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Charnwood Forest is by far the most picturesque, and in many 
ways the most interesting district in Leicestershire, but in this 
article I am solely concerned with examining what the historians 
have written on the subject, and submitting their statements to the 
critical methods of documentary research; my period being limited 
to post-conquest and medieval times, say from 1086, the year 
of Domesday, to the middle of the seventeenth century. I am not 
concerned with any other of the interesting aspects of Charnwood, 
such as its geology, which can safely be left to Dr. Lowe and Dr. 
Bennett, who are experts on the formation of the Charnwood rocks; 
nor with its archaeology, a rather difficult subject which, owing to 
the total absence of any documents to enlighten us as to its history 
in pre-conquest times, I had better leave to some more 
imaginative romancer; nor with the etymology of the place-names 
in Charnwood, such as High Cademan, which may have had a 
Keltic origin, nor what use the Druids may have made of 
Charnwood.

In the early days after the Conquest, the Forest of Charnwood 
stretched roughly from the river Soar at Barrow on the east to 
Hugglescote in the manor of Whit wick on the west, and from 
Oakley wood on the north to Bradgate park on the south.

By bringing the better land nearest the villages surrounding 
Charnwood into cultivation, technically called " assarts ", and by 
encroachments on the waste, the area of Charnwood Forest was 
considerably reduced, so that at the time of the Inclosure in 1812, 
the number of acres to be awarded to the claimants was 10,726.

Until the seventeenth century Charnwood Forest seems to 
have had plenty of woodland. A large wood with the pleasing 
name of " The Challenge ", suggestive of Landseer's well known 
picture, embraced a large tract, more or less in the centre of the 
Forest, surrounding the Charley enclave. How far it extended 
towards Bardon and Markfield cannot now be traced, but a large 
portion was on the west side of the road leading from Whitwick 
to Groby. By the beginning of the nineteenth century, except
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the Outwoods, White Horse wood and the oaks growing about 
Charley hall and in Bradgate park, there were scarcely any trees 
left.

Potter, in his History of Charnwood, tells us that the last 
Swainmote Court in Charnwood was held in the middle of the 
seventeenth century. From that time the Forest seems to have 
gradually declined in importance. The little timber it still con 
tained, and its well stocked rabbit warrens, were the chief things 
that gave it value to its owners, while the commoners of the various 
surrounding villages valued their rights of common over the 
Forest. These rights of common, though no doubt they existed, 
rarely appear in documentary form before the year 1544, in which 
year a Survey of the manor of Beaumanor was taken, showing that 
many of the manor tenants in Barrow and Quorndon possessed 
common of pasture rights in the Forest of Charnwood. After 
this date Common of Pasture in the Forest was the usual privilege 
of most purchasers of lands and cottages in the surrounding 
manors.

In 1925, Mr. Dare published a pocket guide to Charnwood 
Forest which, though necessarily short and condensed, is, 
historically speaking, the most accurate work on the subject which 
has so far appeared in print.

Charnwood Forest, taken by itself, has very little documentary 
history. This must be apparent to anyone who has read the 
printed histories of it. We read accounts of the surrounding 
manors and villages, but we get very few allusions to Charnwood 
itself. Potter, in the concluding chapter of his History, remarks 
that " it must be borne in mind that the records of the Forest, as 
a Forest, are, unfortunately extremely scanty " I am quite of 
the same opinion, for in the course of my long search through the 
Plea Rolls and the other series of documents preserved at The 
Public Record Office, I seldom came across the name Charnwood.

Charnwood Forest is not mentioned in the interesting volume 
of " Select Pleas of the Forest " written in 1899 by Mr. Turner 
for the thirteenth volume of the publications of the Selden Society. 
This is, I suppose, the standard authority for the student of Forest 
History in England, and it is printed with the original documents 
both in Latin and English, side by side, with an exhaustive ex 
planatory introduction drawn from the study of these documents.
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Why is Charnwood Forest so rarely mentioned ? The answer is 
simple. Technically speaking, Charnwood was not a forest at all 
after the Conquest. It may be correct to call it a chace, but it 
ceased to be a forest when, soon after the Conquest, king William 
gave the manor of Barrow to Hugh, earl of Chester, and the manors 
of Groby and Whitwick to Hugh de Grentmaisnil.

The test as to whether a district was a forest or not consisted 
in whether it was subject to forest law or to common law.

Charnwood Forest has never been subject to forest law since 
the Conquest; the district that we call the Forest of Charnwood 
was a chance concentration of the wastes of the four great manors 
of Barrow, Groby, Whitwick and Shepshed, together with a small 
portion of the Loughborough manor waste, all of which happened 
to join together in this particular district.

This was not, however, the view of the historians.
There are three Leicestershire historians, excluding Mr. Dare, 

who have written their accounts of Charnwood, suited to their views 
on the subject, and certainly not drawn from documentary research 
work,even when, as in the case of two of them, they have obtained 
the necessary information provided for them by the deeds. The 
greatest of these historians, I suppose, is Potter, whose quarto 
volume is entirely devoted to Charnwood.

Taking them in chronological order, the earliest is Burton, 
who wrote in 1622. In the course of Mr. Burton's researches, he 
found an inspection of a charter issued by king Henry III 
in 1235, relative to a proposed disafforestation in the county of 
Leicester, as well as in other counties. I had better explain that 
when a king inspected a charter, usually for the purpose of con 
firmation, the original charter, with its preamble, is always recited; 
therefore the Inspection, or Inspeximus as it is technically called 
from the opening words " We have inspected ", is equivalent to 
the original charter itself. King Henry VI inspected this charter 
of 1235 in the year 1450, and it was this Inspection that Burton 
found. But as a little knowledge is proverbially dangerous, 
Burton, not having found the other deeds specifying the exact 
parts that it was proposed to disafforest, jumped to the absolutely 
unwarrantable conclusion that as there was no forest in Leicester 
shire except Charnwood, therefore Charnwood must have been the
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forest referred to^in the charter. In this conclusion Burton was 
quite mistaken. The forest to which the charter referred was 
wholly situated on the Rutland border of Leicestershire, and 
Charnwood was not concerned with it.

Lest any of his readers should think that Leicester Chace was 
also a forest, Burton proceeds to inform us that the difference 
between a forest and a chace, put briefly, is that a forest 
was subject to a special code of laws passed solely for the require 
ments of a forest; while a chace had no special legislation at all, 
but trespasses committed in a chace were to be punished in accor 
dance with the common law of the land, and not according to 
forest law. This was drawn from Man wood's Treatise on the 
Forest Laws and is quite correct, but had no further application 
to Charnwood than to show that Charnwood also was nothing but 
a chace, unless Burton could prove, which he did not, that Charn 
wood was subject to forest law.

The next historian is Nichols, who wrote at the close of the 
eighteenth century. Nichols pursued his researches further than 
Burton, and found the specification referring to the charter of 
1235, which he printed in his second volume under Bringhurst. 
This specification gives the exact boundaries of the part intended 
to be disafforested. Starting at the spot where the water of Lip 
ping falls into the river Welland, the perambulation continues by 
the Eye brook and the boundary of the counties of Leicester and 
Rutland by Ranksborough as far as Coldoverton, and back by 
Somerby, Tilton, Skeffington and Rolleston to the water of 
Lipping. Charnwood is never mentioned. The astounding fact 
is that, although Nichols had acquired all the necessary infor 
mation from the documents he had printed, instead of correcting 
Burton's original error, he reprints Burton's mistake without 
correction, amplifying Burton's statement with elaborate quota 
tions from Sir Henry B. Spelman, leaving the reader to infer that 
Charnwood was a forest, subject to forest and not to common law.

Now we come to Potter, who published his history of Charn 
wood in 1842. You would naturally think that, having the docu 
ments already printed by Nichols before him, he would have 
pointed out the error into which Burton had led Nichols; instead
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of which, Potter not only reiterated the error, but going, as he 
thought, one better than Nichols, asserted definitely that Charn- 
wood was a Royal Forest, subject to forest law, without pro 
ducing any evidence to warrant the statement, beyond the fact 
that a Swainmote was occasionally held in three of the Charnwood 
manors. This he held to be sufficient to prove that Charnwood was 
a Royal Forest.

