
CHAPTER XII.

THE LORDS OF THE MANOR.

The history of the ownership of the land in this
parish begins in Norman times. Prior to the llth
century we have hardly any record.

Through Saxon times a long line of lords of the
soil held sway in this village, a line that extended
over more than 500 years. But of them and then-
doings and their possessions we know next to
nothing. It is only in the latter half of the llth
century that we have any precise historical records
of the over-lords and their domains.

In Domesday we read that in the time of King
Edward "Some woman" held this manor. We
know nothing more about her than that she was the
last representative of the Saxon owners

In the time of William the Conqueror, we are told,
the Manor of Hartley formed part of the vast
possessions of Odo Bishop of Bayeux.

Odo was the half-brother of the King. He was
made Earl of Kent, Lord Chief Justice and Lord
Treasurer of England. Left in charge of affairs
when William went back to Normandy he acted
with much unscrupulousness. Accused by Lan-
franc, Archbishop of Canterbury, of wrongfully
appropriating Church property, among other mis-
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deeds, he was adjudged guilty, forfeited all his
English estates to the King and was exiled from the
country.

So it came about that the rule of Rudolph
Fitz-Turald, the first Norman Lord of the Manor of
Hartley, which he held as sunder tenant of the
Bishop, lasted only four years. We know nothing
more of him than that he was a man of means and
position, for he held besides Hartley, ten other
Manors in Kent, including Luddesdown, Milton-
next-Gravesend, Wrotham and the other Hartley
near Cranbrook.

Turald of Rocester, as he is called in the Textus
Roffensis, does not seem to have been reinstated
here or elsewhere after the disgrace of the Bishop,
and so a little later we find the Manor of Hartley
among the possessions of another family.

At this time Edwardston, in Suffolk, was the chief
seat of the Lords of Mont-Canisia or Mont-Chensie,
as they were commonly called. And now, or a little
later, Hartley came into their possession.

In the time of Wm. the Conqueror, Hubert was
head of the family. "Whether he held Hartley we
do not know, but in the reign of King John it was
in the possession of his descendant, Warwine or
Guerin de Monchensie.

From his time to the present we have an unbroken
line of Lords of the Manor of Hartley.
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To appreciate the position of a Lord of the Manor
in Norman times we must understand the nature
of the tenure of the land in that age. In the first
place, the Manor was the unit of the land, and could
not be sub-divided. Neither could it be devised by
will; if heirs failed, it lapsed to the Crown.

At the Conquest all the land of the nation was
assumed to have passed into the possession of the
King. But his ownership consisted mainly in the
right of bestowal.

Some of the land he gave back to the former
owners, some to his Norman followers as his tenants,
and some to the Clergy as tenants for life.

All the land in the country was thus held subject
to conditions. By the laity, on condition of military
service, by the Clergy, of performing the Office's of
religion.

Thus the King granted lordships and manors.
Those upon whom they were bestowed were tenants
of the King with the right to make what they could
of the land so long as they paid him the service and
rent he demanded, and did not encroach on the
rights of the people.

The manor was something in the nature of a
petty kingdom with a constitution. The people as
well as the lord had their rights. The demesne
was the lord's home farm, and in the rest of the
village he had restricted dominion.
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The arable land was cultivated by the people
for their own use, with fixity of tenure, so long as
they paid their dues in rent and service. Dying
without heirs their holdings reverted to the lord to
be, by him, re-apportioned.

The pasture, the waste and the woodland were
common. Both lord and people had their respec-
tive rights in them.

Thus the land belonged to the people and the
people to the land, and the lord was the owner of
both, but with distinctly restricted ownership.

Even in the present day, the ownership of land is
by no means absolute. There are legal restrictions
as to what a man may, or may not, do with it.
There is still an appreciable difference between
what is called real and personal property.

The Manor of Hartley at the end of the 12th
century formed part of the estate of Warwine de
Montchensie. With other property in Kent former-
ly in the possession of Fitz-Turald, he held manors
in Essex, Norfolk, Bucks and Gloucester.

This lord of Hartley was a notable man in his
day. It is recorded of him that he was " one of the
most noble, valiant and wealthy men in the king-
dom and withall the most prudent." So it is to be
hoped that he proved a liberal and well-disposed
lord to the people here committed to his charge.
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He married Joan, daughter and heiress of Wm.
Marshall, Earl of Pembroke, and died in 1255.
After him came his son, William Montchensie, who
was married to Dionysia, daughter of Nicolas de
Ansley. He was one of the revolting barons in the
reign of King John and sat in the parliament sum-
moned by them. The time came when all his lands
were seized, but they were subsequently restored
to him for his sister's sake, who was married to the
King's half-brother. He was killed at the siege of
Drosselan Castle in 1289.

