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The archives of ecclesiastical courts, even in the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries 
when their disciplinary power had almost disappeared, can still supply useful information 
about the application of canon law, the administration of the church and the religious and 
social conditions of the age. They are particularly valuable as sources which relate to the 
activities of church building and reparation. 

Within Leicestershire those spiritual courts which had existed before the Reformation 
were still then exercising a jurisdiction, namely; that held by the Bishop of Lincoln or his 
Vicar General, at the time of his primary and triennial visitations, that of his Commissary, 
that of the Archdeacon or his Official and the several courts of the peculiars. 1 

The Commissary of the Bishop exercised a concurrent jurisdiction with the Official of 
the Archdeacon in general causes. In his court he also heard those causes, such as divorces, 
which these lesser judges had not the competence to hear. The Commissary appointed by 
the bishop of the diocese exercised, in accordance with the terms of his patent of office, 
an authority of the same degree as that of the Official Principal and Vicar General, or 
Chancellor of the diocese, from whom, however, he was to be distinguished. 2 He was, 
indeed, the representative of the Bishop, except when he was inhibited upon the occasions 
of the bishop's visitations. From the Commissary's court an appeal lay not to the Episcopal 
or Consistory Court of Lincoln, but directly to the Provincial Court, namely the Arches 
Court of Canterbury; and so the jurisdiction of the Commissary was episcopal and therefore 
superior to that of the Archdeacon. The fact that a certificate of excommunication was 
forwarded, not to the Consistory Court, but directly to the Sovereign was indicative of the 
episcopal nature of his office: whilst an appeal from the Court of the Archdeacon lay 
immediately to the Consistory Court at Lincoln. 3 

From time to time, however, the same person was both Commissary and Official. Then, 
in the legal instruments the name of the Commissary stood first, even in inhibitions 
preceded the name of the archdeacon. But frequently the offices of Commissary and Official 
had been held separately and then both judges exercised concurrent jurisdiction within the 
archdeaconry. In 1660, one hundred and twenty nine wills and administrations were 
despatched in the name of the Commissary, Sir Edward Lake, Bart., and two hundred and 
thirty one wills and administrations in the name of the archdeacon, Henry Ferne, D.D. In 
the year following, two hundred and ninety eight wills and administrations were despatched 
in Lake's name and fifty-six in that of Dr. Ferne. The division of the court continued until 
Lake's death in 1675, when William Forster LL.D., became both Commissary of the 
Bishop and the Official of the Archdeacon; though from 1670 to 1675 business had been 
despatched in their joint names. For the next twenty five years Forster held the combined 
offices. In 1700, George Newell LL.B., was appointed Official, beginning a long period 
of service as a legal officer in the diocese; eventually becoming Official Principal and Vicar 
General. The offices of Commissary and Official were separated at this time as Forster was 
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then very old. 4 In the notes of his primary visitation, Bishop Wake had described Forster 
as 'the greatest piece of antiquity of my diocese ... who had passed through almost every 
branch of the bishop's jurisdiction in it'. 5 From 1708 to 1715, John Rogers, Clerk M.A., 
was Commissary. Rogers was succeeded by James Johnson LL. D. who held the office until 
1727. The court again remained divided from 1708 to 17 46 when the celebrated author, 
Richard Grey D.D., became both Commissary and Official. 6 He retained this conjunct 
authority until his death in 1771. 7 In 1757 Grey was collated to the archdeaconry of 
Bedford. 8 

An examination of the records shows the complexity of distinguishing between the two 
courts, especially as from 1731 to 17 43 no act book survives. In order to seek information 
it is necessary to resort to the loose papers of the acts, which fortunately are very full and 
complete. Sometimes they describe the court as the 'Consistorial Court', at others as the 
'Court of the Archdeaconry', each court being held on the same day; that in the morning 
being usually of the Archdeacon and in the afternoon of the Commissary. To add to the 
complexity, George Newell was Chancellor of the Diocese, and Commissary and Official 
within the Archdeaconry; the papers describing him as 'Vicar General in the Consistorial 
Court and Official within the Archdeaconry'. 9 Joseph Clayton was described as 'surrogate 
to the Official and Vicar General lawfully appointed in the Consistorial Court' . 10 So Newell 
combined in his person three jurisdictions which in practice were not easily distinguishable. 

The registrar of the Commissary's court was nominated under the hand and seal of the 
bishop and the registrar of the archidiaconal court under the hand and seal of the 
archdeacon. It is clear that difficulties and disputes would almost inevitably arise between 
the personnel of the two co-existent courts. Indeed, in 17 4 7, disputes between the registrars 
had reached such a pitch that they agreed to act independently. Frank, the archidiaconal 
registrar, acted in person, but the commissarial registrar, Hoendorff, at the direction of the 
bishop, nominated James Stockdale, Notary Public, as his deputy. In 1748, in order that 
each registrar should be renumerated fairly, Dr Grey, the Commissary and Official, 
required that an equal number of instruments should pass under the two seals. 11 

The main problem, however, that impeded the effective administration of the courts was 
that of staffing them with sufficient and competent proctors. Since the Restoration, and 
more especially since the Act of Toleration, the church courts, because of the limitation in 
the amount and sphere of business over which they had cognisance, had ceased to attract 
a competent number of persons willing to be trained exclusively as proctors. Moreover, 
each court was extremely jealous to preserve whatever business came to it for its own native 
proctors, and so was reluctant to admit proctors from other courts, except on occasions of 
utmost necessity. The respective spheres of the administration and cognisance of 
commissarial and archidiaconal courts had not, in practice, been clearly and precisely 
distinguished. There was, at times, much confusion, even ignorance, relative both to 
administration and to personnel. Even since 1672, by custom, the number of exercent 
proctors in the Leicester court had been limited to two, when proctors begun first to be 
admitted regularly and no attornies had ever been allowed to practice as proctors; and 
further, whenever there had not been two regularly educated proctors at Leicester, recourse 
had been invariably had to help from an adjacent court in order to make up the 
complement. But the closely guarded preserve of the proctors resulted, at times, to the 
almost total suspension of activities. It is clear, that in the eighteenth century, at least, in 
the study and practice of ecclesiastical law, there was much ignorance and that this 
ignorance was by no means confined to the lower officials of the courts but extended even 
to the judges themselves. It is obvious that much of the efficiency and continuity of the 
court depended, as it did in similar courts within the dioceses, upon the members of a single 
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family who had been regularly trained to succeed their predecessors in the business of a 
proctor. 

It has been stated that the numbers of the causes with which the courts dealt were very 
few as compared with the numbers in the previous half century, and insignificant as 
compared with those in the first three decades of the seventeenth century. Thus in the year 
1712-3 there were sixty nine causes, which included nineteen for defamation of character, 
the same number for fornication, resulting in the imposition of penances. Of the remainder, 
five were testamentary, five for the non-payment of tithes, three for disturbances relating 
to seats, two for the non-payment of church rates, one for a clandestine marriage and one 
for sodomy. 12 In 1715-16 there were fifty six causes, seventeen of which were for 
defamation, five testamentary and five involving penances. 13 In 17 40-44 there were one
hundred and thirty six causes, of which the large proportion of sixty-two were for 
fornication. 14 In 177 4-5 there were thirty-six causes, nine of which were for defamation and 
the others related to fornication, non-payment of tithes and applications for faculties 15 

During the period 1786 to 1803 it appears that there were only one hundred and eighty 
seven contested suits or causes in which the office of the judge was promoted, an average 
of only ten or eleven a year; and of this number the largest proportion was again for 
defamation, there being seventy four causes for this offence; and thirty three arising from 
testamentary matters. 16 These figures tell of the steady decline of the business of the court 
throughout the period. 

