
The legal actions concerning the mills in Asfordby and Frisby-on-the–Wreake in 
the County of Leicestershire. 
 
Dating the documents: - 
 
There are three legal actions that take place and their chronological order is important 
to see the events in the correct context and make any possible deductions. 
One set of documents is clearly dated. The others lack the regnal year of Charles I 
although the date and month are present. 
This has required some searching on the documents to discover faint markings 
indicating that it is the eighth year. 
Because of the relatively common subject matter, it is considered the dates would be 
fairly close together, which supports the deductions based on the apparent corrective 
markings on the documents probably applied for filing purposes. The numbering of 
the cases also supports the dates determined. 
  
The three legal actions are: - 
 

1. 20 October 1632. Complainant William Gregory against Defendants John 
Morris and William Bishop. The complaint is that the defendants did act with 
combination and confederacy in grinding away from Asfordby mill to the 
Frisby mill belonging to defendant John Morris to the detriment of the 
complainant. (E112/231/46) 

2. 15 January 1632/3. Complainant William Gregory against defendants 
Margaret Bishop, Leonard North, David Baker and Ambrose Shawe. The 
complaint is that the defendants did act with combination and confederacy in 
grinding away from Asfordby mill to the Frisby mill belonging to defendant 
John Morris to the detriment of the complainant. (E112/231/48) 

3. 25 September 1633. Complainant William Gregory against defendants John 
Morris and William Bishop. The complaint is the raising of flood gates etc. at 
Frisby such that the Asfordby mill would not go. (E134/9CHAS1/MICH53) 

 
 
Legal Action of 20 October 1632 
 
To the Right Honourable Richard Earl of Chelmford Treasurer of England, 
Francis Lord Cottington Chancellor and Under Treasurer of his Majesty’s 
Court of Exchequer Sir Humphrey Davenporte, Knight, Lord Chief Baron of the 
same Court and the rest of the Barons there.      
 
 
Humbly shows unto your Lordships your daily orator William Gregory of Asfordby in 
the County of Leicester, Gent. Whereas the late Sovereign Lord King James of 
famous memory was seized in his demesne as of fee of the Manor of Asfordby 
aforesaid, in the County of Leicestershire and one water corn mill there, being parcel 
of the Manor of Asfordby, but which said mill all the tenants of the Manor and 
inhabitants and residents within the town of Asfordby aforesaid, owed custom, suite, 
service, soak, mulcture and grinding to the said mill and have, time out of mind, 
whereof the memory of man is not to be contrary, used to grind their corn grains and 
malt at the said mill and whereas also, or for the late said Sovereign Lord King James 



by his Highness’s Letters Patent, bearing date at Westminster the 19th day of May, in 
the seventh year of his Highness’s late reign over these Realms of England under the 
Great Seal of England, for the consideration in the said Letters Patent mentioned, did 
give and grant (amongst other things) unto one Edward Ferrers of London, Mercer 
and Francis Philips of the same city, Gent, all that his said water mill with the custom, 
suite, soak, mulcture and grinding corn grain and malt thereunto, belonging with the 
meadow called Milne Holme, to the said water mill belonging and appertaining, with 
them and only of them, appurtenances in Asfordby, being parcel of the Manor of 
Asfordby aforesaid, late to the Bishopric of Lincoln, belonging and appertaining and 
late parcel of the possessions of the said Bishopric, with the reversion and reversions, 
rights, jurisdictions, franchises, liberties, privileges, profits, commodities, emoluments, 
hereditaments whatsoever, with all and singular their rights, members and 
appurtenances whatsoever, in Asfordby aforesaid, to the said mill belonging, or 
appertaining, or accepted, reputed, or taken as part parcel, or member of the same. 
Where upon the yearly fee farm rent of fifty three shillings and four pence is reserved 
unto his said Majesty, his heirs and successors, as in and by, the said Letters Patent 
(amongst other things), doth and may more at large appear by force. Whereof the said 
Edward Ferrers and Francis Philipps, entered into the said water mill premises and 
were thereof lawfully seized in the demesne as of fee and being thereof fee seized, 
afterward by their Indentures bearing date the last day of  November in the eleventh 
year of the reign of the said late Sovereign Lord King James and enrolled in his 
Majesty’s High Court of Chancery within six months, that is to say, the first day of 
December in the eleventh year of his Highness and reign over England and according 
to the form of the statute in that case made and provided for, a certain sum of money, 
paid unto them by your said orator, did bargain, sell and confirm unto your said orator 
by the name of William Gregory, the younger, of Asfordby aforesaid, yeoman, the 
aforesaid water mill with custom, suite, soak, mulcture and grinding of corn grain and 
malt  to the said mill, belonging and appertaining and all other the aforesaid premises 
at Asfordby aforesaid, in the said Letters Patent, to them granted, to have and to hold, 
the said water mill, all other the aforesaid premises, with their and only their, 
appurtenance unto your said orator to the only use and behoof of his and his heirs 
forever. Yielding and paying therefore, yearly and every year, to our said late 
Sovereign Lord King James, his heirs and successors and the fee farm rent of fifty 
three shillings and four pence of lawful English money, payable to his Majesty’s 
receipt of exchequer, or the hand of his Majesty’s bailiffs, or receiver, for the time 
being of the feast of St Michael the Archangel and the feast of our Blessed Lady St 
Mary the Virgin by equal portions by force. Whereof, your said orator entered into the 
said watermill and premises and was thereof seized in his demesne as of fee.  
 
But now may it please you’re your good Lordships, that one John Morris of Asfordby 
aforesaid, in the county of Leicestershire aforesaid, yeoman, being tenant of the said 
Manor and inhabiting within the town of Asfordby aforesaid, hath lately erected one 
pair of querns, or malt mills at Asfordby aforesaid and purchased to him and his heirs, 
one other water mill within the Manor and Lordship of Frisby, about a mile distant 
from the said orator mill and the said John Morris, by combination and confederacy, 
with one William Bishop and diverse other the inhabitants and tenants of the Manor 
of Asfordby aforesaid, seeking and endeavouring to prejudice your orator of the said 
custom, suite, soak, mulcture and grinding of the corn grain and malt, that they aught 
to do and perform to the said water mill in Asfordby aforesaid, he and they and all of 
them, by the combination and confederacy aforesaid, refuse to grind their corn grain 



and malt at the said water mill in Asfordby aforesaid, as time out of mind, the tenants 
and inhabitants and residents of the said town have done and they still aught to do. 
The said Morris, promising the tenants and inhabitants of the said Manor of Asfordby, 
reward and kind usage, at his said mill of Frisby aforesaid, if they will grind their corn 
grain and malt at his said mill, which turns to the great  prejudice and loss of your said 
orator.  
 
And whereby your said orator, now is not and hereafter shall not, be able to pay his 
Majesty, his heirs and successors, the said fee farm rent, as formerly has been well 
and duly paid in tender consideration whereof. And, for as such as your said orator 
said water mill, is likely to be decayed, in pursuit of profit by reason of the now 
erected querns and malt mill, by the combination and confederacy aforesaid, not only 
the said John Morris and William Bishop, but diverse of the inhabitants of the town of 
Asfordby, do withdraw their suite and custom, forbear to grind their corn grain and 
malt as formerly they have done as aforesaid, at your said orator mill, by reason 
whereof your said orator shall not be able to pay the aforesaid fee farm rent unto his 
Majesty, his heirs and successors for the same. Whilst your said orator, be relieved by 
your Honours, in the promises and forasmuch as your orator has only to be relieved in 
the promises by your good honours and in this honourable Court, may it therefore 
please your honours, the promises considered, to grant unto your orator his Majesty’s 
most gracious writ of subpoena, to be directed to the said John Morris and William 
Bishop, commanding them and either of them, at a certain day and under a certain 
pain, therein to be limited personally, to be and appear before your good Lordships in 
his Majesty’s High Court of  Exchequer, then and there, to answer the promises to 
abide such further order therein, as to your Honours shall seem fitting and your orator 
shall for end pray.     
 
William Babbington  
 
 
 
The joint and several answers of John Morris and William Bishop to the Bill of 
Complaint of William Gregory Complainant 
 
All the advantages to the uncertainty and insufficiency of the complainant’s bill to 
these defendants and either of them, now and at all times hereafter, saved and 
reserved for answer thereunto, or for so much thereof as any may concern these 
defendants, or either of them, to answer unto they and either of them, for themselves 
severally say that they think it to be true that our late Sovereign Lord King James was 
in his life time seized in his demesne as of fee of and in the Manor of Asfordby, in the 
County of Leicester and of and in one water corn mill there, but whether the said 
water corn mill was parcel of the said Manor of Asfordby, or but erected by some 
freeholder of Asfordby aforesaid and after sold to them that were Lords of the said 
Manor, before the said Manor came to his Majesty’s hands, these defendants do not 
know, nor either of them do know, neither do they know, or believe, that all, or any of 
the tenants, or inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid, owed custom, suite, service, soak, 
mulcture and grinding to the said mill at Asfordby aforesaid, but at their own 
pleasures, or have used, time out of mind, to grind their corn grain or malt there 
longer than they pleased.  
 



