefficient, it was, on wider 
grounds, a more socially desirable.way of ordering things than the system 
which followed it. Under it there were greater opportunities for the 
small man starting life with little or no inherited wealth; and the common 
regulation of the village fields, what they grew, and how they grew it, 
gave everyone a sense of personal responsibility for the good government 
of his native place and the proper ordering of its life. All this was lost 
when the open fields were abolished. 

To-day we live in times in which the extinction of "the small man" 
in all walks of life is accepted as axiomatic. Judged on purely economic 
grounds (which are the only grounds we recognise to-day) he is inefficient 
and. he must go, to be replaced by a great impersonal super-trust which 
knows the price of everything and the value of nothing. 

Let us return, however, to the Galby of the thjrteenth century, with 
its new-built church ''bright polished with the shining resin of an un
questioning Faith" gleaming in the summer sunshine over a village twice 
as populous as it is to 0 day, and over fields ten times more peopled 
with men, women, and children, all tending their growing crops, and 
the air sweet with the scent of acres of flowering beans. In this vanished 
village there was a rough equality within each social class. · The villeins 
formed the majority of the population, and each villein household had 
its house and a virgate of land that went with it, together with the common 
pasture and the meadow that properly belonged to the farm. A Galby 
record of 1288, for instance, speaks of "six messuages and six virgates of 
land" and other records, too, suggest that this pattern of land-holding 
was still clear. Each cottar family had its cottage and garden and from 
one to five acres in the arable fields, besides a bit of common pasture for 
the cows or the geese, and the right of taking small wood from the waste 
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for fuel. The free tenants or sokemen, before their. extinction in Galby, 
were probably no better off economically than the villeins, though legally 
they were of a higher status. 

We do not know the exact size of the normal holding of 011e virgate 
in Galby. In Leicestershire generally it varied from 24 to 30 acres, rather 
larger towards the Lincolnshire side of the county and rather smaller in 
a few places. At King's Norton, next door to Galby, we happen to know 
from an Owston Abbey rental of its lands there in 1360 that the virgate 
contained 24 acres. The same record also tells us that King's Norton 
had three great arable fields (North, South, and West). A three-field 
system with a virgate of 24 acres was by far the commonest arrangement 
in Leicestershire and there is no reason to suppose that Galby differed in 
this respect from the villages around it. 

This rough economic equality among the majority oJ village house
holds was, however, steadily disappearing from the thirteenth century 
onwards. Many forces were at work to break up the framework of the 
medieval village. On the one hand the capitalist peasant was emerging 
from the ruck of his unenterprising or unlucky fellows, and on the other 
hand a landless labouring class was appearing, recruited from the 
unfortunates and ne'er-do-wells, who worked for wages on the farms of 
the wealthier peasants. Labourers are mentioned at Galby in the poll 
tax list of 1381, though there were none at Frisby as yet. 

The growth of economic inequality is illustrated best, indeed, at 
Frisby, for which the records •are more complete. In 1381 an the 
families of Frisby were landholders, two being freeholders and the 
remaining fourteen tenants holding at the will of the lord. A few servants 

· are mentioned in the list, but these are mostly the sons and daughters of 
farmers in the hamlet, working either for their parents or for other 
farmers they knew until there was room for them at home. Yet among 
the landowners themselves there .was already a certain measure of in
equality, the more well-to-do paying two or three times as much tax as 
the poorer. By 1524, when another comprehensive tax assessment was 
made, the inequality in t!;:ie distribution of worldly goods was much more 
conspicuous. The population of the · hamlet had fallen from sixteen 
families to ten; some families had died out or moved elsewhere and their 
holdings had been· absorbed by the more enterprising and acquisitive 
peasants. The ten households that remained in 1524 were assessed on 
personal property to the total value of £81 (roughly £2,500 to-day) and 
of this total three families were assessed on £30, £20, and £10 respec
tively. In other words, three families owned practically three-quarters 
of the personal property or moveable goods of the hamlet in the early 
part of the sixteenth century. The two principal farmers in Frisby at 
this time, who paid between them more than three-quarters of the tax 
demanded, were both descended from the wealthier peasants of Richard 
II's reign. Robert. Dande had paid the highest sum in the poll tax of 
1381, and his descendant John Dand paid the highest sum in 1524. 
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William Ward had paid one of the highest sums in 1381 and in 1524 
another William Ward was rated at the second highest assessment. 

In Richard II's time the wealthier peasants had paid two or three 
times as much tax as the poorer; in Henry VIII's time they paid from 
ten to fifteen times as much. There had not been a single labouring 
fap.ily in the hamlet at the earlier date, but in 1524 three of the ten 
families were labouring families, assessed on wages and not on goods. 
Much the same would be true of Galby also, but the taxation list of 1524 
is, unfortunately, missing, and we cannot make these comparisons. 

As regards real estate, Frisby showed rather less inequality than 
Galby. In the latter village the land seems to have been entirely in the 
hands of the lord of the manor in the early sixteenth century and there 
were no freeholders. About the middle of the century, or perhaps a little 
later, the Dands, who already owned land at Frisby, bought more acres 
in Galby (John Dand is assessed on lands in 1572) and early in the 
seventeenth century the Goodmans purchased another small freehold from 
the lord of the manor. Thus in 1630 the greater part of Galby's nine hun
dred or so acres were owned by the squire-William Whalley of King's 
Norton-and two comparatively small freeholders owned the rest. The 
Dands appear to have had about ninety-five acres, the Goodmans per
haps rather less, leaving the bulk of the parish in the hands of one man 
still. 

Yet even so, we must not exaggerate the extent of the dissolution of 
the old system, with its rough equality between man and man. Worldly 
goods might be more unevenly distributed, the land more unequally held, 
but there still remained that sense of equality between men who knew 
their jobs which was a fundamental characteristic of the old peasant 
tradition. One cannot do better than quote George Bourne's words on 
this subject: "The small owners of the parish," he says, "might occupy 
more land than the labourers, and have the command of horses and 
wagons, and ploughs and barns and so on; but they ate the same sort of 
food and wore the same sort of clothes as the poorer folk, and they thought 
the same thoughts too, and talked in the same dialect, so that the 
labourer working for them was not oppressed by any sense of personal 
inferiority. He might even excel in some directions, and be valued for 
his excellence .... " There was an equality between men who did 
their jobs well, who had a deep and detailed knowledge of their work 
whether they were farmers or labourers; and no labourer, however humble 
his domestic circumstances, was looked down upon provided he did his 
job well, but rather the contrary. Men had a standing in their own com
munity conferred on them by their reputation as craftsmen and as the 
repository of a particular kind of knowledge, and not by the accident of 
having more money tha~ the next man. Such men, poor though they 
might be in material goods, were valued by the community and were 
sustained by the knowledge that their work had some meaning and im
portance, perhaps indeed that they were indispensable to the life of their 
village. 
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The old peasant civilisation, for such it was, received a heavy blow 
in the seventeenth century, however, with the enclosure of the open fields. 
It was easy for the three owners of land in the parish to come together and 
to agree privately t.o do away with the old system with all its incon
veniences and inefficiency and to substitute for it the enclosed fields, held 
in severalty, that we know to-day. For all its drawbacks, the open field 
system did offer a chance to the small man to get on in a modest way. 
"It permitted a man to hope for well-being without seeking to escape 
from his own class into some other .... the ambition was a modest one, 
but there were circumstances attending it to make it a truly comforting 
one too .... Their local knowledge was intensely interesting to them; 
they took pride in their skill and hardihood; they felt that they belonged to a 
set of people not inferior to others, albeit perhaps poorer and ruder; and 
all the customs which their situation required them to follow sustained 
their belief in the ancestral notions of good and evil. In other words, 
they had a civilization to support them-a poor thing, perhaps, a poor 
kind of civilization, but their own, and entirely within the reach of 
them all" .1 