The courts met monthly. But the suits before the Commissarial Court were almost 
negligible in number. Thus, in June and September, 1733, the Commissary, acting in his 
own capacity in that office, dealt with only six causes, three of which were for the restitution 
of conjugal rights; 17 and on 13th June, 1734 he dealt with only two suits, 18 and on 15th 
April and 15 October, 1735, with only one at each session. 19 On the other hand on 28th 
August, 1735, the Court of the Archdeacon dealt with sixteen cases relating to probate and 
inventory, disturbances over seats, non-payment of tithes and defamation of character; 20 

on 17th March, 1736 with twenty five causes, 21 and 11 th October, 1736 with nineteen 
causes. 22 

It may be observed that in the early years of the eighteenth century a number of causes 
arose out of presentments for non-attendance at public worship and out of presentments 
made by incumbents of churchwardens for not presenting absentees from church 
services. 23 An interesting cause of this nature was that of 1705 in which Thomas Sawbridge, 
the rector of Knaptoft, had promoted (in the office of the judge) against Joseph Smith, of 
his parish, for not receiving the Lord's Supper three times a year. Sawbridge was a priest 
of strong Jacobite sympathies, who later refusing to take the oath of allegiance to George 
I had been deprived of his benefice. Incidentally, there is a reference to the state of the 
church in that depopulated parish. For many years beyond the memory of man it had been 
demolished and in so bad and ruinous a condition that divine service and office could not 
have been performed in the church for all the said time; so the parishioners had resorted 
either to the chapel of Mowsley or to the chapel of Shears by, situated within the parish and 
wherein Sawbridge or his curate had celebrated three times a year, at least, and had 
performed divine service therein on all Sundays and holy days. 24 Despite the Toleration 
Act the concept of the Tudor politico/religious totalitarism died hard. Indeed until late in 
the century there were still those of the clergy who hankered after the restoration of 
ecclesiastical discipline and continued to present the most notorious absentees form their 
services. For example, in 1767 Thomas Hall, the incumbent of Shackerston, presented 
Joseph Wain of his parish 'for non attendance for the space of several years'. 25 In the year 
previous the eccentric genius, William Hand bury, rector of Church Langton, had 



40 

presented Joseph Warren for the same offence. 26 The last recorded cause of this kind was 
probably in 1776 when the vicar of Orton on the Hill presented Edward Lea, a former 
churchwarden of his parish, for non-attendance. 27 

Yet throughout and beyond the century the court still continued to excommunicate the 
impentitent and those contemptuous of its authority. In fact , it may fairly be presumed that 
it continued to excommunicate long after many other courts with the same inferior juris
diction had ceased to do so: thus in 1812, William Judd, of Dunton Bassett, was excom
municated for failing to perform a penance for defamation of character. 28 As late as 1815, 
John Alt of Shepshed was excommunicated for the non-payment of tithes and fees. In Alt's 
parish every householder was still expected to pay an ancient pre-Reformation due of 3½d 
to the incumbent at Easter, an owner of a garden 1 d for it, and each communicant, if sixteen 
years of age and upwards, 2d. Alt had witheld such tithes and fees for four years. 29 

Public penances for adultery, ante-nuptial fornication and defamation of character were 
regularly imposed and executed throughout the eighteenth century, but after the fourth 
decade there was a marked decline in their number owing to the increasing reluctance of 
churchwardens to present offences. Until the end of the reign of Queen Anne the Leicester 
Court appears to have enforced the penitential system with the full customary and ancient 
rigour, especially for adultery: Thomas Hunt of Markfield for example, executed a schedule 
of penance in 1712 which enjoined him: 

' ... to repair to Marksfield on Sund. 6 Dec. and then to the Chapel of Stke Goldinton 
on Sund 13 Dec and next to the church of Market Bosworth so soon at each place 
as the bells begin to ring for morning prayer; the said Thomas Hunt shall during all 
the time of their ringing and till morning service is begun stand barefooted on a stolle 
in the sd church porches or Doors entering into the churches & chapel, also being 
Cloathed in a white sheet with a white wand in his hand, desire the persons going into 
the church to beseech God almighty to pardon the great and heinous sin of Adultery 
he had committed and as soon as Divine Service is begun the said Thomas Hunt shall 
be removed thence to a stool or bass placed before the reading desk whereon desiring 
all the time of divine service and sermon he shall so stand in the fact of the 
congregation then assembled cloathed in a white sheet with a white wand in his hand, 
and immediately after the Second Lesson appointed for each Sunday the sd Thomas 
Hunt shall with an audible voice make his humble confession as followeth ... ' 30 

Likewise, Mary Campion of Asfordby was enjoined to perform a penance for adultery, 
clothed in a white sheet and a white wand in her hand, in the parish churches of Asfordby 
and Frisby, and the execution of her penance was certified by the vicars of both parishes. 39 

In the execution of schedules for penances for ante-nuptial fornication the guilty parties 
were generally allowed to make their public confession wearing their customary apparel: 
for example, Thomas and Catherine Burgess of Branston, were enjoined to stand before the 
reading desk in their parish church, in the face of the congregation there assembled and 
in their wearing apparel. Immediately after the Second Lesson they were to repeat: 

'Whereas we Thomas and Catherine Burgess not having the fear of God before our 
eyes but being led by the instigation of the Divell and our own Carnall Concupiscence 
having committed the grievous Crime of Fornication together before our Inter
marriage to the great dishonour of Almight God the breach of his most sacred Lawes 
the Scandall and Evill Example of others and the danger of our own Souls without 
unfeigned Repentance for the same. We ask God and this congregation pardon & 
forgiveness for the same in Jesus Christ and beseech him to give us his grace not only 
to enable us to avoyd such like sin and wickedness but also to live soberly Righteously 
and Godly all the days of our Lives and to that End we desire all psent to joyne with 
us in saying the Lord's prayer.' 32 
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Of all the causes before the court and penances imposed upon offenders, the largest 
proportion was for the offence of defamation of character. Throughout the century most 
of the penances for this offence were customarily enjoined to be performed in the chancel 
in the presence of the minister, churchwardens, plaintiff and other witnesses: for example: 

' ... the sd Gervase Bradgate shall upon Sunday the Twenty sixth day of October repair 
to the Chancel of the Church of Great Peatling between the hours of eight and Tenn 
in the forenoon of the sd . day and then and there in the psence of you and the sd 
minister, the churchwardens of the sd parish the sd Elizabeth Peatling and her 
husband if they shall take care to be present & such other persons as they shall bring, 
with an audible voice make his humble confession as followeth: Whereas I Gervase 
Bradgate not duly considering the Duty which I owe to my neighbour have contrary 
to the Rules of Christian Charity Slandered the above named Elizabeth Peatling by 
calling her a whore my whole to the offence of Almight God the scandalous reproach 
of the sd Elizabeth and against good manners I do humbly acknowledge and am sorry 
for this my offence and I do promise by the assistance of God's grace from henceforth 
never to offend in the like manner which promise that I may the better enabled to 
perform I desire all psent to joyne with me in saying the Lord's prayer.' 33 

As late as the 16th October 1771, John Clifford of Hungerton was ordered to perform a 
similar penance in the chancel of his parish church before the plaintiff and such persons 
as she thought fit to bring. 34 When the words of defamation were less offensive it was not 
unusual for the court to enjoin that a public apology should be made in the presence of the 
plaintiff and before the incumbent in his parsonage house. 35 As late as 1823 a cause of the 
same nature issued in letters of recantation and a public apology from Jane Hawley of 
Scalford to Elizabeth Wilford of the same parish. 36 To some extent therefore the Leicester 
court retained a measure of discipline until the time of its abolition. 

