
REVIEWS 
THE VICTORIA HISTORY OF THE COUNTY OF LEICESTER. Vol. III. Edited by w. G. 

Hoskins and R. A. McKinley. Oxford University Press (for the University 
of London). 1955. xxii + 338 pp. £4 4s. · 

The publication of Volume III of the Victoria History of the County of Leicester 
marks an important stage in the revival of the project: it contains an index to the 
first three volumes and it brings up to date its accounts of the chosen aspects of the 
county's history. The city of Leicester and other towns of the county await treat
ment, and some aspects of the social history of the county have still not been 
dealt with. It would have been valuable to see a study of poor relief, law 
and order in an industrialised county. The pattern imposed by the landed gentry 
on the sporting history of an English county is still visible; had the miner and 
framework-knitter no sports of .· their own? Rura-1 crafts are not susceptible of 
useful treatment in such a work as this, but a strong case could be made · for 
dealing with the headstones of Swithland slate in Leicestershire. 

The section on the hosiery industry must be the first systematic account 
of a local industry of which Leicestershire was the largest centre. There is 
still little deta-iled evidence of its spread in the period 1640-1800, though the 
condition of the independent framework-knitter before 1800 is illustrated from 
probate inventories. The section uses official sources, such as the nineteenth
century reports of Royal Commissions, to show the decline of the independent 
framework-knitter and the rise of the bag-hosier and the manufacturer. With 
these changes and the application of mechanical power-the industry was barely 
touched by steam power in the mid-nineteenth century-went the increasing em
ployment of women. The three maps do not a:ttempt to show more than centres 
in which the industry was carried on, and do not reflect, for instance, the state
ment . (p. 25) that the footwear industry grew up in the Hinckley a-rea because it 
could ,draw on labour displaced or impoverished by the decline of the hosiery 
industry. The account of the coal-mining industry places the beginning of it on a 
firm documentary basis before 1300, and has such . new material as accounts from 
the Middleton MSS. for pits at Coleorton in Elizabeth's reign. 

One of the innovations in the volume is a- long and interesting section on 
roads. Prehistoric roads are included, because of their importance in the evolution of 
the present road pattern and because they had not been described in Volume I. 
The pattern of the most ancient roads is two-fold: first along high ground, in the 
manner of the Jurassic Way and the road from Sixhills through Croxton Kerria-1 
into Lincolnshire: second across high ground from one ford to another. The one 
category melts into the other, and while some of the latter type, such as Sewstern 
Lane, are certainly prehistoric and possibly Bronze Age in origin, it is difficult to 
be certain of their prehistoric date where they were not later used as parish boun
daries; for instance the road through Melton Mowbray and Great Framlands, 
suggested as a link in the Jurassic Ridge, appears to continue through Hose to the 
Trent crossing at Nottingham. Simila-rly, a distinctive ridgway on the east and 
south side of the Trent and the Soar in Nottinghamshire, which can be traced 
through East Bridgford and past Thrumpton, seems to make for the Soar at Zouch 
Bridge. It is much to be hoped that there will one day be firm evidence of stone-axe 
factories in Charnwood, or quern factories at Quorndon (see p. 43) to explain why 
several apparently prehistoric tracks appear to make for crossings of the Soar and 
that part of Leicestershire. ,· 

It must be admitted that no more is known of Roman roads in the county than 
when the first volume appeared in 1907. It is much to be desired that the necessa-ry 
field-work should be undertaken to establish the date of the Fosse Way, the line 
and character of the Via Devana entering Leicester, and of the road west towards 
Mancetter. Incidentally, the territory of the Coritani included much of Lincoln
shire and Nottinghamshire and not Leicestershire only (p. 62): Ratce wa-s not a 
"humble town" (p. 64) but a fashionable centre with buildings of an imposing and 
thoroughly Roman character. The later sections indicate clearly the growth of 
new. local roads as the pattern of Anglo-Saxon villages developed; the emergence of 
new and the modification of old through routes; the building of stone bridges in 
the thirteenth century, and the work of turnpike commissions in the eighteenth and 
nineteenth centuries. The evidence for an early by-pass of Leicester on the Fosse 
is of interest; precisely the same phenomenon is observable at Newark-on-Trent. 
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The section on canals proves the importance of water transport, and particu
larly canal-borne coal, to the early development of industrial Leicester. For the sec
tion on railways, the editors were fortunate in being able to call on Professor Simmons, 
who deals lovingly with such matters as the first steam-operated warning appliance 
on a locomotive (p. u3) on the Leicester & Swannington Railway, and Lord Har
borough's curve (p. u8); only he could have known that "in the summer of 1953 
[the Wigston curve] was regularly used by a Birmingham-Clacton train on Satur
days" (p. 122, n. 72). 

The chapter on population is perhaps the most important innovation in this 
volume. The tables are remodelled and annotated so that they take proper account 
of boundary changes since 1801, and a most valuable section of 26 pages, with nine 
maps, is devpted to the development of settlement from Domesday onwards. The 
points whiclf emerge most clearly are that the transfer of densities from the east to 
the west of the county was a consequence first of agricultural expansion and 
only secondly of the growth of the coal and hosiery industries; the increase of popu
lation between Domesday and the fourteenth century, and, much more important, 

, the very remarkable increase in the Elizabethan era. The section on the sixteenth 
to the eighteenth centuries will be invaluable for the study of economic and social 
changes which cannot adequately be explained without knowledge of population 
trends. 