It was this civilization which was mortally wounded by the enclosure 
of the old fields. The exact date of this momentous change from com
munal to individual farming at Galby is vctriously given as 1614, 1642 
and 1649; it certainly appears from the records to have taken place some 
time shortly before 1630, as a document of that year refers to the event. 
Hence the field-pattern of Galby, as we see it now, is rather more than 
three hundred years old, though there have, of course, been some small 
changes in the pattern during this lapse of time. Here and there in the 
village itself lie the "ancient homestead closes," either behind or beside 
the farmhouses, small fields that were hedged around six or seven hun
dred years ago, that have possibly never been part of the open-field 
system. These· are the medieval "crofts" so often spoken of in old 
records of land transfers, in which the farm-house and its little close 
adjoining are called "toft and croft." These crofts, butting on to the 
village street wherever we go in Leicestershire, are the oldest fields in the 
landscape. 

At the enclosure of the open fields the bulk of the land was naturally 
allotted to the squire, who had owned most of the old fields, and he 
received his share in the form of large compact blocks instead of the 
hundreds of strips and odd pieces that were now being swept away. John 
Dand, as a freeholder, was allotted two closes, totalling ninety acres, in 
exchange for 2¼ virgates of arable and 12 acres of arable, meadow and 
pasture in the old fields. He l:iad, in addition, a small close of five acres, 
next to the churchyard, which had been hedged about and divided from 
the open field long before. George Goodman, the only other freeholder, 
was similarly awarded compact fields in place of his multitudinous strips. 

lGeorge Bourne, Change in the Village (1912), pp. 118, 124.. 



A SHORT HISTORY OF GALBY AND FRISBY I 9 I 

J'he newly-formed fields of Galby were still very large, though con
siderably smaller tlian those that had preceded them. If there had been 
three open fields in the older arrangement, we may assume that each had 
been about three hundred acres in size, allowing for a certain amount of 
common pasture, meadow, and woodland; but one of the newly-formed 
fields itself was a hundred and twenty acres in area. John Dand's two 
fields also must each have been approaching fifty acres in extent. Fields 
of this size definitely suggest that land was beJng converted from <J,rable 
to pasture. 

The enlargement of the pasture-area at the expense of the arable is 
brought out also in other records. When William Whalky bought the 
manor in 1610, the fine recording the transaction shows that the pasture 
and arable were then equal in area. In this respect, too, Galby has not 
changed substantially since the seventeenth century (though there have, 
of course, been temporary increases in the arable area, notably during 
the Napoleonic Wars and the war of 1914-18 and again to-day) and fields 
given over to pasture would be a familiar scene to a Galby farmer of 
Stuart gays could he return and lean over a gate in the accustomed way. 
Of the farming of Tudor days, before the coming of the broad pastures, 
something is said in the concluding section on the old farm-houses and 
cottages. 

One of the big new fields formed in the early seventeenth century 
was "the Carrygate close," so called from the road that bounded it on 
one side. This field is described in a lease of 1640 (now in the Leicester 
muniment room at the City Museum) as being pasture ground coyering 
a hundred and twenty acres. It belonged to squire Whalley and was let 
by him in that year to two yeomen from other villages for a term of 
eleven years and one month. These men-William Hubbard of Barsby, 
yeoman, and John Kilby of Queniborough, yeoman,-paid £500 down 
for the lease, and agreed to pay thereafter a yearly rent on the feast of 
St. Michael the Archangel of one peppercorn to William Whalley, "if it 
be lawfully demanded." They were probably graziers in a large way, 
renting pasture-grounds some miles· away from their home-farms. 

The name Carrygate was apparently given to the road that runs 
towards Illston. This is the oldest reference we have to it, but its meaning 
is, nevertheless, fairly evident. It is "the road by the marsh," from the 
Old Scandinavian kiarr meaning "marsh" and the Old Norse gata, 
"road." There is also the middle English word kerre for "marsh" which 
more closely resembles the modem form of Carrygate. No medieval 
record relating to Galby mentions the name, but the road was undoubt
edly known in the Middle Ages by some such name as "le Kerregate." 
The marsh referred to must be the flat valley-bottom to the south of the 
village, towards Illston. Before the bridge was made over the stream, 
the Illston road must have ploughed straight through the miry bottom 
and so got its name. 
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Other field-names in Galby are referred to in the seventeenth cen
tury. Most of them only came into existence at the time of the enclosure 
of the parish, but occasionally they are a little older. Thus Beby's close 
is so called from the Bebys who farmed in Galby and Frisby in Henry 
VIII's time; Goodman's close is also named after a local farmer. Town
send close lay at one end of the village, and another field called Tween 
Towns lay between Galby and King's Norton. Pond close, Mill close, 
and Houghton brook closes are self-evident names, while Land close 
probably refers to a field that was always cultivated, unlike most of the 
faMs of the parish, which were pasture by this time. Butt close may 
have been where the village butts formerly were, or the name may refer 
to a piece of land that was a butt-end, or odd piece. . 

Our knowledge of the old field-names of Galby is, however, very 
meagre, and all the surviving names are late in date. The paucity of 
medieval documents relating to transfers of land in Galby, which are the 
richest source we have for old field-names and other minor names, is a 
result of the total extinction of the small freeholder here at a very early 
date . Where, on the other hand, the small freeholders survived in force 
through many centuries, as at Wigston Magna, for example, small pieces 
of land were constantly changing hands among 'them. Thus it is we have 
a collection of local records for Wigston which is amongst the finest in 
the country for revealing the ancient names of fields, streams, coppices, 
hillocks, and every corner of the medieval parish; but at Galby little is 
known of this old world. What this vanished world meant to the peasant 
is put in graphic language by George Bourne again: "All the things of the 
countryside had an intimate bearing upon his own fate; he was not there 
to admire them, but .fo live by them-or, say, to wrest his living from 
them by familiar knowledge of their properties. From long experience
experience older than his own, and traditional among his people-he 
knew the soil of the fields and its variations almost foot by foot; he under
stood the springs and streams; hedgerow and ditch explained themselves 
to him; the coppices and woods, the water-meadows and the windy heaths, 
the local chalk and clay and stone, all had a place in his regard-reminded 
him of the crafts of his people, spoke to him of the economies of his own 
cottage life; so that the turfs or the faggots or the timber he handled when 
at home called his fancy, while he was handling them, to the landscape 
they came from. Of the intimacy of this knowledge, in minute details, ;t 
is impossible to give an idea. I am assured of its existence because I 
have come across surviving examples of it, but I may not begin to describe 
it. One may, however, imagine dimly what the cumulative effect of it 
must have been on the peasant's outlook; how attached he must have 
grown-I mean how closely linked-to his own countryside. He did not 
merely "reside" in it; he was part of it, and it was part of him." 2 

By the middle of the nineteenth century, the old peasant civilisation 
had vanished. In rnsi there were only twenty-two families living in 

2Boume, Change in the Village, pp. 120-1. 
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Galby and Frisby, less than a half that had lived there in the fourteenth 
century. Still they all depended on the land for their living, but with 
this profound difference: that whereas in the fourteenth century all, or 
nearly all, had held some land, now, in 1851, the whole land of the parish 
was occupied by only nine farmers. In 1381 there had been forty-nine 
households, ranging from cottager to free tenant, even the smallest of 
these having a few acres to cultivate; in 1851 there were nine occupiers 
only-most farming a hundred to two hundred acres each-and nearly 
all the land was pasture. There were more labourers than farmers. 
Enclosures and the industrial revolution together had killed the English 
countryside. 