The probate and inventory records of the court give valuable information of the social 
and economic status of the clergy, particularly for the reign of Queen Anne. Notable among 
them are the papers in a suit for dilapidations in 1713 in which John Fancourt, the rector 
of Kimcote, claimed dilapidations, respectively to the amounts of £47.10.0 and -31.10.0 for 
repairs to the parsonage house and chancel from Elizabeth Walter, sister and executrix of 
his predecessor John Walter, who had held the benefice from 17 0 5 to 1712. Walter had 
enjoyed a fairly substantial income of £110 p.a. and had left an estate worth £185. He had 
also possessed an estate at Marton in Warwickshire which was mortgaged and he had 
incurred debts amounting to more than £540. His defence alleged that he had spent 350 
guineas, far more than the whole revenue for three years, in rebuilding the old 
parsonage house, which may have accounted for the debts that he had incurred. It seems 
that the new house that he had inhabited had a roof of tiles, as in contrast to the thatched 
cottages in which many of his poorer brethren would then dwell. Walter was a farmer on 
a large scale as he employed three men servants and two women servants and owned six 
horses. He was indeed more of a farmer than a studious pastor, as his library was only a 
modest one. He appeared to have worn attire such as befitted his status; his purse and 
apparel alone being valued at £15. It may be noted that his outgoings had been consider
able, for example, the land tax and poor rates chargeable on his benefice amounted to £25 
annually. He had paid £20.16.3 in first fruits, whilst the annual charge imposed upon him 
for tenths had been £2.1. 71/zd and 10s 3d for synodals due to the archdeacon. Though he 
had died in his parsonage house at Kimcote, he was buried at Marton. This had involved 
the gruesome process of disembowelling, embalming and seering of his corpse at a cost of 
£2 10s 6d. The funeral expenses, including a plentiful supply of wine and ale for the thirsty 
mourners who accompanied his hearse, amounted to over £38. His last journey must have 
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been very impressive as he rumbled over the rural roads and many a rustic must have gazed 
in awe and wonder at the spectacle, as no less than £17 was expended upon the black gloves 
for the mourners and the sombre plumage and accountrements of the horses and hearses. 37 

A minister who believed that he should have all this life's pleasures, especially those of 
the flesh, was Edmund Vernon rector of Redmile. William Wake had noted that 
'Mr. Vernon, Rector of Redmile, has also Muston with it, without a curate. He is by 
promise to leave this country for a while to satisfy his Grace the Duke of Rutland, and is 
to have a curate to supply his place as I shall approve of'. 38 Not even the devices of his 
powerful patron, who was anxious to preserve the honour of the Church, could shield 
Vernon from that which no ecclesiastical court, however, weak, and no churchwarden, 
however indifferent, could ignore, namely his shamelessly immoral liason with Elizabeth 
George, the servant of Peter Leadbetter, who kept a public house in Melton Mowbray. 
However vile was his conduct, at least Vernon sinned openly. This woman, 'deemed widely 
as a lewd wanton and unchaste person', had the rector of Redmile 'often hugged and 
embraced in an indecent manner'. The prosecution alleged that it was popularly known that 
they had often committed fornication together, not only in Leicestershire but in many 
places in Rutland and Lincolnshire. Witnesses deposed that Vernon was depraved beyond 
all redemption being 'given to drinking, fuddling, lewdness and wanton talk and to hunting 
after loose idle and lascivious women of ill credit and reputation'. On one occasion he had 
got into bed with a man in mistake for the said Elizabeth and was chased into the road 
attired only in his shirt. He had tried to bribe the man not to tell. 39 Vernon had behaved 
to such a shamelessly immoral extent that once after drinking until the late hours of the 
night in a booth at the fair at Waltham on the Wolds, he had, in a field, and in full public 
view, committed adultery with his mistress. The bestial cleric was sentenced by the bishop 
to be deprived. 40 

Wake also noted that Henry Burton, the rector of Cranoe, was a 'carless vicious man', 
whose benefice was sequestrated for debt and his chancel was out of repair. 41 Wake's 
adverse comments were corroberated by the fact that Burton was later cited to appear 
before the Commissary to answer Anne, his wife, in a cause of restitution of conjugal duties 
or of an alimony for a separate maintenance. 42 

On occasions a minister could have expressed himself so indiscreetly as to find himself 
in court for defamation of character, as did William Cotton, the rector of Broughton 
Astley. 43 But suits for immorality brought against the clergy were very rare. Indeed, over 
fifty years was to pass before one of this like serious nature was dealt with by the court. 
This was in 1767 and arose out of a presentment of John Cope, the perpetual curate of 
Sheepy Magna, for neglect of duty and behaving in a very indecent and unbecoming 
manner. 44 But silence cannot be accepted as a proof that all was well with clerical morality 
in the archdeaconry for it was always difficult to obtain precise evidence and legal processes 
were very costly and often inconclusive. 

It was a period in which negligent ministers might still find themselves presented by 
churchwardens of means who were ready to spend their own money, even in protracted 
suits, in an attempt to remedy abuses. Laity were no means as complacent in condoning 
abuses as they might have been thought in a century considered as one in which pastoral 
duties were executed perfunctorily and indifferently. The Leicester court dealt with four 
such cases in the years 1761 to 1767. There was Robert Coulton of Thornton, presented 
by the churchwardens in 1761. 46 George Kilby, the vicar of Orton with Twycross, was 
charged with omitting to serve the cure of Twycross. 47 A certain Peter Plummer of Tilton, 
who had given due notice to Edward Wills Cart, the curate, of his intention to receive the 
sacrament of the Lord's Supper at a certain day and hour, and had been refused it, 
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commenced an action against the curate for refusing to administer the said sacrament to 
him and for neglect of duty. 48 A Thomas Sanderson, of Belgrave, brought an action in 
1745, against his vicar for his failure to carry out his pastoral obligations. Indeed, Button 
the vicar, could not have carried them out in person as he was non-resident upon his cure 
of Belgrave, and living at Tarporley in Cheshire. There were Letters Requisitorial 
addressed to the Bishop of Chester and to all and singular clerks throughout his diocese 
had been issued citing Button to appear before Dr Grey, to answer for his neglect of duty 
and function in the chapelry of Birstall which was in the parish of Belgrave and for not 
providing a curate to perform the same, 'as the Laws, Canons, and Constitutions 
Ecclesiastical of the Realm enjoin ... ' . 49 

