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Economic surveys of the monasteries on the eve of the Dissolution have 
attracted many historians since Professor Savine's pioneering study of the 
principal sources in 1909.1 There have followed editions of the accounts of 
major houses, and many regional studies. Satisfactory answers to economic 
as to other questions require, as Professor Knowles reminds us, "the data 
of a whole series of studies covering particular houses and orders and periods 
of time". 2 This survey looks at the situation amongst the religious houses in 
Leicestershire and if it does not alter any general conclusion already reached 
by others it may claim, at least, further to illustrate some aspects of the 
general picture. Paucity of evidence makes it impossible to illustrate one 
major, and much neglected side of the monastic economy-the expenditure 
of revenue. The diversion of revenue-expenditure into new channels prob
ably affected the ordinary man more profoundly than any other. It is 
significant that Aske and others concentrated on this aspect of the Dissolu
tion, but it cannot be documented for Leicestershire. This article, like 
many others, is concerned only with the exploitation of resources. 

For the Leicestershire houses few pre-Dissolution records of any type 
survive. Leicester abbey, the only exception, was, significantly, the largest 
and most powerful of the houses, although its estimated income of around 
£1000 per annum did not approach that of the great religious houses. Of 
the various cartularies and rentals entered in the catalogue of its library, 
the two most valuable have survived, namely the book of demesne lands and 
the compilation known as Charyte's rental.3 The Abbot's account for 
1536-7 has also survived in the Public Record Office.4 Apart from these 
records only four or five monastic documents are known: an early-Henrician 
rental for Croxton,s a late-fifteenth-century rental or account for Owston of 
which Professor Hilton made admirable use,6 a late-fifteenth-century rental 
for Garendon,1 a series of steward's accounts for the College of St. Mary 
Newarke,8 and the Rothley court rolls.9 A reasonably complete picture of 
the last years of the houses can be built up from the mass of actual Dis
solution documents. The general outline of annual income provided by the 
Valor Ecclesiasticus,'0 compiled in 1535, can be supplemented by the Court 
of Augmentations Rentals and Ministers' Accounts which provide consider
able detail about types of tenure.14 An excellent series of conventual 
leases also survives for the houses which escaped early dissolution. The 
enclosure commission proceedings12 and lawsuits provide further informa
tion about monastic policy. The Subsidy Rolls, although presenting too 
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many problems for a general statistical use of them to be practical, can often 
be used for information about individual monastic tenants. 

From these materials an attempt will be made to consider four different 
points : 

(i) the area of the county in religious hands ; 
(ii) the extent of lay influence over the economic administration of 

this area ; 
(iii) the efficiency of estate administration ; 
(iv) the leasing policy. 

1. Area of the County in Religious Hands 

Leicestershire religious houses were small and mostly of late founda
tion. Despite this handicap their property does not, as a whole, consist of 
scattered rents and divided acres. Some houses, notably those most pros
perous at the Dissolution, had succeeded to a surprising extent in con
centrating their main interests in a few villages or parishes. The property 
of Garendon abbey (the only Cistercian house), for example, consisted 
largely of granges which provided over 70 per cent of its income. The 
house itself with its home grange lay in an assart from Charnwood Forest, 
the only really desolate area in Leicestershire. Most of the remaining 
property consisted of lands held at will, or cottage property in the same 
villages. 1 3 In complete contrast, the small Benedictine nunnery of Langley 
held property which consisted largely of scattered rents, mainly due from ' 
cottage property, always unprofitable. The income from any given village 
rarely exceeded a pound. In Breedon-on-the-Hill the nuns had disputed 
manorial rights, r4 but elsewhere their single messuages and virgates or mills 
were occasionally burdened with suit of court, the curse of such scattered 
holdings and often the subject of lawsuits. 1s Nevertheless the demesne 
lands were valuable and a third of the house's income came from two 
valuable impropriate rectories and the tithes of grain at Diseworth. 16 Lang
ley was unique. A third of the rents of Leicester abbey came from single 
tenancies in widely separated villages, for some of which the abbot certainly 
owed suit of court. But Leicester abbey's main wealth came from im
propriate tithes and manors at Barkby, Anstey, Lockington, Stoughton and 
Kirkby Mallory around which it had built up a consolidated holding in such 
a way that, even where the demesnes lay scattered in the common fields, the 
property amongst which it lay was held of the abbey by uncertain or termin
able tenure. 17 

A compact estate could have its drawbacks, as the Austin priory of 
Kirby Bellars shows. Despite the fact that most of its lands lay within the 
parishes of Kirby Bellars, Buckminster, Sewstern and Melton Mowbray, a 
history of misfortunes had prevented its exploitation. The existence of 
another manor in the parish of Kirby Bellars itself may have restricted the 
prior, and the demesne lay scattered in the open fields, largely uncon
solidated. 18 The Benedictine house of Bradley, situated in the fertile south
eastern tip of the county, had only a tiny endowment but the property was 
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nonetheless desirable. Its demesnes, which produced half the revenue, 
consisted of enclosed pasture and compact arable surrounding the site ; the 
rest of the revenue came from rents in neighbouring villages. r9 The priory 
of Breedon-on-the-Hill was a cell of Nostell, established on a single, 
valuable, but distant manor. All the property, although extending into two 
or three villages, lay within the bounds of the manor to which belonged the 
"right to leets, waifs, strays and felons goods". The demesne lay chiefly 
in numerous small fields of two to six acres laid down to pasture, with some 
open field arable.20 The prior also held the impropriate tithes of the sur
rounding villages of Worthington, Newbold, Staunton Harold and Wilson. 
The other small houses show the same general features. Grace Dieu's main 
property lay in four groupings, each concentrated around a manor within 
comfortable riding distance of the house, while it also had some five hundred 
acres of demesne still in hand in Belton and Merril.21 Ulverscroft's tenant 
property was similarly concentrated mainly in the villages of Syston, 
Stanton-under-Bardon and Anstey where it held the impropriate rectories 
of the villages. 22 Some of Owston's lands were rather more scattered : but it 
held sizeable estates, once demesne, in Kings Norton, Slawston and 
Knossington as well as other smaller properties there. Most of its rents 
came from Owston itself, Normanton-by-Bottesford and Muston where it 
also held the greater tithes. 23 

Although the small houses held reasonably compact estates they were 
rarely complete masters of the villages in which their estates lay. The 
medium-sized houses were different. Launde in particular was probably the 
most desirably endowed house in the county. Within the villages around 
the priory, · Loddington, Frisby-by-Gaulby, Halstead and East Norton, the 
prior was the most important landowner, and at Loddington, where the 
village had been decayed, the sole occupier. The house held demesne in 
most of the villages and also at Frisby where it held four yardlands gathered 
around the rectory.24 Most of Croxton Kerrial's possessions were similarly 
in compact granges which lay within the north-eastern area of the county 
in the villages round Croxton Kerrial. The house dominated the village of 
Waltham-on-the-Wolds (where it also held the liberties of a lordship, rights 
of toll and a fair), Croxton Kerrial and Nether Broughton and had con
siderable control over Hose, Saltby and Branston where it held the manor 
and liberties. 2 s The Hospitaller Preceptory of Old Dalby presents a rather 
different picture. Possessed of valuable demesnes at Old Dalby, Heather 
and Rothley, it drew a fifth of its other income from assisted rents in a 
number of nearby villages calculated at a fixed rd. or 2d. an acre. It also 
held some other lands in various villages where the tenants owed suit to the 
court at Dalby.26 Very little can be said of Burton Lazars. The long list of 
villages given in the V alor Ecclesiasticus in which it held small rents sug
gests that its property was not very concentrated, though it had a sizeable 
estate in Lowesby and Billesdon and some fairly large property elsewhere. 21 

Over forty houses situated outside the county held property of varying 
size within it. As one would expect, the big houses on the borders held most, 



12 LEICESTERSHIRE ARCHJE.OLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL SOCIETY 

particularly Belvoir which held manor, rectory and rent in Horninghold, 
Plungar and Clawson, and Merevale with a group of granges on the War
wickshire/Derbyshire border which were still in its hands at the Dissolu
tion. 28 Some more distant abbeys, such as Peterborough, held big single 
manors but the majority of such holdings consisted of tithes, impropriate 
rectories or pensions. Norton for example, held Castle Donington rectory 
with a small estate nearby, then called "Whartopp", for which it did not pay 
suit to the castle, holding instead its own rectory court. 2 9 

The bulk of monastic wealth was concentrated in seventy-odd 
parishes in the county. To estimate the total acreage of land under 
monastic control is difficult since it would be rash to calculate from the rent 
alone.3° Many tenants of Launde paid regularly about 6d. an acre for their 
holdings-in Frisby 71 acres were let for 33s. 8d., 35½ acres for 17s.31-
but, on the other hand, the abbey of Croxton leased to John Uvedale, for 
only £8 6s. 8d., the whole of its Waltham demesnes which contained 694 
acres besides three fields occupied in severalty for half the year only.32 For 
some houses admirable surveys of tenant-held land exist, supplemented by 
the detailed surveys of demesne and other earlier or later sources. 33 These 
enable precise calculations to be made. For this reason, although the 
Kirby Bellars rental gives no indication of acreage for tenant holdings at all, 
and areas in the Ulverscroft accounts are calculated in virgates only, an 
attempt has been made to estimate approximate figures for such cases so 
that a rough overall total for the county can be obtained. 

Contemporary documents reveal not more than 48,000 acres. This 
still leaves some 25 per cent of monastic income unaccounted for, mainly 
from ordinary messuages and lands let by copy, at will, or small farms and 
granges let by indenture, with a considerable number of assised rents of 1d. 
or 2d. a holding. Even on a generous estimate this would hardly bring the 
total acreage in which the religious had some interest, however tenuous, to 
much more than 70,000 acres34 out of a total of about 500,000 acres 
for the county. If the assised rents which were mere quit rents or fixed 
charges were omitted, the acreage would be reduced by at least 12,000 

acres. This does not represent the religious houses' total share of the county's 
income. The houses possessed ninety-one tithe grants35, varying from entire 
impropriation36 to tenure of the lesser tithes.37 Tithes, however profitable, 
were obviously the monasteries' biggest problem. The costs of the con
tinuous litigation necessary to extract money from parishioners must be 
taken into account.38 They also received fixed pensions from a considerable 
number of other parishes. On the whole it seems probable that the tradi
tional estimate of the monks' income representing roughly one-fifth of the 
total annual income of the county is fairly accurate. 

