http://kentarchaeology.org.uk/research/archaeologia-cantiana/
Kent Archaeological Society is a registered charity number 223382
© 2017 Kent Archaeological Society

p»——p—^p-

*,-'•

R

.

. •"-

-u.^

-

... "?

" •!• " • " "'

i d ens tinln mprnfi5»

dteenetw 4CCT» «d*cjftt<3 ommccmilit clonocitei otxfnstho occcej^biroism tn j^into est?
•••tja;6StUooCier'b0ocnx^ina3Uoc«J- ^emtrraaslSi ^ucctBeTcaesirtTitocto qvidicrct3^limttTpPce^a|Tuuxm
'.liti-cauxcRowatp qua4^ctcun.,^fe^1h©lniesna£jTi- cum Qnifti&iie dc&e<x^efff-gmjmfa peimTidffci&as
'' juxttttionsmTnos^ceTOnnios^

pcce-6o^sctol«g-quacritr donocaoti07ntn«^ I

" 4- sSp1*™ mccrras inTrcllech njecjts"T* ^"^nnin Tncchuk\cx^iU^«B^o-uec ? itia^_

Spa d r a • ctcrnit? inm fn|§du|$& IB*11?6**? «(^^i»k>
FIG.

I.

T H E F I R S T AND LARGEST CHARTER.

B.C.S., 98.
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T H E W I L M I N G T O N C H A R T E R O F A . D . 700.
BY GORDON W A R D , M . D . , F . S . A .

charter is one of the most interesting of that long series
of Saxon charters which relate to Kent. I t is early in. date,
anno 700, and was issued by King Wihtred, a King of Kent
before the kingdom lost its independence, and is dehghtfully
simple and human in its phraseology. I t is true that some
scribe has translated the King's words into a parody of
classical Latin but he has not proved able to destroy the
spirit. Since the full text in the original form is placed
before the reader it is permissible to give a free rendering
for the benefit of those unlearned in the Latin-Anglo-Saxon
tongue. The charter commences as custom required with
an invocation to God—
THIS

In the name of our Lord Jesus Christ.
I, Wihtred, King of the men of Kent, having my
future in mind, have decided to give away something of all
that has been given to me. After taking counsel, it has
seemed good to give to the church of the Blessed Mary,
the Mother of God, which is situated in a place called
Lyminge, the land of four ploughs which is called
Pleghelmestun, with all belonging to that land within
these well-known boundaries, Bereueg and Meguines
paeth and Stretleg. Also I grant to be possessed for
ever by the same mother of God, Blessed Mary, a little
land called Rumining seta, for the pasture of 300 sheep.
This is on the south side of the river Limen but we do
not set down the boundaries because they are well known
to the countryfolk all round.
I desire that this grant of mine may be firmly
established for ever so that neither I nor any heir of
mine may dare to detract from it. But if anyone
5A

12

THE WILMINGTON CHARTER OF A.D. 700.

should tempt him to do otherwise, let him know that he
toill transgress under the curse of excommunication.
To confirm this, because I am ignorant of letters, I have
impressed the sign of the holy cross and I have asked
suitable witnesses to subscribe, for example, that
venerable man Archbishop Berhtwald.
I Bishop Berhtwald, as requested, have consented
and subscribed.
etc., etc., etc.
I t might almost seem that so simple and straightforward
a document could hardly admit of discussion but this is far
from the case. Its interest is largely in the fact that it is
a charter in which we find the earliest history of Romney
Marsh and it brings before us as well estabhshed, even in
the year 700, that connection between upland holdings and
detached marsh lands which had so determining an influence
upon the medieval government of the Marsh (see Romney
Marsh by M. Teichman-Derville, 1936). It also throws
light on the manorial evolution of that almost vanished
entity called Berwick and of other lordships in the Hundred
of Street. For an essay in criticism it presents only too
many opportunities, for it affords one of those rare instances
in which the Editor of the Cartularium Saxonicum (depending
perhaps on a transcriber) has faUen into manifest error.
Most curious of all is the question of the endorsement, which
has been printed and accepted as a single continuous statement but which is in three different hands and cannot
possibly bear the extraordinary meaning which even placename authorities, although against their better judgment,
have hitherto felt obliged to accept. I n dealing with a
Saxon charter of the year 700, a charter of which two
contemporary copies still survive in excellent condition, one
is dealing with historical material which demands the
closest scrutiny. This charter is therefore reproduced here
in facsimile and is discussed in fuller detail than might have
been deemed necessary had it been a document of 500 years
later.
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T H E TWO EXISTING COPIES OF THIS CHARTER.