The reasons which induced Potter to continue the error 
originally made by Burton were probably his undoubted admira 
tion for the rugged beauties of Charnwood, which he was anxious 
to impress on the popular imagination by describing it in grandilo 
quent terms, and his implicit reliance on the accuracy of 
whatever Nichols had written.

Potter, accordingly, devotes the first chapter of his history 
to his theory that Charnwood was a forest, similar to the New 
Forest in Hampshire, and governed by forest law. He asserts 
on page 3 that the Courts on Charnwood were the Justice Seat, 
the Swainmote, the Court of Attachment and the Court of Regard, 
with an imposing array of officials, verderers, regarders, foresters, 
agisters and rangers, with their special duties noted; for not one 
of which can he produce any evidence except for the Swainmote. 
He tells us that the chief officer of the forest was the lord Warden, 
but in a moment of candour, acknowledges that he has never met 
with any mention of this officer (and he might have added all the 
others) in connection with Charnwood; he then tries to hedge by 
saying that the constable of any castle in a forest was the lord 
Warden, therefore it was probable that the office was held by the 
lords of Whitwick, Mountsorrel or Groby castles. Even if we 
were to allow that this might be possible, we should require docu 
mentary proof of the fact, but we look in vain for such proof in 
Potter's work.

The fact is that the Forest of Charnwood, being a collection of 
the wastes of the surrounding manors, was governed by the com 
mon law of the land under the rule of the lord of each individual 
manor, in this case the earls of Leicester and Chester respectively, 
who, of course, were looking after their vert and venison in the 
ordinary way by their own foresters and keepers. Vert and 
venison were important. Vert was especially valuable at a time 
when nearly all houses were built wholly or partly of timber; when
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coal, even if procurable, was a luxury, and timber was required 
not merely as fud, but for fencing, instruments of husbandry and 
many other necessary purposes. Venison supplied the lords with 
the sports of the chase and their larders with food.

It is probable that in pre-conquest times Charnwood was a 
forest in a technical sense, as the persistence of the Swainmote 
Court in three of the manors indicates, but this was not excep 
tional; the holding of the Swainmote once or twice a year (of 
whose proceedings we have little knowledge) would not make 
Charnwood a forest.

In the various lawsuits concerning Charnwood, I have never 
come across a single instance where a forest court is invoked to 
deal with the plea. Even the Swainmote, which undoubtedly did 
exist in some form for five hundred or more years after the Con 
quest, is never referred to in a judicial capacity.

The want of Court Rolls is a serious drawback to the history 
of any place. I have tried lately to get some evidence concerning 
this Swainmote from four Court Rolls of the manor of Shepshed 
that are preserved at the British Museum, and I can find no trace 
of it. The only particulars of proceedings in a Swainmote in, 
Charnwood that I have found are in a Minister's Account for the 
Honor of Wynton in the year 1474.

The preamble starts thus: " Shepshede. The Account of 
John Chapeleyn, bailiff and collector of the rents, and vendor of 
the wood and underwood; and of Robert Staunton, bailiff in the 
same fee, of the Swanimote held in Chernwode ". Further on 
there occurs this heading : " Henry Ireton, late collector of the 
Swanimote there, for his arrears in the 6th year preceding, 
18s. Id." The items merely refer to the rents of 9 cottages, one 
virgate and 3 bovates of land with half a messuage on West Hille.

The inference from the above may be that the Swainmote 
dealt with the land and buildings which may have been encroach 
ments from the waste, instead of looking after vert and venison.

In a Court Roll for the manor of Shepshed in the year 1385, 
it was presented to the jury that the vicar of Shepshed had taken 
thorns in the waste without licence; he was fined 2d. This surely 
was a forest trespass, and one that a Swainmote could deal with;
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but the manor court evidently dealt with forest offences without 
taking any notice of a Swainmote.

In 1416, at a Court held for Shepshed on 11 Nov., a long 
list of pig holders is given, with the number of their pigs and the 
rent paid for pannage, usually Id. a pig.

At a Court held for Shepshed on 15 April, 1605, it was pre 
sented that Albyon Boore cut wood in " le Forest" without the 
leave of Roger, earl of Rutland, the lord of the manor; and further 
they say that Thomas Alsoppe cut underwood called " Hollye " 
in le Forest for his sheep. Boore was fined Id., and Alsoppe 2d.

Clearly these were forest trespasses. What was the Swain- 
mote doing ?

In the Minister's Account for Groby manor in 1512, Richard 
Olive, the bailiff of the manor, accounts for 22d., the perquisites 
of two " Swannemot" held there in this year, as shown by the 
rolls of the same on this Account. But no particulars are given 
of the business done.

On the existence of a Swainmote Court, Potter bases his 
statement that Charnwood was a forest. I think it is evident that 
the Swainmote was merely a survival from pre-Norman times, and 
was no proof of a forest status for Charnwood afterwards.

Potter's attempts to bolster up his obsession that Charnwood 
was a forest are not very convincing, as for instance, when he says 
on page 11 that '' Charnwood is not often termed a Royal Forest, 
though it doubtless had as good a claim to that appellation as 
others that were so; and it has been held by several Sovereigns, 
and conferred, at various times, either as a whole or in parts, on 
their favourites ".

This piece of special pleading would be more useful if he had 
given some instances in support of his statement. I cannot think 
of any Sovereign, after 1086, who held Charnwood as a whole, 
though, on occasions, one or more of its manors may have come 
by forfeiture or wardship into the king's hand; but these tem 
porary circumstances would not make it a Royal Forest. Also on 
page 23, Potter tells us that, since its disafforestation in 1235, the 
only occasion on which a Sovereign ventured to invade the rights 
of the lords of the manors in Charnwood was in 1278, when king 
Edward I granted the forest to Hugh le Despenser. This is merely
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continuing Burton's error as to the 1235 charter, and it is certain 
that Edward I dio! not give the forest to Hugh Despenser in 1278 
or at any time.

The history of the disafforestation contained in the charter of 
1235 is that in the year 1217, the child-king Henry the Third was 
made to issue the Charter of the Forest. By this instrument it 
was provided that all forests that king Henry the Second had 
afforested should be viewed by good and lawful men; and that all 
that had been made forest, other than the king's own royal 
demesne, were to be disafforested forthwith. In accordance with 
this charter, special perambulations were ordered to be made before 
March, 1224/5, by twelve knights elected for the purpose. Ac 
cording to Nichols' History, ii, p. 516, the perambulation was 
made in the county of Leicester on the feast of St. James the 
Apostle, 2 Henry III, 1218, before John Mareschal, justice of 
the forest, William de Cantilupe, the sheriff, Hugh Nevill, William 
de Aubigny, Robert Roppesley, Ralph Basset and others. This 
perambulation, from which I have already given the details, refers 
entirely to east Leicestershire (where was the only forest in the 
county), and was attested by the abbot of Owston, the prior of 
Laund and twelve of the aforesaid knights, who affixed their seals 
to the document.

For various reasons this disafforestation was delayed until the 
year 1235, when king Henry the Third issued a fresh charter (the 
one quoted by Burton). This charter runs: "that whereas the 
king formerly granted to the magnates and all others of the realm 
that all those parts should be disafforested, which were afforested 
after the first coronation of king Henry II (19 December, 1154), 
and, whereas, by an inquisition it appears that those parts, which 
are the king's forest in the county of Leicester, were afforested 
since that date, the king now grants to the good men of the said 
county, that all those parts shall be disafforested, and so remain 
quit of all things pertaining to the forest, of waste and regard, 
of vert and venison, of view of foresters, verderers and regarders 
and their ministers ".

Dr. Charles Cox, F.S.A., in 1905, wrote for the Series known 
as " The Antiquaries Books " a volume on the Royal Forests of 
England, and the following statements show the conclusions he
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had formed respecting Charnwood Forest and the deeds relating 
to the charter of disafforestation in 1235.

The Royal Forests of England, by J. Charles Cox, LL.D., 
F.S.A., p. 231 etseq.

