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THE EAST GRINSTEAD SOCIETY 
www.eastgrinsteadsociety.org  

The Society was founded in 1968 to protect and improve the amenities of East Grinstead and its 
environs. The town has a long history and a unique architectural heritage, entrusted for the time being 
to the hands of our generation. It should be our concern that such contributions as we in turn make are 
worthy of the past and a fitting bequest to the future. 

The Society arranges regular talks, discussions, walks and visits. It produces this Bulletin of articles of 
local interest and a Newsletter thrice yearly. Its 1969 report on the High Street conservation area was 
well received as a basis for future policy. It is very active in monitoring all planning applications and 
making representations to the authorities on planning issues and promotes citizenship education in local 
schools. It has held exhibitions, planted trees, restored the churchyard railings and martyrs' memorial, 
and financed tree-ring dating of some buildings in the High Street. It has also produced surveys of 
trees, seats and playground equipment, provided a plaque by the mass grave of victims of enemy action 
in Mount Noddy cemetery (now superseded) and historical guide-maps in the High Street, and 
presented seats in memory of leading former members to Sackville College and the High Street. It has 
published a book of reminiscences, sets of postcards reproducing old photographs, three town trails 
(one of them also in French) and leaflets on the local martyrs and on Mount Noddy and Moat Pond. 
With the Town Council it established the now independent Town Museum. 

The Society is a registered charity (no.257870) and belongs to the Federation of Sussex Amenity 
Societies. A copy of its constitution is available on request. 

The strength of such a Society lies in the extent to which it can be seen to represent public opinion; the 
larger the membership the greater the influence. The subscription is £10 p.a., renewable on 1 January 
(except by those joining on or after 1 October). By signing a Gift Aid form standard-rate income tax 
payers can increase its value at no cost to themselves. Persons wishing only to receive the Bulletin can 
do so at a special rate of L5 per calendar year, payable in advance to the Editor (address on cover). 
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THE BULLETIN OF THE EAST GRINSTEAD SOCIETY 	 No.101 (Autumn 2010) 

EDITORIAL 

It is gratifying that Bulletin 100 was generally well received and has prompted an important response 
from a leading member of the Surrey Archaeological Society, Mr Dennis Turner, to Mr Dyson's article 
on our early history. His contribution may seem to have more to do with Lingfield than East Grinstead 
and therefore to fall outside our ambit, but all such boundaries are artificial and it provides a context in 
which our history developed well before there was ever a town here. A close look at Hazelden reveals 
an aspect of that property hitherto unnoticed (in print, at least) and some curious other findings. Both 
articles create openings for further investigations and interpretations. It is further cause for editorial 
satisfaction that not everything that was being prepared for this issue could be accommodated within 
the regular number of pages, and so we can confidently look forward to the usual variety of contents in 
number 102 early next year. 

COVER PICTURE: 'The spirit of the sty', a retrospective cartoon by Henry Standen for the Guinea 
Pig Club's magazine illustrating, with some exaggeration, ward 3 at the Queen Victoria Hospital in its 
heyday during Sir Archibald Mclndoe's pioneering regime. The ward's possible listing as of historic 
importance, aired in Bulletin 100 for discussion, has not attracted any enthusiasm. 

TWENTY FIVE YEARS AGO: Our Newsletter 31 (October 1985) maintained the fighting talk of 
recent issues: 'The County Council, far from taking account of local views, can act autocratically to 
disregard local needs and feelings. It can grant itself planning permission for any project it feels like.' 
Development on the library site in London Road (in progress) and the verge in Imberhorne Lane (in 
prospect) was cited in evidence. The chairman had attended every session of the month-long public 
enquiry into the East Grinstead and Worth Plan. We were delighted with the decisions that no housing 
should be allowed on the historic portlands and that any multi-storey car-park should be in Railway 
Approach rather than Queens Road. The energetic editor, and also Vice-chairman, Miss R.M. Willatts, 
about to leave for Norfolk after eleven years, looked back over the Society's considerable achievements 
with which she had been involved. Bulletin 39 (Autumn 1985) contained articles on the hatchments in 
the parish church, discoveries about the previously shadowy writer and artist W.R. Pepper, house-
naming in the High Street, and dated marks left in buildings by workmen. More of Brian Desmond's 
reminiscences were included and a hitherto unchallenged hoax letter published in the East Grinstead 
Observer in 1967 was reproduced and discussed. Its authorship is still unknown today. 

AS WE SAW OURSELVES (31): 'Many expressions of the well-kept appearance of the Churchyard 
have been heard. A study of the various tombstones and epitaphs is well worth while. ... Time and 
weather are rapidly rendering indecipherable inscriptions which give some sense of things which are 
invisible and eternal. They bestow a feeling of companionship with the past and perhaps new resolves 
for the remainder of life's journey.' - G. Golding-Bird, East Grinstead and its parish church (4th ed., 
1938), pp. 19f. 