2. Lay Influence on the Economic Administration of Monastic Lands 
Estates of such extent and complexity demanded highly developed 

administrative systems. Like lay estates of similar size they required a 
hierarchy of servants from the steward down to the common hind. The 
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general outline of the system is well known and it had not substantially altered 
since the heyday of monastic economy.39 It has often been claimed, that 
in the thirty years before the Dissolution the monasteries came more and 
more under the administrative control of the laity, and this statement can, 
to some extent, be substantiated.4° Pressure brought to bear by important 
laymen outside the abbeys in matters of public interest such as monastic 
elections certainly seems to have become greater and more insistent, if not 
more frequent. Croxton Kerrial had been governed by Abbot Attercliff for 
nearly thirty years. When he died in 1534 the convent was indignant to 
receive a letter from Cromwell forbidding it to proceed to an election with
out the licence of its founder, Lord Berkeley. It replied, with caution, that 
according to the charters it was not bound to await direction but that to obtain 
his favour, it would temporarily prorogue the election. Lord Berkeley 
arrived on the eve of the election in no mood to pander to monastic sus
ceptibilities and turned the canons out of the guest houses. His servants used 
various methods of persuasion to induce the canons to elect as the new abbot, 
Thomas Green, in whose favour 500 marks had been offered. It needed the 
influence of the abbot of Welbeck, Visitor of. the house, before Lord Berke~ 
ley would permit the election to go forward. Prudence dictated the election 
of Green, but the house's troubles were not over. Lord Berkeley before 
departing extorted £r6o and a bond for a similar amount payable a year 
later. Yet there seems to be no sequel to the canons' complaints, and four 
years later John Uvedale, steward of the house, could write to Cromwell that 
"it was at his [Uvedale's] request that Cromwell first made him [Green] 
abbot ".41 

A similar situation developed two years later at Burton Lazars where 
Cromwell's notorious visitor, Thomas Legh, sought to be master. Consider
able pressure, including the threat of bringing a charge of incontinence, was 
exerted to move the incumbent to surrender, and despite resistence from 
the local gentry, led by a prominent local lawyer William Fawnte-who 
leased land from the house-Legh was duly appointed.42 

There could also be episcopal interference. The bishop of Lincoln 
played a large part in Abbot Richard Pexall's removal from Leicester abbey. 
This is a more significant example of attempted interference, and covered a 
period of ten to twelve years.43 Pexall complained that the bishop had pre
vented him from appointing his own officials, removed canons placed in offices 
of trust, replacing them by his own nominees, and issued injunctions to 
prevent any farms being let without episcopal sanction. Certainly the bishop 
had complete contempt for Pexall's powers, stigmatising him as "a light man 
free with his promises". Nevertheless, it required Cromwell's influence and 
lengthy negotiation to persuade him to resign.« 

J\t Newarke College a long dispute between the dean and the canons 
concerned the question of lay influence in the day-to-day running of affairs. 
Sir Richard Sacheverell and his wife, Mary, Lady Hungerford, widow of 
Edward, Lord Hastings, had long made the college their principal residence. 
By promise of benefactions to the house, they obtained much influence with 
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certain canons and negotiated various leases and purchases for the house as 
well as obtaining grants for themselves. Sometime before 1523 the deanery 
fell vacant. Patronage lay with the abbot of Leicester who attempted a 
tortious possession of the property, but a stiff letter from the King resulted 
in the appointment of Ralph Grey, cousin of the marquess of Dorset. The 
Greys were no friends of the Hastings family and trouble over Sacheverell's 
influence immediately flared up, the dean wishing to revoke certain actions 
of his predecessor while a number of the canons defended them.45 Too 
much must not be made of one more explosion in a long-standing quarrel 
between Hastings and Grey which had, already in the preceding decade, 
been twice before the Privy Council and once before the Star Chamber,46 

but neither side denied that Sacheverell had had a considerable voice in the 
counsels of the college. 

The people involved in these disputes were the most powerful in the 
shire and often in the country as a whole. They would have had influence at 
any period of monastic history. It is much less easy to discover how far 
down the monastic administration this influence had spread, but an 
examination of the principal lay servants of the houses and the extent to 
which they obtained leases of the most valuable estates for themselves, 
friends and relatives, throws some light upon this difficult problem. Four 
of the smaller houses, Owston, Garendon, Langley and Kirby Bellars shared 
the same steward, John Villiers, evidently a professional monastic servant 
and head of the Villiers family of Brooksby.47 At the Dissolution, Villiers 
was leasing the two most valuable farms Langley possessed : the rectory of 
Little Dalby and a pasture in Somerby. But he had not profited from 
Owston, and at Garendon the abbot refused his request for a farm for his 
brother George, while Edward Villiers, a kinsman, was leasing part of 
"Corthingstoke" grange from Garendon but at an increased rent.48 Lesser 
officials of the smaller houses were insignificant men, local men of humble 
status, sometimes copyholders, and often not highly regarded by their 
fellows. They disappear from the records at the Dissolution.49 Only Owston's 
rent collector was a more prominent man : Roger Ratcliffe was a govern
ment official of some importance who had moved into the county on his 
marriage to John Smith's daughter. He leased a pasture in Withcote, his 
own parish, for £2 ms. od.s° Kirby Bellars replaced the bailiff with a rent 
collector, John Digby, who can, probably, be indentified as a younger son of 
the prolific Digbys of Stoke Dry in Rutland.sr 

At the same time the gentry were gradually acquiring leases of the most 
valuable property, as can be seen at Garendon where the earlier rental pro
vides a check on the type of tenantry they were dispossessing. In the earlier 
rental the tenants were mainly rich yeomen like the Wards, important 
locally but of little account in the shire.s2 At the Dissolution two of the 
bigger gentry families were disputing the reversion to Sysonby grange, and 
half the tenants of granges were of gentle origin, while the surviving yeomen 
were frequently those who already held on long leases.53 Kirby Bellars had 
relatively few gentlemen tenants at the Dissolution, although Thomas 
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Sherard of Stapleford held the tithes there on lease from the house.54 Grace 
Dieu, probably because its property was not suitable for large-scale farming, 
was relatively unaffected by pressure from the gentry. The Villiers and 
Beaumont families each held a single close, but these were unimportant, 
probably prized only because they lay near to the lessees' own property. 
The rent collector of the house was a relative of the prioress, Agnes Lither
land, who was busy advancing her family to positions of prominence.ss 

The very small Austin priory of Bradley employed no permanent 
steward or bailiff. It had no courts to hold, nor would its rent collection 
take long to complete, and, similarly, nothing is known of Breedon's 
bailiffs. All the other houses had a full complement of active lay officials 
as well as a number of honorary appointments. These honorary offices were 
generally filled by the heads of the leading families of the shire : by a Grey 
of Groby or a Hastings of Ashby-de-la-Zouch, or by one or two lawyers 
retained to give counsel should the need arise.s6 Ulverscroft had several 
prominent men in its pay although George and Ralph Standish who were 
surveyors, rent collectors and bailiffs for the house, were men whose pros
perity was based solely on their service to the priory. The auditor, Peter 
Ithell, was a servant of Thomas Grey, second marquess of Dorset, and was 
prominent in the commissions for the Dissolution.57 The steward, Thomas 
Beaumont of Coleorton, was, because of his coalmines, one of the wealthiest 
gentlemen in the county. An annuity was granted to the lawyer John Fleet
wood, and the annuitants also included Robert Burgoyne and George 
Gifford, respectively the first auditor and the receiver of the Court of Aug
mentations in the county, but these may well have been granted after the 
Dissolution of the lesser houses, possibly as a reward for their support in 
the houses' successful plea for toleration.s8 Ulverscroft was, in fact, a rare 
example for Leicestershire of a house which was overlavish (for whatever 
reason) to its servants. The Standishes were generously paid and a relative 
of the last prior was aruo,ther bailiff receiving the rather high fee of 40s. 
for a bailiwick which yielded only £5 6s. 8d. yearly.59 Most of Ulverscroft's 
large leases came in the period after the Dissolution of the smaller houses, 
and they were granted to the same favoured servants : the Standishes paid 
£50 for a back-dated lease of the grange of Charley, later the source of 
much litigation ; Thomas Dalby claimed to have paid twenty marks for a 
lease of Syston; Richard Everard £40 for a pasture worth £4 per annum.60 

They appear to have been granted as the simplest way of raising the fine for 
toleration as the sums involved more or less correspond. 