On his death this manor, together with the rest of
his estates passed to his nephew Adomar de Val-
ence, Earl of Pembroke, who was eventually assas-
sinated in France. John de Hastings who inherited
through his mother, Isabel de Valence, was killed' in
a tournament.

His widow married Richard Fitz-Alan, the tenth
Earl of Arundel, and Hartley passed to him as her
dowry. He was appointed Admiral of the Fleet
and defeated the naval forces of Spain and France.
He is said to have captured a hundred ships laden
with 20,000 tons of wine, and to have returned with
them in great triumph to England. This was but
one of many naval successes. But enemies among
his own countrymen contrived his downfall. In
1392, he was dismissed from his command. Soon
after he was arraigned on a charge of treason, and
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condemned to be "hanged, drawn and quartered."
This sentence was not carried out, but he was
beheaded in Cheapside, the King himself being a
spectator. He married in 1359 Elizabeth, daughter
of the Earl of Northampton, and left issue besides
his son and successor Thomas, a daughter Elizabeth,
through whom the Dukedom of Norfolk, the Earl
Marshalship and other honours came into the
Howard family.

His son-in-law, Thomas de Mowbray and his
nephew the Earl of Kent, led the condemned man to
the scaffold, and it is said to have been the former
who struck off his head.

Thomas Arundel, the Earl's younger brother, be-
came Lord Chancellor and Archbishop of Canter-
bury.

After the death of Lord Richard, his widow re-
tained the Manor of Hartley till her death, when it
passed into the possession of Reginald Lord Grey
de Ruthyn. He was held in great favour by the
King, and carried the golden spurs at his corona-
tion. In 1402, he was taken prisoner by the Welch,
under Owen Glendour who demanded for his release
a ransom of 10,000 marks. To help raise this sum
the " Manor of Hertelegh '' was sold to John Urban
of Southfleet.

Of John Urban we know nothing, but there is a
brass in Southfleet Church to the memory of his
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daughter Joan. A second brass in memory of the
same lady shows her as the wife of Richard
Relkymer of Cornwall. The Manor of Hartley
after his death passed to another John Urban,
presumably his son, who died in 1426.

Between this date and 1550, Hartley changed
hands four times. Penhale, Cressel, Draper and
Ballard are the names of the owners during this
period.

Then in 1550 it came into the possession of the
Sedleys with whom it remained for more than 200
years. This very ancient Kentish family was
originally seated near Romney. In the 14th cent-
ury they built the house at Scadbury in Southfleet.
The family arms which formerly hung in the old
hall bore the date 1337. One branch of the family
dwelt at Aylesford.

Sir Charles Sedley, of St. Giles, created a baronet
in 1702, lived at one time at Scadbury. He was
heir to his relative the celebrated Sir Charles Sedley,
who belonged to the Aylesford branch.

Sir Charles Sedley, of Nuthall, Notts, to whom the
Manor of Hartley eventually descended, sold it in
1770 to William Granville Evelyn of St. Cleres,
Ightham.

The Evelyns are said to be a Norman family and
to have been seated at Harrow in the reign of
Henry IV. John Evelyn the diarist was the grand-
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son of that Evelyn who first made gunpowder in
England. He lived at Saves Court, but was born
at the family seat of Wooton, and died there in 1706.
William Granvill Evelyn was a Captain in the 4th
King's Own and was mortally wounded in 1776.

Lieut.-Colonel George Palmer Evelyn of St.
Cleres, Ightham, was -born 1823, and came to live at
Hartley in 1872.

At his death the Manor passed to Mr. H. Kendall
Barnes, and 10 years later it was purchased by
Sir James Timmins Chance.

This family descended from Richard Chance of
Bromsgrove who lived in the 16th century. A
descendant, Win. Chance, settled in Birmingham in
1771, and in 1811 Wm. Chance, of Spring Grove,
Birmingham, married a daughter of James Tim-
mins. Their eldest son, James Timmings Chance,
was created a baronet in 1900. He died in 1902 and
was succeeded by his eldest son, Sir William
Chance. Sir William sold his property in Hartley
with all manorial rights, in 1912 to the Small
Owners, Ltd.