AS OTHERS SAW US (41): 'The transition from the nerve-jangling racket of the High Street traffic 
to the peace of the churchyard, achieved simply by walking through a narrow alleyway, is particularly 
dramatic. From the churchyard there is an excellent view of the rear of the High Street houses: 
surrounding the churchyard, they give it the appearance of a cathedral close.' - D. Arscott (ed.), West 
Sussex (Philip's county guides, 1993), p.60 



THE SURREY SIDE OF 'THE FELD' 	 D.J. Turner 

When our industrious editor (M.J.L.) personally gave me my copy of Bulletin 100 he firmly 
fingered the last sentence of part 1 of Tony Dyson's interesting paper, 'Recent advances in the early 
history of East Grinstead'. As I make no claim to having mastered the early history of East Grinstead 
or to being a 'specialist in the early history of [South East] Surrey' it is unlikely that I can contribute as 
usefully as might someone from the group at Felbridge or from the RH7 Group. However, M.J.L. can 
be very persuasive as well as helpful and, as he well knows, I have been working for many (too many) 
years on the varying division between east and west Surrey and the related problems of the shifting 
interface between Surrey and Kent during the four or five centuries after the end of the Roman 
occupation (Turner in prep. (a)). In the course of this work I have looked into the early history of 
Lingfield to a certain extent. But, if I am to rise to A.G.D.'s challenge, it can only be in a somewhat 
tentative way. 

At one point, A.G.D. refers to 'a ground-breaking book by Alan Everitt', doubtless meaning 
Continuity and colonization: the evolution of Kentish settlement (1986). I have no wish to belittle the 
late Prof. Everitt, far from it, but his book was not really ground-breaking - it was a more rigorous 
restatement and expansion of ideas that had been propounded in two books by K. P. Witney (1976 and 
1982) and in a previously published paper by Everitt himself in Archaeologia Cantiana. These views 
seem to me to rest to some extent on pre-war essays by Helen Cam and to owe a great deal to work by 
J.E.A. Jolliffe (especially 1933). Nothing wrong in any of this; it happily follows the Newton's 
shoulders syndrome. Very little is genuinely ground-breaking, but there is plenty of scope for re-
examining the conclusions of our predecessors - as A.G.D. has admirably been doing. 

I do feel that the tone of Everitt's work radiates rather too much academic certainty in an area 
where proof is unlikely, if not impossible. At the level of a single detail, and particularly relevant to my 
own studies, Everitt made one curious and tacit premise: he wrote as if the Surrey-Kent border known 
to us from the 19th century (and solidly arguable back to Domesday) could be assumed to apply way 
back into the migration period. Further, unlike Witney and, I think, Jolliffe, Everitt ignored everything 
on the Surrey side of this relatively arbitrary line. I would urge instead that the position of the Surrey-
Kent border at any particular time before 1066 has to be argued, and cannot be assumed. Ignoring what 
was happening on the Surrey side of the 1066+ boundary creates problems, problems that A.G.D. may 
not have noticed in his treatment of the 'Westerham Estate'. 

It is sometimes claimed that 'Lingfield' can first be identified as a detached holding of 
Sanderstead and it is usually advanced that the Lingfield estate was subsumed in the Domesday entry 
for Sanderstead, but both propositions are questionable. A certain Ealdorman Alfred of Surrey, by will 
made between A.D. 871 and 88, bequeathed many Surrey properties to his wife Wrburh and their 
daughter Ealhthryth. Among the properties was a seemingly independent 6-hide estate at Leangefelda, 
usually identified as Lingfield. The estate bequeathed by Ealdorman Alfred is quite likely the same 
estate as that granted in the third quarter of the 10th century to the monastery of St Peter at Winchester 
(confusingly later known as Hyde abbey - 'Hyde' with a 'Y'). This grant was by }Ethelfd, wife of 
King Edgar (reigned 959-75) and mother of Edward the Martyr (975-78). Apart from this double pre-
Conquest mention, Lingfleld does not emerge into the uncertain light of early documents until well 
after the Norman Conquest. 

The 6-hide estate held by Hyde abbey was almost certainly not the whole of Lingfield, as is 
sometimes imagined. Judging by later manorial histories, the Hyde abbey lands probably amounted to 



around a third of the parish in all, and we can be sure that they included a substantial amount of 
common and heathiand. Subsequently this part of Lingfield seems to have been administered via the 
monastery's estate at Sanderstead, but this does not necessarily signify an early link: it could just have 
been managerial convenience. To my mind, the form of the Sanderstead entry in Domesday Book 
doesn't encourage the view that it included Lingfield, and it seems to me equally probable that 
Lingfield was one of many estates that escaped the attention of William's Domesday commissioners. 

From later evidence, much of the remainder of later Lingfleld - Billeshurst and Prinkham (alias 
Sterbororough) - seems in the 11th century to have been part of the large estate of Limpsfield held by 
the Domesday inquest by Battle abbey. Before Hastings, Limpsfield had been held by Harold. Later, 
Blockfield and Ford (within Lingfield parish) were apparently detached holdings of Oxted: Oxted had 
been held before the Conquest by Gytha, Harold's mother. The adjacent holdings by mother and son 
make one wonder whether, not too long before the death of Edward the Confessor, Oxted and 
Limpsfield had been a single estate. It is possible that Limpsfield and Oxted were the parents of several 
pre-Conquest settlements in Lingfield, but it is not clear where the East Grinstead 'Feld' - if it really did 
'extend as far as Lingfield' - fits in. 

From the subsequent history of Lingfield, we can also be reasonably confident that the 10th-
century estate granted to Hyde abbey was spit in two: the estate later known as Felcote or Felcourt and 
an estate which retained the name of Lingfield. A church mentioned in the 10th century monastic grant 
was presumably the predecessor of the mediaeval parish church. 