It is not unusual to-day, nor was it in the Anglo-Saxon
period, to issue two or more copies of a charter or, to be more
exact, to make two or three contemporary records of the
same transaction. These records were not always precisely
similar. Thus, in the case of the record of Thurstan's
bequest to Christ Church about 1042 or 1043 (Anglo-Saxon
Wills, 189) we know from the last clause that " There are
three of these documents : one is at Christchurch ; the
second at St. Augustine's; the third with the testators."
Two of these copies have come down to us. One is relatively
short and contains only what concerns Christ Church and
St. Augustine's. The other (still in the possession of Christ
Church) is very long and probably contains all that was in
the original. Since this belonged to Christ Church and since
the testator could have httle use for an abbreviated form,
it seems certain that the short copy was that which was held
by St. Augustine's, a view which accords weU with the fact
that it is among the Cotton manuscripts (Aug. II, 34). But
the St. Augustine's copy was not only a shortened form.
It included details, for example the name of a witness,
Aelfric, Archbishop of York, not mentioned in the Christ
Church copy, a fact which reminds us of the frequent conflicts
between the two Sees of Canterbury and York.
In the case of another gift, that of Ickham by King Offa
in 785, we are not told that two copies were made, the actual
entering of this fact being a much later practice, but we have
two copies still remaining (B.C.S., 247, 248). They vary in
the way in which the grant is described and they vary even
in date, but the witnesses are the same, both are granted at
a witan assembled at Celchyth, grantor and grantee are the
same and there is no doubt at all that the same lands are in
question. There can be no doubt that they record the same
transaction. The grant of Wilmington with which this
essay deals is also known from two different records, each in
the form of an original charter. They also differ in form and
even in date although clearly having reference to one and
the same gift.
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From the above considerations it is clear that when we
speak of two copies of a charter we really mean two records
of a transaction, and we know that these may have been
made by different people and not for precisely the same
purposes. I t may well be that in most cases a record which
can properly be called the original was made by some official
scribe and that he subsequently made copies, or allowed
others to copy so much as they thought necessary and cared
very little if they rather amplified than otherwise the phrases
of his own record. Perhaps, in other cases, the documents
which we call charters are really the works of monkish
reporters at meetings of the Witan long ago and, as such,
vary in numerous details although they get the main facts
correctly. With this preamble we can proceed to consider
in more detail the two charters of Wilmington.
These two are not in the same hand and one is larger
and longer than the other. Both are here reproduced
(Figs. 1 and 2). The first fact which it seems possible to
establish is that the larger copy (B.C.S., 98) is an original
from which the smaller (B.C.S., 97) was copied. The fact
that in this case one is a copy of the other seems a necessary
conclusion from the exact correspondence in phrase and
order of words. It will be noted that the larger described
Archbishop Berhtwald as " (virum venerabilewi ", the single
bracket being occasioned by the fact that these words are
entered on a hne lower than that in which the Archbishop's
name appears. The copyist who made the smaUer charter
did not notice these words—no doubt because they appeared
at first sight to belong to the next line—and so did not
enter them. His error was repaired by a different hand or
perhaps by himself in a less formal orthography than the
main charter. Similarly, he failed to notice the large cross
before the words " Signum mnctae erucis " in the last line
and this also was added later in a position which scarcely
allowed room for it. Nor did he observe that the last letter
of " meguuines paeth " in the original was not a " d " but
the Saxon letter " th " which is written as a " d " with
a line through the upstroke. He copied it as " meguines
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paed ", thus making two minor errors. The word " inminuere " he shortened to " minuere " and wrote " subscripsi "
as " subscribsi". The fact that the errors are all on one
side persuades me that the smaller charter is a copy and the
fact that it entirely omits the clause about Romney Marsh
tells in the same direction so long as we admit (and we can
scarcely deny it) that actual copying was in question on one
side or the other.
The importance of this detailed examination resides in
the fact that the date of the transaction differs in the two
charters and we cannot be sure which is an error until it has
been decided which is the original.
THE DATE.

