ISSN 0308-8685

The,

Winter 2010-11
No.102
Published by THE EAST GRINSTEAD SOCIETY
20 St George's Court, East Grinstead, Sussex, RH19 1QP
do
Text copyright © The East Grinstead Society
on behalf of contributors, 2011

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in Mount Noddy cemetery (now superseded) and historical guide-maps in the High Street, and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 f5 per calendar year, payable in advance to the Editor (address on cover).
PRESIDENT M.J. LEPPARD, M.A.
OFFICERS, 2009-10
CHAIRMAN J.W. BRIDLE
VICE-CHAIRMAN C.J.V. WHEATLEY, Ph.D.
TREASURER N.J. BEALE, B.A., F.C.A.
SECRETARY vacant
EDITOR OF BULLETIN M.J. LEPPARD, M.A.
Contributions for the Bulletin to the Editor, through whom permission must be sought to reproduce any
contents. Unattributed contributions are from the Editor or officers. Attributed opinions are not
necessarily anyone's but their author's.
BACK NUMBERS OF BULLETINS from the Editor: single copies £1 + postage (5 second-class stamps

acceptable); more than one copy £1 each, post free; set of all issues in print (80) £20 (to be collected after
payment from the Town Museum). There is a waiting list for out-of-print issues. Unwanted back-numbers
(even damaged or defective) are always welcome for re-sale. A list of principal contents is on the website.

3
THE BULLETIN OF THE EAST GRINSTEAD SOCIETY

No.102 (Winter 2010-11)

EDITORIAL
Regular readers sometimes say they wonder if there can be any aspects of our local history that have not
yet been tackled in our pages. In fact there are many: and this number brings a first stab at one of them
- milling - in an article on the mill that, in several re-incarnations, gave name to Windmill Lane in the
town, complemented by a brief account of the house that later stood on the site, a pen-portrait of one
resident of that house, and a review of the first publication to be devoted to the mills of this area. As
usual, some themes aired in earlier issues are developed further and all the familiar features maintained.

COVER PICTURE: A scene which has appeared in our pages before, but in an early number long out
of print (Bulletin 3, January 1970, p.6), a redrawn painting reproduced as a postcard by Arthur Harding,
to which he has attributed the date 1840. It is view of London Road, from a vantage point just before
today's traffic lights. The cottages have been replaced by Whitehall Parade and the other buildings by
shops. In 2005 it was discussed in detail in East Grinstead Museum Compass 16 together with the
comparable '1840' view of the High Street ILondon Road junction as seen from the war memorial site.
AS WE SAW OURSELVES (32): 'East Grinstead is a depressing place to live which is dominated by
uncaring, profit-chasing businesses. The people of this town don't smile because they've got nothing to
smile about. I came to live here 30 years ago because it was a pleasant country town. But if it looked
like it does now, I would never have come here.' - Ernie Ryan, retiring chairman of the East Grinstead
Ratepayers' and Residents' Association, as reported in the East Grinstead Courier, 26 October 1989.
AS OTHERS SAW US (42): 'On of the last members who represented the town, prior to its
disfranchisement on the passing of the Reform Bill in 1832 - and who, we believe, is still living - is
reported to have said that the East Grinstead constituency were a "rum lot".' - W.R. Pepper, East
Grinstead and environs (1885), p.11. [The member was probably William Pitt Amherst, our M.P.
1829-30, who died 26 March 1886 aged 81 (W.H. Hills, History ofEast Grinstead (1906), pp.59f.).}

POSSIBLE LISTING OF HUTS USED BY SIR ARCHIBALD McINDOE (Bulletin 100, p.22)
OUR COMMITTEE'S RESPONSE
'We believe that whilst clearly of historic interest the huts are not architecturally important for
listing. The Abbey Road studios example does not in our view provide a satisfactory precedent on
which to base waiver of listing rules. Sad to say, but Elgar + Beatles probably occupy and will continue
to occupy a higher profile in the nation's consciousness than does Sir Archibald Mclndoe despite, many
would argue, the latter's more valuable contribution to society.
'On a practical matter committee members were influenced also by the extra cost and
difficulties we understand would arise when the time comes to plan a redevelopment of the hospital
site. Its future potential should not be restricted by the presence of a listed building there of
questionable merit. When the present building moratorium is lifted a substantial plaque as near as
practicable to the huts' site would, we think, be a fitting commemoration. And the instruments
Mclndoe used in his surgical work, to be displayed in the Town Museum, provide a much better
memento. In the meantime the plaque erected in April 2004 in the Spitfire cafeteria records that the
building was originally erected as Ward III where some of his pioneering work was carried out.
Our conclusion is that an application for listing should not be made.'
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EARLY EAST GRINSTEAD: A VIEW FROM SURREY REVIEWED