Turning to place-names, we have the much-discussed field element found in the parish-name 
Lingfield and, presumably, in the East Grinstead 'Feld'. The field element is linguistically Old English 
feld and should refer to relatively open land. The coinage probably implies land that had been open by, 
or cleared in, early Anglo-Saxon times. 

Names in -feld do not properly cluster in Surrey, but there is a loose grouping in the south-
eastern quarter of the county where they are mainly found on the Lower Greensand (Limpsfield, 
Nutfield, Linkfield, etc.) while a single place-name in -feld is found on the downs at Tatsfield. Names 
in -feld are more common in Kent, where they are largely found in the High Weald and are thought to 
suggest a Roman origin for the cleared or open land. 

Surrey hardly trespasses on the High Weald. The elementfeld is present in the Surrey Weald at 
Thundersfield, Lingfield, Blockfield and Felcourt and Feibridge. Thunderfield is certainly in the Low 
Weald but seems to have been the western tip of a broadish band of one-time rough pasture, possibly 
linking eventually to the East Grinstead 'Feld'. Lirigfield and Blockfield are on the edge of the High 
Weald and thus, like many Kentish examples, are 'beyond the Low Weald', i.e. on the 'far side' in 
A.G.D.'s terms when viewed from the north. 

I am slightly uncomfortable about the etymology of 'Felcourt/Feibridge' asfèld ought really to 
be a suffix. Gelling and Cole (2000, p.274) provide very few examples (including Felbridge itself) of 
feld as a first element and about the same number as a simplex name. A Felesmere is found in East 
Grinstead hundred in Domesday Book (M.J.L. 2006, p.5); Feibridge is recorded between c.1 135 and 54 
(PNSx, p.332); a Feldiond is found in Lingfield being quitclaimed [back?] to the abbot of Hyde in 1287 
(VCH Sy, vol.4, p.304), but Felcourt is only known from 1403 (PNSy, p.329). On the Sussex side of 
the border, a number of names in Feldiand, Fellands, etc., appear later in the Lewes cartulary and in 
post-mediaeval surveys (M.J.L. 2006, p.5). Lingfield, Felcourt and Feibridge, being on the edge of the 
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High Weald, could all be possible indicators of land cleared in the Roman period, as in Kent (see 
Witney passim) and are close enough to each other to hint at an early connection. However, the names 
Felesmere, Felcourt, Feibridge, etc. may all be relatively late formations from their positions on the 
edge of the [East Grinstead] Feld. 

If we can take Feibridge to be initially just the name of a bridge, Lingfield and Felcourt are to its 
north-east. Land to the north-west on its Surrey side emerges as part of Hedgecourt manor in South 
Godstone, but the documentation (and emergence of Hedgecourt as a manor and name) seems to be 
late. Godstone (Walkingstead) had been held by Osward of King Edward. Someone of that name, 
possibly the same man, had held Addington and a hide in Tooting of Edward. Land on the Sussex side 
of the bridge was later held by another monastery, that of St Pancras in Lewes (founded between 1066 
and 86), but the record is again far too late to be relevant to the present discussion (Lewes cartulary, 
Sussex Record Society, vol.38). 

Returning to our 10th-century monastic estate in Lingfield, we can observe that the 6-hide label 
implies a decent-sized estate and a population of possibly as many as 24 households.*  We can see that 
this portion of Lingfield parish was firmly inhabited in the 9th century and, by implication, for an 
appreciable time before, possibly being settled on land cleared during the Roman occupation. This may 
therefore have been the most densely populated part of the later parish, but there is little firm evidence. 
By an even more speculative extrapolation,*  we can deduce at least a modest population in the rest of 
the parish, with tentatively around 50 or so households in all in the 10th or 11th century. A.G.D.'s 
view of a near-zero population can be questioned. 

The remainder of Lingfield parish does not emerge into the extremely dim light of early 
documents until well after 1086, but we can make a number of indirect if somewhat tentative 
deductions on the basis of place-names and later tenure. Place-names are dangerous things but 
sometimes they really do hint at early settlement. 

One particularly interesting Lingfield place-name is Billeshurst, once carried by lands to the east 
of Lingfield Church Town. Superficially, we might at first sight assume this to be a name in -hurst, a 
woodland name. However, it was thought by the authors of The Place-Names of Surrey actually to be a 
name in ersc, and these signify very early arable-farming settlement: the word means stubble. 
According to Gelling and Cole (2000, p.268), ersc seems to have been applied to 'occasional 
ploughiand amid woodland pasture, marsh or moorland representing early attempts to cultivate later-
settled areas of England'. In other words, to localities where the soil had been found to be just a wee 
bit better than that round about (cf. English and Turner 2004). We can see Billeshurst as a pre-
Conquest settlement, standing up above the Eden valley, probably, like LingfieldlFelcourt, going back 
quite some way before the Conquest. 

The original settlement of Billes ersc may have migrated a little, but we can possibly equate the 
rather indistinct earthworks visible today in Billeshurst Wood with one stage of the settlement - 
probably the last. The settlement seems to have thrived well enough at one time and to have acquired 
its own chapel. We can deduce that the patronal saint was Margaret as she is recorded in field-names 

* And a far from wholly rigorous argument! 1 hide comprises 4 virgates. In as far as the virgate is a land 
measure rather than a unit of assessment it is (pace Bede) the amount of land often found allocated to one 
household in late-Saxon times (Turner in preparation (b)). The mediaeval virgate can be shown to have 
contained a widely varying number of acres (ibid.). 



alongside Billeshurst Wood and at St Margaret's Well, a little distance away near Comforts Place. The 
site of the chapel may be indicated by the field-name of Chapel Platt still visible on the 1846 tithe map. 
The county historians Manning and Bray were told of the tradition of the chapel, but by their 
day the settlement had been long gone and long forgotten. It may even have been deliberately removed 
to make way for a small park - there is still a Park Farm, and a Park Barn is recorded on the early- 17th 
century Billeshurst map, a map made after the park itself had ceased to function. 