The date on the larger charter is expressed as foUows,
" Actum in mense Iulio Indictione xiiima " and in the smaller
we have the error " Indictione xma ". The indictions were
periods of 15 years reckoned from 1st September, 312. It
was not usual to state in a charter the number of the particular 15-year period in which it was issued but only the
number of the year in whatever indiction happened to be
current. This charter can only fall in the 15 years between
687 and 702, actually the 26th indiction since the start, or
in the next period 703 to 717. The various witnesses were
not all alive in the 13th year of any other indiction. The
date is therefore either 700 or 715 and Kemble gives these
alternatives (Cod. Dip., xlvh).
The chief witnesses, the King, Queen and Archbishop,
were as far as we know ahve in both 700 and 715. Of the
other witnesses we find the names in royal charters of various
dates. Aethilfrid occurs in 699 ; Hagana in 676, 679 and
699 ; Bernhaerd in 676 (twice), 694 and 699 ; Frod in 689 ;
Ecca in 675 (twice), 676 and 699 ; and Adda as Headda in
699. I have not noted any of the others in charter material
of Kent between 675 and 725. I t is possible that these
dates and names may contain some errors, but the general
inference is very clearly in favour of the date 700 as
against 715 for any charter to which they are aU witnesses.
ill!
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The date of this charter is accordingly presumed to be
July 700.
Birch favours the date 6971 and has a curious footnote
which shows that he considers the smaUer charter the original
and the " xiiima" an error.' WaUenberg (Kentish Place
Names, 26) foUows this dating as, perforce, do other writers
who have depended on Birch. One can only dissent most
strongly from it.
PLEGHELMESTUN OR WlEGHELMESTUN ?

A pecuhar feature of the larger charter is that it speUs
the name of the place granted as Pleghelmestun. The
copyist made the same error but his or another hand subsequently amended it by erasure to Wieghelmestun. The
letters P and W in Anglo-Saxon are so simfiar that confusion
is frequent, but even this difficulty could hardly produce
the " 1 " in Pleghelmestun. There is no doubt at aU that
the real name was " the tun of Wighelm " and this could be
correctly written either as Wighelm-es-tun or Wighelm-ingtun. The latter form is met with in 1035 (O.S. Facs., iii, 42)
and holds the field for ever afterwards, but Wighelmestun
was evidently aUowable in 700. The true explanation of
the variant forms is probably that suggested by Wallenberg,
namely, that having made the mistake of reading W as P
the clerk next " added 1 after P as the only possibility of
arriving at an interpretable name " (K.P.N., 26). The fact
that he did misread W as P shows that the clerk of the original
charter had some written material, perhaps only a note of
the proper names, before him to work from. To this extent
what we have here caUed the original was itself a copy.
I t has been noted that the original P of the smaller charter
was subsequently altered to W. I t was perhaps at this
time that there was added the endorsement, on the copy
only, " nunc Wigehnignctun " and the fact that no amount
of correcting could makethe proper form out of Pleghelmestun
may have combined with others to demand this explanatory
endorsement.
1
I accepted this date in Arch. Cant., XLVII, btit had not then studied
the original charter.
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STRETLEG.

We come next to the consideration of the boundaries of
Wilmington. One of these is Stretleg. The " legh " or
" leg " of a manor was the waste ground on which the cattle
of the tenants were pastured, the lees or leaze of a later
date and often represented by a " common " to-day. Stret
was and is the manor which hes due south from Wilmington
and extends from above Court-at-Street down into the
Marsh. The " legh " must have been between the main
portion of Street manor and Wilmington, since it was a
boundary of the latter. It was therefore north of Court-atStreet and its exact limit is perhaps represented by the
northern boundary of Lymne parish (which long ago
absorbed that of Street) in this area.
BERETJEG.