A.G. Dyson

A prompter or fuller response could hardly have been hoped for than Mr D.J. Turner's rejoinder
[10104-07] to my article in the previous issue of the Bulletin [10007-12]. Or a more combative: where
I extended a 'cordial invitation' to anyone with information about contemporaneous developments over
the county boundary in south-eastern Surrey, I find I had issued a 'challenge' to be risen to.
Never mind: D.J.T. rises admirably to the question of the early history and development of the
Lingfield district. He summarises what is known and can be reasonably deduced, reckoning that Hyde
abbey's estate there, recorded as early as the ninth century, probably amounted to a third of the later
parish. He thinks it possible that in parts of Lingfield not belonging to Hyde several pre-Conquest
settlements, such as Billeshurst and Starborough, were colonies of Limpsfleld and Oxted. He further
notes that before Hastings Limpsfield had been held by Harold, while two other settlements in Lingfield
- Blockfield and Ford - were apparently detached holdings of Oxted, held before the Conquest by
Harold's mother, Gytha. 'Adjacent holdings by mother and son', he reasonably remarks, 'make one
wonder whether [not long before the Conquest] Oxted and Limpsfleld had been a single estate.' He is
less clear how this relates to the East Grinstead 'Feld', confessing that none of it throws much light in
that direction. Nevertheless, it is just the sort of assessment of the potential, high or low, of the Surrey
evidence that was hoped for, and is gratefully received.
At the end of his article D.J.T. takes me to task. He remarks '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 E.G. might have been settled from the north'. That is all too true, and
I trust I did not leave any contrary impression that Sussex was for a certain fact settled in part from
Surrey. It was indeed a suggestion, and (1 maintain) a perfectly valid one. Alas, there is no getting
away from conjecture in this line of business. The chances of D.J.T., M.J.L., me or anybody else
coming up with new, hard and incontrovertible written evidence of the early settlement of the Weald at
this archaic stage in its development are next to non-existent. If we pursue the topic at all we are
compelled to hypothesise in some degree. Like reinterpretation (much the same thing), it is part of the
stock-in-trade. Here, it needs to be remembered that almost all the hard evidence we have derives from
the Domesday survey of 1086, and that there were five to six centuries between that date and the Saxon
invasions, during which, it is clear from other sources, a great deal took place. The state of affairs that
Domesday records need only have been of relatively recent origin and cannot be taken as representative
of earlier periods, any more than modern census records (say) provide a meaningful guide to the
population of previous centuries. For all we know to the contrary, a quite different pattern of landownership, reflective of colonisation from Surrey, may have once existed before being supplanted by
settlement from southern Sussex. Obviously this is only a suggestion, but one that deserves to be kept
in mind, for while there is no hard documentary evidence to back it, neither - it is fair to point out - is
there any to refute it. Besides, the one conclusion to emerge, clearly and indisputably, from M.J.L.'s
work is just how complex the early history of East Grinstead is, subject (possibly) to influences from
Surrey, more certainly from the archbishops of Canterbury, and more locally from the lords of
Brambletye.
In relation to the unfortunate Professor Everitt, D.J.T. deplores 'academic certainty in an area
where proof is unlikely, if not impossible'. Just so, but is he always true to his own axiom? In the
matter of Lingfield's absence from Domesday he throws novel, not to say revolutionary (to me at least),
light on the survey, which threatens to subvert our understanding of it. Lingfield, he comments, may
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have been 'one of many estates that escaped the attention of William's Domesday commissioners'.
Now it may well be that some places did escape these officials, but the observation seems singularly
unhelpful unless we can establish which these 'many estates' might have been. How should we go
about this? We would clearly need to distinguish them from cases that (a) were tacitly included under
other, more or less remote, estates (as Lingfield perhaps was), (b) did not yet exist (as we happen to
know Lingfield did). This is a tall order. Perhaps it would be simpler to assume that actually all
villages, hamlets and other settlements were already in existence by 1086, whether or not named by
Domesday: perhaps we would often be right to do so. Not much room for academic certainty here,
though, and not the kind of conjecture I should care to indulge in. For the record, I also find myself
accused of taking a 'near-zero' view of Lingfield's population when I attempted no such estimation,
high or low. Nor did I have anything to say about the transhumance of swine, apart from the existence
of drove-roads. I am all for D.J.T.'s broadening the topic out, so long as I don't appear to be carrying
the can for his added value!
At the heart of all this is the matter of the county boundary. D.J.T. concludes his article by
pointing out that this can only have been fixed when and where colonisers on either side converged, and
I am ready to go along with this. Then he contrasts the Surrey/Sussex boundary with the boundary
between Surrey and Kent, which he regards as 'quite permeable' at the time of settlement. Earlier on,
he had remarked that this border, although apparently fixed from Domesday to the 19th century, cannot
be assumed to have been fixed 'back into the migration period', and that its position at any particular
time before 1066 has to be argued (his italics). I am even readier to go along with this precept: after
all, it is the very suggestion I was making in relation to the Surrey/Sussex border. Why D.J.T. feels
unable to extend the same latitude or permeability to the Surrey/Sussex border that he did to the Surrey!
Kent boundary, I cannot tell.

AND A COMMENT: I do feel that an important and neglected point here is the awful soil in the
Felbridge - Felcourt - Lingfield Common area. It's the kind of stuff that settlers would leave to the
swine. I'm sure that's why lots of it remained common until recently.
P.D. Wood

TWENTY FIVE YEARS AGO: Our Newsletter 32 (Jan. 1986) reported the proposed 'East Grinstead
Town Scheme' to which the county and district councils would each contribute £1000, to be matched
by the Historic Buildings and Monuments Commission and, it was hoped, augmented on a smaller scale
by the Town Council. The object of such schemes was 'to target ... a particular area of environmental
importance in order to achieve really worthwhile improvements'. Specific proposals would come later
and we would be involved. Restoring brick pavements in the High Street was an agreed first priority.

BULLETIN 100 (Summer 2010)
It's nice to see that Roy Card's calligraphy on the front page has lasted the full hundred issues. I
remember asking him casually if he could provide something, and he gave it to me next morning. He
was like that - excellent man.
P.D. Wood
Mr Wood, our founder-Chairman, and Mr Card were colleagues at Turner Rudge and Turner. It was several
years before I noticed that one of the lines of lettering is not symmetrical. No-one else seems to have noticed.
Editor

6
HAZELDEN: ADDENDA

M.J. Leppard

What follows develops points in my article 'Hazelden' in the last Bulletin. To avoid repetition,
references to each such statement, and the sources for it, are given as five-digit numbers in square
brackets, in which 101 is the number of the Bulletin and the last two digits are the page-numbers.
Other references are given in end-notes in the usual way.

