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Il — The Norman Background

The first step is to set the problem in its proper historical framework. Fiefs came
to Guernsey from Normandy, and the first creators and holders of Island fiefs in their
present form were Normans, that is to say, Norsemen. The story begins with the
grant of the Duchy of Normandyy as a fief to Rollo by Charles the Simple, King of
France, at Saint-Clair-sur-Epte in 911 A.D. The area known as Normandy had been
delimited by the Romans as an administrative unit of the Roman Empire, and had
iaatﬁr kg}fqml.g thE Emg}ﬁaphlml basis of the diocese of the Archbishop of Rouen in the

y hristian Church; the land granted as a fief to Rollo was in fact the geographical

unit of the diocese of the Archbishop of R 1 i
effective control of the more westerly parts of i1 but the Norsemen did not exercise

Ke i g _parts of the Diocese until some years after 911.
mui.h dlﬁlama:?rss suh-#:ilded into ]glshupncs, and the Norsemen, wﬁﬂ were not S0
adopted the Bishonrics c y1.. . PElent organisers of already existing institutions,
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the language sP® . under the Roman Empire formed part of

language :‘_Ifllh;nl::ﬁu?;hnds’ qulicic nstantia  (the modern ﬂnutﬂncna].__t}m o
The unit centre H; La?in Pagus Constantina — did not pasg under ﬂ;:

administrative U, 1 from th . hewinni f the 1
s ot derived dv until the eginning o e 11th Cent

“f;;ﬂ-‘[:innf the Norse Dullf_lﬂ ‘}iﬂ:ﬂﬁ“ﬁ:h{@ to the reign of Euke Richard If {"’?:
T i oes fo. 20 ichard divided the Island of Guernsey into ty,

he earliest referen ke R ;
Fﬂ;ﬁr About the -eiaelgiﬂtfin?j South-Eastern, was granted to Néel, the Vico

halves, one of which, : t Saint-Sauvenr-le-Vicomte, while the other |,

of I;e:,ﬂa!mu“é ;hﬁ;_%?f;::rlnw::r:ﬂf the Island, was granted to ﬁﬂﬁqhglpl, "-"iou:l]t::;
the Western an g 2 Map 2). The reason for this rather unexpected division of such
of th:l IEIHS,'I'L“{S ;:abalﬂj’ to prevent the development of the Island as a base for
a “Ek ;.“mrations by either Vicomte. A similar policy was adopted by Duke William
:i‘:r{:o:rqlﬁmr when {IB shared out fiefs in England to his followers after the Cf{ﬂqueat;
the fiefs were granted in widely separate areas to prevent any territorial unification
which might become a menace to the central authority of the Duke.

The roughly diagonal division of the Island was probably not made by the
Normans, but represents an already existing division, which, in accordance with the
usual Norman practics of utilising local administrative patterns, was adopted as the
basis of their own feudal organisation, [t must be remembered that the extensive
megalithic remains throughout the Island bear witness to human habitation and
|economic organisation for at least two thousand years before the arrival of the

| Normans. I the known megalithic sites are plotted on a map, it will seen
" a - t
that a clearly marked space in the middle of the Island dividespt’he two 1:333:1 mq!:tfpiﬁgs':' '

of these megalithic structures, Probably the terrain in thi
in earlier time, and sq formed a n.:tural barrier E.‘et el
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Map 2

the boundaries of the sub-fi T At ,
ich the Pariah baah 4chs ﬁfihasthr:c.?;iﬁ in the Livres de Perchage, always coincide
feature which will be examined in more de:aflxﬁe - Fif fiefs in the Torteval area, 3!
Fief division with the present Parish bounda ¢ P“:ri.‘ he general coincidence of the
Parish units, and iz witness to the PrE'NDTMﬂ:ITCT': licates the great antiquity of the |
s TTSHWD‘&'M grant seems to have heen ﬁmtrﬁ:ﬁi ‘E{ﬁ_?::ii:" of the iI"g“E- |
ichar about the year 1020, but : il R e |
Duke Robert (the M'ag::liﬁcent] maﬁz- atilr']egr fﬂﬂzﬁig::th:ﬁsu;hsgilll:lﬁ, Rahaen
fief) to the Monastery of Mont Saint Michel. This grant was mada-a“dﬂithe e
of the signature of a peace treaty between Duke Robert and Alain COURE Ct Beitions
at Mont St. Michel, an agreement which had been brought about by the ‘1':1'1! sept
of Mau?'er, Archbishop of Rouen, who was the Uncle of both m}:ltrucﬁn ewn;gggn
Anchetel, the Vicomte of the Bessin, had probably participated in the strugﬁ,}s a5 ;,j
EE}i;lg:a:lhr:; Count of Brittany, and was deprived of his fief as a mark of the Ducal
But the new allocation was equally short-lived. Duke Robert died in 1035, and
was succeeded by his son, William, known to English history as Wililam the Gnnqﬂe:mr
but in Normandy as William the Bastard, as he was the son of the illegitimate i
of Robert and Arlette, daughter of a tanner of Falaise, William, who was only 8 at
the date of his father’s death, needed the support of the powerful Vicomtes if he was
to ensure his somewhat doubtful right of succession, and by 1042 we find that the
Bessin fief has been restored to-Ranuff, the son of Anchetel, whose support for William
was of greater value at that date than glml of the Abbot of Mont St. Michel. The
latter was compensated with a grant of _‘nrﬁ_and Alderney, but he did not long retain

these Islands, for in 1057 William granted Ald
). On this oecasion the Abbot of Mant

barren fief of Noirmont in Jersey.

erney to the powerful and warlike Bishop.
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Wes ¢ The rebels wer l, the Vicomte 0 Wace in his poem “ Roman dy g
est. o aoton Néel, , sed b aceé 1 nis po man dy oy ™
mr:i on lh.g l'.ll:[fﬂ!-l This halt]c 15 desﬁrll:l]?: '-ﬂ”'.:;“-ers called upaon Gﬂ'd and thc {:hristjm-:

i:.}fpilz':':r:;ﬂl:lhﬂt Eh.;i,i:[ﬁ::l’!lj":£::: a prominent warrior from the Cotentin, s
ints to aid them, Ra
If]];!m;?d pagah deity Thor: :
ent donc esteit emmie

ggs;:tsli cheval -CIiEIL[ £ TuE aie 7.
Cil de France crient ~ ﬁ;’{ant;me ;
William erie * Dex aisi—
Clest I'enseigne de Normandie,
E Renouf crie o grant pooir
“ Saint Sever, Sire Saint Sever ™,
E Dam as Denz va reclamant >
* Saint Amant, Sire Saint Amant ”.

The Battle of Val-és-Dunes decisively established th_e auth_ﬂl‘it}r of William
throughout the Dukedom. The warlike ardour of the 'Cc::enlm warriors was canalised
into the conquest of Sicily from the Arabs, and in 1066 into the conquest of England,
which provided some 60,000 grants of land for distribution among the Normap
knights. Néel was reconciled with William about the year 1054, and the Guernsey
fief was restored to him, but he no longer held the title of Vicomte. Thus the two
fiefs returned to the families of the original holders, and their subsequent history is
best considered under separate headings,

Il — The Fief du Bessin

The Fief du Bessin, which included the Vingtaine de I'Epi ishes
b of Citel, St. Saviour and S, Peter-in-the-Wood, gassed Iri-m :ﬁl?nfh;he Ea;;si:
original grantee Anchetel, to his son, Ranulf 11, byt ; : >

i 0. ut in 1120 Ranulf | f
uﬁfﬁrhﬁiﬂ'ﬂiﬂﬁﬂ3;;%,1:;1"-',1," peen granted by William ti'l“cojq];i'iiffﬁlgh
the loss of the “ White Shiv ™ ot the heir, who was drowned in
. p" off :

the t:tlse:gs gfra?tt’ed to Ranulf, th rst ﬂé:his:ir; tg;u:l P‘l;mr of HEDE I;
e Fiof 1 ation the Bessin Fiel became known as the #-eg:r;mbum?ﬁs
omte, whmlL name it bears tg the resent day. Ranulf II

0¥ his :““Ivl Ranulf HII,) whose possessions in

A "¢ most powerful nobles of the da
ro;e lm {tiha conflict which arose for the succession E:::
Eland after the death of Henry T in 1135,

: L b-fiefs which, istrs determined, 1y fief ivided
i \Gessin,  The ¢ .V MEh Were distribyted y the fief was S‘ub-dl}"lﬂ
+ Roael; e g .fi,,f“’fw‘rf;;hf Vingtaine de. IEE;?;E‘: “,faimghts E‘:{"h holdings in the
Eues, north of p Yeuz?hfhue‘ Was granted to y), nginfl ’;u e dg
LS. Py, out Yas held by’ g, e el
Sottevast) 4. SUth-west of B i b
Mandeyie, T?ztemt:;i::-f was held by the fa?r]:ﬁ;x(’,fﬂi; fief now known a3
ember of 1he fami] o1 Sotteyagt was in ), agneville, known in
"y of Magneville, who rece]! € Cotentin, gnq was held b

_J ved the small fief in the Cat
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r Geoffrey de Mag::e_wlle had dcquired vast e i
o G o i S B e o eagedy Thos i
ﬂnun“iiunttia;::g:ﬁraie I;:lﬂ"ldljustlugnts in th I Tiquessart, near
] -5 £ ts in the allocation ; :
Jere made as ? Ir-;:suh- !illfhlhe civil war which [Dllgfa;:;l.:lc iﬁntdhm ':tlht} western Parishes | 1
1135: Althougn EEIFH E-Id e [!:Icnrdgd illegitimate children Et!’ﬁ eiith o Henry I in §
» had removed all his legitimate heirs with the excepti 5 D? of the * White \
Matilda; she had married, first, the German Emperor, Hent P \}un ':I one_daughter,
Geoffrey Plantagcnet‘ Count of Anjou, to whom she i.‘:nre . zun' IB-‘IH after his death,
of Duke Henry's death, Henry, the son of Geoffrey and Matilda enry. At the date
Stephens Count uf_Blms, the son of Duke Henry’a. Ssler Addls ; \;as aged 2, and
of Duke Hen ri.-_, scized the throne of England with the support of th Et?c ek
Barons, including Ranulf, Earl of Chester. But Geoffrey of Pm'UuE : glo-Norman
the Duchy of Normandy in the name of his young son; he im"a:ie d ?‘t‘n':nu;:: Elmmeg
afler sOine JEAE of confused fighting, he gained control of the Cotentin by 11432{; :;d

wis ﬁnall}f crowned Duke of Normand at R ¢
Stephen retained nominal control of glaniuflrosghltgh: an;;gﬁ}llqﬁtr manwhl]:}f’
- ester, con : :
;he Eiﬂp::t Effl ts}i -Duchﬁtaﬂ;]!’”d&ﬁeri dlus authority. Th.eP Channel Isfiﬁ?snﬂiiai
orme of Normandy, i e
o lsapal‘ate 1 fml?n o5 Englishy c];:fif into the control of Geoffrey, and
Though documentary evidence is lacking, it seems certai
has shown in his ** Medieval ﬁdministratiunguf the Chanc:el Ilsli,a:;s?’m;i:.lrfﬂgaf:mﬁf:i
after 1144 Geoffrey of Anjou exercised effective control over the Channel Islands
[n the case of Guernsey the whole Island had reverted to the Duke as Roger ‘{ir;umh;
of the Cotentin, who held the south-eastern half of the Island, had been killed in 1138
while fighting in Normandy on behalf of Stephen, and had left no heir, and the Earl
of Chester, the holder of the other half of the Island, supported Stephen, and was in
rebellion against the crowned Duke of Normandy, thus breaking his allegiance to his
feudal lord, and rendering his fiefs not only in Guernsey, but also in Normandy, forfeit
to the Duke. As a result of this conjunction of events Geoffrey was in legal possession
of the two fiefs, which comprised the entire Island of Guernsey, and was thus in a
position to re-distribute the fiefs in accordance with his own wishes.
In 1144 Geoffrey’s main concern was to safeguard the succession of his son,
Henry, then aged 11, to the Dukedom of Normandy, and to further his son’s claim
to the throne of England. To achieve these ends he needed to win the support of the
Church and Papacy for his son’s claims, and to consolidate the military strength of
Normandy I:incruding the Channel Islands) with a view to a second Norman Conquest
of England. The only documentar evidence of his actions at this period is the
Extente of 1248 (publ)gshed by La %aciété Guernesiaise — 1934) where it is stated
(p. 26 that: * The men of the whole Island as a community owe every year as an
aid 70 livres tournois, and for these 70 livres the shm::lﬂ l:n:: quit, and in the time of
the Kings they have been accustomed to be quit of service with the host, from tallage,
taxes, and all other tribute, save only that they should go with the person of the Duke
. of Normandy, if needs be, to recover England . As Prof. Le Patourel has pointed
] out, this last provision could enly have had a meaning between the years 1142 and
1153, hecause in 1153 Henry was recognised as heir to the English throne, to which
he succeeded on the death of Stephen in 1154. On the subject of the land the only
information given in the Extente of 1248 is the statement that: In the time of K“‘ﬁ
Henry, the father of John, Radulphus de Walemoun held assizes in the Islands, an
and assessed them to rent, to wit, thirty sals tournois every

