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THE PROGRESS AND AREAS OF ENCLOSURE 

These two diagrams should be read in conjunction 
with pages 78-82 of the text, and with Appendix II 
which gives the evidence for the data. 

The. main purpose of the two complementary 
diagrams is to show-

(a) How much had been enclosed before Parlia
mentary Enclosure Acts began. 

( b) At which periods this earlier enclosure took 
place. 

The author would like to join the numerous body 
of local historians who are indebted to Mr. Albert 
Herbert, F.R.I.B.A., F.S.A., for devising and executing 
the maps and diagrams. 
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Glebe Terriers and Open Field 
Leicestershire 
by M. W. Beresford 

INTRODUCTION 
WHEN this study began, it had a ve:ry limited objective. It was to 
use the information contained in the glebe terriers in order to 
construct a survey of the open fields of the county before their 
enclosure. Such a survey would include the names and numbers 
of the fields within the village territories and would indicate how 
widely open fields were distributed at the beginning of the seven
teenth centu:ry-which is when the first terriers appear. But, as the 
work progressed, the terriers revealed themselves as a useful tool to 
quar:ry other information. The terriers were made at irregular 
intervals, and ( for most parishes) were made and preserved 
from the early seventeenth, through the eighteenth and nine
teenth centuries. They are records, that is, of a single holding 
of land through a ve:ry important and not too well docu
mented period of agricultural change. Its first centu:ry and a half 
(1600-1750) covers a period when enclosure was steadily and openly 
progressing, but not in a way which would leave as clear a record 
as the next centu:ry (1750-1850), with its Private Acts of Parliament 
authorising enclosure and providing printed proof of the date and 
district concerned. Mr. Tate's county lists are evidence of the 
value of such printed material when accurately extracted and 
assembled. 

Since the glebe estate was like any lay estate, it was involved in 
any enclosure of the parish in which it lay. The glebe terriers in 
such a parish will record the change from open field strips to the 
new hedged fields, and it is this recorded change which makes the 
terrier a tool for investigating enclosure in the period 1600-1750. The 
inforD1ation obtained is complementa:ry to that of Mr. Tate, and the 
maps accompanying this article incorporate both types of evidence, 
and provide (for the first time, I believe) a county map which 
records the progress of enclosure in the last four centuries with some 
degree of accuracy. 

The opportunity of so widening the scope of the study has 
meant that the main emphasis of the article has perhaps been shifted. 
The original study of the open field names and distribution now 
falls into place as part of the study of the transformation of the 
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open fields themselves; and, for that reason, the first section deals 
with the appearance of the open fields and the chronology of en
closure. A later section describes the origin of terriers and their 
contents, but it was felt best to put this horse behind the cart, 
where it could be inspected by those most interested in the method 
of obtaining the results described in the earlier section. Those 
interested in results may ride in the cart. 

Although this study is concerned with one county and its 
enclosure history and its open field names, the method of the study 
is equally applicable to those other counties whose records include 
glebe terriers, and whose fields include ridge and furrow. In this 
way the pre-Parliamentary enclosure history of other counties may 
be within sight of being tidied up. We shall then know the 
chronology, (and perhaps more of the motives) of the transformation 
from the old technique of agriculture to the new: from the strip, 
with all its implications of communal activity, to the hedge, a 
symbol of an individual proprietor, his fields separate from 
his neighbours, his hedged rectangle his own to improve or neglect 
as he chose. The Leicestershire landscape is not only a landscape, 
it is a symbol of a social structure and a farming technique. 

I 

To the general reader the time-table of Midland enclosure must by 
now be confusing. Any village history is bound to refer to enclosure 
before 1500; those who have read Dr. Hoskins' account of the lost 
villages of the county will find enclosure described there which took 
place from 1450 to 1550; readers of Mr. Parker's article will be 
told of enclosure from 1501 to 1612; those who glance at the 
later pages of this article will find it difficult to escape noticing many 
enclosures between 1612 and 1750, a year which serves as a rough 
starting point for those other (Parliamentary) enclosures in process 
of being listed by Mr. Tate. 

From all this confusion the reader may well ask whether there 
was ever a time when someone was not enclosing somewhere. In 
his exasperation he will be nearer to the results of specialist studj 
than he perhaps thinks. The story of enclosure is continuous and 
only finishes when the whole county had lost the vestiges of its 
common fields by the mid-nineteenth century. It may simplify 
the narrative if we think of three main periods, each with a 
characteristic form of enclosure: although such simplicity cannot 
escape some of the distortions of simplification. 
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For our purpose the word 'enclosure' is limited to the process of 
re-distributing and hedging the strips of the medieval open fields, 
whether for sheep and cattle pastures or for improved growing of 
crops. It leaves. aside the long medieval transformation of the 
waste and woodlands, and the inclusion of the reclaimed lands 
within the village economy. It has also to leave aside some of the 
piecemeal enclosure by which quite small landholders had enclosed 
small fields for themselves by 1500, even in villages mainly still 
surrounded by unhedged strips. 

The first period is one when enclosure takes place against 
the main stream of social opinion and often against the law. The 
motive is usually, although not always, the advantages of sheep 
and cattle against corn. The attitude of the law is hostile, and 
much of our evidence derives from law suits over enclosure, in which 
the Crown or individuals have become involved. Typical of this 
first period are the fifty or so enclosures which produced the deserted 
villages of the county. We may roughly date this period as from 
1450 to 1600. 

The second period runs roughly from 1600 to the beginning of 
enclosure by Act of Parliament in the early eighteenth century. In 
it, social opinion is less opposed to enclosure, although State 
enquiries, such as that of 1607 recently transcribed by Mr. Parker, 
continue into the 163o's. There was a suspicion that the Stuarts' 
motives were mixed, and not uncoloured by the fines. to be levied 
on enclosers. They were certainly willing to take money as .:i, 

permissive payment for enclosure. By that time, enclosure by 
agreement had begun in earnest, and the landholders enrol their 
agreement in the records of theCourt of Chancery. The majority 
of seventeenth century enclosure dealt with in this essay appears to 
be of this type, although the words of the Doctor in the Dialogue of 
the Commonweal show that its basis was not unknown in the 
Midlands a century earlier. 1 

But of late divers men, findinge greater profitte by 
grasinge then by husbandrie, haue founde the meanes, either 
to by theire neighbors partes rounde aboute theim, or els 
to exchaunge with them so manie acres in this place for so 
manie in an other;whearby they might bringe all theire landes 
together and so inclose it. 

lA Discourse of the Common Weal (r549) ed. E. Lamond, p. r24. See 
also the Husbandman's speech, ibid. p. 56. Some enclosure by agree
ment appears in the county before 1570 (e.g., at Wymondham and 
Edmondthorpe about r568) but the movement is not under way 
until after 1607. 
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In some enclosures, during this second period, fictitious law-suits 
were begun in order to register the agreement, but this should not 
be taken at its face value as evidence of controversy. The open 
enrolment of these pre-Parliamentary enclosures is evidence that 
enclosure had become respectable, and that group,, of landowners 
could find neighbours as willing as th~mselves to arrange re
distribution of the open fields. 

The third period, roughly from 1740 to 1840, will be ade
quately covered in due course by Mr. Tate's list and commentary. 
In it; a similar re-arrangement of the fields is sanctioned by Act ·of 
Parliament, by whose authority compulsory enclosure can take 
place without the agreement of every landholder. 

The following table gives a rough indication of the periods 
within which the final enclosure of Leicestershire fields fell. It is 
not based upon parishes, but upon places, each of which had been 
an open field unit before its enclosure. It can only be a rough 
indication, since it does not include an estimate of the area,, enclosed. 
Slater's estimate was that after the enclosure covered by this table 
some 38% of the county remained for enclosure by Act of Parlia
ment. Like the detailed information in Appendix 2 upon which it 
i,, based, the table concerns itself only with the date at which the 
place was finally enclosed. In every case it is mo,,t likely that 
substantial enclosure had preceded the date of the final dis
appearance of the strips. 2 Some details of this 'piece-meal' enclosure 
have been given in the Appendix. 3 

2The preambles of an Enclosure Act may be unintentionally misleading. 
They seem to have followed a common form whether or not open 
field strips were in fact enclosed by the particular Act. This pre
amble .. usually ran : 

'whereas there are in the parish of X certain open and commonable 
fields meadows commons commonable and waste lands and 
whereas the properties lie very intermixed with each other ...... but 
cannot effectually be made without the aid , and authority of 
Parliament .. . ' 

The same preamble would be used whether the area of open field was 
large, small, or non-existent. It must also be remembered that 
Enclosure Acts were used as an opportunity for tidying up compli
cations of old enclosures by new exchanges, for enclosing commons, 
and for commuting tithes. The 1806 Act for Hoby was in fact a 
confirmation of an enclosure by agreement in 1632 ! 

3Gilbert Slater had prepared detailed county maps of enclosure for his 
English Peasantry and the Enclosure of the Common Fields (1908). 
The Leicestershire map was not among those printed in the book, 
and although Slater's preface says that it had been deposited with 
the London School of Economics, the Librarian informs me that it 
cannot be traced (1948). 
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PLACES WHOLLY ENCLOSED BEFORE THE AGE OF 

ENCLOSURE ACTS (i.e. by 1750). 

Before 1550 
1550-1600 
1600-1650 
1650-1700 
1700-1750 

Total 

52 
7 

57 
24 
4 

144 

Another 17 places have their 
enclosure still undated, although 
they were enclosed without an 
Act. 

The Map, facing page 77, uses wider periods of time within which to 
group pre-Parliamentary enclosures. 

When the enclosure listed in the table was completed, more 
than half of Leicestershire had lost its open fields. Of the remainder, 
it must be remembered that the Charnwood Forest area had never 
been settled in open field villages, so that, although its enclosure took 
place in the 1750-1850 period, it was not an enclosure of open fields, 
but of woods, heath, and common. 4 

Much study has been given to the importance of enclosure in 
transforming rural society. It was also a transformation of 
scenery. From the top of the steeple of North Kilworth in 1764, 
before its enclosure, one would have looked out over a scenic 
pattern once common to the arable plains of North Western Europe. 
The same sight could have been seen that year from many other 
steeples, towers, and less windy view-points of Leicestershire. 

The steeple-jack at North Kil worth, had he good eyesight, might 
in that same year 1764, have seen the agents of transformation at their 
work over the valley in Husbands Bosworth. There the mosaic of 
open fields was being surveyed, measured, and re-distributed by a 
trio of men acting under the authority of an Act of Parliament. 
They were planning the lay-out of a new field-pattern, that which 
greets us to-day in the Midland countryside: the large hedged fields, 
separately owned and separately farmed; and often new farmhouses 
out in the fields away from the village. By 1766 they were to come 
to North Kilworth also. The chief surviving records of the trans-

4The magnificent volume of maps illustrating the Charnwood enclosure can 
be seen among the County Records. 
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formation of the scenery by Act of Parliament are the Acts them
selves and the Awards made under their authority. Such records 
are only occasionally a means by which the pre-enclosure appear
ance of the fields can be reconstructed and their area assessed 
and pictured. To do this we shall invoke the aid, first, of the glebe 
terrier, and then, later, of the fields themselves. 

II 
The glebe terriers are writ(en surveys or schedules of the lands 

belonging to the church in any one parish. Since, in an agricul
tural society, these lands might be the main source of the incum
bents' incomes, the Church administrators were anxious that they . 
should not diminish or disappear. 5 For that reason, the Archdeacon, 
or Bishop in his Visitation enquiry, will ask the incumbent and 
churchwardens to declare to him the value and extent of the 
temporalities of the church. The articles of enquiry, dealing mainly 
with matters of ritual, conduct, and spiritual duties of the clergy, 
will also include questions on the fabric, the glebe, and the tithes, 
and such other fees as those for burial and marriage. 

The answers to questions of spiritual duties are usually 
in a separate document. The answers concerning the glebe, 
the incumbent's house, and the fees are usually in another docu
ment headed, 'A true terrier ..... .' The word 'terrier' has its root 
in the French word 'terre' (land), and it is a land-survey. The 
glebe terriers, parish by parish, give us a survey of one estate in 
each parish. Sometimes it is almost an exaggeration to use the 
word estate: it may only be a garden, or a croft, or two closes 
adjoining the vicarage house. Occasionally there is only the house. 
This inequalicy reflects the source of the glebe land: the voluntary 
gifts of the faithful. Time may have added to it; good husbandry 
augmented, or rapacious neighbours diminished it; so that when the 
first terriers appear in the sixteenth century there is great 
inequality. 6 

SThe notes of the 1633-4 Visitation show how glebe was found to have been 
swallowed up at enclosure: in one case, Knaptoft, the parson 'hath 
a lease of ground (at Shearsby) to stop his mouth'. The remedy 
invoked in this case was a terrier: 'command ye Churchwardens to 
make a Terrier of it and bring it, for it is known by divers yet living' 
Reports and Papers of the Associated Societies xxix (1908) pp. 479, 
513, and 514. See also Blaston infra. , 

6The appropriation of a rectory in medieval times and its transference· to 
lay hands, in most cases before the surviving terriers begin, will 
explain the absence of a full terrier. In such an event, we are left 
with only the vicarage-house, garden, and orchard in the document. 
Conversely, the commutation of tithes for land at the time of Parlia
mentary enclosure will augment the glebe estate. 
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The terrier may be used as a source of information about the 
size and plan of the vicarage house; about the endowme:µts of the 
parish church from the sixteenth to the nineteenth centuries; about 
the names of the clergy and churchwardens; or about the 
husbandry of church lands before and after enclosure. It will be 
used here for other purposes. 

The glebe estate was one among many in the parish. If the 
clergy themselves farmed, then they farmed (in the open field 
village) like any villager with a comparable area of land: where 
they leased out the land, their tenants farmed it like any other 
landlord's tenants. The physical appearance of the glebe land 
reflected the physical appearance of other lands of the parish. 
Occasionally, perhaps, the glebe may have been enclosed and 
farmed progressively and individually at a time when the ordinary 
villager had still a full quota of strips. 7 Much more frequent is the 
position where the glebe land (like that of many villagers) consists 
mainly of scattered strips, but includes a few hedged closes taken 
at one time or another out of the fields. We may put this in another 
way: if the parson has strips, then the village is certainly still un
enclosed; if the parson has strips and closes, then certainly other 
villagers will have the same mixture, and the village will still have 
its open field; if the parson has only hedged closes, then that 
evidence is neutral: other villagers may have only closes or they 
may have still their strips. 

It is for this reason that the glebe terriers, in one of their 
aspects, are an index of the progress of enclosure. A terrier for an 
unenclosed parish will be a big document, for it will need space to 
list each of the glebe strips one by one. Such a document may well 
be up to four square feet in area. 