The word " Bere-" means barley and this name,
strictly interpreted, would read " the barley way ". But we
have to remember that the main road of this district ran
eastward and southward from SeUindge to join it with the
area then known as Berwic, an area of which the centre was
about New Inn Green. The old parish of Westenhanger,
now absorbed in that of Stanford, was formerly caUed
Berewic (Arch. Cant., XLVII, 144) and the adjacent part
of Lymne parish also contained a manor named Berewic.
We shall see later that Wilmington itself was regarded as
being " aet Berwicum " so that the whole of the road from
SeUindge to New Inn corner ran through the district of
Berwick. I t is difficult to resist the conclusion that this is
the road which was caUed the Bere-way and that it had its
name from Bere-wic rather than from any direct association
with barley. We do, of course, know that even the writer
of the original charter was not too careful about the place
names and there is just the bare possibility that his " bereueg " is an error for " hereueg " which latter word is the
same as our " highway " and so would be very suitable.
In any case we may probably accept the existing mam road
as substantiaUy the same as the bereueg of 700 and as the
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boundary of WUmington. As it happens to be the boundary
on both the north and east we have an explanation in this
identification of the fact that only three boundaries are
given where it is usual to find four mentioned.
MEGWTNES PAETH.

We are left with this to form the western boundary of
WUmington and there is in almost the proper position a lane
now caUed Harringe Lane. It takes name from the manor
of Harringe and a considerable part of this manor, including
the manor house, separates the lane from WUmington.
This makes a difficulty, for in no case can we make the lane
a boundary of WUmington. But if we assume that Harringe
was then part of WUmington, we must admit that the
boundary of the two together faUs weU beyond the lane,
and also that all avaUable evidence is against this supposition.
If, on the other hand, Harringe was not part of WUmington,
then the boundary of WUmington did not reach as far as
the lane. A similar difficulty has puzzled the experts in
Sussex and they have found a solution which is probably
apphcable also to Megwines paeth. In a charter of 760
(B.C.S., 197) one of the boundaries of Stanmer in Sussex is
stated to be named Petteleswige, that is, Pettelesway.
In the required position is an estate through which runs
a road stiU caUed Patchway (Sussex P.N., 309), but the
Patchway itself is not a boundary. The solution here was
found in the fact that the name Patchway had long been
given to the whole estate as well as to the road. I t is most
likely that the same thing took place at Megwines paeth and
that this was not only the name of the road caUed Harringe
Lane but also of the estate caUed Harringe Manor, which
estate is a true boundary of WUmington, as the charter
requires that it should be.
WILMINGTON.

If the above deductions are generaUy correct the manor
of Wilmington occupied the position of the Somerfield Court
Estate as shown on a map of 1833 now in the possession
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of Mr. Alfred J. Burrows of Ashford, by whose kindness I
have had access to it. This shows an estate occupying the
area just discussed and shown on the map in Arch. Cant.,
XLVII, and the subsequent history of WUmington makes
it probable that Somerfield did in fact absorb WUmington.
According to Hasted (viii, 308), " The manors of Wilmington
and Somerfield . . . were anciently the possession of
a famUy of the name of WUmington, who resided at the
mansion of SomervUle Court, one of whom, Stephen de
WUmington, held them in the reign of Edward I." WUmington was a place of importance about the time of the Conquest.
It had a church of its own (V.C.H., Kent, iii, 257) and gave
name to one of the boroughs of Street Hundred (Arch.
Cant., XII, 212), but in Domesday Book we find that
SeUindge has two churches from which we may be sure that
by the year 1086 the manor of SeUindge had absorbed that of
WUmington, or at least that they are in the same ownership,
as they were before 1066. The holder was Herue (Harvey),
one of the men of Hugh de Montfort. When the lands of
Hugh were retaken by the Crown the descendants of Harvey
presumably continued to hold of the King and the roUs of
the Feudal aids show that the de WUmingtons held of some
intermediary between themselves and the King. After
a while the de WUmington famfiy terminated in four daughters and co-heirs. I t is most probable that Somerfield
emerged as a manor at this time (soon after 1300) owing
to some division of the old manor of Wilmington. When
the estate was re-combined, as it was, the manors continued
separate in name although in the same ownership, and so
they continued down to the year 1841 in which they were
auctioned together with those of SeUindge and Harringe.
But whether the present Somerfield Court is on the site of
the old WUmington Court and church I cannot conjecture,
but hope that good evidence may presently become available.
T H E CONNECTION WITH LYMINGE.