Several people have told me the arcs in the Hazelden boundaries that I mapped and discussed
[10108f.] are figments of my over-active imagination. However, the West Sussex county archaeologist,
Mr John Mills, has accepted their reality and my interpretation of them, adding that the south-easterly
continuation of AB must be part of the same original lay-out, which agrees with the 1597/98 borders
[10111].'
It is noticeable that the farmstead lies off the road through Saint Hill to Feibridge, which, for all
its crookedness, keeps to the top of small scarps and is probably one of those ancient drove-roads from
southern parents to northern outliers. Instead it is alongside what could be seen as a by-road, though no
doubt also of importance as a route to the site where, I believe, the hundred met and probably some
trading was done and where, later, the church was to be built and, later still, the town laid out. It is thus
conveniently sited both for necessary travelling and for reaching its own extremities without needing to
cross the whole farm to do so. The railway embankment and other developments no doubt distort the
original topography, but it seems to be in a little hollow sheltered from the prevailing south-westerly
weather. (I rely on readers to tell me if they think I am again yielding too readily to my imagination.)
When preparing the article I did not bother with the surrounding properties, but it is obvious
from the 1615 survey of the copyholds of Imberhorne, in which each field is defined in relation to its
neighbours,2 that Hazelden was an independent freehold island in a sea of Imberhorne copyholds, on its
northern edge touched by a finger of the Imberhorne demesnes. Thus in quitclaiming 'the land of Lefsi
of Halseldena' to the de Denas in c.1120, it is to our Ha.zelden, as mapped, that the prior of Lewes
refers, acknowledging that it is no part of his manor of Imberhome, even though both had once been in
Lefsi's hands. Similarly, therefore, the 40 acres held of that manor ratified by the priory to John
Heselden in 1388 cannot be Hazelden itself but some other area, probably one of the Imberhorne
copyholds that were in the eponymous family's hands in the 16th century. [10110]
This explains why Hazelden was in the tithing of Ashurst, which, it has become apparent, must
have been the default allocation for every part of the hundred that was not within one of the three great
manors that gave their names to the remaining tithings: Brambletye, Imberhorne and Shoveistrode. It
makes best sense of such evidence as there is, I believe, to conclude that manor and tithing must have
been co-terminous in each of these three, though I have not attempted to substantiate that or map them.
Ashurst tithing, while including the manor of Ashurst or Grinstead Wild, gives no indication of being
identical with it. Perhaps the big three were the first to be formed, or had the most powerful lords.
If my conclusions thus far are correct, Hasillisden Grove, in Ashurst tithing in 1524 [10114]
must be within Hazelden rather than adjoining it, for then it would be in Imberhome.
The transition of ownership from Sir John Baker to Sir Thomas Sackville [10112] must have
resulted from the latter's marriage in 1555 to Baker's daughter Cicely. 3
2 East Sussex Record Office AMS 5909/11
Withyham, Haqfleld and Ashdown Forest (1902), p.1 84
personal communication, 28 Nov. 2010

3 C.N. Sutton, Historical notes of
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INTERPRETING 34-40 HIGH STREET (Broadleys' shop)

M.J. Leppard

As part of this Society's dendrochronology project, an article on the structural and documentary
history of 34-40 High Street appeared in Bulletin 80 (Autumn 2003). By kind invitation of Mr Simon
Broadley the premises were recently revisited by members of the Wealden Buildings Study Group,
whom I again had the privilege of being invited to accompany, principally to learn and understand, for I
have no expertise in their specialism. I did, however, give some thought beforehand to a question
which I knew exercised the Group: the original purpose of this unparalleled building. The tentative
solution that I sketched orally was favourably received by those present, so I now write it up here for
further consideration. Matter already discussed and referenced in Bulletin 80 is summarised here as
briefly as possible; references for other statements are in the footnotes or text and should be consulted
for further details and sources.
The eastern portion, nos 36-40, was dendro-dated to 135 1-52. The western crosswing, no.34, is
attributed on stylistic grounds to c.1410-20. Unlike most buildings in our High Street it is set end-on to
the road. It also contains, on the first floor, the finest chamber in the town, indeed one of the highest
quality timber-framed rooms in the whole county. Another noteworthy feature is the unusually high
cartway through the eastern end, an integral part of the original structure, not one punched through
later. The vaulted 'apartment' with the arms of Dalyngridge on its boss, still in existence in 1877 but
gone by 1885, must also have a bearing on the building's history.
In the light of this second visit, my account of the cellar in the earlier article (p.9) proves to
contain some errors. I quoted the later Peter Gray's identification of it with the rearmost section of the
cellars under no.40, but, though the narrow bricked-up doorway was clearly visible, there seemed to be
no sign of the springing of the vaults that he reported. Mr Broadley then showed us where this cellar,
minus its vault, was actually to be found, underneath the modern southward extension of the eastern
end of the shop, covered and carpeted over, but originally outside the building. The removal of the
vault, 'to meet the exigencies of an increasing business', could therefore be explained; it would have
protruded inconveniently above the floor level. It is to be hoped that when Mr Broadley next has
occasion to uncover it, he will permit an expert to view it and also re-check the other one.
The death in 1320 of Sir Walter de la Lynde with no male heir cleared the way for his son-inlaw, John Dallingridge, whose family was not arrnigerous, to assume Sir Walter's arms at the same
time as acquiring his estate in Hartfield, Bolebrook. Theoretically therefore the cellar could have been
created under de la Lynde auspices, but I can find no evidence to connect that family with East
Grinstead or suggest a reason for them to have a presence in the town, whereas the Dallingridges,
seated on Ashdown Forest, had already been steadily rising in the world for about a century* and would
continue to do so until dying out locally by 1469. Such a prominent prestigious building in a county
town in the mid-14th century would assert their status and promote their 'image'.
From their original role supervising Ashdown Forest, the family had progressed as landed
proprietors in other parts of East Sussex by 1320 and then into 'the lower ranks of the office-holding
elite' by 1350, carrying out inspections and surveys, performing military service and acquiring more
* The first mention cited by Professor Nigel Saul in his article 'The rise of the Dallingridge family' in Sussex
Archaeological Collections, vol.136 (1998) is in 1274, but I have shown (in Bulletin 71, p.5) that the name
appears in c. 1230 as de Halinggerigge and in c. 1255 as Alingerugge. For all my statements about the
Dallingridges I have relied on Prof. Saul's article, where full source-references will be found.
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manors. Thereafter the main line served various powerful Sussex lords as stewards and in courts of
law, sat in Parliament for the county, acted as Sheriff and a Justice of the Peace, collected taxes, and so
on. A more appropriate base for these responsibilities than Ashdown Forest or Hartfield would be in
the nearest market and assize town, well placed on the high road from London to the ports of Lewes
and Seaford with convenient by-roads along the way to most places in the area where they were most
active. Here they could accommodate an agent, meet other officials or business contacts and chair
meetings (in the impressive upper chamber), keep in touch with the news as relayed by travellers, store
produce or renders in kind (hence the high cartway?), secure money and valuables (in the vaulted
cellar?), put up important guests, and, not least, have living quarters for their own use whenever
needed. Such town houses were common in the middle ages; the Gaynesfords of Crowhurst had one
here in the 15th century, for example (see Bulletin 79, p.9), and even in the 17th Sackville College
fulfilled for the Dorsets a comparable role to the one which I have argued here for 34-40 High Street.
It is in keeping with the seemingly 'no expense spared' character of our building that it was a
Dallingridge, Sir Edward, who built the showpiece Bodiam Castle in 1385. When Sir John of that
place made his will in 1407 he left 13s.4d. to the fabric fund of East Grinstead church. Possibly he
made some other bequest for the benefit of this town, or at least made available enough new money to
family members for one of them to commission the crosswing, no.34 High Street.* The will was
proved on 19 November 1408, near enough to the wing's estimated date of construction, c.1410-20.
If my hypothetical reconstruction of the building's function bears any resemblance to the truth,
then its having eleven portlands by 1564 is understandable, for such an establishment would have
needed a variety of outbuildings, including extensive stabling, and land enough to grow more foodstuff
and support more livestock than required by the average burgage-holder.
By 1616 the building was an inn, and presumably had been so for some years;-in my previous
article I cited indications that it could have been so in 1564. At the meeting which prompted this
attempt at interpreting nos 34-40 Dr Janet Pennington, whose specialism is timber-framed Sussex inns,
informed us that it was common for town houses to become inns because they were so well equipped
for the purpose thanks to such existing features and possible uses as I have outlined above.
* Unfortunately the only information I have is the ecciesiological extracts printed in the Sussex Record
Society's volumes 41 (p.160) and 42 (p.230).