" Charnwood Forest, a hilly district in the north-west of 
Leicester, about ten miles in length and six in breadth, of much 
natural beauty, at once occurs to everyone, who knows anything 
of the Midlands, as the most attractive part of Leicestershire. But 
so far as forests technically termed are concerned, that is, districts 
subject to forest laws, Charnwood has little claim to our attention. 
Although it so long remained a rough, open tract, there is no 
reference to it among the extant forest pleas. From what is told 
us in Nichols' county history of Leicester, a wonderful work for 
the time in which it was produced, and by the more elaborate 
accounts given in Potter's Charnwood Forest, it is clear that this 
district was never in Norman days in royal hands for the purposes 
of the chase; but its privileges were granted to the earls of 
Leicester and Chester, Winchester, etc., and their successors.

On three manors of Charnwood Forest, namely, Groby, Whit- 
wick and Shepshed, swainmote courts were summoned until the 
beginning of the seventeenth century, a survival of pre-Norman 
jurisdiction. The fact of swainmote courts being found at Charn 
wood and a few other places in England, which were not royal 
forests in historic times, may be taken as proof that such districts 
were royal hunting-grounds in Saxon days.

The document cited by Burton in his Description of Leicester 
shire with respect to the disafforesting of Leicester forest in 29 
Henry III (1235) has no reference whatever to Charnwood as 
there asserted.

Mr. Monk, in his Agricultural Report for Leicestershire of 
1794, stated that Charnwood forest, containing from 15,000 to 
16,000 acres, would prove to be useful and valuable land if en 
closed over three-fourths of its area. After much opposition from 
commoners an Act of Inclosure was passed in 1808, and the final 
account of claims was signed in 1812.

The forest or wood adjoining the town of Leicester, although 
it eventually came to the Crown, was never a royal forest, as it had 
no forest courts of any kind. This was disafforested in 1628.
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The only true forest, subject, that is, to forest laws, in the 
county of Leicester, was a not inconsiderable section of the eastern 
portion of the shire that adjoined to Rutland; and as Oakham was 
the centre and usual justice seat of this forest, the larger part of 
which was in Rutland, it sometimes all went by the name of the 
forest of Rutland, and at other times as Rutland and Leicester.

The pleas of venison held at Oakham, in March, 1209, were 
attended by regarders both of Leicestershire and Rutland. The 
knights of Rutland gave a verdict to the effect that at the sum 
mons of the justices of the forest, all men of Leicestershire ought 
to come to the pleas who dwell outside the forest as far as two 
leagues. Several cases were heard at this eyre which pertained 
to Leicestershire. The entrails and antler of a hart were found 
under the mill of Robert, son of Adam of Skeffington. The antler 
was fractured as though done with an axe. The miller declared 
that he knew nothing about it, but he was taken into custody until 
enquiries could be made, and the mill was taken into the king's 
hand, because it was so far away from the town and so near to the 
covert of the forest.

The township of Knossington was in mercy because they did 
not produce those whom they had pledged, namely, Richard and 
William, who had been found with bows and arrows on the road 
that led to Rockingham.

Two Leicestershire verderers, Robert Langton and Robert 
Sampson, were declared in mercy, because their statements con 
tradicted the entries on their rolls.

Dr. Cox defines a forest in Norman, Plantagenet and early 
Tudor days as a portion of territory consisting of extensive waste 
lands, and including a certain amount of both woodland and 
pasture, circumscribed by defined metes and bounds, within which 
the right of hunting was reserved exclusively to the king, and 
which was subject to a special code of laws administered by local 
as well as central ministers.

A chace was, like a forest, unenclosed, and only defined by 
metes and bounds, but could be held by a subject. Offences com 
mitted therein were, as a rule, punishable by the Common Law 
and not by forest jurisdiction, though swainmotes were sometimes 
held therein, proving that they had originally been royal forests.
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William the Conqueror acquired by right of conquest, not 
only the demesne lands of Edward the Confessor and of the nobles 
who had opposed him, but also all the rights of the chase over 
great woodland or open stretches of both cultivated and unculti 
vated ground, where royal hunting rights had previously been 
exercised by Saxon and Danish kings.

With William and his immediate successors the chase was a 
passion, and hence a code of singularly harsh and burdensome 
" forest " laws soon came into operation. He decreed that the 
right of hunting in these afforested tracts was vested solely in the 
Crown, and could only be exercised by the king, or by those who 
were specially privileged under royal licence to share in it. The 
feudal idea about all wild animals, however monstrous and harsh 
in operation, possessed a rough logical basis. It was argued that 
all such animals were " bona. vacantia", or ownerless property, 
and hence pertained to the king; that hunting was essentially the 
pastime or " game " of kings; and that therefore the right of 
exercising the chase, or taking all kinds of beasts of venery, 
belonged solely to the king.

The first forest code (usually cited as the Assize of Wood- 
stock) was extant in the time of king Henry II; it records the 
severities of his grandfather, when cruel mutilation and capital 
punishment, irredeemable by any forfeiture, were among the 
ordinary penalties; but all this disappeared in the thirteenth 
century.

Generally speaking there were four beasts of the forest, and 
four only : the red deer, the fallow deer, the roe and the wild boar, 
the only exception being that in a few districts the hare was also 
made the subject of the forest laws.

In a true forest the forest eyre was a court called 
into being by the king's letters patent, by which justices 
were appointed to hear and determine pleas of the forest 
in a particular county or group -of counties. The sheriff 
was directed by letters close to summon all dignitaries 
and other free tenants who had lands or tenements within the 
metes of the forest, also the reeve and four men from every town 
ship within the metes, all foresters and verderers, both those in 
office and those that had held such office since the last pleas were
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held, all those persons who had been " attached " since the last 
pleas, all the regar*ders and all the agisters. The sheriff was also 
to see that the foresters and verderers brought with them all their 
attachments or attachment rolls since the last pleas, and that the 
regarders brought with them their regards duly sealed, and the 
agisters brought their agistments.

The proper interval between these forest eyres is supposed to 
have been seven years, but in practice, to the great inconvenience 
of all concerned, considering the amount of business, the intervals 
were usually much longer, sometimes thirty and even fifty years.

Every three years a thorough inspection of every part of the 
forest was expected to be made; this was termed " the Regard ". 
The most important function of the regarders was as to any 
Assarts, or enclosures of the waste with or without warrant, and 
as to Purprestures.or encroachments made by the building of 
houses or the like. In practice, however, the full formal regard 
was usually only made shortly before the holding of each eyre.

The amount of business that had to be transacted at these 
eyres was very considerable, and usually involved repeated ad 
journments. The work would have been still greater if it had 
not been that a large number of the delinquents were naturally 
dead before ever the court was held; and that not a few of the 
former offenders, who had been released on bail, had passed out 
of the jurisdiction of the sheriff, and could not be traced. The 
proceedings of the court were, roughly speaking, divided into two 
parts, the pleas of vert and the pleas of venison. In both cases the 
chief object of the proceedings was the collection of fines and 
amercements for breaches of the forest laws, which, contrary to 
the usual opinion, had little, if any, trace of the old Norman 
severity. In fact if a man was determined to poach venison, he 
met with far lighter punishment if the offence was committed in 
a royal forest, than if he was dealt with by the common or manorial 
law for a like offence in a private park.

The vert pleas dealt with all the charges connected with 
damage to timber or underwood, such as, felling, carrying off, un 
lawful sale, or misappropriation.

The venison pleas dealt with all the presentments for illegal 
or supposed illegal trespass of every kind, including the receiving 
of venison illicitly killed or the harbouring of known offenders.
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The true Swainmote, i.e., the court of the free-forest tenant 
of Saxon origin, according to Henry the Third's charter, was only 
to be held three times a year, but in later times, the swainmote 
court became practically the same as " the Attachment court ".

The Attachment court was supposed to be held every forty- 
two days. Mr. Turner says that the jurisdiction of this court was 
small. Its object was to receive the attachment of the foresters, 
and to enter them on the verderers' rolls. The legal term 
"attachment" differing from "arrest", which only applied to 
the body, attachment had a three-fold operation in the forest as 
at Common Law; a man might be attached by (1) his goods and 
chattels, or (2) by pledges and mainprize, or (3) by his body."