enfeoff te,
eaic"’ e{i}mg]-?i 'hga?i: Patourel has emphasised that the Extente shows that the

ut also on all the other fiefs in the Island,

i ly on the king’s fief, : i
a:lr:in h:i:gggun:ﬁﬁlﬁsfpﬁcﬁ; img;iﬁ that the farm had been assessed on the whole : : 4
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| d at th
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a mgnd}' mn g L that
lf”mr Thus we can EIPEt‘huut the yea

c oo and th

ED:;;:;; hands,
-scale readjustments in the alloegy:

some 1fr5i35':§_ﬂ In fatft, the i:_zvidcrf;ﬂe of .;hm-ttl;;; :]fmt::
| took place a only in the ownership o the fiefs, but also in ¢,
I{fﬂ:nf]fg?chmges took plat[‘f] HE:E ni“-“ cuvc\tf:d by I':I!]c} I'Ilef .r":]lt"} Bessin e ,ﬂ:’;

graphical !’“undam}s; emergence of the Fief St. d .":'!’E‘ '}’“Eh the Fief g,
igni?:n rtant change was L;rter of the whul:: [sland,_an ];s_t s u;w o tl}e largeg fiefs
Michel comprises B4, U7y ow or when it came into fhis o Lact Which has glyget
no record is extant to S1l In view of the importance of this '“P*P‘:* It 1 necessa firgg
uzzled Island h.slﬂ{l'ﬁ:‘:;; of the relations of the Monastery of dj‘?“t‘ St. Miche with
of all to review the history %, 0 tated above, the first recorded link between th
the Island. As has alrea }-as the grant of the western half of the Islang i, the
Island and the Monastery v ificent in 1030. Shortly after this grant, Sy

Monastery by Duke Robert the Magnfrum 1033-1048, transferred to the BiShop of

Monastery 3
:E:anwcﬂijll::ﬂﬂ?:s ﬂ}cthg western half of the Island together with one Carucate of

7); this carucate of land was probably the Fief of Pleinmony in
'Ira;jei;,lwgmlfﬂ ‘:f;s ;Iilt'uate d in the Fief du Cotentin, and had been donated tq the
Monastery by Hugh, brother of Néel, Vicomte du Cotentin {_C.I. p- 228). Because of
his action in disposing of the property of the Monastery w:lhu_ut the c(msm't of the
Monks, the Abbot Suppo was removed from office by the Monks in 1048, but six years
before that event, Duke William had deprived the Monastery of the Western half of
the Island, which he had restored to Ranulf son of Anchetel, Vicomte of the Bessin,
and granted Alderney and Sark to the Monastery in exchange.

After the death in 1087 of Duke William, who by this date had also become K.m,g
of England by conquest in 1066, the Monastery issued a complaint (C.I. p. 230) that
tl;eL gnd been Sznlg'ustlcjl.r Elcprivm:}l of half of the Tsland of Guernsey, and t;f t-he Islands
o erney, Sark and Herm, i . . :
fief of Nnifmnnt in JErse}r,mwh[iciuﬁgdnﬁezrri‘telgeniv:: sbmige ;':; L16 complaint of the
tf;r ;ﬁe Igandi. ft this period the Monaster}r seems tg hat:re hﬂéllgs :?‘?Pl:trgiil:nﬁ

e four Parish Churches i : ook o
apart from a small tract :1: 31:1‘5]&&551‘1:]1?:% iutd H]Eipal‘enﬂ}r held no land in Guernsey
istmas Day 1054 by Guillaume P’ichenoht {aCI e eomated to-the Monastery on
had passed into the hands of the Le B, teiller { P- 185); even the fief of Pleinmont
Martin’s and Sy, Andrew’s; in the Ext uim er family, who also held lands in St.
i ? ente of 1274 it was known as the Fief de Begge-

in2iiray and Merlon de B :
mfﬂﬁ}iﬁnﬁ the first ha?f 0 fﬂ'lﬁfﬁeéiiﬁll:mfhmﬁ s

e o eadily in wealth : i ¥ the Monast - :
 jurisdicton of e Bichop of rence: it had won the priegoictY, Of Mont S
. directly under the mntmf : :hvranchea in whose didtets git exemption rom
confirm on i accession th‘:h the Pope. [t yqe then the cygy stood, and thus came
:: :ﬁm}? ¢ ssued | "Ei‘ffl and possessigng of all :u:h“;lioff :a e Pfip?t-t‘ﬂ
M e Fief St Michel In i Pa Y-apﬁamnt.ed Pﬂp&s s asteries, and it is

onaste, i
Guernerey » i“ii‘f‘"“"-‘j in the pogsesgie.. ﬂ‘sﬁu;ui £ Pope Eugine TIT 1n 1150, the
:;"pﬁi’,:ﬂ;"ﬁ“"ﬁphmse o +0ulpﬁisesa in the Islang Elll?cha?etlzl in insula que vocatur
i ;nwd rtthe Mo ery i Ut five yearg later i: 'ilﬁesd l:il-lern;e ’.a-dﬁ‘;
the Chy Arcr of the ® POssession of « b Qonl
Ich of Ste, \p ) i"ﬁlllﬂﬂ Islang, together withfiﬂﬂnam ; nsula
and Church of you and the Chapels of g, Y& four Parish Churches,

th U (G p, o' St Maglojr :
0 T oy i i ', & v Bl it o e
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omitis Ranylf » was the

cum pertinenciis suis™ (CI, , 9 : "
fief held by Ranulf, who har]pheenJ nri}::d Elt::{aquCh t
esler

Hugonis de Rosel " (the fief Rozel in i i in 1120, and ¢}
e o iy R e Vit S0,
f}[ugh dl’: RDZ{:]. {L.I. p. 2_.1,3}. 15 w:lfﬂl Phlhppﬂ. dE RDIEI

: recoveread :
:pinal grant made to it by Duke Robert § Possession of falf of 4},
:: [%I.]ﬂ. It has been shown above tha tl'::r 1930, but taken from it by Duke Wil]iurs

L : ¢ are good grounds for think;
Jand was in [!3.3 effective control of Geoffrey of An: Lg that the
f:t this period Geoffrey was eager to win thg s?.lppggfi:}ihti? éiﬁcﬂnﬂ iaﬂea;i £
pacy

e claims of his son, Henry, to

for itﬁtnd. The well-cstablished n}f:ethudhl:? Dukedom of Normandy and the throne of
Eng b : Y which the secular Power gained the §

of the Church was by generous gifts of Property to the monasteri EM e favour
itself had suffered considerable damage during the hostilities in I':Iiasl: Gdn t SL'MEhB‘
the township of Mont St. Miﬂhﬂl_]‘lad been burnt, and the Church dT:an]:ng];d_ —mais.sﬁ
seems highly probable that the Fief St. Michel was created by Geoffrey at this period
as a form of reparation for war damages suffered by the Monastery. The va ﬂenﬂss
of the Wﬂf,dlng of the Papal Bull of 1150 — « whatever you possess in the Island of
Guernsey = — suggests that some donation of land had been made by this date, but
that the precise dt‘tall&i_ were not available, whereas by 1155 the allocation of one-
quarter of the Island, i.e. one-half of the western half of the Island had been made,
and was accordingly confirmed by the Papal Bull of that date. It is significant that
in 1156 the Abbot of Mont St. Michel, Robert de Torigny, paid a personal visit to
Guernsey, of which a record has survived (C.I. p. 241); such a visit would have
enabled him to survey the new possessions of the Monastery,

If we assume that the Fief St. Michel was created at this period, the next problem
is to determine how the actual land-holding was delimited. ~ The existing Livres de
Perchage enable us to ascertain the boundaries of the Fief in exact detail, and when
these are examined on a map, it is at once apparent that the land of the Fief is for the
most part situated on the boundaries of the Parishes in areas which in many cases still
bear the names of Landes, Landelle, Marais, Mielles and Frie, all terms denoting
various types of waste-land. In this connection the statement in the Extente of 1243
to the effect that Raoul de Valmont enfeoffed the waste in the reign of Henry II, takes
on a vital significance — tempore Regis Henricis, patris Re}g:s Johannis, Randulphus
de Walemont tenuit assisas in Insulis, et terras tunc vastas Fufaﬂt {i 27). The new
fief could not be created at the expense of the already existing fiefs held by Norman

erations planned against

England, ich could be enfeoffed for the _
WEE :I]:S nuEZ:;hlﬂ;f& ‘;:lihec::!egmm parishes. It is notable that the Livres de

i i i is, whereas the Livres
Perch f the Fief St. Michel are compiled on a Parish basis, w .
de Pefflfage ofetlf:gmmher ﬁ:{i in the western par:s]:ma, e.g. Fief Le Cﬂ[;lti Fi’efrisa?lmi'g
ete,, are compiled on the basis of the Fief’s holdings, irrespective of the Pa

which they are situated.

knights, whose support was essential for the military D{:eneﬁt of Mont St. Michﬂl\.

ap 3) showing the arable areas (the

[

o

In this way we are able to draw up & map (AR .D UoWRE L% Ot o o the |\ >

ﬂ‘ilrman fiefs) and the areas of wansm'i:r l:pd (l:-}'ﬂi 1]
and in the year 1100. The distribution _ _
e P Etndarie Tvled by vh 898 0 SO SPR rnk
that th tem of fiefs was impos ; ‘arish org

toin ufe ag?;::lﬁ';ri}rshﬁdﬂ on central areas of arable land in close proximity'to the

of communally shared waste-land. In |

he arable and non-arable areas within

centre of habitation, and surrounded by SIIE::Eanisatinn had been in existence for a

all probability this pattern of agricultur

e
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le period before the Norman invasion, an
¥

':':'“sid;; qgriculture in the Island, which is to be d eriginated in

et O F the megalithic monuments, F associated with

1 ders e . Furthe the pre.

huddlﬂ egalithic monuments and the pattern of ;Eilitgﬂu‘:ilt:mmrelalionp]tﬂ Ehnst;ﬂ
elllem tn

kno™ may even enable us to discern the 5iEniﬁCﬂncE

miscﬁfri’ﬁ 7 Fmblem v:'hich has hitherto
fligl The subsequent history of the Fief St. Michel is quit
(

(3th Century Se¥ a great expansion of trade and rising standa well documented, The

5 ﬂf ﬂ-. it
Seed ll shemps o S f someci

Europe, due in large’part to the administrative abﬂi:'?su?it%‘ivin throtighout
e

ester® ce and order, and c
mposed PE> . reated an effective financial control th:;‘?;?‘l?ﬁtwtll!nu
e

ansive realm of Henry Il. The increase .

fﬁcreaied supplies of food, which in turn “Eﬂgsfsifaizgl?;n“ created a demand for

This Was achieved ,P}' a vigorous policy of clearing the e-:panslmn A serialture

B essarting ’ as it was.termed — and a leading part iﬁﬁtti-.arads and wooded

pilj’ed by the monasteries, wlj.o had by this date become v l“] evelopment was

Eridence of this development is not ],aci;ing on the Fief St ;.[':fh:]rﬂe landowners.

ame into_existence in St. Peter-in-the-Wood, known as "o e]fc& : T&-.rn sub.fiefs

the Fief Huit Bouvées, both titles indicative of agricultural d::ve] e la Couture and i

this date St. ?cter—m-the-Woud must have been a very literal descri {:Fmen;' h P;;mr_ oo .

but the creation of ti}&se two fiefs encouraged the clearing of wnudlgnsn ;dtﬂf il = |

sion of agriculture into the hitherto waste-lands. The Fief de la Cou:ure ste Eﬁzan. |

the Parish boundary in the area still known as the Clos Landais, a name whicha;lm 1?;

the enclosure of hitherto waste-land. It is notable that the pla:::e-name L’Fssart,Pslil'l

exists in two areas on the Fief St. Michel, one at Le Crocq and the other in the Clos

du Valle. Another © I.’Essart ” stands just north of the Fief de la Couture on the Fief

Le Comte. The Fief was further sub-divided by the allocation of certain areas for

the upkeep of the Priory of Lihou, which was under the control of Mont St. Michel. 4

This collection of pieces scattered throughout the Parishes was later established as a :

separate entity known as the Fief of the Prior of Lihou, but its holdings are always
‘acent to the Fief St. Michel, and must have originally formed an integral part of

the Fief St. Michel.

