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Topic No. 25: Enclosures in Tudor-Stuart England, c.1485 - 1640
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QUESTIONS:

1. What were the major phases of Tudor-Stuart Enclosures: when did they begin, and how? What is
meant by ‘enclosure,’ and what forms did it take in Tudor-Stuart England?  Discuss enclosing,
engrossing, land reclamation, and their differences.

2. What were the basic causes of enclosure and engrossing: and how did such causes vary over time
from the mid-15th to the late-17th centuries? How did the causes and forms of enclosure vary by
regions in England?  What role did demography play – both demographic decline and demographic
growth; what role did the English cloth-export trade and the demand for wool play?

3. How did enclosures affect the property rights of peasant tenants; and did enclosure/engrossing
necessarily mean ‘depopulation’: in what types of enclosure, in what regions, in what periods? Could
enclosures and agrarian change subsequently lead to increased employment and population?
Differentiate the economic consequences by region and period.

4. Why did landlords engage in or permit enclosures: what were their economic and social motivations?
Did landlords ‘capture’ all the economic rent on land as a result of enclosure? Who gained and who
lost by enclosures? Differentiate by type of landholder, region, and period; and discuss the
differences in the economic and social consequences of these enclosures.