An interesting statement as to Charnwood Forest in medieval 
times is to be found in some depositions taken in 1605 in conse 
quence of encroachments that had taken place in the waste of the 
manor of Whitwick.

Robert Michell, of Shepshed, husbandman, aged 80, says on 
oath that he knows the forest or waste called Charnwood Forest, 
and that the commoners there have no " staffholding common, 
but a running common " and he has known the same to be used 
by the space of 60 years, by reason that he was born, upbrought 
and a commoner in the said forest. Other deponents made similar 
statements agreeing with Michell. To the ordinary reader this 
requires explanation. A running common means that the com 
moners could turn their stock out on the forest, but could not close- 
herd them, because the presence of the shepherd would probably 
drive away the deer from their feeding grounds; therefore com 
moners branded their stock and turned them out on the forest to 
forage for themselves, trusting to the " Drifts " held twice a year 
to claim their own cattle. This running common was evidently 
a surviving custom from the earlier times when the preservation 
of the deer was one of the primary objects of the owners of the 
forest.

Drifts were what are called in the ranches of America 
" Round-ups ". The Beaumanor Survey of 1656 tells us that in 
the manors of Beaumanor and Barrow, which joined together by 
their officers to make the customary drifts in the common fields 
of Woodhouse and Woodhouse Eaves, the first drift is to be taken
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the fourth day, or before, after Holy Rood day (September 14) and 
the second drift when the said officers shall agree before Twelfth 
day (January 6th), for then the fields are all taken in and kept in 
severalty by the custom till the next Holy Rood day following 
shall come. And both the lords of Barrow and Beaumanor have 
always joined together to take two several Drifts in the Forest 
every year; and every Headborrow shall call to such Drifts one 
sufficient person of every common house within his town or 
hamlet to appear at such times and places as are appointed by the 
said lords' bailiffs, to help the said lords' officers and customers 
to drive. Every one called who refuses to come shall be presented 
at the next court of either manor. The Drifts, being rounded and 
brought together, are usually brought to Woodhouse, into Garret 
farm yard, till all the goods of the Drift so taken be thence legally 
delivered according to the custom, which is, that every commoner 
shall have his own goods delivered peaceably, but every commoner 
shall give the Forest mark to every beast he puts thereon, which 
is the year mark or flesh brand.

An allusion to these Drifts occurs in the Barrow Manor Court 
Roll of 8 May, 1560, where it is declared " that at the hunting in 
the Forest called ' Le Drift', every husbandman shall be there 
present riding on his horse, and every cottager shall be there on 
foot, under penalties of 12d. for a husbandman, and 6d. for a 
cottager." In the same roll the inhabitants of Woodhouse were 
ordered to mend the " Great Forest Fence " within the manor of 
Barrow, under a penalty of 6d. for each defaulter; also to make 
the way between Woodhouse and Swithland called " L,ady Gapp " 
before next Trinity, under a penalty of 20s.

Having now corrected the historians who assert that Charn 
wood was a forest when it was at best merely a chace, I will 
comment on the deeds connected with Charnwood. I have already 
said that Charnwood has very little documentary history of its 
own. Wastes of manors rarely have any history. They invariably 
belonged to the lord of the manor, subject to certain rights of com 
mon enjoyed by the tenants of the manor. If we had the Court 
Rolls for the Charnwood manors we should learn something about 
these rights of common and the names of the tenants and their 
trespasses, which would be tried in the manor court. The Statute of
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Merton of 1239 permitted lords of manors to approve, i.e., to culti 
vate and enclose, portions of their wastes, provided they left 
sufficient common for the rights of their tenants. Reclamations 
from the wastes of Charnwood started long before 1239, especially 
in the manors of Barrow and Groby; and these reclamations were 
eventually stopped, not by the edict of 1239, but by the obvious 
difficulties of draining and ploughing rocks; hence the beautiful 
wood of Buddon, which was planted because they could not plough 
the granite.

The reclamations in the Barrow manor must have commenced 
early in the twelfth century, because the hamlet of Quorndon, 
which was not in existence in 1086, had been sufficiently developed 
and inhabited before 1153 to demand a chapel of its own. These 
improvements from the waste of the forest of Charnwood in the 
Barrow manor commenced near the west bank of the river Soar, 
and by degrees extended towards Woodhouse, and before the year 
1228, all the land up to Woodhouse, except the earl of Chester's 
park of Quorndon, had been brought into cultivation, save the 
granite hills, which were then planted. We know from a charter of 
Ranulph, 6th earl of Chester, between 1209 and 1228, that the earl 
granted to William, son of Gerard, 128 acres of his assarts (im 
proved land) between the park of Quorndon and Woodhouse. The 
Gerard family resided in Woodhouse, and in 1369, William Gerard 
appears, in a charter, to have considered himself owner of the 
manor. In this he was wrong, because there never was a manor 
of Woodhouse; but William Gerard may possibly have held some 
manorial rights in the place. It is also possible that Jarrett or 
Jarratt is a corruption of Gerard, and that Garats hay is a cor 
ruption of Gerard's hay. The earl of Chester's park at Quorndon 
occupied the ground between Woodthorpe on the north and the 
Buddon brook on the south, and was 360 acres in extent in 1273.

In the inquisition taken after the death of Roger de Somery, 
lord of Barrow manor, in 1273, Woodhouse has a special heading 
" Woodhouses " which, of course, may have included Woodhouse 
Eaves, and 14 tenants' names are recorded. These improvements 
would only cease when the rocky hills behind Woodhouse Eaves 
were reached. There were also oases of cultivation at the three 
monastic settlements of Charley, Alderman's haw and Ulverscroft.
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The reclamation of Swithland, in the manor of Groby, had 
taken place as early as the reign of king John. The same process 
was going on in the manors of Whitwick and Shepshed, though 
not to the same extent as in the manor of Barrow.

The survey known as Domesday, completed about 1086, is the 
earliest document which appears to have any reference to Charn 
wood Forest. At this date the manors, whose wastes formed 
Charnwood, were held as follows : Barrow and Loughborough 
were held by Hugh, earl of Chester; Groby and Whitwick were 
held by Hugh de Grentemaisnil; and Shepshed was held by the 
king. Charnwood is not mentioned by name in the survey, 
but among the appendages of the manor of Barrow is 
" In Cernelega 4 carucates (roughly 480 acres) of land. It is 
waste." This entry is puzzling. Wastes are not recorded usually 
in the Leicestershire Domesday. One theory is that at some 
earlier date Cernelega had been approved from the surrounding 
waste, but had been allowed to become derelict before 1086. 
Cernelega cannot mean Charnwood, because the waste of the Barrow 
manor in 1086 would be nine thousand acres roughly, and would 
include all Woodhouse and Woodhouse Eaves, Beaumanor, Maple- 
well and most of Quorndon. Nichols and Potter agree that Cer 
nelega is meant for Charley. This may be so. One reason for 
thinking so is that the Domesday acreage agrees roughly with the 
430 acres in Charley for which claims were signed for Inclosure 
purposes in 1812.

The next deed is the Leicestershire Survey of 1124/9. Un 
fortunately this survey is incomplete, and omits Barrow altogether. 
The only entry which may refer to Charnwood is under the heading 
of " The Hundred of Loughborough " in which is returned " In 
Cherlega 6j carucates of land ". These would equal roughly 780 
acres, and might well pass for the whole amount of the Lough 
borough manor waste in Charnwood.

One item of interest affecting Charnwood in this survey is 
that the manor of Shepshed had changed hands since 1086, and 
had passed from the king to the earl of Leicester.

Robert Bossu, earl of Leicester, the successor in title of the 
dispossessed family of Grentemaisnil, now held the three manors 
of Groby, Whitwick and Shepshed. Barrow and Loughborough 
remained in the possession of the earl of Chester.
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There are two charters relating to Charnwood in the first half 
of the twelfth century which present great difficulties to the 
searcher for the truth of the position there.

One is a charter printed by Nichols, vol. iii, p. 120, and the 
other I found among the Hastings collection of manuscripts at 
Ashby, and which I printed in the Supplement of my Quorndon 
Records. This I call the Hastings charter to distinguish it from 
Nichols charter.