The bigger houses had even more impressive lists of prominent officials 
which well justify Thomas Billesdon's complaint about Launde : that no 
justice could be had of the prior at the local assizes because all the great of 
the county were in the house's employment.61 Indeed, the advantages of 
having a powerful steward could be immense, as, for example, when the 
marquess of Dorset intervened between the prioress of Nuneaton and her 
tenants in Coton: "As for as much as I am steward . .. I have called my 
council to me and other worshipful of the county, at my late being there, of 
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whom I have perfect knowledge that they have done the said prioress and 
house express wrong, therefore ... ".62 At Launde the earl of Huntingdon 
was hereditary steward ; Thomas Waldram, a local gentleman whose legal 
services were in frequent demand, under-steward. Wolsey had been patron 
of the house, and by 1530 Cromwell was a frequent visitor.63 Amongst less 
eminent local gentlemen, Robert Catlyn, then at the outset of a career that 
was to end with the chief justiceship of England, and Edward Griffin, a 
sergeant-at-law, were annuitants.64 Michael Purefoy and Sir Thomas 
Lucy were friends of the prior.6s Even bailiffs or rent collectors were local 
gentlemen, men who earned their living in such service and who turn up 
later as noble or royal officials.66 The tenants of the bigger leaseholds at the 
Dissolution were all either gentlemen or easily identifiable yeomen : men 
such as William Lacy, Thomas Grey of Langley, Peter Ithell, Roger 
Ratcliffe, Thomas Gifford (brother of George, the king's receiver), Ralph 
Catlyn (Robert's brother), Kenelm Digby of Stoke Dry, Rutland, Richard 
Brooksby of Shoby and Thomas Nevill of Holt. All these are members of 
familiar families, whereas the names of those they replaced are usually less 
familiar and rarely bear the description "gentlemen".67 Those who were 
yeomen in 1536 were men who were already rising in the world and later 
attained the dignity of "gentlemen" : Thomas Oliver, Ralph Woodhouse 
and the prior's relatives, the Bishops.68 The rtwo classes generally held quite 
distinot types of property, the gentry leasing the tithes, the yeomen, the 
small but profitable pastures.69 

Croxton Kerrial, in complete contrast, resisted very strongly the general 
tendency to lease the bigger properties to gentry. Its antipathy to such a 
policy was such that in some leases, besides the usual clause concerning sub
letting without the convent's permission, the indenture also contained a 
strongly-worded proviso that the lease would be void if a gentleman or even 
a gentleman's servant were permitted to inherit the interest.7° The only 
exception to this rule was the late lease of the demesnes at Waltham-on-the
Wolds to John Uvedale, the steward, chief rent-collector and bailiff of the 
house.11 The honorary stewardship, which belonged to the Hastings family 
and was held, successively, by Sir Richard Sacheverell, titular head of the 
family, and by Francis Hastings, when heir-apparent to the earldom 
brought the family a money annuity, but no leases ;72 Sir John Villiers, who 
evidently also held some form of patent as steward in this house, and who, 
in the year of his shrievalty, helped the abbot to seize unlawful rights in 
property in Harston, held no land of the house.73 The bailiffs and the 
majority of annuitants (mainly ex-servants) were unimportant men, in 
accordance with the general policy of the house.74 

Leicester abbey had appointed George, earl of Huntingdon, its 
honorary steward, while members of the Beaumont, Purefoy, Babington and 
Wigston families appear as stewards, rent collectors and bailiffs.75 In this 
house gentlemen were gradually taking over the bigger leaseholds ; in the 
fifteenth century important yeomen had been the typical tenants.76 By the 
Dissolution William Skeffington held closes at Houghton-on-the-Hill near 
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his principal residence, Richard Sacheverell had acquired a lease of Stanton
under-Bardon which he assigned to his nephew, while William Coffin, a 
royal courtier, held the tithes of Billesdon, and John Turville the parson
age.77 Nevertheless, the total amount of property held by people of this 
standing, even including the grange of Ingarsby, let just before the fall of 
the house to Richard Cave, did not account for half the total leasehold. 

At the commandery of Old Dalby, the position was very different. The 
preceptor was frequently a man of some importance in the Order of St. 
John, and was therefore often an absentee. In these circumstances it was 
inevitable that the day-to-day running of the estates should be in the hands 
of bailiffs and stewards, although their decisions could, on occasion, be 
countermanded.78 Numerous men appear to have had a hand in the admini
stration of the property. Between 1520 and 1530 Richard Robinson, an 
obscure figure, was a bailiff with power to sell woods and take other decisions 
of this kind.79 Thomas Babington also fulfilled the duties of a bailiff for 
some time while lessee of the demesnes at Old Dalby.80 Sir Henry Poole, 
the last preceptor, appointed two of his relatives, William and Peter Poole, 
joint rent collectors and bailiffs in about 1530, although the patent was dis
allowed at the Dissolution. The ubiquitous John Villiers was by that time 
receiving a fee of 40s. as steward.81 Villiers, Poole and Babington were all 
well-known names in the county and the principal lessees of the house were 
men, such as Andrew Noell, important enough to appear on the commissions 
of the peace, even if they had risen from comparative obscurity. At Burton 
Lazars too, it seems that the principal lessees were gentlemen like William 
Fawnte, a man rising to a place of some importance in the county he was to 
represent in parliament before his death.82 

The houses outside Leicestershire, with the exception of Belvoir and 
Merevale, naturally leased their property in the county. The abbey of 
Peterborough, which owned the manor, rectory and liberty of Great Easton, 
had both a rent-collector and a bailiff there. Richard Holt, the collector, 
also held the demesne of the manor on lease, while the bailiff, Thomas 
Waldram, leased the rectory. Such a position was doubtless very desirable 
for the officials and convenient for the abbey. 83 The names of those who 
were officials of Leicestershire houses recur as administrators of property in 
the county belonging to houses outside the county. Richard Ratcliffe was 
bailiff, and Thomas Grey, marquess of Dorset, steward, of Nuneaton's 
Leicestershire lands. 84 

New names do appear: Edward Belknap, a prominent courtier, was 
steward for Coventry ; George Vincent collector and Ralph Langley steward 
for Sheen ; Antony Stebbing receiver-general for St. Peter's, Bedford.85 

George Vincent of Peckleton, despite some trouble over his inheritance, was 
already a landed gentleman in the county, and was established as one of Sir 
Richard Sacheverell's heirs, but Langley and Stebbing were not local men. 86 

Of course the absence of a continuous series of records over a period of a 
century and more prevents any assertion that this was a novel, one-way 
movement-Professor Du Boulay has recently shown that on the Canterbury 
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lands, estates moved between classes with no discernible pattern.87 Never
theless the consistency with which at this time the gentry were replacing 
lesser men seems significant, if only for the short term. 

The infiltration of prominent laymen into the chief administrative 
posts of the monasteries does not mean that abbots or priors had abdicated 
control of the monastic economy, although it might mean that they were 
more easily influenced. While a weak and unfortunate abbot, such as 
Richard Pexall at Leicester abbey, might be persuaded to lease a rectory 
at less than its usual value, despite the criticism of his monks,88 a strong 
prior, such as John Lancaster of Launde, could resist all unwelcome pres
sure, and keep the running of his estates firmly and efficiently in his own 
hands. The bailiffs of the various villages had to render a careful account 
of their activities, and Lancaster himself negotiated the sales of wool. 89 
Similarly, the prior of Ulverscroft, when he had lands to lease, kept the 
decision to himself. The friends of the sitting tenant came and made suit 
to him, and enlisted the powerful support of the steward, yet ultimately the 
prior refused to renew the lease.9° The abbot of Croxton was evidently in 
the habit of making regular tours of inspection of the property under his 
care, for when some prospective tenants were negotiating for a lease, he 
named a future meeting place some distance away for that reason, while the 
last abbot of Leicester, John Bourchier, incurred expenditure on necessary 
travel of this sort in the last year before the Dissolution amounting to £20, 
far more than that of the steward.91 The abbot of Garendon refused to lease 
property vital to the house's economy at the request of either his steward or 
Cromwell himself.92 When the tenants of Diseworth, on their annual Easter 
procession to mark the bounds of the parish, made alterations in the route 
detrimental to the interests of the prioress of Langley, she came immedi
ately, in person, to berate her delinquent protege, the vicar there, and only 
later sent her steward to negotiate.93 The isolated treasurer's account for 
Merevale, for a year early in the sixteenth century, shows that demesne farm
ing was still directly under the control of the religious there. The sheep were 
kept in different flocks on various granges, mainly in Leicestershire, accord
ing to their age, sex and ultimate destiny. The shepherds accounted 
quarterly to the treasurer, who ordered the transfer of sheep from one flock 
to another, and from one grazing ground to another, closely supervising all 
that the bailiff did. Nor was the treasurer the abbot's only monastic deputy 
in economic matters. At Leicester abbey the cellarer or sub-cellarer also 
fulfilled this function. At Launde, in the priory's long dispute with the 
Danseys about the ownership of Somerby mills, it was the cellarer who 
came and gave the priory's miller possession by force. At Garendon again, 
it was the treasurer who informed the tenants at Dishley that they were no 
longer to enjoy rights of common on the land the abbot had just enclosed.94 

All monks had a legal interest in the running of the economy of their 
houses. An ex-servant at Owston remembered how the whole house would 
go down to the pasture at shearing time to ensure that it was we!l done. 
Such harmony was unusual. The monks' constitutional right to have 
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accounts rendered to them by their superiors was the most freely abused 
rule of monastic constitutions. The canons of Kirby Bellars complained 
that the prior never accounted, and at Langley the prioress confessed her
self unable to do so.95 Abbots frequently attempted to procure blank leases 
sealed for later use at their own will and pleasure, contrary to the constitu
tional practice, whereby the abbot and prospective lessee drew up the lease 
and presented it for the approval of the convent, to whom a special fee was 
paid for the $e<tl. John Bourchier warned Cromwell of the dangers of this 
practice, for legally a lease could be voided in law if it had not obtained the 
convent's assent.96 A deponent in a suit conducted by All Souls' College, 
Oxford, against Cromwell for the possession of Whatborough close recalled 
hearing the canons of Launde discuss the rights which the house possessed 
in the village.97 

3. Efficiency of the Running of Monastic Estates 

As in any large lay household, much of the immediate work was left 
to the stewards and bailiffs. A shrewd servant, judging the inefficiency of 
his master, might attempt some fraud. Richard Pexall, the inefficient abbot 
of Leicester, was the victim of such an attempt. The auditor discovered that 
the receiver was making fraudulent entries of purchases of sheep and pay
ment of dues on the account rolls, and also of entering payments for fish and 
other victuals bought for the house's use, but in reality not paid for.98 Even 
the wily prior of Launde was defeated once by Thomas Holt, probably his 
household steward. According to the prior, Holt had compelled his wife to 
enter the prior's bedroom at midnight, and then, entering himself with 
sword in hand, obliged the prior, on pain of death or disgrace, to make him 
a lease of two watermills and a grant of £100.99 In the absence of evidence 
of other dishonest practices by officials it can be assumed that, on the whole, 
houses received reasonably honest service. 