An enclosed estate on the other hand can be briefly described 
in a few lines by naming each close, and the document can be quite 
small. When a parish is enclosed the glebe lands are enclosed with 
other villagers' lands, and hedged fields will be given in exchange. 
At his next enquiry the Archdeacon will be told of glebe land in 
closes, not of strips. The interval between one visitation enquiry 
and the next varied: after the Restoration they are more regular; 
in the late sixteenth and early seventeenth century we may attribute 
the gaps as much to the disappearance of documents as to the 
fluctuating zeal of the Archdeacons. 

But, long or short, the interval will enable us to fix an earlier 
and a later limit to enclosure. It will lighten the burden of 
searches through other legal records by limiting the period. The 

7See Barrow-on Soar infra. 



84 LEICESTERSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 

virtually unindexed Chancery Decree Rolls record many enclosures 
reached by agreement in the seventeenth century, but without some 
limit of time to guide one, the search for an agreement for a 
particular parish is an unenviable labour. 8 

In some terriers, the enclosure is recorded and dated, even when 
it took place several years, or even decades, earlier. Such an im
portant transformation of the rural scene, with radical changes in 
the rights and even the income of the incumbent, was not lightly to 
be forgotten. If tithes were commuted, the enclosure might result 
in an increase of glebe land by the addition of the land granted in 
lieu of them. Occasionally, as we see from the complaint of the 
Hallaton terrier of I709, the glebe might shrink. 

'We, the ministers of Hallaton have great reason to believe 
that we have been much injured by the late Inclosure of Blaston 
and should be glad to be put in a way of recovering them'. 9 

And the I703 Blaston terrier describes the enclosure as made 'at the 
time of the Great Rebellion without the consent of Chancery or of 
the bishop'. 

Sometimes the open field terrier continues to be copied after 
enclosure, with a footnote describing the new fields allocated in 
place of the strips. Pickwell was enclosed at the beginning of the 
seventeenth century. A terrier not dated (but made between I734 
and I749) still lists the strips in the three fields but adds that three 
closes were allotted at the enclosure for the glebe. 

Those who drew up the terriers often leaned upon their pre
decessors. They copied the terrier of the previous visitation under 
a different date-line, and signed it. 10 As long as there had been 
no considerable change in open field husbandry, this would not be 
inaccurate. But if an incumbent were buying, selling, or exchanging 
strips of land, then clearly a repetitive terrier would be useless. The 
deaths of tenants of neighbouring strips would also mean that a name 
would have to be changed in the glebe terrier, since this used neigh
bours' names as a method of identifying a strip in its furlong. 

This conservatism in documentation has its uses in this inquiry, 
for it leads men making a terrier to incorporate useful information 
about something which has taken place in years before terriers 

Bit will be seen from the list of pre-Parliamentary enclosures that the 
evidence of terriers is often confirmed from other sources. 

9Jnclosure and Enclosure. The modern form with 'e' has supplanted the 
older form. I have retained the 'i' in quotations only. 

lOMany parish registers contain terriers and other information about the 
glebe entered among the births. From this source, no doubt, later 
terriers were copied and checked. Some Yorkshire glebe terriers of 
the late seventeenth century are headed 'copied from the Register 
Book of the parish.' 
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were made, or in years where no terrier has survived. The terrier 
, of 1635 for Allexton is not satisfied to state that the glebe is in 
closes, it gives the date of enclosure, eighty years earlier; the Cat
thorpe enclosure is dated 1655 by the makers of the 1700 terrier, but 
it is curious that the makers of the 1674 terrier did not bother to 
record this fact. The Chancery Decree for Catthorpe is specifically 
mentioned in the 1700 terrier. It was this enclosure by agreement 
which brought forward Joseph Lee's celebrated tract of 1656 'A 
Vindication of a Regulated Inclosure'. He had been rector of Cat
thorpe. At Knossington the 1638 terrier includes a copy of the 
enclosure agreement of 1625, although the 1625 terrier had merely 
said briefly that the glebe consisted of one close in lieu of the dis
persed glebelands. At Muston there is a bigger span of years, since 
the 1712 terrier begins with a copy of the glebe terrier of 1629 (all 
in strips), and follows it with a terrier of the lands (15¾ acres) which 
it had after the enclosure of 1629. Here again,an · intermediate 
terrier of 1709 is less informative. It states that the parish has 
been enclosed since the first year of King Charles I, but does not 
detail the open field glebe. 

Reliance on an earlier terrier, no doubt, caused the perpetuation 
in the 1703 terrier from Thrussington of the hasty note at the end, 
just before the signatures, 'item which was before forgotten ..... .'. 
The 1700 terrier had the same item in the same place with the same 
apology. It is unlikely that two slips of memory took place: the 
1703 Vicar and Churchwardens took the 1700 terrier as their basis, 
addendum and all. That it was not a verbatim, unthinking copy, 
will be seen from the fact that the 1703 terrier has six small phrases 
describing the positions of strips which will not be found against 
those strips in the 1700 terrier. 

The majority of terriers are models of clarity. Each field is 
separated from the other, with a bold lettered head-title; inside the 
fields the furlongs may also have their marginal headings in the better 
terriers. The earliest terriers are among the clearest, with five or six 
feet of continuous rolls of sewn parchment, one strip to a line, well 
spaced and clearly headed. In others the par chm en t is a large oblong, 
with three wide columns, one for each field. The most difiicult 
terriers to read are those which for economy of space are in continuous 
prose, without any lines or dividing space between strip and strip, or 
even field and field. The easiest terriers to handle, however, and 
some of the easiest to read, are the volumes of the early 17th cen
tury bound terriers at Lincoln. One is grateful for the respite from 
unrolling and untying. 
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The terrier for Thrussington for 1700 is transcribed below, 
(page n4). The field names are identical with the 1601 terrier at 
Lincoln. 

III 

The nature of terriers 

The first canon to authorise a terrier explicitly, is dated 1571. 

'A bishop shall see that a true inventory, which they call 
a terrier shall be made of all fields, meadows, gardens, 
orchards belonging to any Rectory or Vicarage by an inspec
tion made by worthy men: it shall be brought to his Registry 
;for perpetual reminder.' 11 

There are no terriers of this date surviving for Leicestershire, 
although Warwickshire has one for 1584, and thirty-five for 1585. 
The earliest surviving Leicester terriers are those for 1601, of which 
two will be found at Leicester and many more at Lincoln. An 
exception might be made for the terrier of Packington, (dated 1601), 
which begins by copying a terrier for 1579, although it does not say 
whether this earlier terrier was made privately for the incumbent's 
satisfaction or by order of the bishop. 

Canon 87 of 160412 repeats the order of 1571, adding 'buildings' 
to the property to be surveyed, as well as goods, rents, and tithes. 
The inspection is to be made by worthy or substantial men chosen 
by the bishop, of whom one shall be the incumbent. There are 
55 Leicestershire terriers at Lincoln, dated 1601, so that the diocese 
of Lincoln at any rate did not wait upon this new authority. One 
result of the 1604 canon in Lincoln diocese seems to have been the 
appointment of a professional surveyor. Not many terriers for 1605 
and 1606 have survived, in comparison with 1601, 1625 or 1638, 
but those which have remained begin: 

A survey taken by the perambulation of the minister 
churchwardens sidesmen and other inhabitants there whose 
names are subscribed, being nominated and appointed by 
William Folkingham, gent. general surveyor of church glebes 
and possessions with in the Diocese of Lincoln by virtue of a 
Commission from William, bishop of Lincoln in execution 
of the canon in that behalf established. 

llLiber Quorundam Canonum Disciplinae Ecclesiae Anglicanae (1571) sub. 
art. 'patroni et proprietarii'. 

12Canones Sive Canones Ecclesiastici (1604). This and the canons of 1571, 
supra, are reprinted in A Collection of Articles printed by Robert 
Cutter and Joseph Clark, London (1671). 
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In this way, Folkingham surveyed Asfordby, Eastwell, Cotesbach, 
Garthorpe, Hallaton, Kirkby Mallory, Catthorpe, Kimcote, Welham, 
Muston, Queniborough, and Peatling Magna, in the two years 1605 
and 1606. He does not appear in the next set of terriers dated 1611. 
His appointment is not recorded in the Bishop's Register. The 
appointment of an episcopal surveyor may be taken as reflecting 
the general concern of all landed proprietors at this period 
of rapidly changing landownership and uncertain titles, for an 
accurate record of their property in a map or in a verbal 
terrier. Indeed, the canon establishing terriers in 1571 can be seen 
as a reflection of the same anxiety for a firm title and no 'concealed 
lands' .13 

We have seen that the archdeaconry of Leicester has no terrier 
before 1601 : other archdeaconries in the old diocese are more for
tunate, and the Lincoln collection includes terriers for 1573, 1577, 
1579, and 1580. Nor does there seem to be a flawless succession of 
terriers, one every three years, that is, one every visitation. Taking 
the Leicester and Lincoln documents together, there are terriers for 
some Leicestershire parish in each of the following years, although 
no parish has a terrier for every date: 16o1, 1603 ,1605, 1606, 16rr, 
16r2, 1613, 1621, 1622, 1624, 1625, 1626, 1629, 1630, 1632, 1634, 
1635, 1637, 1638, 1674, 1678, 1679, 1690, 1697, 1700, 1703, 1706, 
1709, and 1712. 

The gap from 1638 to 1674 will be noticed. It is difficult to 
trace a steady three-yearly interval, except after 1697, but it must 
be remembered that a visitation and the making of a terrier would 
be spread over a period. One cannot deduce twenty-nine visitations 
in the twenty-nine dates given above. It is very likely that the 
terriers dated 1605 and 1606 come from the same visitation, since 
they were all surveyed by Folkingham; similarly, some order can be 
brought into the list of dates by assuming visitations begun in 1626, 
1629, 1632, 1635 and 1638, with overlap of terrier collection into 
other calendar years. Visitation dates from the bishops' Registers 
are: 1585, 1588, 1591, 1595, 1598, 1601, 1604 and 1607. The last 
four of these were also years of the Archdeacon's visitation. 14 

13For the significance of the surveyor at This period see E. G. R. Taylor 
The Surveyor, Economic History Review, xvii, 121, (1947). 

14'The episcopal Visitation Books for the sixteenth century are irregular in 
occurrence. We have no means of knowing, until mqre work has 
been done on them, whether this is owing to irregular visitations' 
K. Major, The Lincoln Diocesan Records, Trans. Royal. Hist. Soc. 
4th ser. xxii, p. 62 (1940). This article and that of E. R. C. 
Brinkworth, ibid, xxv, pp. 93-u9 (1943) place the terriers in their 
administrative setting. 



88 LEICESTERSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 

It is even more difficult to see daylight in another problem: 
what determined which terriers are to be found in Leicester, where 
they are among the archdeacons' papers, and which at Lincoln 
among the papers of the bishops' Registrars? There are Lockington 
and Loughborough terriers for I605 / 6 at Leicester, but not at 
Lincoln. Lincoln has a number of I6II terriers, but Leicester only 
one. Leicester has many of I674, but Lincoln few. It is im
possible to argue that this means that the Leicester archives preserve 
archdeaconal terriers of one year, and Lincoln episcopal terriers of 
another: for both collections have terriers for the years I60I, I622, 
I6z5, I629, and I635. The confusion may be due to the Bishop and 
Archdeacon having the same Registrar as their legal officer. 

At Lincoln the terriers present a further problem of provenance. 
They are preserved in two forms: bound volumes and loose papers. 
The binding of the volumes is modern, but the papers have been in 
some binding since the seventeenth century, if an index to volume 
six in a hand of that period is any witness. Yet these bound papers 
show sign of having been once folded, as if in transmission; and they 
bear original signatures of the incumbent and parish officers, 
proving that they are not office copies from a file. 

The loose papers are of a much more varied size, but the earlier 
terriers here cover the same span of years as the bound volumes 
(which cease in I638). The only clear differentiation which I have 
noted is that the Folkingham surveys (I6o5-6) are not among the 
bound terriers; nor are any others for these two years bound. 

We may add, to bring the history of terriers up to date, that 
the Canon Law of the Church of England still orders their making, 
although some more modern intrusions will be found, with the 
mention of such twentieth century terms as church safes, stocks, 
annuities, and Diocesan Record Offices. 15 

IV 

Our treatment so far has been of the terriers as a whole. We 
now come to the useful information in them for the historian of a 
single parish, not greatly concerned with the wider economic and 
social changes described above. We may pass over the possibilities 
of identifying clergy and parish officers from their signatures to 
terriers, of re-creating the plan of the parsonage ( and occasionally 
its contents), 16 and pass on to the fields of the parish. 

ISThe Canon Law of the Church of England (1947) canon ex. 
l6Two Saxton maps hung on the wall of Melton Mowbray parsonage house 

(1674 Terrier). 
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Without a map it is not easy to describe the position of a single 
strip in an open-field village where it may have been one of a 
thousand strips. The craft of the surveyor ( described recently by 
Professor E. G. R. Taylor) was an expensive one, and paid for only 
by the full purses of the rich lords of the manor. The only glebe 
map which I have seen of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries 
is that for Hatfield in Y orkshire. 17 The glebe terrier had to fall 
back on words for its survey. 

A strip is first assigned to its Field. At Thrussington, for which 
a full terrier is printed below, there were three of these in the best 
text-book fashion. The first was called 'East Field towards Roby'; 
the second, 'Middle Field lying North of the Town'; and the third, 
'West Field Towards Radcliff super Wreak'. It is improbable that 
the villagers gave the Fields this full title: for everyday use, East, 
Middle, and West would suffice. But the vicar and churchwardens 
(Simon Shipman, Hen:ry Shelton and William Fernelaw) are being 
ve:ry formal, so that (for the Bishop's information) the West Field 
had its geographical position more precisely defined. 

In each of the three fields the strips were scattered. The 
acreages were: -

West Field IO Middle 4¼ East 8 

But there were more than 22¼ strips in the 22¼ acres: the 
terrier makes it clear that there were in fact 58 : -

West 26 Middle II East 2r 

It will be seen that the acre-strip is an exaggeration, the average 
being between a third- and a half- acre. Other terriers bear this 
out. Historians have been misled by the old use of the word acre. 
It was employed to mean 'strip', without having any idea of defining 
an area, just as we use the word 'foot' in saying 'his foot is nine 
inches long' without feeling any incongruity. In the Thrussington 
terrier there is no such ambiguity: the total Field acreage is clearly 
expressed in acres, and the word 'land' is used to describe a strip. 
In addition, the acreage of the 'lands' is given immediately after 
each has been described. 