Nichols charter purports to be a grant from king Henry I to 
Robert, earl of Leicester, of Cernelega, Cernewoda, and Alderman 
Haga, enclosed, and all the woods which are of the fee of Chester 
which join the forest of Leicester, except the earl of Chester's 
park, all of which the charter states had already been surrendered 
to the king by the earl of Chester. To be held by Robert, earl of 
Leicester, by hereditary right, with the rest of his fee.

The date of this charter cannot be later than 1 December, 
1135, the day on which king Henry I died.

This charter presents all sorts of difficulties. First of all 
Nichols gives as his reference for it the Chetwynd MSS, which I 
am told have been burnt; also Nichols says that the charter was 
inspected by king Henry VI, and entered on the Patent Roll of 29 
Henry VI, 1450/1. But I carefully looked through the original 
Patent Roll and the inspection is not on it, nor is it entered in the 
Calendar of Patent Rolls for any year of the whole reign of king 
Henry VI, issued by the deputy keeper of the Records. It is 
easy, though not of much use, to invent reasons why this charter 
was not carried out in its entirety. From later deeds, it is quite 
certain that the lord of the manor of Barrow did not part with all 
his part of Charnwood. Possibly the Nichols charter was drawn, 
and not acted upon, and the Hastings charter was substituted 
for it. Even, if this was the case, the Hastings charter could not, 
for the same reason, have been carried out literally.

The Hastings charter is a grant from Ranulph, earl of 
Chester, to Robert, earl of Leicester, of Cernelea and all the woods 
adjoining the forest of Leicester, both his own woods and those 
of his fee, except his park of Barrow, to be held by the earl of 
Leicester and his heirs by hereditary right, of the earl of Chester 
and his heirs, as well and freely as the earl of Leicester holds the
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forest of Leicester of the king, except that the earl of Chester 
retains in these woods the easements of the adjoining manors, 
without waste and without sale. And for this tenure the earl of 
Leicester has done fealty to the earl of Chester, as to the lord of 
whom he holds.

The names of the witnesses show that this charter is of a date 
between 1142 and 1147.

The Nichols charter is an out and out grant. The Hastings 
charter is a sub-infeudation; the earl of Leicester becomes the sub 
tenant of the earl of Chester, for himself and his heirs for ever.

Neither charter could have been carried out. If ever either 
were put in force, there must have been a resumption of owner 
ship by the earl of Chester or one of his successors, because in 1147 
nearly the whole of Woodhouse and Quorndon were in the Forest 
of Charnwood, and if Cernelega or Cernelea and Cernewoda meant 
Charley and Charnwood, how came Ranulph, 6th earl of Chester, 
to be improving land between Quorndon and Woodhouse, which 
certainly was in Charnwood Forest, between 1209 and 1228, and 
granting it by charter to William, son of Gerard ?

Not even could the whole of Charley have passed by either 
charter, unless temporarily, because in 1458, Sir Thomas Erding- 
ton, lord of the manor of Barrow, and successor in title of the earls 
of Chester in that manor, granted the Oldefeilde and Cowthorne- 
hill in Old Birchwode in Charley to certain trustees named, by his 
charter dated at Charley on 20 August, 36 Henry VI. Witnessed 
by Thomas Farnham, of Quorndon, John Whatton, of Mount- 
sorrell, John Danvers, of Swithland, and others.

Further, in the Barrow manor Court roll of 13 October, 1581, 
the jury said on their oath that the piece of ground in the Forest 
of Charnwood called " Little Baldwyn's Castle " lies within the 
precincts of the manor of Barrow. Also that all that part of the 
ground in the forest called " Maple well " lying on that side of 
the little brook there towards Woodhouse Eaves is within the 
lordship, manor and parish of Barrow, and that the rector of 
Barrow received tithes of all cattle there. And further that the 
brook before its entry into Maplewell separates and divides those 
two lordships of Barrow and Groby and runs across one side of 
Maplewell. When beyond Maplewell it runs down again dividing
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the aforesaid two lordships. And Williami Rawlyns says that 
Francis, late earl of Huntingdon, and lord of Barrow, took a 
certain Carignan, a felon, in Maplewell, who was hanged, and 
the said earl had and enjoyed his goods. Those who dwell in that 
part of the forest bury their dead in Quorndon, pay the Subsidy 
and Fifteenth with Barrow, and tithes to the rector of Barrow. 
And as regards that piece of land in the Forest called " Longdale " 
lying on the other side of the brook aforesaid, the jury said that 
they did not know whether it was in the lordship of Barrow or of 
Groby. Order to enquire.

These few instances are1 enough to show that if the charters, 
either of them, were ever put into force, the effect must have been 
temporary.

One solution may be that the earl of Chester, in the Hastings 
charter, was only sub-infeudating woods in Cernelea and nothing 
else; if this was so, the charter was badly worded, as it certainly 
leads one to suppose that more than woods were included.

We have no further information about Charnwood until the 
thirteenth century. Robert Fitzparnell, earl of Leicester, the 
holder of three of the Charnwood manors died childless in 1204, 
when his two sisters, Amicia, who had married Simon de Montfort 
(the grandfather of the great Simon), and Margaret, who had 
married Saer de Quincy, created earl of Winchester in 1207, 
divided his inheritance. Saer de Quincy obtained the three 
manors of Groby, Whitwick and Shepshed, which henceforth 
became part of what is called "the Honor of Wynton ", the manor 
courts of which Honor were held in Leicester.

Barrow and Loughborough were still held by the earl of 
Chester.

Saer de Quincy died at Acre on 3 November, 1219, and was 
succeeded in his Charnwood manors by his second, but eldest sur 
viving son, Roger de Quincy, earl of Winchester.

The most interesting event in the early years of the thirteenth 
century was the creation of the manor of Beaumanor. Beaumanor 
itself was in the manor of Barrow. There are no deeds extant, I 
believe, to show what took place, but it is generally accepted that 
the grant was made by Ranulph, 6th earl of Chester, to Hugh 
Despenser before the death of the earl in 1232. Hugh Despenser
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was a sub-tenant of the earl of Chester in the manor of Lough- 
borough, in whidh he had probably succeeded his brother and 
father, both Thomas Despensers. Hugh Despenser received a 
grant from the king in 1221 of a weekly market on Thursday (as 
at present) at his manor of Loughborough. (Close Roll).

Potter is unintentionally humorous over the Despenser pedi 
gree, for on page 91 he says that the origin of the Despenser family 
is so unknown to antiquarians that, for once, he will break his 
rule, and print their pedigree, to which he prides himself on 
having added four generations. He certainly added three wrong 
ones, and is incorrect in a fourth; so he had better have stuck to 
his rule.

The new manor of Beaumanor was not entirely carved out of 
the Barrow manor, but included part of Woodthorpe and the 
north-east part of the Loughborough manor waste in Charnwood, 
up to what was called " The earl's dyke " which parted the manor 
from Garendon. The forest boundaries of Beaumanor are recited 
in the Survey of 1656.

Geoffrey Despenser, one of Hugh's younger brothers, had a 
licence from the abbot and convent of Leicester to erect a chapel 
on his estate at a place called Little Haw, which, of course is 
merely " a little enclosure ". Potter and Nichols, for once, differ 
where Little Haw was. Potter assigns it to a spot between Bird 
Hill and Broombriggs, which he says was called New closes or 
Little Hills, where traditionally stood a chapel. I think it much 
more probable that Little Haw was a small enclosure opposite to 
Garat's Hay where Woodhouse church now stands, and that the 
original site has never been altered.

On page 74, Potter says that it was probably the proximity 
of Beaumanor to Whitwick and Charley, that led to Henry Beau 
mont's marriage with Alice Comyn. This is most improbable, 
for Henry Beaumont did not get the grant of Beaumanor until 
1327, the year after the execution and forfeiture of Hugh 
Despenser, while his marriage with Alice Comyn had taken place 
in 1310, seventeen years earlier.