Relevant to pre-Conquest settlement patterns, A.G.D. noted that Everitt (following Witney) traced a 
series of drove-ways from estate centres north of the Weald leading to denns and commons in the Low 
and High Wealds. These droves are very clear in the 12th and 13th century, and Witney and Everitt 
both devoted much ink to their possible antiquity and their role within the economic web of commons 
and settlement from the Roman period on. Stuart Brookes has recently (2007, p.144), perhaps 
somewhat casually, dismissed these droves as considerably less ancient but, until that particular matter 
can be more fully argued, it is probably reasonable to remain for the time being with the Witney-Everitt 
view of their comparative antiquity and association with denn creation and use. Similar droves can be 
identified in eastern Surrey, while denns and other detached holdings are well evidenced in Kent and 
south-easternmost Surrey in charters of the late Anglo-Saxon period. The place-names themselves are 
widely accepted as being of early origin. They are generally thought of as being connected with pig-
farming but I can find little, if anything, to support the widely-held and sadly well-entrenched view that 
transhumance was involved. The transhumance of swine seems a totally unlikely procedure whereas 
the need for drove-ways to move renders or products from permanent woodland swine-pastures is 
undeniable. There is every difference in the world between transhumance on the one hand and the 
essential movement 'on the hoof of renders and produce on the other (Turner in preparation (c)). 

There would seem to be similarities between post-Roman agrarian systems in the Weald of east 
Surrey and of Kent (Turner in preparation (a)), but, as A.G.D. has spotted, the documentary evidence on 
the Surrey side of the border with Sussex is distinctly slender in comparison with the remarkably 
generous documentation around East Grinstead. Nevertheless, it is clear that land in S.E. Surrey was 
held by manors to the north and not by manors across the border to the south. Roger Ellaby and Peter 
Gwynne of the Surrey Archaeological Society, largely using later documents, have even been able to 
disentangle and map a number of the details of the connections. 

Furthermore, there seem to be few, if any, connections between Surrey manors and any patches 
of land south of the Surrey-Sussex border to support A.G.D.'s suggestion that East Grinstead might 
have been settled from the north. By contrast, the line of the Domesday boundary between Surrey and 
Kent seems to have been quite permeable at the time of settlement and estate formation. It is not that 
settlement of the Weald by peoples of Surrey and Sussex stopped when they reached the border - more 
that the border was established where the two directions of colonisation met. 

FOR THE REFERENCES FOR THIS ARTICLE SEE PAGE 16 

LOCAL REFERENCES IN SUSSEXARCHAEOLOGICAL COLLECTIONS (continued from Bulletin 97) 

Vol. 114 (1976) 
pp. xi-xv obituary of I.D. Margary 	pp. 3,5,15,16,17,18,26 E.G. in 1524 
pp. 39,43,44,45 E.G. 1550-1640 	p.59n. resident/non-resident M.P.s 
p77 millers, butcher, market, c.l 750-79 	pp.325f. Oxenbridge of Horsted Keynes & E.G. 1644-1719 



HAZELDEN 	 M.J. Leppard 

The farmstead at Hazelden lies just over 1'/? miles south west of East Grinstead parish church at 
TQ 375366 alongside the B2110 road to Turners Hill. The formation of the Bluebell Railway runs 
behind it, parallel to the road. The name, which is stressed on the last syllable, is first recorded as 

Halseeldene in 1086 in Domesday Book and means 'swine pasture where hazels abound'. 

Domesday Book records it as half a hide outside the Rape of Lewes held by Ansfrid. Before the 
Conquest Wulfward had held it from King Edward. It lay in Allington and never paid tax. In 1086 
there was land for two ploughs and its value was 5 shillings but it had been worth twice as much.' In 
his pioneering study 'East Grinstead in the Domesday survey' Mr P.D. Wood suggests 'it is not 
impossible' that this drop in value implies temporary desertion. On the map and on the ground, he 
adds, the 'obvious' boundaries stand out. As plotted on his map they correspond to those marked for 
1597/98 on the second map accompanying this article but with the addition of the triangle between 
Coles Wood and the well-wooded strip that continues the line of the western boundary to the bend in 
the road. 'The very clear sweep of the west boundary, co-inciding almost all the way with the old 
sunken lanes, joins up neatly with the old road to Ridgehill on the south and Imberhome Lane on the 
east. ... at about 140 acres it is a likely size, but there are many difficulties of detail ... all the 
documentary evidence is obscure.' 2  

'One would expect primary settlements to be roughly circular', he remarks later, 'or at least with 
out-curving boundaries', but only Hazelden and Brarnbletye exhibit such curves. 3  Looking more 
closely, I have discovered that the western curve at Hazelden consists for much of its length of a perfect 
arc, marked AB on the map opposite, with its centre, Y, in the middle of Hazelden crossroads and a 
radius of exactly half a statute mile. Even more remarkably, it is cut by another perfect arc, CD, whose 
centre, X, seems more arbitrarily located (though precisely two thirds of a mile from Y) and whose 
radius is exactly one third of a statute mile (two thirds that of YA). These arcs must have been 
carefully planned and marked out, probably with a knotted rope serving for a surveyor's chain. It is 
unlikely that an Anglo-Saxon mile corresponded exactly to the one we use today, but that is irrelevant; 
the point is the regular geometry. In discussion at the meeting of the Wealden Settlement Study Circle 
on 12 October 2009 such arcs were mentioned as a feature of Saxon extra-manorial settlements, often 
ones with daughter settlements. It was only after some months, when consulting an Ordnance Survey 
map for some other purpose, that I spotted a curve so regular that it might be such an arc, AB on my 
map here. CD then attracted my attention, but other curves in the vicinity proved too irregular. 

