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IN Domesday Book, 1086, Osbern de Ow, i.e. d'Eu, appears

as holding the Church of Leret, which is attached to

the royal manor of Ewell, though not adjacent to it. There

are 40 acres of land going with it, and it is worth 20 shillings

a year. Letherhead does not occur under that name as a

manor in the survey, but this means Letherhead Church,

which was appurtenant to the royal manor of Ewell. Osbern

de Ow (d'Eu) also held Farnham Church, and land which is

probably Bentley in Hampshire near Farnham. Osbern was
perhaps the grandson, or son, of Osbern the Vicomte of Eu
in Normandy, sheriff as we should call him in England, who
was dead in 1060. No more is known about Osbern, nor

how Letherhead passed from him to Eudo Dapifer, i.e. the

Steward of the King ; though there was a possible connexion

by marriage—Eudo was son-in-law to Richard of Tonbridge,

and Richard's grandfather was Comte d'Eu. Eudo founded

the Abbey of St. John the Baptist at Colchester, not later

than 1 104. The monastic account of the foundation, and the

early Charters, printed in Dugdale's Monasticon, are more
than suspicious.^ Monks who wrote not as intentional forgers

and deliberate inventors, but as editors anxious to make out

a good story for their house, used to rewrite decayed documents,

or restore what was missing, as they thought it ought to be said.

This happened in the case of Colchester, in the thirteenth

century, probably. The original Charter of foundation is

fictitious, but there is no reasonable doubt that Eudo was
the founder, nor that among their possessions, perhaps given

by him, was the Church of Turnecrust, with one hide of land,

1
J. H. Round, E.H.R. XVI, 721, etc. ; and Geoffrey de Mandeville,
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and the land of Ralph de Broc. These are confirmed by
Henry I, in a charter of confirmation which Mr. Round dates

in 1 104, or not later. Turnecnist is Thorncroft, a manor in

Letherhead parish the land of which is adjacent to the site

of Letherhead Church. The Churches of Leret and Turne-

crust are almost certainly different names for the same church,

and both mean Letherhead. At all events, Colchester after-

wards did hold Letherhead Church, and the grant of Thorncroft

Church is their title to hold it. Perhaps Eustace de Broc was
a sub-tenant on the 40 acres of land. I do not know of evidence

of de Brocs in Letherhead, except this mention of the land

of Ralph de Broc in the Colchester charter. There seems
no reason to suppose him to be grantor of the advowson to

Colchester. What may be pertinent to the origin of the

grant is that Eudo Dapifer was husband to the daughter of

Richard de Tonbridge, ancestor of the de Clares, who was
overlord of Thorncroft in Domesday, and Eudo may have
had an interest through his wife, and Eudo's wife, as noted

above, was great-granddaughter to a Comte d'Eu, with whom
Osbern de Ow (d'Eu) may have been connected. Eudo
seems to have been dead by Lent 1120, with no heirs, and
his lands were on the point of escheating to the Crown, when
the Abbot of Colchester procured an additional confirmation

in iiig. This is much later in its present shape, but may
very possible represent a genuine document of 11 19, doctored

considerably. Thorncroft, the manor, was not held by Eudo,
nor his wife Rohaise, for it did not revert to the Crown.
Letherhead Church was claimed by the Crown afterwards not

because it was on Eudo's land escheated to the Crown, but

because it was in the royal fee of Ewell. The exact circum-

stances of the grant cannot be cleared up, but at any rate

St. John's, Colchester, held the Church, had the advowson
that is, and received a pension of 8 marks a year from the

rectors. This is proof positive that the Church was not

appropriated to the Abbey, that is the Abbey itself was not

rector. Colchester also had the advowson of Ashtead Church,

for in 1213 {Placita coram Rege, Abbrev. Trin. Term, 15 John)
the Abbot successfully defended his right of advowson against

William de Mara, lord of Ashtead. The Abbot produced a

charter of William (Giffard) Bishop of Winchester, 1100-1129,
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in which the Bishop said that he had consecrated Ashtead as

a capella to the ecclesia of Liered, that the Abbot was to have

20 shilUngs a year from Ashtead, and that the officiating

priest must be approved by the rector of Liered. Be that as

it may, by the fourteenth century the descendants of the

de Maras had got the advowson of Ashtead. It seems

that Colchester was equally unfortunate with Letherhead

itself.