The efficiency with which the estates were run can be considered with
out reference to the nature and extent of lay influence, and it is important 
to discover what attempts at improvement were being made. A large number 
of houses in the county appear to have been making some attempt to enclose. 
The abbot of Garendon, Thomas Syston, was taking land back into his own 
hands ; when the lease of Dishley grange expired it was not renewed, and 
after a judicious exchange of leases with Sir Ralph Shirley, the abbot was 
able to proceed as he wished.100 In 1529 he enclosed one hundred acres of 
waste, on which the tenants of Shepshed had been accustomed to have com
mon grazing from Michaelmas until the feast of the Annunciation. 101 The 
prioress of Langley, in a much less powerful position, enclosed sixty-four 
acres at Breedon-on-the-Hill by co-operation with the tenants. 102 The prior 
of Launde was even more active. By a series of small exchanges with the 
Digby family involving forty acres1, and with the abbot of Owston involving 
thirty-six acres and by a number of purchases from men such as Richard 
Palmer, the prior obtained possession of the whole of Whatborough, decayed 
and enclosed it, altering the village boundaries as he did so. xo3 As well as 
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enclosing, the prior bought up lands in villages he principally controlled 
whenever the opportunity offered, thus acquiring property worth £17 a year 
in Halstead, East Norton and Loddington, mainly messuages with under 
forty acres attached. On at least one occasion this brought him into conflict 
with a tenant at whose expense he had attempted to consolidate his new 
acquisitions. 104 

· At Croxton, Abbot Attercliff acquired some new property and even at 
Kirby Bellars the prior was making small exchanges of pasture in Buck
minster with the ultimate aim of consolidation. 10s John Penny, abbot of 
Leicester abbey from 1500 to 1510 financed (partly through wool-sales) the 
purchase of valuable small holdings in Stoughton, Kirkby Mallory and 
Baggrave, where the house had most hope of building up its control, on one 
occasion offering a long lease of monastic property in return for his pur
chase. The rate paid in another case was calculated at 6s. 8d. an acre.106 

Pexall continued his predecessor's policy of enclosing. The house had 
already enclosed 216 acres at Baggrave and he enclosed another 180 

acres at Kirkby Mallory and added 10 acres to the park at Belgrave. He 
also embarked upon a course of enclosure at Bosworth bringing the house 
into conflict with its neighbours. 107 Various leases were made conditional 
upon the lessee's upholding all enclosures, which suggests that small piece
meal enclosures had also been undertaken. 108 The total amount of monastic 
property affected by enclosure was not very high, nor was the extent of such 
monastic activities equivalent to that of the Leicestershire gentry,1°9 but it 
must not be neglected in any assessment of the efficiency with which the 
monastic estates were run. 

Although monks had much less of their property in hand at the Dis
solution than two centuries earlier, all houses kept a certain amount of 
demesne to provide at least some everyday needs of the house and their 
administration of this must not be neglected. The percentage of income 
derived from this source cannot be accurately gauged but at the Dissolution 
income obtained from total demesnes in hand amounted to just under 25 per 
cent of the total ; the acreage involved amounted to just under 10,000 

acres while the roughly estimated total acreage for houses within the county 
boundaries was 54,000 acres. The percentage of the total income obtained 
at the Dissolution from these demesnes varied from the 9 per cent at Kirby 
Bellars and 16 at Langley to 37 per cent at Launde and 53 at Bradley. Thus 
administration of the . demesnes still played a fairly important part in 
monastic economy. 

Significantly perhaps the two houses drawing least revenue from their 
demesnes were the least well-endowed houses, and the only two whose main 
interest was arable farming. Kirby Bellars, indeed, early in Henry VII's 
reign had had to fight a legal battle for its very possession of home demesnes. 
Sir John Catesby, who had seized them then, had only released them to the 
priory again in his will, and the monks of Axholme evidently had a strong 
case to at least part of the property, for in the final settlement Axholme 
retained the freehold of some land which it then granted on indefinite lease 



MONASTIC LANDS IN LEICESTERSHIRE 2I 

to Kirby.11° The demesnes which Kirby finally retained were mainly arable 
-312 acres scattered in the common fields, with only 57 acres of pasture. 
These "thirteen yardlands" would have entitled a peasant to a stint of 
thirty to forty sheep and ten to twelve cattle per yardland and there is some 
supporting evidence to suggest that the prior had kept about 500 sheep, 
until the flocks were run down in view of the impending Dissolution ;rn 
whether he could have insisted on running unstinted numbers is uncertain.rr2 
The arable economy explains the disproportionately large number of out
door servants-some 31-in the house's pay.113 

134 acres of Langley's demesnes consisted of arable lying in the open 
fields which provided much of the corn for the house.114 Another 30 acres 
were pasture for the exclusive use of the prioress.rrs This pasture lay 
"mainly from the said cross [of Diseworth]" to a "roe of trees towards 
Langley . . . being accompted her chief pasture of comen for her shepe for 
she has litle else but ... ground in tillage ". The flock was sufficiently large 
to demand the full-time attention of a shepherd and numbered probably 
about two hundred.u 6 The other house in whose economy arable husbandry 
may have played an important part was Grace Dien, for which an interest
ing Dissolution inventory survives. The nuns there held some 500 acres in 
demesne, much of which may have been arable if the amount of grain found 
in their barns at the Dissolution represented mainly the produce of the 
house itself. The moveables also included agricultural equipment, and the 
large number of servants suggests arable husbandry.II? The home demesnes 
also supported twelve oxen and eight cows, as well as cattle in the forest, six 
horses, thirty-three pigs, and Merril grange supported a similar number.rr8 

No mention of sheep appears in the inventory, but in John Beaumont's time 
the property supported just over one hundred in an inventory taken in 
similar circumstances,rr9 and we may perhaps assume that, although the 
house had wide grazing rights in Charnwood Forest and a full-time swine
herd and shepherd,120 the numbers had not varied much since the early 
fifteenth century when the flock comprised 103 ewes and 50 to 60 lambs.m 

Owston in the east of the county had an economy more evenly balanced 
between arable and pasture. Half the demesnes were devoted to arable 
farming, and the rest to pasture laid down in several large fields. 122 In the 
fifteenth century the house had maintained a flock of about 600 sheep, 
although the land might well have supported more. The pattern of expendi
ture at the Dissolution suggests that the economy of the estate had not 
undergone any radical change : there are the same expenses for corn and 
cattle ; 123 the number of outdoor servants had increased from 22 to 29 ; the 
number of sheep dead of the murrain, in a year not noted for any special 
plague, suggests a sizeable flock. 124 

Garendon's home demesnes were quite different. Dishley grange com
prised 490 acres, only one third of which was arable, and in 1535 the abbot 
told Cromwell that this, and a few acres near the house were the monastery's 
only source of corn. At the Dissolution the house was buying corn for con
sumption.12s On the other hand the sheep walks were very extensive. Raven-



22 LEICESTERSHIRE ARCH.IE.OLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL SOCIETY 

stone grange on the Derbyshire border, which supported six hundred sheep, 
was by no means their most valuable property.126 Within Charnwood Forest 
the house had 536 acres of rough grazing, and the whole flock of the house, 
if the number of sheep on the home demesnes can be accepted as an average, 
must have approached three thousand head.127 

The home demesnes of Bradley priory were also mainly enclosed 
pasture, rated by the commissioners at 2s. rd. an acre, compared to Savine's 
estimate of an average of IS. 8d. for an acre of pasture.128 Most of Breedon
on-the-Hill's considerable demesnes also lay in single enclosed pasture 
fields of from two tc six acres, some of which were valued at the rate of 
3s. 4d. an acre.129 

Ulverscroft, on the western side of Charnwood Forest, had an equally 
pastoral economy. Its demesne lands, enclosed in separate fields, some as 
large as forty acres, were mainly laid down to grass. The house was con
sidered to "stand in a waste land, very solitary" but the pasture was still 
valued at two shillings an acre or more. 1 3° Besides some 725 acres of 
demesne, the house possessed, according to the sub-prior, "common without 
number" through the forest of Charnwood. At the first survey after the 
Dissolution, when the prior had already leased Charley grange to the 
Standishes they had three hundred head of beasts, one thousand sheep and 
sixty other cattle, and the prior could afford to grant his neighbours winter 
pasturing for their beasts. 1 3 1 The house had 459 acres of wood, although 
the farmer of the demesne, previously a monastic tenant, deponed that there 
had been wood enough only for the priory's own use. The mainly pastoral 
nature of the economy is also suggested by the relatively low number of 
servants employed ; there were only twenty outdoor servants, including a 
swineherd, a shepherd, a full-time wain-man and seven "kept constantly 
at work filling ". 1 32 

Launde, on the eastern border, not far from Owston, had a more 
specialised pastoral demesne economy than that house. Although some 
wheat was grown at Frisby it was sold, while the prior bought wheat frn.- the 
use of the house, probably in small amounts, from a large number of 
clients. 1 33 The rest of the demesnes were apparently laid down to pasture, 
which the prior ran on a centralised basis similar to the system at Merevale, 
keeping the different ages and types of sheep in separate flocks each on a 
different farm. Three hundred sheep were pastured on four yardlands 
gathered round the rectory at Frisby-by-Gaulby, which yielded 85 stone of 
wool even in the last days of the house when part of the grazing was let. r34 

Two thousand sheep were normally kept in Whatborough close135 and at 
least that number must have been kept in the other fields so that the total 
wool clip must have been the largest in the county though the abbey em
ployed only eight servants. 1 36 

Croxton Kerrial had once been another big sheep-farming monastery, 
but most of its granges were let out to farm long before the Dissolution. Its 
home demesnes consisted of 353 acres of pasture, 37 acres of meadow and 
320 acres of arable most of which was enclosed. The house evidently grew 
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wheat in some abundance both here and at Waltham-on-the-Wolds and 
must have had a fair-sized flock : a corrodian for example was allowed 
grazing for twelve cattle and forty sheep. 1 37 

Leicester abbey's demesnes were mainly pasture, and even so insuf
ficient for its meat consumption. The home demesnes contained only 56 
acres of arable, and, although part of the demesnes at Barkby were arable, 
the house, in the last year of its existence, spent over £100 mainly on pur
chases of grain. 138 The rest of the home demesnes consisted of pasture or 
rough grazing, as did the grange of Ingarsby "without which the house 
could bring up neither beeves nor muttons to maintain its hospitality". 139 

The house still had considerable flocks at the Dissolution, receiving £30 for 
sale of wool and wool fells according to the last account, although this 
represents a considerable decrease on the £70 received in the mid-fifteenth 
century. 14° The house, nevertheless, also spent over £100 on purchasing 
cattle, most of which were evidently destined straight for the kitchen. 141 

Neither the dean of the College of St, Mary Newarke in Leicester, nor 
the commander of Old Dalby habitually farmed their demesnes for themselves 
although the estates were not leased on a long-term basis. Burton Lazars 
hospital evidently maintained a considerable number of sheep on some of 
its demesnes in Lowesby and Billesdon until the Dissolution, but there is 
no certainty about how much other property was kept in hand. 142 Belvoir 
kept in hand much of its property in Belvoir and Plungar as well as leasing 
land from the earl of Rutland and must have had a modest flock of sheep, 
for sale of wool in 1526 brought in £8 3s. od. 143 Much of Merevale's 
Leicestershire property was also in hand, but the rest of the foreign houses, 
as might be expected, leased their property. 