Although Mr Wood made no mention of such geometry in the article cited, his annotations on a 
6" Ordnance Survey map now in my possession reveal he had walked the hedgerows in that part of the 
parish and found that both the lengths of which these arcs form part consisted of a bank and ditch, with 
a drop of up to 8 feet in the one that includes CD and up to 4 feet in the one that includes AB. These 
unmistakeably ancient hedge lines are marked on the map illustrating my articles on Ridgehill and the 
Hide of Healdeleia in our Bulletin 83 (Autumn 2004). My legs are currently not up to exploring 
further on the ground, but it would be good if someone could obtain permission to do so, and if a more 
precise, expert, account could be provided of the significance of the arcs. Clearly these features take us 
back way before the first documentary evidence, the Domesday Book entry. It will also be desirable to 
assess their implications for the chronology of the original demarcations of Hazelden, Healdeleia to its 
west and Warlege to its north, and thus also of their historical relationships. There may also be special 
significance in its having been held from the king in 1066. 
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Wulfward, who had Hazelden at that time, also held from the king its parent manor, Alitone 
(Allington in Barcombe Hundred). 5  Ansfrid, his successor by 1086, held other properties in East 
Grinstead Hundred - Celrestvis (Little Shovelstrode), Biochest (Brockhurst) and the un-named estate 
now identified with Lavertye - and several elsewhere in Sussex. Some of these were later in the hands 
of the de Dena family. 6  We have no definite evidence that 1-lazelden was among them, but in c.1 120 
the Prior of Lewes quitclaimed to Robert de Dena and his wife 'the land of Wiresteda (Worsted in East 
Grinstead) and of Lefsi of Haseldena (Hazelden)' 7 , i.e. he renounced any claims on it in their favour. 
How the priory might have obtained those properties, or thought it had obtained them, need not concern 
us here, and it must be emphasised that the land of Lefsi of Haseldena is not necessarily Haseldena 
itself. Someone named Lefsi, possibly more than one person, held Sedlescombe and Marden in Sussex 
in 10868,  the tithe of Crotteberge (in West Fine) c.1091-1 1259 , and Imberhome before c.1100 10. The 
ramifications of these references need not be explored here; our subject is what can be known, or with 
reasonable certainty deduced, about Hazelden. 

By 1255, when Ralph de Haseldenne is among the witnesses to a grant of land at Chartham to 
Lewes Priory", Hazelden had given rise to an hereditary locative surname, always with 'de' until John 
Heselden is recorded in 138812.  Between those dates there are mentions in various records of two 
other Johns, a Richard and a William. Since they are not necessarily living at the original site, and 
since this article is not about the family, it is enough to note that fact without citing the evidence. In the 
16th century, if an address is given for any member, it is nearby Hailey/Hunley. In 1609 the burial of 
Mary the daughter of John Hasselden of Hasseldene is recorded in our parish register, which specifies 
residences only when necessary to distinguish different families of the same name. 

The document of 1388 mentioned above is a ratification by Lewes Priory to John Heselden and 
his heirs of 37 acres of arable and 3 of meadow held of the manor of Imberhome at an annual rent of 4s. 
6d. and performance of manorial services. Mr Wood equates this with the 40 acres called Hasledon 
held by John Hasleden in 1597/98 at a rent of 4s.8d. The equation is attractive, but not unquestionable, 
for it does not necessarily follow that the 1388 John Haselden's land was Hazelden itself; by then the 
family was already well established here and probably held more than one property. If it was Hazelden 
that the prior renounced in c.l 120, there is no record of the priory's having got it back again. Moreover 
the 40 acres of 1597/98 are held by knight's service of the manor of Buckhurst.' 3  

Whenever the tithing in which Hazelden lay is mentioned, moreover, it is never Imberhome, 
always Ashurst. True, in the subsidy of 1296 William de Heseldenn is listed under Brambletye' 4, but 
he is among names found earlier and later in Ashurst tithing, grouped together with no separate heading 
even though that tithing had existed since at least 1285 15 . In the 1332 subsidy Richard de Heseldenne is 
in the Ashurst section. 16  Mindful of my previous cautions, the possibility must be acknowledged that 
they might not have dwelt at the eponymous site, but the next reference seems unequivocal: in 1524 
John Elys of East Grinstead, husbandman, hanged himself from an oak tree in Hasillisden Grove in 
Ashurst tithing. 17  In a list of inhabitants of Ashurst tithing compiled as late as 1703 we find Richard 
Woodma& 8, who will be shown later to have lived at Hazelden at that time. It is 'striking', as Mr A.G. 
Dyson has observed, that Hazelden, on the western edge of East Grinstead, was in a tithing whose heart 
was in the Ashurst Wood area, perhaps a detached portion, perhaps part of a continuous extension. 19  