But these defendants, do both of them, for themselves severally, say that they have 
heard that both, the said Manor of Asfordby and the said mill in the Bill mentioned, 
did belong to the Bishop of Lincoln for the time being and were parcel of the 
possessions of the said Bishopric and so seemed to be acknowledged in and by the 
complainant’s Bill of Complaint.  
 
And, these defendants further say that, they have credibly heard and so believe that 
while the said Manor and mill were in the hands of the said Bishops of Lincoln and 
were parcel of the possessions of the said Bishopric, the tenants and inhabitants of 
Asfordby aforesaid, owed no suite, service, nor mulcture, to the said mill, nor were 
they by any custom, or use to grind their corn or grist at the said corn mill longer than 
pleased themselves, but did then used to grind their corn, or grist at any mills where 
they best pleased, without any contradiction.  
 
And they also say that, Manor and mill came to the hands of the late King and his 
predecessors, for all the time of their memories. While the said mill continued and 
were in their hands, both these defendants and all the rest of the tenants and 
inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid, have been, at their own choice, to grind their corn 
where they best pleased and always paid their toll where they ground their corn, 
without being tied to grind the same at Asfordby said mill longer than they pleased, or 
to pay any toll there, whilst they did grind their corn there at other said mills 
notwithstanding  by such custom as they have out of other towns adjoining and such 
of the same town as came freely unto them of their own accord had as much work as 
they could well do and made a great yearly profit of the said mill, though no man was 
tied, or compelled to come thereunto, but at their own pleasures. 
And these defendants say that, they verily believe that, said King James, did, about 
the time in the Bill mentioned, did sell the said mill to the said Ferrers and Philips in 
the Bill named. Yielding and paying yearly such fee farm rent as in the said Bill 
alleged, but whether the said Ferrers and Philips, sold the same to the complainant, 
these defendants do not know. But if they did, then these defendants believe, that the 
profits which the complainant perceives made of the said mill by the farmers thereof, 
by the grinding of such corn and grist there as were freely brought to the said mill, 
was the cause that moved the complainant to purchase the same of the said patentees 
in the Bill named.  
 
And these defendants say that, the complainant, after the time that he pretends he had 
purchased the said water mill, of the said patentees, he has so much custom thereto of 
them that come freely to the same, though these defendants and many other of the 
inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid did often grind at other mills, that he was glad to 
erect a new wind mill in Asfordby aforesaid, to help to grind the said corn that was 
freely brought to his said mill, so purchased of his Majesty’s patentees as aforesaid. 
Now, perhaps, he wants work for his new erected mill, he would draw these 
defendants ( who are freeholders and have been always and their ancestors before 
them at their election to grind where they list as they conceive)to grind their corn at 
one of his the said complainant’s mills, which these defendants hope they shall not be 
compelled unto.  
 
And these defendants further say that, when the said Manor and mill of Asfordby 
came to his Majesty’s hands and to the hands of his successors, he and they, were 
seized of other corn mills, also near adjoining to Asfordby aforesaid, as namely of 



Frisby mill and Shoby mill, or some other mills thereabouts and diverse of the 
inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid have used to grind their grist and corn at his 
Majesty’s mills at Frisby aforesaid, others at Shoby mill and others at Welby mill, 
without contradiction and so hope they shall do still.  
 
And this defendant, John Morris, for himself, further says that, he hath not erected any 
querns at Asfordby aforesaid, but confesses he hath a pair of querns which were left 
him by his uncle and were set up in the house wherein this defendant normally resides 
in Asfordby aforesaid, before he this defendant ever came to any estate in the said 
house. And he says, it is true, that he, this defendant, grinds his own malt sometimes 
with his said querns and which he hopes that it is lawful for him to do. But grinds not 
other men’s malt there, but his own only and such malt as some others sometimes buy 
of him.  
 
And he also says that, our late Sovereign Lord King James, about the seventh year of 
his reign, was seized in his demesne as of fee of and in a certain water corn mill in 
Frisby, in the said County of Leicestershire, adjoining to Asfordby aforesaid, within 
half a mile thereof, or thereabouts. At which mill, of his said Majesty, diverse of the 
tenants and inhabitants as well of the Manor of Asfordby aforesaid, as also of the 
town of Frisby aforesaid, did usually, when they pleased, grind their corn and grist 
and pay their toll there for grinding the same. And the said late King James, being so 
thereof seized about the seventh year of his Majesty’s said reign by his Letters Patent 
under the Great Seal of England and as this defendant has heard convey the same 
(amongst other things) with all the suite, soak, custom, service, toll and mulcture and 
appurtenances thereunto belonging to the said Ferrers and Philips, in the Bill 
mentioned and to their heirs and assignees, rendering to his Majesty, the yearly fee 
farm rent, of three pounds and five shillings per annum which is a greater fee farm 
rent than is paid for the said complainants mill at Asfordby aforesaid.  
 
And this defendant confesses that he grinds not only his own corn there but the corn 
of any of the tenants or inhabitants of Asfordby or any other that bring their corn to 
his said mill to be ground and amongst them grinds the corn of the other defendant 
William Bishop when he brings or sends the same unto him and hopes it is lawful for 
him to do and says that a good part of the corn and grist of the inhabitants of Asfordby 
aforesaid that are now or which heretofore when their said mill were in his said 
Majesty’s hands were ground at the defendants mill in Frisby aforesaid And if this 
defendant should not be suffered to grind at his said mill the corn or grist which is 
brought unto him from the Manor and town of Asfordby aforesaid and from other 
Manors and towns which are, or late were, his Majesty’s mills, or the Manors of his 
progenitors near adjoining to Frisby aforesaid, he may in time be dismalled with the 
toll or profit that he gets by the said mill to keep the same in repair and pay his 
Majesty’s said fee farm rent and therefore the defendant hopes that well for the 
preservation and maintenance of his Majesty’s ancient mill Frisby (which has now 
come to this defendants hands) paying a yearly rent as also preservation of his said fee 
farm rent he shall be suffered to grind such corn as is brought to his said mill as well 
out of Asfordby aforesaid as out of any towns near adjacent as used to be done when 
this defendant’s said mill was with his late Majesty’s hands and as it was used when 
the said late King sold the same to the said Ferrers and Philips and the defendant first 
purchased the same. And this defendant William Bishop for himself says that though 
he dwells in Asfordby aforesaid yet he being neither tied by service or custom as he 



concerns to grind at any particular mill but where he best pleases and hoping always 
hitherto used so to do without contradiction he hopes he shall be at liberty still and 
especially to grind at any of his Majesty’s mills  or at any mill which pays a fee farm 
rent to his Majesty as the other defendant John Morris his mill does but heretofore and 
will be willing to submit himself to this honourable Court therein and pray they may 
hold his ancient freedom and liberty to grind his corn where he pleases and where he 
finds himself best used. And the said John Morris denied he has promised and 
rewarded to any man that shall grind at his mill but that he has his tenants to grind at 
his mill has promised them that they shall be well and honestly used as is fit they 
should and know otherwise which he concerns lawful for him to do and these 
defendants both of them deny that they, or either of them, are guilty of any of the 
combination, or confederacy, in the Bill mentioned and laid to their charge. And these 
defendants them say that they will willingly give the complainant five times as much 
as his Majesty hath of the complainant for his fee farm for a yearly rent for his the 
complainant’s said mill  these defendants custom, or any other custom that comes 
voluntarily to it, without that that any other matter, or matters, thing, or things, 
whatsoever in the said Bill of Complainant contained, material or effectual in the law 
for these defendants, or either of them to answer unto and not herein or hereby 
sufficiently answered unto confessed and avoided traversed or denied all which 
matters and things these defendants and either of them are and will be ready to aver 
and prove as this honourable Court shall award and pray to be dismissed out and from 
with their reasonable costs and charges in this behalf most wrongfully and without 
caused sustained.   
 
 
The replication of William Gregory, gent, Complainant, to the answer of John 
Morris and William Bishop, Defendants 
 
The said complaint by attestation, not confessing, or acknowledging, any matter, or 
thing, material, or effectual, in the said answer, allegedly to be true, in such sort, 
manner and form, as the same are thereby expressed and set forth. 
 
And this complainant further says that, the said defendant’s answer is uncertain and 
insufficient in the law to be replied unto. For diverse apparent fault and imperfections 
therein, manifestly appearing the benefit and advantage of exception thereunto, now 
and at all times hereafter, to the complainant, saved and reserved.  
 
The said complainant for replication replies and says, in all and every thing and things 
as before in his said Bill of Complaint, he has said and further says that all and any 
the materials in his Bill of Complaint are and be good, just, true, certain, sufficient in 
the law, to be answered in such sort manner and form, as they and any of them, in and 
by, the Bill of Complaint by him have been most instantly, plainly and truly alleged, 
set forth and the same he is ready to aver and prove as it shall please this honourable 
Court to award. 
 