The minimum of what was then required in respect of ministerial duties may be seen in 
the cause against William Bares by, vicar of Lowes by, in 1751. Bares by was accused of 
neglect of duty in all or some of the months from March 1749 to March 1750. It was libelled 
against hime that: 

' ... you have greatly neglected your ministry in the parish church of Lowesby in that 
you have wholly omitted and neglected to read divine service aforesaid on all the saints 
days & also on Christmas Day, the 30th of Jan. Ash Wed., Good Friday & other days 
in Passion Week, Mon & Tues in Easter Week, Ascension Day, the Twenty Ninth 
May, Mon & Tues in Whitsun Week, the Fifth November and Wednesdays and 
Fridays in every week and that you have frequently read or performed divine service 
at inconvenient times of the day to the great offence of the parishioners & the 
contempt & defiance of the Laws, etc.' 50 

This cause was one of some importance as it never reached any conclusion. Even twenty 
seven years after its commencement it was reported to the bishop that the complaint from 
Lowesby was 'said to be irremediable'. 52 It therefore proved how very weak ecclesiastical 
discipline over the clergy could be in this period and how necessary the reform of the 
Church and Church Courts was in the succeeding century. 

Abundant evidence reveals that in the early decades of the eighteenth century the inferior 
clergy as a whole were held in comtempt, not only by the higher social classes but by the 
lower as well. So in the records of ecclesiatical courts it is possible to discover numbers of 
suits arising out of presentments made by the clergy of those who had publicly defamed 
their character. In the Leicester archives one of the best illustrations of the contempt is that 
provided by the suit which Thomas Sawbridge, the Jacobite rector of Knaptoft, brought 
against John Burdett of the chapelry of Mowsley, within his parish. Saw bridge may have 
become a special target for abuse by those of Whig sympathies. Burdett had proclaimed 
that ' ... he is not fit to preach salvation and he would damn them all if he could, and all 
that received the Sacrament at his hands are damned' . 52 

It was always an offence for a clergyman to fall into debt; and presentments for debts 
which had led to the sequestration of benefices were, at least, noted in the acts of court. 
Consequences of this offence could be far reaching. Two examples, both in 1789, serve as 
illustrations. At Fenny Drayton it was alleged that the rectory house was out of repair, for 
which the rector would be presented; that he had offered a title to a Mr. Clare, but that 
the rector now did his own duty. Yet shortly afterwards it was reported that Liptrott, the 
incumbent, was in custody for debt; that there had been no duty in the church on at least 
one Sunday; that the said Clare had gone to serve Wadding at Liptrott's request and as a 
result there had been no services at Fenny Drayton on Christmas Day and Good Friday. 53 

It was ill-luck for a curate whose incumbent went bankrupt and could no longer pay his 
stipend. John Dalby, clerk of Castle Donington, had acted as licensed curate of Breedon 
for the stipend of thirty guineas a year, and the vicar, George Iliffe Foston, having become 
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insolvent, had been unable to continue his payments to him. 54 

The records reveal a few interesting and curious facts regarding the payment and services 
of parish clerks. Until late in the eighteenth century there were survivals of payments in 
kind to them. Thus in 1796 John Swift, the parish clerk of Frisby, sued two parishioners, 
namely, Mr John Morris, for not paying him three pecks, one gallon and a half pint of 
barley due to him since 1793. 55 In 1809 an odd case arose in the parish of Houghton as 
to the clerk's right of washing the surplice of the minister, which would devolve upon the 
present clerk if it could be proved that his predecessor had done it. 56 

The survival of donatives constituted a source of many disputes in this period On 
occasions the parishioners of a donative would contest the claim for exemption from all 
ecclesiastical visitation made by the impropriator and occupier of the tithes on the grounds 
that the cure had once been a benefice. An important case of this kind occurred in 1706 
when the office of the judge was promoted against Clifton Peck, the impropriator and 
occupier of the tithes of Hoton. It was alleged that his church of Roton was in good order 
but there was no rectory house as it had been pulled down and Peck had failed to provide 
a fit person to serve the cure. The parishioners had petitioned for appointment of an 
incumbent. In his defence Peck had replied that for the time being, as long as the curate 
of Prestwold had officiated as often as was required, and once a year or more administered 
the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, and had read prayers and preached a sermon, he was 
not bound by law, as impropriator, to present or nominate a fit incumbent. It was alleged 
that the value of all the tithes was estimated at £65 p.a. and the glebe land, worth £9 19s Od 
p.a. and rented out was more than sufficient to maintain an incumbent. 57 Peck defended 
himself successfully and at the end of the century divine service was still being performed 
only once a year in then what was correctly the chapel and not the parish church of Roton, 
although it was in good repair, neatly pewed and had a good pulpit. 58 

Almost every session the court would be called upon to deal with disputes relating to 
fabric and furnishings, especially to seats and galleries as parishioners were most jealous 
of their rights of occupying seats according to the order which conformed to their rank 
within society. So, in 1798, Lord Viscount Wentworth commenced a suit, being dissatisfied 
with a pew allocated to his tenant in the parish church of Higham. 59 The church of St Mary 
de Castro in Leicester was notorious in this respect, providing an almost ceaseless source 
of such disputes. This church was the civic church and the mayor and corporation were 
its patrons. In 1769 they commenced ten suits for encroachments made upon their seats 
or pews within the north aisle, by the churchwardens and other temerous persons, although 
the civic arms had been engraved upon the seats in order to show clearly and without doubt 
that they were their rights or property. 60 In 1786 the two churchwardens, Joseph Neal and 
Joseph Wheatley, applied for a faculty to erect two galleries within the church, one by the 
south aisle and one by the west window; in size forty feet by seventeen and a half feet and 
thirty two feet by eleven feet, respectively. They pleaded that such additional accom
modation was necessary on account of the increase in population. This was in the early years 
of the ministry of Thomas Robinson, the celebrated evangelical preacher, who was 
attracting large congregations. 61 The objections to the issue of a faculty for this project, as 
put forward by John Fisher, Samuel Bankart and Edward David, parishioners of substance 
and influence, are important as illustrating some of the principles that determined the rights 
of parishioners who paid their assessments for accommodation within their church. Nor 
were their objections all selfish ones. They alleged that there were sufficient pews to accom
modate the congregation; indeed they were not all occupied at service time as the attendant 
congregation was not allowed to sit in those pews whose tenants were absent. As a result 
many parishioners who conscientiously paid their dues for repairs to their parish church 
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were compelled to sit and stand in the aisles, to the great prejudice of their health. Further
more, they alleged, that as the parishioners and inhabitants of every parish ought to have 
the use and enjoyment of all ancient useful windows and lights these ought not to be 
obstructed by unneccessary erections. But the objectors could not conceal their social 
status, as they added 'nor by any seating accommodation for the poor' . They exhibited, 
however, some concern for the appearance of the interior of the church and for a proper 
appreciation of liturgical furnishings, complaining that one gallery would extend over the 
greatest part of the font . 62 Nevertheless the faculty was granted. It may be significant that 
Robinson was surrogate of the Official of the Archdeacon. So there were those who strongly 
objected to the disfiguring of their churches in the sole interests of necessity or economy. 