At the same period as the Fief St. Michel was created, an important change took |,
place in the ownership of the F ief du Bessin. The Earl of Chester, who had forfeited
the fief to Geoffrey of Anjou by his alliance with Stephen, defied the authority of
Stephen in England, but in 1149 entered into an agreement with Stephen by which
they mutually pledged themselves to assist in the recovery of their inheritances and
castles in Normandy which had been lost to Genﬁl;ij of Anjou (Rymer's Fadera L

16), and i Henry visited England to win support for his claim
gt i e t with the Earl of ll::stﬁr at Devizes,

to the th into an agreemen i )
whereby ﬁ::;?aﬁu;nit:;;d ml nmsmra t% the Earl n]ll his Norman lands including the
Guernsey fief. But this agreement Was never put into force as the_Ear] dm%'m the
December of the same year, said 10 have been ';l;:nsuncc_l bE; his wife. .&E is s:lr:;
Hugh, who was his heir, was then aged nl! 6, the fief in Luernsey ]:"l?"ifig*:i ::Tﬁ

control of the Duke during the heir's minority. Henty made “"’3’; '3“ “F Le Comte
Wik who hld the iportant el now kno¥® &6, . Srogh Wake had been
never again became the property of the Earls of Ehﬁetzr. udgthe Earl of Chester.
witness of the agreement signed at Devizes between Ty Hﬂf v C
and together with his brother, ROSCC e sJl]::"':Im-h‘ﬂh"J date, but the family.
he is described as of Négreville, a town in the Cotentin a}: 'Ef‘l’!-B aa::"x- e i,
&id to be Flemish in origin, held estatee at B o ldwin, Lord of Bourne,
Hugh Wake had marricd Emma, daughte’ A e family, - Shovyaaist obtxinin
memes_, il memhiei;{i: t:,:hpﬁugh Wake inznﬂ;ﬂ the Abbey of -jl'..mguea to whic
ion of the Fie 0 | : -

.
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FIEFS O
THE caviour’s in 1168 (C.I. pe 392, The fief dETi':r
184] fief in St. S8V jith the Abbey. i
is own sub-he ciation with Hugh Wake to his son Balgy,:
Jonated hi ofr-:um this ass?ﬂ on the death o ”fi‘ Longue; amon g ti]e:c it *ho
]:: P"’"mwafr?fr Comle Imsise-tin"" to the ;\!dn?.]:': which the Wake famj] Silt g
= " The Fie family’s hrﬂl‘ﬂafﬂ[s from the ﬁ!ifi(t‘] "-I-"I"m". on the bordar h]"' '::I-'-'m;»d at
continued l{h{:-,nliﬂﬂ of l;l}[! fsm-TH""f'! R .J'ﬂ”f Agnes, the daughter aof 'E,?F the
an annual do ow St H1|ﬂ'lr;'3[{will Wake mm.rm{l' kgwhi-uh was tfl-tﬂuﬂ-l:} d‘fﬁﬂh?rﬂ
Parva Villa, n Cotenlin. ﬂP'; ‘mandy, a Inl‘l'lll}'_ in father, died i 11 : cﬂ}ll&s
Bessin -and the Constable of U’B ldwin. Baldwin, the father, died iy 98, ang his
de Hommet, the U lso named Ba {' his father's death. In 1204 t}, Frenc, in

for his m:;i;l“:[ J:::::ng at the time ¢ ohn, Duke of Normandy and King of En;laruf
5

‘ i) N :

' possessions of Jo f the Duchy which remained jp i
“zﬂqz*"-‘d the Nurrlllﬂms were the only i}E;ﬂ v?':lﬂﬁ presented many of the holders i:,:
and the ChannET llis;: Crown. This t‘lim ﬂﬂ"uf having to choose belween loyalty ¢,
control of lhri :ﬁh an inmﬂ]ﬂﬂbl.ﬂ d E-?En:he inevitable conse uence lh_&t they woulg
the Island fie Bah or the French King wi ossessions. The decision in mog cases
either the Enhg .'; English or their Numlmt"lvg sites of their English ‘ang Notao:
lose ﬂlr:E]:;]:Irﬂ determined by .:he 5;;,1: :hiﬂeen in number, decided not unnatyrg]]
“::w:;iun& and the large ma}ﬂrlﬂxh}r meant more to them than their Ella_gllsh holdig
P i tral fiefs in Norm d they threw in their lot with the Frenel,
r.h‘:]l [lll:;lrr ::Iﬁrely tiny fiefs in Gulfrntseglé f}:le pa:{ of the Normans were jmg Eﬂiately
an o

: fs of those who me a permanent part of the
K1"5~ The Island :ﬁﬁ. m. and many of them became P o .
o pesons 1 14, which now ecam knows Farin e Vool 20
gurﬂ:::. the holder of the Fief .Sl.ml'}t1 “ii'g:nc?]a]:’:ﬂ;j in?:lnhfs Gof was exchentadit b
among those whadm;o:*e !fﬂ};al.?p:;;;oz of it passed into the hands of an Island family
Cm:: uﬂiftli,glf?;n; wuha?n i!gobtained the name of the Fief Reveaux. :
sy Baldwin Wake, the holder of the largest lay fief in the Island, esems to have
found his choice particularly difficult. The records of the period show clearly thay
very soon after coming of age and enterin upon his inheritance in England, he
aroused John's suspicions as to his loyalty, for in August 1204 soon after the _ﬁpal
loss of Normandy {e was allowed to retain his English estates only on the condition
that he gave a hostage to the Crown. He appears to haye remained in England, but
hi ger’s family had thrown in their lot with the French King, and Baldwin

f n

Wake's allempts to retain his Norman fiefs resulted in his arrest in 1207, and the

o elaining hj f . ;
of Wi 'ﬂmIBriwel:!fg , rﬂ]’@}:;ﬂr;::ln fiefs, and, having marrieq Isabel, the second daughter

; me reconciled with John, and three years later he was
o b}’ Iy o122 bolt while fighting on John’s behalf i, Gamg} (10 June 1213).
B 1078 John sent 4 letter 1q Philip d’Aubigny, Warden of the Isles,

in Guernsey, :ﬁ"ﬁ?;f;‘fé’afﬁ?f“ veathe <, 145 which belonged to Baldwi Wake

e Lo hed 1o him h i he said Baldwin
quoted in Tupper's fiey “ueat Ot his services to the saj
Afier the dearh o1 1,7) 3! Cuernsey, p. 69).

Hugh Wale, who was ekt ﬂ*:m m Gascony the p ief Le Comte passed to his son

ward of hie grandfather Will: at ﬂ'{e time of pig father’s death, and was T
TOMminent .t Willigm Bl‘lwerm. p Sl _
artying fo 0 er and ho o o o LN T the 1250 Fuhy Wk

B s

90d the logg of the family’s N et
s Estate juehter ang eiress of Y 5 Norman possessic
m'hmmplain;: tl;n;{h'erhnd' He SEems to | lcolas de Stutevﬂle, Lord of Liddell,

A ave v I . _&.
S Weonglly s oeny I 11 1235 that good, o 1 Guernsey estate, an

b goods belonging to him in Guernsey
Otained roy, Permission in 1238 1o export corn

il
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[185
[sland. This licence is an interesy;
the !

i sveloped beyond mere subsisten
ﬁ;} now d;::p?l.l:-‘h which in turn develo
E,J_mrt;thﬁ e, In 1239 Hugh Wake deei
D;cum”;ircm'mﬂ{md, and, presumahly

ng indicat :
ce f&l‘ﬂ'ﬁllg, W pro
ed the harbour gt St. Peter
ed to go 3

Holy Land with
o raise funds for his journ { ¥
. fief to Baldwin de Ver for half g knight's
G“e[]“:c}

40 — C.L p. 203). Af el bt S

g y 1239/40 — C.1, p, - Alter travelling acrogg urope through
gerling (3 F:L];irsia’ﬁc sailed to the Holy Land where he died in the following year
Ttaly 1“:’ EE was buried in the Church of the H
112411 a

oly Sepulchre in Jerusalem, The cloge

cen the Wake family and the Island ended ‘with the sale of the Fief le

contact heti-:c de Ver family, but direct descendants of the family were associated
Eﬂftgh:ﬂlstlﬂ”d in the persons of Thomas Wake of [,

with !

iddell, who was Warden of Ee

1331 to April 1333, and of Sir Baldwin Wake, who was -

Is!a“'g. ftrizlnﬁg:fﬂ?ei; Castle Capmet during the Civil War from May 1646 until
Efoal]Eﬂ’z" (Tupper p. 314).

. % . ¥ el 'he
family derived their title from the town of Ver, which adjoins t
The:iﬁiﬁful??f {?a}'ﬂuxs and they were probably related by m“;’gﬁge] “':;h;&;
wﬂte Emil}' They took a pmminentlpara 11:; tl:.f Ngrizﬁaq anilfj:std?ed 5[;1 D::ll‘]]" e
Wake mily became the first Earl of Oxford. Baldwin de it it
anc of the fami }ﬁ f. and was succeeded by his son, Robert, who is name in the
rchasing the fief, an the Fief Le Comte (Extente p. 24). Robert de Ver died in
= . L] ﬂ'l'
E:tentf of 1248 as owning Baldwin was aged 17 at the time of this father’s dea :
el }“i: soisa::ailflzhe awa‘:dnui Hugh Bigot, who had E““‘:rlﬂdhit:l iu}:gl?i:hoa
o aks o ‘5 was also the guardian of Hugzh Wake's 5%1: k:fal:g e it e
l'!ﬂgh ﬁ::::; :rrilﬁch points to some relati::mfsiiﬁp Eet?ﬁ&ﬂ; X athe e
bt f ownership of the Fief L “and prestige, had never
During these changeshﬂd been steadily growing in power and pres ge, -
; former Fief du Bessin,
Michel, whose Monastery had be mtm{of the whole of the fo hase. A new
ahandunlf}‘] e }]?II:: Fﬂ ie?lif:lg:::r%te now Entersiu;,& ;E?I i':;:lm ;Ea]::ﬁ?l? aaﬁmnher of
and the history o in the person of Sir William ., and Devonshire.
figure also appears ﬁ.? ﬂ‘ﬁlch:fd estates in Caplbrl}ldgi‘:]hlﬁs gﬁ;hmh‘js relationship
Sl o e fam:i }.’Irirst become associated with t EF 11?:ia the daughter of Peter de
Sir William, who had Warden of the Isles, married E de with Philip d’Aubigni,
Ml B L aisited the Holy Land on ah ?iﬂe Holy Sepulchre (1236).
Vinchelez of Jersey, and E was buried in the Churc *:n e intimately associated with
; h{'ig?ﬁii - 31: 3-153!::1:; a:::turned to England, and beca
ir William de

¥ In 1248
:Ia'i'nll'l' h i in 2-38, 1242 a'nd 244.

i iﬂﬂ]uding grﬂ.ﬂtﬁ ﬂf iand n JEI'SE 1 1 |

to him,

. in the King’s
i which had been in ey
s neville in Guernsey, o adhéredce to the Fren
Sir William received ﬂ]'f Fﬁi i{iﬂg Crown in lﬂl};liaeh]' Itn “12”53 de Cheny leased the
}i::ands i‘i“f:; 1I|l; wi-:ias eﬁgoii ean& Sampson d’Anneville.
ing of t olders,

: At
e Baldwin de \fer_-
At the minority of ining a grip on
> duration of itv of obtaining
de Ver fief from }]Eugh ?ﬁ?];fugtthﬁ il:.‘;ll el saw an © Earur:iieﬁf Cheny (C.L p. 204), but
this point the Abbot o .