And the said complainant further replies and says that while the said manor and mill 
were in the hands of the Bishop of Lincoln and was parcel of the possessions of the 
said Bishopric, all the tenants and inhabitants of Asfordby owed suite, soak, toll, 
service, mulcture and grinding of their corn grain, grist and malt, at the said water 



corn mill in Asfordby aforesaid, and did continually grind their corn grist and malt at 
the said water mill in Asfordby.  
 
Without that that the tenants and inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid, did then used to 
grind their corn or grist at any other mill where they best pleased, without any 
contradiction as in the said defendants answer untruly alleged. 
 
And also this repliant further says that, after when the said Manor and mill came to 
the hands of the said late Sovereign Lord King James and his predecessors, they were 
for the most part leased out to the complainant, or his ancestors and that during all the 
time these defendants, or their ancestors and all other these inhabitants, or tenants, of 
the said Manor of Asfordby did continually grind their corn, or grist and malt, at his 
Majesty’s said water corn mill and paid their toll there for the grinding thereof. And 
not any of them did grind away unless the said mill was repairing, or amending, or 
some other thing about the mill was in decay, so that the mill could not go. 
 
Without that that after the said Manor and mill came to the hands of the said late King 
and his predecessors, for all the time of these defendants memories, while the mill 
continued and was in their hands both these defendants and all the rest of the 
inhabitants and tenants of Asfordby aforesaid have been, or were, at their own choice 
to grind their corn or malt where they best pleased and always paid their toll where 
they ground their corn without being tied to grind the same at Asfordby said mill as 
by the said defendants answer is untruly furnished. 
 
And also, this complainant replies, saying that King James did about the time in the 
Bill mentioned, sold the mill to the said Ferrers and Philipps in the Bill named and 
their heirs yearlong and paying yearly such fee farm rent as in the Bill is alleged. And 
also, the said Ferrers and Philipps about the time in the Bill mentioned, sold the same 
water corn mill, with all suite, soak, service, toll, mulcture and grinding of their corn, 
grist, grain and malt to the same belonging to the complainant and his Highness, 
yielding and paying the said fee farm rent as in the Bill is alleged. 
 This complainant says that, the chief cause that did induce him to purchase the said 
mill, of the said Ferrers and Philipps, was because he and his ancestors, have time out 
of mind, had the said mill in occupation and that the said mill adjoins to the 
homestead of the complainant. 
 
Without that that the profits which the complainant perceived was made of the said 
mill by the farmers thereof, by the grinding of such corn and grist there as were freely 
brought to the said mill, was the cause that moved the said repliant to purchase the 
same of the patentees in the Bill named as is untruly alleged in the said defendants 
answer. 
 
And the said complainant further replies and says that, always after he had purchased 
the said mill of the patentees, these defendants and all other the inhabitants and 
tenants of the said Manor of Asfordby, did instantly and truly perform and do their 
suite and grind their corn, or grist and malt at his said mill as they aught, or do till of 
late. And that by reason the complainant was seized and set at a certain stint at what 
height to keep his water and that sometimes in dry summer and harvest time, the said 
mill could not grind for want of water and also because the farmers of the defendants 
the water mill in Frisby aforesaid, raised their banks and made their flood gates higher 



than the water formerly and by that means prejudiced the said complainant’s said mill, 
that it could not grind diverse times as formerly it had done. Therefore, the said 
complainant erected one wind mill in Asfordby aforesaid, only to grind the 
inhabitants and tenants of Asfordby aforesaid corn and grist in summer time, in time 
of need when there wanted water and at other times when the complainant’s said 
water mill could not go. Nor does the said complainant intend that the said wind mill 
shall grind any corn, but at such necessary times and also the said complainant never 
kept but one mill for that the water mill was able to grind more corn or grist or malt 
than was brought to the same, notwithstanding some of the inhabitants of Saxelby and 
Wartnaby in the County of Leicestershire, sometimes bring their corn and grist to the 
said mill. 
 
Without that that the said complainant after he had purchased the said water mill of 
the said patentees had so much custom thereto of them that came freely of themselves 
though the said defendants and many other of the inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid 
did often grind at other mills that the complainant was glad to erect a new wind mill 
in Asfordby aforesaid to help to grind the said corn and was freely brought to the said 
water mill so purchased of the said patentees as aforesaid as by the said defendants 
answer is most untruly alleged. 
 
Further, this repliant does deny that when the said Manor and said mill in Asfordby 
aforesaid came to his said Majesty’s hands and to the hands of his predecessors, he 
and they were seized of other corn mills also near adjoining to Asfordby aforesaid as 
namely Frisby mill and Kirby mill, or some other mill thereabouts and that diverse of 
the inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid have used to grind their grist and corn at his 
Majesty’s said mills of Frisby aforesaid and others at Kirby Mill and others at Welby 
mill without contradiction, as by the said defendants in their answer is untruly alleged. 
And this repliant says that he does not know that the late Sovereign Lord King James, 
about the seventh year of his reign, was seized in his demesne as of fee of and in 
certain water corn mill in Frisby, or no. This repliant does not know, but says if he 
was yet the inhabitant of Asfordby did never used to grind their corn or grist there but 
does confess and believe that most of the inhabitants of Frisby have used to grind 
their corn and grist at Frisby water mill and paid their toll there for grinding of the 
same. 
 
And this repliant further replies and says he does not know whether the said late King 
James, being seized of the said water corn mill in Frisby aforesaid, did about the 
seventh year of his Majesty’s said reign, by his Letters Patent under the Great Seal of 
England, convey the same amongst other things with all their suite, soak, custom, 
service, toll and mulcture appertaining thereunto belonging to the said Ferrers and 
Philipps in the Bill mentioned and to their heirs and their assigns, rendering to his 
Majesty the yearly fee farm rent of three pounds and five shillings and but if he did, 
this repliant says that their own closes and lands belonging to the said mill that he will 
willingly give the farmer of the mill for the same twenty nobles and says that all 
the …lands, closes and lands that belong to the said mill in Asfordby aforesaid are not 
worth half so much. 
 
And this repliant further says that the inhabitants of Asfordby, have never used, nor 
did not use to grind their corn and grist at Frisby water corn mill until now, since the 



said Morris, one of the defendants, purchased the same and does tie his tenants to 
grind there. 
 
And this repliant further says that if no inhabitants, but the inhabitants of Asfordby, 
do grind their corn and grist at the said mill in Frisby aforesaid as formerly, they have 
not yet the said mill with appurtenances is worth four times as much yearly as the fee 
farm rent that is paid to his Majesty for the same comes unto and that the great profit 
and benefit that has been made thereof when not any but the inhabitants of Frisby did 
used to grind their corn there did induce the said defendant Morris to buy the same 
over the miller’s head who was about the buying of the same. 
 
Without that that if the said defendant Morris should not be suffered to grind at his 
said mill the corn and grist which are brought from the Manor and town of Asfordby 
aforesaid and from other Manors and towns which are near adjoining to Frisby 
aforesaid he the said Morris may in time be disenabled when the toll or profit that he 
gets from the said mill to keep the same in repair and pay the fee farm rent as in the 
said defendant’s answer is untruly furnished. 
 
Without that that any other matter or thing in the said defendants answer contained 
material, or effectual to be replied unto and not hereby sufficiently replied unto is true 
all which matters and things the said complainant is ready to swear and prove as this 
honourable Court shall award and prays as he before by his said Bill has prayed.     
 
William Babington 
 
 
 
Legal Action of 15 January 1632/33 
 
To the Right Honourable Richard Earl of Chelmsford Lord Treasurer of 
England Francis Lord Cottington Chancellor and Under Treasurer of his 
Majesty’s Court of Exchequer Sir Humphrey, Knight, Lord Chief Baron of the 
same Court the rest of the Barons there. 
 
 
Humbly shows unto your honours your daily orator William Gregory of Asfordby in 
the County of Leicester, Gent. 
 