The church of the Blessed Mary mentioned in the charter
is the nunnery founded at Lyminge by Princess Ethelburga
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about the year 640. The history of this house is briefly
dealt with by Canon Jenkins in Arch. Cant., IX, 205. I t was
suppressed by Dunstan and its lands passed into the possession of the See of Canterbury. After the Conquest the
" monasterium de Lymynge cum terris et consuetudinis
ad ipsum monasterium pertinentibus " were lost to the
church but recovered at Pinnenden in 1072 (Text. Roff.).
But it was before this that the manor of WUmington ceased
to belong to Christ Church. In view of the fact that the
church of WUmington was not returned in the Domesday
Monachorum as subordinate to Lyminge (although it had
ten churches in its " rural deanery ") it seems certain that
WUmington was taken away from the church before the
Conquest and the Domesday Book entry under SeUindge,
" Osward held it of King Edward ", bears out this suggestion.
RTJMINING SETA.

We must turn now to the Romney Marsh holding. The
charter caUs this " terrulae partem ", part of a httle land,
and does not say at how much it was assessed in aratra or
yokes. WUmington itself was rated at four aratra, which
are not measured areas but units of assessment, and these
presumably paid taxes for the marsh area as weU as for the
upland manor. The same arrangement was usual with
regard to wealden dens and other outlying parts of manors ;
the assessment of the chief manor included aU its dependencies. This httle land was not a new unit but was on the
contrary so weU known, even in 700, that it was not felt
necessary to recite its boundaries in the charter. The
neighbours knew them and that was aU the security that
ehcumstances seemed to require. I t was given expressly
as a sheep farm " ad pastum uidelicet ouium trecentorum "—
for the pasture of 300 sheep. This seems to be the first
mention of the Romney Marsh sheep industry and the
reference to a round number such as 300 is not without
importance. In Domesday Book we find that Wickhambreux had pasture for 300 sheep, Farningham for 100 and
Higham for 200, not, as one might expect, in the Higham
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marshes but across the river in Essex. These are the only
sheep-pasture entries in the Kent Domesday and it is evident
that they are particulars of a sort which most landowners
did not think worth a separate mention. But they carry
on the idea of describing sheep pastures in terms of a certain
number of sheep. In the case of WUmington we can say
with some accuracy the number of sheep to the acre on
which these figures are based. The area of the marshland
part of SeUindge parish, that is, of Wilmington marsh
holding, was approximately 130 acres so that 300 sheep
would represent something over two sheep to the acre only.
Even in our days (Arthur Finn, Country Life, 5th July,
1924), when the breed is very probably larger and hungrier,
" the sheep are thickly grazed, and in good seasons medium
quality land wUl carry five sheep and fattening pastures
ten or even more per acre." On this scale the WUmington
holding ought to have carried at least twice as many sheep as
the 300 stated in the charter. I t is difficult to avoid the
conclusion that this round number, a number such as we
find also in Domesday Book, was really a unit of assessment,
the hypothetical basis of some customary rent and not
a figure of agricultural significance even in 700.
The description of Romney Marsh as Rumining seta