: ir William nd entered into
; Fief from .511' of age, and e1 hi

the Fief Le Comte by leasing the BEEL g g oo 10 William de e Wiliam

inis arrangement ended in leased the Ficf Le :id the fief outright to Sir

his inheritance. cha]t ﬂpnﬂ:ﬂ} but in 1262 he g0

heirs for 10 years (L.1. p. 4

i action,
; s : he legality of this trans 0
3t Cheny and his wife DeliBEL O ehauegs"ﬁa;i: of the old Chatietiot Duke
The Abbot of Mont 5t. Fief Le Comte on t ]*: t had received compen Alderney
md asesrted his claim to t]ml ]in?ﬂli'dm i the in;-Ii;::ﬂ;:::'l by Duke William, :..G-which the
obert, The claim was clia_l'ﬁ’ he had been &epﬁgf of Noirmont in Jersey,
the half of the Island ulf o exchanged for the
and Sark, which were la
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' in which the Ab}
ngs were begun in w ot prg

ill ]If'd* nd ﬂth 3 : 50. £
Charters a cof du Bessin 1n 1150, tor such a do :
f the LA 1e of the F!Eundcr the charter of Duke Rﬂhcn?ument Wy |

o] i H .
1 the AbboLs clai dence for the et fiehres st, o lies
nation © ; ing charters proving O property, byt :. op.0
the expla wefe Fdel::f.r;,{n:g:,stging charter served ”]ﬁ ]:ﬁrposc of the :‘;lbhmlt;::!:m ¥
case the su Im!'!}H:IJ{_T?]Ihnrtt:r of Duke Robert was undoubtedly genuine. The litigay; s
effectively, for the ChAPPs 4 by the death of Sir William in mysterious gipe, "
t to an abrup he had been associated with Sim;m“m'

LEE’I Prﬂﬁe

as brough : revious year ; e
:;.“m in 1265. Dhﬂi?ngn Iaﬁeaﬂast the King, and Sir William had been ordereq ¢
Montford in his re %_,;m&on when he was killed in a duel or a quarrg} Hilﬂ

stand his trial as a rebel in
Robert de Lascy. . William, died shortly after his fath d
; d heir, William, died shortly ait er, and as the sgqq
E’hﬂﬂf:ﬁ: ::w bz::rnme the heir, was still a minor, the Ieg_al proceedings 4 d
:ﬂr-laur::nd until he became of age. In the meantime F elicia, the widow of Sir Willi
m:-rgeﬁcau}f defended her rights, nor was the Abbot idle. In 1270 he entered ing, an
agreement with Hughes de Trubleville, the Sub-Warden of the Isles, whereby the
,-!i.b.:.t promied Trubleville half of the Fief if the verdict were given in favour of the
Abbot — as Tupper comments (p. 73) “the priest, havi_ng a bad cause, bribed the
iudee to cheat the widow ” — and as an earnest of good intentions the Abhat ranted
L.u‘ﬁf the market dues which were collected at the Les Landes du Marché to iluzlm
de 'I‘Eublr.&'.:illeﬁ Rﬂ his i\eirs. (September 20 1270), (C.I. pp. 206-7). .
ut the Abbot’s plan miscarried as Hugues de Trubleville gave up his appoint.
m il:fj;rz 23 n:; wdas tﬁ'lehd, m:Id ﬁelﬁd was granted to Robert de Meleschel;Flmﬁi
been ranied sevral el in Jersey abont this poriod. hur he maen Guse who had ’
o riod, : Py
1283 the Bailiff took the Fief into the King’sphandgg :n a ﬁ]e'd chiliT4’ anliin
EE:HWUS m“ from Nicholas de Cheny (C.I. p. 442); ﬁnal['j:r i(::n lw%QcNiEmkidé-
y s ed in establishing his clain} to the fief, and the Abbot abandoned ;ﬁ-!::.

who was a member of 5 Sy, p
and s ‘ - Feter-in-the-Wood family, : g -
F"hiﬂﬂt? B':m:drclﬁnaaiguthamp ton, where his nam:sn w};la ‘:al‘lsﬂ'l?cigzsmi::lnl:emﬁ:ﬁ‘mehrichmm-l't":- |
wntil the reign of Cheogery "e2* Fawley. The Fief remained in the Fashion
the Fief to Peter Priagly (1630) ‘;a = Gﬂ:rge Fashion, a notorious spendthrift, sold
in the Island, and by ap iy ' eter Priaulx was one of the few ard Royalists
i Castle Cornet 1 hip *;‘a was killed by a cannon-ball fired by the Revalist |
The Priaulx family retqinod sit"ﬁ:]ﬁi"f—;p?ﬁ’ tSiﬁle the old Caiat Hotse io
nnlil‘!h'j :1::}' St. Mi 'i'::nha_ing ':];I iit thtij the Prﬂﬁentwcene?u;; was ;uld to Elanz.g;fl;}j_~
n . ¥ W -
g en Henry y seized the ;rllnf]'f::?mur; o{lthe Abbots of Mont St. Michel
with the Fr s ot 18 recordeq j who has held it o (oden Priories, and the Fief |
the Fief 5y, p; ] 0 1n the modery Livr. to the present day. But the Fief b
ion, Wmch Was seized t:ide P““h_ﬂgﬂ, is not quite identical
the rown’s Was sent tg the I&]an?];, ottt by the report of
¥ Queen Elizabeth 1 in 1597t |

74 been_gimin;p 2 diminigheq |, ; e
Extent, o minished 1, by 8 bouye |
&ﬁ?{ﬁ;ﬁﬂ. The Cormp e "6, a8 comparea. the Fief of the Prior of Lihoa
" exist in 133), ), L onemy a]:}:u. Pointed oy thatthﬂ area recorded mﬁf: :

iokeile s

-

- the Fief S
contained 17 }, P 1“{'1:][:;?: ::'lh :
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e, the Fief St :ﬁ']jf_‘]ll.'_‘l, and the [

adjolnes f the aforesajd Fioe: CUERested that this F: ;

the d.tml,n:z-lcaonur?tecl f}: Inil Eﬁ? T}]leri_:fs St. Miche] c‘l:d tmtﬁ:ﬁ ?]:?; h;ve SHisER Sromy
Jausii 88lng 32 hqué Lt o E:Bl"l.l'n‘tmn very
ypgestion to ?jﬁ:rl | :s n:?s :}mwwlh.;}mmh“!ﬂs i nfe:inl:l:i; ltI]::' (:ummnssmner had no 5
Ii1ﬁe m!r}"'[f"}'M 3 sing 15 bouvées il be considered ming 15 bouvées. This '.1' '|i
paper: (See Map 3). red at a later stage in this i

The detailed history of the numeroyg sy}, ;
.carch, but some sa]}mnl points in the hisll::hryfl inl;sslﬂ::lgeuf‘lt'i‘fedu Bessin awaits further ;
pated here- 8 {:Hshah;*cm!}- been mentioned, the orj inal holdlitrliﬁmf]mﬂm“mt may be
was donated to the ]Ic}r of Longues on jis foundation by Hy 1?%’ LE'Wake family
Jevelopment Df_ liasteP and on its borders led 1o the esta |iahr%1em aieﬂ:n 1168, The
today known as Les Petits Fiefs de Longues, the Fief des Mauconvc::na ]t.u t?auh-ﬁds’!
of a local family mentioned in the Extente of 1248, the Fief d'Tllair n'.l-f',li e name)
the Fief des Trois Vattiaux. A simil e or Hillaire, and

ar i
tof Suart led to the establishment of tﬁ’;l’;?i;ﬂseﬂ%:l;?éf;:fs on the borders of the

: ; y the Fief de | 3

P'Iﬁrqundf,j_?tﬂhfrc{]gfc;fn?lﬂci le Voye, f"i“ddlh!! Au Roux. All the:e ﬁ:;'s c:nt:inB:il:ﬁﬁ
ouves ouvees ol land, a f .

1nmuts to individuals whose names the:;.:I 2 tac) Which suggests that they were block

1 : bear. The Suart fief heat
rown in 1204 by the defection of Roger Suhart to the French K‘:::;, E:r{:detnh:'i:i;i:?l

holding appears to have consisted of 2 carucates, i.e. 480 vergées, and it is notable

that the Fief des Reveaux, which was clearly originally part of the Fief Suart, consists

of exactly half of this area, while the present area of the Fief Suart consists of 1 .
carucate (240 vergées). The Revel family was prominent in the western part of the

[sland, and the two fiefs are closely intertwined in their land holding at the present

tim;.s The Fief de la Pomare may have been former waste land on the original

Fief Suart.

On the main Fief Le Comte agricultural development led to the emergence of i

several fiefs, some of which bear place-names, such as Groignet (Groin: a rid
Groignet diminutive), and Carteret, while others bear the personal name nf_‘ﬁ

holder, such as Granté, a family recorded in Charters as residing in the Island §
in the latter half of the 12th century (C.I. p. 240), De la Court, a prominent family |
linked with Guillaume Vivier in the Extente of 1248, and Videclin — Richard i
Videclin is recorded in the Extente of 1274 as holding escheats in St. Sampson’s and i
St. Saviour’s (pp. 33 & 35). The spendthrift George Fashion sold off the Fief de '
Chapelle de St. Georges in 1629 to Nicholas de Jersey, and parted with the whole
Le Comte fief in 1630 to Peter Priaulx. The Fief Au Coq was also sold separately to the
Le Cocq family in the 16th or 17th century. A group of small fiefs was talzhsh_ed
in the bugg}r WBtEl'-IDggﬁd land in the south-gastt::m pumcr of St. 5&'}10“1‘5'&“&
St. Peter-in-the-Wood, all about 20 or 30 vergees in size. On the IF‘Ef St. Michel
a large area of the waste on the boundary of St. Saviour's and the Catel was formed
into the Caruée Gervaise, and was granted to the family of that name; this area |
may be the land mentioned as being in dispute in a document of 1157 (C.L p. 242), ;
where it is said to have been donated to Mont St. Michel by Néel and Gervaise. .