That whereas the late sovereign Lord King James of famous memory, was seized in 
his demesne as of fee of the right of his crown of England of the Manor of Asfordby 
in the County of Leicester and one ancient corn water mill in Asfordby aforesaid. 
Being parcel of the said Manor unto which mill, all the souls and inhabitants and 
residents whom the town and manor of Asfordby aforesaid owed custom, suite, 
service, soak, mulcture and grinding of the corn to the said mill and have, from time 
to time, where the memory of man is not to the contrary, used to grind the corn grains 
and malt at the said mill. And whereas also, the said late sovereign Lord King James, 
being thereof fee feoffed by his highness’s Letters Patent bearing dates at 
Westminster the nineteenth day of May in the seventh year of his Highness’s late 
reign over the realm of England and the Great Seal of England for the consideration in 
the said Letters Patent and did give and grant  (amongst other things) unto one, 



Edward Ferrers of London, Mercer, and Francis Philips of the said City, Gent, all that 
his said water mill which the said suite, soke, toll, multure, custom and grinding 
thereunto belonging and the meadow called the Milne Holme with the appurtances in 
Asfordby aforesaid, to the said water corn mill belonging and appertaining, or 
therewith occupied, or enjoyed there and only of their appurtances in Asfordby 
aforesaid, being parcel of the Manor of Asfordby aforesaid, with the reversion and 
reversions and rights, jurisdictions, franchises, liberties, privileges, profits, 
commodities, emoluments and hereditaments whatsoever, with all and singular third 
rights members and appurtenances in Asfordby aforesaid, to the said mill belonging 
and appurtenances, or accepted, reputed, or taken as part parcel, or member of the 
same, whereupon the yearly fee farm rent of fifty three shillings and four pence is 
therein reserved payable yearly unto his said Majesty, his heirs and successors, as in 
and by the Letters Patent amongst other things doth and may more at large appear by 
force. Whereof the said Edward Ferrers and the said Francis Philips, entered into the 
said water mill and premises and were thereof lawfully seized in the demesne as of 
fee and being thereof fee seized afterward by their Indentures bearing date the last day 
of  November in the eleventh year of the reign of the said late Sovereign Lord King 
James and enrolled in his Majesties High Court of Chancery within six months next to 
ensuing according to the statute in that case made and provided for a certain sum of 
money paid unto them by your said orator did bargain, sell and confirm unto your said 
orator by the name of William Gregory, the younger, of Asfordby aforesaid, Yeoman, 
the aforesaid water mill with custom, suite, soak  toll  and mulcture to the said mill 
belonging and appertaining and all other the aforesaid premises in Asfordby aforesaid  
by the said Letters Patent to them granted, to have and to hold, the said water mill and 
all other the aforesaid premises with their and every of them appurtenances unto your 
said orator, his heirs and assigns, to the only use and behoof of him and his heirs for 
ever. Yielding and paying therefore, yearly and every year, to the late Sovereign Lord 
King James, his heirs and successors, the said yearly fee farm rent of fifty three 
shillings and four pence of lawful English money, payable to his Majesty’s receipt of 
exchequer, or to the hands of his Majesty’s bailiffs, or receivers, for the time being at 
the feast of St Michael the Archangel and the feast of the blessed lady St Mary the 
Virgin, by equal portions by force. Whereof your said orator entered into the said 
water mill and premises and was thereof seized in his demense as of fee. 
 
But now, so it is may it please your good Lordship, that Leonard North, Margaret 
Bishop, widow, Ambrose Shaw and David Baker of Asfordby aforesaid, being tenants 
of the said Manor and inhabiting within the said town of Asfordby aforesaid, by 
combination and confederacy with one John Morris and diverse others of the 
inhabitants in the aforesaid town of Asfordby and tenants of the said Manor aforesaid, 
seeking and endeavouring to prejudice your said orator of the said custom suite, soak, 
toll, mulcture, and grinding of their corn grain and malt, that they and each of them, 
aught to do and perform to the said water mill in Asfordby aforesaid, they and each of 
them, by the combination and confederacy aforesaid, absolutely refuse to grind their, 
or any of their, corn grains and malt at the said water mill, as time out of mind they 
have done and still aught to do, which turns to the great prejudice and loss of your 
said orator, whereby your said orator, now is not and hereafter shall not be able to pay 
his Majesty the said fee farm rent of fifty three shillings and four pence as has 
formerly been well and truly paid in consideration. Whereof and forasmuch, as the 
said water mill is likely to be decayed in pursuit of profit, by reason of the 
combination and confederacy aforesaid, not only the said Leonard North, Margaret 



Bishop, Ambrose Shaw and David Baker, but also diverse other inhabitants of the 
said town of Asfordby, by the practice of combination and confederacy, do withdraw 
their suite and forbear to grind their corn and grains as formerly they have done as 
aforesaid, at the said water mill. By reason thereof, your said orator, shall not be able 
to pay the aforesaid fee farm rent to his Majesty his heirs and successors for the same. 
Whilst your said orator be relieved by your honours, in the promises and forasmuch as 
your said orator is only to be relieved in the promises by your good honours, in this 
honourable court and not elsewhere, the promises considered may it therefore please 
your honours, to grant unto your orator, his Majesty’s most gracious writ of subpoena, 
to be directed unto the said Leonard North, Margaret Bishop, widow, Ambrose Shaw 
and David Baker demanding  them and only of them, at a certain day and under a 
certain pain therein, to be limited personally, to be and appear before your good 
honours in his Majesty’s High court of Exchequer, then and there to answer the 
promises to abide such further order therein as to your honours shall seem fitting and 
your orator shall for end pray.   
 
James Feston. William Babington 
 
 
The joint and several answers of Leonard North, Margaret Bishop, widow, 
Ambrose Shaw and David Baker, Defendants to the Bill of Complaint of William 
Gregory, Complainant   
 
 
All advantage of exception, to the uncertainty and insufficiency, of the said Bill of  
Complaint, to these defendants and other of them, now and at all times hereafter, 
saved and reserved for answer thereunto, or for so much as thereto any way concerns 
these defendants, or any of them, to answer unto, they and only of them for 
themselves severally say that, they think it to be true that our late Sovereign Lord 
King James was in his life time seized in his demesne as of fee of and in the Manor of 
Asfordby in the County of Leicester and of and in one water corn mill there in the 
mill mentioned. But whether the said water corn  mill was parcel of the said Manor of 
Asfordby, or but erected by some freeholder of Asfordby aforesaid and after sold to 
them that were Lord of the said Manor, before the said Manor came to his said 
Majesty’s hands, these defendants do not know, nor either of them doth know.  
 
Neither do they know, or believe, that all or any of the tenants or inhabitants of 
Asfordby aforesaid, owe any custom suite, service, soak, mulcture, or grinding to the 
said mill at Asfordby aforesaid, but at their own pleasures, or have used, time out of 
mind, to grind their corn grains, or malt there longer than they please. But these 
defendants, do all of themselves severally say that, they have heard that both the said 
Manor of Asfordby and the said mill in the Bill mentioned, did heretofore belong to 
the Bishop of Lincoln, for the time being were parcel of the possessions of the said 
Bishopric and so seems to be acknowledged in and by the Complainant’s said Bill of 
Complaint.  
 
And these defendants do further say that, they have credibly heard and so believe, that 
while the said Manor and mill were in the hands of the said Bishops of Lincoln and 
were parcel of the possessions of the said Bishopric, the tenants and inhabitants of 
Asfordby aforesaid, owed no suite, service, or mulcture to the said mill, nor were they, 



by any custom, or use, to grind their corn, or grist at the said corn mill, long then 
pleased themselves, but did then used to grind their corn, or grist at any mills where 
they best pleased,  without any contradiction.  
 
And they also say that after the said Manor and mill came to the hand of the said late 
King and his predecessors, which for all the time of their memories, while the said 
mill continued and were in the hands of our late Sovereign Lord King James and his 
predecessors, both these defendants and the rest of the tenants and inhabitants of 
Asfordby aforesaid, have been at their own choice to grind their corn where they best 
pleased and have always paid their toll where they ground their corn, without being 
tied to grind the same at Asfordby said mill longer than they pleased, or to pay any 
toll there, or other dues for grinding, unless they did grind their corn there.  
 
And the said mill, not withstanding, by such voluntary custom as they had out of other 
towns adjoining and such of the same towns as came freely unto them of their own 
accord, had as much work as they could well do and made a good yearly profit of the 
said mill, though no man was tied, or compelled to come there, but at their own 
pleasure.  
 
And these defendants say that, they verily believe that, the said King James did about 
the time in the Bill mentioned, sell the said mill to the said Ferrers and Philips, in the 
said Bill named, not the mulcture, custom thereto belonging and the Milne Holme in 
the Bill specified, yielding and paying yearly, such fee farm rent as in the said bill is 
alleged.  
 
But whether the said Ferrers and Philips sold the same to the complainant, or whether 
the complainant paid the fee farm rent to his Majesty for the same, they, these 
defendants, do not know. But if they did sell the same to the complainant and that the 
complainant do pay such fee farm rent to his Majesty, as by the said bill is pretended, 
then these defendants say that, they believe that the profit which the complainant 
perceived was made of the said mill by the farmers thereof, by the grinding such corn 
and grist there as were freely brought to the said mill, was the cause that moved the 
complainant to purchase the same of the said patentees in the bill named.  
 
And these defendants say that, the complainant, after the time that he pretended to 
have purchased the said watermill of the said patentees, had so much grinding of them 
that came freely to the same, (though many of the inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid 
did often grind at other mills) that he was glad to erect a new windmill at Asfordby 
aforesaid, to help to grind the said corn that was freely brought to his said mill so 
purchased of his Majesty’s patentees as aforesaid. And now, perhaps, he wants work 
for his new erected mill, he would draw these defendants, who have been always and 
their ancestors before them (at their election to grind where they list as they conceive) 
to grind their corn at one of his the hands and to the hands of his predecessors. He and 
they were seized of corn mills also near adjoining to Asfordby aforesaid, as namely of 
Frisby mill and Shoby Mill in the County of Leicester and of the same their mills 
thereabouts and diverse of the inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid, have used to grind 
their grist and corn at his Majesty’s said mills at Frisby aforesaid and others at Shoby 
mill and others at Welby mill without contradiction and so hope they shall be 
permitted still to do.  
 