4. Leasing Policy 

The efficiency of a leasing policy was crucial to financial stability when 
nearly three-quarters of the estimated monastic income came from this 
source. Nearly a third of the income from rents came from fixed rents of 
various kinds : quit rents which could never be raised ; copyhold rents 
which could be raised only with difficulty ; and rents-at-will which varied 
from being copyholds in all but name to rents over which the houses had 
full control. The extent to which the houses could develop a rent policy 
was naturally dependent upon the proportion of rents fully within their 
control. Garendon was in a peculiarly favourable position, with its granges 
and sheepwalks, and profited by raising many of its rents fairly steeply. The 
rent of Stanton-under-Bardon grange was twice raised between 1500 and 
the Dissolution : in the late-fifteenth century James Ward held it for 
£4 13s. 4d.; this rose to £8 and in 1529 Thomas and Henry Ward were 
obliged to agree to a further increase to £12. 144 The rent of Swinfen grange 
rose from £4 6s. 9d. to £7; "Corthingstoke" grange which had been 
divided into two pastures was bringing in £13 instead of £8, while Welby 
had risen from £4 to £5. 1 45 The abbey also raised money by small entry 
fines. 146 On the other hand rents at Old Dalby and Rothley remained static 
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from at least 1:500. The commander evidently made no effort to increase 
his returns from them, and by the Dissolution there may have been some 
room for improvement. 147 

Much of the property belonging to Grace Dieu consisted of messuages 
with an amount of land varying from fifteen to fifty acres attached. This 
was let, apparently indifferently, at will, by copyhold or, more rarely, by 
indenture. 1 48 Tenure had little effect on income, but leasing gave a fairly 
high return per acre compared to some monastic rents; in Belton for 
example a messuage of 42 acres of arable and 3 acres of meadow were 
leased by indenture for 41s. 1d. Various marginal entries suggest that fines 
paid for copyhold land were based on a half-year's rent and one lease sug
gests that some form of share cropping was occasionally practised. r49 The 
housing which the convent provided with their land seems to have been 
adequate for the period : a schedule attached to an otherwise ordinary lease 
of a capital messuage, shows that a hall of three bays, a dairy of two bays, 
a kitchen of one bay, a stable of five bays and a kiln were built upon the 
farm.ISO 

Much of Ulverscroft's income came from copyhold rents fixed at £1 
per virgate, but for the other property the house seems to have had a pre
ference for low rents and high fines. The prior enunciated a policy of 
special treatment for good and old-established tenants, who could hope for 
lower fines than newcomers, and the differences could be as much as 
£6 13s. 4d. on an annual rent of 33s. 4d.1s1 This policy was not strictly 
adhered to, for the lease in question was finally granted to a newcomer, John 
Webster, for forty quarters of malt and twenty shillings to the convent for 
the seal. When the lease was extended to forty-one years he paid £4 more, 
and another twenty shillings for the new seal.1s2 More evidence that a high 
fine was paid for a beneficial lease may be found in a suit for return of 
money given for a lease which the prior could not make. 1 53 Leasing by 
indenture was not, however, very common at Ulverscroft until the last years 
of the house. 

Kirby Bellars had as little chance of improving its leasehold property 
as it had of consolidating its demesnes. One-sixth of all its rents came from 
cottage property on which the post-Dissolution bailiffs were obliged to 
spend a considerable amount in repairs. Four-fifths of the remainder was 
property held at will and on!y one-fifth by leasehold, while a low rent per 
acre was evidently paid. Thomas Christian for example, who paid the 
highest rent in Buckminster, had a holding of 80 acres of arable and two of 
meadow for which he paid 48s. or a bare 6d. an acre. 1 54 The poor situation 
of the house is underlined by the low status of those tenants-at-will who can 
be identified on the subsidy rolls. Most of them were small men whose 
assessment came to only £2 to £3. 1 55 The house's only sizeable property 
was its five impropriate rectories, four of which were leased at the Dissolu
tion to yeomen and local gentlemen at a rate comparable to that received 
by Leicester abbey for similar rectories. 
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Owston received equally little for its most valuable leaseholds. The 
191 acres round the rectory at Kings Norton for example were let for 
£3 6s. 8d., at Slawston part of 150 acres was let for £2 6s. 8d., and the 
demesne lands at Muston which once comprised 112 acres were let for 
£3 6s. 8d.1s6 The tenants were in all cases moderately wealthy yeomen, 
assessed in the subsidy rolls at between £10 and £30, men such as Richard 
Ballys of Stretton Parva, Henry Bredon of Muston, and Richard Bishop of 
Hungarton, the prior of Launde's cousin. 1 57 

In the immediate pre-Dissolution period this was certainly due to 
beneficial leasing : the house leased 100 acres of its pasture at IS. an acre 
while the commissioners rated the rest of the same pasture at 2s. an acre.1s8 

In the absence of information about fines, little can be said of the 
effectiveness of the leasing policy. The property held at will was as un
promising as Kirby's. Most of it came from rents of only 3s. or 4s. a year, 
from tenants evidently amongst the poorest in the county, and, accordingly, 
the least permanent: only two or three of them appear on both subsidy rolls 
of Henry VIII's reign, which is understandable since nearly 25 per cent of 
the holdings changed hands between the first and second years of royal 
control. 1 s9 

The prior of Launde does not appear to have been an exacting land
lord, despite various unscrupulous attempts to take advantage of weaker 
men.160 Tenants-at-will in Frisby-by-Gaulby for instance held large hold
ings for low rents, 71 acres for 33s. 8d. 161 Some leases granted the right to 
enclose; some stipulated profit-sharing if coal were mined ; many placed 
on the tenants the responsibility of paying tithes.162 Not all the leases state 
the consideration ; where they do, a uniform rate of just over a year's annual 
rent was paid, and this may have been normal.163 The tenants-at-will of the 
house appear to have been reasonably wealthy peasants assessed on goods 
worth two or three times the value of their lease. 164 The tithes and rectories 
which were an important item in the convent's income were, according to 
various reputable witnesses, not worth much more than the sum they were 
let for. 16s 

Croxton Kerrial, unlike Launde, appears to have been making a 
conscious effort to raise both rents and fines.166 A fine of over three years' 
rent was offered for Skeffington grange and then not found sufficient. More 
than half the tenants held by indenture, occasionally for a long period, but 
normally for twenty-one years. Moreover, although the house leased 
demesnes in the various villages, it retained the courts. 167 This enabled the 
convent to maintain control of its property held at will in those villages. 

At Leicester abbey Pexall's leasing policy seems to have been as in
efficient as his other activities. The rents show little increase and occasionally 
a drop, fines of a year's rent are occasionally recorded, but there is no 
evidence of anything more. 168 At Braunston Gate lands worth £15 were 
held for 6os. as "decayed". At Lockington, William Milnegate held for £18 
a lease of property said to be worth £24. 169 The tithes from which the 
house received much of its income remained leased at the same rate through-
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out.I7° In the last years before Dissolution, under John Bourchier, improve
ments were made. His claim, at the end of his brief tenure of office, that he 
had raised the rents seems justified by the entries under "incrementa" in his 
last account, although all the possible improvements may not have been 
made.I? 1 

One desirable guide to the relative efficiency of the monastic estates 
and their management in 1536-8 would be a comparison with the efficiency 
of an ordinary lay owner on a similar estate. Such a comparison would, 
unfortunately, always be unreliable, owing to the uncertainty that a property 
under consideration, even if similar in size, was similar in quality. Nor are 
there sufficient estates in Leicestershire at this period which have left records 
of leases and fines. Bearing this caveat in mind, a few examples may be put 
forward to show that the charge of monastic inefficiency in renting policy is 
at least not proven. 

One example of a secular rise in rent comes from Lyndon in Rutland 
where a rent of £7 in 1514 had risen to £8 by 1541: a smaller rise than 
several at Garendon, although there is no evidence about fines. 1 72 A rent of 
ros. for a messuage, two closes, twenty acres of arable and ten of meadow is 
balanced by a fine of £3 16s. Sd., which can be compared with some of the 
low rents and high fines received by Ulverscroft in the last years of its 
existence. Isolated examples are dangerous, and the most reliable compari
son would be with estates for which a run of leases survives. The Shirley 
deeds for Ratcliffe-on-the-Wreak survive. Here, the rent for a messuage, 
two crofts and two-and-a-half yardlands varied from 30s. to 37s. with one
and-a-half year's fine for a forty-year lease.I73 A typical lease by Grace 
Dieu of forty acres of arable and three or four of meadow for twenty-one 
years at 40s. and a half-year's fine seems perhaps a better return than the 
Shirleys were obtaining. Another lease with a nominal fine gives 40s. rent 
for two yardlands. 