V 

Galby church, dedicated to St. Peter, is now mainly a building of 
eighteenth century date, with an ea,rly sixteenth century chancel. The 
earliest record we have of a church here is Nichols' statement that William 
Burdet, lord of the manor, gave the church to the great leper hospital at 
Burton Lazars in the time of Henry II (1154-89). Not a trace remains 
of this twelfth century building to-day. It must have been entirely 
demolished when the church was rebuilt, probably in the early sixteenth 
century, if one may judge by the date of the surviving chancel and by 
the fact that the nave windows are an eighteenth century version of Late 
Perpendicular work also, presumably copied from the earlier building. 
Thus three churches have stood on this site: the first perhaps built in the 
early part of the twelfth century, the second a rebuilding of about 1500, 
and the third a rebuilding (except the chancel) in 1741. 

The rebuilding of 1741 was carried out by a Mr. Wing, an architect 
of Leicester, whose son rebuilt King's Norton church in 1770 in a much 
better style. Both churches were rebuilt at the expense of Mr. William 
Fortrey, then lord of both manors; but while the fittings of King's Norton 
make it one of the most pleasant interiors in the county (if one can over
look the hideous stove in the nave) those of Galby are miserably poor and 
:plain. In Nichols' day (about 1800) Galby church had a pulpit dated 
1643, which must have been an attractive piece of work; but this too has 
vanished. 

In the Matriculus of Hugh de Welles, dated about 1220, we are told 
that Galby church had a chapel at Frisby which was served three times a 

· week from the mother church, the usual arrangement where a hamlet was 
too small or poor to support a church and priest of its own. Of this chapel 
almost nothing is known. 

Frisby had passed to the Burdets, lords of Galby and other villages in 
the county, at an early date, certainly before 1214 (Nichols) and this family 
was probably responsible for the building of the chapel here, either in the 
late twelfth or in the early thirteenth century. From then until its disso
lution in the middle of the sixteenth century its history is a complete blank. 
The will of a Galby farmer, Thomas Good, dated 14th July, 1531, and now 
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preserved in the Leicester Probate Registry, informs us that the chapel was 
dedicated to St. James, a fact that had been lost for four hundred years. 
Like all pious men in pre-Reformation days, Thomas Good left bequests 
in his will to all the churches with which he had been associated, directly 
or indirectly, in his lifetime: to "the mother church of Lincoln eight
pence," to Galby church three shillings and fourpence, and to "the chapel 
of St. James in Frisby" twelve pence. This is the only pre-Reformation 
will of a Galby parishioner, who also left money to a priest to say five 
masses for his soul and for the souls of all Christian peopl~. 

Thomas Good's will of 1531 shows that the chapel was then in active 
use, and so, too, does the will of William Ward of Frisby, dated 4th May, 
1533, in which he left three shillings and fourpence to the chapel of his 
native hamlet. Wills made in the 1540's and 1550's, however, do not once 
mention the chapel of St. James, and though the argument from silence is 
usually a dangerous one we may conclude from this unanimity that in fact 
the Reformation had brought about the end of the chapel at Frisby. For 
more than three hundred years the parson of Galby had trudged the mile 
to Frisby, three times a week in all weathers, to the little chapel beside 
the road, to which had come generations of Dands and Wards and Kents. 
And now, in the first years of Queen Elizabeth's reign, it was all 
silent and deserted; the winter rain was coming through the roof; birds 
made their nests in the hollows of the crumbling masonry; and in summer 
the July grasses sowed themselves around the altar where for centuries 
the mass had been muttered in the flickering light of candles. 

When Mr. Wyrley visited the chapel in 1591, on his travels around 
Leicestershire, he found "nothing of any note there" and by the begin
ning of the eighteenth century it is recorded that "there is no chapel 
within the memory of man." The site. was now a grassy mound by the 
side of the old village street, known as Chapel Mount, which may still 
be seen to the left of the lane that branches off the Galby-Billesdon road, 
a few yards below the .farmhouse. One of the principal roof-beams of 
the chapel has been recovered from the moup.d by the farmer, and now 
supports the robf of an outhouse on the opposite side of the road; smaller 
timbers that were found have been used for gate-posts about the farm. 
Thus the old roof-timbers that were living trees at the time of the Norman 
Conquest are still doing good wojk, 

It is not possible in a brief space to write the story of Galby church 
and its vicissitudes; but a few stray notes from the past may be of interest. 
We have, for instance, the inventory of the personal goods of a rector 
who died in 1526, which is mostly concerned with his clothes and which 
gives us, therefore, a good idea of a Tudor parson's appearance. Galby 
was, however, a fairly good living, worth about twice as much as the 
average Leicestershire living, and we must bear this in mind when con
templating Richard Woodroffe's raiment. He possessed five gowns, one 
lined with "blak kolyn" and valued at the high figure of eighteen shil-



I 96 LEICESTERSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 

lings; another lined with "blak lam" valued at sixteen shillings, which 
was made of. russet; and "a tawny gpwn furryd with blak lam," priced 
at twelve shillings. Two other short gowns were valued at twenty 
shillings. together, and a hood for a gown at three shillings. He had two 
jackets, both of good quality: "a Jaket furryd wth cony" worth five 
shillings, and "a Jaket wth old fur" worth two shillings. A doublet of 
black worsted was evidently one for important occasions, while for every
day wear there was an "old fustiane dublet" worth only twelve pence as 
against the oth~r's eight shillings. 

"A old welwet typpet wth a tache" was priced at three shillings and 
fourpence, a "bonet" at two shillings and another "bonet coveryd wth 
sarsnet" at sixteen pence. A hat, with no other description, was worth 
twelve pence. And finally there was a pair of "roset hose" priced at 
sixteen pence and two old typpets worth eightpence together, and "a 
olde mantyll" twelve pence. The rest of the inventory consists of his 
bedding, a featherbed with a bolster, three pairs of sheets, pillows, 
blankets, and coverlets, and a large sum "in redy money" amounting to 
£32. The picture is completed by "a amblyng mayer" worth thirteen 
and fourpence, and "a sadyll and a brydyll' priced at twenty pence. So 
one parson at least did not trudge the road tp Frisby chapel, but ambled 
along it on his old mare, exchanging greetings as he passed with the men, 
women and children working at their strips in the ancient fields. 

Galby's parsons were, on the whole, sound men in their cure. They 
are summed up in the description applied to one of them jn a survey of 
1603: "sufficient" : and they usuaHy stayed a long time in this seques
tered and not too ill-rewarded rectory. Richard Woodroffe, whom we 
have just described, was parson for over forty years, dying here in 1526; 
and .Edward Saxby, who was instituted on 10th July, 1549, survived all 
the changes and counter-changes to die at Galby in 1592, after a stay of 
forty-three years, at the good age of eighty-four. He was followed by a 
succession of Tookies until 1673, three of them holding the benefice 
during those eighty-odd years. 