And these defendants do all of them, for themselves severally, deny that they, or any 
of them, are guilty of any combination, or confederacy in the bill mentioned and laid 
to their charge, or that they, or any of them, to their several knowledges, owe, or 
aught to do, or perform any custom suite, soak, toll, mulcture, or grinding of any of 
their corn grain, or malt, to the said watermill in Asfordby, in the Bill named, but are 
as they continue, at their liberty, to grind their corn where they best please and so 
have always hitherto used to do and according to that liberty, they, these defendants, 
now grind their corn and grain at a water corn mill in Frisby in the County of 
Leicester near adjoining to Asfordby aforesaid, in the tenure, or occupation of the said 
John Morris, in the Bill named, being also one of the mills of our late Sovereign Lord 
King James and still, as these defendants believe, is held of the King’s Majesty, that is 
now in fee farm and pays a greater yearly rent to the King than the complainant does 
for his said mill of Asfordby aforesaid. 
 
And the said Margaret Bishop, Ambrose Shaw and David Baker thereof, the 
defendants, do all of them say that, they neither did, nor have ground their corn and 
grain at the said mill in Frisby aforesaid, by any combination, or confederacy with the 
said John Morris, or any other, but do it freely of their own accord, because they have 
found themselves honestly used and their corn well ground at the said mill and for no 
other cause.  
 
All these defendants, deny that they or any of them, refused to grind their corn at the 
complainants said mill, or have endeavoured to prejudice the complainant in his said 
tolls, suite and mulcture more than in grinding their own corn at the said water mill in 
Frisby aforesaid.  
 
But the said Leonard North confesses and says that, about Mayday last, he took some 
land in Asfordby aforesaid to farm of the said John Morris, upon which lease he tied 
him to grind his corn at his, the said John Morris, his mill in Frisby aforesaid, so long 
as he occupied his, the said John Morris, his land, which is all the combination or 
confederacy to which drew his pretended suite and mulcture from the complainant the 
said mill that he is guilty of and all the seeking, or endeavouring, to prejudice the 
complainant of his said pretended custom, suite, toll, mulcture and grinding of his said 
corn and grain.  
 
And these defendants and all of them say that, they, or any of them, never ground any 
malt at the said complainant’s mill and always at their house. 
 
And, whereas the complainant pretends by his Bill, that if these defendants detain, or 
not hold their grinding, or do not grind at the complainant’s said mill in Asfordby 
aforesaid, that he shall not be able to pay his Majesty’s fee farm rent of fifty three 
shillings and four pence. And these defendants, to that part of the said Bill, do all of 
them answer and say that, they will be willing to give to the complainant, for his said 
mill, yearly, much more rent than he pays to the King for the same without the custom 
of any, but such as will voluntarily come and grind their corn at the said mill and 
therefore, they conceive that allegation is altogether needless. Without that that any of 
the inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid, have withdrawn any of their defended suites, or 
forborne to grind their corn at the complainants said mill, by any combination or 
confederacy …………that any other matter, thing, or things whatsoever, in the said 
Bill of Complaint, contained material, or effective in the law to be answered unto by 



these defendants, or any of them, not herein sufficiently answered unto, confessed and 
avoided, transferred, or denied, is true. All which matters and things, these defendants 
and every of them, are, and will be ready to aver and prove and this honourable Court 
shall award and pray to be dismissed, with their reasonable cost and charges in this 
behalf, wrongfully and without cause sustained.   
 
Thomas Chapman 
 
 
The replication of William Gregory, gent, to the answers of Leonard North, 
Margaret Bishop, widow, Ambrose Shaw and David Baker defendants. 
 
The said repliant, does reply and said in all and every matter and things as before in 
his said Bill of Complaint, has laid and that he does and will aver, maintain, justify 
and prove his said Bill of Complaint and all and any the matters and things therein 
contained to be good, justified and true, certain and sufficient in the law to be 
answered in such sort manner and form as in and by the said Bill of Complaint is truly 
set forth declared and that the answers of the said defendants and any of them, in all 
the points thereof material against this repliant are untrue. Without that any other 
matter, or thing, in the said answers of the said defendants, or any of them, contained 
material, or effectual in the law for this repliant to reply unto not herein sufficiently 
replied unto, confessed and avoided, denied, or otherwise transferred. are true, all and 
any such said matter and matters, thing and things, this repliant is ready to aver and 
prove, as this honourable Court shall award and humbly prays as before in the said 
Bill of Complaint he has prayed.   
 
 
Legal Action of 25 September 1633 
 
Interrogatories to be administered to witnesses to be produced to be examined on 
the part and behalf of William Gregory, Gent, complainant against John Morris 
and William Bishop defendants. 
 
 
1. Imprimis: Do you know the parties plaintiff and defendant and how long have you 
now known them or any of them and do you know the water corn mill in Asfordby? 
Declare the whole truth as you believe, or have heard. 
 
2. Item:  Whether have the defendants, John Morris and William Bishop and their 
predecessors and all other the tenants of the manor and household within the said 
town of Asfordby, all the time of your remembrance, or for how long altogether, or 
most commonly, used to grind all their corn grain and malt that they usually spent in 
their houses at the water corn mill in Asfordby and whether have you and your 
predecessors altogether, or most commonly used to grind your grist at the said water 
corn mill in Asfordby?  Declare the whole truth as you believe, or have heard. 
 
3. Item: Whether have the banks of the defendant’s water corn mill pool in Frisby 
been lately and by whom raised and the flood gates made bigger than they were 
formerly and has the said water corn mill in Asfordby been much hindered so as corn 



could not there for times be ground by reason of the back water?  Declare the whole 
truth as you believe, or have heard. 
 
4. Item:  Did not the said complainant build a windmill in Asfordby aforesaid to grind 
the corn grain and malt of the tenants of the said manor and households within the 
town of Asfordby when they wanted water at the water corn mill there, or hindered by 
reason of raising the defendant Morris, his banks of the mill pool, or setting the flood 
gates higher, or where the corn mill could not go, or otherwise?  Declare the whole 
truth as you believe, or have heard. 
 
5. Item:  Are there diverse closes and land belonging, or granted to the said defendant, 
Morris, his mill in Frisby, to the said Morris in fee farm and are the worth more yearly 
than the fee farm rent that is paid to his Majesty for the same amounts unto and did 
the defendant, Morris, when he purchased the said mill in Frisby buy the same one the 
then miller had who was about to purchase the same as you know, or credibly have 
heard declared? 
 
6. Item:  Whether is this writing now showed unto you at the time of your 
examination a true copy fees patent of the late Sovereign Lord, King James over 
England and the Great Seal of England, whereby his said late Sovereign Majesty did 
grant to Edward Ferrers and Francis Philips and to their heirs in fee farm, amongst 
other things, all the water corn mill in Asfordby with appurtenances, or of what, or 
how much is this a true copy?  
 
7. Item:  Whether have the defendants Morris and Bishop, or you, or any other of the 
inhabitants, or the householders within the town of Asfordby erected ant querns, or 
malt mills within the manor of Asfordby and ground any malt there, or whether have 
you, or they formerly ground your, or their malt at the water corn mill in Asfordby 
aforesaid? You or we declare the truth as you know, believe, or have heard. 
     
8. Item:  When you, or any of the inhabitants, or householders of Asfordby aforesaid 
did grind and carry away your, or their corn and grist at, or to some other mill and not 
at Asfordby mill what was the cause of your or their grinding away? Was the mill at 
that time in good repair, or was there want of water, or want of good usage, or was 
there any difference or controversy between you, or them and the miller, or 
competition, or what other cause was there that induced you, or them to grind away 
from the water corn mill of Asfordby? Declare the whole truth of your knowledge as 
you believe, or have heard.   
 
Signed: William Goddard; Peter Bingly; Lawrence Gunthorpe. 
 
 
Interrogatories to be ministered to witnesses to be produced on the part and 
behalf of John Morris and William Bishop defendants against the Bill of 
Complaint of William Gregory, complainant. 
 
1.  Imprimis: Do you know the parties plaintiff and defendants, or any of them and 
which of them and how long have you known them or any of them? Declare your 
whole knowledge herein. 
 



2.  Item: Do not you know, or have credibly heard, that the Manor of Asfordby 
aforesaid and the mill there, or one of them and which of them was anciently a 
subiectes [Latin = subject] manor and mill before the same came to the Crown? And 
was not the said manor and mill anciently the manor and mill of the late Bishop of 
Lincoln and parcel of the possessions of the said Bishopric as you know or have 
credibly heard? And when did the said manor and mill come from the Bishop of 
Lincoln to the Crown? Did not the same come to the Crown in the time of the reign of 
King Edward the sixth and in what year of his reign as you know or believe? Declare 
your whole knowledge herein and what you can further say concerning this 
interrogatory. 
 