Another estate which tells us something about lay behaviour at the time 
is that of the Throckmortons of Coughton Court in Warwickshire. In 1527 
George Throckmorton bought a messuage and thirty acres in Weston 
Underwood, Buckinghamshire, for £20-at twenty-years purchase a valua
tion of something under 8d. an acre, allowing for the value of the messuage. 
In 1528 he leased twelve acres in Stoke Goldington in Buckinghamshire for 
6s. rent and no fine. In 1529 he obtained a lease of a small manor in Weston 
Underwood for £5: or not much more than 6d. an acre, if later estimates 
of the size are a reliable guide. In 1534 a medium-sized close in Tyrring
ham also in Buckinghamshire was leased for 33s. 4d.174 The evidence is 
insufficient for general conclusions to be drawn, but the valuation per acre 
on these lay estates at this time is not noticeably higher than on most 
monastic estates. 

Economic policy and financial stability varied widely from house to 
house. The conditions for success were not dependent upon the size of 
the house, but upon the nature of the property and the character of the 
administrators: and in the case of Old Dalby the non-residence of the 
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commander, probably, helps to explain the stagnation. Houses like Owston, 
whose economy depended heavily on many small copyhold rents were less 
advantageously placed than others, like Croxton, whose property was leased 
in larger portions or held largely in demesne. Where there was a superior 
of character such as Thomas Syston of Garendon or John Lancaster of 
Launde, the policy of the monastery was driven forward by a ruthless hand, 
and an attitude of mind indistinguishable from that of the prospering gentry 
appears to guide the actions of these administrators. The overall impression 
is not one of inefficiency and stagnation, although there was decay in some 
parts of the monastic economy. Even where there was stagnation, there 
were no serious financial difficulties. '75 

APPENDIX I 
Abbreviations used in Tables I to IV 

Religious Orders Rank of Religious House 
A Augustinian Canons A Abbey 
B Black Monks, Benedictine C College 
BC Black Monks, Cluniac Cd Commandery 
C Cistercian Monks CdP Cathedral Priory 
CA Carthusian Monks H Hospital 
G Gilbertine Canons P Priory 
KH Knights Hospitallers Pre Preceptory 
L Order of St. Lazarus of Jerusalem 
NA Augustinian Canonesses 
NB Benedictine Nuns 
NBC Cluniac Nuns 
NC Cistercian Nuns 
P Premonstratensian Canons 
S Seculars 
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TABLE I: THE INCOME OF LEICESTERSHIRE HOUSES AT THE DISSOLUTION 

Number 
Income Rents of Copyhold R ents at Value of of 

Rank from Assise Rents Will Leases Tithes Pensions Important TOTAL 
Demesne R ectories 

-
£ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. 

p II 4 3 r6 5½ 5 14 0 3 II 4 2I 6 C ,t 
52·6 3.9 26·8 16•7 

p 8 IO 4 7 9 4 8 IO I 6 8 27 IO 4 3 42 3 II 
20·2 0-9 10·5 3·2 65·2 

H 50 4 9 --+ 46 0 0 4 13 4 2 IOO I8 I 
49·8 45·6 4·6 

A 57 r6 2 I I4 9¾ 3 8 6 II9 I9 2 80 9 7 45 9 0 4 308 17 2¾ 
18·7 0·6 1·1 38·9 26·1 14.7 

Pre r6 0 0 25 I5 r½ 45 IO 8½ 17 13 I I6 0 8 49 0 0 5 or 6 169 19 7 
9.4 15·2 26·8 10·1 9.5 28·9 

A 65 I 8½ II ro½ 53 IO IO 62 0 3½ 4 0 0 I 185 4 8 
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9-0 2·6 2·1 45·8 10•7 29·9 

p 7 5 4½ r6 6 9 0 8 IO 2 0 15 r6 8 I IO 0 3 44 II 2 
16·3 1·9 20·2 22·7 35.5 3.4 

p 124 0 0 6 13 6½ 69 I9 5 54 I9 I 82 I9 5 6 0 7 or 8 338 17 5 
36·6 2·0 20-7 16·2 24·5 0·1 

A 184 2 8 40 13 2 165 7 3¼ ro4 3 2 223 I3 3 6 I4 4 29 724 I3 IC 
25·4 5·6 22·8 14.4 30·9 0·9 

C 27 7 2 26 2 I 86 2 6¼ 9 r8 0 ?r 149 9 9 
18·3 17·5 57•6 6-6 

A 43 0 0 3 II 4¾ 68 I9 6 33 4 6 24 I7 8 2 13 0 3 176 6 C 

24·4 2·1 

I 
39·1 18•7 14·1 1·5 

p 20 r6 4 2 r8 r½ I3 IO 8 I6 II 2 15 0 8 I3 6 8 I 82 3 7 
25·3 3.5 16·5 20-2 18·3 16·2 

Figures in italic type indicate percentage of total income. 



N 
\0 

County 

------

Bedford 

Chester 

Derby 

Lincoln 

London 

Northampton 

itc\.DLn .u: 1.11.n ll~l..VM~ .t'KUM THh LhlChSTbRSHlRE ESTATES OF HOUSES OUTSIDE THE COUNTY 

Demesne, 
Rents of Copyhold Rents 

Religious House Order Rank Assise and Rents at Will Leases Tithes 
Pensions 

£ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. 
Caldewell .. .. . . . . A p 2 6 8 5 6 8 
Dunstable .. . . . . A p I 13 4 
Harrold . . . . . . . . NA p 7 6 8 

Norton . . . . . . .. A A 16 0 0 

Beauchief . . . . . . .. p A 6 13 4 20 0 0 
Church Gresley .. . . . . A p I 0 7 2 8 0 

Axholme .. . . . . CA p 14 4 IQ 6 8 20 13 4 
Belvoir ,, .. . . . . B p 38 I 9 38 6 8 
Bullington .. .. . . . . G p 23 0 0 
Catley .. . . . . . . G p 9 8 I 3 0 I 0 4 
Crowland .. .. . . . . B A I 3 0 26 13 4 5 6 8 
Haverholme .. . . . . G p 19 6½ 5 II 8 2 13 4 
Heynings .. . . .. NC p 14 8 2 0 0 
Newbo . . .. . . . . p A I I2 6 
Nun Cotham .. . . . . NC p IO 6 8 
Sempringham .. . . . . G p 3 4 16 II II 0 0 IO 0 0 
Vaudey .. . . . . . . C A 4 8 8 17 IO 45 5 8 

Charter house . . . . .. CA p 13 13 4 
-

Catesby .. . . . . . . NC p IO 0 2 10 8 3 13 4 4 6 4 
Chacombe .. .. .. . . A p 6 0 20 13 5 14 6 8 
Delapre . . . . . . .. NBC A l 0 0 
Northampton, St. Andrew's .. BC p 4 I0 0 I 0 0 
Peterborough .. .. .. B A 59 16 8 29 13 4 
Pipewell, St. Mary's .. .. C A 3 0 9 8 8 IQ 3 4 
Stamford, St. Michael's .. NB p IO 0 16 8 
Sulby .. . . .. .. p A I 5 0 8 17 4 15 2 6 37 16 0 

TOTAL 

£ s. d. 
7 13 4 
I 13 4 
7 6 8 

16 0 0 

26 13 4 
3 8 7 

31 14 4 
76 8 5 
23 0 0 

2 13 0 
33 3 0 

9 4 6½ 
2 14 8 
I I2 6 

IO 6 8 
25 17 2 
54 8 2 

13 13 4 

II 0 4 
35 6 I 

I 0 0 
5 IO 0 

89 IO 0 
19 15 0 

I 6 8 
63 0 IO 
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TABLE II : THE INCOME FROM THE LEICESTERSHIRE ESTATES OF HOUSES OUTSIDE THE COUNTY-continued 

Demesne, 
Rents of Copy hold Rents 

County Religious House Order Rank Assise and Rents at Will Leases Tithes TOTAL 
Pensions 

------ --------
£ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. 

Nottingham Lenton .. .. . . . . BC p 33 0 2t 33 0 2t 

Salop Lilleshall .. . . . . . . A A 14 14 2 14 14 2 

Stafford Burton .. .. .. . . B A 7 8 4 7 8 4 
Croxden . . . . . . . . C A 5 0 7 9 4 6 17 4 7 13 4 22 5 0 
Ranton .. . . . . A p 4 7 0 4 7 0 

Trentham . . . . . . A p 13 4 5 13 4 6 6 8 
Tutbury . . .. . . .. B p 13 4 13 4 

Surrey ·, Bermondsey .. .. .. BC A 4 0 0 4 0 0 
Sheen .. . . .. . . CA p 13 3 4 13 6 8 47 0 0 73 IQ 0 

Sussex Lewes . . . . . . . . BC p 30 0 0 30 0 0 

Warwick Astley . . .. .. . . s C 3 6 8 3 6 8 
Charterhouse, Coventry .. . . CA p 5 3 I 2 0 0 7 3 I 
Coventry .. . . . . .. B Cd. P 10 IO 2 4 8 6 6 4 50 6 6½ 6 13 4 66 I 8½ 
Kenilworth .. . . . . A A 3 I2 5 3 I2 5 
Merevale .. . . . . . . C A 2 16 II½ 16 7 II 65 6 5 40 2 I 124 13 4½ 
Nuneaton . . .. . . .. NB p 18 2½ IQ 9 8 I 18 4 14 I 4 25 9 4 52 16 rot 
Polesworth .. . . .. NB p 5 0 3 14 0 5 16 8 13 4 IO 9 0 
Warwick, St. Mary's .. .. s C 17 II½ 4 6 0 I 4 8 6 8 7½ 

York, N. Malton . . .. .. .. G p 2 13 4 2 13 4 5 6 8 
Mount Grace .. .. .. CA p 23 0 0 23 0 0 

York, W. Drax .. .. .. .. A p 3 I2 0 3 I2 0 
Selby .. .. . . . . B A I6 II 47 15 2 48 I2 I 
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TABLE III: THE ACREAGE OF THE ESTATES OF LEICESTERSHIRE HOUSES 

Religious House 
----------------

l_or~~1_Rank I Demesne 

Bradley .. . . . . . . A p 131 

Breedon-on-the-Hill . . .. A p 129 

Burton Lazars .. .. . . .. L H 

Croxton Kerrial .. ., . . p A 710½ 

Dalby .. .. .. ., . . KH Cd 660 

Garendon .. . . .. . . C A 845 

Grace Dieu .. . . .. . . NA P&H 476 

Kirby Bellars .. . . .. A p 379 

Langley .. .. .. . . NB p 164½ 

Launde .. .. .. . . A p 1,033-½-

Leicester .. .. .. . ' A A 3,579 

Newarke .. . . . . s C 180 

Owston .. .. .. . . A A 732 

Ulverscroft .. . . .. .. A p 370 

TOT AL omitting Burton Lazars I I 9,389½ I 

Rents of 
Assise 

296 

? 