In Trinity term, 1239, Hugh, earl of Arundel, lord of the 
manor of Barrow, commenced a suit against Roger de Quincy, 
earl of Winchester, lord of the manor of Groby, in a plea that
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Roger had denied him, Hugh, free entry and exit in the wood 
called " le Chaleng " to take his estover, i.e., wood for fuel and 
other purposes, and had hindered him from hunting with his 
hounds in the said wood, which appertained to Hugh's manor of 
Barrow, which descended to Hugh, as one of the heirs of Ranulph, 
formerly (6th) earl of Chester. The suit was adjourned, and an 
agreement was made, which is embodied in a fine levied in the 
octaves of St. Hilary, 24 Henry III, 1240. Roger granted to 
Hugh and Hugh's heirs a moiety of the estover of the wood del 
Chalenge towards Barewe wrthin the metes and bounds under 
written. That is to say from " la Heyweysudd ", i.e. High Way 
south, as far as the rock of Cerlega (presumably near Charley). 
And from the rock of Cerlega unto Dunethornhull. And from 
Dunthornhull through the middle of Birchwode Ley as far as La 
Hore Croye. So that Hugh and his heirs can give, sell and do 
their will with their estovers in respect of the wood del Chaleng 
which remains to Hugh and his heirs, and likewise in all the other 
woods of Hugh appertaining to the manor of Barrow without gain 
saying of the said Roger and his heirs. And Hugh and Hugh's 
heirs shall have their foresters in the said wood del Chaleng and all 
other woods appertaining to the manor of Barrow, who shall 
guard these woods; and it shall be lawful for them to carry bows 
everywhere in the said wood, and arrows genderez, and darts and 
shafts without the arrow being barbed, so, nevertheless, that the 
foresters, whosoever they shall be, there, shall come every year 
within the octaves of St. Michael to the ford of the park at the 
summons of the said Roger and his heirs or their bailiffs of Groby, 
and swear that they will faithfully keep the venison and all other 
things which to the forest pertain. And that the said Hugh and 
his heirs shall have in the forest of the said Roger, 9 bows, to wit, 
5 bows which Ranulph, formerly earl of Chester, had there of the 
gift of Robert, earl of Leicester, and 4 bows of the gift of the said 
Roger, to kill deer, and 6 hounds only, for taking wounded deer, 
and without a pack of dogs and harriers, as often as the said Hugh 
and his heirs shall wish to enter there in their own persons. And 
that it shall be lawful for them to go everywhere with the said 
bows and hounds as far as the road which comes from Wytewyk 
to Groby. And if any beast shall be hunted by them within the 
metes and shall cross over the road towards Berdon, it shall be 
lawful for them to follow it with hounds until it shall be taken.
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And for this agreement the said Hugh remised and quit 
claimed for himself and his heirs to the said Roger and his heirs 
the whole part of the wood del Chaleng towards Charley, and 
towards the wood of the monks of Gerewedon, (Garendon) for 
ever, by the boundaries above written, saving this, that it shall be 
lawful for the said Hugh and his heirs to enter that part of the 
forest with the said 9 bows and 6 hounds, as is aforesaid. And 
the said Hugh granted for himself and his heirs that he will not 
permit any of his men or of his fee, to commit trespass in the said 
forest for taking venison. And if anyone shall be convicted there 
upon, the said Hugh has granted for himself and his heirs that 
they shall cause that trespass to be amended without delay reason 
ably with all their power.

The death of Roger de Quincy, earl of Winchester, on 25 
April, 1264, made certain alterations in Charnwood, for having 
no son to succeed him, his three manors became subject to a 
partition among his three daughters and co-heirs.

Margaret, married to William Ferrers, earl of Derby, in, or 
before, 1238, received the manor of Groby, and surviving her 
husband, granted Groby to her second son William Ferrers and his 
heirs, by a fine levied at Michaelmas, 1273. The manor of Groby 
included Newtown Linford, Ulverscroft, Swithland and part of 
Ratby, besides Groby itself, and extended to parts of several 
contiguous villages.

Elizabeth, married, in or before 1265, to Alexander Comyn, 
earl of Buchan, received the manor of Whitwick, which included 
parts of Ratby, Markfield, Bocheston, Newtown Unthank, 
Hugglescote, Donington le heth and probably Bardon. By a fine 
levied at Michaelmas, 1282, the earl and Elizabeth conveyed the 
manor of Whitwick to their eldest son John Comyn. John Comyn 
died childless in 1308, when the manor of Whitwick devolved on 
his niece Alice Comyn, who married Henry Beaumont in 1310, 
and remained in the Beaumont family until the forfeiture of 
William, viscount Beaumont, in 1461.

Elena, married to Alan la Zouche, lord of Ashby, received 
only a small portion of the manor of Shepshed, but was com 
pensated for this by receiving a large share of her father's estates 
in Scotland and elsewhere. Elena died in 1296, when her Shep-
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shed property descended to her grandson Alan la Zouche, on 
whose death without male issue in 1314, the property at Shepshed 
went to Alan's daughter and co-heir Matilda, the wife of Robert de 
Holland, whose great-granddaughter, also Matilda, married John, 
lord Lovel, in whose family it remained until Francis, lord Lovel, 
was attainted after the battle of Stoke in 1487.

At the close of the thirteenth century the manors of Charn- 
wood were held thus : —

Groby was held by William Ferrers.
Whitwick was held by John Comyn, earl of Buchan.
Shepshed was held partly by Elena la Zouche, and partly by 

John Comyn.
Barrow was held in part by Henry de Erdington, successor in 

title of the earls of Chester and Arundel, and in part by Hugh 
Despenser, lord of the manor of Beaumanor.

Charley
On page 97 and following pages, Potter, from his own imagin 

ation and by copying from Nichols ii, page 121, gives a very 
inaccurate history of Charley. He quotes Nichols' charter 
by which Charley had passed from the earl of Chester to the earl of 
Leicester, which could only have been true in part, as portions of 
Charley were still in the possession of the Erdingtons, lords of 
Barrow, in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. After the death 
of Robert Bossu, earl of Leicester, in 1168, his son Robert Blanch- 
mains founded here a small priory for three Austin canons. The 
patronage of this priory descended to Roger de Quincy, earl of 
Winchester, who died, thereof seised, in 1264. Eleanor, the earl's 
relict, held the patronage of Charley in dower, and died in 1274, 
when the escheator was ordered to divide her dower lands, of the 
Quincy inheritance, among the late earl's three daughters and co 
heirs. There is no question that Margaret, countess of Derby, 
received the patronage of Charley as part of her share, and she 
gave it with Groby to her second son William Ferrers, in whose 
family it remained.

Potter, on the other hand, says that after Eleanor's death, 
Charley became one of the possessions of Alexander Comyn, earl



CHARNWOOD FOREST AND ITS HISTORIANS 25

of Buchan, through his marriage with Elisabeth de Quincy, sister 
of Margaret. Pofter ought to have known that if this had been 
the case, Charley would have descended to Henry Beaumont, in 
right of Alice Comyn, his wife, the heiress of Alexander Comyn.

His assertion that king Edward I brought about the marriage 
of Alexander Comyn with Elisabeth de Quincy in order to help 
that king in his designs on Scotland is absurd, for the marriage 
had taken place seven years before Edward came to the throne, 
and twenty-five years before Edward interfered in Scottish affairs.

The Comyn ownership of Charley and the statement that the 
Comyns built a residence called " Erleshall " at Charley are both 
inventions. The Comyns owned Whitwick castle and manor, 
and had no interest in Charley. If, as Potter says, John Comyn 
was so harassed by the affairs of Scotland, that he wanted a 
secluded residence, he had one handy in Whitwick castle, which 
on page 151, Potter describes as an object of solitary grandeur. 
John Comyn's life was truly not an easy one, for on 18 August, 
1299, a certain John de Barr was appointed to the custody of Whit 
wick, as having been forfeited by John Comyn, earl of Buchan, 
the enemy and rebel of the king. Whitwick was restored to him 
on 6 May, 1304, and in 1306, after the murder of the Red Comyn 
in the chapel of the Grey Friars at Dumfries, king Edward, hoping 
to make John Comyn an ally, and knowing the hatred felt by the 
Comyns towards Robert Bruce, gave Comyn a pardon for all his 
debts to the Exchequer. John Comyn died in 1308.