Thomas Tookie was in~tituted to the rectory of Galby on 27th July, 
1592, and yielded his place to his son Thomas fourteen years later. He. 
too, died at Galby, in the autumn of 1620, at a great age, following his 
wife to the grave within a few weeks. Their passing is recorded in the 
parish register in these words : -

"That godly matron Bridget, the wife of Thomas Tookie sen. 
departed out of this life, in the true faith of Jesus Christ, June the 
fourteenth, 1620; and was buried with great solemr#y the Sabbath
day following, June the 18th; who had now lived in the bonds of 
holy wedlock with the aforesaid Thomas Tookie from the third day 
of November anno 1565, full fifty-four years and upwards; and 
bare of his body, and brought up in the fear of God, six sons and 
five daughters; by whom she saw her children's children's child. 
And September 22, 1620, the reverend father, the forenamed 
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Thomas Tookie senior, fighting the good fight of the faith, and so 
finishing his course, fell asleep in the Lord; whose body was layed 
in the chancel by his old bedfellow, and his funeral solemnized 
October 3rd, 1620." 

During the incumbency of Thomas Tookie junior, in the year 1607, 
the archdeacon visited the church to see that all was well. Of Galby he 
merely recorded this pleasant note that "theire parish clarke can neither 
singe nor reade but theire minister is contented wth him because he is 
diligent." When, many years later, the civil wars approached Leicester
shire, the parson deserted his post and sought safety in Leicester town, 
as the parish register records under the year 1646 : "here the register is 
somewhat imperfect, being in the time of war, and the incumbent fled to 
Leicester for sanctuary." He returned, however, as the alarms sub
sided, and died peacefully in the rectory in ,1649, having been rector for 
forty-three years also. Henry Tookie, who succeeded him in the faniily • 
living, was deprived by the Commonwealth-and did not return to it until 
1661, after which he held it for twelve years until his death in 1673. The 
rectory in which he lived and died is described in the section on the houses 
of the village. 

There is only one monument of any note in the church, and that is 
to the last of the ancient family of Dand, who died in 1717 in his nine
tieth year. Beneath the arms of the family is written: ''Here lies the 
body of John Dand, gent., the last issue male of an antient and reputable 
family, whose e:x:emplary piety and morality, conjugal love, and his 
paternal care in the prudent education and marriage of, and ample pro
vision for, his five daughters, Dorothy, Anne, Frances, Elizabeth, and 
Mary, will be memorable to posterity. Death ( as a deliverance from sin 
and sorrow and the gate to life eternal in Christ) he without terror received 
November the 11th, 1717, in the 90th year of his age." His wife Frances 
joined him on March 3, 1719, having lived "in the honourable state of 
wedlock with her said husband fiftysfive years and upwards." 

The Dands had Jived in Fris13y and Galby since the thirteenth cen
tury at least. They may, indeed, have been as old as the village itself, 
one of the original Scandinavian families to take .. up land here in the last 
years of the ninth century, for their name is often spelt Dan or Dann in 
the early records, which is possibly a reference to their Danish origin. 
Certainly they were already free tenants when they first appear in the 
record of 1296, probably settled at Frisby where Robert Dande was a 
free tenant in the poll tax return of 1381. A branch of the family settled 
in Galby in Edward I's time, if not before, butthe Frisby stock remained 
the more important for some centuries. In 1524 John Dand was called 
upon to pay practically a half of the total tax demanded of the hamlet. 
Later in the sixteenth century they acquired a small freehold in Galby 
itself and about 1630 severed their long connection with Frisby, when 
they sold off about seventy acres of land to Sir Thomas Burton for £100. 
This may represent their ancient free tenement. From prosperous 
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farmers in the sixteenth century, they became yeomen and subsequently 
gentlemen with a coat of arms, though they continued to live in but a 
modest house in the village, a house which is described in the concluding 
section of this history. And then came the crowning misfortune of five 
daughters and no sons, and the estate so slowly built up over centuries 
was dissolved once more in 171 7 and dispersed among the families into 
whom the daughters married. 

VI 

We have spoken so far of Galby's ancient roads and other pre
historic associations; of its manorial history and the ownership of the 
land; of the church, the fields, and the village people in different cen
turies; and now, at the last, we turn to the farmhouses and cottages of 
the old village and their evolution since medieval times. 

The chief source of our information for the lay-out and furniture 
of village homes, since T,udor times at least, are the inventories of per
sonal estate that were compiled for the purpose of proving a man's will 
in the ecclesiastical courts. Several thousand of these documents sur
vive in the Probate Registry at Leicester, the oldest one for Galby being 
that of Richard Woodruffe, a rector who died in 1526. This, however, 
gives us no information about the rectory itself; though the inventory 
of a succeeding rector who died in 1546 'does. 

Nichols, in his monumental History of Leicestershire, prints an old 
lease which probably refers to Galby rectory when Richard Woodruffe 
was instituted to the living. By an indenture dated 13th October, 1485, 
Henry Medburn, abbot of Owston, and the convent of the same place, 
let to farm to Richard Woodrove, parson of Galby, one messuage with 
a yardland in the town and fields of Galby, "which said messuage lay 
between the messuage of one Agnes, late the wife of Richard Ward on 
the south part, and the highway on the north part, with the appurten
ances, yielding to the said abbot and convent and their successors 
fifteen shillings yearly, to be paid twice in every year, viz. at Lady Day 
and at St. Michael; with a clause of re-entry on non-payment; lessors to 
sustain the place in timber and stonework; lessee to leave all other 
reparations in as good case as he found them or better, after the custom 
and manner of the town, while he is parson of Galby." 

If this messuage was the rectory, as it seems to be, it was not on "the 
site of the present rectory, which lies to the north of the road through 
the village; this old house lay on the south side of the road. We get 
some idea of its size and lay-out from the inventory of John Tere
westell, rector of Galby, who died in 1546. Galby was a fairly good 
living, worth £18 2s. 6d. clear per annum (about £550 a year in modern 
values), the average Leicestershire living being worth only half this 
amount. Hence the rectory was a more substantial building than most 
country parsons had at this date, and the parson was fairly comfortably 
endowed with th~ goods of this world. 
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The rectory of four hundred ~ears ago seems to have been a building 
of only one floor. There was the usual ha.ll and parlour which all 
houses, down to tht;. humblest cottage, had; in additi.on there was a 
kitchen and a "guest chamber". 

The hall was furnished in the meagre way that was general among 
all classes of people, except perhaps the nobility, in Henry VIII's day. 
Chairs were very rarely seen in ordinary houses before the middle of the 
century; most people had none in their houses until the last years of the 
century, though Ann Bupas of Galby possessed such a rarity when she 
died in 1540. The rectory hall merely had a table, a form to sit on, a 
cupboard, and "another borde" which was probably a rough side-table. 
The hall furniture was worth 5 / 10 in all. 

The beds, however, were considerably more comfortable than most 
at this date. In the parlour, the rector's own bed is described as a 
"trusbeydestede" (i.e. a truss bedstead) with "a mattress a feyther beyd 
a bolster two pillows a peyre of blankets and two coverings" and it had 
hangings around it. The room also contained a press, two coffers, a 
table, "a forme wyth the haynges" (i.e. a form with the hinges) and 
six curtains. The furnishings of this room were worth forty-five shillings. 
In the guest chamber stood one bed with all the essentials, worth in all 
twenty shillings. 

