FARLY LORDS OF GLYNDE

by

John Bleach

Tntroduction

Anglo-~Norman society was "essentially a military sccilety which, If oot actually
engpaged in war, had to be alweys preparad for it" (1). Alpost all the barons
and the hishops held their estates of the king by knight-seivice, The arch-
bishop of Canterbury, for example, had to render the service of 80 knights to
the king for his estates in Hent, Sussex and other counties (2}, those eatates
inecluding the mancr of South Malling which comprehended the parishes of Ringmer

and Glynde,

There were various ways of providing for the kuights, In the years lmmediately
following the Conguest many lords kept their knights in theilr own households,

and lay lords continued to do this well inte the twelfth century. Ecelesiaatical
lords, however, soon found this arrangement unmsatisfactory. The professional
aoldier could prove to be an embarrassment in such a household and by the end

af the eleventh century the'enfﬂoﬁfmeﬂi af knights with land, thus enabling

them to =settle on their own eatates, was well under way. Within the arch-
hishop's mancr of South Malling, Glynde was so pgranted, and for centuries

aftarwards the manor of Glynde was held of the archbishop by knisht-service (33,

The later loxds of the manocr of Glynde from Richard Waleys in the late {welfth
centiry to the Brands in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries ars well known
(4}, Tut there is5 some umcertainty regarding the earlier twelfth century lords,
This uncertainty is not born of dispute between rival claimants. PFPrevious
writers have expressed the view that the de Mallings were very probably the early
Lords {5} but there is a lack of evidence that unguesticnably links the de
Mailings with Glynde, The following notes will show that the lack of evidence
iz apparent rathey than real and that, utbeknown to previous writera, there

way indeed have bheen rival clalmants to the title of lord of Glynde.

The de Mallings and Glvnde

The evidence of a 1link between the fmily angd the parish is provided by an
original confirmation charter, dated sometime between 113% and 1154, of
Theobald, archobishop of Canterbury, of a grant to the abbey of Bee in Normandy
of the church of Glynde (8}, It records that Philip, 2 canoen of the oolleglate’

church of St.Michasl in South Malling, has granted possessicon of the church teo

the monks of Beec, this to come into full effect after his death. T make the
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grant mere binding he obtained the consent of his brother, William de Mallineg,
and of William's zon, Codfrey. Another charter of Theobald's, recorded omn
an early thirteenth century charter roll, confirms William's gift of the
church of Glynde to Bec after the death of his brother, Philip {7}. For the
Fresent purpose the latter charter merely confirms the family connection

betwean Willilam and Phillip and the de Malling intersst in the church.

The ownership of the church by the de Mallings sugeests a very clese involwve—
ment in the parish that the church served, and it would not be unreasonable to
argue on the evidence of the two charters alone that the de Mallings wers lords
of the manor of Glynde, ‘In addition to this charter evidence, however, it

has been noted by previous writers that therse is & marked similarity between
the zatates in Eent and West Sussex held by the de Malliogs of the archhishop
in the late eleventh and mid twelfth centuries and those held by the Waleya

in the late twelfth and sarly thirtesnth centuries (8). Thua it wourld zeem
that the Wrleys came 1ntos the posseszion of the de Malling estates - estates

in which Glvnde may now be confidently included,

A riwval claimani?

Betwaen 1210 and 12312 g 1iat of the archbishop’s tenants by knight-service
was compiled, Godfrey Waleys (no surprize here) holds one amnd & half fees
in Glynde, hbut i1t 18 recorded also that Robert son of (fite) Walter holds

ong fee in Glvnde (9),

It seens that Robert fitz Walter was the grandson of Robert fitz Richard who
had been granted the lands of William Bainiard by Heory I in 1EL0Y, William
having forfeited his lands, It is considered likely that Robert fiiz Richard
was granted not only all the estates that Balniard held direcily of the king
{which included Baynard's castle, one of the Norman defences of London}, but
alsge the military tenurﬂé that he held of other lords (103}, In the.light of
a4 late =leventh century document that records a certain Baynard, thought to

he of the Baynard's castle family, holding twoe kntghts fees oif the archbhishop
{113 (uﬁfartunately the location of {the feas is net stated), it 1s possible
that the knight's fse held in Glynde in the.early thirteenth eentury by Robert

fitz Walter was ong of those held by Bavonard at the end of the sleventh century.

In support of this the Jussex portion of the Domesday survey of 1086 ey he
cited. It records that Daynard held five hides of the archbishop's manor of
{3outh) Malling (12, Gly¥nde is not mentioned Eﬁ name in the survey but it

may be that the "Baynard' entry relates to the parish. That a person called
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Baynard had a close connection with the parish at zome time prior to the late
thirteenth century i= certaln. A Glynde mancr rental of 1250 lists & uumber
of tenants who hold lznd called 'Bainardizlond', while ancother of 1288-8 lists
tenants of the manor heolding of the fee of Baynard (13}, Could it be that this
fee was one and the same as the Five Jhide holding of Baynard's recorded in the
Domesday survey and the knisght's fee held by Robert f£itz Walter in 1210-137

Heow it became lncorporated into the Waleys' maner of Glynde is net known, but

it is, perhaps, worth noting that fitz Walter was cutlawed late in 1212 and his
lands=s were seized by the crown, .ﬁt this time alsc Baynard's castle was
destroyed (14}, Further resesarch on the medieval documents of the Glynde

archives may =fford an explanation,

In the end, however, a cautiomary note must be sounded, A list of the arch-
hishop's knights of the late twelfth century makes no mention of the Glynde fee
of Robert fitzm Welter (13}, Robert's father, Walter fitz Robert, owed two
knights for Gravenay in Kent and it has been suggested that these fees are the
same asz those held by Baynard in the late elaventh century (18}, In 1210-12
these fees were held by one Richard of Graveney (17). If thisz iz the case
thers is obviously =& queétian mark against the fee in glynds in 1210-12 as
having besen one of the two held by Baynard. ¥evertheless the evidence that

Baynard had a connection with Glynde is comvincing and cannot he ignored.
Conclusions

That the de Mallinga had a claose association with Glynde prior to the Waleys
coming into possesszion of the manor during the latter half of the twelfth century
seems. certain. They can be now more confldently refefred to as early lords of
Glynde. Yet thers is evidence that there was anocther fee in Glynde, alsc held
by a Enight of the archbishop, until some time in the thirteenth century when it
appears to have heen absorbed into the manor of Glynde that was 1n the lordship
of the Woleys family. This other fee wasz probably at onse time Iin the possession

of the Baynards of Baynard's castle.
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