The entry for J4azelden in the Buckhurst Terrier of 1597/98, mentioned above, also records its 
freehold status and its bounds: the Queen's highway east, 'the said Richard' west, the demesne of the 
manor of Imberhorne north, and Ruscombe south. These bounds are marked by a thick line on my 
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second map. The Queen's highway is our Imberhorne Lane, the relevant part of the Imberhorne 
demesne, as plotted by Mr Wood from the maps in the terrier 20 , is Coles Wood and the field adjoining 
its south-eastern edge, Ruscombe lay between our B2110 and the track to Ridgehill, and Richard's 
lands must be some of those north of the B21 10. No field-names are recorded and there is no map. 

The manor of Buckhurst was the name Sir Thomas Sackville, Lord Buckhurst, for whom the 
terrier was compiled, gave to lands he had assembled from various sources, a convenient cover in many 
cases for those he held from higher lords but would prefer not to be so acknowledged. How he 
acquired Hazelden I have not managed to discover. W.H. Hills says the manor of Hazelden was 
granted by Henry VIII to John Baker his attorney general 21 , but I have been unable to find the source for 
that statement. How, when and from whom it came to the king, how it passed from Baker to Sackville, 
and when and to whom the Sackvilles disposed of it, all remain to be ascertained. 

No references to Hazelden have come to light between 1609, the burial of Mary Hasselden 
already mentioned, and 1711, the date of the church terrier printed by Hills. It records Hazelden's 
liability for repairing 8 feet of the churchyard wall (undoubtedly an obligation imposed centuries 
earlier) but does not name the owner or the tenant .22 

Five years later Richard Boult, Henry Boult esquire and Sarah Barbara Boult spinster sold the 
manor of Haselden and tenements in East Grinstead to Daniel Newman gent. 23  In his will, dated 9 
March 1716 (Old Style, i.e. 1717 to us), Daniel Newman of Seal in Kent bequeaths 'my manor of 
Haseldon, East Grinstead', to his son Daniel Newman and his heirs, but his widow is to take the rents 
and profits for herself until he is 21 or if he dies childless before her. Daniel senior was born in 1650 
and died in 1717, Daniel junior was born in 1706 and died in 1733. In his will, dated 20 October 1731, 
the latter settles the manor of Haselden on his wife, with reversion to his mother if he has left no 
heirs.24  ('Manor' in these documents is simply making a freehold estate sound grander.) 

Contemporary with this information, we have an insight into the tenant and his farming. The 
probate inventory of Richard Woodman of Hazelden, taken on 25 March 1719, itemises eight rooms 
together with a cellar, brew house, buttery, oast house, cart house, stables, yard, barn and 'workehouse' 
(containing tools). The total value was £306.7s.1 id., including (to the nearest pound) household goods 
at £48, tackle £20, stock £113, crops £61 and hops £22. Twenty three acres were under wheat and 40 
were growing summer corn. Mr P.D. Wood, from whose transcription these details have been selected, 
reckoned there would also have been another 30 lying fallow or supporting hops and another 90-odd in 
grass. 25  His calculation of these acreages seems to have been influenced by the total areas recorded for 
the farm in the 19th-century sources cited below. Unaccountably, when Richard Woodman's burial on 
15 February was entered in the parish register he was noted as 'a poor man'. It is highly improbable 
that he is not the man of that name listed in Ashurst tithing in 1703, as claimed above. 

The 1785 land tax records for East Grinstead give no place-names, but there can be no doubt 
that Hazelden is the property occupied by James Woodman and owned by Mrs Elinor Mortimer at an 
annual rental value of f9. 8s. 26  In 1802 the will of Eleanor Mortimer, a spinster of Sevenoaks and niece 
of the first Daniel Newman's wife, leaves 'houses etc. at East Grinstead' to her companion Eleanor 
Slye. If she died without issue, her share was to go to Miss Mortimer's three other legatees: William 
and Henry Axford and Thomas Slye. 27  In 1830 'Mrs Sly' was called upon to repair 8 feet of the 
churchyard fence in respect of Hazelden. 28  The next year Eleanor Slye (who died in 1835, aged 75), 
Henry Axford and his wife, Thomas Pain alias Slye and six others sold 'the manor or reputed manor of 

29  Haseldon and tenements' to Robert Crawfurd esquire.  
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The 1811 draft census return records Robert Heath, a fanner, occupying a house at the right 
position in the list to be Hazelden, the home of one family consisting of 6 males and 4 females. 3°  He 
was probably already there in 1794 when he is entered as a farmer in the Universal British Directory, 
which does not give farm-names, and certainly there in c. 1816-17. Sixty or more years later William 
Mighall, born in West Hoathly in 1803, recalled that at the age of 13 or 14 he went for two years as a 
carter boy to Mr Robert Heath of Hazieden Farm, East Grinstead. During that time Heath 'used to turn 
out 4 bullocks on the Forest in the summer. He marked them by punching a hole in the ear and tying a 
piece of ribbon through it. I used to go out on Sundays to look after them. I remember we lost one and 
it was at last found at Mr. Fry's farm in Hartfield (no doubt Hart's Farm). Mr. Heath did not take litter 
or brakes because he had plenty of straw on his own land. I did not know him take anything else.' 31 

This statement, taken by the solicitor W.A. Raper as evidence in the dispute over rights on Ashdown 
Forest, specifically the taking of litter ('anything that comes to the scythe') and brakes (bracken), seems 
to imply that Heath turned out bullocks there as of right, as if he was a Forest commoner; there must 
have been places nearer to Hazelden where he could have done so. There is no evidence, however, that 
holding Hazelden conferred commoners' rights, either in the 17th-century parliamentary surveys of the 
Forest32  or anywhere in the extensive documentation of the 19th-century dispute 33. 

