
Ludgershall in 1086 

There exists no single document explaining the reasons why William I ordered the survey of England 

which resulted in the Great and Little Domesday books. Some historians suggest that he just wanted 

to know how it was occupied and with what sort of people. It of course follows that if he knew who 

owned what and where that he could tax them accordingly. William sent out groups of 

Commissioners to collect and collate the information. The information they gathered was fairly 

uniform although some Commissioners asked for more detail than others. The main questions were 

as follows; What was the manor called? Who held it at the time of King Edward?; Who holds it now?; 

How many hides are there?; How many ploughs in demesne, how many of these belonged to the 

manor,; How many villagers were there?; How many cottars? How many slaves?; How many 

freemen?; How many sokemen?; How much woodland?; How much meadow?; How much pasture?; 

How many mills?; How many fisheries?; What did its value used to be?; What is its value at the time 

of the survey?. 

Some Commissioners took their duties very seriously and asked a greater number of questions than 

these; however the Commissioners acting for Ludgershall and Tetchwick appear to have asked only 

the basic. These names of the Commissioners do not appear to have been recorded but it is thought 

that they did not originate from the county which they were surveying. Perhaps William thought 

that by using Commissioners from outside the county that he would get a more accurate 

assessment. Once all the detail had been collected and confirmed in each county by a jury of four 

Frenchmen and four Englishmen it was sent to London where it was collated into the large books we 

know as Great and Little Domesday. Two books which give an unprecedented snapshot of England at 

a specific time in its history. 

The present day parish of Ludgershall has three entries in the Buckinghamshire folio of the Great 

Domesday Book. 

The main entry is listed under the Land of the Bishop of Coutances. The Bishop was Geoffrey of 

Mowbray, a Frenchman who was a commander of French forces at the Battle of Hastings. For his 

actions on behalf of William I he was awarded 280 lordships and manors, including Ludgershall and 

Tetchwick. It is improbable that he ever lived in the parish; in fact it is doubtful that he ever visited 

but he did receive financial gain in the form of rents and tithes. For Ludgershall the entries read: 

In Ashendon Hundred: The Bishop holds Ludgershall himself. It answers for 9 hides Land for 8 

ploughs; in Lordship 4 hides; 2 ploughs there; a third possible. 13 villagers with 4 smallholders have 5 

ploughs, 5 slaves; meadow for 8 ploughs; woodland, 40 pigs. The total value is and was 100s; before 

1066 £6 Edeva held this manor from Queen Edith; she could sell.  

In Ashendon Hundred; M Payne holds Tetchwick from William, for 2 hides, Land for 2 ploughs in 

lordship 1. 3 villagers have 2 ploughs. 1 slave; meadow for 2 ploughs; woodland, 50 pigs. Value of 

this land, 30s; when acquired 20s; before 1066, 30s.; Alwin a thane of King Edward’s, held this 

manor; he could sell. (The M in front of Payne stands for Manor, this shows that there was a 

separate manor at Tetchwick at this time.) 



In Ashendon Hundred; William son of Mann holds 2 hides in Ludgershall. Land for 2 ploughs; in 

lordship 1 hide and 1 virgate 1 plough there. 3 villagers have 1 plough; meadow for 1 plough; The 

value is and always was 20s. Aelfric, King Edward’s chamberlain held this manor, he could sell. 

Much of the above seems incomprehensible written as it was for a period many years distant thus 

the following may make it more easily understood. 

The Bishop holds Ludgershall himself. It answers for 9 hides; A hide was a unit of measurement and is 

thought to have represented between 60 and 120 acres. Thus the Bishop would have had a 

landholding of between 540 and 1080 acres. There is no exact way of telling precisely how much 

land he held. It is thought that the hide may have been used as a reference point for tax 

assessments. 

Land for 8 ploughs; This implies that the Bishop had eight plough teams which he used on his land. 

Each team was thought to consist of eight oxen so in theory he had 64 oxen. Oxen were used at this 

period rather than horse because of the power they could exert. On clay soils such as those in 

Ludgershall this would have been very important.  

In lordship 4 hides; Land in ‘lordship’ was land farmed by an under-tenant of the tenant-in-chief, in 

this case we are not give his name.  

2 ploughs there; This implies that the under-tenant was not as efficient in his husbandry of the 

Bishop as the ratio of hides to plough teams is much lower. It could also mean that his land was of 

inferior quality. 

A third possible; This means that the under-tenant could have three plough teams on his land but 

that he did not have them at the time of the survey. 

13 villagers; Villagers more commonly known as ‘villani’, were a class of peasant who held land after 

the Bishop and his under-tenant. They usually held enough land to provide food for them and their 

families. 

With 4 smallholders; Smallholders were a class who held less land that the villani. 

Have 5 ploughs; This represented the number of plough teams that the combined number of 

villagers and smallholders could produce to farm their land. 

5 slaves; Slaves were a landless class who worked on the land tenanted by others. They were very 

closely associated with ploughing. It is thought they received no payment other than their board and 

lodging. 

Meadow for 8 ploughs; Meadow was land, in many cases common land, which was used for growing 

the village supply of hay and was also used for the grazing of the oxen. 

Woodland, 40 pigs; In some county returns the actual acreage of woodland is given, but not in this 

case. However, the fact that it supported 40 pigs infers some degree of size. The fact that woodland 

in Tetchwick supported 50 pigs suggests that it may have been twenty per cent larger. 



The total value is and was 100s; before 1066 £6; There is and always appears to have been some 

conjecture as to what this valuation means. Some historians suggest that it may have been an 

estimate of the rental of a property based on population and equipment. Sadly there is no 

documentary evidence to show how the calculations were made and to increase our understanding 

of the values. 

Edeva held this manor from Queen Edith; Edeva was the tenant of Queen Edith the wife of Edward 

the Confessor. 

She could sell; This phrase indicates that Edeva had in the late Anglo-Saxon period the right to 

dispose of the land by sale or inheritance. This right was lost in 1066. 

Thus by analysis of the above entry and of the other two entries relating to Ludgershall we can gain 

an insight into the structure of the village in 1086. Calculations show that the acreage was between 

1095 and 2220 acres, modern day Ludgershall is estimated at some 2500 acres. Most of the acreage 

then was used for farming as it still is today. It would appear however that there is less woodland. 

But what of the population? Unlike the modern day census the Commissioners did not record all of 

the inhabitants of the parish; they were more interested in the value of the land. However using the 

figures which they do give it is possible to estimate the total population as being between 132 and 

165 men, women and children. Whilst one cannot be sure that any of the figures is totally accurate it 

is possible to suggest that the population of the village may only have grown by some 33% since the 

time of the Domesday survey.   

It would appear that despite the intervening centuries there are many similarities between the 

Ludgershall of 1086 and the Ludgershall of 2011.  

Coming next the early church and its effect on the parish in medieval times. 

 

 

 

 

 

 