The Thrussington terrier quoted is fairly late in date, being 
made in August 1700. By that time, the vicar, or previous vicars, 
had been able to gather together some of the strips in groups inside 
each of the Fields. Purchase and exchange would have made this 
possible. The 2r lands in the East Field are grouped in 3, r, 6, 4, 
5 and 2. The groups are not, it will be noticed, considered as a 

17B. M. Egerton 3160, F. 
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unit holding: they are still meticulously described by the number 
of strips contained in them. The acreages of these six groups in the 
East Field were ¾, ½, 3, 2, I, and ¾ acres respectively, making 
up the Field's 8 acres of glebe strips. 

There was a unit midway between the three Fields of the 
medieval village and its thousand strips. This was the 'furlong', 
a group of adjacent strips all of which ran in the same direction. 
In the medieval village, the strips in any one furlong would be each 
in different ownership, reflecting the distribution made among the 
villagers who first brought that portion of the parish into cultivation. 
It is to its furlong that the individual strip is assigned in the terrier. 
The first three lands in the East Field at Thrussington, for example, 
were in Sandfieldfurlong and 4 more in Marlpitfurlong. The fur
long was a large unit of perhaps ten acres, 18 readily recognised and 
familiar in its name, some furlong names having survived to name 
modern enclosed fields. 

Having located the strip in its furlong, it remained for the 
makers of the terrier to distinguish it from its fellows lying in the 
same furlong. This was done by noting whose strip lay on either 
side: the first three strips in Sandfieldfurlong in East Field have a 
close of Mr. Thomas Storer to the east of them and a strip of Mr. John 
Wells to the west. They run north and south, the terrier says: 
so that these are their neighbours on their long flank. Their neigh
bours top and bottom, north and south, on the strips' short sides, are 
some leys. 

This accumulation of detail, the Field name, the furlong name, 
and the names of the four neighbours, was usually sufficient to dis
tinguish the glebe strips. On the ground, out in the fields, the 
identification of the strip within the furlong would be made easier 
by a merestone or boundary stone, such as the ones still visible at 
Ilmington, Warwickshire, each of which has the 'parson's hat' 
engraved upon it. 19 Strip would be marked from strip by the ridge 
and furrow of ploughing, described below. 

Each terrier will yield perhaps two dozen furlong-names, and 
their evolution through two hundred years may be studied. This 
material of minor names may be linked to the field names of the 
Tithe Awards of the mid-nineteenth century, and with these and the 

lBDr. Hoskins has drawn my attention to the use of the furlong as a 
cropping unit. ('The Leicestershire Farmer in the Sixteenth Century', 
T. L. A. S. xxii, 74). See also Appendix III on the cropping at Kirby 
Bellars at the end of the fourteenth century in R. H. Hilton, 'The 
Economic Development of some Leicestershire Estates in the qth 
and 15th Centitries' (1947). 

19Sc. Antiqui,ty, xxii, p. 206 (1948). 
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These two maps show the . parish boundaries and roads of two 
villages, and suggest how the Fields of these medieval villages may 
have been placed. At Peatling our problem is simply to assign three 
directional areas: South, East, and \Vest. At Arnesby we have 
other directional hints: Towards Foston and Towards Saddington. 
The third Field was Bridge or Brook Field and the bridge ·is shown 
on the map. 
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Tithe Award maps the relation to modern field names can be traced 
continuously. The editors of the English Place-Name Society's 
volumes for some counties (e.g., Yorkshire, East Riding) have 
lamented the lack of reliable evidence for minor field names. The 
glebe terriers will provide it. 

The largest unit of arable husbandry was the Field. At 
Thrussington either East, Middle, or West Field would have been 
fallow each year while the other two were under crops. The 
dividing line between Field and Field was usually as definite a land
mark as a stream or road. It is improbable that a permanent hedge 
surrounded the Fields on all sides, since, after reaping and while 
fallow, the Fields were grazing grounds for animals. The 
maintenance of the fences while the crops were still growing was 
the responsibility of the villagers, and almost any court roll will 
provide examples of penalties levied at the manorial court for failing 
to perform this duty. 

In the many cases where no field-map survives, the names of 
the Fields will often be descriptive enough for their situation to be 
guessed at, particularly if the name is a point of the compass (i.e., 
East Field), or a Field Towards another village. When a village 
is almost at the centre of its parish, with three radiating roads, it is 
quite likely that these radial lines formed the boundaries of the 
Fields, and a comparison of furlong names with modern field names 
would prove or disprove the guess. To avoid following a false 
scent, it would be wise to scan the Enclosure Award to make sure 
that the radial line in question is not a road set out for the first time 
at the Parliamentary enclosure! 

For each parish the names of the Fields have been extracted 
from the terriers and set out in alphabetical order of villages. The 
purpose is not place-name study, and so I have boldly modernised 
names with a clear modern equivalent. South in the list will 
represent Southe or Sowthe or S. in a terrier. Names with no 
modern equivalent have been transcribed literatim. 

V 

No attempt has been made to form a complete collection of 
minor names, such as the furlong names. Such a task, as well as 
being beyond my present purpose, would best be done by a trained 
philologist; and when the English Place-Name Society come to 
their Leicestershire volume, these terriers will provide them with a 
first rate source of field-names, and one which I do not think they 
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have yet used in other counties. The names collected here are 
Field-names in the old sense of the word Aeld--the major division 
of the cultivated lands of the village. 

It seems most probable that the original share-out of ploughed 
strips, among the first settlers and subsequent colonisers of the 
wastes, is reflected in the equal number of strips in each Field which 
many proprietors still had in the seventeenth century and which will 
be found in some terriers. An uneven distribution, on the other 
hand, may mean one or two things: the least likely explanation 
would be that a previous holder of the estate has leased or purchased 
lands in one Field only. This would imply that the purchased 
holding (itself originally of x strips in each Field) had been brpken 
up unequally. If the Fields were under the full Field rotation this 
would mean that one purchaser would have more arable and another 
more fallow, in the year of purchase; and this inequality would be 
perpetuated as the fallow rotated among the Fields. 

A. more likely explanation (suggested to me by Dr. Hoskins) 
is that the inequality reflects an earlier transformation from 
two Fields to three, or even to four Fields. In such cases, 
one might expect the number of strips ( or areas) in Field A 
plus Field B to equal that in Field C; it would even be possible for 
the two older fields to have been broken into unequal fields, so that, 
although the areas of A, B, C, and D are unequal, yet A plus B 
equals C plus D, either of these totals being the area of strips in the 
original two Fields. 

But by the time of the terriers, the holding of one man did not 
consist solely of arable strips. As well as the meadow and common 
pasture right~, which would have been found also in the medieval 
Fields, these seventeenth century terriers include many holdings of 
leys and 'grassgrounds'. These are not enclosed and isolated from 
open-field routine, but are held within it, and listed in the terrier within 
the main heading of the Field. Many terriers have a clear sub
division of the Field by two sub-headings: arable land in the X 
Field and Grassground in the X Field. 

Another sign of the movement away from the 'perfect' open
field organisation is glebe lying all within one furlong. It is still 
subject to being sown, reaped, and fallowed with other holdings, and 
it will be part of the grazing land when fallow. But its strips lie 
side by side, accumulated by purchase or exchange in past years. 

The next stage, which we see in some terriers, will be for the 
glebe to be hedged, with an agreement compensating those who 
have had their commoning rights diminished by being excluded from 
the hedged field. In this way, part of the village could be open, 
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and part enclosed. Garthorpe appears to have been enclosed in 
three stages, in I63I, I652, and I674; there was indeed a glebe close 
in I605, and the strips which accompanied it in that year steadily 
diminish in number as they are replaced by closes in the later 
terriers. At Sibson in I679 exactly 50% of the arable was open 
and so% enclosed. 

There is no doubt that such a piecemeal enclosure was going on 
for some centuries before the first terriers appear, and it will be 
rare to find a terrier of the early seventeenth century-however 
large its open field area-which will not include some area of closes. 
For this reason a village may appear as having enclosure presented 
in the I507 inquisition, again in the I607 Return, again in my list, 
and finally in a list of Parliamentary enclosures: and this without any 
necessary contradiction. 

The collection of the Field names enables us to see what feature 
was considered by medieval man as important enough to be brought 
into a Field name. Not all the names stay the same from terrier to 
terrier, but the majority do, and it is a fair assumption that a name 
found in I6oI and not changing by I770 has a number of centuries' 
life behind it. Some of the names which do fluctuate are considered 
later. 

The most common description of a Field is the simple direc
tional one. It lies north, south, east, or west; or it is the midd!,e, of, 
three; or the upper or nether or over; or on the southside. Some
times,. the name of the nearest village, in whose direction the Field 
lies, will be u&ed to identify the Field. There are many examples of 
this in the parish list below. A boundary feature, the mill of 
of another parish on a boundary stream, for example, will name a 
Field in that direction; and the 'gate' type of field-name indicates 
the Field across which, or along which, the 'gate' (or road) to 
another village ran. 

Among the physical features which named the Fields, whether 
man-made or natural, we may list Grange, Quarry, Mill, Windmill, 
Elm, Clay, Redearth, Grove, Cliff, Sand, Coom, Park, Bridge, 
Fishmarlpit, Brook, Beck, Gallowhill, Moor, Dale, and Dingle. An 
old road will give us Street Field, and a historical reason can be 
found for Chautery (Chantry?) or for Gracedieu Fields. The 
technical names of parts of the Fields are preserved in Longhad
land, Sike, Becksike, and Normantonsike Fields. Rabbits and 
lambs give us Coneygree and Lamcotes. Crops give their names to 
Wheathill, Barleyhill, and Rye Fields. Personal names may lie 
behind some of the names: Alitha or Tomley, perhaps. But iden
tification of names is perilous, since so much depended on the 



94 LEICESTERSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 

spelling ability of the writer of the document. Many spellings are 
clearly phonetic, like Yallo for yellow; and a later copyist misreads 
a letter and an error is perpetuated. What for example were 
Quessork, Ursar, Fessel, or Gawney Fields? 

It was possible for the name of the Field to change from terrier 
to terrier. Since the actual strips remain the same, this does not 
mean that a new Field has appeared. It may have been that the 
Field always had two names and that one generation thought one 
the more official, and the next generation the other. Such alter
natives are shown to exist: for three successive Stretton terriers 
name the second Field 'Stock Field or Mingled Field'. Such 
variations and alternatives are shown in brackets in the parish list 
below. 

VI 

Field systems 

One reason for numbering the Fields has been to bring out the 
nature of the Leicestershire Field System, if there was such a thing. 
Can we find a predominant two-field or three-field lay-out? A good 
deal of time was given to a study of the distribution of two- and 
three-Field lay-outs by H. L. Gray, and the distribution was digni
fied by the name of a system. Gray drew a line across England 
dividing the predominantly two- from the predominantly three-field 
village. 20 'The subject has more than a methodological interest, 
since the number of fields determined the ratio of fallow to cultivated 
land in any one year; and the village economy might be substantially 
altered by a movement from a two-field organisation with 50% of 
the land fallow each year, and a three-field with only 33% fallow. 
The Leicestershire position is summarised below. Only those 
examples have been included where the evidence is clear, and the 
strips assigned to one of the Fields. 

2 Fields 14 9% 
3 rr8 79% 
4 " 

I2 8% 
5 4 c.3% 
6 2 c.r% 

Clearly, Leicestershire in the seventeenth century is predominantly 
an area of three-Field villages. There is only one case of transition 
recorded in the terriers: at Diseworth the third Field is not named 

2DH. L. Gray English Field Systems. (Cambridge, Mass, 1915.) 
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in the terrier of 1674, but described as 'two Fields now one'. At 
Roby in 1601 the complicated assignment of names would suggest 
that there, Clay and Sand were the original two Fields, which were 
being treated as four. 

Tne information which we have gathered so far is sufficient to 
give us an impressionistic picture of the pre-enclosure lay-out of a 
particular parish. We may learn how many Fields its economy 
revolved around, and may guess at their location. We have some 
furlong names, some strip sizes, but not very detailed information 
about the location of the furlong within the Field unless its name 
betrays its position. Is there a bridge between this general im
pression and the precise (but not located) details of the strip? 

VII 

For that, one must go into the Fields themselves, or into the air 
above them. The transformation of scenery at the coming of the 
hedged fields has not been as complete as one would at first imagine. 
The hedges have straddled the strips but not obliterated them. 
The physical aspect of the strip was its ridged centre and its 
furrowed boundary. The ridge and the furrow was produced by the 
natural act of ploughing : it is produced every time the modern 
plough goes out, but, whereas to-day the plough can even out its 
own ridges by cross-ploughing, such a re-alignment was not possible 
within the open field. 21 The bounds of a strip were permanent, and 
to transgress these was a major sin in rural society. Each man 
began to plough where he had begun the previous season, and where 
his ancestors had ploughed in their season. To plough a half strip 
to right or left was not permitted and the shape of the furlongs was 
not adapted to cross-ploughing. Generations of ploughing between 
the same furrows deepened the furrow and heightened the ridge. 
It is this process which produced the ridge and furrow still so 
common in the grassy shires of the Midlands. The ridge and 
furrow may have helped drainage, and considerations of drainage 
may have determined the direction in which they lay, but drainage 
was not the reason for their creation. Nor are they recent: map 
evidence puts them back at least 400 years, and they are certainly 
older than that. 

21The way in which the plough created ridge and furrow was demonstrated · 
in C. S. and C. S. Orwin, The Open Fields, I938, and I attempted to 
amplify this by models at the 'Hedge and Plough' exhibition at the 
Leicester City Museum, I947. See also my article in Econ. Hist. 
Review, 1948, pp. 34-45. 
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It was this visible physical marking off of strip from strip which 
made the word-survey of the terrier a practical means of identifica
tion for a sixteenth century man. In some terriers this is explicit: 
begin at the hedge, they will say, and here is a glebe strip, then omit 
four, and here is another with William Brown to the eastwards and 
John Williamson to the west; then, miss three, and here is another. 

This physical characteristic of the strip, its ridge, is sometimes 
echoed in the word used in a terrier to describe a strip. The word 
strip is quite modern: the word in a medieval terrier is the Latin 
selion, and the sixteenth century English terriers have land or acre. 
But the word ridge is not uncommon, even compounded into land
ridge. 22 

The clearest proof that ridge-and-furrow is the fossilised strip
pattern is a comparison of a map of fields before enclosure
showing stripS-with the alignment of ridge and furrow in the fields 
to-day. I have done this for parishes in Warwickshire, Northamp
tonshire, Derbyshire, and Yorkshire, but only at one point in 
Leicestershire, and (for reasons given below) the comparison here 
could not be a detailed one. 

