
REVIEWS 
THE LEICESTERSHIRE SURVEY, c. A.D. II30. Edited by c. F. Slade. The University 

College of Leicester. 1956. 98 pp. Maps. 16s. 
This is the fourth edition of the Leicestershire Survey to appear since its discovery 
by J. H. Round. Round first published a transcript of the imperfect manuscript in the 
Public Record Office, E. 198/1/1, not entirely accurately, in Feudal England, in 1895. 
In 1899 a facsimile, and a much better transcript in record type by W. K. Boyd, 
appeared in the Transactions of this Society. Then, in the first volume of the 
Victoria History of the County of Leicester, F. M. Stenton appended to his edition 
of the Leicestershire Domesday a translation of and commentary upon the 
Leicestershire Survey, based on Round's text. More recently, however, some other 
material from the Survey has been recognised in a British Museum manuscript, 
Sloane Roll XXXI, 7, and this Mr. Slade has joined to the P.R.O. text in the 
present paper. 

It has been a commonplace of medieval studies, at least since Joseph Hunter, 
that after Domesday Book we have in England no great administrative document to 
mine until the first surviving Pipe Roll, that for 31 Henry I. Particular interest has 
attached therefore to such local surveys as have survived, whether undertaken by a 
religious house or by royal officials. Into this second category the Leicestershire 
Survey seems to fall, together with the surveys of Lindsey and Northampton, and 
the modified list of lords and hides taken from Domesday in the Herefordshire 
Domesday, which covers Herefordshire (not as Mr. Slade says on p. I, Worcester
shire). But this year has now seen the publication of the second volume of the 
Regesta Regum Anglo-Normannorum, for Henry I's reign_, which may remind us 
that even the dark periods of history may suddenly be illuminated by an embarrass
ing wealth of material hitherto unregarded. 

The urgency of a new edition of the Survey may therefore be diminished, for 
the serious student of Henry I's reign now has no lack of material. If, like Henry I 
and his advisers, he be interested in the local as well as the national scene, he may 
still be grateful for a study that investigates a particular region, and so makes national 
history meaningful; but it seems to me that Mr. Slade has not done this, and that 
he has, in fact, missed a remarkable opportunity. To appreciate this point, we must 
examine his work in some detail. 

In the first place we have not, even now, a complete text of "The Leicestershire 
Survey", a document that we may imagine, but cannot prove, to have been a 
description of all the fees in the county and their liability to tax, made about u30. 
What we have in the Public Record Office is a late copy of part of that hypothetical 
document. The Sloane Roll contains an edition of another part, overlapping 
but also supplementing the late copy. But the Sloane Roll is a document of great 
interest in its own right: a lay cartulary, and an early one, bearing on twelve scruffy 
membranes an account of the Basset family's lands and connexions, put together in 
the thirteenth centuty. Mr. Slade recognises that "it is impossible to reconstruct 
one authoritative text from the versions that we have". Nevertheless he accepts the 
Public Record Office text as the version probably closest in form to the original, 
and this he prints in extenso ("Text A"), followed by the most ·readily recognisable 
material from the Sloane Roll ("Text B"), and a third section ("Text C") com
prising snippets collected from the Sloane Roll that might be related to the Survey. 
All this is translated in parallel columns. It is followed by an "Analysis of Vills", 
and sections on vills, hundreds and landholders. There are also seven maps : a 
general one at the front, on which the name of Goscote wapentake is spelt cor
rectly for the only time in the paper, one of the landholders and holdings at the 
back, and five in the text. There is no index. 

The information in the Survey appears to have been arranged by wapentakes, 
under which vills are grouped in small hundreds. This evidence of a hunqredal 
system, similar to that in Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire but not noticed in 
Domesday Book, is an interesting feature of the Survey, and has been commented 
on before. Mr. Slade has undertaken its reconstruction in detail, and the "Analysis 
of Vills" and the section on hundreds, together with five of the maps, are devoted to 
this subject and its arithmetical implications. 