The blame for any mutilation of fabric during this period cannot be laid altogether upon 
the inhabitants who, it might be supposed, would acquiesce or consent to any scheme or 
reparation that would save expense. The blame may rest upon a proctor, such as Phillip 
Hackett, who it seemed, was all too ready to comply with the wishes of influential 
promoters of such schemes, as he constantly ignored the directions of the archdeacon that 
he should be consulted before any faculty was issued. Thus, in 1778, the chancel of Sheepy 
Magna, alleged to be ruinous, was contracted in order to save expense to the impropriator. 
The parishioners had made a great effort to restore the nave, for whose repair they were 
responsible. In the opinion of Nichols the nave was 'neat'; a new pulpit and reading desk 
and thirty two pews of deal testifying to the earnestness of the parishioners, though all the 
old furniture and every vestige of stained glass had been removed. 63 The parishoners 
realised that their efforts would be most seriously impaired if a faculty was issued on the 
impropriator's behalf and so the vicar and twenty six proprietors and inhabitants of the 
parish had petitioned vigorously 'We ... utterly disapprove and refuse to give our consent 
to the taking down, diminishing or any ways lessening the Parish Church of Sheepy Magna 
or taking lead from the roof and taking down of the aisles' . They maintained that the 
number of parishioners was increasing rather than diminishing. 64 But their petition was of 
no avail. 

The expense of repairing and maintaining fabrics and furnishings were met by the 
imposition of church rates or assessments. But there are suprisingly few causes that arose 
out of presentments for the non-payment of these levies as compared with the number of 
other causes. This fact is of some significance. It could imply that the fabrics and 
furnishings of the churches and chapels in the archdeaconry were in general good order, 
or no regular inspections were made by the archdeacons who alone could legally enforce 
the necessary reparations; or that the churchwardens were all too content to write 'omnia 
bene' on their presentment bills, rather than proceed against non-payers in very costly and 
protracted suits which would scarcely be worth the trouble of time and expense. It was 
noticeable that the wealthiest parishioners were the most zealous for the proper execution 
of the legal and customary process oflevying church rates and assessments made upon them 
as occupiers, owners or tenants of land within the parish whose church required, in the 
opinion of the wardens, necessary reparations according to the canons. In any event church
wardens were obliged to be very circumspect. One single instant may suffice as an illust
ration. The loose papers of a box containing proceedings in the year 1756-7 refer almost 
exclusively to three causes arising out of the presentments by Thomas Moxon, the church
warden of Market Bosworth, of William Carter of Coton and Thomas Tilecote and Simon 
Oakden of Market Bosworth, for the non-payment of their levies. The papers relating to 
these causes number no less than one hundred and eighty one items, consisting of citations 
of witnesses, appointments of proxies, libels, allegations, depositions, receipts, exhibits, 
made in respect to the disputed levy, and bills of costs. The amounts demanded were 
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trivial: from William Carter only 17s 6d was demanded, after 3d in the pound, although 
the total of his yearly rents was £416. Carter alleged that the owner of the land, Sir Wolstan 
Dixie, should himself pay the assessment which he further alleged was not equally and 
proportionately levied. In all, twenty six witnesses were involved in the three suits in which, 
as was often in such instances, there were bitter personal feuds . All three defendants were 
found guilty and condemned in costs due to the office and also to John Stockdale, the 
proctor on the part of Carter, amounting to £40.13. 7 and to over £42 in each of the other 
two suits. All three defendants appealed to the Court of Arches, though it is to be observed 
that the causes were described as having been brought before Richard Grey, Official of the 
Archdeacon, when it would have been supposed that, in this event, they should have been 
brought before him in his capacity as Commissary. 65 This, indeed, must have been so, and 
therefore the registrar in speeding the acts of the court had erred in failing to ascribe to 
Grey the full titles of his dual office. 

Tithe suits were few. The common law courts had consolidated their victory of the 
previous century in withdrawing them from the ecclesiastical courts on the ground that 
tithes being a form of property was of a temporal and not spiritual cognisance. Such suits 
that came before the ecclesiastical courts were largely brought by clerical impropriators, 
who naturally resorted to their own courts for redress. The cause promoted in 1706 by John 
Alleyne, rector of Loughborough, against Edward Brightman is one example. Brightman 
had set out and divided his cocks before he had compounded with his rector. So he incurred 
the penalty for withdrawing tithes, namely: 

'If any person carry away his corn or hay other predial tithes before ye Tithes are 
duly, justly or according to the custom of the parish where they be set forth or 
willingly withdraw his Tithes of ye same or of such things whereof dial tithes ought 
to be pd or do stop or lett ye Parson Vicar or propriator, owner or other their deputies 
or farmers to take away and carry them be reason whereof ye sd Tithe or Tenth is 
lost impaired or hurt then upon due proof thereof made before ye spiritual judge or 
any other judge to whom heretofore he might have made complaint and ye party so 
carrying away withdrawing stopping or letting shall pay double value of ye Tenth or 
Tithes so taken, lost, withdrawn and carried away, and besides ye costs, charges, and 
expense of ye suit for ye same. ' 67 

The process of compounding predial tithes had begun in the early seventeenth century and 
this cause illustrates that commutation which, by custom or prescription, had extended 
beyond the memory of man, had now become regarded as law. 

Tithes on agistment which in 38 Eliz. the judges had decided must be paid - that is, 
the taking in of someone else's cattle to pasture for payment - gave rise to a whole series 
of problems which existed until the abolition of tithes. 68 A tithe cause of 1770 illustrates 
both the persistence of this type of dispute and in the small sums involved in it. Agistment 
was difficult to assess when beasts were pastured outside the parish and the numbers small. 
Thomas Manners; the vicar of Aylestone, had proceeded against a certain Richard Coltman 
of Great Wigston, for refusing to pay tithes on hay and ten lambs and hogs in the liberty 
of Great Glen. The enactment of 2 & 3 Edward VI c.13, which had been so disastrous for 
the Church was quoted in this cause. 69 By common estimation the agistment or depasturage 
of each of the said lambs for each of the weeks they were depastured was worth the sum 
of threepence on each fleece of wool and the agistment of the hogs was worth ten shillings 
and sixpence. Coltman had also four barren heifers, feeding, couching and depasturing for 
the space of twenty weeks, together, or at such different times, upon certain lands in his 
holding, lying within the liberty of Little Glen. The value of the pasturage of each and every 
one of the barren heifers was worth the sum of eightpence. Coltman also had two horses, 
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one barren heifer, thirteen yearling calves, depasturing for forty weeks. The depasturing 
of the horses, mares or fillies was worth one shilling and every yearling calf, five pence for 
every week it was depastured and fed. Coltman had refused to compound and so the 
rector's dues were ls 3d for each of the horses, mares, colts and fillies, tenpence for each 
heifer and for each calf, fivepence. Coltman on refusing to submit to the court was 
pronounced guilty and excommunicated. 10 