EAST GRINSTEAD MUSEUM COMPASS 34 (Spring 2011) concludes the treatment of local tradetokens with addenda on the 1 7th-century ones discussed in Compass 32 and consideration of the 18thand 1 9th-century equivalents. In other articles more light is thrown on the paintings of Ewen Evershed
and on the early days of the Star at Feibridge and the village church. The local political activism of
Muriel, Countess De La Wan is recounted and there are addenda on the Rice Brothers' business and on
published discussion of items in the Town Museum. [E1 to callers at the Museum, free to members of
the Friends of the Museum]
BARTON ST MARY: Writing about this house in my 100 buildings of East Grinstead I confessed my
inability to account for its name. A passing reference in the Feibridge and District History Group's
'handout' 93 (Sept. 2009) to 20 Brook Street, Barton St Mary, Gloucester may supply the answer,
especially if any connection can be established between that place and the man for whom the house
here was built, G. Munro Miller (about whom also very little is known). M.J.L.
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WINDMILLS ON EAST GRINSTEAD COMMON

M.J. Leppard

Windmill Lane in East Grinstead takes its name from a series of windmills which for at least
four centuries, with occasional breaks, stood where the road bends, opposite the footpath across
Lingfield Road recreation ground (TQ 387390).
The earliest point in the history of a mill here is given in the survey of the bounds of the
borough undertaken in 15791: 'There is upon the Common or Heath one Little peice of Ground called
the Windmill Place which one Henry Duffield sometime did purchase to him and to his Heirs of King
Henry the Eighth' together with the New House [in the S.E. angle of London Road and Maypole Road].
The king held this site, with the rest of the common and the borough, as part of the duchy of Lancaster;
a mill could well have been in existence there long before the time of Henry VIII, for whom sales of
land were always a useful source of revenue.
In his will, made and proved in 1523, Henry Duffield left the house and lands held of Lewes
Priory 'to my son Edward with the mill standing upon the heath' •2 In 1564 a descendant, George
Duffield, is recorded in the borough survey as holding a burgage and portland [the New House] 'with a
plat where a windmill stood, in the occupation of Richard Wynson, lying to the west side of Grinstede
Common' at an annual rent of 3s.4d. 3 Mr P.D. Wood read this name as Wynsor (and likewise John
Wynson at 34-40 High Street) 4, but in the original it is clearly Wynson, a surname frequent in the
contemporary parish register, including a Richard and a John; there are no entries for Wynsor. Nothing
more has been found about John Wynson, the first known miller at the site.
Taking the wording literally, it might seem that there was no mill on the site when Henry
Duffield bought it, nor in 1564, nor again in 1592, when a survey of concealed lands reported that
Edward Duffield held 'the site of a windmill whereupon a mill sometime stood' worth 3s.4d. p.a. 5 It
was not uncommon for mills to be damaged or destroyed by storms or fire, but it is hard to believe that
the one serving the town could have been left unrebuilt for seven decades or more (or was down every
time any surveys were undertaken). A more likely explanation is that each document copied the
wording of its predecessors, a common practice; peoples' names were frequently repeated in deeds and
rentals long after they had died, for instance. There is no unambiguous indication that no mill was
standing until 1662.
In 1593 Edward Duffield of East Grinstead, yeoman, sold to Francis Underhill of Lingfield,
tanner, for £100 the Newehouse ... and a parcel of land upon the Common of East Grinstead called the
Wyndmyll Place, all in the tenure of Francis Taylor. 6 With no such phrase as 'sometime stood', we
have no reason to doubt that a mill was in existence on the site. It is highly unlikely that Taylor worked
it in person. A deed to lead to the uses of recovery executed in 1618 includes Newhouse and a little
parcel called the Windmill hill belonging to John Heggenbottome and Dorothy his wife late purchased
of Francis Underhill. 7
In the borough rental of c.1645 Nicholas Budgin pays 3s.4d. for the windmill. 8 Since it is the
owner who pays in all the documents where we can distinguish owner from occupier, we may conclude
that the mill was now his. By the time of the rental valuation of c. 1660 the 12-acre tenement and close
called the Windmill Close, now Henry Postlethwaite, late John Finch, was worth f8. 9 Soon after, in the
rental of 1662, we have the unambiguous statement 'The windmill is since downe and gone', but 3s.4d.
rent is still charged.' ° When Richard Dow in the next rental, in 1669, pays 'for the winniill banke' 11 we
may conclude from the familiar wording that a mill is in place again.