The kitchen had a fine and costly array of brass and pewter. Of 
brass there were three pots, a posnet, two pans, and a kettle, worth 
thirty shillings. Thirty pieces of pewter were valued at twenty-six 
shillings and eightpence. Round the fireplace, which seems to have 
been the only one in the house (no fire-irons etc. are mentioned in the 
other rooms) were the spits, a pair of racks, a pair of pot-hooks (sus
pended in the chimney), a land-iron (upon which the spits rested), a 
pair of tongs, two other "hooks", a "spatteme," a frying-pan and a 
cressett. This last was "an iron vessel for holding burning oil, pitch, 
etc. hung aloft and used as a torch'' and was probably a fixture in the 
kitchen wall. This array of implements indicates how much importance 
was attached to the hearth in old houses, both for warmth and for 
cooking. Indeed, these inventories suggest the Tudor recipe for a con
tented life: a good fire, a good meal, and a good bed; though most village 
people were a long way as yet from meeting these requirements. 

In linen the rector possessed a supply of table-cloths (still not known 
in poorer houses), towels, and sheets; he had a dozen silver spoons; and 
he kept in the house a considerable amount of "gowlde and silver" -
nearly three hundred pounds' worth in modem money. His prede
cessor, Richard Woodruffe, who had died twenty years earlier, had left 
the best part of a thousand· pounds in ready money, presumably kept in 
a locked coffer in the house. 

Behind the living-rooms of the rectory were the necessary out
houses: the brewhouse, where the ale was brewed for home con-
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sumption, had the usual vats and capks; the "day house" had cheese 
vats and casks, and tables and presses in great numbers. There were 
no fewer than ;fourteen cheese-vats, for instance. Cheese and ale 
obviously formed the solid basis of the day's food in the rectory as in 
farmhouse and cottage, though in some houses the English national dish 
of eggs and bacon already appeared at breakfast, as it did here in the 
rectory. The other staple article of country diet was a thick mess of 
pottage made from peas or beans, which were also used for soups; roast 
meats occasionally, and sometimes a chicken for the pot. In the winter 
months, all but the poorest cottagers could get salted meat a few times 
a week, but throughout the whole year bread, cheese and ale must have 
formed the great stand-by. Beer was replacing ale to some ext~nt in 
the early sixteenth century but the best authorities were agreed that this 
was a bad change. "Ale for an English man is a natural drink" wrote 
Andrew Boorde just about this time, whereas beer was a .natural drink 
for a Dutchman, though "of late days it is much used in England to the 
detriment of many English men; for the drink is a cold drink; yet it doth 
make a man fat and doth inflate the belly . . . • " 

The rector's barn in 1546 contained wheat and rye to the value 
of 53/4 and thirty quarters of malt (for making ale) worth £7 10s. Od., 
and pea$ worth sixteen shillings. Lastly, there were the livestock: 
four kine worth £3 6s. 8d. and sixteen swine "gud and bade" priced at 
twenty-four shillings. Like most country parsons in the sixteenth cen
tury, the rector of Galby left a good deal of his personal estate in the 
form of farming goods. His corn, malt, peas and livestock were worth 
in all £15 10s. Od., rather more than a third of his total estate, which 
was put at £40 3s. 6d. (roughly twelve hundred pounds to-day). 

We have another view of the rectory a hundred and thirty years 
later, when the inventory of Henry Tookey was compiled on 2nd April, 
1674. It is, unfortunately, a sketchy survey of the rectory house and 
the furniture, but we are able fo discover that by this date the rectory 
was a building of two floors, having the usual hall and parlour down
stairs, together with kitchen, buttery and pantry, and five bedrooms 
upstairs. Behind the kitchen lay the brewhouse, cheese chamber and 
dairy. This house had five hearths, as we discover from the hearth tax 
return of a few years before. It was therefore much more commodious 
and comfortable than the rectory of Tudor days and probably represents 
a completely new building, perhaps on the site of the present house now 
occupied by Mr. William Keay. 

Turning now to the old farmhouses and cottages, we have a number 
of inventories which enable us to recapture something of the farm-life 
and domestic history of two, three and four centuries ago, fragments of 
the ordinary pattern of old village life. History is not necessarily a 
record of continuous violence : the social and domestic history of 
Leicestershire villages as revealed in these inventories, scraps of paper 
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written mostly in an untutored rustic hand, help to correct this distorted 
view of the past, in which history is merely battle, murder, and sudden 
death. Most village chronicles are as unsensational and as sober and 
homely as a Dutch picture; they are full of such simple everyday scenes 
as the great Dutch painters put on immortal canvas in their own day, 
capturing forever the ancient sunlight in old rooms and over cornfields 
long since cut. 

Ten farmers' inventories survive from Tudor days, six from Galby 
and four from Frisby, the earliest being dated 1531 and the latest 1596. 
They show us the mode of living of the farming clasS-the husbandmen 
and the yeomen-among which most families were still to be found; but 
we have, unfortunately, no cottagers' inventories such as have survived 

.for dther villages. 

For centuries the village farmer and the cottager alike had occupied 
only a two-roamed dwelling, containing a hall or general living-room, 
and a bower or private room, used as a bedroom. In Leicestershire the 
hall is sometimes referred to as "the house" in these records, while the 
name "parlour" was established for the bower in the first inventories we 
have. The parlour was invariably used as a common bedroom in village 
homes throughout the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, as it had 
been from time immemorial. After that date, with the enlargement of 
farmhouses and the building of a second floor for bedroom accommo
dation, the parlour became increasingly reserved as a smaH sitting-room; 
though cottagers continued to use it as a bedroom until the nineteenth 
century. 

As for the structure of village houses, they consisted essentially of 
a timber frame erected on low foundation walls of stone. Where stone 
was unobtainable, except at considerable cost, the foundations were 
madefrom "stones collected from the boulder clay which covers so much 
of Leicestershire, thus killing two birds with one stone: the arable land 
was cleared of obstacles to the plough, and a solid foundation for house
walls and other walls was obtained. These boulder-foundations may be 
seen at the foot of almost . any mud walls still standing, and at the base 
of old cottages built before the days of bricks. 

The earliest and simplest type of timber frame consisted of two 
curved timbers at either end of a building, springing from the foundation 
walls and meeting at the ridge of the roof. These curved timbers are 
known as "crocks" and a few examples survive here and there in the 
county. Such a house, if of the smallest size, contained one bay of 
building, roughly sixteen feet in length; a larger house could be made 
by inserting additional pairs of crocks at sixteen-foot intervals. Houses 
of two bays were probably the commonest size before the late sixteenth 
,century. 

Walls were built of stone where it was obtainable, but at Galby, as 
in all Leicestershire villages away from the Charnwood stone or the 
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marlstone and limestone of the east, they were necessarily constructed of 
"wattle and daub," i.e. a kind of reinforced mud rammed into the 
interstices of wooden laths, the whole being covered with plaster inside 
and out as a finish. Bricks were not used for small houses in Leicester
shire until the last ten or fifteen years of the seventeenth century, and 
did not become a common building material in villages until the early 
part of the eighteenth. 

The earliest inventories we have for Leicestershire show that by 
Henry VIII's time the village farmer had in many cases added a third 
room to the ancient two-roomed dwelling that had sufficed for centuries. 
This addition of a kitchen was a land-mark in domestic history, since it 
removed all the cooking and dirty work from the hall and left it free for 
leisure and entertainment. Meals continued to be eaten in the hall, 
however. 

Thomas Good's house (1531) is not described for us in his inven
tory. Ann Bupas (1540) was poor, and apparently occupied only a 
two-roomed cottage, containing hall and parlour; but three farmhouses 
described for us in 1559-those of Richard Northam, John Power, and 
Robert Smalley-all had a separate kitchen, and John Power's house 
had a "chamber" in addition, probably an upper room over the parlour. 
On the other hand, John Lewyn of Frisby, who was one of the bigger 
farmers, had.a farmhouse containing only hall and parlour (1557). 

