
NOTES

The village of Ripley: a possible morphological history

In medieval times, Ripley was in the parish of Send or Send-with-Ripley. Send church was
dedicated to the Blessed Virgin Mary and Ripley, apparently dedicated to St Mary Magdalen,
was a chapelry of Send. Ripley did not become parochial until 1878.

Ripley appears first recorded in documents or copies of documents of c 1204:1 indeed, a
great deal seems to have been happening in the vicinity at that time. Augustinian Newark
Priory, a mile from Ripley by road and within Send parish, is understood to have been
founded by Godfrey de Lucy, Bishop of Winchester (de Lucy was appointed to the see in
1189 and died in 1204). In 1220, Henry III granted to the prior of Newark the right of holding
an annual fair on the eve and day of the Feast of Mary Magdalen, for which the prior had
to give the king a palfrey.2 In 1279, during the Quo Warranto proceedings, the prior claimed
he also had the right of holding a market in Ripley, granted by charter of Henry III, ‘but it
was of no value as no-one came to it’.3 The market may have soon failed, as many did, but
the fair clearly struggled on as the meagre profits (2s 8d) of a fair held within the desmesne
of Ripley and Send are recorded against Newark in the Valor Ecclesiasticus.4 This modest
amount was probably the least valued asset ascribed to Newark and can be compared with
the 54s 8d earned by the mill at Send.5

Ripley chapel is positioned on the road to Guildford a short distance toward that town
from the crossroads at the centre of the village. The elaborate surviving remains of the earliest
phase of the chapel – comprising the lower stage of the chancel – have been ascribed on
architectural grounds to c 1150 or c 1150–60,6 not that these two dates can be stylistically
separated, but the position of the east window of c 1230 shows that the initial architectural
scheme of the chancel was not completed. The rest of the church is essentially Victorian and
it is now impossible to reconstruct the final medieval structure with any confidence.

In medieval times the later ‘Portsmouth Road’ was here part of an important highway from
London to Winchester and Southampton via Kingston and Guildford: the bishops of
Winchester and their officials must have travelled it many times. The chapel is situated almost
equidistantly from the accessible churches of Send, Pyrford and Ockham, and would hardly
have been needed to serve a dispersed population, but Edward VI’s ‘Commission into
Chauntries, etc’7 believed the chapel had been ‘builded for an Hospital, and sithen altered’
(early hospitals invariably incorporated chapels). As already noted, the initial design of the
chapel is elaborate and it is possible that it was planned as a cult centre to serve passing pilgrim
traffic. South-bound pilgrims on the way to Compostela (via Southampton or harbours further
west and the long sea crossing) may have been the intended congregation. The dedication
to St Mary Magdalen was a popular one along ‘pilgrim’ routes in France and at Vezelay
Mary Magdalen famously commanded her own thriving cult. Soon after 1170, north-bound
pilgrim traffic from Southampton and Winchester to Canterbury via London would have
been added and the dedication to Mary Magdalen rather than St Thomas lends support to
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1 Gover et al 1934, 146.
2 Manning & Bray 1804–14, 3, 110; VCH 3, 366b, citing Rot Lit Claus 1, 413.
3 Manning & Bray 1804–14, 3, 110; Plac de Quo Warr.
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7 2 Ed VI – 1549.
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a pre-1170 date. It is possible that at Ripley there was a situation similar to that at Reigate
and a number of other places where a hospital preceded an Augustinian priory.

The chapel was clearly built before Newark Priory was established as the ‘Church of Sandes
with the Chapel of Ripeli’ formed part of the foundation grant by Ruald de Calva.8 A
confirmation of 1321 included the ‘Church of Sende with the Oratory of Ripeli’.9 The chapel
was included as a chantry chapel at the time of the Commissions of Edward VI, and a revenue
of £6 was confiscated as a chantry foundation.10 The advowson descended with the manor
of Send after the Dissolution.

Through Ripley, the road to Guildford runs approximately north-east to south-west and
was crossed by another route, one from Chertsey Abbey to its North Downs estates. The
road from Chertsey and Pyrford crossed the flood plain of the Wey on a causeway hard by
Newark Priory.11 The roads to Chertsey and the North Downs both leave the Portsmouth
Road via funnel entries: the Newark road via a wide, gently-tapering, partly infilled funnel;
the road to the downs (Rose Lane) via a small, sharply-tapered, completely infilled funnel.
Map evidence (fig 1) suggests that both these funnels may once have been larger and similarly
shaped. There are fewer signs that the road to London was also once via a funnel-shaped
entry and no sign that the entry from Guildford was ever splayed. The predecessor funnels
were presumably entered from an area that was common pasture.