IV — The Fief du Cotentin

The hi of the Fief du Cotentin, which posnpmed the six parishes in the _?!
snuth-e:stzrlimll;:lf of the Island from St. Sampson’s to anteyal.} followed a very . 4
different course from that of the Bessin ﬁﬂf: Originally granted L“ NWI “fé:' sl?'ﬁ"r’
who held the post of Vicomte of the Cotentin — hence the name * Fief du Cotentin "—
it returned in 1048 into the control of the puke as a I‘ﬁG[ﬂ’E of an upsuwﬂsaf;]ﬂ revolt
against the authority of the Duke, in which Néel participated. D:;TE s&lﬁt
twenty years some important changes were made in the allocation of the sub-fiefs
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F TH [1961
gHE FIEFS 2 acknowledged and confirmed by Chartey,
; ‘ere >
1881 es which “E.-Eoned and rl‘:.E.r"th-:.r1 the Plaeéi :Ehc"“gh he yqq
chang r par Cotentin (C.I. pp. 5. Tk
ke Williams = o was la_h;mm of the Lo Fl until 1137/38 when Ry e fiaf
by I.:I"b_ Néel wher ost of Vmst Sauveur fan}l}l; half szainst Cuctiespet E;r_ de
jssue es[gm to tl;nr:'i nii‘5 of the hting on Stephen Sd Ei; to the coiitroli6r Dnjuu,
n.;.;wr-lm in the lled while flﬁum he fiel lupsaf Northandy. i 1 LaAEs thiau]ﬁm'
51: Sauvent “..a:?huut an hmr,._.!q {:[u‘u'r'nﬂd Duke ":i:." Imont at the time of the treat; ef
ger died ‘:; Anjots Wh?,f:nﬁcﬂ by ]}auul 'dﬂlh: hands”of ‘the-Duks, g tmllzn
Geoff 1§ud which was € 1150) rcmamﬂd ::1': Fief Le Roi also includes g “Hmh;
!}e m:s'l'fiﬂf St M[Ectzl ﬂt;x though llnz1 }::-”:‘ifﬂ Crown for various reasons during the
o 2 I!C F'l.ﬁ i Cbg}lealﬁ
constitutes ! hich have been
{ mher ﬁﬁi!-
Jast 600 years.

() PARISH OF ST. ANDREW

: fiefs in the six south-easte
hese historical events da[ermmﬂ"-}l th;ufeaﬁtttﬂll;:riz{h is on the Fief Le Roi, a inr;
= mFﬂr example, the whole grCE tly described the character of this
i s that the title of Forest more apy day. The Parish of St. Andrey
which sug Mtll th century than it does at the present ld}ril ehc Bishop of Contiiis
;ﬂtﬁn?d :gruup of four Ecdes'il?ﬁ“]i il'i;f;, utl;:; }:fhhej}ru y Cc:-r'mer;;, Tours (225}
: e, he
0 g, e e e Frairie el by the Abbey de Ia Crols e g
i i ées), and the forth held by the Abbesse de la Trinité, Caen (1543
Evreux {35? S::ri ap’a}. No charters survive which actually date the creation of
t‘i\“ Ewil‘:ifs, but a charter dated 1048 has survived _b].r which Du}te William d;}tll';aﬁ-
thﬂmatrnnage of the six Parish Churches of the Fief du Cotentin together w
titheg of 4 carucates of land to the Abbey of St. I'flartm at Mannout:er_,_Tqura
(C.L p. 379), and good reasons can be given for thinking that the four encles_:}aucal
fiefs were ‘granted about the same period by Duke William, when the Fi \l':as
morarﬂy in the control of the Duke before it was returned to the pardoned rebel,

Ttis significant that the fiefs were not granted to any of the numerous Abbeys
in the neighbouring Cotentin, but to the rel

atively remote Abbeys of Evreux, Tours
g ot the et 10 el suggests an carly date for the ¢reation of the fiels
1th s} the Abbeys in the Cotentin were not founded until the latior half of the
11th century, and some not unti] well into the 12th century. It is notable that the
Abbey of St. Sauveur, which was founded by the Néel family about 1090, is not
Eﬂﬂ:ﬂed as I;:ldmgany land in Guerns » though it was one of the largest fief-holders
: a'“!’- a fact which sufggests that no land was available in Guernsey for the grant
1 pfoundation of this Abbey.  But the geographical
ore apparent than real, as the Abbeys

urch in G g themselves date from the earliest days of the Christian

and hadﬂshﬂ%aiﬁ&f%ﬁgq Sixth Centuries), were active celntrm ac]:i Iﬂissionary work

relljii?n. For example o he Cotentin for the dissemination of the Christian

feaished o Priory at Hg i artin_ at Marmoutier, Tours, had

ry 1 (C]. P 3[{?} ﬁﬂ:all'lr:liEE, L‘IF&T Dlellftte on the French coast, an:i o cﬁﬂﬂﬂ'ﬁ

[ reven}qea from these fefs “""Ee i:ﬂ father's grants in Guemsey makes it clear that
;Iflt or thﬁ parent Ah‘hﬂ i Endﬁd i.}r thﬁ

monks of the Priory of Héauville,
gl;!ompﬂ};l Een Ieapunsihl& f}r, ﬂle&ﬂ D:I.ﬂ]]kg at th Ty

: e Priory of Héauville had verv
*lle _Which m, or the Maintenance of th v ESS
"ssionaries fyom, Ma}rm;‘:é]ﬁ;ﬂve been introdueeq 1 ¢, Christian religion in

nto this part of the Island by

the name of St. Martin for the S-E parish nearest
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iﬂw“’i‘rlfttﬂﬁbhc? cf Lormery, Tours, Maintained a Py
Hagte: said d":i.bgt‘::ﬁnﬁé‘:ﬁtﬂl}il}ﬁi“llS institution in' this part f {
[iiﬂs riofy WAL il:ﬁ::e ¢ clearl L\1 i? ehe, and the choice of this rIumﬂ ‘;D itl; %ﬂtentm;
Il'il!f held b8 th-!?i : the zf1\.':11':*1’:1 3& E{ At ""f fief was associated W;lh ‘:I i
ather than wi 1Id p ?\ Abbey at TPura, I'he Abbey of La Croi 5”5 i
i one of the © est in Normandy, having been founded by St. Oy tx Y
;cli.,-.; missionary F?"hi“'. Iltﬂ ljf'f_ in .St' Andrew was asauui:[ted Eia:i‘tI?nd ;.'-a? ;
,:rc.:fiﬂﬂ“'d to St. E.Imm? . in rlIl;i' Parish itself, and, accordin to the Extenl:a{ rllgriﬁé-
Csisted of 3 cani_c;luds, dﬂ'" | had the duty of keeping the {i(ing’s prisoners (p, 26).
The size .”f the ﬁ!:] ad diminished by 1309, when it was stated to be 22 hrf;-.réu.
g, i Loy o apienent i prsnt e of 550 vengien (22 b

A4 L] 5 & € an
Eq:zrmal size for a large grant. g ertor for 2 caruchtes (480 vergees),

puke Richard II, grandfather of Dy

0Ty at Omonville, near Cap

; andl ke William, had hi
endowed the Priory of Héauville, which was thus pntﬁcu?ariylﬁss:lii:t?zﬂ“iifh Bﬁ:ﬂ

pucal family, and therefore }ikel}r 86 be the reciricnt of favon o f pese
when he found that he was in a position to cun?gr T rs from Duke William

g an area so o i
dose to Héauville. The: grant to the Bishop of Coutances may well DII::::l?ctgm
associated with the building and endowment of Coutances Cathedral. Geoffrey de

Montbrai (Mowbray), who was consecrated Bishop of Coutances in 1048, issued
a wide-spread appeal for funds to complete the Cathedral at Coutances, which
remained unfinished for lack of funds; with donations from the Normans in Italy
and elsewhere, the Cati}edral was finally consecrated on December 6, 1058, in the
presence of Duke William. The Duke would very probably mark the occasion
by making endowments for the clergy from his possessions in the diocese, such as
Alderney and Sark, which were taken from the Abbot of Mont St. Michel at this
period, and the fief in St. Andrew. The &hhe% of the Trinity at Caen was established
in 1066 as part of the penance exacted by the Pope for the reeoﬁiunn of the unlawful
marriage of Duke William and Matilda; endowments for the Abbey would doubtless
be made about the date of its creation, and the fief in St. Andrew together with much
larger holdings in Jersey may be attributed to the period about 1070, The Fief de la
Trinité is situated on the parish boundary, and is possibly of later date than the
other ecclesiastical fiefs in the parish, the better land having already been alloeated.
An interesting feature of these grants is that the wording of the original Fhaf"“ ?‘T
Duke William granting the patronage of the Parish Churches to Marmoutier implies
a certain vagueness as to the legal and geographical position of the grants; it speaks
of the Churches “quas apud insulam que ap llatur Grenerodium videor habere
in meo dominio ™, and of four carucates of .and quas videor habere in meo
dominio in supradicta insula ” — * the land which I seem to hold in my poasessm:l
in the Island of Guernsey ”, phrasing which indicates uncertainty both as to ﬂ}e ‘:Fegei
rights of the Duke and the geographical knowledge of the limits of the ﬂ?tentuil ﬂ: .
The historical importance of establishing the early date of the creation it:'.h' Ee
iefs (between 1048 and 1073) is that it affords strong evidence for the view that Tt
parish boundaries have existed in their present situation from at F:I:tht B&ar
century, for the boundaries of these fiefs fommde: with thﬁ,P“““t aTI80 - D“-J; I {t
Incidentally, a study of the history of the Prmr{' of Héauville t r];}}wf:tmor; mfn
on the rather shadowy figure of Restauld, who has been the subje any
‘ ELCRAAGOWY BN d tarv basis for the various
conjectures by Island historians. ~ The only documentary

: ich ld, who is
legend im i an undated charter (C.L. pp. 226-7), in which Restauld,
dgguii:egb ;;u:i ]::l::c;:rﬁ: ::ﬂ:dam Roberti comitis’ (one-time Bhlp}n?b‘irum -ﬁﬁ;?h“ﬁ
Robert), donated to the Abbot of Mont St. Michel the IS]IIH-I__[L.'-". JELnoY,

.
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g Duke Ruhc.rt, and announced his Efenrs
190] . peen given tD‘hl:: Ez the (_‘_&rtul‘a]re des Iles were unable fgt?ﬁ,“{
stated to have k. The pdito d in the Charter was Robert the evide

hecoming & T}":':-'ke Robert ﬂeantiﬁﬁﬁam, or Robert Courte Heuse {lﬂBT_lalgurEﬁEem
I

D

“-hf'”'l{’r‘ Ihc - :IIS.I!“:I U{ foits inlerp!'ﬂlﬂtim's }Iﬂ\fﬂ hﬂc“ plﬂ.ﬂﬂd on ﬂ'lia b t.
llﬂzéf J?}'L-:-,i William. saigigiﬁwe been a lczz;ai:lt ﬁ-‘lhf{ man,tur pilot who Euid&ll] T]::
ffr:.lumen!: Restauld ;‘Smugll the dangers of the I u[}sﬂ'fE ‘"r“ E‘{f:; ':i‘ It]'_‘ 4 safe ang),

feet of Duke f'lv::]:n*:rtI t[ which service the grateful Duke 1: Escto e e “l':th the Iglanq
in L'Ancresse Bay, :reoently Restauld has been promote to th Tan% of Admiry)
el ol Mc?;c Duke Robert, and has given his name ¢ 1N on the [glang
in the service

i i f Héauvi :

e Chare o Bichrd 1 et g, B s (oot
'ﬂ“g i'.’ Ithe “ilr 1}2:];;:];“;.5 I'’Abbaye de gaint Sauvetlllr, No. S,tp. Ei} ls.{tatus ;hat

in Delisle — : . Abbey were the property of Restay]q. :
of the ]andi mii.?;jl.!:ﬁ rﬁ:;mﬁ:;aﬂifi was guite a large landowner in the t.imEh.;i
refil'ﬂﬁ"? i::afsrghe father of Robert the Magnificent. At that early period g ]ap

|D u;m::r was invariably a warrior of some eminence, and REStﬂ_llld Was probah
= ':ate chieftain who had established himself in a highly strategic position af the
;ﬁgnw to the Race of Alderney. One of the first permanent settlements estahlisheg
in Normandy by the Norse pirates was located in the area +14::-11113:] Cap La Hague,
where they remained over the winter protected by the fortification known as the
Hague Dyke, and a Norse settlement persisted there until well into the 12th century
as is shown by the establishment of at least 4 Priories in this remote and barren area,
obviously for the purpose of mmlrerting Ehe pagan Nﬂﬁsemen to Christianity,
Restauld must have been one of the leadin gures in this Norse community, whie
was brought under the central control of tﬁﬂ Duke about the beginning of ?‘:h'ﬂ_].-'].ﬂ]
century. No doubt the naval forces of this area were employed by Duke Robert
in his cn!:nﬁaign against the Duke of Brittany, which ended in the peace treaty of
m?ﬂh which has been mentioned above. Jethou, in itself a relatively valueless area,
Wo !f\am: been of considerable use to a pirate chieftain in possession of the other
E“ﬁ::n;he R:;:E of iﬁldfmer as it would enable him to close effectively the passage
o ssil sgaint the tide, - The buguser op e 1ALy imprison a vescel secing
: : de, The bequest of the Island to Mont St. Michel was clearly

in the :lg"smg years of Restauld’s [; :
i ; s life, and gif : .
in the hope of averting the terrors of he]a]ftﬁreglwfi were often made to monasteries