10
At least once between that date and 1718, however, another rebuilding proved necessary, for in
the Duke of Dorset's rent roll for 1718-20 £1.6s.8d. was received from John Heaver for a windmill
newly erected on East Grinstead Common. 12 Perhaps the previous one had been destroyed in the great
storm of 1703. Whatever the reason, the annual rent had been increased from 3s.4d. to 13s.4d. p.a.
This is the first mention of a family that was to work local mills for over a century. In 1751 John
Heaver paid £1.15s.9d. land tax for his mill and land.''
He was buried here on 20 May 1765 but seems to have retired before then, perhaps as a result of
the burning down of the mill in 1757, recorded in a lease granted that year by Lionel Duke of Dorset to
John Chantler at 13s.4d. rent in consideration of his rebuilding it.' 4 I cannot tell whether the fire was
accidental or deliberate, nor whether the consideration was due to Chantler's having rebuilt it or his
undertaking to rebuild it. John Chantler is recorded at Dunnings Mill in 1751 15 and `Chandler' is there
in 1760. 16
On 13 October 1766 James Butler of East Grinstead was committed for trial for threatening to
bum down the mill of John Chantler if the price of wheat was raised. At East Grinstead Assizes on
Monday 23 March 1767 he was fined one shilling and ordered to stay in gaol for one week and fmd
sureties for £40 for three years.' 7 On 27 December 1767 the Duke of Dorset leased to John Chantler of
East Grinstead, miller, `in consideration of the great expense that John Chantler hath formerly been at
in rebuilding and erecting a windmill ... in the room of a windmill heretofore burnt down by fire ...
Windmill Bank containing by estimation 4 acres on the waste or common called East Grinstead for 21
years at £4 p.a.', with Chantler to bear the costs of any future repairs.' $ The consideration must be
renewed recognition of Chantler's work ten years before rather than a recurrence of the events then.
Mr Roy Henderson suggests that the local mill which had `the top of its round beam twisted
fairly off in the great storm of November 1773 could have been the one on our Common. 19 In that year
John Chantler stood surety to two marriage licences. 2° A second John Chantler, miller, perhaps the son,
took out a marriage licence in 1791 21 and was listed (mill not named) in the Universal British directory
for 1794.
The `civil defence' returns made in 1801 include Thomas Brown, the miller on the Common,
who was able to grind one 200 lb sack of flour in an emergency. If an invasion occurred, millers were
to provide wheat but no cloths. 22 The next year's church rate book valued Mr Budgen's windmill at
£16.Z3 The Thomas Budgen, miller (mill not named), unmarried, willing to serve and in the 17-30 yearold group in the 1803 militia list 24 is possibly the son; the 1811 draft census return records Thomas
Budgen miller in one house inhabited by one family consisting of one male and one female 25 perhaps
newly-weds, perhaps an older couple whose offspring have all left home. The same year's church
rebuilding rates value Thomas Budgen's house at £7.5s. and his windmill on the Common at £15. 26
-