Where a kitchen had been added, it usually lay at the other end 
of the hall from the parlour, and was probably made by extending the 
house in that direction, i.e. by adding another bay. In some cases, 
however, the kitchen may have been built on at the back of the farm
house, at right angles to the hall. 

Occasionally a farmer had a bedroom over the parlour (as in John 
Power's house). Here the parlour, instead of being open to the ridged 
roof or only roughly covered in so as to form a loft or storage-space above, 
was properly boarded over, so as to give a solid floor for a small room 
above. There was still no staircase, but simply an opening in the floor 
of the upper room through which one climbed by means of an ordinary 
ladder. Primitive though this extra· bedroom was, very few Leicester
shire .households possessed such a convenience before Elizabethan days. 
Meanwhile the substitution of upright timbers at the four corners of the 
house for the pairs of "crucks," a change made fairly generally through
out the county by about the middle of the sixteenth century, gave higher 
walls and more headroom and air inside, and le<:! to the building of an 
upper floor running the length of the house, properly divided into a 
number of bedrooms and reached by means of a fixed staircase. These 
great improvements may be detected in the inventories of late Eliza
bethan farmers in Leicestershire, though, generally speaking, only the 
more opulent yeomen could afford a house of this size as yet. Only the 
Dands had such a house at Frisby by the latter part of the sixteenth 
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century, and perhaps one yeoman household at Galby, the family occu
pying the old "capital messuage" formerly the home of Thomas 
Hallyocke. 

At Galby and Frisby in these middle decades of the sixteenth century, 
we find the typical Tudor farmhouse of hall, parlour, and kitchen, all 
extremely barely furnished. The total personal estate of the farmers of 
whomwehavedetailsrangedfrom£20to£68, the average being £20-30. 
This is the usual level for Leicestershire farmers generally. Of this meagre 
sum, which represents about five or six hundred pounds in modern values, 
farm-stock, implements, and crops formed the greater part, usually about 
eighty or ninety per cent. of the total, and household goodS-fumiture, 
bedding, brass and pewter, kitchen ware, and linen-the remaining 
ten to twenty per cent. The household goods of an average farmer in 
these years were rarely worth more than three to six pounds in all; only 
occasionally do we find a more well-appointed farmhouse such as John 
Power's (1559) in which nearly a third of his personal estate consisted of 
household goods, and even he had less than eight pounds' worth in all 
his rooms. 

Before examining the interiors of these old homes, however, there is 
one other interesting piece of domestic history that calls for comment. 
Half the inventories we possess for the years 1526-59 mention coal; three 
out of five in the first years of Elizabeth's reign refer to it. Both Thomas 
Good of Galby and William Ward of Frisby were burning coal, as well 
as wood, in the early 1530's (when they died) and probably much earlier. 
By the end of the century every farmhouse in both places must have been 
burning it, fetched in carts from the Swannington and Coleorton pits 
twenty-five miles away. 

The woods of Leicestershire were fast disappearing throughout the 
Middle Ages; by Henry VIII's time there was a real shortage of timber 
for building purposes and of smaller wood for fuel, especially in the south
eastern part of the county. William Burton, writing almost a century 
later (1622), says : - "The South East side of the Shire is exceeding rich 
ground, yielding greate increase of come in abundance of all kindes .... 
It is almost all champion [i.e. not enclosed] and yieldeth great delight 
and profit every way, and therein may compare with any shire adiacent. 
But heere is the only maime it hath, the want of wood and fuel for fire: 
for which the inhabitants are constrained either to travell farre to fetch 
it, or else to make use of those small helpes which they have: as straw, 
cowsherne and such like." 

Thus the more well-to-do village farmers of Galby and Frisby were 
travelling to the other side of the county to fetch their fuel even in the 
early years of the sixteenth century; while the poorer people, unable 
to make this long journey or to pay for coal, were reduced to burning such 
valuable commodities as straw, cow-dung, and the haulms of peas and 
beans, all ofwhich could more profitably have been put back into the 
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land. The early shortage of timber in Leicestershjre accounts for the 
almost complete absence of half-timbered houses in this county, as com
pared with the numerous "black and white" houses of the better-wooded 
West Midlands. In Leicestershire the timber-framed house was reduced 
to the "post and panel" construction at an early date (soon after the 
middle of the sixteenth century) in order to economise the precious 
material. 

To speak of fuel leads one on to the history of the hearth. Few 
village houses had more than one hearth before Elizabethan .days; the 
poorest cottages sometimes had none, though few were so wretchedly poor 
as this. The inventories of household goods make it clear that not many 
farmhouses had two hearths before the middle of the sixteenth century. 
Where there was no kitchen the only hearth was in the hall, often built 
into an inner wall with the parlour behind it. So we sometimes read in 
these documents of "the little room behind the hearth" or some such words 
as that. 

By the end of the century, however, the majority of farmhouses had 
two hearths, and on.e or two of the wealthier yeomen had three or four 
hearths as their houses grew in size and comfort. Cottagers continued to 
have only one hearth, that in the hall, as did some old-fashioned farm
houses of the smaller kind. When the hearth tax return was made for 
Galby at Lady Day 1666 we find that of the fifteen houses listed, eight 
had only one hearth, of which five or six were cottages and the other farm
houses. Sometimes even a farmer sufficiently comfortable to be dubbed 
"yeoman" had only a one-hearth farmhouse, like Robert Warner of 
Galby. Five farmhouses had a hearth in both hall and kitchen; one (the 
old manor house mentioned in 1576 as the home of Thomas Hallyocke) 
had four hearths; and the rectory had five. 

At Frisby there were eleven houses. Poor Alice Widmerpoole had 
a fireless cottage; eight others had only one hearth. One farmhouse had 
two hearths, and Mr. Robert Johnson's stone-built house (part of which 
may be seen to-day in the outhouses of Frisby House) had five. This 
had probably been the residence of the Dands when they had lived at 
Frisby, but no inventory relating to it appears to survive. Judging by 
the mullioned windows and the walls of dressed stone that remain it seems 
to have been built in the sixteenth century, when the Dands were doing 
well out of farming, from stone quarried at Life Hill not far away. 

I have described the comfortless house of Robert Smalley elsewhere, 3 

as it was in 1559. A generation later there is a great improvement in 
houses and in their furnishings. Inventories of the 1570's, like those of 
Hugh Stephens of Galby (1571) and William Goode of Frisby (1572) show 
more chairs in the hall, a much greater display of pewter and other dishes, 
a dossal (which was an ornamental cloth for the back of a settle or similar 
seat) and cushions, and hangings around the principal beds. The inventory 

3See The Leicestershire Farmer in the Sixteenth. Century (Trans. Leics. Arch. 
Soc. XX.) 
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of John Goode taken on 27th February, 1597, totalled £128 15s. Od., of 
which rather less than a fifth consisted of household goods and the remain
der of foodstuffs (for example, eight bacon flitches worth 53 / 4), farm
stock, implements, crops, and so on. 

We may illustrate the new standard of comfort from the house of 
Thomas Parker, husbandman of Frisby, who died in the autumn of 1588. 
On 6th October of that year Roger Deacon and Hugh Shawe made thei: 
tour of inspection of the farmhouse and the outbuildings and valued the 
whole personal estate of the dead man at £113 14s. 8d., of which house
hold goods came to £27 13s. 4d., considerably more than the average 
proportion. The farmhouse had hall, parlour and kitchen downstairs 
and bedrooms ("chambers") above, but it is doubtful whether there was 
yet a fixed staircase between the two floors or how far the upper rooms 
were anything more than lofts reached by means of a ladder. 