- 3 ® " h . L E:d
m:gz;* ‘hh:;tli?:l.:e E‘:hf tthe dat_f: of this grant wa; pi:l?;iﬁ:; t:hn:stq%%;_a gg: Tﬁm
donatians, ™ a period when Mont St. Michel was the recipient of many

lén
o€ was sold by the Abbey of Cormery to Guillaume de

d 1 gave his ap il according 1o 5 charter i which
ar proval s ; ated 24 April 1292, by whi
;ﬁ'm;lg stted that the yegeq s XaUSacCtion (C.I. P. 422). In this document it is

In a.addit?;f tl:slt-i?g“?r_and the fief hgs p. Guernsey fief belonged to the Priory of
= :

A Héline, cmained in lay hands ever since that date.
ﬂfuthe bM:uxmar?:,: End R*; I;:lﬂf;hf l':“;tm ingrew il_:ﬂntained fui?]ay]]i]iﬂSI Burons,
: e B Inder of t : e

orfnmm o f;milr A t}'“iF :fi Ie Roi. The If:mfe a;th‘;;“ é‘;r}];:dl’m e

1 15 | 3 E

Gty ™ En and, he P eld landlt;:“u?:tgsf:nﬁifuen reDlapaiiad

P-70), i g ey 1€ Burons b P47 was helq Ty ot near St. Marcout, e
title of 1o 2 Some dato ; Payment of 5 - .1"VNent of a pair of white

Le n the 1614 Pair of gilded Exten '
Perong whick century the pyq fie edrspurs ( te

it bears at $ were combined under the
the iyi

Present time, The Fief Mauxmarquis
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f i th i

arives 158 Ezgﬁ%;’m th: f;:ﬂ'?enmalm““hh Who are recorded in charters as
,-c I e Tromt fhie Eerids n?:;i {ﬁ}{eﬂh 23111: The Fief Rohais is said to
d:er::ﬂ n ladies. A possible origin of the fief waa’nw S5 i R Lo

Normd® o o 1 Vi ¢w was a grant to Rohesia, wife of Eudes
. -.Sauveur, who was Vicomte of the Cotent " :
Eg[:::lu:]r:c e rthern part of the patich: ERA1 :segnlt:h}:ﬂ%E 1104. The land of the fief

uggests @ somewhat later date of grant than the olhg“mh boundary, a fact which

T r fiefs; the land is low-lyi iR
i would have been of less value in the 11th century tll':a:ll ﬂ'i.: 0?;1‘31' lii‘:elfgwhllﬂt?é A

.1. it appears to have been carved out o
Eﬂr:;t*r emaiI:"iIEE of !he.la':]';], in thishpart of t}iet;;rgﬂ?a]
The Ducal domain in this parish was divided into Bordages, i.e.
for which an official called a Bordier was responsible; for hifimizefﬁazo?fe:ﬁﬁg
¢ Ducal dues he received a House or Borde, and a grant of land. This system
of administration 1s found on all the Ducal fiefs in the other parishes, and was no
doubt introduced to make up for the lack of a civil service in the em loyment of the
Crown. Tln? tenants on the Ducal demesne complained that they were at a
Jicadvantage in le%?l disputes as they had no Seigneur to protect their interests in
conflicts with the Warden of the Isles or the Baiﬁr{lf.

demesne which ineluded

(b) PARISH OF ST. MARTIN

In the adjoining Parish of St. Martin the pattern of the fiefs shows some unique
features which are not found in any other parish. Here the Fief Le Roi comprises
about half the total area of the Parish, some 2,000 vergées out of a total of 4,480 |
vergées, while the other half is shared between 12 other fiefs. The notable feature %
in this parish is that most of these fiefs do not hold compact blocks of land as !I
elsewhere, but are extremely fragmented. This fragmentation of the fief holding
is most apparent in the area known as Les Camps in the immediate ne.iﬁl::uurhoad o
of Sausmarez Mill, but the whole of the area east of Les Camps is broken up into
relatively small holdings. In the area known as Les Camps (see Map 4) as many
as § fiefs have holdings in the space of less than é:eguartpr of a mile square, and the
holdings are in the form of narrow unconne strips. Several writers have
suggested that the neighbourhood of Les Camps was the site of an Open Field system '.
of asriculture in which the land was shared out in strips sc:atle:l:gd throughout

| the (%pen Field, but this suggestion has hitherto been a mere historical conjecture, |
and has lacked any documentary support, though the map of the Duke of Richmond’s
Survey (1787) shows this area as an open unenclosed area. An examination of the et
pattern of fief holdings based on the Livres de Perchage of the dlfﬂlg Cﬁﬂfﬁ yields |
strong documentary evidence in support of the view that the area of gk
in fact an Open Field of arable land with strip holdin scattered thrnug?outdﬂfe
area of the Open Field, and, in marked contrast with the block holdings foun 1.'zﬂm
the other parishes, here the holdings are extremely small l:m“s: and “‘-‘ﬁld“;: ?3;
adjacent to each other. It seems higgll_lr-ﬂ?lpr°hﬂh1° that suc a]: pl:lttem‘c:? Da
arisen except as a result of imposing the S nysieny QR E.ﬂefflﬂmﬁ@gh pag '.
- Field A ultivation. It is also notable that the Fi L
i Systeln of gal L blocks on the perimeter
holdings in his arca, but is. constituted by large contitudus 3 6c¥s 0 (A0 BEC Ry
of the Open Field area, a pattern which would arise if the Fief Le ci: 1::; lprgqtg
from the enfeofiment of the waste land which surrounded tha“mt{}a aF'efd a:t'ela.
" The Fief Le Roi extends without a break from the h".““&“f of thze anan d::.a el :illg
area to the parish boundary, and includes the area still known as Les
parish boundary with: St Andze's in the Parish of St. Peter-in-the-Wood
Also, as is the case with the Fief St. Michel in the Farish ol St. 4 B
an area known as Les Coutures occurs as part of this block of land between Les Camps
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andes, a fact which st L

and Lc;!i‘ and brought into i:ﬁ?flfd Suggests that this L8

Jhe ].,:.j ;nl sannot. be Hetecmtagil Hibmm 8% its name S:HS an area reclaimed fro

devtloB" Jows that the system of B Y any documentar Bgests.  The date of thl:n

FfrI;'fh 1 St. Andrew on the Fief Eled?igc's’ which has };]f:;gent;* but the Extente

ﬁ:?s Jate. Thus a probable date of 115()0_1 1;;3 fully develupgd ﬁfnsr D;:[Ecd in the
. Martin's hjr

ate-

ivation from the-area of Les Ca : may be assj

Another feature, which has alread:" !ﬁie]:?t:l other parts E{'igef;:rtih; expansion
sh.

of €U
{._l:ﬁ'[']. IS Ihﬂt Tﬂﬂgﬂli[]lic munumenta s Ehliﬂned in
2

connection with the Fief

du B A 3
N ble area, e.g. the S sited ju i
Qpn Field ar2 » €.8. the Statue Menhir Just outside the limi h
pierres: La Tombe, La Roque Hamelin, |4 atﬂfg[‘ugl ?:tt"}_.‘s E\-IFIUMI]’ Le;t%‘];:ﬂhe:
e Varclin, ete Thi
¥ 8

; siti f megalithic mo
justaposition Lo tnontmuentssand ‘grab)
f these megaliths was significant] e areas suggest :
ol ) ded By mmmunﬂﬁ}hnwnféd}"::;xer]! tu.:{ the pattern ufgiﬁpint_}f'iz;dﬂle :izet;tmn
The present names of the fiefs are f;‘.' griculture
the names of local Island families such as Li I:Tl"rel}' modern, in some cases th
Sgusmarez, etc., but these names have rep] archant, De Beauvoir, Mass Gr?r are
as Gorges, Lemminge, Baard, Fo eplaced the original Norma it
» Fortescue, de B : n holders, such
of whom, as is shown by the Extente of 1274 arneville, de Mauvoisin, etc., man
their lot with the French King in 1204. Th (p- 34) lost their fiefs by throwin ii
and in the course of time passed into the Pnss:w- hiefs were escheated to the Crc;gwn
the fiefs derive their present names, Again ssion of the ]Pcai holders, from whnn::
of change can be accurately dated, but the r;hﬂﬂ records exist by which this process
13th century. All the original Norman hulg;lrgsc was completed by the end of the
the Cotentin, and_ clearly received their holdings asmh ?Efassoc:ated with places in
Cotentin. Two interesting fiefs in this parish aresuh‘ iefs from the Vicomte of the
Fallaize, and the Fief de la Velleresse de Fna:1-r1]4ai1-g.3,+t !}h Fief de la Velleresse de la
rwth the responsibility for keeping a : 3 _these fiefs oL land holdings
th il ping a watch on the coast, the Fief i
in the area of Petit Bot, and de Fermaine at Bon Port and F putiek aesta AN
E“’f"‘s to have Iap&ed by 1274 as the Extente of that a-.:lr;!e : mimfn: i.hm Yy
eriving from a * certaine Femme Normande autrefoi ?’l o e
erplanah::m which clearly confuses Vieille (old woman) s&a 'f]f:-l__ la Vielese™, an
a confusion which doubtless arose all the more readilm a o t;flm T,
ususplli‘}.lr-l the ldm}, TR R : y as coastal watching was
e only eccleiastical fief in this parish was the Fief \ ' :
]ate_lwaatmn, as the Abbey of Blanchelande in t:m t}:?u]tﬁg:ligh E:Laansde, arilah“]?
ﬁ::‘talifi: Iltf ggl'ﬁt ossession in Guernsey was granted to it by John I;]':tm E‘;‘:{iﬁ
mn = 5 7 ]
a Prebend of Ch when he_t.n_ansferred to it certain land which had supported
e erbourg, which had been created by Duke William. This land i
M :]Bighho.urhﬂ?d of Saints was the basis of the foundation of the Pr'.;.u mf
R:i;- invast in this area. Later endowments were the Fief Mauvoisin lhel r{vt uf
ert de Rosel, dit Mauvoisin, and a mill at Petit Bét, the gif BF
Le Boutill _ e gift of Robert
behalf of the (1217) (C.I. pp. 360-372). In 1267 the Abbot of Marmoutier, on
of St I'E the Prior of Heéauville, abandoned the advowson of the Parish Ghuteh
B artin to the Abbot of Blanchelande. The fief was steadily enlarged by the
R o of small escheats and enfeoffment of waste, and by 1364 had grown from
e gglgal area of 13 caruées (360 vetgéen]:m-its. resent size of 587 vergées. The
bat w:s Lﬂlil;hfrlnrlide was seized by the Crown in 1414 as property of an Alien Priory
0 = - e 5 . k)
cohin ﬂ‘ll:t {ﬁﬁﬁi by the Royal Commissioners to Nicholas Carey, the Queen’s
The largest of the other fiefs in this parish is ief de
arge s in this parish is the Fief de Sausmarez (379 vergé
:‘i‘; fief originated in the Fief de Barneville, a Cotentin family in Ehe"improg:t:ﬂ;;
and market town on the French coast; this fief passed (c. 1250) by marriage