Colchester certainly presented rectors who were duly insti-

tuted to Letherhead, till in 1279 Edward I inquired by a

Quo Warranto on what their claim to present was founded,

(Coram Rege, 7 Ed. L Rot. 35) for Letherhead Church was
on land appurtenant to a royal manor. The question was
not settled at once, but in 1287 Robert the Abbot granted

the advowson to the King (Surrey Feet of Fines, 15 Ed. I.

47, 48, old numbers), probably because he was obliged to do

so, abandoning a shaky title by a discreet surrender. If the

Colchester account of the foundation, printed by Dugdale,

was then in existence, Edward's lawyers had perhaps as little

faith in it as modern critical historians have. Yet Edward's

Justices, and Mr. J. H. Round, were defying the most dire

imprecations when seeking to invalidate the grants to Col-

chester. The fabricated charter of Eudo threatens those who
diminish these gifts with the fate of the traitor Judas, or an

abode with Dathan and Abiram in hell. I hasten to add
that though the charter is a forgery I think its grants genuine,

confirmed as they were by the charter of Henry I, and by
undoubted possession of some of them by Colchester.

There was perhaps another claimant to the advowson,

besides the King and the Abbey of Colchester. In 1285,

while the suit was still pending, the Church had been " in the

custody of one of the King's clerks." In 1289, John de

Pontissara, Bishop of Winchester, had issued a mandate for

the institution as rector of one Henry of Durham, rather

pointedly designated as " the presentee of the lawful patron,"

giving the latter no name. I should think that did not mean
the King, it could not mean Colchester in the teeth of the

Fine of 1287. Did it not mean that the Bishop himself, or

the Church of Winchester claimed the advowson ?

I think that clearly the Bishop was claiming the advowson,
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for there seems to be a later recognition of the rights of the

Bishop as patron.

The King presented in 1303, 1324, 1330, and 1340. But

in 1324 Robert de Hoton was presented to Letherhead " now
in the King's hands by reason of the late voidance of the See

of Winchester " {PR. 17. Ed. II. pt. 2, m.4). The See was

vacant by the death of Asser, 1323, pending the election of

Stratford, and the Letters Patent seem to recognize the

Bishop's right.

The question of property in the church has a bearing upon

the date of rebuilding of the Chancel and Transepts. Within

limits a style in building dates itself. If, however, definite

documentary evidence modifies the conclusions which we
should draw from style alone, there is no question which

basis for judgment is the surer. Also the probabilities of the

case, the state of the finances of people engaged, are not to

be neglected. Looking to style alone, architectural experts

refer the rebuilding to about 1320 and not later than 1330.

But who could pay for it then ? Colchester had lost all

interest in the church, nor if Colchester had had any interest

had it any money. In 1312 Colchester was badly in debt

(Ep. Reg. of London, Baldock, f. 31). In 1338 Colchester

was still so poor that they were excused from a payment of

a subsidy {Close Rolls, 12, Ed. III. pt. III. m. 9, i). The

Crown was little likely to be building parish churches then,

especially in a parish where it did not own the rectory, and

was uncertain about the advowson. Edward II was in a

chronic state of poverty, confusion reigned supreme in all

parts of the administration. The expenses of the unsuccessful

Scotch war were enormous. Edward II did discharge some

of the debts of Edward I, those of Edward II were undischarged

well into the reign of Edward III. The Scutages intended

by Edward I to pay for his wars were still uncollected under

his grandson. Men were complaining of being dunned for

arrears of taxes imposed upon their grandfathers. Is it not

a probability, amounting almost to a certainty, that the Austin

Priory of Ledes, a well-to-do house in spite of losses, which

got the advowson, and got the rectory appropriated to it in

1341, as we shall see, and which had an estate of land in the

parish extensive enough to make a grant of free warren.
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that is of sporting rights, valuable in 1368, did any extensive

rebuilding which was needed in the earlier half of the century ?