A number of causes have a peculiar interest, either as illustrating features characteristic 
of the period, or as particular instances of ecclesiastical concern. The eighteenth century 
was notorious for its rude manners and heavy drinking so the court constantly dealt with 
offences of brawling, quarrelling and drunkenness in church. Such offences were often 
associated with the unlawful ringing of bells, the accused being chiefly inebriated ringers, 
as bell ringing was thirsty work. But it should be noted that in more than half of these 
causes the initial presentments had been made by the ministers rather than by the church
wardens. A certain Mark Hefford, of Church Golding, for example, appeared in court in 
1786 for brawling in the bell-tower. 71 In 1773 the offence of William Hackett of Stoney 
Stanton, for playing football in the churchyard and for ringing bells without permission 
have an Elizabethan flavour. 72 Sometimes an apology made in court and addressed to the 
promovent party sufficed to stay proceedings in a cause of quarelling, 73 or of unlawful 
ringing. 74 . On the other hand, in 1716, the parish of Church Langton possessed a most 
refractory sexton, one Thomas Ward, whom his rector charged with preventing the bells 
from being rung, retaining the keys of the belfry and pulling the ropes so high that the 
passing bell could not be rung for the departed. 75 

There too may be noted a unique suit before the Commissary, necessarily exercising his 
episcopal jursisdiction. In 1716 Richard Sutton of Kegworth promoted against Rosamund 
Sutton in a cause of separation from his wife, following the reappearance of her first 
husband. 76 In 1712 the papers of a cause of sodomy described the offence in the technical 
term as paderastra. 77 

Instances may be found of churchwardens, who upon being accused by their ministers, 
made counter charges against them. Thomas Hall, vicar of Shackerston, brought a suit 
against Nathaniel Berrington and Thomas Lowrey, the present churchwardens of his 
parish, for refusing to accept his nominee as churchwarden and against a third person for 
the like offence. 78 Obviously there must have been a prevailing custom that the parishioners 
should not choose both churchwardens at the annual vestry meeting. 

The documents which should not be overlooked are those which had been produced as 
exhibits, as they throw an unusual light upon what may be too readily deemed as an 
undisputed fact, such as the validity of an accusation made against a minister for allowing 
his house to fall into a state of disrepair. So in 17 44, the rector of Redmile, charged with 
this offence, was enthusiastically defended by the officers and principal inhabitants of his 
parish who certified that they had taken an exact and careful view of the parsonage house 
and outhouses which they had found to be in very good and sufficient repair. They further 
certified that Mr Gilbert, the present incumbent had, by several reparations and improve
ments which he had undertaken since his induction, made the parsonage house more decent 
and convenient than they had ever known it before. 79 

Those copies of churchwardens' accounts produced as exhibits, either for substantiating 
the defection of the wardens in submitting incorrect annual accounts at the annual vestry 
meeting, or for proving in their defence that they had properly repaired the church 
according to legal requirements, may afford some enlightening information that is not 
readily available elsewhere. Of particular interest are the very full accounts for St Mary's, 
Leicester, for the year 1716. Here it may be at once observed that an urban church in that 
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pre-industrial age possessed a semi-rural environment. The wardens were still responsible 
for the destruction of noisesome vermin, and paying small sums to individuals who 
produced dead hedgehogs and foxes' brushes. On festive seasons it was still the custom for 
the parishioners to decorate the interior of their church with evergreen such as 'holley and 
hivey' at Christmas. There too may be noted in the items of expenditure the heavy cost 
of buying the material for and the making of the long flowing surplice worn by the minister; 
ths substantial outlay on the provision of communion wine and the regular expenditure on 
food and ale for the ringers, whose services were evidently held to be most necessary; the 
constant necessity of brushing the walls and whitening the interior; and the careful 
maintenance of the clock in which the parishioners took an obvious pride. Also should be 
noted the purchase of buckets, for use in fighting fires, which were all too frequent on the 
thatched roofs of huddled up dwelling houses. There too, may be observed the charge for 
buying a book of proclamations and of prayers for thanksgiving, perhaps on the occasion 
of the coronation of the first Hanoverian monarch, or on the failure of the first Jacobite 
rebellion. 80 

There may be discovered entries or extracts which also have their peculiar interest. The 
age was one of the great charitable works, as the higher classes in general readily accepted 
the principle that a divine providence had ordained their status in society, a status to which 
was attached an obligation to concern themselves with the poor and less fortunate. In this 
category were included clergy widows and orphans. So, the court papers contain 'Minutes 
printed of meetings of clergy to make provision for clergy widows and orphans of Framland 
and Goscote Deaneries, at the White Swan, Melton Mowbray'. On 11 th August, 1777 a 
subscription was set forward for making a charitable provision for the widows, orphans and 
necessitious families of clergymen in the two deaneries, when it was agreed that three 
stewards should be elected, one of whom should be a layman, and a treasurer, for the 
ensuing year. It was recorded that the Marquis of Granby and William Pochin Esq., had 
accepted the stewardship of the respective deaneries. 81 Here then was an instance wherein 
prominent laymen had readily accepted a responsibility for what was more than an urgent 
clerical concern alone. 

The ecclesiastical authorities were rightfully anxious to preserve, for the sake of posterity 
and for future legal reference, any tithe award which following upon an enclosure had 
substantially enlarged the value of a benefice. For example, there is an extract of the 
enclosing of the open field at Billesdon in 1816 whereby the vicar was allotted twelve acres 
of the yearly value of £55 clear of all parochial and other levies and assessments, except land 
tax, upon a lease of twenty one years, in lieu of tithes. 82 

For the period under review, the records of the court are obviously limited in cognisance 
and therefore in value. Although for the reign of Queen Anne the records of the court are 
still of much worth they were limited in cognisance. With the advent of the Hanoverians 
there began a steady decline in the business of the court, associated with the decrease of 
ecclesiastical discipline over both laity and clergy alike. The reasons for this decline were 
many: the disappearance of the concept of the Tudor politico-religious totalitarianism, so 
strongly associated with the theory of the divine right of kings, the growth of sectarianism 
as the climate of thought favoured at least a limited toleration for dissenters; the reluctance 
of churchwardens to make presentments in the new age; the victory of the courts of 
common law enabling them to withdraw tithe suits in particular and issue prohibitions; the 
overriding of the inferior courts by the court of the province, which encouraged appeals 
to it; furthermore the difficulty of finding trained proctors to staff the inferior courts, which 
gradually ceased to be courts of first instance; protracted, undeterminative and costly suits; 
the costs in a contested suit in 1725, for fornication before marriage, for example, 



ECCLESIASTICAL COURTS OF THE ARCHDEACONRY OF LEICESTER 49 

amounting to £13. 7. 7. 84 Nevertheless, although the records of an inferior ecclesiastical court 
in this period cease to be a primary source of information they are by no means to be 
ignored, as they often still afford a great deal of information upon the many aspects of 
religious and social life in this age. 
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APPENDIX A 

ID41/4 Box LV 1712-1717 items 21-35 
Item 21 
John Fancourt rector of Kilmcote v Elizabeth Walter, sister of Jn. Walter, former rector 
Delps (Dilapidations) to Rectory July ye 8 1713 

We ffrancis Smith Builder of Warwick and Robt Cox carpenter of Southam in ye county 
of Warwick Took a survey of yeDelpidations of ye House, Barns Stables and Walls of ye 
Rectory of Kimcote in ye county of Leicester and Diocese of Lincoln wch we estimate as 
followeth 
Imprimis for repairing of Tiling where it raineth in at ye sides of ye Dormant Windows 
- the materials and workmanship 2-10-0 
for repairing 6 Bays of Barning one of which must be taken down & other 5 Bays to be 
new grounde elled, ye walls to be made good, for timbers and thatching, and three Bays 
there of Stabling and a Hay Barn to be groundenelled, thatched and ye timber which is 
wanting workmanship at least 30- 0-0 
for repairing ye Pigeon House ye Walls of wch must be rebuilded and aprt of ye roofing 
made new and thatching will cost 9- 0-0 
for repairing ye Mound, Walls and Hovells 6- 0-0 