In 1840 Robert Crawfurd of Saint Hill drew a map of Hazelden Farm at 8 chains to the inch 
(10" mile), including a note that he had bought it at Midsummer 183 On the second map in this 
article the land it comprised, including a detached field south of Hurley Farm, is marked by horizontal 
hatching. It is not possible to date any of the divergences from its extent 240 years earlier. On the 
original each parcel of land is numbered and its area and name recorded. There were exactly 23 acres 
of wood and 158a. 3r. 28p. were cultivated, though how is not specified. Most of the field-names are of 
the Barn Field and Eight Acres type, but a few merit comment for any light they might throw on the 
earlier history. 

The wood south of the short stretch of Imberhome Lane that runs east-south-easterly is called 
Crockshed Wood and is still so named on today's Ordnance Survey maps. The two fields to its south 
(merged with others on my base-map) are Six Acre Crocksheds and Seven Acre Crocksheds. It is 
unlikely that we have here the name of a former owner, since they lie within the ancient arc AB. The 
first element is presumably crock, pot or pottery ware. G.J. Copley conjectured the second was 
originally sherd, fragment, 35  implying, I suppose, debris from an abandoned pottery or perhaps 
archaeological evidence for some early habitation. Crock Field at Newington in Kent is on the site of a 
Romano-British cemetery. 36  If it is an ancient name, however, the second element is, I suggest, more 
likely to be the Old English scydd, swine pasture in Kent and Sussex use, found, according to the 
English Place-Name Society, in the home of Richard de Boyshedde listed in 1332 in the tithing of 
Ashurst in East Grinstead 37, an interpretation supported by that of denn in Hazelden. (Boyshedde is 
found in no other document and its location cannot be identified.) 

The two fields opposite Hazelden farmstead on the base-map are a merging of Crawfurd's Five, 
Seven and Eight Acre Crossleys with Crossleys Orchard and two little parcels. They adjoin two small 
fields within the east border in 1597/98 but outside Crawfurd's boundary and south of the B2110 which 
are called Lower and Upper Crosslay on a 1776 map of Butlers and Courthouse Farm", clearly a variant 
of the same name. Again, inclusion within the earliest known border makes a previous owner's name 
improbable. The second element seems to be leah, originally woodland, then a clearing within it39 , 

which seems appropriate to the site. Conceivably the first indicates their position near Hazelden cross-
roads. Further speculation is inadvisable. 
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Some of the names testify to the use made of the land when they were given and/or when the 
map was made, but there is nothing remarkable about them, e.g. Potatoe Garden, Furze Field, Great and 
Little Kiln Fields (for lime) and Oast Plat. I cannot explain Morning Croft, the Pike and Further Pike. 
There is nothing to indicate where the Hasillisden Grove of 1524 was. It might have been named from 
its proximity to the Hazelden lands rather than from being within them. The modem High Grove (now 
a garden centre), across the road from the eastern edge of Crockshed Wood, is tempting. 

In the tithe apportionment of 1843 R. Crawfurd esq., is given as both owner and occupier, 
which suggests he had temporarily taken it in hand, an impression supported by the 1841 census, when 
it housed 13 people: a 20-year old agricultural labourer with wife and 5 small children plus a 13-year 
old girl, a 55-year old agricultural labourer with wife and two sons, and a 30-year old gamekeeper. By 
then the house had probably deteriorated too much to be a respectable farmer's home; in 1845 George 
Ellis, born in East Grinstead in 1790, told Sir Henry Ellis of the British Museum that at Hazelden there 
had been 'a very ancient House, but now rebuilt'. 40  In that year Kelly's directory records Charles Tully 
as the farmer there. 

The 1851 census records a farmer again, with three employees, 51-year old William Bowrah 
born in Cowden. With him are his wife and three children, all also Cowden-bom, and his 74-year old 
widower father, another William, a retired farmer born in East Grinstead. William Bowrah was still 
farming Hazelden when Kelly's directory for 1852 appeared, but there is no entry for the farm in the 
1855 edition or Melville's 1858 directory. 

Thomas Hopkirk, an unmarried 57-year old farmer born in Scotland, is at Hazelden in the 1861 
census, employing four men and one boy. Living with him are his nephew and farm assistant Andrew 
Scott, born in Horsham and aged 17, their housekeeper Sarah Burkinshaw, born in Amberley in Sussex, 
aged 52 and unmarried, and an unmarried lodger, Diana Stewart, aged 25 and born in Scotland. Ten 
years later Thomas Hopkirk, still unmarried, now giving his age as 70 and his birthplace more precisely 
as Peebleshire, continues to farm Hazelden with the same number of employees and still served by 
Andrew Scott (now 23) and Sarah Burtonshaw (whose birthplace is now given as Lindfield). They 
have been joined by William Comber, a stockman aged 30, and Edward Gear, a ploughman aged 28, 
both born in East Grinstead. The discrepancies between the two censuses warn us that any such return 
may not be frilly accurate, but some impression of life on the farm is conveyed nevertheless. 