The mill was marked on Richard Budgen's 1724 map of Sussex on the open Common and
depicted as a post-mill with no roundhouse. William Figg's map of the enclosure of the Common,
c.1816, also shows it thus and in the same location, on its little bank on the corner of the newlyenclosed Mill Land, 3 acres 3 roods 36 perches in area. The more diagrammatic tithe map, 1841
depicts a post-mill with roundhouse, but placed arbitrarily in the middle of the eastern half of the nowdivided Mill Land. The first edition 25" Ordnance Survey map, 1873, has no image but confirms
Figg's survey in showing the irregularly-shaped millstead with the mill at its centre and a pond
adjoining the enclosure on the south. The site is labelled `Windmill (Corn)' and there is a triangulation
point in the western field. The accompanying book of reference records all three fields as pasture.
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The last of many references to Thomas Budgen is in Pigot' s directory for 1828. In the parish
valuation made in 1825 and updated annually to 1828 his mill and land were reckoned at £13.lOs. He
also had two hop gardens somewhere, worth £l.lOs. 27
By 1832, when Pigot's next directory came out, Thomas Scott had taken over. The vestry
minutes record that 'Mr Scott' (presumably already at the Common mill) did not tender for supplying
the parish workhouse with flour on 1 November 1830.28 In the 1841 census he is aged 35, and, like his
wife Amelia, 30, and son Thomas, 13, not born in Sussex. The younger children, however - Edward, 9,
Ellen, 8, John, 6, George, 4, and James, 1 - were all Sussex-born. In the same year the award
accompanying the tithe map records Earls De La Warr and Amherst [joint-heirs of the Dukes of Dorset]
as owners and 'John Scott' as occupying a meadow containing 2a.0r.8p. and Windmill Plat, a pasture,
2a.0r.30p., gross total 4a.0r.38p. The neat, i.e. cultivated, total is given in the tithe apportionment two
-,
, In the 1843 church rate book his mill and land are valued at f 13 .10S.29 There
years later as 3a.3r.i8p.
is no identifiable entry for the mill in Kelly's directory for 1845, but Thomas Scott is still there in the
1851 census, aged 48, a master miller born in Burstow and living just over the county border at
Baidwins Hill. Amelia his wife is 43, born in Burstow, as was unmarried daughter Caroline, a 21-year
old dressmaker. The other children at home, all born in East Grinstead, are Ellen J., 17, a milliner,
John, 16, James, 11, a scholar, Joseph and William, 8, and Benjamin, 5. Kelly's directories for 1852
and 55 do not mention the mill, but in 1856 Thomas Scott paid £10 in half-yearly rent for the mill, less
12s.5d. property tax. 30
In Melville's Sussex directory for 1858 the miller on the Common is William Walker Heasman.
In directories from 1839 to 55 Heasman, a member of a local milling dynasty, is at Cuttens Hill mill
near Ashurst Wood. In the 1851 census he is a 54-year old widower, born in Ardingly, accompanied by
four unmarried children aged from 11 to 25 and all born in East Grinstead together with a male servant.
His memorial in the churchyard records his death on 19 May 1866 aged 70.
In the 1861 census Abraham Betchley, a 31-year old master-miller born in East Grinstead, is
living at Kiln House, Willington's Town, i.e. on the edge of the Common east of Lingfield Road. With
him are his wife, Hannah, 30, born in Hartfield, daughter Clara, 3, born Heathfield, son George, 2, born
Sedlescoomb, an as yet unnamed 9-day old son born in East Grinstead, and two visitors: K. Edwards,
53, a farmer's wife born in Framfield, and Clara Edwards, 10, a farmer's daughter born in Hartfield.
Abraham, who had previously worked at his father's mill at Groombridge, married Hannah Edwards.
on 7 February 1857?' The visitors must therefore be members of her family, come to help with her
lying-in. He then appears regularly in directories up to 1878.
In the 1871 census Abraham R. Betchley's home is entered as Blackhouse, Wellington Town,
and he farms 5 acres, i.e. the Mill Land (more precisely recorded in the 1873 O.S. book of reference as
4.097 acres). In addition to Hannah there are seven children: Eliza C.F., 13, scholar, and George, 12,
as above, Albert, 10, Richard A., 9, Charles, 7, Ozias, 5, and Susannah, 2, all born in East Grinstead.
Ten years later their address is just London Road, Susanna is a scholar, and two more children have
arrived: Ernest J., 9, and Sidney, 7.
I cannot find where the family was in 1891, but James Wood, a miller's labourer aged 44 born
in Lingfield, is in London Road somewhere almost opposite the mouth of Windmill Lane, suggesting
the mill was still working. Ten years later Abraham R. Betchley, 71, retired miller, is at 15 West Street.
Abraham Richard Betchley was buried on 24 July 1905 aged 75, and Hannah on 24 July 1911 aged 81.

IN
The last days of the mill can be chronicled from maps and illustrations. A c. 1890 photograph of
the mill in the snow with houses in Lingfield Road in the background shows it looking sound" and so
do a painting by E.J. Bedford, 'East Grinstead Windmill', dated 1896 3 , and an undated painting signed
'E.M.E.' reproduced as a postcard by Arthur 14arding 34 . The artists may have been trying to recreate it

in its prime, however, for the 1897 and 99 editions of the 25" O.S. map label it 'disused'. An undated
unattributed photograph with a haystack too close to the mill for operation certainly belongs to its last
years.35 It looks semi-derelict in a Harding postcard captioned 190036, while a card by an unidentified
photographer titled 'In memoriam 1900' taken from the other side shows only two sweeps left." The
demolished mill was auctioned on 23 Aug. 1900 for Mr George Simmins38, who as early as 1885 had
acquired much of the former Common for development. 39 An outline drawing by R.G. Martin, based
on the snow-scene photograph, to show its appearance while sound was printed in Sussex Mills Group
Newsletter 127 (July 2005), p.16 and an unattributed cross-section in no. 148 (October 2010).
Technical description by present-day molinologists, also based on photographic evidence, is a
small black-tarred post mill whose roof had a fairly steep pitch. The single-storey roundhouse seems to
have been of brick for half its circumference and unusual vertical weather-boarding for the other. It
was worked with four unbalanced common sweeps, with no suggestion on the auction poster of any
mechanism that might be associated with springs or shutters. 40
No physical evidence survives apart from the end of a boundary bank on the Windmill Lane
frontage. An archaeological survey took place in 2010 before work began on a housing development.
For centuries East Grinstead Mill or East Grinstead Common Mill seems to have sufficed for its
name. The Old Black Mill, first noted in 1885 41 , caught on locally. 'North End Mill', which I have not
found earlier than Blythman's historical sketch (confused by using evidence that actually relates to
other local mills) in 200542, was presumably suggested by seeing North End in the vicinity on a map.
RIGHT: An extract from William Figg's map
of the enclosure of the Common, c.1 816, at
3 chains to the inch. Parcel 32 is the Mill
Land, with Windmill Lane running along its
eastern side. London Road runs across the
bottom left-hand corner and Lingfield Road
along the right-hand edge.
(From a slightly reduced photocopy in my possession, the eastern portion of which, including the
mill was reproduced in Bulletin 77, pp.8f.)
I am, as ever, indebted to the transcriptions and
notes of Mr P.D. Wood and Mr David Gould for
many of the documentary and census references.