Dr. C. H. Thompson, the County Archivist, has recently dis
covered two strip maps of Stathern and Congerstone, and local 
students might well correlate these with the ground. Maps of 
Swannington and Whitwick before enclosure will also be found at 
the County Record Office, and there must be a number in private 
hands still awaiting discovery (see Appendix III). 

Several Leicestershire maps show the area covered by the open 
fields but do not detail the strips. The Pickwell and Great Dalby 
maps at the City Muniment Room are perhaps the oldest of this 
type. The most tantalising, and oldest, map is that of Whatborough 
among maps at All Souls College, Oxford. It was made in 1586, 
and is one of a number made about that time for the College by the 
same surveyor. His other maps, covering College property in 
other counties, consist of a key sheet (scale about six inches to the 
mile) and a. set of more detailed sheets on a larger scale. It is 
these larger sheets which delineate every strip, its owner and its 
area. Unhappily, only the key-sheet survives for Whatborough. 

This sheet sketches in the area of furlongs and the alignment of 
strips, and to this extent the furlongs correlate with the ground. 
But precise correlation has not been possible. It is probable that 
no more than the key-sheet was made for the Whatborough pro-

22The earliest use of the word 'ridge' in the New English Dictionary is 
967 A.D. By 1380 ridge and furrow was in use in a metaphorical 
phrase. The earliest MS. use I have seen is that on the 1586 
Whatborough map. 
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perty, for it had been enclosed and depopulated about 1495, so that 
the details of strip ownership, important elsewhere, were here 
irrelevant. For this reason the Whatborough map cannot be com
pared as precisely as has been possible with the other maps in other 
counties. But the Whatborough map has yielded a piece of evidence 
not to be found elsewhere. Not all the Whatborough map shows 
furlongs. Inside the enclosed ground to the south-east the sur
veyor has marked hedges, and no more; but inside these closes he 
has written some significant words. It was his intention to show that 
'these grounds have been arable'. He uses as many words, but in 
two cases he uses another form of words which shows that to him 
ridge-and-furrow was the indication of strips that had once been: 
'these lands do lie ridge and furrow'. This is the oldest evidence 
for the argument of these pages. 23 

Within the past year the Air Ministry has made available to 
research workers the evidence of the country-wide air survey which 
the R.A.F. has undertaken. From the air, ridge-and-furrow forms 
an unmistakable pattern. This pattern is visible in some instances 
when an inspection of the ground or growing crops yields nothing. 
Slight differences of soil texture, of light and shade in the ripening 
crop, of green and brown in parched grass: these are clues to past 
soil disturbances which the eye of the walker may miss, but which, 
from the angle of the air-camera, fall into place in a clear pattern. 
Before such photographs became available it was necessary to tramp 
the fields with a 6 in. ordnance map and mark in the ridge-and
furrow as it appeared to the eye. This can now be done more 
accurately by comparison of the photographs and the map. 24 

In counties where a clear large-scale strip map has survived, 
such comparisons have been made, and they completely bear out 
the argument which equates !he ridge-and-furrow with the medieval 
strip. The Whatborough map, as we have described it, is not by 

23At Billesdon in 1674 the evidence of ridge and furrow is put forward as 
a guide to whether land had been 'taken out of the antient arable 
fields'. See notes to Appendix II, below. 

24This evidence also proves conclusively that the 'acre strip' is a mis
reading of the old use of the word acre, which was used in the sense 
of a strip or selion irrespective of its area. Indeed, many terriers 
combine both uses in one sentence by saying 'item two acres on 
Redfurlong being two roods'. The average size of a strip was about 
one third of an acre, that is 220 yards long and about 7 yards wide. 
This is the area which can be averaged from a large number 
of terriers and is the rough size of ridge and furrow. 
The 'acre strip' still to be found in text books would necessitate a 
strip 66 feet from furrow to furrow. This is almost like the field 
ridge which sheltered Captain Lemuel Gulliver in his first night at 
Brobdingnag ! 
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its nature capable of such detailed comparison, but it does lend 
itself to a rough correlation, and the 1586 map and the air photo
graph were printed side by side in Country Life for October 16, 
1948. 

It has been necessary to develop this proof at length, because it 
is an argument which does not easily commend itself without proof. 
Association of ridge-and-furrow with drainage has blinded an 
appreciation of its real origin and its date. A glance at any air 
photograph will show that ridge-and-furrow ignores modern hedges, 
roads, railways and canals: it sails blithely through them, re
appearing on the other side quite in step. It is older, that means, 
than the road, the nineteenth century railway, or the eighteenth 
century canal. It is older than the Napoleonic Wars, with whose 
ploughing-up campaign some farmers will link ridge-and-furrow. 

Ifridge-and-furrowreally reflects the ancient pattern of strips, 
then an air photograph is the last link in the chain of reconstruction 
which began with the glebe terrier. Our two, three, or four Fields 
can now be seen in reality, with the furlongs within them, and the 
strips within the furlongs. The old names call' be written again 
across the face of the map (see frontispiece). 

The utility of this to a village historian is an end in itself. The 
utility to the economic historian is still a matter of conjecture. 
Such reconstructions as have been carried out for the Midland 
parishes are few, when one considers the hundreds of parishes which 
there are. When a wide re-construction has been made, there will 
be certain possibilities: is there any key in this jig-saw of field and 
furlong shapes to the tempo or to the method by which the first 
settlers brought them under cultivation? This simple question 
covers a large period, from the first fields ploughed by the first 
group of settlers near their hopeful site, to the day (many centuries 
later) when the last piece of unploughed ground received the plough: 
share and became a part of the village arable economy. From 
settlement to final colonisation there is much uncertainty both as to 
chronology and techniques. The period is one where the documents 
are few, and if there is to be knowledge it will come from what the 
reconstructed appearance of fields themselves can say to us. 
But it is most useful evidence to know that the furlong in size, 
shape, and position is as old as when it was first ploughed. It would 
be useful to know which parts of the parish first attracted the plough: 
and which were the last to receive it. The lay-out of the Fields and 
furlongs may enable us to see the problem of settlement through 
medieval eyes, and the physical lay-out of the strips hint to us 
motives and movements which are older than documents. 
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VIII 
The dating of enclosure 

It is an interesting exercise to plot upon a map the area of any 
county covered by Enclosure Acts. 25 Such a map may show some 
significant distribution of such areas, but it will certainly also reveal 
that much of the county did not come under the authority of Par
liamentary enclosure. Of course, one explanation of such blank 
patches upon the map would be to argue that these areas were never 
under open field and so never needed an Enclosure Act. In parts 
of England where the nature of the landscape was unsuited to the 

, communal field-work at the plough and to the nucleated village 
settlement, one is not surprised to find no Enclosure Act. 26 But in 
the county of Leicester only the Charnwood area could be eligible 
for:, such exclusion, and (as it happens) the Charnwood area has its 
Enclosure Act. It is, it is true, an Enclosure Act with a difference, 
for the Award and the map make it clear that it is common and 
waste land which is being enclosed, not open field strips. This 
means that the gaps on the Leicestershire maps have to be 
explained: when were they enclosed, if not between r750 and r850? 

A final answer would, in fact, be as many-headed as there were 
settlements; and if it were to include precise dating it would need 
detailed research on many parishes, and in national as well as local 
archives. The forthcoming Victoria County History of Leicester
shire. will have to embrace such a task, and the sketch here is essen
tially a preliminary one. The easiest way to assemble the evidence 
is a map such as that reproduced here, which shows the area of Par
liamentary enclosure as a base, and then sketches the areas known 
to have been covered in different periods. The evidence, upon 
which the shading is based, is given below for those who wish to 
follow up or to refine any dating. 

Broadly speaking, a pre-Parliamentary enclosure is marked if 
for that parish or part of a parish either of the following classes of 
evidence remains: 

(a) A dated enclosure from glebe terrier sources. 
(b) A dated enclosure from a legal document of the same or a 

later period. 
(c) A dated enclosure or a statement that the place is 'long 

enclosed' made by Nichols. 

25Slater op. cit. did this for some counties. 
26Qf the western counties of England, less than 10% came under the 

authority of Enclosure Acts. The percentage for the single counties 
of Cornwall and Devon is much smaller, and only relates to the 
enclosure of 'waste'. 
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(d) The inclusion of the place in Dr. Hoskins' list of deserted 
villages. 

(e) The list in Monk's 'General View', I794; the list of Sir 
· John Lambe in I633-4. 

(f) A statement in the Moore-Lee tracts. 

The absence of a place from the list. of Enclosure Acts 
is not treated as evidence of early enclosure, unless there is sup~ 
porting evidence from elsewhere, for it is always possible that such 
a place, especially if a hamlet in agriculturally marginal land, was 
from its first settlement treated as enclosed fields. The gaps, as the 
map shows, are in fact small, and only a small number of places 
trouble both lists. Potters Marston, a deserted village, nevertheless 
insists on having its name in an Enclosure Act; and Thurlaston, 
where the glebe seems quite clearly to move from strips to closes in 
the seventeenth century, nevertheless has its Act also. Such dis
crepancies may be due to the fact already mentioned: that the Act 
was used for other purposes than enclosing open field strips. 

The results plotted on a map show that before I750 about one 
third of the county was already transformed into hedged fields. 
If we add to this the area of Charnwood Forest, the amount of open 
field awaiting enclosure in I750 could not have been more than 50% 
of the county, and probably less, since the map takes no account of 
the enclosed land near the centre and at the margin of the open 
field parish. 27 It is in fact more of a diagram than a map. Such a 
conclusion reduces the Parliamentary enclosure movement in relative 
importance, and with it the area subject to whatever economic 
advantages and social ills the controversialists associated (and 
associate) with the century of enclosure by Act. 

Correlation of the early and late enclosure with natural factors 
awaits the attention of a geographer with information about soil 
potentiality and differential effects of altitude and climate; to him 
one must add a genealogist, who will tell us who held land in ths 
early enclosed area; and the economist, who will tell us what induce
ments to enclose existed in these areas, remembering that the 
incentive of sheep and cattle in the sixteenth century may no longer 
be true in the eighteenth, when the landlord and tenants agreed to 
enclose for the improvement of their corn-growing fields. To such 
geographers, genealogists, and economists I now gracefully make 
way.2s 

27Slater op. cit. estimates 38%. 
28My thanks are due to the archivists at Leicester and Lincoln (Mrs. 

Cottrill, Miss Slatter, and Mrs. Varley) for so much patient attention, 
and the production within a short space of time of so many 
documents. 
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LEICESTERSHIRE GLEBE TERRIERS 

NOTES 

Places, whether parishes or chapelries, are listed alphabetically. 
Chapelries are only indicated (by Ch) when separate terriers have 
been found for them. 

In the second column the date of the earliest surviving terrier 
is given. This terrier may be at Lincoln or at Leicester. I have 
not thought it necessary to clog the text with indexes to these 
documents, since alphabetical and dated lists are available at both 
archives. 

In the same column is given the state of the glebe lands in that 
year: open or enclosed. 

If a second and third date follows it will be accompanied by 
'enclosed', being the date of the first terrier when the changed state 
of the glebe is recorded. From the two dates, the period within 
which enclosure took place can be deduced. The results are sum
marised on page 8I. 

In the last column the main purpose has been to give the 
names of the open Fields in the earliest terrier where they appear 
legibly. Where there are substantial variations in spelling or in the 
name itself, these variations are given in brackets, followed by the 
date of the terrier from which they are taken. Where names have 
changed so much that Fields in one terrier cannot be certainly 
identifie~ with Fields in a later document, the whole of the later 
Field names will be found within brackets, dated. 

Where Field names are words in common use to-day no 
attempt has been made to reproduce the original spelling. 'Moor' 
in this list may stand for More, Moor or Moore in the original; and 
'South' for South, Southe, Sowth, or Sowthe. For names not in
corporating modem words or places, the original spelling has been 
transcribed. 

The Fields have been numbered, so that villages with one, two, 
three, four, or more Fields in their 'system' can be identified. 

An asterisk * at the left of the village name indicates that 
enclosure here was reported in the 1607 inquisition, edited by Mr. 
Parker. An italic p indicates the existence of an Enclosure Act. 

T is the abbreviation for Terrier. 
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LEICESTERSHIRE GLEBE TERRIERS 

Parish. Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date. dated. 

pAB KETTLEBY 

ALLEXTON 

pAPPLEBY 

pARNESBY , 

pASFORDBY 
pASHBY-DE-LA-ZOUCH 
* ASHBY FOL VILLE 

*ASHBY MAGNA 

ASHBY PARVA 

* ASTON FLAMVILLE 

*pAYLESTONE 

1601 open 

1635 enclo. 

1679 open 

1601 open 

1601 open 
1601 enclo. 

1625 open 

1625 open? 
1674 enclo. 
1638 open 
1674 enclo. 
1601 open 
1625 enclo. 

1638 open 

BAGWORTH, see Thornton, infra. 
BARKBY 1601 enclo. 

p*BARKESTON 

*BARLESTON Ch. 

pBARROW-ON-SOAR 

pBARSBY Ch. 

BARWELL 

BEEBY 

BELGRAVE 

*BELTON 

pBILLESDON 

BITTESWELL 

1612 enclo. 

1674 enclo. 

1605 enclo. 

1625 
1674 
1601 
1605 
1629 

1625 
1674 
1625 

l60I 

open 

open 
enclo. 

open 
open 
enclo. 
open 
enclo. 
enclo. 

open 

1674 enclo. 

1 West redearth, 2 Middle 
clay, 3 East Clayholwell. 
Enclosure was 1555, says 
1635 T. 
1 Dingle, 2 Meadow, 3 Moor, 
4 Towards Streeton, 5 To
wards Snaston sic, 6 Fish
marlpit. 
1 Towards Foston (Foston 
Hill 1679). 2 Towards Sad
dington (Fleckney Hill 1679), 
3 Bridge (Brook 1679). 
1 East, 2 Middle, 3 West. 

1 Upper alias East, 2 Middle, 
3 Nether (North 1674). 
No field names, and all strips 
lie in one furlong. 
Names illegible. 

1 Windmill, 2 Wheatmarsh, 
3 illegible ( 1606 'the three 
fields'). 
1 South, 2 Mill alias North, 
3 Middle alias Holowell. 

The Ashby Folville T speaks 
of 'glebe land .. .laying in the 
fields of Barsby'. 
1 First, 2 Second, 3 Third. 

1 Weston, 2 Hodall, 3 Byall 
little (1605 Bramble). 

No field names. 

1 North (1625 North towards 
Tilton) (1674 North towards 
Tilton and Newton). 
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Parish. 

pBLABY and 
COUNTESTHORPE 

BLASTON Ch. 

Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date. dated. 

1638 open 

1601 open 
1606 open 

(1650 enclo.) 

1 Longhadland, 2 Middle, 3 
Mill. 
1 South, 2 Park, 3 Mill. 
The 1703 T describes the 
enclosure as 'the last inclo
sure made in or about the 
great Rebellion without the 
consent of the Ordinary or 
decree in Chancery'. Blaston 
terriers were included in 
Hallaton documents, infra. 

*p BOSWORTH, HUSBANDS 1601 open 
1638 open 

1 North, 2 West, 3 South. 

BOSWORTH, MARKET 

pBOTTESFORD 

pBOWDEN, GREAT 

*pBRAUNSTONE 

*BRENTINGBY Ch. 

pBRINGHURST and 
DRAYTON 

1625 enclo. 

1674 open 1 Normantonsike, 2 Hill, 3 
Dale (1679 Dibdale). 

1638 open 1 Gallow, 2 Over, 3 Nether, 
4 South. 

1703 enclo. 1703 T 'enclosed during the 
year'. 

1601 open 1 Mill, 2 East, 3 West, 4 
High (1674 has Mill; Stathern
gate; Life; and Longlands). 

1674 enclo. 

1601 no glebe But there are two undated 
terriers of the 17th century. 
The first at Lincoln gives 1 
West, 2 South, 3 East; but 
the Leicester one gives 1 
Bringhurst, 2 Drayton, 3 
Hill. A 1712 terrier further 
complicates since its fields 
are 1 Bridge, 2 West, 3 
Grove. It is possible that the 
fields named are in both 
Drayton and Bringhurst open 
fields, but the terrier evidence 
is insufficient to solve the 
problem. There is an En
closure Act for 1804. 

BROUGHTON ASTLEY 1601 open 1 Nether, 2 Hungrey, 3 Old-
1625 open bradstone. 
1674 enclo. 

pBROUGHTON, NETHER 1674 open 

pBRUNTINGTHORPE 1606 open 

1 Flash, 2 Smite, 3 Mill. 

1 Carre, 2 Moor, 3 Olte 
(1690 Oult) (1625 has 
Nether, Middle, and Upper). 
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Parish. 

*BUCKMINSTER and 
SEWSTERN 

*BURBAGE Ch. 

Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date. dated. 

1601 enclo. Probably recently, since the 
lands are described as 'be
longing or exchanged' and 
the closes are listed as (a) 
ancient and (b) three others 
in Winterwell, Mill, and 
Lynge fields. The 1679 'I 
speaks still of closes as 'late 
arable'. 

1606 
n.d. (17th 

open? 'meadows in Burbage fields' 
century) says Aston Flamville T. 
enclo. Since the latter was enclosed 

by 1625 it is . likely that the 
enclosure included the lands 
of the chapelry also. 

*BURROUGH-ON-THE-
HILL 1601 open 

n .d. (1671-84) enclo. 

pBURTON OVERY 1622 open 

*CADEBY 1621 enclo. 

CARLTON Ch. 1621 open 
1625 open 
1674 enclo. 

*CARLTON CURLIEU 1601 enclo 

CATTHORPE 1606 open 
1674 enclo. 

pCLAWSON, LONG 1697 open 

pCLAYBROOKE 1674 open 

COLEORTON 1638 enclo. 

pCONGERSTONE 1625 open 

pCOSBY n.d open 
(1590-1631) 

*COSSINGTON 

*COSTON 

*COTESBACH 

1601 open 
1697 enclo. 

1612 enclo. 

1606 open 
1674 enclo. 

1 Towards Newbold, 2 Mill, 
3 Towards Newbold. 

1 South, 2 North (1638 
Brook), 3 Towards Carlton 
(1674 Mill). 

Was enclosed in 1597 says 
1625 T. 

1 West, 2 North, 3 Middle. 

Recent enclosure: 'as itt is 
now inclosed and plotted oute 
within the feilde of Carleton' 
T. 

1 Mill, 2 Tomley, 3 Street 
(1625 'Biggin'). 
Enclosed 1655 'by decree in 
Chancery' says 1700 T. 

1 Most Nether, 2 Mill. 

1 High cross, 2 Middle, 3 
Nether. 

1 Middle, 2 Moor, 3 Lynch. 

1 Brook, 2 Cole lane, 3 Mill. 

I North, 2 Middle, 3 Sison
mill, 4 Greatrye. 5 Lesser 
rye. 

1 Broadwell, 2 Smallwold, 
3 Swinford. 
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Parish. 

pCOUNTESTHORPE 
*pCRANOE 

pCROFT 

pCROXTON KERRIAL 

pCROXTON, SOUTH 

DADLINGTON 

DALBY, GREAT 

DALBY; LITTLE 

pDESFORD 

pDISEWORTH 

pDONINGTON, CASTLE 

pDONINGTON on the 
HEATH 

*DRAYTON, FENNY 

pDUNTON BASSETT 

pEASTON Ch. 

EASTWELL 

EATON 

*EDMONDTHORPE 

*ENDERBY 

EVINGTON 
pFLECKNEY 

*FOSTON 

Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date. dated. 

I679 open 
I679 open 

I638 open 

I690 open 

I674 open 

I625 open? 
I674 enclo. 
I6or enclo. 

r605 open 
r6r2 open 
r679 enclo. 
r674 open 

r674 open 

r6or open 

I625 open 

I674 enclo. 

r674 open 

r6or open 

r6or 
r625 
r694 

open 
open. 
enclo. 

r Mill, 2 Middle, 3 North. 
I Thralsby, 2 Nether rad
ley, 3 Burrough. 
r Langland, 2 Middle, 3 
Fossebrook. 

r Nether, 2 Grantham. 

r Middle, 2 Upper alias East, 
3 Nether alias West. 
'One yardland in the fields'. 

'The closures of the fields' 
mentioned in tithes. 1612, 
1625 and r674 T's have no 
glebe lands! 
r Deepdale, 2 Mill, 3 Slade, 4 
Gallowtree hill. 5 Thum
borowbrook, 6 Paddockpool. 
I Nether, 2 Upper, 3 Forest. 

1 Towards Long Whatton, 2 

Clackbrough, 3 unnamed 'two 
fields now one'. 
r Park, 2 Trent, 3 Howhill 
(r674 Stonehill). 

I Oldhill, 2 Little Over. 

r Olte, 2 Middle, 3 Longs
lade. 
r North, 2 East, 3 West. 
A later terrier n.d. says 'no 
glebe'. 
r Cliff, 2 Adjoining to Goad
by. 

The strips totalled 45 acre5 
(r605 T.) The closes in r694 
were 44 acres. 

r625 no glebe 'Inclosed fifty years since'. 

r6or 

I697 
I70I 

r674 

open 

open 
open 

no glebe 
r697 open 

1690 enclo. 

i.e., c. r575. 
r North, 2 Middle, 3 Little, 
4 Burrowchurch, 
These are all 'leys' without 
field names, but in furlongs. 
r7or T has three fields but 
illegible names. 

r Marre alias Gorri!, 2 Ho
brook, 3 Quessork. 
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Parish. 

FOXTON 

pFRISBY-ON-THE-
WREAK 

FRISBY see Galby infra. 

FROLESWORTH 

GAL];lY 

GARTHORPE 

pGILMORTON 

pGLENFIELD 

pGLEN MAGNA 

pGLOOSTON 

GOADBY Ch. 

*GOADBY MARWOOD 

Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date. dated. 

1679 open 1 Mill, 2 Yallo. 

1674 open 1 East, 2 West, 3 .Middle. 

1674 enclo. 

1674 enclo. 

1674 open 

1679 open 

1674 open 

1601 open 

1601 open 
1625 open 
1690 enclo. 

1612 open 
1638 open 
1674 enclo. 

The 1638 T has no glebe in 
Galby, but some in Frisby 
'parish to Galby'. Open field 
names here were : 1 East 
towards Bilsdon, 2 South 
towards Ilston, 3 Town 
(from furlong names, it 
appears that this field lay on 
the NW towards Galby and 
Houghton). These are en
enclosed by 1679 T. 
1638 T also has Galby glebe 
in Norton by Galby, enclosed 
by 1656. 
1 Carlton Gate, 2 Middle, 3 
Marr. 
The T mentions an enclosure 
of 1631; and 1652 T has the 
enclosure of the Field towards 
Gayby: and a Middle Field 
is still open. The 1679 T 
listing closes refers to the 
enclosure of the whole parish 
in 1674. The 1703 T lists a 
close in the old enclosures; 
a close in the second, and a 
close in the third enclosure. 
The last two appear to be in 
lieu of tithe, since the 1605 
and 1625 T have only one 
close as glebeland. 
1 Oldmill now Ridgway, 2 

Ursar, 3 Gawney. 
1 Glen, 2 Mill, 3 Wood. 

1 Stackley, 2 Middle, 3 
Highway. 

I Little, 2 Burrow, 3 Willow
sike. 
I North, 2 East, 3 West. 
1 North, 2 Towards Key
thorpe, 3 Towards Noseley. 
The 1690 T speaks of the 
'late inclosure'. 

1 North (1638 Clay), 2 Soul:h 
(1638 Lamcotes). 



GLEBE TERRIERS AND OPEN FIELD LEICESTERSHIRE I 07 

Parish. 

pGUMLEY 

pHALLATON 

pHARBY 
pHARSTON 

pHATHERN 

HEATHER 

pHIGHAM 
pHINCKLEY 

*pHOBY 

*pHOSE 

HOTHORPE Ch. 

pHOTON 
HOUGHTON 

pHUGGLESCOTE Ch. 

*pHUMBERSTONE 
pHUNGERTON 

HUSBANDS BOSWORTH 
see Bosworth, Husbands 

Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date . dated. 

1601 

1601 

1674 
1605 

1625 

1625 

1638 
1638 

1601 

1674 

1601 

n.d. 

1674 
1625 

1601 

1612 

open 

open 

open 
open 

open 

open? 

enclo. 
open 

open 

open 

open 

open 
no glebe 
open 

open 
open 

1 Holgate (1638 Houldgate), 
2 Brook, 3 Dibdale. 
1 Smallwood, 2 Barleyhill, 3 
Feame. There are two 
rectories of Hallaton, des
cribed in separate terriers as 
the North and the South par
sonage, but their lands are 
each grouped in the same 
three fields. The lands of 
Blaston chapelry were en
closed circa 1650, see Blas
ton, supra. 
1 Beck, 2 Sike, 3 Long. 
1 South, 2 North, 3 East, 4 
West (5 Cliff 1679). 
One Dale, 2 Oakley, 3 Bane
hill (1674 Beanshill). 
No Field names. 1679 T 
has, 1 Little, 2 Reunstone, 
3 Swepstone. The glebe 
consists of full furlongs in 
each Field. 

No field names. 

ra Nether Sand, 1b Over 
Sand, 2 Middle, 3 Clay, 3a 
Clay F towards K (?) eyme 
Bridge 1c? Sandfield towards 
K (?) eyme Bridge. 1612 T 
has West Sand but only 2, 
3 and 3a of the other Fields. 
There is also The Close 
which may represent the 
missing Fields. But the 
1638 T adds to complication 
by giving only ra and 1b. 
1 Meltongate, 2 Nether, 3 
Saltmore. 
1 Upper (1674 Over, 1679 
Hothorpe, 1690 Upper), 2 
Middle, 3 Nether. 
1 Upper, 2 Middle, 3 Lower. 

1 Newgate, 2 Tofts, 3 Brook
furlong Field. 
1 South, 2 Middle, 3 North. 
1 East, 2 West, 3 North. 
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Parish. 

pIBSTOCK 

pISLEY WALTON 

pKEGWORTH 

pKIBWORTH 
BEAUCHAMP 

KILBY 

pKILWORTH, NORTH 

pKILWORTH, SOUTH 

pKIMCOTE 

*KIRBY BELLARS 

pKIRKBY MALLORY 

*KIRBY MUXLOE 

KNAPTOFT 

pKNIGHTON 

pKNIPTON 

KNOSSINGTON 

pLANGTON, CHURCH 

Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date. dated. 

1638 open 

1674 open 

1625 open 

1 Nether, 2 Over, 3 Bove
town. 
1 Nether, 2 Langley, 3 Park. 

1 Housecroft, 2 Simon Hall, 
3 Dudman Hyerne (1674 has 
1, but for 2 or 3 has King
street and Middle). 

1690 

1674 

1638 

1638 

1601 

1703 

1606 
1674 
1679 

1601 

1674 

open 1 Nether, 2 Mill, 3 Stubtons. 

no glebe 

open 1 Mill, 2 Brook, 3 Holme. 

open 1 Mutt, 2 Wakelow, 3 B rook. 

open 1 Park (1606 Park alias South; 
1679 South), 2 Middle, 3 Mill 
(1606 Mill alias North; 1679 
North). 

no glebe 

open · 
enclo. 
enclo. 

1 Nether, 2 Upper, 3 Sich, 4 
Lownt. 
But grassland and meadow 
is spoken of as being in 
'South, Middle and North 
Fields' which · may indicate 
recent enclosure. 

no glebe except in Mowsley q.v., and 
Shearsby q.v. 

No Field nam!s. open 

1601 open 1 Wheathill (so 1625 but not 
1612), 2 West (so 1625 but 

1601 open 
1625 enclo. 

1638 open 

. not 1612), 3 Littledale (so 
1612 and 1625), 4 Parkcli:ff 
(not 1612), 5 Deepdale (so 
1612), 1612 T has 3 and 5 
and adds Park Leas and High 
Leas, which may represent 
4. 1625 T has 1, 2, 3, and 4 
from 1601, but adds a Marsh 
alias Copthome Field . The 
1674 T has no Field names, 
but twenty-two acres dis
persed in the four fields. 

1 Nether (Lincoln copy adds 
towards Braunston) 2 Skons
borow, 3 Wood. 1625 T has 
'one close in liew of all the 
dispersed glebelands' and the 
1638 T embodies a copy of 
the enclosure agreement. 
1 Mill, 2 West, 3 Norlh. 
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Parish. 

pLANGTON, TUR 

LAUGHTON 

pLEICESTER 

pLEIRE 

LOCKINGTON 

LODDINGTON 

pLOUGHBOROUGH 

LOWESBY 

*pLU'BENHAM 

pLUTTERWORTH 

MARKET BOSWORTH 
see Bosworth, Market 

pMARKFIELD 

*pMEDBOURNE 

*MELTON MOWBRAY 

MISTERTON 

MOUNTSORREL 

pMOWSLEY 

Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date . dated. 