Beaumanor

On page 138 of volume iii, Nichols says that Henry Beaumont 
built a fair house at Beaumanor. Potter improves on this by 
saying that " the first mansion at Beaumanor was erected by Henry 
Beaumont." And yet Potter, I believe, had access to the muni 
ments preserved at Beaumanor, just as much as I had. If he had 
read the Steward's account of the manor of Beaumanor for the year 
1277/8, he could not have failed to see that there was a mansion at 
Beaumanor before that year, for the Steward mentions Hugh and 
Philip, the sons of Hugh Despenser, the owner of Beaumanor, as 
staying there in that year, together with other guests, whom he 
had to provide with food and clothing during their residence there.
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Also among the Ancient Deeds preserved at the Public Record 
Office there is a charter of Hugh Despenser, dated 9 June, 1280, 
to my ancestor Robert Farnham, which granted to Robert 
the mill in Querendon (Quorndon) called "The Middle 
Milne" to hold to Robert for life, on condition that he 
ground freely the corn of Hugh Despenser for his family 
when they were staying at his manor of Beaumanor. How 
could the family of Hugh Despenser have stayed at Beaumanor, 
if there was no house, until the one that Potter says was built by 
Henry Beaumont in or about 1330, four years after the execution 
and forfeiture of Hugh Despenser ?

The account of Thomas Hemeri, serjeant of Beaumanor, 
from Michaelmas, 5 Edward I to Michaelmas, 6 Edward I, A.D. 
1277/8.

Rents. He accounts for 20s. of new rent for 20 acres of land 
at Alderman Hauwe of the Monkesleighes let to farm.

Pasture sold. The meadow of Alderman Hauwe is mowed 
this year.

Corn sold. Wheat fetched from 3s. 4d. a qr. to 4s. 8d. a qr. 
Barley sold at 4s. 8d. a qr. 
Oats sold at 2s. 6d. a qr. 
Beans and peas sold at 2/8 a qr.

Fines. 6s. 8d. from William de Eaves for leave to marry 
Petronilla Satherie, and also for the land which the said Petronilla 
held, to hold to him for life.

9s. for one cow, for the heriot of John Bunting of Thorpe 
Muntforth.

Rent resolute. To the priory of Alderman hawe 40s. yearly.
Cost of houses. Two slaters were paid 2s. for three days 

pointing on the Hall, the great chamber and the gardrobe at the 
head of the hall.

9d. to the man putting tiles on the chamber of the esquires 
in the porter's house and on the chamber by the gate.

3d. for repairing the wall in the pantry; and 2d. for repairs 
to the wall in the knight's chamber.

Wages. The carter's wages were 5s. yearly. Two plough 
men had 4s. 3d. each yearly. Two shepherds had 3s. each yearly.
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The groom who made porridge for the servants got 4s. 4d. yearly, 
and 12d. in the autumn.

Expenses. The expenses of Sir Hugh, the lord's son, from 
January, 11s. 6d. The expenses of Philip, the lord's son, on two 
occasions, 12s. 8d. and 11s. 6d.

The expenses of Agnes Valoignes from Michaelmas to 
January 1, 68s.; and from 3 May to 29 September, 63s. 9d.

Two pairs of shoes for Thomas of St. Valery, 12d.
One robe for Agnes Valoignes 2s.
Flannel for the same Agnes 2s.
Two chemises for the same Agnes 2s.
Three pairs of shoes for the same Agnes 21d.
In bread baked for the same Agnes from Michaelmas to 

January 1, when the wife of Philip the lord's son came, l£ quar 
ters. In bread baked for the same Agnes from 3 May, when 
Philip's wife went away, until Michaelmas, 2 qrs. 6 bushels. 
Delivery to the family, 6 quarters.

References from the Plea Rolls
From time to time references to Charnwood do occur in the 

Plea Rolls and in the inquisitions taken after the deaths of the 
owners of the manors. Poaching in Charnwood was probably 
common. In 1282 Ellen la Zouche impleaded William, the parson 
of Markfield church, and Roger le Wayz for entering her free 
chace at Charnwood and hunting therein without her leave, and 
taking away her game. (De Banco Roll 47, Mich., 11 Edward I, 
m. 7). In 1289, Walter Basset, parson of Ashby Folville church, 
Hugh de Harington, parson of Glooston church, Nicholas le 
Gardiner, parson of Shakerston church, John de Shepye of 
Shakerstone, John de Everton, Adam de Wethelesberwe, John de 
Norton, Robert Poutrel of Wyvordeby, William Burdet of 
Lowesby and others were attached to answer John Comyn in a 
plea of breaking his park at Whitwick, and without his leave 
hunting therein and taking away his game to the value of £40, 
on Monday after All Saints, 1288; with swords, sticks, bows and 
arrows they hunted 15 stags and hinds and took and carried off 
£20 in pennies and gold and silver utensils of his house, brooches 
and rings, bread, ale and cheese, to the value of £20. Com-
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missioners were appointed by the Crown to try this case, but no 
judgment had been given in 1292. (De Banco Roll 80, Mich. 
17/18, Edward I, m. 120.)

Actions to recover alleged rights of fuel getting in 
Charnwood occur. In 1280, Richard Bryan demanded against 
William Ferrers, Alexander Comyn, earl of Buchan, Elisabeth, 
his wife, and Ellen la Zouche that they should permit him to get 
reasonable estover in their woods of Shepshed, Groby and Whit- 
wick, which Richard said he ought and was accustomed to have. 
(De Banco Roll 22, Easter, 8 Edward I, m. 58). And in 1284 a 
fine was levied between Hugh le Despenser, plaintiff, and John 
Comyn, defendant in a plea that John Comyn permit Hugh to 
take 30 cartloads of brushwood from John's wood at Bardon and 
carry them to Hugh's manor of Hugglescote, as he ought and as 
his ancestors did, by a charter of Margaret de Quency, countess of 
Winchester, at the time that she was the owner of the said wood. 
John acknowledged Hugh's right, and granted that in future 
Hugh and his heirs should have not only the 30 cartloads in dis 
pute, but also 36 cartloads in John's wood of Charnwood, and if 
these woods, by reason of timber falling for sale, could not supply 
the requisite quantity, then Hugh and his heirs could take the 36 
cartloads from John's wood of Greenwood or from the wood called 
Ardolfshaye. (Feet of Fines. Morrow of All Souls, 12 Edward I).

In 1287, John Fauconer, of Thurcaston, claimed the right of 
getting reasonable estover for housbote and heybote, for burning, 
enclosing and building, from John Comyn's wood of Shepshed, 
which John Fauconer says he ought and was accustomed to have, 
but John Comyn has stopped him for 6 years, by which he has 
suffered damage to the extent of £40.—(De Banco Roll 67. Easter, 
15 Edward I, m. 26).

Actions to recover common of pasture in Charnwood might 
reasonably be expected to crop up continually, viz., in 1279, 
William le Butiler, lord of Narborough, and Angareta, his wife, 
claimed common of pasture in Charnwood against Alexander 
Comyn, earl of Buchan, and Elisabeth, his wife, as pertaining to 
their free tenement in Narborough. This claim sounds rather 
improbable, but the claim and defence are interesting. The claimants 
say that they have a right to common in 200 acres of wood,
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heath and waste at all times of the year with all kinds of cattle. 
The defendants say that the common of Charnwood is neither vill 
nor hamlet, and that the common claimed is in the parish of Ratby, 
whence the vicar of Ratby church takes all the small tithes. The 
claimants reply that the common of Charnwood is a certain great 
Waste, and is not in the parish of Ratby, and that the prior of 
Ware takes the tithes by a grant of the earls. The defendants 
then say that if the jury decide that the said common of Charn 
wood is not in the parish of Ratby, they would further say that 
the claimants never were in seisin of the said common, as of their 
free tenement, so that they could be disseised. The suit was 
respited, and probably abandoned. (Assize Roll 1245, 7 Edward 
I, m. 13).