surrT



{SLAND OF GUERNSEY
8 FIEFS OF - h the Fief of Samargg ; h
. ith the Fi €5 in ¢ :
194] TR wgre.ﬂﬂﬁ-ﬂ‘c;f;fidf:‘:m “ Salses Mar{flis " — Salt ]_'fqz_f:;':h
smareE Iamlij-’_, the name is t[ielrﬂﬂds from Normandy in 121;}4 the PT'ah]e;:;
to the S‘J:n;eﬂt in :L:rse];,[he Channel 5|1E French necessitated the buildiy of cagy
of 5t. Cle \qration 0 attacks by th bitants — Castle Cornet dates from 5
{lri:ii‘[:;'{;ucm?ﬁ}’hr‘i’:;m.d and the :{::ap;nins“]a of Jerbourg formg a Hat::?;?
el A
of d:;w Frﬂ!c{'llﬂnp‘;r:ﬁh of St. J.'ﬂm-tl:lﬂ53 the narrow neck of land fropm Petit
: In the Nding a wall ac d of the peninsula a strop de
riod. area by building name. At the en d the responsibili fg
”“ﬁf..;"fu A hcnd’?f, thﬁm castle of Jerhuull;gs ;:usm e ]farn_il:.r &fl d the g lﬂ
ko ied. blished 1n d to the bl ! 1ol
.si"':'“,f: H.; c;rud defensive 0;’ df:a]p?isf Barneville fief in Lhe cer}irf} of tl}:e Parish,
seninsula. was added st recorded in 1299, but must have been of somewhe carlie;
= ie " 18 hrs
his * ml#icme: r 1204. ; names associated with Prominen
date, mm;‘;:izf;g fiefs in this Pmi{h ?IL ri:eai; Bleats ths grant oft s Nnrm?n
Islangl}in:?lics of the 13th ccntui}’: ;Farc{ilznt Lmjl}r held the Fief x‘_’iu Marchan:, the
escheats to local notables. '1;{25 in!.: the Complaints of the Islanders in 1274 as ggen,
Burnel fam}lry, who are recor, gl it et e Brumﬂi{xf a corruption of the namF
of the Baili AmauI{d f]f:nfaaﬂj’ de Hailla is recorded in the EXTE[HE of 13313 as ig
Burnel in the plural; Beauvoir gives his name to a Bordage in the Parish of
the name of h’m?' Extente. The original Norman holders of these fiefs can be
St. Martin in the it the northern half of the Cotentin. F Ortescue was associateq
id@nied with ;?Wﬁ:l;;“e; and Gorges with the town of the same name, where the
s EIIEHII’EE the former name of the Fief Beuval, was linked with the family
.i:mtj;? ; 1‘: iftgefrjthe local church. The name Baard is variously spelt, Buard,
Buat Igg,':s" ﬂrE found, and the family was linked with ﬁmfr:evzlle, a small town east
of S;int-Sauveur-le-Fimmte; a possible connection may exist betwen this home of

the Baards and the place-name Ville Amphrey to the west of Les Camps,
(¢) PARISH OF ST, PETER PORT

At the present time the whole of this parish is on the Fjef Le Roi, with the
exception of some prﬂpcr;{ in the town jtself, which is on the Fr i

But ¢ * present Fief [e Ro; includes fiefs which haye been scheated to the Crown
t:r various reasons, The most important of these i the Fj i

The Abp .
St. Peter ﬁ:’tﬂ{’aﬁg}? by er_had been endowed il , large grant of land in
35 property of it Alie“r iT.IkE Willllam, but this fief returned to the Cy v i 1dld
Eaﬁea:tepﬂﬂi:f Itk of 1 Mazac whereabouts has not lg:a&n &eterai:eé!;uhut-

s atques, now i
5 alsg hotable a4 tnz site of nu;i:nm:: megalithic
r

lef Le Roj he small area of
€l o

——

B

= Ying m - a) Tand
est of t?lz f—‘;:-r-li thus on the F{ér i round [Marms]._ = i
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; dependetlty‘ Fief de Fauville, contaj

5 r . ‘ ? ains 2

= amily '-Iv-']uch {}]_,crwe.d.lts name from Annevil?ii?ﬁfée &
!ﬂ he vif:mlt!:'i —l— ;t \‘nﬂ]h ﬁpheaie% to the Crown | aire — Fauville is g “u‘lf"
1 ted the French King. he Fief 4

ho sUPP2T. - 161 was gra

g, 8 i, wh et ke e 451

mily later established t]fcn:' residence at the Manor Hoys fr} mte; the de Cheny
s sed sei'ejiil other ﬁels in different parishes, The | e t:ho h.ﬁ.nnewlle, and also
o wille was in some Way a paramount fief, and when the Fashion family pucope s
Cheny holdings in the Island, a fictitious history of the ion family purchased
as presented to the Royal Commissioners in 1597 origin of the Anneville

istori s and this d
afused [sland Instorllans such as Berry and D an ocument has
.f:-:;.: 4 normal grant of 2 carucates, and had the dﬂ:‘;i’;'kﬂ:&ﬂgﬂ:ﬁﬂﬁng;nggten éixi
T8,

Juty shared with the Fiefs Rohais and Rue i s
ji. T Antevll Fef was retsned by e ettt b o ne e
a5 sold in , ater passe jage i
;1351 663, whuhstilii rfntain ;:p y marriage into the hands of the Andros family
Three other fiels in the western and detached b
Island families, De Vaugrat (detached part of the pﬁarf:hi{ gllfil ip::::l ;?EEEEL{% i
(family of Burnel); these fiefs, approximately 1 carucate in size, are pmhablm:;
relatively late creation as they occupy low-lying land, which would not have geen
of va]ue untl‘l the agricultural development of the 12th century. The names of the
families owning tht‘m_a'rt-: found as residing in the Island in 1248, and as De Vaugrat
and Bruniaux are military fiefs, they may derive from a creation by Geoffrey of
Anjou about 1150, when he was ‘developing the military potential of the Island for
his projected invasion of England. gne other fief, Ee Franc Fief au Gallicien,
on low-lying land to the south of Anneville, was carved out of the Ducal desmesne,
and the tenants freed from the payment of dues by Edward IV as a reward for their
assistance in aiding him when as Earl of March he fled to the Island in company with
the Earl of Warwick during the Wars of the Roses in 1459 (See Tupper p. 129).

(e) THE PARISH OF TORTEVAL

¥ King Henry 111

The fiefs in the Parish of Torteval present problems which do not arise in any |
other parish. As has been already mentioned, the boundary line separating the Fief |
du Bessin and the Fief du Cotentin coincides with the present Parish boundary line
at all points from St. Sampson’s to the point of intersection beween the Parishes of
St. Peter-in-the-Wood and the Forest. his point is in close proximity to an area
which was particularly rich in megalithic monuments, so that we may leg1hmataly
assume that this site played a significant role in the life of the Island even before the
Christian era. But difficulties arise when we attempt to continue the boundary between
the two main fiefs of the Island to the south coast. The evidence of the Charters
clearly shows that the Parish of To al was included in the Fief du Cotentin, and
the fiefs in this parish, if they followed the pattern which is apparent In other
parishes, should be sub-fiefs of the Cotentin. But het:
examined in detail, it is clear that the fief huun:ianes do not coincl
parish boundary, but overlap in several cases 1nto the adjoining P
in-the-Wood, which was part of the Fief du Bessin

The nature of the problem is well exemplified by the .
: : ist sinzle entity, and at the
Fief Beuval. ~The Fief Au Cannely 1o lun%:: :}fiz}f Iri::v: hlmng broken off from the

prsent time is composed of seven separate fie Lo 2
original fief as a fm-:-ult of marriage settlements n,nd partages. Tlllﬁsg'“io‘gn“f %"1:5
Fief is in many respects an epitome of the Island’s history from hs]d-l di t]:n\e
fief originated in a grant of land to- the Cannely family, who b

de with the present

when the fiefs of the arish are |
arish of St. Peter- .

Fief Au Cannely and the
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neighbourhood of Cherbuuri

names of Richard and Roger le Cannely appear
as witnesses to a charter of {

the
e Abbey of Saint-Sauveur-Ie-Wcomte dated 1104. This

he Fig » of which the Parish of Torteval formed a part.
The fief remained iy the Cannely family unti] 1279 when Henri Je Cannely died
without a male heir, and the fief was divide i 1{‘3’1"‘"

. had married Thomas de Vicq of Guernsey.

Vieq; Robery de Ving cd to Aviee g Vicq became knnﬂngn as the Fief

a5 ghe died chil efore 3] a8 Prﬂhahi}r hgr n'ﬂph&w, who inherited the fief

xmily, who hag u d Vieq sold is to the de Cheny

mf;?te been Id b Rihiumhasﬂd the Fief e Comte see above). The Fief Le

US101 0f g, he de v; er (vid Exteréte of 1248), and as a result of the

EIre r :

m[r:n If of the if:tfu 'Tect name ig the Fii?nﬁ]n}rhflf [;: t‘\?:i e e

Fights attraﬁr,ed to the and o n he Elﬂpmem of St. p o, ;
. Eﬂe ad “farmeq s thepeg fG el - Yeter Port as g tra
Gﬂl‘lﬁ, Eﬂ']‘nﬂrd and ) Omms,

ants, who hough th fishing
] e, e, o
Ently in the Island, With their
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ﬂﬂﬂr-wealﬂi{l ;he}r sl;ann established themselves a5
; f fiels or by marriage with | i
yrchase O . g€ with local heiresses, angd ab

Faried Alienor de Saint Martin, who had inherited the Sagee aiocs. Joon, Bemerd
ﬂrigl?zh (l-ﬁ:I na}me SEthe I‘"if:‘fe.ll::?nh that udaecliun of the Saint l‘vfartin portiu:
ﬂcﬂ;ﬂgignﬂﬁ ” to the Island, naturally Etsel::ireni tThese o o fasallish; gk were

: . 0 remain closely li
hemselves by intermarriage, and two generations later, af:-g:: rlélégke&ebﬂ;:ﬁ?-
daughter of Jean Bernard married Jean dy Gaillard, and so, by a further sub-division

the Saint i:ﬂartin fief, the_ Fief Jean du Gaillard (t ,
cﬂimﬂ' into being. Meanwhile other smaller units '.iet:gazr:ftf&, j:f: ng:fGTa]]j:::gl
Blondel and the Fief Guillot _*_I“St““’* probably as a result of marriage settlements.
Jutize was a Jersey family with landholdings in the Parish of St. élement while
Blondel was a prominent Guernsey family. These five units, the Fief Robert e Varia
(alias de Vicq), the Fief Janin Besnard, the Fief Jean du Galliard, the Fief Thomas
Blondel, the Fief Guiliot Justice, together with the Fief Canteraine (the Water-Mill),
the Bouvée Duquemin and La Cour Ricart, comprise the former Cannely fief, which
also held rights on Salt-pans (Les Salines) on Rocquaine Bay.

If all these existing sub-fiefs are recombined, a relatively compact unit is created
(see Map 5). But when the details of the fief boundaries are examined, it is at once
seen that, although a large area of the fief is within the present parish boundaries
of Torteval, some land lies within the limits of St. Peter-in-the-Wood, and a very large
area, mostly in the Fief Jean du Galliard, is in the Parish of St. Saviour, two Parishes
which were included in the Fief du Bessin (Map 3).