REFERENCES: C.K.S. = Centre for Kentish Studies,
Maidstone; E.G. = East Grinstead; E.S.R.O. = East
Sussex Record Office; Henderson = R. Henderson,
Wealden power (e-book, 2009); P.R.O. = Public Record
'
Office; S.A.C. = Sussex Archaeological Collections;
S.C.M. = Sussex County Magazine; S.MG.N. = Sussex
Mills Group Newsletter; S.R.S. = Sussex Record Society; .9.
W.S.R.O. = West Sussex Record Office
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THE HOUSE ON THE SITE

Editor

A house on the mill site first appears in Dixon's East Grinstead directory in the 1913 issue,
prepared at the end of 1912. It was named Milifield and the home of Miss Stenning, who in 1912 had
been living at Halsford. She is last recorded there in Kelly's 1922 directory. In the 1923 local directory
it is empty, but in the 1927 and 1930 Kelly Mrs C.T. Beath is there. Her name is deleted in the copy in
the Town Museum of Cullen's local directory for 1928, marked for a projected re-issue in the early
1930s, with Mrs Robinson written in. The 1934 and 38 Kelly have Edwin Robert Brown. From 1946
to 61 it was the home of John Henry Gordon Freeman (on whom see p.14 below). The house is not
even named in the local directory for 1962; possibly an oversight, possibly it was empty. The last
recorded resident, in the 2007 electoral roll, is Annabel Morgan. In June 2010 it was demolished after
standing empty for some months, at the same time as the later houses to its north. The whole area was
thoroughly cleared and levelled later in the year and a new housing development was begun, preserving,
at the Town Council's behest, the name Milifield.
Most of the information in this short piece was gathered for it by 1 5-year olds Luke Robinson and
Louis Gorringe from the resources of the research room at the Town Museum during their work
experience there in July 2010. We are grateful for their assistance.

POTTERY SITE, Garland Road: As a condition of demolition of the existing office-block and
replacement by flats, Mid Sussex District Council required, at the developer's expense, archaeological
work as detailed by the county archaeologist. A copy of the resultant report has been lodged in the
Town Museum, which supplied documentary and photographic evidence supplemented by our editor's
on-site recollections of visiting the premises at the start of demolition in 1971. Recording then would
have been invaluable, for the Rentokil block's deep foundations had destroyed most of the structures.
There was no evidence of activity before 1855, nor any remarkable finds, merely ceramic products and
an almost-complete clay tobacco pipe of c. 1660-80. The work was done by Archaeology South East.
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DON FREEMAN ('Gordon Grinstead')

David Gould

In all probability the name John Henry Gordon Freeman will be known to few readers, such is
the fate of writers who specialise in the scripting of strip cartoons, for seldom are they credited for their
work. However, this particular writer, who lived and worked in East Grinstead 15 years, is noteworthy.
Born in Croydon in April 1903, Don - as he was usually known - attended St Joseph's College,
Streatham, and in 1918 joined the staff of the Daily Mirror, soon taking over the children's page as
'Uncle Dick' and writing 'Pip, Squeak and Wilfred'. By the 1940s he had created and was responsible
for the writing of four daily strip cartoons for the adult readers of the paper: 'Garth', 'Jane', 'Belinda'
and 'Buck Ryan'. He had moved to Sunbury on Thames in the 1920s and was married in 1941, his
wife being Austrian. By the time they came to live in East Grinstead, in 1946, they had two children,
Richard and Sarah. Here Nicholas was born in 1946. The Freemans' large and handsome house,
Milifield, in Windmill Lane, was approximately on the site of the Common windmill, which had been
demolished after 1900. [The house was demolished this year.]
As Don found daily travel by train to and from London irksome. his employers agreed to let him
do all his work at home. Each of the daily strips comprised three or four frames, which he would
sketch out in pencil on sheets of layout paper together with the dialogue in speech balloons. When
these were completed they would be sent to the chosen artists to redraw as 'finished' work. Don had a
very clear idea in his head of how each strip should look, and was not always pleased with the way the
'finished' artist interpreted his roughs. In the case of 'Jane' this was Norman Pett, a close friend who
lived not far from East Grinstead.
In 1958 Don, who had always been interested in history and archaeology, wrote a series of
books - the 'Silver Circle' readers for very young children - on these subjects, featuring characters
called 'The Three Ds'. In the same series he did The Boy Chaucer and The Boy Sidney (Cassell, 1962).
When he came to write his splendid strip cartoon serials 'Knights of the Road', featuring Ted Knight, a
long-distance lorry driver, for Eagle (March 1960-March 1962) he peppered them with historical
references and set the stories in real locations. He even went to the trouble of learning jargon used by
such drivers, although when he approached George Leppard of Gassons for information unfortunately
he drew a blank as Mr Leppard was only a local 'collection and delivery' lorry driver. For this series,
and the books, Don used the pen-name 'Gordon Grinstead', perhaps as an acknowledgement of his
adopted town but also as disguise, for he was not supposed to work except for the Daily Mirror.
Don Freeman was a very private individual, a family man and a loving father, who disliked
socialising. He was fond of walking and swimming, and liked his pint. Although not a clubbable man,
he was a member, from 1948, of the Sussex Archaeological Society (his wife was an associate
member), but whether he did any digging is unknown. He was also a member of the Dormobile
Association.
In 1961 the Freernans moved to Rotherfield Avenue, Bexhill, largely so that Don could indulge
his passion for swimming in the sea. However, he developed heart problems and died on 8 July 1972
aged 69.
From articles in Eagle Times vol.2, no.2 (Summer 1989) based on communication from Sarah Freeman and
vol.15, no3 (Autumn 2002) based on interview with Richard and Nick Freeman. Notes on books from British
National Bibliography. There are photographs of Mr Freeman and his house in my East Grinstead & Environs.
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RECENT PUBLICATIONS reviewed by P.D. Wood
WEALDEN POWER: WINDMILLS AND WA TERMILLS OF THE EAST GRINS TEAl) AREA
(2009) by Roy Henderson, 11 Crescent Road, East Grinstead, RH19 1HR
This excellent c-book sets out to provide a comprehensive survey of High Wealden wind and
water mills, and the industry they served, from Roman times through the decline of the mid-nineteenth
century to the preservation movement of the mid-twentieth. Its format invites comparison with
Straker's Wealden Iron, beginning with an overview of the history of milling, a discussion of the
application of wind and water power, the structure and machinery of mills, their development and
economics, and a summary of the corn trade in the East Grinstead area. There follows a gazetteer of
surviving mills and sites and some unanswered questions, ending with an inviting guide to local walks
round some of the mill sites, tucked away in deep countryside.
The gazetteer includes several long pieces on mills with enough surviving records to make a
substantial contribution to local history. Above all, the author makes a contribution to the sadly
neglected area of fieldwork. The mills of Brambletye (which I remember working in for a day in 1945
while it was still going), Tablehurst and Imberhorne manor are dealt with generously, and many others
more briefly.
If proposals could be made for a second edition, one might suggest that site maps would be
most helpfUl to add to the numerous photographs, and investigations into some of the unrecorded sites
like Lavertye and Shovelstrode. A great deal of good research has been done: this is going to be a
standard work for some years to come and is well worth adding to.
PLACES AND NAMES: This year's Sussex Archaeological Collections (vol.148, 2010) contains
several notes by our editor on early local place-names. The longest concerns Wildene, a hitherto
unidentified Domesday holding in Hartfield, tracing it through several mediaeval sources to identify it
with Posingford. Though the chain of reasoning is long it holds well together and throws light on
Wildetone and Wall Hill in East Grinstead. The others concern place-name related surnames, Heldele,
Dallingridge and Grinstead. Careful readers of our Bulletin will recognise material from earlier articles
by Mr Leppard, brought here to a wider public, and all offer revision or expansion of once accepted
ideas.
OTHER RECENT PUBLICATIONS reviewed by the Editor
The Felbridge and District History Group is to be congratulated on achieving its one hundredth
'handout' in its eleven-year existence, NORTH END SCHOOL (Nov. 2010), another of its periodic
forays into East Grinstead. The background to its foundation in 1885 by Miss Fanny Stenning of the
local timber-merchant family and an account of the building are followed by developments under
successive heads, drawing on school records (for which, alas, only extracts from the log books were
available), reminiscences and local directories, up to 1955 when it moved to new premises in Windmill
Lane, where, as St Mary's School, it makes explicit the church connection it enjoyed from the start.
One unfortunate transcription error leads to misrepresentation. The 1953 street directory indeed
lists Miss Emma Kerridge (Headmistress 1934-51) in Dorset Avenue, but at no.53, not, as stated, 52,
the Old Pest House. The fact that most of the heads were single women probably lodging in someone
else's house accounts for their non-appearance in directories. More information about some of them
than the Group found is summarised overleaf.
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NORTH END SCHOOL, SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