3.  Item: Do you know, or believe, or have credibly heard, that whilst the said manor 
and mill of Asfordby was in the hands of the Bishop of Lincoln and parcel of the 
possessions of the said Bishopric that the tenants and inhabitants of the said manor 
and town of Asfordby owned any suite of grist or mulcture to the said mill in 
Asfordby, or were they at that time tied to any custom, or otherwise to grind their corn 
grain or malt at the said mill in Asfordby? And did they grind sometimes at one mill 
and sometimes at another where they best pleased in other places? And whether have 
the tenants, inhabitants and residents manor or Lordship of Asfordby aforesaid for all 
the time of your memory been tied by custom, tenure, or otherwise to grind their corn 
grain or malt at the said mill in Asfordby, or have they been at liberty, or used to grind, 
where best pleased? And for how many years can you remember that they have used 
any such liberty? Declare your whole knowledge herein and what you can further say 
concerning this interrogatory. 
 
4.  Item: Had not the said mill in Asfordby when you first knew the same (if the 
owners thereof had a good miller) as much custom and grinding as they could well 
serve, or as they now? And did not the owners of the said mill make a great yearly 
profit of their grinding although now were tied to come to the said mill, but who 
pleased without compulsion? And do you not think, or believe that the yearly profit 
which the millers, or owners of the said mill then made of the said mills by their 
voluntary custom was the principal reason that induced the complainant to any the 
said mill without expecting any custom, or mulcture but such as came freely and 
voluntarily thereto, or what else do you think was the cause he bought the same? 
What meadow ground the complainant belonging to the said mill? What did the 
complainant pay for the said mill when he purchased the same? And what is the said 
mill now worth to be sold with the voluntary custom. Declare your whole knowledge 
herein and what you can further say concerning this interrogatory. 
5.  Item: Had not the complainant shortly after he purchased the said mill in Asfordby 
aforesaid while he kept a good miller as much custom, or grinding as such as came 
freely and voluntarily to his said mill as his same mill could well grind? Had he not 
then so mush custom that many of the inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid were 
constrained to go to other mills to get their corn ground? And did not he shortly after 
he purchased the said mill erect another new mill in Asfordby aforesaid to enable him 
to serve his custom that came voluntarily unto him before he went about to compel 
any man to grind at his said mill?  Declare your whole knowledge herein and what 
you can further say concerning this interrogatory. 
 
6.  Item:  Have not the inhabitants of the town of Asfordby aforesaid generally for all 
the time of your memory been at liberty to grind their corn grain and malt at what mill 



and where they were best pleased?  Declare your whole knowledge herein and what 
you can further say concerning this interrogatory. 
 
7.  Item: Was not his Majesty’s predecessors (at such time as the said mill in 
Asfordby came first to the Crown, or when you first knew the said mill) seized of 
diverse other mills near Asfordby aforesaid as namely Frisby mill, Kirby mill and 
other mills? And did not the inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid when you first knew 
the said town used to grind their corn sometimes at his Majesty’s said mills at Kirby 
and sometimes at his Majesty’s mills in Frisby and others at Welby when they pleased 
without contradiction?  Declare your whole knowledge herein and what you can 
further say concerning this interrogatory.      
 
8.  Item: Did the defendant John Morris ever erect any querns in Asfordby aforesaid 
as you know, or believe, or were the querns he now hath erected by his uncle and how 
long is it since he erected the same? Has he used to grind any man’s corn thereat but 
his own, or such as bought their malt of him, or such as he ground freely without 
taking any satisfaction for the same?  Declare your whole knowledge herein and what 
you can further say concerning this interrogatory. 
 
9.  Item: Was not our late Sovereign Lord King James in his lifetime seized of the 
manor of Frisby in the County of Leicester and of the water mill aforesaid parcel of 
the said manor and of the mulcture of his tenants there? And did not the tenants of the 
manor of Frisby grind their corn grain and malt at the mill of Asfordby and likewise 
tenants of the manor of Asfordby grind their corn grain and malt at the mill of Frisby 
when they pleased? And how far is Frisby mill from Asfordby, or Asfordby mill from 
Frisby? Declare your whole knowledge herein and what you can further say 
concerning this interrogatory.     
 
10. Item: Have not the farm owners, or occupiers of the said mill at Frisby aforesaid 
used for all the time of your memory to grind the corn and grain and malt of any of 
the tenants and inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid, or of Kirby, or other towns that 
brought any corn or malt to the said mill at Frisby without contradiction till now? And 
have you ever known any of Frisby restrained for grinding at Asfordby mill, or any of 
Asfordby restrained for grinding at Frisby till now? If so, then when and where? 
Declare the truth herein and what you can further say concerning this interrogatory.    
 
11. Item: Have not diverse of the inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid used for all the 
time of your memory to keep querns in their own private houses for grinding of malt 
for their own use and for the grinding of such as they sold at their houses if the buyers 
thereof desired the same without any contradiction that you know, or ever heard of? 
How many querns have you known so kept and amongst the rest of the said 
inhabitants? Is there not a pair of querns in the defendant John Morris, his house? 
How long have you known the said querns and how long is it since the said querns 
were made as you know, or believe and in what manner have the same been used. 
Declare the truth herein and what you can further say concerning this interrogatory.  
 
12. Item: What do you think the complainant mill at Asfordby aforesaid is worth by 
the year to be set and take no more custom, or grinding than is brought, or which 
comes freely and voluntarily unto the same? Declare your whole knowledge herein 
and what you can further say concerning this interrogatory. 



 
13. Item: Do you know that the defendants or either of them and which of them are 
bound, or of right to grind their corn and malt at the complainants mill in Asfordby 
aforesaid? For what cause are the said defendants, or either of them so bound, or why 
aught they, or either of them to grind their corn and malt where and how known you 
the same so to be and is, or ever was the said mill parcel of the manor of Asfordby? 
[And how purchased the same, or to fee]. Declare the truth herein and what you can 
further say concerning this interrogatory. 
 
14. Item: Have you known that any of the inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid have 
been presented, or otherwise punished at any of the courts held for the said manor, or 
in any other court, or place, for grinding their corn or malt from the said mill in 
Asfordby or for knowing of querns in their own private houses? Who have you known 
so presented, or punished and where and where and how and what fines, or 
amercements have you known any such inhabitant concerning their presentment. 
Declare the truth herein and what you can further say concerning this interrogatory. 
 
15. Item: Is there an ancient bridle way and foot way for horse and foot to carry corn 
and malt from Asfordby aforesaid to the defendant John Morris, his mill in Frisby? 
And have not the farmers and occupiers of the said mill for all the time of your 
knowledge, or how long, used to maintain and keep in repair the bridges and causes 
and way to the said mill from Asfordby aforesaid at their own proper costs and 
charges? Declare the truth herein and what you can further say concerning this 
interrogatory. 
 
[Interrogatories 16 and 17 only partially recorded]      
 
 
Depositions of witnesses had and taken at Asfordby in the County of 
Leicestershire the five and twentieth day of September in the ninth year of the 
reign of our most gracious Sovereign Lord and King Charles before William 
Goddard, Lawrence Gunthorpe and Peter Bingley, Gents, by virtue of his 
Majesty’s commission for thereof his highness’s Court of Exchequer to whom  
William Noble directed for examination of witnesses in a case in the said Court 
depending between William Gregory, Gent, complainant and John Morris and 
William Bishop defendants as follows: - 
 
 
 
Francis King of Sileby in the County of Leicester, Miller, of the age of thirty and 
eight years or thereabouts sworn and examined said: - 
 
To the first interrogatory this deponent says that he knows the plaintiff and defendants 
and has known them by the space of fourteen years and that he knows the water corn 
mill in the interrogatory mentioned and that he was miller there by the space of seven 
years and kept the said mill. 
 
To the second interrogatory this deponent says that he knows that the defendant John 
Morris and William Bishop and all other the tenants of the Manor and householders 
within the town of Asfordby during all the time which he kept the said mill which was 



seven years used altogether, or most commonly, to grind all their corn and grain and 
sometimes malt that they usually spent in their several houses at the said water corn 
mill in Asfordby aforesaid. And this deponent says that he hath heard that the 
inhabitants in Asfordby aforesaid habitually ground all their corn and grain at the said 
water corn mill before the time he kept the said mill. 
 
To the third interrogatory this deponent says that the banks of the defendants water 
corn mill in Frisby have been lately, by one Mr Gregory Brookesby, raised and made 
higher than they were formerly by reason…… that the said water corn mill hath been 
hindered and stalled for as corn could not there sometimes [be ground] by reason of 
the back water.   
 