1638 open 1 Towards Kibworth (1674 
East), 2 Towards Stanton 
(1674 West), 3 Towards 
Shangton (1674. North). 

1601 open 1 Coom, 2 Nether, 3 Mill. 
1679 enclo. 

urban 

1601 open 

1601 open 

1 Over, 2 Lower, 3 Beyond 
Brook, 4 Moorhill. 

1 Holyat, 2 Brook, 3 Deb
dale. 1606 T and 1625 T 
speak of no glebe, but 1606 T 
refers to common fields in the 
tithing clauses. 1703 T has 
closes. I assume enclosure 
between 1601 and 1606. 

1674 enclo. 'One close in lieu of many 
acres as set out upon the in
closure' . 

1605 open 

1612 enclo. 

1694 open 

1697 open 

1630 open 

1601 open 

1601 enclo. 

1 Tatmarch, 2 Birleigh, 3 
Fallow alias Coneygree. 

1 West, 2 East, 3 Middle. 

1 Thunborough, 2 Middle, 3 
Street (1601 had 1 West and 
2? Middle). 

1 Nether, 2 Middle, 3 Over. 

1 Mill, 2 Dale, 3 Bridge 
(1674 has 1, and 2), 4 Bridge 
(1674 has for 3 or 4 Mares
dale). 

1638 enclo. Misterton and Pulteney are 
compounded for (presumably 
at their earlier enclosure) 
1625 T has two yardlands of 
Misterton glebe in the fields 
of Walcote, 1 Middle, 2 Buck
well, 3 illegible. · 

n.d. no glebe 

1638 open r Millhill, 2 Beesick, 3 Swar
borough. 
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Parish. 

MUSTON 

*NAILSTONE 

pNARBOROUGH 

pNEWBOLD VERDON 

*pNEWTON HARCOURT 

NORMANTON on the 
HEATH Ch. 

NORTON, EAST 
NORTON BY GALEY 

(KING'S NORTON) 
pNORTON JUXTA 

TWYCROSS 

pOADBY 

*pORTON-ON-THE HILL 

pOSGATHORPE 

OVERTON, COLD 

*OWSTON 

Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date. dated . 

1601 open 
1709 enclo. 

1625 open 
1674 enclo. 

no terrier 

1674 enclo. 

1690 open 

1625 open 
1674 enclo. 

1703 enclo. 

I Southside (no word 'Field') 
2 Northside so 1606 T. 
1625 T has no Field names, 
but shows open field. 1709 
T has: 'the parish having 
been enclosed at the begin
ning of the reign of King 
Charles 1st' ... 1712 T begins 
with an open field terrier 
headed 'A terrar of Muston 
before the inclosure of 1629', 
and adds at the bottom a 
note that the glebe in 1712 is 
15! acres. 
1 Towards Ibstock, 2 To
wards Bosworth, 3 Towards 
Blisworth sic., also land at 
Normanton on the Heath 
infra. 
See note p. 125 for Field 
names. 

1 Cowmoor, 2 Mill, 3 Lan
garslade, 4 Barleyhill. 

1 Towards Heather, 2 To
wards Ravenstone. 

see Galby, supra. 

1679 open I Stoneford, 2 Leasow, 3 
Church, 4 Mill. 

1638 open I Mill, 2 Hill, 3 Broshel. 

n.d. open 1 Hill, 2 Middle, 3 Brook. 

1638 open 1 Brand, 2 Grange, 3 Grace-
dieu. 

1698 enclo. 

1704 enclo. 

PACKINGTON 1579 (16or) open I Swartcliff, 2 West, 3 
1609 (1679) enclo. Barrowpit. 

1679 T 'being now inclosed 
for the space of seventy 
years'. 

PEATLING MAGNA 1606 open I South, 2 East, 3 West. 
1625 open 
1674 enclo. 

PEATLING PARVA 1638 open 1 East, 2 South, 3 North. 
1674 enclo. (see p. 122). 

PECKLETON 1675 enclo. 
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Parish. 

PICKWELL 

pPLUNGAR 
PRESTWOLD 

pQUENIBOROUGH 

Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date. dated. 

1601 open 

1625 enclo. 

1612 enclo. 

1 Langhill, 2 Ryse, 3 North
brook. 
1625 T has 'the inclosure 
about the year of our Lord 
one thousand six hundred 
and fifteen . 

1674 no glebe land 
1605 gardens 1612 T has closes near the 

house, but mentions common 
fields. Enclosure Act here 
1798. 

pQUORNDON 1639 

pRATCLIFFE-ON-WREAK 1674 

open 

open 

1 South, 2 Moor. 

1 Middle, 2 Nether, 3 To
wards Thrussington. 

*pREARSBY 

pREDMILE 

ROTHERBY 

pSADDINGTON 

pSALTBY 
pSAPCOTE 

SAXBY 

SAXELBY 

pSCALFORD 

*SCRAPTOFT 
pSEAGRAVE 

pSEAL 
SEWSTERN, 

see Buckminster supra. 

pSHACKERSTONE 

SHANGTON 

pSHARNFORD 

1675 

1601 
1625 
1674 
1601 

1674 
1689 

1674 
1736 

1674 

1601 

1679 

1625 
1679 
1601 

open 

open 

open 
open 
enclo. 
open 

open 
open 
open 
enclo. 
open 

open 

enclo. 
open 

open 

open 

open 
enclo. 
open 

1 Greatland, 2 Littleland, 3 
Highfurlong, 4 Littleclay, 5 
Dale. 
1 Mill, 2 Kinwell, 3 Little, 4 
Wood (a T n.d. has also a 
Nether Field). 
1 High, 2 Nether, 3 Middle. 
1674 T has 'the late 
general inclosure' mentioned. 
1 Linborow, 2 Breach, 3 
Pessell. 
1 Middle, 2 North, 3 South. 
1 East, 2 North, 3 West. 
1 Badmore, 2 Gallowhill, 3 
Next Garthorpe. 
1 Mill, 2 Middledale, 3 Red
landsike. 
1 Breache (1697 Breache on 
nearer side Westbeck), 2 Clay 
and redearth, 3 Moorbeck. 

1 Brinke, 2 Standard, 3 
Nether, 4 Ansley. 
1 Far, 2 East, 3 Wood. 

1 Congerston, 2 Hill, 3 Far, 
4 Catto. 
1 Beck, 2 Middle. 

1601 T names illegible: 1625 
has 1 Mill, 2 Highcross , 3 
Thorpittwell (1674 Turpitt
well). 
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Parish. 

SHAWELL 

pSHEARSBY 

pSHEEPY MAGNA 

*SHENTON Ch. 

pSHEPSHED 

*pSHILTON, EARL Ch. 

*pSIBSTONE 
(alias SIBSON) 

pSILEBY 

*pSKEFFINGTON 

pSLAWSTON 

pSMEETON 
WESTERBY Ch. 

*pSOMERBY 

pSPROXTON 
*pSTAPLEFORD 

pSTATHERN 

*STOCKERSTON 

*STOKE GOLDING 
*STONESBY 

pSTONEY STANTON 

STONTON WYVILLE 

Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date. dated. 

1625 
1631 
1674 

1638 

1679 

(1606) 

1700 

1674 
n.d. 

1690 

1674 

1674 

1638 

1674 
1601 
1678 

n.d. 

1625 

1601 
1625 

1601 
1638 
1679 

open 
open 
enclo. 

open 
open 

enclo. 

open 

open 

I Findall, 2 Bikesdere, 3 Elm. 

I Moor, 2 Brantall, 3 Rowley. 
I Little Sheepybrook, 2 

Middle, 3 Little (T also men
tions 'inclosure 40 years 
since, i.e. 1639). Enclosure 
Act is 1810. 

1 Tileybridge, 2 Windmill, 3 
Oakley. 
1606 T of Kirkby Mallory has 
lands in the common fields of 
Earl Shilton chapelry. 

open 1 Mill, 2 West alias Towards 
Sheepy, 3 Towards Bosworth. 
1679 T has 8 yardlands open 
field, and 8 enclosed. 1706 T 
has still open field strips. 
The Enclosure Act was 1803. 

no glebe 

open 1 Wood, 2 Mill, 3 North. 

open 1 Hollywell, 2 Middle, 3 
Burroughhill. 

open 

open 

open 

open 

open 
open 
enclo. 
no glebe 

no glebe 

open 
open 

open 
open 
enclo. 

1 Riggs, 2 Nether. 

1 Twinhill, 2 Murro, 3 Rice. 

1 South, 2 Middle, 3 North. 

1 Moor, 2 Hollygate, 3 High. 

1 Wood, 2 Long, 3 West. 
I South, 2 Bridge, 3 Sweet. 
hedge. 

1 Langland, 2 Longless, 3 
Millhill, so 1625 T; in 1668 
T 3 becomes Astonway and 
in 1700 T Soarmill, in 1743, 
Aston; in 1638, 1 is Towards 
Hinckley hades, 1668 T Foss. 

I Mill, 2 Brook (1625 Brook 
nether; 1638 T Brook), 3 
Hardwick. 1625 T has no 
3 but adds Upper, Little and 
Glooston. 1638 has only 
Brook and Glooston. Does 
this indicate enclosure of the 
others? 
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Parish. Open or enclosed, Field names, with variants 
with date. dated. 

pSTRETTON MAGNA 1674 open 

' pSUTTON CHENEY Ch. 1674 enclo. 
SWEPSTONE cum 

SNARESTONE 
NEWTON 

pSWINFORD 

and 
(a) Swepstone 

l6II 

1625 
t690 

(b) Snarestone 

open 
open 
enclo. 

16n open 
1625 open 
1690 enclo. 

(c) Newton (Burgoland) 
16n open 
1625 enclo. 
1601 open 

SYSTON 

*THEDDINGWORTH 
1601 enclo. 

1601 open 

*THORPE ARNOLD 

pTHORNTON 

pTHRUSSINGTON 

1601 open 
1700 closes 

1625 open 

1601 open 

1638 open 

1 Ming, 2 Nether (1679 has 
1 Mingled or Stock), 2 

Nether, 3 Bannell (1697 Ban
dale) . 'Stretton Parva' 
appears as a marginal note 
by Nether Field in 1674 T 
and subsequently, so that 
this field may have lain in 
that parish. 

1 Catto, 2 Heath, 3 Nether. 

1 Quarrell (so, 1625 T; 1638 
T Quarrey. 2 Little. 1625 'I 
omits Little, but adds Mar
greave and Greatnell. 

1 Church alias West towards 
Snarston. 2 South. 3 East. 
1 East, 2 West, 3 North. 
1674 T has Fields towards 
Stanford, towards Shawell, 
and towards Lilbourne, which 
may represent 1, 2 and 3 
respectively. 

1 Nobornehill (1674 Camps
hill, . 1679 Nanhills, 1690 
Knanells). 2 Chauntery 
(1674 Gosthill, 1697 Ganst
thill). 3 Soutles (1674 Dant
close, 1690 Saintleys). 
No field names. 

:t Stanton, 2 Church. 

1 East (1700 East towards 
Hoby). 2 Middle (1700 
Middle lying north · of the 
town). 3 West (1700 West 
towards Radcliff super 
Wreak). 

1 Park, 2 Bybrook, 3 Little
land (1674 Alitha) . 

pTHURCASTON 

pTHURLASTON 

THURNBY 

*TILTON 

pTVGBY 

1638 
1699 

open 1 Stonebridge, 2 Mill, 3 

1679 

1601 

1674 

enclo. (?) Castlepit. 

meadow only 

no glebe 

open 1 Griff, 2 Mile, 3 Scrib. 
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Parish. Open or enclosed, Field Names, with variants 

pTWYFORD 

W ALCOTE, see Misterton 
pWALTHAM-ON-THE 

with date. dated. 

1612 open 1612 T has no field names. 
1679 no glebe (one acre 1796 Act). 

WOLDS 1601 open No field names in 1601 T, 
1625 T, 1638 T. 

pWALTON-ON-THE 
WOLDS 

WANLIP 
*WELHAM 

WHATTON, LONG 
WHITWICK 
WIGSTON MAGNA 
WILLOUGHBY 

WATERLESS 

pWISTOW 

WITHCOTE 
WITHERLEY 
WOODHOUSE Ch. 
WYFORDBY 

*pWYMESWOLD 

*WYMONDHAM 

1700 ·open 1 Coglingcroft, 2 Nether, 3 
RibrougJ. 

1690 
1601 
1606 
1625 

1704 
1625 

open 1 Halloway, 2 Next Town. 
open No Field names. 
enclo. 
gardens only 
enclo. 
orchard only 

\ 
1601 open 1 East, 2 Middle, 3 West. 
1674 enclo. 
1625 open 1 Barleyhill, 2 North, 3 

Lanver. 
1622 

1679 

1674 
1612 
1674 

enclo. 
open 1 Moor, 2 Middle, 3 Myth. 
no glebe 
open r East, 2 Middle, 3 West. 
enclo. 

1601 open , 1 West, 2 Thorpe, 3 Hard
acre. 

1601 enclo. 1601 T 'inclosed grounds'. 
1612 T 'the glebe inclosed in 
several closes'. 

For Notes see Appendix III pp. 123-5. 

APPENDIX I 

A GLEBE TERRIER 

A full transcription is given below of the terrier for Thrussington 
in 1700. The original is at Leicester City Museum, reference 
number 1D41, 2 / 707. A terrier for 1703 is at Lincoln Diocesan 
Record Office, and shows very minor variations in the two texts. It 
will be seen that the addendum paragraph is faithfully preserved, 
still out of place, in the later document, which must have been based 
on the earlier document. 

Terrier of Thrussington, 13 August, 1700 

A Terrier of Glebelands, etc belonging to the Vicaridg of 
Thrussington Giv'n :in at the Triennial Visitation lof the Right 

· Revd. Father in God, James, Bishop of Lincoln; at Loughborough, 
August 13 1700. 
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Imprimis. The Vicaridg-house consists of 3 Bays of building, 
whereof 2 are chamber' d over: the Barn-room and Stable of 7 
Bays: and there is adjoining to them a Yard, Garden and Orchard. 

(Note hereafter the Eis put for East; W for West; N for North; 
and S for South, in the writing, for brevity sake sic). 

Item of arable land; In the E field towards Roby are 8 acres; 
thus, 3 lands in the Sandfield lying N and S with a lay and Pingle 
joining and belonging to them; between a Close of Mr. Thomas 
Storer' s E; and land of Mr. John Wells W: the lands themselves are 
¾ of an acre, or 3 Rood large. 

I land by the N ewefield hedg lying N and S in Sunhil~furlong* 
between land belonging to Loughborough bridges, occupy' d by 
Mark Barsby E; and land of Danvers Hodges esq. occupy'd by 
William Walker W: ½ an Acre. 