360 

6,526 

? 

222 

200 

179 

1,040 

1,723 

230 

72 

10,848 I 

Copyhold 
Rents 

1,212 

201t 

24 

804 

2,241t I 

Rents 
at Will 

2IO 

155 

:-
Leases ,_ Woo~land I TOT AL 

148 6 791 

60 IO 354 

probably not more than 2,000 

3,226 2,049 90 6,435½ 

565 662 125 9,750 

700 1,060 998 3,603 

589½ 232½ 190 l,9II½ 

2,448 562 ? 3,613 

259 215 II5 932½ 

2,032 1,626 ? 5,731½ 

4,253 1,887 150 II,592 

400 844 ? 1,424 

1,796 880 222 3,860 

313 459 2,018 

16,633} I 10,538½ I 2,365 52,016 
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County 

Bedford 

Derby 

Lincoln 

London 

Northampton 

TABLE IV: THE ACREAGE OF LEICESTERSHIRE ESTATES HELD BY HOUSES OUTSIDE THE COUNTY 

Rents of 
Religious Houses Order Rank Demesne Assise and Copyhold Rents Leases 

Pensions Rents at Will 

Caldewell .. .. . . . . A p 36 
Dunstable . . .. .. A p 48 

Beauchief .. .. .. .. p A 120 
Church Gresley .. .. . . A p 12 

Axholme . . . . . . .. CA p included under Kirby Bellars in Table III (cf. above pp. 20-1) 
Belvoir . . . . . . . . B p 1,000 59 
Catley . . .. . . .. G p II6 24 13 
Crowland .. . . .. . . B A 1,396 
Haverholme . . . . . . G p 236 200 IOO 

Heynings .. .. . . NC p 168 40 
Newbo . . . . . . .. p A 60 
Nun Cotham .. .. .. NC p 300 
Sempringham . . .. . . G p 3 160 300 
Vaudey .. .. . . .. C A 58 188 1,437 

Charterhouse . . .. . . CA p 690 

Catesby . . . . . . . . NC p 120 52 60 
Chacombe . . . . . . . . A p 72 284 
Delapre . . .. . . .. NBC A 48 
Peterborough . . .. .. B A 120 1,000 1,240 
Pipewell, St. Mary's .. . ' C A 5 288 
Sulby . . .. . . p A 242 458 

TOTAL 

36 
48 

120 
12 

1,059 
153 

1,396 
536 
208 
60 

300 
463 

1,683 

690 

232 
356 
48 

2,360 
293 
700 
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TABLE IV: THE ACREAGE OF LEICESTERSHIRE ESTATES HELD BY HOUSES OUTSIDE THE COUNTY-continued 

Renis of 
County Religious House Order Rank Demesne Assise and Copyhold Rents Leases TOTAL 

Pensions Rents at Will 

Nottingham Lenton . . . . . . .. BC p IOO 100 

Salop Lilleshall .. . . . . A A 240 240 

Stafford Burton . . .. . . .. B A 260 260 
Croxden . . . . . . . . C A 60 192 120 372 
Ranton . . . . . . .. A p 160 160 
Trentham . . . . .. A p 24 24 
Tutbury .. . . . . B p 24 24 

Surrey Bermondsey . . . . BC A 80 80 
Sheen . . . . . . . . CA p 168 168 

Warwick Astley .. .. .. . . s C 72 72 
Charterhouse, Coventry .. CA p 42 42 
Coventry .. . . . . .. B Cd. P 84 60 168 624 936 
Kenilworth .. . . .. A A 600 600 
Merevale .. .. . . .. C A 1,255 400 340 45 2,040 
Nuneaton . . .. . . .. NB p 288 36 349 673 

I Polesworth . . . . .. NB p IOO 59 136 295 
I Warwick, St. Mary's .. . . s C 180 80 36 296 

York, N. I Malton .. . . . . .. G p 24 24 

York, W. Drax .. .. . . . . A p IOI IOI 
Selby .. . . .. . . B A 144 I,054 1,198 

TOTAL .. .. 1,255 2,461 588 4,367 9,787 18,458 
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APPENDIX II 
The Fate of Monastic Records 

What became of the numerous other records in existence at the Dissolution 
cannot always be stated with certainty. In theory they should first have been trans
ferred to the Court of Augmentations. In the first crown receiver's account money 
was paid for the transfer of records from Owston and Kirby Bellars. * The com
missioners for the dissolution of the larger houses were specially charged to take care 
in the preservation of the records, but it is certain that not all were conscientious in 
this respect. At Ulverscroft the greater part of the deeds remained in the buildings, 
in a locked room. This was first broken open by neighbours and rowdies who, hav
ing sought out the deeds they wanted, spoiled and destroyed many others. The duke 
of Suffolk, likewise, when at variance with Sir Andrew Judde, the then owner of the 
house, caused them to be searched, and copies made. The mutilated remains were 
collected and preserved for a while, but their fate is again unknown.t 

Similarly at Croxton the canons appear to have taken such documents as 
pleased them, for there is a note at the foot of a deposition " to enquire for a boke 
called the register, the cover being a seal skin, which one Sir Constead, lat channon 
ther, had in his keeping sithens thouse was surrendered he was with my lady con
stable at Kyrial and ther died. He left many bokes with Morrise of Bray and in the 
vicaredge of Hose, wherein is thought the said boke were left".:j: 

In any case most of the records were not destined to remain at the Court of 
Augmentations. A grantee who was obtaining an estate had a right to such title 
deeds and other records as pertained to that estate only, and a class of special war
rants authorising the release of such records exists. This enables one to ascertain 
what records were surviving at the time the property left crown hands, but sub
sequent attempts to trace their possible descent nearly always peter out in the 
intricacies of estate descent and family vicissitudes. Only when a stable and power
ful family such as the Rutlands obtained the property is there much hope of success. 

* P.R.O., S.C.6/Hen. VIII/1828, m. 20. 
t Nichols, Leicestershire, III, ii, 1092. 
:j: I am indebted to Mr. J. P . Cooper for access to photostats of this MS. which is 

in the possession of the Duke of Rutland at Belvoir Castle. It is not calendared 
in Hist . Man. Comm., series 24, Rutland. 



MONASTIC LANDS IN LEICESTERSHIRE 35 

NOTES 

1. A. Savine, The Monasteries on the Eve of the Dissolution, Oxford Studies in 
Social and Legal History, I (1909). 

2. D. Knowles, The Religious Orders in England, III, The Tudor Age (1959), 
256. 

3. B[ritish] M[useum], Cotton MS., Galba E. III, fo. 83 et seq.; Bodleian 
Library, Laud MS. 625, fos. 12-146. Professor R. H. Hilton analyses the 
contents of the latter volume in The Economic Development of Some 
Leicestershire Estates in the I4th and 15th Centuries (1947), 150-1. 

4. P[ublic] R[ecord] O[flice], Exchequer, Augmentation Office, Miscellaneous 
Books, E.315/ 279. 

5. Calendared in Hist[orical] Man[uscript] Comm[ ission Reports], series 24, 
Rutland, IV, 282. I have been unable to see the original document. 

6. P.R.O., Special Collections, Ministers' Accounts, S.C.6/ 3452/ 29 Addenda ; 
Hilton, op. cit., 107 et seq. 

7. Leic[ester] C[ounty] R[ecord] O[ffice], DE40/26. 
8. P.R.O., Duchy of Lancaster, Ministers' Accounts, D.L.29/ 224/3567/9. 
9. Leic[ester] Mus[eum], Dept. of Archives, 44' 28. 

10. In Leicestershire, as elsewhere, on fixed rents the Valor Ecclesiasticus tallies so 
closely with the first ministers' accounts that it can be assumed that the 
commissioners had access to monastic rentals during its compilation. 

11. See below, table I. 
12. Unless otherwise stated, all information on enclosures used in this article 

comes from L. A. Parker, "Enclosures in Leicestershire, 1485-1607 ", 
London Ph.D. thesis (1948). 

13. P.R.O., E.315/397(2); S.C.6/Hen. Vlll/1825, m. 19. Garendon also held 
considerable property in London. 

14. P .R.O., Special Collections, Rentals and Surveys, S.C.12/23/ 57. 
15. P.R.O., Exchequer, Augmentation Office, . Proceedings of Court of Augmenta

tions, E.321/32/74; Duchy of Lancaster, Pleadings, D.L.1/1(2). 
16. Rectorial rights at Diseworth were divided among Breedon, Leicester abbey 

and Langley (P.R.O., S.C.6/Hen. VIII/7313, m. 75, 1827, m. 51 ; 1825, m. 
28). 

17. G. F. Farnham, Quorndon Records (1912), 184; B.M. Cotton MS., Galba 
E. Ill, fo. 83 et seq. 

18. P.R.O. E.315/397, fos. n8, 399; Exchequer, Augmentation Office, Parti
culars for Grants of Crown Lands, E .318/ 568; Exchequer, King's Remem
brancer, Special Commissions of Inquiry, E.178/1253 . There are fourteenth
century accounts in P.R.O., S.C.6/908/23 et. seq. ; for 908/27 see Hilton, op. 
cit., 152-5. It may be significant that there was no rush to buy the Kirby 

demesnes, which remained in Crown hands until 1543, and the commis
sioners did not increase the bare 6d. an acre valuation of the arable, as they 
did elsewhere. 