The hall of the farmhouse contained a table, four "buffet stowels", a 
cupboard (probably what we should call a dresser) and a "liverie cub
bard". This latter was a sort of side-table on which liveries or allowances 
of food (especially for the servants) were put out. At mealtimes the 
family and the farm-servants sat on two forms, one each slde of the long 
table, while Thomas Parker himself, as head of the house, sat in the 
only chair at the head of the table. The walls of the hall were hung with 
"a painted cloth," depicting some biblical or mythological scene; four 
cushions probably went with the four buffet stools around the hearth of 
an evening, and "a Carpett" completed the furnishings. This was not 
a floor covering, but was draped over the table when the latter was not 
in use for meals, as we may see in Italian and Dutch paintings of this 
period. 

The parlour was similarly comfortable. Though there were rooms 
above used as bedrooms, this was still being used as a bedroom also. It 
held two feather beds, mattresses, and all the usual bedding, including a 
great quantity of good linen, six pairs of flaxen sheets and two pairs of 
harden (a coarser quality than linen), four flaxen table-cloths, eight nap
kins and three towels. This room was probably Thomas Parker's 
bedroom. It contained also three coffers, a "frame table" and a form, 
and the rough plaster walls were tastefully concealed with yet more 
"paintid clothes". 

The upper rooms were used partly as bedrooms and partly as store
rooms, there being four tod of wool in one of them (roughly a hundred
weight, worth forty-eight shillings). The use of the rooms above as 
storage space suggests that they were lofts made by boarding over the 
the rooms below rather than properly constructed second-floor rooms. 

The contents of the kitchen and the outhouses are not listed in detail. 
There was a fine collection of brass and pewter, and the usual spits and 
irons about the hearth: In the barns, just harvested, were three bays of 
barley worth eight pounds; two and a half bays of hay worth five pounds; 
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an unspecified quantity of wheat and rye worth three pounds; and peas 
and pea-stacks valued at six pounds. Thomas Parker was a mixed 
farmer, with an emphasis on sheep, of which he had seventy-three. Of 
his total farm-goods, crops (including hay) came to a quarter of the total; 
livestock (including wool) amounted to nearly a half. 

Farming had not changed much in character in Galby and Frisby 
since the reign of Henry VIII, probably not much since the time of 
Edward III when peas and beans began to play a larger part in Leicester
shire crops. When William Ward of Frisby died in 1533, for instance, 
he left 20½ acres of ground under cultivation, ten acres under peas and 
ten and a half under "white corn" (i.e. barley and wheat). Another 
ten acres or so would have been left fallow, as was customary under the 
three-field system. In 1557 the proportions of the various crops were 
much the same at Frisby: John Lewyn had nineteen acres under barley 
and wheat and twenty under peas; Richard Goode had seven acres under 
the former and eight under the latter. In 1571 Hugh Stephens of Galby 
had eighteen acres of ground under cultivation, of which exactly half was 
under peas and the remaining nine acres divided between two of· wheat 
and seven of barley. William Goode of Frisby in 1572 had six acres 
under white corn (the proportions of wheat and barley not being specified) 
and seven under peas. Thus peas were the most important single crop 
in Tudor farming in the Galby district, as in Leicestershire generally, pro
viding food for both man and beast for the greater part of the year. 
Half the acreage sown every year was put under this crop. Of the grain 
crops, barley was far and away the most important, about three or four 
times as great an acreage as wheat, the second grain crop. Very little 
rye or oats were grown. In value, barley usually exceeded peas, and 
was used chiefly for malting and hence for ale and beer, the staple drink 
of all people for centuries. 

Sheep were fairly important in Galby and Frisby farming, though there 
were no extensive sheep-pastures as in so many parishes in south and east 
Leicestershire. Most of the small farms round Galby carried thirty to 
seventy sheep, and a few head of cattle. Thus hay was a considerable 
crop also. 

After 1600 the pace of economic and social change slackened some
what; and though the houses of the rich continued to reflect the influence 
of changing styles as much as ever the ordinary village house remained 
fundamentally the same for the next two hundred years or so. Crocks 
gave way before the sixteenth century was out, probably before 1550 in 
most places, to upright timbers at each of the four corners of the house, 
so allowing for the construction of a second floor, a change that appears, 
as will be shown, increasingly after the first quarter of the seventeenth 
century. Once this important advance had been made, the houses of 
yeomen increased somewhat in size and considerably in comfort, but 
there was no substantial alteration in plan and structure; the materials 
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used remained unchanged until the last years of the seventeenth century 
but the old plan persisted long after that. 

The cottage plan, too, remained the same: "house" and parlour 
were still the only two rooms, as they had been since Chaucer's day and 
before, with no upper floor or staircase until the nineteenth century in 
most cases. Not until then did the parlour cease to be used as a bed
room and become reserved for special occasions and for a Sunday sitting
room. 

There is no need, in view of the slowness of change after 1600, to 
illustrate the houses of Galby in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries 
as fully as we have done for the sixteenth, and we may content ourselves 
with four examples: two yeoman houses (inventories dated 1606 and 
1669), a shepherd'.s cottage (1667) and a labourer's cottage (1675). 

The first of the yeomen is Robert Warner, whose inventory is dated 
11th June, 1606. His personal estate amounted to £249 17s. 2d., of 
which his household goods came to only 14 per cent. and farm-goods to 
the remaining 86 per cent., no great change from the relative proportions 
of the middle decades of the sixteenth century. The change in Galby's 
farming is apparent, however, for practically 60 per cent. of the value of 
the farm-goods is represented by live-stock, of which an unspecified 
number of sheep (probably between 250 and 300, judging by their total 
value) were by far the most important. Indeed, the sheep alone were 
worth consideraby more than the whole crop of corn and hay ripening 
in the June sunshine. 

The description of Robert Warner's house is interesting. One may 
trace from it the evolution of the Tudor dwelling of hall, parlour, and 
kitchen, all on one floor, towards the two-floored house that was the rule 
among farmers by Charles II's time. Here the old hall, probably that 
of his grandfather and great-grandfather back in Henry VIII's time, 
when its roof had been open to the rafters, had been boarded over to 
form a loft above. The parlour was similarly treated, for the inventory 
speaks of "the upper parlour" and "the nether parlour". A roomy 
porch had been added to the house also, as was commonly done in the 
larger houses during Elizabeth's reign, and this too had an upper floor
"a lofte over the entry". The wording suggests, however, that this upper 
floor throughout the house was an improvisation and that there was still no 
fixed staircase leading to properly constructed bedrooms. This was to be 
the next step in ordinary houses. 

We find such an upper range of rooms mentioned in the house of 
John Dand, who died in 1669, and, what is more, specific mention· of a 
staircase. We read here of "the Chamber next the stairs," that is, the 
room at the head of the stairs. As a general rule, I should say that fixed 
staircases and a proper second floor of bedrooms were very rare in 
Leicestershire farmhouses before 1600; only the richest yeomen possessed 
such substantial houses in the latter part of Elizabeth's reign; but from 
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the time of Charles I onwards these improvements in house design made 
their appearance increasingly, so far as the farmer class is concerned. 