The chapter on Leicestershire artists brings together information about relatively 
little-known local painters and their patrons, the landed classes in the county. That 
on education has a comprehensive account of the growth of the charity-school 
movement and then of the National Schools. It would have been interesting to 
know more of early Sunday schools and (from school log books) of the difficulty of 
securing regular attendance at schools after 1870 (p. 250) in a county where the 
principle of compulsory education competed with the claims not only of agriculture 
but also of the hosiery industry. The innovation in this chapter is a section on 
adult and further education in which Mechanics' Institutes and Adult Schools are 
described, and such local institutes as Vaughan College, the Loughborough Tech
nical College and the University College given their proper place. 

Leicestershire is to be congratulated, first on its decision to complete the 
Victoria County History and secondly on finding contributors able to deal authori
tatively with the plan evolved by enlightened editors. 

M. W. BARLEY 

REPORT ON THE WORK OF THE LEICESTERSHIRE RECORD OFFICE, 1947-1954. By L. A. 
Parker. Leics. County Records Committee. 16 pp. 2s. 6d. 

The Report on the Work of the Leicestershire Record Office, 1947-54, gives in~ 
brief space an account of the Office's development, and a survey of the manifold 
activities of the County Archivist and his staff. It must be a cause for congratulation 
among all interested in local history that in Leicestershire the county's archives, 
together with a growing body of other documents deposited in the Record Office, 
are well cared-for and accessible to researchers. Since the Record Office was first 
est~blished under Dr. Thompson in 1947 a great deal has been accomplished in the 
cataloguing and organisation _ of the documents, numerous and constantly growing 
in number through the accession of official and private collections, that are in the 
County Archivist's care. As the report discloses, much still remains to be done, 
less perhaps in connection with the county and quarter-sessions records themselves 
than in regard to the muniments deposited by various public bodies and by private 
individuals. These documents, which contain valuable and v~ried information, can 
only be used with great labour and difficulty until they have been arranged and 
listed. The very skilful and delicate work of the manuscript repmer, to which the 
report draws attention, is a valuable but generally little-known side of the Record 
Office's work. The information that the new muniment room in New Walk is 
expected to be ready by the end of the present year will be welcome to those who 
have in the past worked in the unavoidably limited premises at Grey Friars. 

The report mentions the proposal, brought forward some years ago, for estab
lishing a joint Record Office for the county and city archives, on similar lines to 
_the joint Record Office at Lincoln. This scheme is apparently in abeyance at the 
moment. In an appendix is a useful list of documents which have been deposited 
in the Record Office from various sources. It is to be hoped that this list may induce 
others who have documents that can throw light upon the county's past to place them 
in the safe keeping of the county archivist, and that it will also, by revealing how 
varied are the sources of information on local history, stimulate fresh research. 

R. A. MCKINLEY 
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The Domesday Geography of Midland England. Edited by H. C. Darby and I. B. 
Terrett. Cambridge University Press. 1954. xvi + 482 pp., 159 maps. 55s. 

This second volume of Professor Darby's Domesday Geography deals with the nine 
counties of Gloucester, Hereford, Shrnpshire, Stafford, Worcester, Warwick, 
Leicester!' Rutland, and Northampton. The chapter on Leicestershire is contributed 
by Mr. D. Holly, author of a paper on the subject which appeared in Vol. XX of 
these Transactions. Mr. Holly rightly emphasises the importance of the so-called 
Leicestershire Survey, a document first printed by Round and assigned by him to 
the third decade of the twelfth century. A new and fuller text of this survey is now 
in the press, and when it appears, the chapter on Leicestershire will probably need 
to be revised. Why does Mr. Holly say (p. 315) that the Burgo of Domesday has left 
no trace of its name or site? A glance at V.C.H. Leicestershire, i. 308, ;would have 
given him Sir Frank Stenton's identification of Burgo with Burrough-cm-the-Hill, 
which is undoubtedly correct. And the discussion of the county's assesssment in 
hides and carucates (pp. 321-4) would have gained something from a reference to 
Mr. Jolliffe's article in the Economic History Review, 1936 (vi. 166). 

In a well-known passage which Prnfessor Darby reproduces as his epigraph, 
Maitland looked forward to the time when "those villages and hundreds which the 
Norman clerks tore into shreds will have been reconstituted and pictured in maps". 
It became apparent, however, when The Domesday Geography of Eastern England 
was published three years ago, that Professor Darby did not intend to provide such 
maps as Maitland had in mind. To say this is not to belittle the value of those 
which do appear in the volume under review. One could wish, however, that it had 
not been thought necessary to reproduce all the relief maps on the same scale, for 
this ha:s led to some odd results, especially when applied to our diminutive neigh
bour Rutland (p. 358). 