The paper therefore at first invites judgment as a critical edition of the text 
that occupies sixteen of its ninety-seven pages, for it is in the Survey, and not in 
the manuscripts that he has, that Mr. Slade is interested. The hundredal system 
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presumably, like the hypothetical survey, covered the whole county. As lt was a 
rational system its presence may be inferred in other districts if it can be demon
strated in some. These assumptions dictate the form of the paper, and they do Mr. 
Slade and his readers a disservice. At the outset they have led him to rearrange the 
contents of the Sloane Roll ("Text B") to conform with the Roll that Round used 
("Text A"), a device of which the only warning is the statement on p. 13 that 
"each [text] will have the same order of wapentakes .... and within each wapentake 
the order of vills will be the same". The fact that the numbers of the membranes 
are indicated in the text is not a sufficient guide, as the contents of individual mem
branes have also been rearranged. This might matter less if the text had been 
more carefully studied, but the extracts that we have are not all accurately rendered. 
The odd half-carucate in the Earl of Leicester's holding in Evington (p. 23) and 
his nine carucates at Illston-on-the-Hill (p. 24) have been deleted (by subpunction) 
by the scribe. Of the Earl's fee at Snibston (p. 28) I read "in Snipeston vi car' '\ 
not "in Snipston v car'". These changes do not happen to interfere with Mr. 
Slade's later calculations, and one cannot help wondering whether that is how the 
errors have slipped in. The same indifference is displayed more widely in the text. 
To give some examples: some of the Basset lands came from Richard Basset's 
marriage to Matilda, daughter of Geoffrey Ridel, after Geoffrey was drowned in 
the White Ship; the scribe has noted that certain lands are de feodo Ridel. Some
times this information is printed, on other occasions it is not. Notes of the tenure 
of Robert de Tattershall, a late thirteenth-century tenant, are ignored; the note on 
Stuteville's carucate in Harby (p. 28) arbitrarily omits the rest of the passage, which 
continues: "quam carucatam Robertus filius Radulfi tenuit cum pertinentiis". 
"Hereby", just above this entry, should read "Kereby". 

The cavalier treatment of the Sloane Roll is presumably to be explained by the 
editor's interest in the theory of the hundreds which he develops in the three 
sections that follow the texts. This theory also demands a good deal of manipulation, 
sometimes to little effect. It is demonstrated in the Victoria County History (i. 342) 
that the hundreds of Framland wapentake show signs of being grouped on a 
duodecimal basis, and that "the possibility of such a system should certainly be 
taken into account in considering the distribution of the Leicestershire assessment". 
The present paper does not really take us beyond this point, although it draws 
some strange conclusions. It says (p. 68) that at the date of the Survey no hundred 
overlapped a wapentake boundary, yet the map showing the "Association of Hun
dreds" (p. 73) unites Knossington-which is in Gartree wapentake-with Tilton
which is in Goscote-and o·ansfers Evington from Gartree into Goscote. The other 
maps present a very quaint appearance: if this cumbersome system of detached 
pieces and tenuous connexions has been warped to such an extent by "various 
factors-personal, political, geographical, for example" (p. 77), why try to represent 
it cartographically at all? And we may note in passing that a "coherent and logical 
system" of assessment for land taxation that is warped by geographical factors 
reflects less credit upon its devisers than does an illogical and empirical one. 

A concern with abstractions does not always consort with reality. In his search 
for a rational system in the Survey Mr. Slade has had to consider the divergences 
between its figures and those of Domesday. Not infrequently he concludes that 
Domesday is wrong, and points out rather tiresomely-three allusions in the last 
two pages-that for Leicestershire Domesday is hurriedly and carelessly compiled. 
But is it? The analysis in Domesday Rebound shows that although there is some 
compression in the Leicestershire entries there is no more than an average number 
of interlineations and additions. While the compilers may have erred on occasions 
it does not follow that their information is invariably to be dismissed. Mr. Slade 
does not believe that there had been much reassessment in Leicestershire, and 
points out that while some figures in the Survey are higher, those for Framland 
wapentake are generally lower than Domesday's. But the increases shown in the 
Leicestershire Survey are exactly where we might expect to find them-in Goscote 
wapentake, in the forest lands, where assarting could produce settlements that were 
not named in 1086 because they had then no independent existence. 