Robert Warner's house is almost certainly that occupied by William 
Warner sixty years later, when it was returned for the purposes of the 
hearth tax as possessing two fireplaces, one in the hall and the other in 
the kitchen. The parlour in 1606 was still being used as a bedroom, and 
the hall, now more comfortably furnished that it had been and much 
warmer now that the high open roof had been shut off, was the principal 
living-room. The furniture of the hall is described as "one table a 
fourme the benches two buffet stooles six cussions," worth altogether 
thirteen shillings and fourpence. The benches were pretty certainly the 
old settles that stood each side of the hearth, made more comfortable with 
cushions, the scene of the family gathering in the evening when all the 
work dropped away and was forgotten for a few hours by the fire. A 
cupboard is mentioned, probably a court cupboard, for it had a cloth 
and a cushion upon it, and two chairs. On the walls were the painted 
cloths which were now usual in all but the poorest houses, and in the 
hearth were the land-iron and hooks, tongs, fire-shovel, and other fire
irons. The parlours, above and below, contained the usual bedsteads 
and bedding, and coffers filled with linen of all kinds. 

The inventory of John Dand, "yeoman," made on 3rd January, 
1669, reveals a larger house, with a second floor and a staircase. The 
hall shows another step towards gentility, for in place of bare plaster 
concealed by painted cloths the walls were wainscotted. Not many details 
are given of the furniture-there were, however, two tables in the room, 
chairs and stools, and a cupboard. The "parlour next the hall" was a 
bedroom, probably the original parlour of an older house, while the 
"Inner parlour," used as a kind of bed sitting-room, had probably been 
originally a kitchen, as it .contained a fireplace. "The Chamber next 
the stairs" was similarly furnished with bed, table, chairs, stools, and a 
coffer. Beyond this room were two other bedrooms, ''The Inner Cham
ber" a~d "The Chamber over the Hall". The room over the entry was 
used as a store-room. In all probability, the staircase was built at the 
far end of the hall, perhaps opening off the inner parlour, and opened at 
'the top on to a corridor, formed by building on to the back of the old 
house, with the various doors opening off it along the length of the 
building. 

John Dand's inventory is not very informative. His personal 
estate amounted to £287 14s. 2d., of which £200 was "Moneys due upon 
Mortgage by way of a Lease''. He seems to have left the care of his farm 
to his son John (the last of the line, who died in 1717) and we have no 
details of his farming activities. The inventory of Robert Warner, "yeo
man," who died in the same year, is also a brief document. He left 
£74 ls. 8d. in personal estate, mostly in the form of debts due to him, 
and the chief interest of his social standing for us is that he lived in a 
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house with only one hearth, like any cottager, though he was styled 
"yeoman". 

We may now turn to the smaller cottage as it was in good King Charles' 
golden days, the homes of the shepherd and the village labourer. Both 
were houses of only two rooms, a hall and a parlour, with a hearth in the 
former room. 

The worldly goods of William Squire, shepherd, were worth £29 
12s. 10d. when he died in 1667. Of this total his sheep accounted for 
more than half: 21 ewes and lambs, one barren ewe and two barren sheep, 
worth in all £15 10s. Od. Two milch cows were valued at five pounds, 
a yearling and a calf at twenty-five shillings, and a pig and "a cade 
lamb" at six and eightpence. The fact that a shepherd could own as 
many as twenty-five sheep and lambs and four cows and calves is worthy 
of note: it bears out all we have said of the opportunities that the old 
peasant system afforded, to even the poorest in the village, of getting on 
in a modest way. 

In the hall stood a table, a form, and a chair; a dresser on which 
stood five small pewter disfies; and around the hearth the brass pans, 
pots, and a warming-pan. Six cushions completed the furnishings of 
this simple room. The parlour contained two bedsteads and the bedding, 
three coffers, and a "Penn," which was a receptacle of some kind. In 
an outhouse, called the dairy, were churn and cheese-press, fire-irons 
and pot-hooks, a spade and a ladder. 

Thomas Rowell, who was a labourer, lived in a two-roomed cottage 
of the same description. On 2nd August, 1675, a list of his personal 
estate was made by Wifliam Norton and Robert Warner, and this will 
serve to bring our account of Galby houses and their furniture to a close. 
The dead man's ready money and clothing were valued at thirteen 
shillings and fourpence; out in the fields he had three cows and two 
calves, in which just half his wealth lay, and in the yard outside the 
cottage two pigs worth ten shillings and eightpence. Here too we have 
a labourer, the lowliest class in the social scale, possessing a sufficiency 
of livestock that he could call his own. 

Thos. Rowell's goods were worth £22 13s. Od. in all, the sum reward 
of a labouring life in the seventeenth century. His few animals, which 
grazed on what was left of the common pastures, accounted for £11 
16s. Od. of this; the remainder, except for a few coins in his purse and 
his rough clothing, consisted of his furniture, brass and pewter, linen, and 
a few small oddments. The living-room, here called "the house," would 
have looked much like William Squire's had one pushed open the door 
on that distant August day. A table occupied the middle of the small 
room, three roughly carpentered chairs stood around it, and five stools 
were scattered round the hearth, which had the usual irons, shovel and 
tongs, and hooks in the chimney from which the cooking-pot hung. 
Against one wall stood the dresser, and. on it all the pewter: a flagon, 
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five dishes, four saucers, a salt-cellar, candlestick, two porringers, and 
half a dozen spoons. Five brass pans and two brass pots reflecte.d the 
firelight in the dim room, lit only by one. small casement window that was 
doubtless rarely opened. 

In the parlour, which lay through a door in the wall opposite the 
dresser, we should have seen two beds, chests large and small, and a 
couple of boxes, all of which contained linen or hempen sheets, napkins, 
and a tablecloth. 

Such were the houses of yeoman and cottager in the seventeenth 
century, nor were there any appreciable changes in the succeeding genera
tions. Bricks came in as a building material for farmhouses late in the 
century, probably not before 1700 in most places, and for cottages 
somewhat later-perhaps about the late 'twenties of the eighteenth cen
tury, to judge by surviving dated examples. Often the old timber frame, 
put up in Elizabeth's reign and still capable of giving good service, was 
preserved when the mud filling was knocked out and replaced by brick
work, so that we may see sixteenth century timber combined with 
eighteenth century brick in many village houses. Cottages remained 
simple two-roomed dwellings until the first years of the nineteenth cen
tury, though they became more congested with furniture and the knick
knacks beloved of our grandfathers' days. Farmhouses built anew in the 
late eighteenth century and early nineteenth became increasingly severe 
and plain in appearance, though still built of neat hand-made bricks. By 
the 1840's, however, brickwork had ceased to be an attractive form of 
building. Millions of shiny, machine-made bricks poured from the 
kilns during Victoria's reign, with none of the pleasant proportion of 
the older product; shiny Welsh slates all cut to the same size replaced 
the Swithland slates of the better houses, or the Colly Westons in the east 
of the county, and the thatch of the cottage. The typical Leicestershire 
village-outside the stone belt, at least-was born in these years; and as 
English farming became more depressed and neglected by the State from 
the late 'seventies onwards, in the interests of cheap food for the industrial 
towns, so the final blight fell upon the village everywhere. Rents fell; 
absentee landlords, living stylishly in some London square or in a foreign 
villa, spent less and less on the properties they rarely saw in distant 
Leicestershire. The culminating horror of the red corrugated iron roof 
appeared, often clapped on to sturdy old houses built of good English 
materials, timber, stone and clay. They have lasted three or four hun
dred years, and now they end their days under this crowning indignity, 
because quantity and cheapness are all that matter in the twentieth 
century. 

I wish to thank Mr. William Keay for his help in preparing the map 
and in providing the illustrations for this history. 