19. P .R.O., E.315/397, fo. 126 ; S.C.6/Hen. Vlll/1825, mm. 1-2. 
20. P.R.O., Exchequer, Treasury of Receipt, Books, E.36/148, fo. II ; Office of 

Auditors of Land Revenue, Miscellaneous Books, L.R. 2/182, fo. 65. 
21. Va/or Ecclesiasticus, IV, 175; P.R.O., L.R. 2/182, fo. 48 et. seq.; S.C.6/Hen. 

VIIIl73n, mm. 25-29. 
22. P.R.O., S.C.6/ Hen. VIII/73n, mm. 19-25. 
23. P.R.O., E .315/403, fos. 104-122; S.C.6/Hen. Vlll/1825, m. 12 et seq. 
24. P.R.O., L.R.2/182, fos. 1-34. 
25. P.R.O., S.C.6/Hen. Vlll/7272, m. 1 et seq.; Leic. Mus., Dept. of Archives, 

44', 28. 
26. ibid. 
27. The absence of detailed ministers' accounts and rentals and also of the parti

culars for its grant to Lord Lisle makes any thorough analysis difficult. A 
certain amount of information can be gleaned from the accounts after 
Lisle's downfall and from P .R.O., L.R.2/182, fos. 288-93 and Exchequer, 
King's Remembrancer, Depositions taken by Commission, E.134/3 Chas. 
1/Mich. 11. 

28. P.R.O., S.C.6/ Hen. Vlll/3741, m. 69. 
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29. P.R.O., Duchy of Lancaster, Rentals and Surveys, D.L.43/6/3 (the whole 
question of whether suit was owed by the houses for scattered property is 
difficult, since few records give this information) ; Hist. Man. Comm., series 
78, Hastings, I, 35-a similar rectory court was claimed in Melton Mowbray 
where the priory of Lewes owned the rectory (P.R.O., E.134/27 & 28 Eliz./ 
Mich. 26). " Whartopp " was the name of a field on the boundary between 
Castle Donington and Diseworth (P.R.O., E.315, Exch. Misc. Bks. 127, fos. 
l-12). 

30. cf. Savine, op. cit., 79-87, 166-7. 
31. P.R.O., L .R.2/I82, fos. 1-34. 
32. P .R.O., Exchequer, Augmentation Office, Conventual Leases, E.303/22 

(Leics.)-the county will hereafter be omitted from references to class E.303. 
The acreage comes from a survey, now at Belvoir Castle, taken in 1559 by 
the earl of Rutland's steward; I am indebted to Mr. J. P. Cooper, who 
allowed me to use his photostat of the document. 

33. For example, the Croxton Kerrial figures and some for Garendon and Drax 
can be supplemented from the Belvoir survey of 1559 (above n. 32). Acreages 
for various big Owston holdings are given in Professor Hilton's study ; for 
Burton Lazars, see P.R.O., L.R.2/182, fos. 288-93. Estimates of the size 
of Alton grange and other individual granges appear amongst the Exchequer 
Depositions, and the Matriculus of Hugh of Wells (1220) occasionally gives 
the original acreage of the grant. 

34. Table I gives the total estimated figures only. In using the Table, it must 
be remembered that the column of assised acreages is, with the exception of 
the Old Dalby figures, the most speculative, and that the Kirby and Garen
don figures, although they contain definite figures, are, except for the 
demesne, approximations. Separate figures for glebe are not given, as very 
often the glebe land had become merely the centre around which a larger 
holding had been gathered. This has probably involved certain omissions 
which should be taken into account. Wood acreages for those houses not 
included in the paper surveys are not separately estimated in the ministers' 
accounts, nor are acreages often given in the woodwards' accounts. These 
have therefore been collected from the Particulars for Grants, and are 
probably incomplete. It is always difficult to decide whether wood sales are 
of separate copses or of areas previously counted as part of the demesnes. 
cf. Peterborough Local Administration, ed. W. T. Mellows, Northampton
shire Record Society Publications, XII (1947), 10, 62. All estimates have 
taken the largest probable figure. 

35. In Diseworth (cf. above p. IO n. 16), as in a number of other parishes two or 
more houses are to be found sharing the tithes. The total number of 
rectories in which the houses held advowson or tithes as opposed to fixed 
pensions or portions would appear to be 85. The number of rectories men
tioned in the Valor Ecclesiasticus for Leicestershire is 195, but the list seems 
to have some omissions. 

36. Leicester abbey held impropriate the whole rectory of Barrow-on-Soar (Farn
ham, Quorndon Records, 192-3). Nevertheless, by agreement the vicar 
received part of the tithes. The situation had varied considerably during 
the abbey's tenure of the rectory (A. H . Thompson, The Abbey of St. Mary
of-the-Meadows, Leicester (1949), 96-9). 

37. ibid., 92-203. 
38. The instance books of the archdeaconry are full of tithe cases between the 

monasteries and the parishioners (Leic. Mus., 1D41/u/I & 2). 
39. M. Morgan, The English Estates of the Abbey of Bee (1946) ; J. A. Raftis, 

Ramsey Abbey Estates (1957) ; cf. G. A. Holmes, The Es rates of the Higher 
Nobility in Fourteenth-Century England (1957) ; J. L. Kirby, "The Hun
gerford Family in the Later Middle Ages", London M.A. thesis (1939) ; R. 
Somerville, History of the Duchy of Lancaster, I (1953) ; L. Fox, "The 
Administration of the Honor of Leicester in the Fourteenth Century", 
Trans Leic. Arch. Soc., xx (1937-39), 289-374. 

40. Sir F . M . Powicke, The Reformation in England (1941), 21-2. 
41. L[etters] and P[apers, Foreign and Domestic] Henry VIII, VII, 376, App. 

17; XIII, ii, 534; P.R.O., Chancery, Early Chancery Proceedings, C.1/ 
934/25. Abbot Green claimed that Lord Berkeley had received £roo from 
Uvedale, "the Queen's secretary", to allow a free election. 
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L. and P. Henry VIII, XII, i, 795 (17); XII, ii, App, 14; P.R.O., D.L.1/n 
(q), 

Presumably dating back to the last visitation. cf. Thompson, op. cit., 80. 
L. and P. Henry VIII, V, n58, n75, 1233, 1426; VI, 755, 1395, 1496, 

1565 ; VII, 18, 1005. Thompson, op. cit., 74-86, gives a full account of the 
proceedings leading up to the resignation. 

A. H. Thompson, The History of the Hospital and the New College of the 
Annunciation of St. Mary in the Newarke (1937), 143-78. 

L. and P. Henry VIII, II, ii, 2018; III, i, 99; P.R.O., Court of Star Cham
ber, Proceedings, Henry VIII, Sta. Cha. 2/12, fos. 260-309. 

Calendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem, new series, III, 226-7. Sir John 
Villiers was succeeded by his son, another Sir John (ibid., 246). George and 
William were his younger sons. The Villiers pedigree in The Visitation of 
Leicestershire, Harleian Soc., II (1870), 29-31, omits a whole generation 
between Sir John, senior (d. 1507), and Sir George (d. 1605). J. Nichols, 
History and Antiquities of the County of Leicester (1795-1815), III, i, 197, 
gives a fuller table, but omits various members, e.g. Edward (d. 1565). 

P.R.O., S.C.6/Hen. VIII/ 1825 m. 28, 19-24d. cf. the fifteenth-century rental. 
See also below p. 14, n. 53. 

For some of Garendon's servants, see P.R.O., Sta. Cha.2/ 35/ 77; for Lang
ley's, P.R.O., E.321/127, fos . 1-2; for Owston's, vid. p.14 n. 50; for Grace 
Dieu's, vid p. 15, n. 55. 
The Itinerary of 'John Leland in or about the years 1535-1543, ed. L. Toulmin 
Smith (1907-rn), I, 21 ; IV, 20. Owston's two bailiffs, John Walker for 
Muston and Robert Entwistle for Twyford, held single tenancies-at-will of 
the house (P.R.O., S.C.6/ Hen. VIIl/1825 mm. 14-15). Neither appears on 
the appropriate subsidy roll. 

Visitation of Leicestershire, Harleian Soc., II (1870), 40-1 ; Visitation of 
Rutland, Harleian Soc., III (1870), 17-20. The Digbys were connected with 
all the prominent families in the area. 

For a survey of the peasantry in the county at this period, see W. G. Hoskins, 
Essays in Leicestershire History (1950), 123-83. 

P.R.O., C.1/736/7. At Swannington a Goodwin had replaced the unidenti
fied family of Davy; at "Corthingstoke" Edward Villiers had ousted the 
Pickerings, who reappear at the much less valuable grange of Swinfen; John 
Beaumont had replaced the Greenhalls at Goadby; George, earl of Hunting
don, held Alton grange ; among the lesser tenantry only four names sur
vive. 

The rectory at Buckminster was held by Thomas Bagot, an insignificant 
gentleman of Lincolnshire origin, and William Ashby who came from an old 
established Leicestershire family (P.R.O., S.C.6/Hen. VIII/1825, mm. 5d., 
8). For Sherard, see Nichols, Leicestershire, II, i, 333, 343, for Ashby, ibid., 
III, i, 298. 

P .R.O., S.C.6/Hen. VIII/73n, m. 29d.; Valor Ecclesiasticus, IV, 175. The 
bailiffs of Grace Dieu, John Knight, Richard Clair and Richard Roberts, all 
held lands in the villages under their purview (P.R.O., Exchequer, King's 
Remembrancer, Subsidy Rolls, E.179/133/109, 142). 

L. and P. Henry VIII, XVI, 92. This list of annuities due from the principal 
houses includes a disproportionate number of lawyers. 

P.R.O., E .315/93, nos. 73b, 95; Farnham, Quorndon Records, 204; L. and 
P. Henry VIII, 149 (45). 

P .R.O., E.315/96, no. 188 ; L . and P. Henry VIII, XVI, 92. The annuity 
did not prevent George Gifford from later writing to Cromwell to ask that 
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