It is a pity that when Mr. Slade comes to discuss the holders of land he is 
approaching the end of his paper, for this is its most interesting section. Of the 
Ridel fee, "discussion of the various complications demands more space than can be 
given here". The same restrictions forbid detailed discussion of the holdings of the 
lesser men. With more space, obtained at the cost of less theorising, Richard de 
Rollos (p. 94), who held more than ten carucates in three vills and whose son added 
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Saddington to his fee (Early Yorkshire Charters, v. 95-7), might not be dismissed in 
the anonymity of one line. Or Roger de Ramis, Walter de Musters, and Ralph de 
Martinwast at Humberstone might have been recognised as the sub-tenants that they 
surely were and not as the dispossessors of the Earl of Leicester (pp. 86, 94), for 
this vill remained in the honour of Leicester for centuries more (English Historical 
Review, liv, 1939, 401). This, rather than political arithmetic, is surely the stuff of 
local history? 

But that raises another, final question. Was it really necessary to print again 
the text of the one roll, already available in an excellent transcription and facsimile, 
and to add to it and the new text a translation and a calculation of so abstract a 
kind? (Other considerations apart, is the student of the early twelfth century, when 
the division between national and local history is so tenuous, likely to be inhibited 
by a simple Latin text?) It seems to me that the Survey has overshadowed the 
Sloane Roll to our loss, and that Mr. Slade would have been much better 
employed upon an edition of that document as a whole and a commentary upon 
the Bassets, who, on rising "from the dust" in Henry I's service, came to count for 
so much in the Midlands. Such a work, properly indexed, would justify a paper of 
the present length and price, and would represent a real contribution to the study of 
feudal Leicestershire. 

GEOFFREY MARTIN 

THE RECORDS OF THE CORPORATION OF LEICESTER. Leicester Museums and Art 
Gallery. 1956. 60 pp. 7s. 6d. 

With the publication of this third handlist by the City Museums' Department of 
Archives, Leicester itself receives its due, and we have a comprehensive and attrac
tive catalogue of the records of the old borough. J. C. Jeaffreson's list has long 
been out of date, and its omissions are now made plain. Time has made nonsense, 
too, of the old press-marks: a satisfactory feature of the present work is that it 
reconstructs groups of documents where it can, and so provides an intelligible basis 
for its references. 

Leicester's position as a seigneurial borough made the burgesses careful of such 
privileges as they enjoyed. The medieval judicial records are fragmentary, but 
there is an interesting collection of fiscal records, particularly tallage accounts, and 
in the documents relating to the gild-modestly relegated here to Section V
Leicester has some of the oldest town records in the kingdom. There is a respect
able collection of sixteenth- and seventeenth-century letters, and the artificial fount, 
"Hall Papers Bound", promises some interesting material. 

Where so much is well done, one is encouraged to ask for more. The present 
format is agreeable, but is susceptible of improvement. As the sections vary con
siderably in length, it would be helpful if the list of contents included page
numbers, while in the text the reader would be grateful for more generous spacing 
on such pages as 53-55. One hundred and fifty items are too many to be mastered 
without differentiation in the text, and these pages of unbroken print detract from 
the book's appearance. It must also be said, as this is a work of reference, that the 
proofs would have repaid more careful checking. There are several errors (e.g. 
"movebles", p. 41, "Gold'' for "Gild", p. 56), and a number of inconsistencies
compare "Eighteenth Century" (an irritating convention, but evidently the chosen 
one) with "eighteenth century", p. 22, and "I6th Cent.", p. 58. "Bishop of 
London", p. 59, should read "Bishop of Lincoln". The document illustrated in the 
furry frontispiece is dated there c. 1275, and on p. 45 c. 1274. Most of these are 
small points, but the series deserves greater care. 