Edward III was petitioned by his mother Isabella to give

some compensation to the Priory of Ledes, because they

had suffered damage when her husband Edward II had besieged

Lord Badlesmere in Ledes Castle to avenge an insult offered

to her. Edward gave to Ledes Priory 8 marks a year, out of

the proceeds of the manor of Ledes, or from ecclesiastical

benefices, to found a chantry in Ledes Castle for masses for

the soul of his grandmother. (Letter in Winchester Cathedral

Library.) But he went further in his endowment. In pur-

suance of his mother's wishes, on October 22 1341, Edward
III by Letters Patent (15 Ed. Ill pt. III. m. 14) promised

to Leds 28 marks yearly out of the revenues of the royal

manor of Ledes, till an equivalent could be found, which

equivalent he had already fixed upon in the shape of the

rectory of Letherhead. On November 6 of the same year

he gave licence to Ledes to appropriate the church {ibid.,

m. 6), that is, to take the rectory and advowson and land as

part of the revenue of the Priory. It was enough to support

six Canons in the House. To make things regular he petitioned

the Pope, Clement VI, to confirm the appropriation. The
record of the Petition, and its answer, strengthens the suppo-

sition about rebuilding made above. It may be summarized
as follows :

Petition of King Edward at the request of his mother,

Queen Isabella, for the appropriation of the Church of Ledrede

in the diocese of Winchester, to the Prior and Convent of

Ledes in the diocese of Canterbury, the said Priory having

suffered during the siege of the neighbouring castle by King
Edward, the King's father, of famous memory,^ and hy the

necessity of rebuilding the church. A Vicar with a fit allowance

is to be appointed, and an order made touching the indemnity

of the Church of Winchester and of the Archdeacon of Surrey.

The Petition is marked, granted, at Avignon, 18. Kal. Oct.

(i.e. Sept. 14th) 1345. {Calendar of Papal Letters, Petitions,

Vol. VIII, 4. Clement VI f. 10.

1 "Famous memory" was merely conventional for "the late."

His wife's gratitude for his avenging the insult offered to her at Ledes
Castle was not sufficient to prevent her conniving at his murder.
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Ledes Priory not only has suffered losses, but is confronted

with the prospect of expenses in building. The King's com-

pensation to it is somewhat qualified by the obligation. The
letter is not absolutely clear. The Church of Ledes Priory

was being rebuilt, and the need of rebuilding the Church

refers perhaps to that and not to Letherhead Church ; but

the latter interpretation does not seem to be inadmissible.

It is made a little more likely by there being another instance

in which Ledes procured an appropriation to enable them to

rebuild a Church, not their own, but in their gift. In 1352

they presented a Petition to Clement VI for leave to appro-

priate the Church of Stokebery (Stockbury, Kent), because

of the burning of the Church of Chatham, which therefore

requires rebuilding. (Papal Petitions, Vol. XVII, 2, Clement

VI, f. 90, 7. Id. Aug.). This petition was allowed.

The Priory had the advowson, but they did not enter upon

the possession of the appropriated rectory till the resignation

of the last rector, John Claver, in November 1345.

Following upon this they presented the first Vicar, WiUiam
de Harple. There was still need to secure the agreement of

the Chapter of Winchester to the appropriation, for by the

Canon Law not only the Bishop but the Chapter had to agree

to it. A considerable correspondence, somewhat acrimonious

in tone upon the King's side, passed between the King, his

Mother, and the Church of Winchester. ^ It concluded by an

inquiry by a Chapter of the Rural Deanery of Ewell, presided

over by the Archdeacon, held at Sutton on April 3, 1346.

The Chapter reported that the living was appropriated to

Ledes by Papal authority ; that the appropriation was con-

firmed by the Archbishop ; that William de Harple was duly

appointed Vicar ; and that 13s. 4^. should be reserved annually

for the Bishop and his Church, 13s. 4d. for the Archdeacon of

Surrey as a pension, 2s. gd. for his Ordinaries, ys. y\d. for

Procurations at his Visitations. The Vicar was to keep

books and vestments in repair, after a first reparation by the

Priory, and was to receive 20s. annually for bread, wine and

lights, beside the usual Vicarial tithes minutely specified.

(W. Ep. Reg. Edington, I, 10, a and b). Henceforward

Ledes was in quiet possession till the Dissolution of the Monas-

^ The correspondence is in the Winchester Cathedral Library.
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tehes. Then Henry \'III granted the Rectory and advowson

of Letherhead to the Dean and Chapter of Rochester (June 20

1542), and they have held them ever since, except for a break

during the Civil Wars. The Rectory house, the land, and

the great Tithes have been let on lease, together or severally.

The Rectory was called a manor, and the Rectory house was

subsequently known as Vale Lodge. Really there never was

a Manor of Letherhead, so called,^ distinct from Thorncroft.

The names seem to be used indiscriminately in the early

Court Rolls.

^ The rectory was considered to be a manor. The other manors
were Thorncroft, Pachevesham, Randalls and Little Pachevesham.
The last two were held together, and the three last named are inextric-

ably confused now under one ownership.