To the fourth interrogatory this deponent says that the said complainant built a 
windmill in Asfordby aforesaid of purpose to grind the corn grain and malt of the 
tenants of the said Manor and householders within the town of Asfordby when there 
wanted water at the said water mill, or that the same was hindered by reason of raising 
of the said banks, or when the said water corn mill could not go. 
 
John Woster of Asfordby in the County of Leicester, Miller, of the age of forty 
and five years or thereabouts sworn and examined says: - 
 
To the first interrogatory this deponent says that he knows the parties plaintiff and 
defendant and hath known them and the water corn mill in Asfordby aforesaid by the 
space of thirty years last past he, this deponent, having dwelt for long there. 
 
To the second interrogatory this deponent says that he knows the defendants John 
Morris and William Bishop and their predecessors and all other the tenants of the 
manor and householders of the said town for the space of thirty years last past used 
most commonly to …………..[Missing line - but probably stating common use of 
Asfordby mill to grind their corn] 
 
To the third interrogatory this deponent says that banks of the defendants water corn 
mill in Frisby have been lately raised and the floodgates also made higher by one, Mr 
Gregory Brookesby, than were formerly by reason whereof the said water corn mill 
has been hindered for as corn could not be sometimes there ground by reason of the 
backwater. 
 
To the fourth interrogatory this deponent says that the said complainant did build a 
windmill in Asfordby aforesaid to grind the corn grain and malt of the tenants of the 
said Manor and householders within the said town at such time as there wanted water 
at the said water corn mill, or that the same was hindered by reason of raising the 
defendant, Morris, his banks of Frisby mill pools, or setting the floodgates higher, or 
when the said corn mill could not go.  
 
To the fifth interrogatory this deponent says that there are two closes belonging to the 
said defendant Morris his mill in Frisby aforesaid granted with the mill to the said 
Morris in fee farm which said closes are worth more yearly value than the fee farm 
rent that is paid to his Majesty for the same does amount unto and further says that the 
defendant Morris when he purchased the said mill in Frisby aforesaid did buy the said 
over the then millers head who was about to purchase the same.  



 
To the seventh interrogatory this deponent says that the defendant Morris and Bishop 
and the deponents and diverse other inhabitants have within the town of Asfordby 
aforesaid querns to grind malt and have ground their malt therewith and have also 
sometime ground their malt at the water corn mill aforesaid 
 
Richard Dalby of Leicester in the County of Leicester, husbandman, formerly 
sworn and examined for defendants and now sworn and examined for the 
complainant deposes as follows: - 
 
To the first interrogatory this deponent says that he knows the parties plaintiff and 
defendant Morris by the space of sixteen years and the defendant William Bishop ten 
years and also has known the water corn mill in the interrogatory mentioned sixteen 
years. 
 
 
To the second interrogatory this deponent says that during the time that he, this 
deponent, dwelt in Asfordby which was fifteen years, in the said time he was servant 
unto Widow Nuttall five years, Anthony Franke six years and Thomas Gamble four 
years he, this deponent, by the appointment of the persons above named with whom 
he then dwelled, did most commonly carry their corn and grain that they usually spent 
in their houses to the said water corn mill in Asfordby aforesaid, there to be ground. 
 
John North of Asfordby in the County of Leicester, Husbandman, aged three 
score years, or thereabouts, sworn and examined says as follows: - 
    
To the first interrogatory this deponent says that he knows the parties complainant and 
defendant and the water corn mill in Asfordby in the interrogatory mentioned and has 
known them by the space of forty years and more 
 
To the second interrogatory this deponent says that the defendants John Morris and 
his predecessors and all other the tenants of the Manor and all other householders 
when he was of Asfordby aforesaid have all the time of his remembrance most 
commonly used to grind all their corn and grain that they usually spent in their houses 
at the aforesaid water corn mill. And this deponent further says he having been an 
inhabitant within the said town of Asfordby during all his time has constantly ground 
all his corn at the said mill except that at sometimes the said mill was out of [use]. 
And he also further says that the said defendant Bishop has sometimes ground his 
corn there. 
 
To the third interrogatory this deponent says that the banks of the defendant, Morris, 
his water corn mill pool in Frisby have been lately by one Mr Gregory Brookesby 
have been raised and made higher than they formerly were and he further says that the 
said corn mill has thereby been much hindered for as corn could not there sometimes 
be ground by reason of the backwater. 
  
William Gamble of Asfordby in the County of Leicester, Yeoman, aged eighty 
years, or thereabouts, sworn and examined says as follows: - 
 



To the first interrogatory this deponent says that he knows the parties plaintiff and 
defendant and hath known them from their childhood and knows the water corn mill 
in Asfordby in the interrogatory mentioned. 
 
To the second interrogatory deponent says that he himself having been a housekeeper 
in Asfordby by the space of forty years or thereabouts hath during all that time 
constantly and continually used to grind all his corn and grain that he spent in his 
house at the above mentioned water corn mill. And, doth think and verily believe, that 
the said defendants and their predecessors and all other the tenants of the Manor and 
householders within the town of Asfordby aforesaid, have also used to grind all their 
corn and grain, that they have usually spent in their houses, at the mill aforesaid 
except at such times that there hath been want of water, or the mill out of order. 
 
William Woster of Bottesford in the County of Leicester, husbandman, aged 
sixty years, or thereabouts, formerly sworn and examined for the defendant, him 
now sworn and examined for the complainant, deposes as follows: -  
 
To the third interrogatory this deponent says that the banks of the water corn mill pool 
in Frisby have been lately, since he dwelt therein, raised and made higher by Mr 
Gregory Brookesby, by reason whereof the water corn mill in Asfordby has been 
hindered thereby as he verily believes. 
   
To the fifth interrogatory this deponent says that there are two closes belonging to the 
defendant Morris, his mill in Frisby, and granted unto him with the said mill in fee 
farm which are worth more yearly rent than the fee farm rent than is paid unto his 
Majesty does amount unto. And further says that the defendant Morris, purchased the 
said mill in Frisby and bought the same over the then millers head who was about to 
purchase the same.   
 
John Barker of Asfordby in the County of Leicester, Labourer, aged three score 
years and eight, sworn and examined, says as follows: - 
 
To the first interrogatory this deponent says that he knows the parties complainant and 
defendants and has known them from their childhood and he knows the water corn 
mill in Asfordby in the interrogatory mentioned 
 
 
Depositions of Witnesses had and taken at Asfordby ….. day of September in the 
ninth year of the reign of….. by the grace of God of England, Scotland, France 
and Ireland before William Goddard, Lawrence Gunthorpe and Peter Bingly his 
Majesty’s commissioners fourth of his Highness’s Court of Exchequer to 
the ………. Gent directed the examination of witnesses in a cause in the ….  
between William Gregory, Gent, plaintiff and John Morris and William Bishop 
as follows: - 
 
John Bacon of Ab Kettleby in the County of Leicester, Labourer, aged four score 
years or thereabouts, sworn and examined deposes as follows: - 
 
To the first interrogatory this deponent says that he knows the plaintiff and defendants 
and hath known them by the space of forty years or thereabouts and says that he 



knows the Manor and towns of Asfordby, Frisby, Kirby Bellars and Welby and hath 
known them by the space of three score and seven years or thereabouts. 
 
To the third interrogatory he says that he doth not know that the tenants and 
inhabitants of the Manor and town of Asfordby ever owed any suite of grist or 
mulcture to the said mill in Asfordby, or were at any time tied by any custom or 
otherwise to grind their corn grains or malt to the said mill in Asfordby but might 
grind the same where they pleased in other places for any thing this deponent knows 
to the contrary and says that he never knew that any inhabitant or tenant or resident of 
the said Manor and Lordship of Asfordby aforesaid for all the time of his memory 
was ever tied to any custom service or otherwise to grind their own grain or malt at 
the said mill in Asfordby but might grind the same where they pleased in other places 
for any thing this deponent knows to the contrary and that they have used the same 
liberty for the space of three score years. 
 
To the fifth interrogatory he cannot depose. 
 
To the seventh interrogatory he says that the inhabitants of Asfordby aforesaid above 
three score years since have used to grind their corn sometimes at Kirby mill, 
sometimes at Frisby mill and sometimes at Welby mill when they pleased without 
contradiction to this deponent’s knowledge. 
 
To the eighth interrogatory he cannot depose. 
 
To the ninth interrogatory this deponent says that the inhabitants of Frisby have 
ground their corn and grain at the mill in Frisby and malt at their own querns there, 
but at some seldom times have brought their corn to Asfordby mill to be ground. And 
says that the tenants of the Manor of Asfordby have ground their corn at Frisby mill 
sometimes where they pleased and says that it is a mile distance from Frisby mill to 
Asfordby and from Asfordby mill to Frisby. 
 
To the tenth interrogatory he says that he has known one Raphe Bull of Asfordby to 
grind his corn sometimes at Kirby mill, sometimes at Frisby mill and sometimes at 
Welby mill and that he never knew any of Asfordby restrained from grinding at 
Frisby mill, or any of Frisby restrained from grinding at Asfordby mill. 
 