G. M. 

STUDIES IN SOCIAL HISTORY: A TRIBUTE TO G. M. TREVELYAN. Edited by J. H. 
Plumb. Longmans. 1955. xv + 287 pp. 2rs. 

"TI1ey wrote not for a scholarly clique but for the intelligent public at large whom 
they addressed confident that they would be understood ... With some notable 
exceptions they refused to follow the pulverising polemical style of German 
scholars." The new Provost of King's is describing in the last of these eight studies 
-"The Intellectual Aristocracy"-the famous links by intermarriage and descent 
of many of the leading English philanthropists, evangelicals and intellectuals over 
the past century-and-a-half. But his words apply very well to himself and his fellow
contributors, as they should: their recipient is among the most readable of all 
historians, himself a true member of that aristocracy. 
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Members of this Society can confidently be recommended to read this book. 
They will find coherence and continuity altogether unlooked for in the work of 
eight very various hands covering four centuries of English society. Dr. A. L. 
Rowse's vivid and delightful portrait of an Elizabethan Roman Catholic historian 
of the Saints, with his characteristic reflection that "what is founded on the rock of 
the irrational in human beings has undying strength", ties up neatly with Mr. 
Kitson Clark's essay on "The Romantic Element, 1830 to 1850." That, in its turn, 
provides an interesting contrast of ideas wirh Mr. Noel Annan's study of the more 
rational element in his "Intellectual Aristocracy". In the same way, Professor 
Wallace Notestein's graceful and learned survey of the literary references to women 
("The English Woman, 1580 to 1650") links up with Miss C. V. Wedgwood's 
"Comedy in the Reign of Charles I". 

Dr. Plumb has performed an excellent piece of co-ordination. His own essay 
on "The Walpoles: Father and Son" provides a congenial companion for Professor 
H.J. Habakkuk's "Daniel Finch, 2nd Earl of Nottingham: His House and Estate". 
Dr. Plumb's essay might have had for sub-title "A Study in Credit". From incom
plete sources he manages to reconstruct an unforgettable picture of the riches 
acquired by Sir Robert Walpole, whose father allowed him 2s. a year pocket money 
as a boy. I do not think Dr. Plumb fully exploits his announcement that Walpole 
himself used the Admiralty barge for smuggling: the final example of that states
man's attitude to morals and politics. 

Professor Habakkuk's study of the building of Burley-on-the-Hill and the part 
that that great house played in the history of Lord Nottingham and his times is a 
model for such enquiries. It gives satisfying answers to questions that are often in 
our minds as we watch the throttling of the life of the great country houses: "For 
what sort of men were they created? Why did men desire to live in such great and 
remote mansions? Who designed and built them? How were they paid for?" The 
answer, so far as Burley is concerned, is- this: "It was more than a pleasant place 
to live in, more than a memorial to its builder. It was the capital of the family 
and the repository of its traditions". 

It is a notable and happy coincidence that, besides the study of Burley, the only 
other essay here on strictly local history is Dr. Hoskins's "An Elizabethan Provincial 
Town: Leicester". Naturally, Dr. Hoskins bases himself on the careful study of 
Leicester in 1525 that Mr. Charman pieced together in an earlier volume of these 
Transactions, and then he proceeds characteristically through an account of the 
occupational structure of the town in the Elizabethan period, based on the Free
men's Registers, to an examination of forty-seven Elizabethan houses for which 
inventories survive at Leicester. This is a new way of attempting to visualise the 
detailed appearance of the streets of an Elizabethan town. "The furnishings of the 
best Leicester houses show no luxuries at all comparable, for example, with those 
of the well-to-do merchants of Exeter." The disappearance from the community 
in 1541 of the great Wigston family, the last Leicester magnates, seems to have 
marked the beginnings of a local society in which the extensive poverty at the 
bottom of the "social pyramid" was never offset by great wealth at the apex as it 
was in many of the larger towns. It is remarkable that after the complex develop
ments of the past century-and-a-half, Leicester still reflects the (modified) im:ige of 
that comparatively narrow range of society which became established here in the 
reign of Elizabeth I. 