The Augustinian priory of Newark was suppressed at the Dissolution and a patent12
transferred its lands to Sir Anthony Browne. These included ‘a farm called the Chapelry of
Ryppeley’.13 From the Dissolution of the Monasteries to the Suppression of the Chantries, the
chapel at Ripley seems to have been served by one ‘Clerk […] having small lerning [sic]’
being a ‘pension […] out of the late Monastery of Newark’.14

The medieval settlement at Ripley was probably linear, like the present-day village, and
comprised encroachments on pre-existing common pasture or waste. There are signs of a
planned single-row settlement at its heart with organic extensions.15 Nineteenth-century maps,
including the larger-scale OS plans, suggest an earlier layout of regular plots confined to the
south-east side of the Kingston–Guildford highway on the London side of the crossroads.
On the north-west side, extending from opposite the Talbot to opposite the eastern edge
of the Rose Lane splay, is a segmental area, today largely infilled with buildings facing
onto the carriageway; this is also clearly visible on the larger-scale late 19th century OS
plans. The infill is entirely of relatively modern date and this area, which is backed by the
preserved open space (common) of Ripley Green and partly covers the funnel entry towards
Newark, would seem to have the characteristics of a lost ‘cigar-shaped’ market place. The
encroachments leave gaps allowing continued access to the green. Another ‘lost’ market-place
was recognised a few years ago at Street Cobham, 5 miles away on the same
London–Winchester road.

Thus Ripley may have been a planted settlement, at least in part. The early change in
design of the chapel may indicate a change of emphasis from a chapel/hospital, built
c 1150–60, to the priory c 1200, perhaps followed by the plantation of a roadside market
village soon after the death of king John. New market settlements accompanying new
monasteries are well known. At Thame, Oxfordshire, for example, a much larger ‘new town’
had even accompanied the establishment of a Cistercian house around 1150. Thame was
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8 Manning & Bray 1804–14, 3, 109; VCH 3, 370b, citing Dugdale 1817–30, 6, 383.
9 Manning & Bray 1804–14, 3, 112.

10 Ibid, 115; VCH 3, 379b.
11 For a discussion of the causeways across the Wey flood plain between Ripley, Send and Pyrford, see Briggs

2010.
12 1 July 36 Hen VIII – 1544.
13 Manning & Bray 1804–14, 3, 108.
14 Ibid, 115.
15 Turner 2001, 9.
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extremely successful and is a text-book example of a planted market town added to an existing
settlement.16

The Winchester–London road would have seen substantial traffic in the Middle Ages:
pilgrims would certainly not have been the only travellers. It is one of the few roads actually
indicated on the well-known ‘Gough map’ of c 1360.17 Initially, local hospitality for travellers
was probably provided by the shadowy ‘hospital’ and Newark Priory. It is likely that, as is
well-evidenced elsewhere in England, other ‘hostelries’ of some kind were established at
Ripley in the Middle Ages (either by Newark Priory or by Chertsey Abbey) to meet or exploit
the demands of travellers and to relieve Newark of the burden. Newark, it can be assumed,
would still have served passing pilgrims and ecclesiastics.

The growth of Portsmouth as a naval port during the reign of Henry VIII brought further
traffic, which continued to increase and doubtless brought growing business to villages along
its way, especially to their inns: journeys were slow and frequent stopping-places essential.

Pepys’ graphic descriptions of the rigours of his journeys to Portsmouth in the 17th century
are well known. Ogilby’s route map of 1675 appears to show a single-row settlement at Ripley,
running along the south-east side of the road, but the scale is too small to allow confident
deductions. Later maps confirm the continuing linear form. In 1749, the road passing through
Ripley was turnpiked from Kingston to Petersfield, and journey times – at least for ‘stage-
coaches’ – were greatly reduced. However, the arrival of the railway at Woking Common
in 1838 was to have a devastating effect on the traffic on the road.

Thus, down to the 19th century, Ripley saw the growth of inns. Several surviving or
recorded houses have names redolent of associations with the post-medieval Portsmouth
traffic (the Anchor, the Ship, the Jovial Sailor, etc). In other cases (the White Horse, the White
Hart, the Talbot) heraldic emblems may indicate earlier popularity or patronage. However,
it is uncertain whether any of these names can actually be traced back to medieval times: as
with villages, the first-recorded name of an inn is not necessarily the first name.

Recent re-examination by members of the Domestic Buildings Research Group (DBRG)
of the structure that was once the White Horse (now known as The Barn and Little Barn)
have shown this to have an unusual building at its core. The surviving original parts comprise
a one-and-one-half-bay open hall with a jettied cross-wing incorporating a cart entry: there
are crown-post roofs throughout.18 The use of fast-grown oak prevents dendrochronology,
but various features suggest a 15th century date. The unusual cart entry with an awkwardly
positioned room above suggests a restricted site with the need to reach accommodation at
the rear and use of the building as a simple courtyard inn seems likely. On the same frontage,
facing the inferred market site, are also found the Talbot, the former White Hart and the
Ship, as well as the former smithy.

Ripley has many unanswered questions: for example, was the chapel really a chantry
foundation (it was suppressed as one in the reign of Edward VI)? What was the precise
relationship between the chapel and parish church after the Dissolution? Why did the ‘market’
not infill earlier?
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