6 land,, on the same furlong lying N and S, between balks and 
land of Mr. Storer E; and land of Widow Fernelaw of Radcliff
super-Wreak, now occupy'd by Heqry Shelton W; 3 Acres. 

4 lands in Marlpitfurlong lying N and S with a Pingle call' d 
the Hall-fur-pingle, joyning 'em S; and belonging to 'em; between 
land of Mr. Storer E (a Balk being between); and land of Mr. John 
Wells W; z acres. 

5 lands in More-brook, now made Grasse-ground and put into 
a Close, lying E and W; between land of Mr. John Wells N; and 
a close of Mr. Storer's S: with longish heads I Acre. 

2 lands on Bunter-hill, lying E and W; between land of Mr. 
William Wells N, and of William Hayn S: 3 Rood, or¾ of an Acre. 
with heads. 

Item in the Middle-field lying N of the Town 4 acres and a 
quarter (thus): 4 lands at the Harps now layd and made a close 
of, lying N 9-nd S; between a close of Mark Barsby's belonging to 
Loughborough bridges E; and parted by a field way from land of 
Mr. Storer; and of Danvers Hodges Esq., in the tenure of William 

~ Walker W: I acre. 
6 lands lying E and W, butting E to Foulseck and W to the 

Church-head-land; and lying between land of Mr. John Wells N: 
and of Mr. Storer S; 3 Acres. having a half balk S. 

I land lying E and W, butting from the Church-head-land E, 
into little Burrowseck W; between land in the occupation of 
Richard Warren N; and of Hugh Warren S; both belonging to the 
Lord Coningsby: I Great Rood with a Head. 
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Item In the W field towards Radcliff super Wreak ro Acres; 
thus: 2 lands at Short hedges lying E and W; butting E upon 
Loughborough-way, with a little hedg there; they ly between land 
of the Lord Coningsby occupy' d by Robert Smyth N; and land 
belonging to Loughborough-bridges occupy'd by Mark Barsby S; 
they ly between balks ½ the Vicar's. ½ an Acre large. 

4 lands upon the long furlong in the Sandfield lying N. S; 
and butting S upon the highway to Radcliff, now lay'd for grass 
ground, and designed for a Close: they ly between a Close of Mr. 
Starer's E; and the land of the Lord Ferrer's occupy'd by Gamaliel 
Crofts W : 2 Acres. 

4 Lands going up Sunhill at Woodgate N and S (with a half 
balk) lying between land of Mr. Starer's E; and of Mr. John Wells 
W: 2 Acres. 

2 lands with their heads and a whole balk belonging wholly to 
the Vicar, lying E and W; and butting W to the meer between 
Thrussington and Radcliff: they ly between land of Mr. John Wells 
N and of the Lord Ferrers in the occupation of Gamaliel Crofts S: 
the lands of thems. are ½ an acre large. 

4 lands over Sun-hill by Rhodely-lays lying E and in the W 
into Otterdale (with long heads there) between balks half of them 
belonging to the Vicar, and between land of Mr. William Wells N; 
and of Mr. Storer S: 2 acres. 

5 lands at Dobheadland (with long heads E) and butting (with 
other heads) on the meer aforesaid W; they ly between land of Mr. 
John Wells N, and of Mr. Storer S: 2 large acres besides the heads. 

5 lands in the Brinks furlong between balks (half the Vicar's), 
lying from Loughborough-way E, to some heads W; and between 
land of Mr. William Wells N and of Mr. Storer S: r acre. 

Item of Grass and Hay Ground 
r Acre in the Meadow by the Mill between Mr. William Wells's 

N and Mr. Hodges S. 
4 lays in Thackam comer, having Thackam Close E and S; a 

close of Mr. Starer's N; and a lay of Lord Ferrer's W occupied by 
Gamaliel Crofts. 

5 lays in the bottom of Foulseck lying E and W between lays 
of Mr. Hodges occupy'd by William Walker N and Mark Barsby's 
(Loughborough) lays S. 

3 lays more and higher in Foulseck lying E and W; .between 
lays of Mr. John Wells N and of Mark Bars.by belonging to 
Loughborough S. 
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r lay more and higher yet in Foulseck E and W; between a lay 
of the Lord Coningsby's occupy'd by Hugh Warren N; and of Mr. 
HodgeS-by William Walker S. 

A corner' d piece call' d Vicar's Springs between land of Mr. 
William Wells N and of William Hayn S. W. 

4 lays in the W field in the Sand, lying from Woodgate heads 
N. to a close of Mr. Storer's, and between land of his E; and of Mr. 
Wells W. 

Item in the field belonging to Radcliff, and adjoyning to 
Thrussington-field, there belong to the Vicar of Thrussington, these 
parcels of land viz. 

r lay being the 10th E-ward from Fleet-Close lying N and S 
, and between land of Thomas Hayn of Garthrop occupy'd by Robert 

Barsby E; and of the Lord Ferrers, occupy'd by John Smyth W. 
4 lays in Radcliff field pretty high lying N and S between the 

Meer and land of Mr. Storer in Thrussington field E, and parting
grass belonging to Radcliff W. 

r Broad and long Lay lying E and W the 2nd off the Meer: 
between a lay late belonging to one Esq. Hack of Peterborough, 
now to Mr. William Wells of Thrussington, in the tenure of John 
Fernelaw of Radcliff N; and land of the Lord Ferrers in the tenure 
of John Smyth S. 

2 short lays more in Radcliff field lying E and W. 

Item There belong to the Glebe land of the Vicar of Thrm,sington 
6 Cowpastures, and 40 sheepcommons, the Lamb going under the 
dam without comon for it; and share of Gorst at the Woulds. 

Item A small Cottage in Thrussington, with a little yard 
adjoining where now one Charles Wells dwelleth. 

The Mill at Thrussington pays the Vicar 5s. 4d. yearly at 
Lammas. 

The Vicar of Thrussington is to have Tythe --
Of Calves, of All lambs lamb'd in the liberties, of fleeces, Pelts, 

Pigs, Pigeons, Eggs, Apples, Crabs, Honey, Wax, and Bees, of 
hay of the home closes, and of all other things whose tythes are 
Commonly Vicarial, as far as we know except tyth of Tame Pullen. 
Of calves, lambs, fleeces and pelts he is to have half one or value at 6; 
a whole one at 7 paying 3 halfpence; at 8 paying rd; at 9 paying a 
halfpenny, besides deductions; this if there be 6, 7, 8, or 9 only, 
or above IO or any number of tens . Candlemas day is the day of 
taking tale of sheep in the field, that the Vicar may know what 
fleeces he is to have at Clipping day: May the 3rd for taking tale of 
lambs: calves are counted as they fall from Lammas to Lammas. 
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For every Milch Cow and for every Fole the Parishioner is to 
pay the Vicar rd a piece for each; and for every calf, fleece, pelt and 
lamb, odd, or under the number of 6 and for every super
numerary sheep more than a man has commons for, sold between 
Candlemas and Clipping day, the Vicar is to receive a half penny a 
piece for each of these. Sheep bo't in between Candlemas and 
Clipping day, pay after the rate of 4d per score per month. 

The Vicar is to have a pig for tyth at 7, 8 or g as well as at ro, 
without allowance to the Parishioner: none at 6. 

Lammas is the time for the Parishioners to reckon and pay the 
Vicar for their oddments. 

At Easter 

Farmer and's wife is to pay 3d for offerings. 

Cottager and's wife ,, ,, 2d 

Widower ,, ,, 2d 

Widow ,, ,, 2d 

Single Housekeeper '' ,, 2d 

Servant ) aged 2d 

Child ) r6 '' ,, rd 

Prentice ) years rd 

At Michaelmas every Farmer is to pay for his house (3d 

,, Cottager ,, ,, ( 2d 

Item which was before forgotten, there belongs to the Vicar in 
the West field r lay lying E and W at Whales fur between land of 
the Lord Coningsby; and of Mark Barsby. 

2 lays at the town's end by Milner's closely E and W between 
land of Lord Ferrers occupy' d by Gamaliel Crofts N and of Mr. 
Storer S. 

The Vicar humbly desires further Information concerning his 
dues out of the Bishop's Registry. 

Simon Shipman Vicar of Thrussington 

Henry Shelton } 
William Fernelaw churchwardens 
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APPENDIX II 

A TENTATIVE LIST OF ENCLOSURE WITHOUT ACT OF 
PARLIAMENT 

In this list, the first column of dates indicates when final 
enclosure took place. It must be emphasised that piece-meal enclo
sure would have been known long before the date of final enclosure. 

If followed by GT, the date or dates are derived from the 
evidence of the glebe terriers discussed in this article. Where a 
range of dates is given (e.g. TWYFORD 16r2-79 GT) this indicates 
that the enclosure took place sometime between the date of these 
two terriers. It does not mean that enclosure was spread over this 
range of years. 

The right hand column is used to give confirmatory or contra
dictory evidence. For the sake of space, all references to N}chols 
are abbreviated to N, followed by the volume and page number. Mr. 
L. A. Parker has kindly allowed me to use information from his 
MS. thesis, 'Enclosure in Leicestershire, 1485-1607', and references 
to this are abbreviated as 'P. thesis'. References to Mr. Parker's 
article in T.L.A.S. xxiii, pt. 2, are also abbreviated to 'P. art'. 
The reference 'Monk' is to his list re-printed in Slater op. cit. p. 198. 

The list omits those places completely enclosed and depopulated 
which are described in Dr. Hoskins' 'Deserted Villages of Leicester
shire, T.L.A.S. xxii, 242-64. These were: -

Aldeby, Ambion, Andreschurch, Atterton, Bradgate, Brascote, 
Elmesthorpe, Gopsall, Lindley, Lubbesthorpe, Naneby, Normanton 
Turville, Potters Marston, Skelthorpe, Wellsborough, Weston, 
Whittington, and Woodcote in the western half of the county; 
together with Baggrave, Bescaby, Bittesby, Brooksby, Cotes de val, 
Eye Kettleby, Foston, Frisby, Great Stretton, Hamilton, Holyoak, 
Ingarsby, Keythorpe, Knaptoft, Leesthorpe, Lowesby, Misterton, 
Newbold Folville, Noseley, Old Marefield, Othorpe, Prestgrave, 
Pulteney, Quenby, Shoby, Stormsworth, Sysonby, Welby, What
borough, Willowes, Wistow, and Withcote in the eastern half. 

Place 

ALLEXTON 
ASHBY MAGNA 
ASHBY PARVA 
ASTON FLAMVILLE 
BARLESTONE 

Final Enclosure 

r555 GT 

r625-74 GT 

r638-74 GT 

r605-25 GT 
r6? ? 

Other Evidence and Notes 

Partial r509-rr (P. thesis). 
Begun r6oo (P. thesis). 
r665 (MS. agreement at Ashby). 

Begun r579 (P. thesis). 
Begun c. r595 (P. thesis). 
In Monk; ('old enclosure') 

in N. sub loco. 
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Place Final Enclosure 

BARWELL 
BEAUMONT LEYS 

BEEBY 

BELGRAVE 

BELVOIR 
BLACKFORD BY 

BLASTON 
BOSWORTH, 

MARKET 

1625°74 

? 
1605-29 

1625-74 

by 1734 

c. 1650 

BOWDEN, GREAT 1703 

BRENTINGBY 16 ? 

BROUGHTON 
ASTLEY 1637 

BUCKMINSTER by 1601 

BURBAGE by 1625 

BURROUGH-ON-THE-
HILL r601-84 

CAD EBY 1597 

CARLTON CURLIEU by 1601 

CARLTON 
in Market Bosworth 

CATTHORPE 

COLEORTON 
COSSINGTON 

COSTON 

COTES 

COTESBACH 

DADLINGTON 
DALBY, GREAT 

DALBY, LITTLE 

DALBY-ON-THE-
WOLDS 

DISHLEY 

EASTWELL 

EATON 

1625-74 

1655 

1799 

1601-97 

1637 

1606-74 

1625-74 

c. 1601 

1612-79 

c. 1529 

1625-94 

c. 1575 

GT 

GT 
GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

Other Evidence and Notes 

In Monk. 
In Monk. 
'Old inclosure' in N. 

1654 (N. iii, 174). 

Nichols, sub loco. 

Some enclosure 1514 (P. thesis). 

Partial 1630 (N. ii, 449). 

Some enclosed by 1592 (P. 
thesis). The 1625-46 date 
is from T.R.H.S. n.s. xix. 
l3I. 

But there is also an Act. 

Partial 1597 (P. art). 

N. iv, 60. 

In 1597 (P, thesis). 

In Monk; considerable enclosure 
1603-4 (P. art and thesis). 

In Monk; considerable enclosure 
1606 (P. art). 

In 1509 (P. art). 

Without an Act (N. iii, 740). 

1663 (T.L.A.S. KX 6). 

Partial 1591-1601 (P. thesis.) 

In Monk. Partial 1513 (P. 
thesis). 

The 1606 terrier is of open 
fields, but the enclosure was 
in 1603 (P. art and thesis). 
1602 is given in T.R.H.S. lac. 
cit. and 1626 in N. iv, 148. 

In Monk; 1671 (N. iv, 714). 

In Monk; enclosed in 1753 
without an Act, according to 
N. ii, 242. 

In Monk. 

In Monk. 

In Monk; date from P. thesis. 
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Place 

EDMONDTHORPE 

ENDERBY 

FOSTON 

FREEBY 

FRISBY by GALBY 

FROLESWORTH 

GADDESBY 

GALBY 

GARTHORPE 

GLEN PARVA 

GOADBY in Billesdon 

GOADBY MARWOOD 

HEATHER 

HIGHAM-ON-THE-
HILL 

HOLWELL 
in Ab Kettleby 

HUNCOTE 

ILSTON 

KIRBY BELLARS 

KIRBY MUXLOE 

KIRKBY MALLORY 

KNOSSINGTON 

LAUGHTON 

LEICESTER FOREST 

LOCKINGTON 

LODDINGTON 

Final Enclosure 

by 1603 

1605 

1575 and 1622 

? ? 

1638-79 GT 

16 

1650-55 
by 1630 

1674 
? ? 

1625-90 

1638-74 

? ? 

1632 

c. 1650 

? ? 

1788 
? ? 

by 1679 

1606-74 

1601-25 

1601-79 

1627 

1601-06 

1625-46 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

Other Evidence _and Notes 

In Monk; enclosure at i11ter-
vals 1562-1603. P. art and 
thesis). 

In Monk; date from T.R.H.S., 
lac. cit. , 

N . iv, 170. The 1633-4 Visita
tion records it as enclosed. 