The 1874 Kelly has no entry for Hazelden, but Mrs Caroline Reynolds is listed for it in the 1878 
edition. In the 1881 census Robert Reynolds is farming there, born in West Hoathly and aged 31. (For 
this and later censuses I have only the name of the head of the household.) Between those years part of 
the land had been acquired for the railway to Lewes by what amounted to compulsory purchase and 
construction had begun. The line opened in 1882.41 

By the time Pike's local directory for 1886 was issued Abraham Foster was farming Hazelden. 
In the 1887 Kelly William and Abraham Foster are jointly farming Hazelden and Hurley Farms and in 
the 1890 and 95 issues Abraham and Isaac Foster are doing so. The 1891 census shows that Abraham, 
a farmer and machine proprietor born in Worth and aged 44, remained at Hazelden. His executors had 
taken it over by 1899 when the next Kelly appeared, while Isaac still farmed Hurley. In 1901 Fosters 
East Grinstead Ltd was registered to take over the steam road roller and reaping, mowing and haulage 
business formerly carried on by the executors 42  and according to the census John R. Foster, farmer and 
engine carter aged 26, occupied Hazelden. The farm is not mentioned in the 1903 Kelly, but John 
Rufus Foster, manager, is at Ricehurst, De La Warr Road and the business at 24 Chequer Road. 



The 1905 Kelly is also silent, but the next year Mrs Simmons of Hazelden Farm went with her 
husband and daughter to Winnipeg 43 , presumably permanently. William Simmons stayed and is listed 
as farm bailiff to H. Heasman esq. at Hazelden in the 1907 and 1909 Kelly. Directories from 1911 to 
28 record Samuel Pile farming Hazelden, followed in those for 1930-38 by William Pile. Peter Faith is 
there in the only post-war local directories, for 1953 and 62. In 1984 Mr C.D. May was the farmer. By 
1972 the house had been listed grade II, described as '18th century two storey and attic. 3 windows and 
2 gabled dormers. Ground floor red brick, 1St floor tile hung. Tiled roof, casement windows, leaded 
lights. 2 modem bays on ground floor. Doorway with flat hood on brackets.' This description had to be 
derived solely from visual inspection of the outside and might be modified by a thorough survey. Since 
it was compiled the farmstead has seen many additions and alterations. 

The area of the farm has been variously calculated, for fields must have been added or disposed 
of over the years, as on any farm. The half-hide of Domesday Book would conventionally be taken as 
about 60 acres. The Buckhurst Terrier of 1597/98 says 40 acres, but within the bounds I have mapped 
there are almost 137 (based on the acreages for each field on Crawfurd's map). The 1719 inventory 
specifies 63 acres, but, as explained above, Mr Wood adds another 120 to accommodate all the activity 
implied. In 1840 Crawfurd calculated 181a.3r.28p. on his map; the tithe apportionment of 1843 gives 
193a.1r.20p. gross, 149a.1r.12p. neat. For the 1851 census Bowrah estimated 165 acres, in the next 
three censuses the total is 200. Since these are the acreages farmed by the farmer they could include 
other land besides Hazelden. 

Many unexpectedly curious features of Hazelden's history cry out for further investigation and 
interpretation. In particular, the modular geometry of the ancient boundaries, its being in the tithing of 
Ashurst, the uncertainties over whether ambiguous references are to Hazelden or to other properties of 
those who held it or took their name from it, the relationship (if any) to Lewes Priory and Imberhorne, 
and the explanation of Robert Heath's use of Ashdown Forest all demand further research. There are 
also many gaps in the chain of ownership, and Crockshed Wood deserves to be walked in the hope of 
finding crocks or perhaps more substantial remains. 
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RECENT PUBLICATIONS 

WEALDEN IRON second series 30 (2010) includes an article by Mr J. S. Hodgkinson on pot founders 
at Wealden ironworks, motivated by a comment in our Bulletin 97 on Anthony Durrant of that 
occupation who mack his will in East Grinstead in 1613. Some details of his family are included. 

EAST GRINSTEAI) MUSEUM COMPASS 33 (Autumn 2010) is an index of persons, places and 
matters in Compasses 23-32. £1 at the Museum, where also the two earlier index numbers can be 
ordered at the same price. 

SOUTHDOWNS LIVING 63 (August 2010) has illustrated articles on President J.F. Kennedy's visit to 
Forest Row in 1963 and on Miss Elsie Wagg of the Hermitage, the founder of the National Gardens 
Scheme. 

GIRLGUIDING EAST GRINSTEAD has produced an attractive and informative leaflet about its 
East Court Centenary Nature Trail, opened this summer. In addition to the map, superimposed on a 
(probably deliberately) fuzzy aerial photograph, there are well-captioned photographs, an outline of the 
movement's current structure, and an outline history of its local manifestation. Free at Town Museum. 

DIrT I I'PTTtT I flA 
A_P LI SJ.S_JA_4 LÀ V P. U"J 

'100 NOT OUT: The East Grinstead Society has just published their 100th Bulletin, 
achieved over 41 years of continuous production. They are to be congratulated for being 
able to maintain the quality and variety of articles. Particularly having only a limited 
geographic area to cover, albeit their scope is not restricted to one topic.' 

Sussex Industrial Archaeology Society Newsletter 147 (July 2010), p. 6  
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