is of interest from several points of view. This is our first
mention of Romney Marsh. In 774 it is caUed the region
named Merscware (B.C.S., 214, 215) and in 796 the province
caUed Merscwari (Ethelwerd's Chronicle, Bohn, 18), and it is
not until Domesday Book that we meet again with any term
which connects the name of the Marsh with that of Romney,
namely, with the Maress de Romenel. It is unhappUy quite
uncertain what the root Rumen- may mean. There are
guesses and even opinions, but no authoritative theory.
The word " seta " is better known. It could be derived
from Old English " seota " meaning pasture or from " saete "
signifying inhabitants or settlement. In Kent there is
reason to suppose that the word meant pasture, for the term
is almost confined to Romney Marsh in which we find, in
addition to Rumining seta—
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798. Hafingseota. B.C.S., 289.
798. Bobing seata. Idem.
812. Burwaramers Halfsaeta. B.C.S., 837.
914. Caping saeta. B.C.S., 638.
1086. Brensete. D.B.
Beyond the limits of the Marsh we have only Estursete near
Canterbury, a Domesday manor and hundred which may
weU have taken its name, as the word imphes, from the
Stour pastures. The distribution of " seta " seems sufficient
evidence that it must have meant " pastures ", for in no
other way can we account for its remarkable distribution. 1
We have therefore " Rumining seta " meaning " the pasture
of Rumin " and at a later date we have " Rumenea ", etc.,
meaning " the river of Rumen ". What, then, was the
meaning of " Rumen " to the people who coined the phrase
Rumining seta as early as 700 ? I t was certainly not the
designation of the town which we now caU Romney but
a name connected with the whole Marsh. The Saxon tongue
has no word of this character, and this perhaps makes it
allowable to hazard the suggestion that the possible influence
of pre-Saxon days should be considered. There are only
250 years between the date of our charter and the coming
of the Saxons. Before that date Latin had been spoken in
this country for some 400 years. There is in Latin the
word " rumen ", a common word meaning a guUet, from
which we have stUl the word " ruminate ". May not the
Romans have spoken of the whole of this marsh land as the
guUet of the river Limen (alias Rother), just as we speak of
the mouth of a river to-day ? In any case, there is httle
1
There is a curious field name similarly common in the Marsh, but
rare or absent elsewhere in Kent so far as I am aware, which occurs in the
forms Seeds, Great and Little Seeds, Seeds Marsh, Old Seeds and The Seeds
in at least seven different areas of the Marsh. That it is an old name is
suggested by the mention of Seadfield in the Bilsington Cartulary (Brit.
Ace. VII, 121, 149, etc.) but no dated series of forms is available. This
name might well be derived from the O.E. seota, meaning a pasture. I t
is just possible that Timsett Marsh, a field name in Bilsington in the Marsh,
may have the same derivation. The possibility of derivation from a
personal name, such as Thomsett, is obvious, but it may be noted that
this Timsett Marsh is very near, or included in, the estate called Tamlonde
in the Bilsington Cartulary (p. 166) and its first syllable may be derived
from the same source as that of Tamlonde.
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harm in making a suggestion which does at least harmonize
with the facts, so far as we know them.
T H E IDENTIFICATION OF THE ROMNEY MARSH HOLDING.