In Monk; slight enclosure c. 
1587 (P. art and thesis) 
'different periods up to 1735' 
N . ii, 281). 

The open field GT of 1638 is 
contradicted by the enclosure 
c. 1628. (P.R.O. SP 16/191/ 
IO, i-ii). 

'Seventeenth century'. 
(N. iv, 185) 'before 1622' 
Burton. The 1805 Act did 
not involve open field . 

Dates from N. ii, 970. 
T.L.A.S. xxii, 190. 

Partial in 1631 and 1652 (G.T.) 
In Monk; quoted as enclosed by 

J. Lee (1653). 
In Monk; partial 15n (P. thesis). 

Considerable enclosure 1595 
(Part). 

In Monk; some enclosure before 
1574 (P. thesis). 

See 1806 Act. 

N. iv, 15. 
In Monk. 

Without an Act. 

In Monk; partial before 1536 
and c. 1593 (P. art and 
thesis). 

Partial 1590, final by 1634 (P. 
thesis and art). 

Partial early 15th century 1501, 
1525, 1608 (P. thesis). 

Piecemeal c. 1597 (P. thesis). 

1663 T.R.H.S. lac. cit. 

N. iv, 785 (?open fields). 

In Monk. 

Dating from T.R.H.S. lac. cit. 
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Place 

MUSTON 
NAILSTONE 

NEVILL HOLT 
NEWTON, COLD 

NEWTON 
in Swepstone 

NEWTOWN LINFORD 
NORMANTON LE 

HEATH 

NORTON, EAST 

NORTON by Galby 
OVERTON, COLD 
OWSTON 

PACKING TON 
PEATLING MAGNA 

PEATLING PARVA 

PICKWELL 

PRESTWOLD 

RAGDALE 

ROLLESTONE 

ROTHERBY 
SAXBY 
SCRAPTOFT 

SHANGTON 
SHAWELL 

SHEEPY MAGNA 

SHENTON 

SIBSTONE 
SNARESTONE 

STAPLETON 
STAUNTON 

HAROLD 

Final Enclosure 

1629 

1625-74 

? ? 
by 1641 

16II-25 
? ? 

1625-1703 

1633 
by 1656 

1625-46 
by 1604 

1601-9 

1625-74 

1615 
? ? 

1628 

? ? 

1625-74 
1674-1736 

GT 
GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 
GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 
GT 

early 17th cent. 
1638 
1631-74 GT 
1639 GT 

16? 

1638-79 
1638-90 

1581-1604 

? ? 

GT 
GT 

Other E vidence and Notes 

In Monk. 
Partial 1604. Final 1628 (P. 

thesis). 
'Old enclosure' (Nii, 725). 

Dating froni N. iii, 349. 
Partial 1578 (P . art). 

Begun 1594 (P. art) . 
In Monk . 

In Monk; 1629 (N. iv, 812). 

N . iii, 491. 

N. ii, 732 . 
T .R.H.S . Zoe. cit. 
Date from P . thesis. Partial 

1536, 1563. 

1625 GT is clearly open :field, 
but P. thesis has probable 
'total enclosure in I 561. 

1665 (Agreement now among 
County R ecords). 

In Monk . Nichols' conjecture 
is 17th century. The 1633-4 
Visitation would place it 
before those years. 

Date from P. thesis. 
Partial 1495 and c. 1590. 
ibid. 
In Monk. 

P. art. 
N . ii, 790. 

In Monk. 
N. iv, 924 has 1659: this could 

be a single figure misprint. 
There is an Act in 1810. 

Monk has 1646; there was con
siderable enclosure in 1603 
(P. art and thesis). 

Dates from P. art and thesis. 

In Monk; some enclosure in 
1506 (P. thesis). 
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Place 

STOCKERSTON 

STOKE GOLDING 

STONTON WYVILLE 

STRETTON-IN-THE-
FIELDS 

STRETTON MAGNA 

SWEPSTONE 

THEDDINGWORTH 

THORPE ARNOLD 

THORPE 
SATCHVILLE 

THURLASTON 
THURNBY 

TILTON 

TWYCROSS 

TWYFORD 

ULLESTHORPE 

WANLIP 

WELBY 

WELHAM 

WIGSTON PARVA 

WILLOUGHBY 
WATERLESS 

WITHERLEY 

WOODHOUSE 
WOODTHORPE 

WYFORDBY 

WYMONDHAM 

Final Enclosure 

1601-78 

by 1604 

1638-79 

c. 1601 

1625-90 

1714 

1601-1700 

? ? 

1638-99 
1616 

1603 

by 1653 

1612-79 

1725 
by 1639 
1605 
by 1603 

1507 

1601-74 
? ? 

1665 
1662 

1612-74 

1596 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

GT 

? 

GT 

GT 

Other Evidence and Notes 

Begun 1579 P. art. 
Date from T.L,A,S, xiv, 217. 

In Monk; c. 1650 (N. ii, 802). 

'Principally old enclosure' (N. 
iii, 1029). 

Date from N. ii, 580. 

In Monk. Considerable enclosure 
1583-97 (P. art and thesis). 

Date from N . ii, 285. 
Partial c. 1582 P. art. 
Considerable enclosure in 1600 

P. art and thesis. 

In Monk. 

There is an Act in 1769. 
T.R.H.S. Zoe . cit. 
Date from P. thesis; see also N. 

ii, 469. 
Quoted as enclosed by J. Lee 

in this year. 
In Monk. 

There is an Act in 1796. 
Date from N. iv, u8. 

Date from N. iii, 1097. 
Date from P. thesis. 
In Monk. Considerable en-

closure 1597-1603 in P. art. 
Date from P. thesis. 

1637 (N. iv, 393). 
In Monk. 
N. iii, III. But ? open field. 

N. iii, 9n. 
In Monk. Partial 1587 . 

P. art. 
N . ii, 400. But P . art shows 

enclosure by 1603, beginning 
in 1562 . 

APPENDIX III 
N ates to pages roz-r4 

ALLEXTON. This is confirmed by the report of Land's Visitation of 
1633-4-'inclosed qua:re of the glebe' (Reports and Papers of the 
Associated Architectural Societies, xxix (1908) p. 515). 

ASHBY-DE-LA-ZOUCH. There were three fields here at the time of Par
liamentary enclosure: 1 Great, 2 Middle, 3 Lionswell (Nichols, iii, 
613). 
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ASTON FLAMVILLE. The I674 T includes tithes of the enclosed lands. 
For Burbage chapelry see infra. 

BARROW-ON-SOAR. Here, as at Ashby-de-la-Zouch, there is a later 
enclosure Act, so that the enclosed glebe was not representative of 
the open field lands as a whole. The I605 closes may have been 
crofts near the village. 

BELGRAVE. Birstall hamlet had I Stonehill, 2 Middle, 3 Stocking 
(Nichols, iii, I86). 

BILLESDON. The I674 T contains the important early use of ridge and 
furrow as an index of open field lands: 'anye signe of ridge and 
furrowe which might argue that the said closes had bene taken out 
of the antient arrable feildes'. 

BLASTON. I709 T: 'we the ministers of Hallaton have great reason to 
believe that we have been much injured by the late Inclosure of 
Blaston and should be glad to be put in a way of recovering them'. 

BOWDEN, GREAT. There are two I703 terriers, one open and one in 
closes. There is an Act for I776. 

BRAUNSTONE. The inclusion of the name Statherngate makes me think 
that the I674 T quoted is in fact a terrier of Branston near Croxton 
Kerrial which has strayed to the wrong bundle through the simi
larity in spelling. This would explain the triple change of names. 
(Branston was enclosed by Act in I766). 

CARLTON Cti'RLIEU. 'The rectory of Carlton hath a glebe of 80-rno 
acres all swallowed up in ye inclosure not long since made by Sir 
John Bale ... command ye churchwardens to make a Terrier of it and 
to bring it for it is known by divers yet living'. I633-4 Visitation 
(loc. cit. p. 5q). 

CATTHORPE. 'Alias Thorpe Charles alias Chasthorpe'. 

CLAYBROOKE. The terrier for I638 is printed in A. Macaulay, History 
of Claybrooke, 179I. 

COLEORTON. Enclosed I799 without an Act. There was then open 
field on the south. 

EASTON. A chapelry of Bringhurst q.v., where there is also a fluctuation 
between glebe and no glebe. 

ENDERBY. But enclosed in 1605 ! vide App. 2. 

FOSTON. 'All inclosed, quaere of the glebe. Rath 50 li. paid to him but 
no tithe or glebe' 1633-4 Visitation (lac. cit. p. 5I3). 

FRISBY-ON-WREAK. The glebe includes land in Asfordby Fields 
supra. 

HIGHAM. The I8o6 Enclosure Act confirms an enclosure by agreement 
here made in 1632. 

HINCKLEY. Fields were 1 Mill, 2 Middle, 3 Hyde (Enclosure Award). 

HOTHORPE. Lies in Nbrthants., but was a chapelry of Theddingworth. 
It is a deserted village. 

IBSTOCK. The I625 T has also 2 yardlands in Hugglescote and one in 
Donington on the Heath belonging to this rectory. 

KIRBY MUXLOE. 'A yardland of glebe containing 20 acres and a little 
piece of meadow' I633-4 Visitation (lac. cit. p. 497). 

KIRKBY MALLORY. The I6o6 T includes lands of Earl Shilton q.v. infra 
But still open in I696 ! (Nichols, iv, 767.) 
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KNAPTOFT. This deserted village is described in W. G. Hoskins op. eit. 
Glebe remained in the undeserted chapelries of Mowsley and Shearsby 
q.v. and was included in Knaptoft terriers. The 1633-4 Visitation entry • 
implicates the parson in the enclosure: 'Knaptoft all inclosed by 
Sir Vv. Turpin deceased and ye glebe withall and ye parsonage house. 
(At) Sheasby (sic) there the parson Mr. More hired a house and 
dwelleth and hath a lease of a grounde to stopp his mouth, qmere 
of the glebe' (Zoe. eit. p. 513). The parson, Mr. [John] More will 
be a familiar figure to readers of the More-Lee pamphlet controversy. 

LEICESTER. The terrier deals only with urban property, but the open 
fields of the city (1 East, 2 South, 3 West) existed at the time of the 
terriers (sc. T.L.A.S. xiv, 3-29). 

MISTERTON. 'All inclosed. qmere of the glebe. Pulteney grounde is 
all inclosed. \Valcotte: down, but not inclosed' 1633-4 Visitation 
(Zoe. cit. p. 513). 

NARBOROUGH. 1 Little, 2 Hardwick, 3 Redhill, 4 Law in 1752 (Nichols 
iv, 815). 

OAKTHORPE. Open fields here were 1 West, 2 Middle, 2 Santety (Nichols 
iii, 1031) . 

OSGATHORPE. The dissolved monastery of Gracedieu held land here, 
hence the field name. 

PACKINGTON. Now Derbys. 

PICK\VELL. Mr. Parker and Mrs. Varley have drawn my attention to the 
postscript to the 1625 T which clearly dates the inclosure in 1615. 
The map drawn in the next year is in the Leicester City Museum 
archives and must have been made in connection with the enclosure 
by John Hawstead who is referred to tn the 1625 T as having 'wit
nessed under his hand' the area of glebe closes. The 1625 T repeats 
the open field detail of the 1601 T which it describes as 'sent to 
Bugden (Buckden, the episcopal seat) thereto to be kept, in the dayes 
of Byshoppe Chatterton (1595-1608) and at his command' and adds 
that 'theis antient lands were taken from the church ... at the tyme of the 
inclosure about the yeare of our Lord one thousand six hundred and 
fifteen & for the.m were sett out in ii parcels of grounds or closes'. 

PRESTWOLD. 'Burton is inclosed lately and ye glebe here swallowed' 
1633-4 Visitation (Zoe. cit. p. 516). 

RAVENSTONE. There were three fields here: 1 Alton, 2 Granno, 3 
Heather, in 1770 (Nichols iii, 392). 

SHENTON. The glebe here was a close in 1625 (Market Bosworth terrier). 

SHILTON, EARL. In 1600 there was a Nether Field (Parker op. eit. p. 51). 

WIGSTON MAGNA. The open fields were very fully treated by Hoskins in 
'The Fields of Wigston Magna', T.L.A.5. xix, 163-199. They were 
1 Mucklow, 2 Goldhill, 3 Thythornhill. 

WYMESWOLD. The agreement for the regulation of the common fields 
here c. 1425 will be found in Hist. MSS. Comm. Middleton, p. 1069. 
Two Field names there are Hardacre and Pease. 
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APPENDIX IV 

A SHORT LIST OF ENCLOSURE MAPS AMONG THE 

COUNTY RECORDS 

By C. H. Thompson, M.A., Ph.D., County Archivist, Leiceste1 

Ashby Woulds 1807 
Billesdon 1765 
Bringhurst, Great Easton 

and Drayton 1810 
Charnwood Forest and 

R othley Plain 1829 

Congerstone 1826 
Desford and part of 

Peckleton 1760 
Earl Shilton 1778 
Glooston and Cranoe 1828 
Gumley 1773 
Halstead 1839 
Higham 1810 
Little Bowden 1780 

Medbourne 1844 
Queniborough 1794 

Rearsby 1762 
Sheepy Parva 1769 
Sibson 1804 
Sta:thern 1799 
Walcote 1797 

Whitwick, Thringstone and 
Peggs Green 1807 

Award and Map. 
Award and Map. 

Award and Map. 

Award and Map in sections, bound 
Also the Surveyor's certified Map 
from which the sectional Maps . 
bound in the Award, were made. 

Award and Map. 

Award and Map. 
Award and Map. 
Award and Map. 
Award and Map. 
Award and Map. 
Award and Map. 
Award and plans of individual 

allotments. 
Award and Map. 
Award and Map showing allotments 

bearing a Corn Rent awarded by 
the Commissioners. 

Award and Map. 
Award and Map. 
Award and Map. 
Award and Map. 
Award and a copy of the Map of 

W a lcote surveyed for the enclosure, 
1706. 

Award and Map. 

The County Record Office has uncertified photostats of the 
following Enclosure Maps held at the Public Record Office: Rem
ington (n.d.); Sutton Cheney (r797); Stonesby (r78r); Stanton
under-Bardon in Thornton (n.d.); Ibstock (n.d.); Sheepy Magna 
(n.d.); Qsgathorpe (r786). 

There are also four maps drawn up for the use of the Com
missioners and showing the strip-system: Whitwick, Swannington, 
Stathern, and Congerstone. The maps of the two latter areas have 
the boundaries of the allotments made by the Commissioners 
superimposed, and were no doubt the maps from which the enclo
sure maps were drawn. 

" 