47-10-0 
We estimate ye repairing of Chancell Walls new boarding ye Roof and other Timber and 
Workmanship and new casting ye Leads and new Lead if will be wanting and if laying it 
again and carriage 31-10-0 
Two of Timber and Wood of ye old to build a new house 6- 0-0 
All very ruinous & out of repair 

Item 26 
A True and perfect Accompt of Elizabeth Walter natural and lawfull Sister & Executrix 
ofye last will and Testament of John Walter, clerk, late Rector ofye Rectory & psh church 
of Kimcote in ye Archdeaconry of Leicester, dee of ye goods, chattels & personal estate 
of ye sd defunct made as well upon all singular ye goods & chattels of ye sd deceased as 
have come to hand & expenses & disbursements. 
Imprimis This Accomptant chargeth herself with ye receipts of all & singular ye goods, 
chattels & personal estate of ye deceased John Walter as specified in an inventory exhibited 
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in ye Registry of ye Prerogative Court of Canterbury amounting to ye whole ye sum of 
The particular 
His purse & apparell 
Item Bacon & goods in lower Rooms 
With some timber 
Items Dues & Small Rents 
Item Bookes & some furniture in ye chamber belonging to him 
It Rent due at Marton 
It Corn & Peace 
It Corn upon ye land 
It Straw 
It Cowes, Calves, Sheep and more corn 
It Sheep 
It 4 Mares 1 Horse 1 Foale 
It Hay & Mault 
It wagons lows, gears & other 
materials for husbandry 
It muck & a Sow Pigg & 1 Brawn 
Wood 31 a chaise 30s 
besides an Ass & a foale both which died & no profitt made of them 

Expenses 
lmprimis pd to Elizabeth Higgs of Marton in ye county of Warwick 

a debt from ye sd Testator 
Itm pd to Wm. Grove of Coventry a debt upon Bond 
Item pd to him ye fees in proving ye sd Testator's will 
Item pd to Mr. Stephen Andrews of Clifton in ye county of Warwick 

for Interest of £300 due at ye death of ye sd Testator 
Item pd a debt due from ye sd deceased 
It pd to Dr. Smith of Coventry for his advice in ye Sickness of ye Testator 
Itm pd to Needham a butcher a debt from ye sd defunct 
Item pd to John Couper a debt for dying mault 
It pd to Anne Hill for wages 
Itm pd to George Iliffe of Lutterworth for physick used for ye sd testator 
Item pd more to him for embowelling ye sd testator & for other matter 

in his way 
It pd to Joseph Chambers a messenger 
It pd to herdsmen of Marton & Kimcote 
It pd to servants for selling & disposing corn & cattel 
It pd to Wm. Palmer - for keeping sheep 
It pd to Tho Gamboll for wages 
It pd to Tho Gamble & Smith a debt due 
It pd fees fo citation, and mission & other fees at ye Ecc Court of Leicester 
It pd for procurations & Synodalls due to Mr Archdeacon of Leicester 
It pd to Tho Sherman & his wife for wages 
Itm pd to him for Interest & for wages due from ye sd defunct 
It pd to Jacob Thornton of Kimcote & debt due from ye sd Testator 
It pd to Messenger for horsehire during ye sickness of ye sd Testator 

15. 0.0 

12. 5.6 
3.14.8 

9. 0.0 
18. 4.3 
29. 0.0 

1.13.3 
34. 7.0 
4.14.6 

22.14.9 
3.14.0 

11.17.8 
5. 7.0 
2.17.0 

£194.16.7 

£143 .18.6 
32.16.0 
3. 7.0 

17. 0.0 
300. 0.0 

1.19.6 
12.0 

1.18.0 
1. 5.0 
2.19.6 

2.10.6 
3.0 
1.0 

1. 2.0 
6.5 

1. 8.0 
17.0 

1. 5.0 
1. 5.0 
1.19.6 
4.15.0 

15.6 
4.6 
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It pd to Mr. ffloyd a debt 
It pd for making ye grave 3s and women for laying out ye sd decsd. 
It pd for a coffin 
It pd for Ale at ye funeral at Marton & at Rugby 
Itm pd to Wm Mitchell of Coventry for a hearse and coach for carrying 

ye corpse of ye sd Testator to Marton in Warwickshire 
Item pd to Mr. Nelson of Lutterworth for wine at ye funeral 
It pd to Ambrose Harvey of ye same for wine at ye same time 
It pd to Mr. Tho. Iliffe of I.:.utterworth for gloves & for mourning 

used at ye sd funeral 
It pd to George fflower of Marton for standings for horses at ye funeral 
Itm pd for burial fees 
Item pd a payment of ye Land tax for ye parsonage at Kimcote 

13.6 
8.0 

1. 0.0 
11.3 

8.0.0 
1. 0.6 
1. 8.6 

17. 0.0 
1. 0.0 

6.0 
4. 0.0 

It 28 - a great rent or fracture in ye wall of chancel wch still continues ye same 
George Iliffe apothecary Two Pounds Nineteen Shillings and Sixpence - as also for 
Embalming and seering ye sd Mr. Walters 2.10 amounting to £5 .19.6 

Item 31 Extracts from the Defensive Allegations 
2 ... that he (john Walter) did rebuild all or ye greatest part of ye sd parsonage house in 
building whereof he did necessarily expend in 7 years SOO, 400, 360 or 3501, the chancel 
being old & ruinous was very chargeable to him & ye repairs whereof one year with another 
for ye sd term of 7 years did amount to ye sum of 5£ - the outhouses, stables etc. cost 
him £15. 
The taxes & leaves upon ye said Parsonage viz Land Tax, Leaves to ye Overseer of ye Poor, 
Constable & Surveyor of ye Highways did for all time aforesaid annually amount to ye sum 
of £25 which he did yearly pay 
3. It pt & allegat that ye sd John Walter did pay ye sume of £20-16-3 for ye first fruits of 
ye sd Rectory & also annually during ye sd term of 7 years that he was Rector aforesd ye 
sum of £2-1-7½ for tenths Paid the Queen also for Procurations lOs 3d for synodals 3s 6d 
annually for the Term aforesd due to ye late Archdeacon of Leicester 
4. Item pt & allegstat That ye supplying ye Cure of ye Rectory aforsd must necessarily have 
cost ye Rector (in case he could not or did not officiate in it himself) ye Sume of 201 every 
yeare of ye term aforesd however that ye supplying ye sd Cure was worth ye sd sum of 201 
every year as aforesd ... he did necessarily expend more money upon ye necessary duties 
of ye same & for rebuilding & repairing ye sd premisses & for other necessary occasions 
incumbent upon him as Rector thereof than ye whole Revenue & proffits thereof did 
amount to & therefore by Law & by Equity his Executric is not obliged to make good any 
further dilapidations of ye sd Rectory. 
5. Itm & pt Allegstat That at ye time of ye decease of ye sd John Walter ye parsonage house 
of Kimcote aforesd & ye several outhouses & thereto belonging were in good & sufficient 
repair & ye chancel of ye parish church of Kimcote aforesd was at that time in as good order 
& repair as they had been for SO years before or as they are at this present time, there being 
a Crack or Rent in ye Wall of ye sd Chancell & which has been so far for 40 years past & 
otherwise ye sd parsonage house & pmisses were at ye time of ye death of John Walter in 
good & sufficient repair at least, ye reparations of all & singular ye dilapidation therefore 
might have been at ye time aforesd well & sufficiently repaired & amended for ye Sume 
of Tenn pounds. 
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APPENDIX B 