M.J. Leppard

Mrs Charlotte Huggett (First headmistress, 1885-96): her fourth child, who had died by 1911, was
named Madeleine and died aged two years according to the family tree sketched by Mr A.R. Huggett.
Miss Jessie Hall (c. 1896-c. 1901) appears with Miss Kathleen Terry, presumably the infants' teacher, in
an 1899 school group photograph printed in the East Grinstead Observer of 27 January 1983.
Miss Sarah Ann Maria Card (c.1901-29) appears with Mrs Warner, the infants' teacher (c.1901, as
Miss Clara Draper, - c.1941), in a similar photograph in the East Grinstead Courier of3 January 1985.
Mrs Heath (between 1929 and 34) is mentioned in the same issue.
Miss Violet Gladys Emy (1954-77): a small misprint may mislead. She presided rather than resided
over the original building. Her still-remembered roles with local amateur dramatic groups are not
mentioned but are accounted for by the Group's discovery that she had attended the Central School of
Speech and Drama

ALBERT JOSEPH TRELOAR, Another local poet

M.J. Leppard

I recently acquired a copy of The Sussex Weald and other poems by Rev. Albert J. Treloar, B.D.,
Vicar of Hammerwood (City Press, Northampton, June 1938). The title poem is dated 1926, the rest
are undated. Only three are specifically local: Rogers Town, Holtye Common, and Kent Water. Some
others are generalised Sussex. Others range over the Yorkshire Moors, the East Midlands and the West
Country. Most 'have already appeared in various publications'. Three earlier volumes are advertised,
with tributes from newspapers in Tiverton, Northampton, Exeter, Somerset, Surrey, West Sussex,
Hertfordshire and Essex: The riddle of life, Day dreams and The morning watch.
From the 1913 Clergy List the author can be identified as Albert Joseph Treloar, Kings College
London and Durham University (Licentiate in Theology), ordained deacon in 1898 and priest in 1899
by the Bishop of Norwich, who served curacies in Heigham in Norfolk,1898-1901, and Cullompton in
Devon, 1901-04, before becoming vicar of Cove near Tiverton. I have not managed to trace his career
between 1913 and 1938 but I have found mentions of him at Hammerwood in East Grinstead parish
magazines in 1940 (passing a donation from Mrs Whatley to the museum in the church tower) and 1943
(presenting to it an Australian boomerang and a New Zealand poisoned spear).
It is evident from the booklet I have that he enjoyed walking in the countryside hereabouts and
appreciated its scenery. There is no mention of any of the inhabitants, but it is clear from the first
stanza of The Kent Water that he listened to how they spoke, for the scansion reflects the final stress in
the place-names where it authentically falls:
Beside the County's northern road,
There flows the County's northern stream By Hammerwood and Shoveistrode,
With Scarletts, Gotwick, in between
These lines also give sufficient indication of his style: technically correct in a variety of metres
with language and themes indistinguishable from those of the mass of lesser versifiers of the period.
Even so, it would be good if his other works could be found, perhaps for the library or Town Museum.