In 1294, John Comyn, earl of Buchan, was summoned to 
answer to Eustace, the abbot of Garendon, in a plea that John 
permit the abbot to have common of pasture in Whitwick, Ratby, 
Whittington, Groby and Markfield, of which common John had 
unjustly deprived Roger, the former abbot, who was seised of 
common of pasture in 450 acres of Waste in these vills to common 
with one bull and 24 cows with their offspring of 3 years, for the 
whole year, as in right of his church of St. Mary of Garendon, by 
the gift of Roger de Quency, earl of Winchester, throughout the 
said earl's forest of Charnwood, as pertaining to the abbot and 
convent of Garendon's vicarage at the grange of the abbot at 
Swanyngton.

John Comyn came and said that he had no Waste in Groby, 
but that William Ferrers was lord of all the soil of Groby; he, 
John, however holds 200 acres of Waste in Whittington, 10 acres 
in Ratby and 40 in Markfield, while as to Whitwick, no part of it 
was within the forest of Charnwood. The abbot says that part of 
Whitwick is in Charnwood forest and part of it outside. Order 
to summon a jury to try the case. (De Banco Roll 103, Hilary, 
22 Edward I, m. 85).

N.B.—I am afraid John Comyn was an Ananias, but any 
defence in those days delayed a verdict, and was so much to the 
good.

In 1312 the heirs of Roger de Quincy had a dispute as to the 
right of presentation to Markfield church. Alan la Zouche 
claimed the advowson against Henry Beaumont and Alice, his
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wife, and said that his grandmother Ellen la Zouche, whose heir 
he is, had presented Philip of Northampton to the said church. 
The Beaumonts say that the advowson was in the seisin of Roger 
de Quency, earl of Winchester, who presented a certain Hugh de 
Haye, clerk, and from Roger the right descended to certain 
Margaret, Ellen and Elisabeth, as daughters and heirs. On the 
death of Hugh de Haye, Margaret had presented William of 
Boudon, clerk, and after the death of William, the said Ellen, 
Alan's ancestress, presented Philip of Northampton. From Elisa 
beth the right descended to John Comyn, and from John Comyn, 
who died s.p. to Alexander Comyn, as brother and heir, and from 
Alexander to Alice, the wife of Henry Beaumont, etc.

Alan says that the right of presentation to Markfield was 
allotted to Ellen, his ancestress, as her share of the advowsons. 
(De Banco Roll 195A. Mich., 6 Edward II, m. 29).

N.B.—Whatever Alan may have thought of his claim, it 
appears that the other heirs did not agree with Alan. In 1323, 
the king summoned Henry Beaumont and Alice, his wife, for 
obstructing him in presenting a parson to Markfield church, which 
the king claims as holder of the possessions of Robert de Holand 
and Maud, his wife, on account of the rebellion of Robert, who 
fought against the king at the battle of Boroughbridge. The king 
says, by his attorney, that .Robert de Holand and Maud were 
seised, as in right of Maud, and presented William de Heyham, 
their clerk, to Markfield church, by whose death the church is 
now void; and it belongs to the king to present, but Henry and 
Alice impede him. Henry and Alice cannot gainsay the king's 
statement, but they say they did not impede him, therefore the 
king recovers the presentation.

N.B.—Maud's right to present to Markfield church was 
derived from her father Alan la Zouche, whose daughter and co 
heir she was.

De Banco Roll 256. Easter, 18 Edward II, 1325, m. 22, 
Leyc. : The sheriff was commanded that whereas William de 
Boughan, brother of John, formerly earl of Boughan, on Friday 
after the octaves of Holy Trinity, 2 Edward II, 1309, before 
Nicholas de Farndon, then mayor of London, acknowledged that 
he owed to Hugh Despenser, the elder, £4000, and afterwards at 
the suit of the same Hugh, that he should deliver to the said Hugh
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all the lands and tenements which were of the said William de 
Boughan in his baiKwick on the said day and year, into whom- 
soever's hands they might have come, unless they had descended 
to an heir under age by hereditary descent, to hold to the said 
Hugh as his free tenement and to the assigns of Hugh. The 
lands of the said William were accordingly ordered to be extended.

This is the extent.
William held in the manors of Whitwick and Shepesheued the 

lands and tenements underwritten, viz.,
A grange at Whitwick with the curtilage, value 3s. 4d. yearly, 

a dovecote there worth 3s. 4d. yearly; 160 acres of arable land in 
the said manor of Whitwick, each acre being worth 4d. yearly; 60 
acres of land in divers parcels of new assarts and let to farm to 
divers men in the said manor, each acre worth 4d. yearly; 20acresof 
meadow in the same manor, each acre worth 12d. yearly; a park 
called Berdon (Bardon) worth in underwood 20s. yearly, and the 
herbage of the said wood 100s. yearly; two watermills there and at 
Merkingfeld (Markfield) worth 60s. yearly and three ponds in 
the said manor of Whitwick, the fishing whereof was worth 20s. 
yearly; and £36 of rents of assize yearly, as well of free tenants 
as of villeins in the said manor, and at Ratby, Merkingfeld and 
Whytyngton, Thorn ton, Bagworth and Staunton. Also the 
pleas and perquisites of the courts of the said manor of Whitwick, 
with two views of frankpledge there, worth 60s. yearly; and the 
pleas and perquisites of the court of Winchester, with two views 
of frankpledge held in the town of Leicester, worth 60s. yearly. 
And the profits of the Chace of Charnwode arising from the pur- 
party of the said William by reason of the said manors of Whit 
wick and Shepesheved, worth 6s. 8d. yearly, 40 acres of Waste 
in the same Chace, each acre worth 2d. yearly, and a certain wood 
called Littelhawe, worth in underwood 5s. yearly, and the herbage 
of the said wood worth 12s. yearly, a certain wood at Ocle (Oak 
ley) worth in underwood 20s. yearly, and the herbage of the same 
wood 12d. yearly.

And 8 acres of meadow in the manor of Shepesheued, each acre 
worth 12d. yearly, and £24 of assized rents yearly, as well from 
the demesne lands of the said manor let to farm, as from rents of 
assize of the free tenants in Hemyngton, Hathern and Whatton.
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And the pleas and perquisites of the courts of the said manor of 
Shepesheued with its members, such as Hemyngton, Hathern and 
Whatton, with two views of frankpledge, worth 40s. yearly; and 
4 virgates of arable land in Swanyngton, worth 53s. 4d. yearly; 
which, he, the sheriff, caused to be delivered to the said Hugh le 
Despenser to hold as his free tenement.

And now on. the part of certain Henry de Beaumont and 
Alice, his wife, the king learns that the said Henry and Alice 
were unjustly ejected from the aforesaid lands and tenements, 
which are parcels of the said manor of Whitwick, of which manor 
the said earl of Boughan died seised in his demesne as of fee, who 
held that manor of the king in chief, after whose death that manor 
was taken into the king's hand by reason of the minority of age of 
the said Alice, and also of a certain Margaret, the sister of Alice, 
daughters of a certain Alexander, brother and heir of the 

' aforesaid earl; and afterwards William de Boughan was enfeoffed 
of the said manor of Whitwick by the said earl by a claim of the 
manor—which was not true—but William intruded himself into 
the said manor. Hugh le Despenser is therefore cited to appear in 
court to show cause wherefore the aforesaid manor should not be 
returned to the right heirs, namely, the aforesaid Alice and 
Margaret.

N.B.—This suit is interesting in several ways. First of all, 
the sixty acres of new assarts show us that improvements from the 
Waste were taking place in Whitwick as in Barrow and Groby, 
though on a much smaller scale. The details of the Buchan 
property in Whitwick and Shepshed are of value, though as usual 
in these extents, we rarely learn all that we should wish to know. 
William de Boughan, younger brother of John Comyn, earl of 
Buchan, and uncle of Alice and Margaret Comyn, daughters of 
another brother, Alexander Comyn, seems to have fraudulently 
obtained his elder brother John's property at John's death in 
1308, and, having got possession, he gave it to Hugh le Despenser 
to liquidate a debt of £4000 which he owed to Hugh. Fortunately 
Henry Beaumont had great influence with king Edward II, and 
was able to recover his wife's patrimony.