Bill of Costs on behalf of the plaintif (Thomas Manners, vicar of Ayleston) ID41/4 Box XC 
1770-1773 item 16 Jan.25 1772 
Retainer 
Jan 25th To the judge and Register for the Original Citation Stamps and Seal 

5. 0 
2.10 
4. 4 
2. 6 
4. 8 
3. 4 
3. 8 
3. 4 
3. 8 
3. 4 

Feb. I Drawing & engrossing the same & Ticket 
To the Apparitor 
Proxy & exhibiting the same 
To the Judge & Reg. for the same & for entering the cause 
Feb.6 Court Day Fees and Act 
Drawing & Ingrossing a Schedule of Excom. 
April 9th Court Day Fee and Act 
Praying a Term to give in a Libel 
27th Attending Mr. Freer at Blaby to take instructions to draw the Libel 
Horse Hire 
Drawing a very long libel on the part of the Plaintiff 
Transcript thereof to file in the office 
Copy thereof for the deft 
Stamps 
May 4th Court Day Fee and Act 
To the Judge & Regr for the Dism (issal) of the Cause 
Petitioning for the same 
For several Extrajudicial attendances 
Nov. 26 Court Day Fee & Act 

14 Nov. 1772 We tax this Bill five pounds ten shillings 

APPENDIX C 

ID41/4 Box LX 1716-1717 
The Churchwardens' Accounts of St. Mary's, Leicester, 1716 

10. 6 
2. 0 

13. 4 
7. 6 
7. 6 
4. 4 
3. 8 
1.10 
3. 4 
6. 8 

3. 8 
5.15.0 

An Account of what hath been paid by Bills by me Wm. Cooke, Churchwarden 
July 28, 1716 pd to John Jones for work Done att ye Churc £ I 9. 6 
Feb. 26, 1716 to Wm. Cave for Matting don att ye Church 2 7. 0 
April 4 Mr. Joshua Goodrich for 5 bell ropes & a clock line I 8. 0 

May 
ye 

8 to Tho. Sickriche for repairing ye North side of ye 
church 

13 
22 

24 
25 

3 
10 

pd to J no. Wilkins for 2 years looking after ye clock 
pd to Mr. Goodrich for Nails & other things 

ye same day pd to Mr. Ludlam for cloth for ye 
surplice 

pd to Robert Hall for Lead & for his Sallery 
pd to Robt. Coltman for brushing & whitting ye Church 

More pd to Beamo nd for work done att ye Church 
pd to Gabriell Newton for wine used att ye Church 
pd to J no Mason for wine used att the Church 

6 5. 0 
0 10. 0 
0 12. 0 

2 16. 8 
5 7. 8 

17. 9 
0 13. 8¾ 
2 19. 6 
3 6. 0 

22 15. l¾ 
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An Account of what hath been paid without Bills by Mr. William Cooke Churchwarden 
Aprill ye 19th 1715 pd to the Ringer 0 1 0 
Aprill ye 4 1716 pd to Jn. Wilkinson for a hedgehog 0 0 4 

ye 11 pd to Mr. Ward & More to Mr. Stevens 0 2 0 
Spent att peeter Bunnes in Vides & Drink 0 10 0 
pd to Mr. Fox for ye Register note 0 3 4 
pd to Mr. Hartshorne for a booke to State ye Brief 0 1 5 

ye 18 pd to J oyles posset for a hedgehog 0 0 4 
ye 21 pd to Mr. Stevens for ye Book of Articles 0 0 5 
ye 25 pd to Wm. Hood for 2 hedgehogs 0 0 8 
ye 28 to Walter Weir a pint of oyle 0 0 8 

May ye 19 Laid out for 3 flag beesons 0 1 3 
ye 28 pd to ye Ringers 0 5 0 
ye 29 pd to ye Ringers 0 5 0 

June ye 7 paid to the Ringers 0 7 6 
ye 14 pd to Robt Coltman for Sising ye Vestry 0 2 6 
ye 25 Pd to Walter Weir 15s to francis hows 6. 6 1. 1. 6 

July ye 11 pd to Mr. Morgan ye palliter for a book of 
Procklimation for a day of Thanksgiving 0 2 0 

ye 28 pd to Tho Crown for Lime when he worked att 
Church 0 8 0 
More for Drink att the same time 10 10½ 
More for loss of my time & for ye lese of my things 0 10 0 

ye 30 pd to William Chander for a hedgehog 0 0 4 
August pd to Ringers 5s & laid out for 3 Birch beesoms 6d 0 5 6 

ye 18 pd to James Darbyshire for a hedgehog 0 0 4 
Sept. ye 10 pd to Jarvis Carr's man for 2 hedgehogs 0 0 8 

ye same pd to John Springthorne for a fox 0 1 0 
Oct. ye 3 pd for ye Visitation fees 7s more vitles & drink at ye 

same time 0 15 6 
ye 4 pd to Walter Weir 15 more to Frances How 4s 0 19 0 
ye 20 Pd to Ringers 5s: pd to Ringers 5s & more to Tho. 

Sketh 1 0 0 
Nov to ye Ringers Ss more for pinning up bells & for beer 

13s 18 0 
Dec ye 19 pd for mending ye bell frames & for ale att ye same 

time 0 6 0 
ye 6 pd to Tho Sketch 5 more to Walter Weir 7.6 12 6 

More to Frances hows 3.10 more to Walt. Wier holley 
& hivey 3.6 7 4 

Jan ye 20 pd to ye Ringers more to Walt Wier for keeping of 
Robt Hall 0 8 2 

Feb ye 12 pd to Robt. Coltman for paring (pargeting) & 
whitening ye Church 0 7 0 
More Walt Wier for a day and half's work helping 
him 0 1 0 

10 17 3 
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Feb ye 17 1716 for mending of ye Church flaggin 0 0 6 
ye 22 pd Walter Weir for helpin gof Rob. Hall 0 0 8 
ye 26 for all change Bellringing to ye Feast 3 15 6 

April ye 5 pd Walters for helping of Robt Coleman 3 days when 
he brusht & whitned the Church 2 0 

ye 8 pd to Thos Brown for lime when Thos Licknal 
worked at Church 2 0 
ye same day pd to Josiah Clayton 15 0 
More to Walt Wier 7.6 more to Francis How 9.9 17 3 
More pd to my Leving Book 1.6 more pd to Thos 
Skiths 5.0 6 6 

ye 23 pd to Mrs Fosset for making of ye surplis 8 0 
More pd for a Dosen of buckets & for painting of 
them 2 5 
More pd to Mr Johnson for Gravill 15 0 

9 8 5 