Not all the misgivings aroused by the first volume are allayed by its successor. 
The constant manipulation of the Domesday figures to bring them into line with 
the county boundaries of the present day-a proceeding which Prnfessor Darby 
nowhere explains or justifies-greatly reduces the value of the statistics. When, for 
example, we read that the number of hides in Domesday Gloucestershire was 
reckoned by Maitland as 2,388, and by C. S. Taylor at 2,611, we want to know 
which of these figures is correct, and it does not help us much to be given a third 
total, 2,403, which, being worked out in terms of the modern county, cannot be 
compared with either of them. 

It is also a: matter of regret that Prnfessor Darby, aware as he is that the 
villani and bordarii were mostly "unfree" and therefore Tightly classified as serfs, 
nevertheless uses "serf" as a translation of the Domesday servus. This ambiguity 
leaves him undecided whether to reckon the servi as individuals or as householders 
with families of their own. The result is a: series of maps (pp. 427-30) showing the 
population "adjusted for serfs". Before constructing these maps, he has divided the 
recorded number of servi by four. We naturally wonder why they should be divided 
at all, but no explanation is offered. Gradually it dawns upon us that three truly 
amazing assumptions underlie this procedure: first, that lords of manors in 1086 
allowed their slaves to breed freely (which no intelligent slave-owner has ever 
done); secondly, that the typical servus must be credited with a wife and two able
bodied children; and thirdly, that the Domesday commissioners, who showed no 
interest whatever in the families of any other class, took the trouble to count the 
heads of this, the lowest class of all. But prnbabilities apart, it is obvious that the 
whole procedure breaks down the moment one attempts to apply it in detail, for on 
manor after manor we find only a couple of servi; and how are they to be divided 
by four? 

On the other hand, the villani are consistently treated as heads of families. Yet 
as long ago as 1888 0. C. Pell suggested that they were really not tenants at all, but 
tenements: in other words, the Domesday statement that "there are ten villani" 
only means that there are ten yardlands in that particular manor, yardlands which 
may be occupied by any number of peasants. This sinister possibility is nowhere 
faced by Professor Darby and his collaborators; but the more closely one studies 
twelfth-century manorial surveys the less inclined one is to rule it out. 

On p. 280 the Latin of six passages quoted from Domesday Book is wrnngly 
extended. 

It would have been a great pleasure to welcome unreservedly this second instal
ment of Professor Darby's great undertaking. If certain doubts and criticisms 
refuse to be stilled, it is only fair to remember that we are discussing an uncompleted 
work, for there is to be a final volume drawing all the threads together, and until 
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that appears no final judgment can be pronounced. Meanwhile, every student of the 
period should be grateful to Professor Darby for assembling, in convenient form, 
a mass of information which has hitherto been scattered through dozens of more 
or less inaccessible tomes, and digesting it into a series of illuminating maps and 
diagrams. 

H. P. R. FlNBERG 

LEICESTERSHIRE BIBLIOGRAPHY, 1954-55 

The following books and articles relating to Leicestershire were published between 
l January 1954 and 31 March 1955. Similar lists will appear annually in these 
Transactions, and the Editors will appreciate a note of any material that seems to 
deserve inclusion, addressed to them at University College, Leicester. 

W. G. Hoskins (ed.), The Victoria History of the County of Leicester. Vol. II. 
' Oxford University Press (for the University of London). 1954. xvii+270 pp. 

H. C. Darby and I. B. Terrett (ed.), The Domesday Geography of Midland 
England. Cambridge University Press. 1954. xvi + 482 pp. 

Handlist of the Records of Leicester Archdeaconry. Leicester Museums and Art 
Gallery. 1954. 48 pp. 

A. B. Clarke, Leicestershire Clandestine Marriages. Leics. Archreological Society. 
1955. - pp. 

A. Temple Patterson, Radical Leicester: a History of Leicester, 1780-1850. 
University College, Leicester. 1954. x + 405 pp. 

The Leicestershire Archawlogical Society, 1855-1955. Leics. Archreological Society. 
1955. 50 pp. 

Eric Morrison, Fox and Hare in Leicestershire. Eyre & Spottiswoode. 1954. 160 pp. 

Report on the Work of the Leicestershire Record Office. 1947-54. Leics. County 
Council. 1955. 16 pp. 

Census 1951, England and Wales. County Report: Leicestershire. H.M.S.O. 
1954. xliv + 54 pp. 

E. J. W. Hildyard, "A Triple-Headed Bucket Mount". Antiquaries Journal, xxxiv 
(1954), 225-9. (Discusses the Twyford Bucket.) 

Graffiti in Leicester Museum: Journal of Roman Studies, xlix (1954), 103, no. 
"Leicester Guildhall as a Theatre". The Times, 14 June 1954. 
Charles Hadfield and C. R. Clinker, "The Ashby Canal". Modern Transport, 

7 Aug. 1954. ' 
"A Hundred Years of Midland Archreology". Manchester Guardian, 10 Jan. 1955. 
Jack Simmons, "A Valuable Local Society". The Listener, 17 Feb. 1955. 
(N.B.-The last two articles relate to the centenary of the Leicestershire 

Archreological Society.) 