With his study of these inventories, Dr. Hoskins has closed as far as possible 
another gap in our knowledge of Leicester's history. After reading his essay, as 
after reading Mr. Patterson's Radical Leicester, it struck me that the next void to be 
filled is our extensive ignorance of the part played by the clergy of the established 
church in this Puritan but not exclusively Nonconformist town. Mrs. Brian Simon 
has now set us a good example with her study of the two John Angels in the last 
volume of Transactions. Readers of "An Elizabethan Provincial Town" will see 
that there are still whole new classes of raw materials to be used-even in this early 
manufacturing centre of local history that owes Dr. Hoskins so much for its 
prosperity. 

NORMAN SCARFE 
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LOCAL PORTRAITS. Leicester Museums and Art Gallery. 1956. 70 pp. Illustrated. 
2s. 6d. 

This is a most attractive book. It served as the catalogue of a delightful exhibition 
held in the City Art Gallery last summer. But that was merely the beginning of its 
career: it has an independent and lasting value, on its own merits. For it is some
thing more than a catalogue. The portraits are faithfully and sufficiently de~cribed, 
and their history, as pictures, set out as far as it is known. At the same ume the 
opportunity has been taken to attach brief bio!&!aphies of the. sitters: _The b~k 

, therefore provides a careful account of the portraits, together with a mm1ature b10-
giaphical dictionary of many of the leading citizens of Leicester and of a number 
of other people connected with the city and county. 

Those who saw the exhibition were, I think, generally surprised at the merit 
and interest of the assembled portraits. How dull and dowdy most such municipal 
collections are! One seems to see them over and over again, in one town hall after 
another: snuffy daubs libellously attributed to Reynolds, third-rate Hoppners coated 
with civic grime, pompous and wooden renderings of florid Victorians. A few such 
specimens were on show here-though if they made an unfavourable impression it 
was not because they were grimy. But as a whole they were an interesting lot, 
considered as pictures: the sequence of Herricks, the memorable anonymous por
trait of Thomas Staveley the antiquary, Reynolds's "Prince Boothby", the three 
striking family groups. Yet, to me at least, it was the nineteenth-century portraits 
that were a revelation: William Gardiner, John Biggs, Robert Hall, J. P. Mursell, 
John Skevington the Chartist-they brought to life the world described for us so 
,carefully in Mr. Patterson's Radical Leicester. 

The biographical notes here will be of interest to any one concerned with the 
history of the city and county. Those on the earlier people have perhaps little to add 
to what is already known of them: but some of the biographies of the Victorians 
break new ground. All of them are written freshly, with an occasional flick of the 
wrist that betrays the authorship of Mr. Colin Ellis. Leicester should indeed be 
grateful to him and to Mr. P. S. Bird, the Keeper of Art, who was responsible for 
the exhibition itself. 

Apart from a few minor eccentricities and faults in the lay-out, the book is 
admirably produced. But it bears no price. This is a thoroughly objectionable 
practice, now abandoned by all publishers who are not actually fraudulent. It 
seems comic, too, that anybody should seek to conceal a price so modest as this one. 
Rather, the Museums Committee should proclaim the publication for what it is: 
the best half-crown's worth that has been offered in Leicester for years past. 