To the eleventh interrogatory he says that he has known diverse of the inhabitants of 
Asfordby as namely; Raphe Bull, Thomas Gamble, John Austin and Robert Stevens 
who dwelt in the defendant William Bishop’s house to keep querns in their own 
private houses in Asfordby for the grinding of malt for their own use, but whether the 
defendant John Morris has any querns, or not, this deponent knows not.  
 
To the fourteenth interrogatory he says that he has not known any of the inhabitants of 
Asfordby during the time this deponent lived there which is now 35 years since, or 
thereabouts were presented, or punished at the courts held for the manor of Asfordby, 
or any other court, for grinding of their corn, or malt from Asfordby mill, or for 
keeping of querns in their own private houses in Asfordby aforesaid. 
 
To the fifteenth interrogatory he says that there is a bridle way and foot way for horse 
and foot to carry corn and grain from Asfordby to John Morris his mill in Frisby. And 



this deponent says that the farmers and occupiers of the said mill all the time that this 
deponent lived in Asfordby, which was for the space of 16 years, did used to maintain 
and keep in repair the bridges and causries and ways to the said Frisby mill from 
Asfordby at their own proper costs and charges  
 
To the sixteenth interrogatory he says that there has been a wind mill within the 
manor town, or Lordship of Frisby besides the defendant John Morris, his water mill, 
which about forty years since is fallen down and that the same water mill is a very 
ancient mill and has been during all the time of this deponent’s knowledge. And says 
that there is not any other water mill, or wind mill left in the Lordship of Asfordby but 
the complainant’s water mill and wind mill only.   
 
To the seventeenth interrogatory he says that he has known one John Morris who 
dwelt in the defendant John Morris, his house to grind his corn at Welby mill about 40 
years since. And this deponent further says that he never heard that the owners or 
occupiers of Asfordby mill were ever grieved thereat, or that the said John Morris was 
ever presented, or punished, for grinding from the said Asfordby mill. 
 
To the eighteenth interrogatory he says that he has known one Robert Stevens who 
dwelt in the defendant William Bishop house to grind his corn at Kirby mill 
sometimes about 40 years since before his, this deponent, remaining away from 
Asfordby. And says that he never heard any of the owners or occupiers of Asfordby 
mill were grieved thereat, or that the said Robert Stevens was ever presented, or 
punished, for grinding from the said Asfordby mill. 
 
To the nineteenth interrogatory this deponent answered as he has formerly deposed in 
the eleventh interrogatory. 
 
 
 
Richard Dalby of the Borough of Leicester in the County of Leicestershire, aged 
40 years or thereabouts, sworn and examined deposes as follows: - 
 
To the first interrogatory this deponent says that he knows the plaintiff and defendant 
and hath known William Gregory and John Morris by the space of sixteen years or 
thereabouts and hath known of the other defendant, William Bishop, for the space of 
ten years or thereabouts and says that he knows all the manors or towns in the 
interrogatory mentioned and hath known them by the space of sixteen years or 
thereabouts. 
 
To the third interrogatory this deponent says that he never heard that the inhabitants, 
tenants and residents of the said Manor and Lordship of Asfordby have been tied by 
custom, tenure, or otherwise to grind their corn grain, or malt at Asfordby mill but as 
he conceived, they had been at liberty to grind where they pleased for the space of 
fifteen years whilst this deponent lived at Asfordby and that it is about 30 years since 
he lived there. 
 
To the sixth interrogatory he deposes as he has formerly in the third interrogatory. 
 



To the eleventh interrogatory he says that he hath known some of the inhabitants of 
Asfordby as namely Anthony Franke, Widow Nuttall and Thomas Gamble, with 
whom this deponent dwelled as a servant for the space of fifteen years as aforesaid, 
keep querns in their own private houses for the grinding of malt for their own uses 
without any contradiction as he verily believes and further to this interrogatory he 
cannot depose.    
 
To the fourteenth interrogatory he says that he never knew that any of the inhabitants 
of Asfordby have ever been presented or otherwise punished at any court held for the 
said Manor, or in any other place. 
 
 To the seventeenth interrogatory he says that one John Morris who dwelt in the 
defendant John Morris, his house, did about fifty years since send his corn and grist to 
Welby mill to be ground. And this deponent says that the farmers, or owners of 
Asfordby mill were ever grieved thereat, or that there ever was any one of the 
inhabitants of Asfordby amerced, or punished for grinding his corn from the said mill 
in Asfordby.          
 
Joan Kimberly, wife of Henry Kimberly of Asfordby in the County of Leicester, 
Blacksmith, aged thirty years, or thereabouts sworn and examined deposes as  
follows: - 
 
To the first interrogatory this deponent says that she knows the plaintiff and 
defendants, hath known them all during all her time of her remembrance and does 
also know the town of Asfordby, for that she was born therein, but she doth not know 
the other towns in the interrogatory mentioned. 
 
To the nineteenth interrogatory this deponent says that there has been a pair of querns 
in the defendant, William Bishop, house all the time of her remembrance which was 
for the space of twenty years and she does also remember that she has seen malt 
ground at the said querns. 
 
Partial deposition of unknown witness 
 
 
……. the said mill in Asfordby, or for keeping of querns in their own houses…… 
neither hath he knows any presented, or punished, nor fined, or amerced …….  any of 
the said inhabitants at any time for the grinding at the said mill. 
 
To the fifteenth interrogatory he says that he believes there is an ancient bridle way 
and foot way for horse and foot men to carry corn and malt from Asfordby aforesaid 
to the defendant, John Morris, his mill in Frisby. And further to this interrogatory he 
cannot depose. 
 
Standley King of Hoby in the County of Leicester, Miller, formerly sworn and 
examined on the part and behalf of the complainant and now sworn and 
examined on the part and behalf of the defendant deposeth as followeth: - 
 
To the third interrogatory this deponent says that he doth not know that any of the 
inhabitants tenants or residents of the said Manor of Asfordby for all the time this 



deponent was miller at Asfordby mill which was about 50 years since was tied by any 
custom tenet or otherwise to grind their own grain or malt at the said mill in Asfordby 
but have been at liberty to grind where they best pleased for anything this deponent 
knows to the contrary and further to this interrogatory he cannot depose. 
 
To the ninth interrogatory he says that about fifty years since when this deponent was 
the miller at Asfordby mill some of the inhabitants of Frisby ground their corn at 
Asfordby mill and some of Asfordby as namely John Morris uncle to the defendant 
Morris and old Mr Hill the then parson did sometimes grind their corn at Frisby mill 
and sometimes at other mills. 
 
To the tenth interrogatory he says that he never knew any of Asfordby restrained from 
grinding at Frisby mill or any of Frisby restrained from grinding at Asfordby mill. 
 
To the twelfth interrogatory he says that he thinks the complainants mill in Asfordby 
is worth £8 6s and to be set if it hath not more custom then what doeth voluntary and 
freely come thereunto out of all places. 
 
Anthony Hill of Asfordby in the County of Leicester, Gent, aged 45 years or 
thereabouts sworn and examined deponent as follows: - 
 
To the first interrogatory this deponent says that knows the plaintiff and defendants 
every of them and have known the complainant William Gregory and John Morris 
one of the defendants all the time of this deponents memory and the other defendant 
William Bishop ever from his childhood and doeth know and hath known the town of 
Asfordby all the time of this deponents memory and also doeth know and have 
knowledge of the towns in the herein mentioned by the space of twenty years or 
thereabouts.         
 
Mills mentioned in the first action: - 
 
Asfordby water mill – mills at this village documented in Domesday. 
Asfordby wind mill – recently built as per deposition. 
Frisby-on-the-Wreake water mill - mills at this village documented in Domesday. 
Frisby-on-the-Wreake wind mill – ancient mill fallen down as per deposition. 
Kirby Bellars Mill 
Welby Mill 
 
By Inference: - 
Sileby Mill 
Hoby Mill 
 
Possible chronology of millers at Asfordby water mill: - 
 
Andrew Tussher 
It is known from manorial court documents that Andrew Tussher was the mill owner 
in Asfordby in 1551 because he was fined for excessive tolling. 
Andrew Tusser was a lawyer, a catholic and second son of William Tusser of London. 
He became a Member of Parliament. 



He was accused in court of depriving Margaret Bishop of property in Frisby. This 
Margaret Bishop was great grandmother to the defendant William Bishop. 
 
Stanley King 
The old parson he refers to in his deposition would be Martyn Hill who died in 1621. 
It seems a distinct possibility that Stanley King was the miller in Asfordby up to this 
point before Francis King took over the position in 1622. 
 
Francis King 
Given his testimony and that of the subsequent John Woster it is probable he ran the 
Asfordby mill between 1622 and 1629. 
Other records show he was miller in Sileby by 1639. 
 
John Woster 
Given his testimony and that of previous witness, Francis King, it is probable he ran 
Asfordby mill from 1629 to 1635 and was therefore the Asfordby miller at the time of 
the legal action. 
 