A similar state of affairs is seen in the case of the Fief Beuval. This fief was
originally held by the family De I’Espesse, and the fief was so called at least until the
14th century, as is shown by the Extente of 1331 (p. 80); this family was associated
with the Cotentin, and held land near Gorges; the Gorges famil il‘.‘sglf held land in
the Parish of St. Martin, and both the De I'Espesse and Gurlges amilies held fiefs in
Jersey. Thus the De I’Espesse fief would have been a sub-fie _uf _the Fief du Coi_;mtm,
but the whole of the present Fief Beuval is within the present limits of St. Pﬂa,r-m-the-
Wood, which Parish was part of the Fief du Bessin. The family of De lE:}:esse
appears to have died out about 1270, and the fief passed into the hands of the

ily before 1331. ;

de Clﬁlg Ff:? q}é Quarante Quartiers, now known as the Fief de Pleinmont, which
had originally been granted to the Abbot of Mont St. Michel about 1040 by the
brother of the Vicomte Néel, later passed into the hands of the Le Boutillier family,
and became known as the Fief de Beggeville (Becqueville), and was esc]:eatﬁl to ﬂ“_"
Crown by Richard de Martinvaast in 1204, when he took the part of ﬁ_‘iﬁ ormans
(Extente of 1274, p. 35), and was restored to the Abbey of Mont St. Michel. ' F]Is
fief is wholly in the detached portion of the present Parish of Torteval. The Fief Au
Colleton (Coltons) of 120 ‘Irerglées was h%ld ya'i,h%cqtinni? fa$11Yﬁ§ :1}3:: nkin;f;nﬂnai
is wholly within the present limits of Torteval rarish, bul the ni€t

La Curv]ée és Carhiners, a corr];g:tion o‘ffozgﬂ&;;] Cisﬂl‘:lﬁl:ﬁf; “ﬁ:h"l]; ‘“:;Z I;f:ﬁ;{
the family of De Plaunkeys (Extente 0 » P ko ok v tp thi aslyech
limits of rich of St. Peter-in-the-Wood. De Plaunkeys refers to ¥
St. th;h;:'aa French form of the name Ehﬂ'm't ﬁ:i;ﬁ; Hm"g";n an:iily tl‘;f:“&‘i‘;‘;
border of the Cotentin adjoinin tie AvERR 1?1 and the Guernsey fief, which was
associated with the Abbey of Mont St. Michel, puigelin g S
escheated by Thomas de St. Planchers in ‘%‘:&%ﬁ'ﬁ’i& Cotentin, and their fiefs
St. Michel. ~ All these three familiet WETC Ao he Fief du Cotentin, although at the
must have originnliy{ht!;f“ lwlfihlll;ﬂ; :rithin the limits of St. Peter-in-the-Wood. The
res i e lan . : -
]s}izee:f: ttll:l:mﬁ:?sﬁnﬂtwo cases 1 caruée, and in the case of Coltons, half a caruée,
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local landowners either by the
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198] The Fief Huit Bouvées, not to be confused v
T " " 5 w
it anearly dats ﬁf'gﬁa:iﬁ part of the Fief St. Michel in St. Peber.in_the_‘%];luthe
indica name, whit oins the Fief du Cannely, except at one point a:,d,i

e same : i g
Eﬂfﬂiﬁinsi - and gfn:ij:mﬂudrlal dcvelupmﬂnt.ﬂf al_:IJml!mg waste-land,
is o the ag these inccnsjﬁt{:llglEj is that the present rish
.in-the-Wood do not correspond with
3 : thoge
boundarie 12th centuries. If we accepl thre evidence of
¢:i.;liﬂﬂ in the 1lth :llldtll'ﬂ above-mentioned fiefs in the Parish of T orteval, ﬁ: fef
Fandvies, i o v Tollwed th vl below the Parch G
that the pari . d that the present etached part 1:.) orteval Par;
of St. P’?“']'L‘the'ﬁ,? ﬂbd]’.;.:E of "the Parish, which was also joined with tﬂ;m%;“
linked with the ;:‘nt boundary line must date from the 13th century when the tt:Ina;-iﬁ:.‘!t
Pan:h. Thl:i Eé‘ﬁ solthem par ol <ah Peter-iq-th&Wuud increased its agricyly,
of t I: ::: o4 consequently the revenue which wpulq accrue from the tithes o
:mﬁ‘:d The parish boundary determined the destination of the tithes in the Iapg.
the Parish Church of St. Peter-in-the-Wood and its revenue belonged to the Abhot o
Mont St. Michel, whereas the Parish Cl}llql}lll'chl-:’ of Toi_"t‘%"alﬁ."ieitﬁ revenue had heen
ted to the Abbot of Marmoutier. e Prior of 5t. Mic was resident in th
;gs'm&. lu;t the Abbot of Marmoutier had no permanent representative in the Island?
The Abbot of Marmoutier surrendered the tithes of St. Martin to the Abbot of
Elapoﬂ'mka:gc i‘nhthfe S]?ili’fte of tt]}‘pe #ithd mntur}ft ( iee ab(ﬁve},ha:luli about the same
eriod the Parish of St. Peter-in-the-Wood seems to have absorbed large tracts of
azimair w:;tc land on the ;a%ue]}rddeﬁned boundaries of the former T%rteval Parifil:
and thus the present parish boundaries came into existence. 43
This process would have been assisted by the transf etehi
of some .:.F the fiefs to the Seigneur of the F?ef Le Cumtifelcficif 152: :;:::;ﬁﬁﬁl E
lﬂ:l nli:s;:r:i ﬁ':f’ am:if sia th;.- a{fa !Jmld ]::Iy the Fief De I'Espesse (Beuval). and the F m?[
e Verre (alias de Vieq) would tend to be reparded ; i
T P ! g as part of the Parish of
g il e chontod Sl Kl B e T
of Torteval from the :;rest of th::I t (?utentc;nt F5 'LfMIChd plectively cut off the Parish
virtually made Torteval into a western :risIllE Tancathe ot parisl-bagniigy
p . an area which was the preserve of

Mont St. Michel and the de Chen .
. y family. Thi .
:;mTﬂTI?:EF .:II a; small tract of the Fief S:-FMiche;,s iﬁ;::;n%t‘:an‘ would account for _the
alongside the Fief de Pleinmont, s in the detached portion

But this explanation |
Fief . aon leaves unexplained i
S dn Calard n e i 3 e e of  large porion o he
Cannely Fief yngj| t!:: - '}Nm du Gaillard dig not he:o nat o ot
already heep much red HY part of the 15t centur hnm assuc{a'{ad with the
Jean du Galligrg am uced by sy -division, and et Jllrh et e pl e
the Fief Cannel h“"n_ts 10 472 vergées, wh Yel the present extent of the Fief
difference in 1", 1€ Fief Thomas Blopdl < c25 the next largest sub-division of
Was a quite separ:i@.'gﬂﬁts that the S¢. Saviour’ o larger than 158 vergées. This
Can ief, eeeiv:ﬁ iii held ]hY ean dy Gsai?f;:hon l]'fhﬂm Fief Jean du Galliard
; i A result of b . '+ With which his share of the
YIZees, a balap e f;fw:@ a55ume thgy hii Thgrrn:a g? the” Che heiress of Joan B
atal e ¢ 300 vergges i left ? the Cannely Fief was about 160
Axaiai? to account fo, mm:egnahm that the Eﬂcuimmute the St. Saviour’s Fief. .
might have ooy 1y 1 Stumarce Frrfect of the Fiof ihow neg cry,f 1597 were
St Savion. . crived from, e Cite], . e lile - MChE.
Viour's 1: ::ifcmt on tﬁiﬂ?:?&: ‘t.St. Micherﬁgﬁ ;};lz E;‘:}n}nsmuners hu}!:ﬁd
y 15th century ta'i:' the Fj ichel ean du Ga]lhurd_
Ctailed in Miss Cqpans 2nd the Fief Lihou.
~arey's Essays on Guernsey
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< tor¥s PP- 31 - 32,‘5}1{:\#‘ that Jean ’
1o the ':"}CFII-M:I].Iﬁti"mi'lf_'}lJI‘!Lhhﬂ}r of Elmmhﬂlandﬁ, and that he was jnt] .
with the Duke o roucester and the Ear] of Warwick, wh s intimately associated
[dand at that petiod, and that he himself was a Jurat frux 1ig.Soroors, of the
some doubt whether these documents refer 1o one and lhr-::.i sam .T ‘163;1 (There is
or to & father and, sonof the same name -ar.this. period):s: This combinerin i
cireumstances would have enabled the Du Gaillard family to arrange for tl:nitmnsfnf
of: pomé ol Lin SEPLIBTIEEE Mfm Priory land into private haﬁds withz :&n i
difficulty. The Du Gaillard family held the fief for only three Ecneratiunau EEEFI
e cary 10 cntury the,fef pacsd to the Crown for lck of . hei witin.th
pssary st : (nship. 5 ke
:::y naturally not have expected tg ia tI:eE Royal Commissioners of 1597 would

| ‘ ; missing Lihou Fief in the C i
holdings, they were unable to solve the riddle of thugmissmg 3[]7} ;:rgé:s i:u?ggé.own

as involved at that period in
Parish of St. Martin clonging

V — Conclusion

In1t}]e foregoing sections an attempt has been made to trace from the evidence
of surviving charters H“d_ livres de perchage the historical origins of the chief fiefs
in the Island. Many points of detail are still obscure, such as the evolution of the
numerous small sub-fiefs, of which a full list is given in Appendix I. These small ‘
sub-fiefs were probably merely personal holdings of a tenant, who was dignified by
the Seigneur of the parent fief with the honour of a sub-fief. These sub-fiefs are
mostly on the Fief Le Comte in the western half of the Island, where the agricultural

development was more intense than in the eastern half, which from the 13th century g
onwards became more and more concerned with the commercial development of [
St. Peter Port. ' |

A review of the material collected in this survey suggests that the evolution
of the fief system in the Island may be divided into three main phases. The first |
phase, beginning with the first fgrant of fiefs about 1020, is characterised by the grant
of sub-fiefs, usually in units of 1 carucate (12 bouvées) or in a multiple or fraction
of 1 carucate, to Norman knights. These Norman knights probably never visited |
the Island, and after the Norman Conquest of England in 1066, in which the knights |
of the Cotentin played a prominent part, they were more interested in their new |
English holdings than in their relatively minute holdings in Guernsey. The knights .|
of the Cotentin received many manors in the West Country, where the families. of - !
Gorges, Fortscue, and Colleton, among others, became prominent landowners. These
knightly holdings together with the ecclesiastical grants by Duke William in the area
of the Fief du Cotentin, were all distributed before the end of the reign of Duke
William in 1087. i . ;

The second phase was ushered in by the outbreak of the Civil War between |
Geoffrey of Anjou and Stephen in 1135, and was later marked by the extension of
enfeoffed land to include areas which had previously been mﬁarded as waste, This
process began about 1150, and is notable for the emergence o fief-holders who were
resident in the Island. Such families as de Vaugrat, Mauxconvenant, Burnel
{Bruniaux] are Ehgw" b}r thB Extﬂﬂtﬂ l:lf 12*8 to he ﬂ-“. Iﬁﬁl&ﬂnt m ﬂ]ﬂ Iﬁlﬂﬂd. Thﬂ
third' phase began in 1204, when the breach between the Channel Islands and
Normandy- yielded numerous escheats to. the Crown as a result of the Seigneurs
electing to give their loyalty to the French King in order to retain their Norman
holdings at the cost of losing their possessions in the Island.  Many of these escheats
remained in the hands of the Crown, but in some cases the land passed into the

possession of Islind families; e.g. the Revel family obtained a large portion of the
escheated Suart Fief, and several fiefs in the Parish of St. Martin passed to the
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ile the Fief St. Michel was augmen
Irrlln:iﬂl,a Corvée (Caruée) és Corbinets % b

THE ﬂEFE oF

W
bhear,
ow a

oo whose NAMES 550 the Fief du Bessin and the Fief 4, Cota &
families: %007 of the F:lc-n::ﬁnrl }'ii:esgcﬂ:?w uniﬁcauoE hnf thei_ Du.ih}' of N 0“!12?:,;;
a result '3"] Duke, and the De eny fmlj' WErF by 1300
had lost all PIEELTC thority of t1e [sland. _Another feature of this perjog is thyy
8 al a f the d were becoming merely a form of lang.

. o]l parts o1 L i
fiefs in al ﬁ-:dﬂ significance, aﬂhcar the name of the S:elgngur, but e
and is situated, e.g. the Fief De Espegse beeo

fiefs were !n; ir:ff”::;rult that fiefs rlm longer
|rr”m locality where t_h«t‘:l name for a fief rather than a personal name i,
Fief Beuval. & jlrjrﬂgm|:Il:.;rlltlt‘:mtfl:m the 12th century.
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