It has aheady been mentioned that WUmington was
merged with the manor of SeUindge before the Conquest,
that is, became a subordinate part of SeUindge Manor
although not losing its own identity. We next read, in the
Testa de Nevill, p. 215, that " In the Hundred of Street the
vUl of Selling is an escheat (forfeited land) of the Lord King
and WiUiam de Putot holds it." In the same volume, on
page 211, and presumably of date 25th June, 1212 (see
Round, Commune of London, p. 273) we learn that various
persons held under WUliam de Putot, namely, that Stephan
de WUmington holds one fee and WUliam de Tattenhamme
holds one-sixteenth of a fee. WUliam de Putot himself held
the manor of SeUindge as one fee. I t is clear that the whole
manor of SeUindge was held by WUliam de Putot, its
subordinate manor of WUmington by Stephen de Wilmington,
and its marsh portion by Wilham de Tattenhamme. This
same distribution is seen in the returns to the Feudal Aids
of 1253 (Arch. Cant., X I I , 212-13) and 1346 (Arch. Cant.,
X, 127) and reference to these volumes will show that
Tattenhamme 1 was in the Hundred of Worth, that it
continued to be rated as one-sixteenth of a knight's fee, and
was always returned as a limb of SeUindge Manor. One
would have been happier if it had been shown as attached
to WUmington itself, as it is in the charter of 700, and it
must be admitted that we have no certain evidence that this
is really the WUmington holding and not some marshland
which had from time out of mind belonged to SeUindge but
which had escaped mention in any Saxon charter. But I
1
The exact site of the manor house of Tattenham is not known. The
existing Sellinge Farm buildings (they are actually much in decay) are
represented only by a barn in the map of 1869 and by no buildings at all
in that of 1652 which is preserved at New Hall. Moreover, the name
" Tatnam " occurs as that of at least one field, immediately south-west
of Tatnam Bridge, which was not in the parish of SeUindge. I t is possible
that the manor house was in this field and that the Sellinge lands were
leased to its owner who was most conveniently placed for farming them.
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think the balance of evidence favours the view that this onesixteenth fee is the old pre-Conquest WUmington holding.
There is no doubt that this holding merged with SeUindge
and equaUy no doubt that SeUindge had a marshland portion
which retained its place as part of SeUindge parish as weU
as part of SeUindge Manor. This detached parish must
surely have contained the WUmington holding. There is
nothing to suggest that it contained anything else and, in
default of evidence, we may weU hold that SeUindge in the
Marsh was reaUy and originaUy WUmington in Rumining seta.
I t is to be borne in mind that our charter does not
specificaUy say that the land in Rurrhhing seta was part of
WUmington. For anything we know to the contrary the
church of Lyminge may actually have owned SeUindge when
Wihtred gave it WUmington in addition. But it is a fair
inference from other instances that the marsh or wood given
at the same time as any upland manor was to be considered
as part of that manor.
SELLINGE FARM.

Figure 3 shows the detached portion of SeUindge
parish which is now included in that of Dymchurch. Mr.
Chas. Stokes, to whom I am indebted for very much assistance, teUs me that the amalgamation took place in 1886,
and kindly provided me with a tracing from a map of
Romney Level on which Figure 3 is based. I t exhibits, as
it seems to the writer, several noteworthy features, the more
noteworthy since it is fikely that this map shows a holding
which has remained a unit for more than 1,200 years. I t
wUl be noted that SeUinge Farm is bounded on aU sides by
water channels. This is not unusual in the Marsh, but it
certainly is unusual to find so smaU an area demarcated by
three main channels. Of these the largest is the Clobsden
sewer over which the road is carried by Tatnam bridge.
Joining this at the bridge is the Eastbridge sewer and both
of these are shown in the oldest maps of the Marsh. On
the north and east SeUinge Farm is bounded by the
Jefferstone sewer, that is, once again by a named water

THE WILMINGTON CHARTER OF A.D. 700.

YOUNG

ACRES

TATNAM LANk
SELLINGE

TWENTY
MEAD,

BARN

^WEP.
FIG.

3.

25

26

THE WILMINGTON CHARTER OF A.D. 700.

channel and not by a minor dyke of little note. It is the
writer's experience that those who have made themselves
acquainted with the affairs of the Marsh are unanimously of
the opinion that those channels which bear old names, and
which pursue sinuous courses, are natural drainage channels
of an age coeval with the first settlement of the land by beast
or man. It would foUow that SeUinge Farm represents
a natural division of the Marsh which may weU have been
an island, at least in times of flood or very high tides. Yet
it is not caUed an island, or even a marsh, in the charter of
700 and we may probably deduce from this fact that its
natural features 1,200 years ago were very similar to those
of to-day. I t was higher above sea level no doubt, for all
this marsh land has been sinking since the twelfth century
at least, but the improved drainage which that fact would
allow was possibly hindered by less scientific clearing of the
channels. The road which runs through the farm is caUed,
so Mr. Stokes teUs me, Yokes Lane and this is not a new
name. Taking aU such considerations into account it seems
that we may accept the view which is now slowly gaining
ground, namely, that Romney Marsh was old settled country,
good agricultural land, when first the Saxons came to this
island, and that Elliott's maps in Furley's History of the Weald
(a potent source of error hitherto) were drawn by an artist
labouring under a misapprehension.
Figure 3 does, however, show certain changes of watercourse which ought to be mentioned. The Eastbridge sewer
has obviously been straightened and kept straight by the
hands of man, that is, by the authority of the Lords, Bailiffs,
Jurats, Commonalty, and so forth of the Marsh. The same
sort of thing has happened at the southern end of the
Jefferstone sewer and here the rectification of an old course
has been so radical that the boundary between SeUindge
and Dymchurch could no longer be held to coincide with
the sewer without some injustice to the parson of Dymchurch
who might thereby have been deprived of some portion of
tithe. The parish boundary (the map is based on one of
1820) was therefore adjusted by giving to Dymchurch some
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part of the Twenty-One Acre field on the SeUindge side of
the new channel. AU this can be read on the map, there is
no need of other evidence, nor is it obvious where it might
be obtained. But the change had already taken place as
early as the seventeenth century, as the old official maps at
New HaU, Dymchurch, bear witness.
A REMARKABLE ENDORSEMENT.