JACK SIMMONS 

LEICESTER MUSEUMS AND ART GALLERY. Eighteen postcards. 4d. each. 
Most Englishmen who travel abroad are struck by the excellence of Continental 
postcards and sadly wonder why those offered for sale in their own country should be 
-so shabby. The contrast is indeed remarkable. As one moves from one of the great 
sights of Britain to another-from Lincoln to Boston, to Stratford and Bath and 
Exeter, up into the lakes and mountains of Cumberland and North Wales-every
where it is the same. The buildings and the country are splendid, but the postcards 
that ought to proclaim their splendour are a travesty: the photographs taken wholly 
without imagination-often, to judge from the results, in a Scotch mist or the 
gathering dusk-and reproduced in squalid shades of sepia, from well-worn plates, 
on card of very poor quality. For these pictures, too, which insult the scenes they 
are alleged to represent, fivepence or sixpence appears now to be a usual price. 

There are one or two honourable exceptions to this statement. The most 
important is H.M. Stationery Office, which produces some admirable cards, for 
example of Greenwich and the Tower. Leicester Museums now show us how the 
thing should be done. The eighteen cards they have just produced (printed by 
English Life Publications Ltd., Derby) are as good as most that one buys in Paris or 
Rome at a substantially higher price than fourpence. They are of the generous 
Continental size (5¾ in. by 4 in.) instead of the mean 5½ in. by 3½ in. usually adopted 
in England. Though the difference seems small, it is very important : for the Con
tinental card is not only larger but much better proportioned. The photographs 
are "bled" on to the card, without margins, and the finish is a glossy black and 
white that avoids the fault of a harsh brilliance: there is a pleasing hint of softness 
in all of them. 
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The subjects are well chosen, and the photographs have been taken with sensi
bility and intelligence. Six are devoted to Belgrave Hall and its contents-among 
them excellent pictures of the staircase and the Beaumanor coach. Four are of the 
Guildhall. Postcards of seven pictures in the Art Gallery are also included in the 
series. It is a difficult matter to produce a postcard in black and white that conveys 
any adequate idea of a painting. Yet it is worth the attempt, and this set is on the 
whole very good. It is strange that perhaps the least successful is the one of Frith's 
"Railway Station". Although this picture has often been written down by superior 
persons as "photographic art", it never photographs well itself. But it is delightful 
to be able to send good cards of the Ruysdael "River Scene" and of Hogarth's 
"Wollaston Family" to one's friends, to tell them what there is to see in Leicester; 
and to show them, at the same time, that Leicester J\.iuseums have mastered the 
delicate art of producing a postcard-an art so badly bungled elsewhere in England. 

J. s. 

LEICESTERSHIRE BIBLIOGRAPHY, 1955-56 
The following books and articles relating to Leicestershire were published in the 
year ending 31 March 1956. Two items are included that should have figured in the 
list for 1954-55 (Transactions, xxxi. 72). The Editors will appreciate a note of any 
material that seems to deserve inclusion, addressed to them at University College, 
Leicester. 
W. G. Hoskins and R. A. McKinley (ed.), The Victoria History of the County of 

Leicester. Vol. III. Oxford University Press (for the University of London). 
1955. xxii + 338 pp. 

A. C. Broughton, St. 'John Baptist, Enderby. The Story of the Church. 1954. 
T. J. Chandler, Population Changes and Industrial Growth in Leicester since the 

late Eighteenth Century. London University, M.Sc. Thesis, 1956. Copy in 
Leicester City Library. 

J. Simmons, Leicester and its University College. University College, Leicester. 
1955. 50 pp. 

C. F. Slade, The Leicestershire Survey: a new Edition. University College, 
Leicester. 1956. 98 pp. 

F. A. Greenhill, "Some Leicestershire Indents": Monumental Brass Society 
Transactions, Vol. IX, part iii (July 1954), 129-3r. 

W. G. Hoskins, "An Elizabethan Provincial Town: Leicester": Studies in Social 
History: a Tribute to G. M. Trevelyan, ed. J. H. Plumb. pp. 33-67. 
Longmans, 1955. 

"Leicester Guildhall as a Theatre": The Times, 7 June 1955. 