(Fig.

4.)

There remains to be discussed the endorsement on the
smaller charter. This is printed by Birch as " thaes landes
boc aet berdelhames wicum nunc wigelmignctun ",1 There
are two errors in this. Firstly a word has been omitted.
The word " boc " occurs twice, once as shown above and
again after "berdelhames wicum". The second error is
more serious and consists in the fact that three separate
endorsements in different hands have been read as one
sentence. The Ulustration of the endorsement (Fig. 4)
shows how the mistake came about. When the charter had
been folded the space left for endorsement was not very big
and this accounts for the crowding together of three different
comments. The real endorsements were—
(a) thaes landes boc aet berwicum
(b) nunc wigelmignctun
(c) delhames boc2
In this way we are enabled to say good-bye to that almost
impossible place-name " Berdelhames wicum " and to greet
instead " berwicum ", an old friend, and " delham " which
is new to this area but known elsewhere in Kent. These
two deserve separate mention.
A berwick was an outlying dependency or portion of
a manor. I t is quite evident that at the time of this charter
a considerable area to which the name was applied included
parts of Stanford, Lymne and SeUindge. Of what manor
1

A reading accepted by me in error in Arch. Cant., XLVII.
Inspection of the original charter shows that this endorsement is
quite clearly distinct from the others. A fellow reader at the B.M. and
myself concluded independently that the ink of (6) was perceptibly darker
than that of (a) but the difference was not well marked and the character
of the writing is all that is required to differentiate these two.
2
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this was once a berewic remains in doubt. It is possible
that it was an outlier of the royal estates at Canterbury.
The name " Delham " occurs in a charter of 973 as
Daelham (B.C.S., 1296) and this reference is probably to
Dalham in High Halstow. I t is not recorded in East Kent.
Since it is in form a very much older name than Wilmington,
and since the name WUmington was obviously more or less
new to the locality (hence in part perhaps the " nunc
Wigelmignctun " endorsement ?), we are bound to suppose
that Delham was the previous name of the manor. It has
seemingly been entered as an endorsement by someone to
whom there appeared a genuine risk of confusion between
the old and new names. There is nothing in the lettering
to make one think that this endorsement is much, if at aU,
removed1 in date from the other two. The explanation of
the three endorsements seems to be that the scribe who
wrote " thaes landes boc aet berwicum " was felt to have
been insufficiently explicit. Someone added the explanatory
" nunc wigelmignctun" and someone else, to make all
secure, added the better known and older name Delham.
I t is unfortunate that there was so fittle space available that
it has been possible to read the three endorsements as one.
CONCLUSIONS.

I conclude that the proper date of this charter is in the
year 700 and that the date and the reading of the endorsement
in Birch's Cart. Sax. cannot be accepted. The charter shows
that at this early date the attachment of marshland holdings
to upland manors was not unusual and that the holdings in
question were demarcated long before 700. The marshland
holding of the WUmington of 700 is identified with a
detached portion of SeUindge parish now merged in that of
Dymchurch.

