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THURSTAN THE CLERK

Sheriff of Hampshire;
tenant of Farringdon

The writ-charter, {1} below, refers to Thurstan as the clerk of William de
Pont de l’Arche, who at the time was one of the king’s principal
household officials. William had been an official in Winchester since
before 1106 (000, 000, Regesta 805, 806 for Winchester), and by 1110
he was sheriff of Hampshire (Regesta 947 for Winchester). He remained
sheriff until King Henry’s death and beyond, by which date he was also
the chamberlain with charge of the king’s treasury. The writer of Gesta
Stephani described William as fidissimus thesaurorum regis Henrici
custos et resignator ‘most trustworthy keeper and deliverer of King
Henry’s treasures’ (§ 4), reporting that he had custody of the castle and
treasury at Winchester at the time of King Stephen’s accession. He
remained in his office under King Stephen, attesting as chamberlain in
1136 (Ste/46) and 1139 (Ste/417). He attested charters of the Empress in
1141–2 (EM/116, 587). The writer of Gesta Stephani, § 77, tells how he
sought her support after a disgreement with the king’s brother Bishop
Henry of Winchester and goes on to describe how Robert fitz
Hildebrand, the man sent with her troops to Winchester, displaced
William, imprisoning him, and changed sides to join King Stephen. The
writer again referred to William’s loyalty to King Henry, and there is no
evidence to show that he returned to office under Stephen.
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Thurstan’s career was even longer than that of William de Pont
de l’Arche and apparently more secure. The survey of Winchester, made
in 1102 × 1115, records that ‘Thurstan the clerk’ held property in
Alwarene Street (St Peter’s Street) and Gere Street (Trafalgar Street)
(Winton Domesday, 59, 67, nos. 181, 289). Thurstan appears as sheriff of
Hampshire in the pipe rolls from 2 Henry II to 5 Henry II, and it is more
than likely that he had taken over from William de Pont de l’Arche. It
appears that Thurstan had served as clerk and sheriff for a period of not
less than forty-five years. His son Richard fitz Thurstan succeeded him
as sheriff in 1159 and served until 1170, when (along with various other
sheriffs) he was dismissed, when he was heavily in arrears (PR 6 Henry
II, 46; H2/1010 and comments there; PR 16 Henry II, 120, 126). Five
years later Richard had made little reduction in his arrears (PR 21 Henry
II, 189, 198).

Thurstan was presumably the same ‘Turstinus clericus’ who was
pardoned 12s owed for the aid paid by Winchester (PR 31 Henry I, 41).
The second survey of Winchester, conducted in 1148, recorded that
Thurstan the clerk then held several properties in the city and in the
suburbs to the west and east (Winchester in the Early Middle Ages, 87,
97, 104, 106, 110, 117, 119, 122, 124, nos. 221, 385, 493–4, 510–11,
572, 673, 696, 701, 707, 749, 785). This same survey records members
of Thurstan’s wider family, possibly his nephew (nepos) and his wife’s
sister (soror uxoris), holding property from Thurstan in the city (ib. 104,
105, nos. 489, 496).

The royal acts for Thurstan and his son were kept by the family.
Their texts are known now because Henry of Popham, a descendant who
was holding Farringdon and Popham (Hants) at the end of the fourteenth
century, obtained charters of inspeximus in 1378 and 1401. Soon after
the succession of Richard II he presented the charters of the Empress and
of Henry II for Thurstan along with a licence to keep hunting-dogs from
Henry I ({2}). The last was taken for an act of Henry II by the editor of
the calender: the chancery clerk had described it as ‘aliam cartam domini
Henr(ici) quondam regis Angl(ie) progenitoris nostri’. The regnal style
as copied is Henry I’s, and chancery clerks did not normally abbreviate.
In 1401 Henry of Popham sought a renewal of Richard II’s letters patent,
on this occasion also taking for inspection a writ-charter of Henry I ({1})
and two acts in favour of Richard fitz Thurstan, Henry II’s charter
(H2/1010) and an act of Bishop Arnulf of Lisieux. A grant of free
warren, made to John of Popham, 33 Edward I, dated 30 December 1304
(CalCh, iii. 49), was also inspected in 1401. Reading these documents in
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the calendar of the patent rolls, J. H. Round, ‘The rise of the Pophams’,
The Ancestor 7 (1903), 59–66, recognized a family of local importance,
removed from office in 1170 for serving themselves more than the king.

What this group of acts amounts to, however, is not entirely clear.
The first act of King Henry I granted lands given to him in the last years
of the reign, when William de Pont de l’Arche was at the height of his
authority. The giver was the bishop of Exeter, whose charter is referred
to, and the manor of Farringdon was part of the chapelry of Bosham,
which the bishop held of the king. The second act is a licence to keep
hunting-dogs, and the only comparable act of Henry I is suspect (0000,
Regesta 577 for Colchester). In 1141 the Empress confirmed to Thurstan
by her writ-charter, in which William was addressed still as sheriff of
Hampshire, ‘omnes terras suas quas tenebat de feudo Henrici regis die
illa qua fuit uiuus et mortuus, et terram de Ferrendona et de Popham, et
omnes teneuras suas infra ciuitatem et extra’ (EM/897). When Henry II
came to the throne, he confirmed to Thurstan the clerk the same lands in
the same words, ‘sicut carta domine et matris mee Matildis imperatricis
testatur’ (H2/2646, 1154 × 1158). Farringdon was not held of the king
but of the chapelry of Bosham, Popham belonged to the estates of Hyde
abbey, and we are left in ignorance of what lands Thurstan held of the
king. There are points in question about the acts of Henry I, discussed in
the notes on authenticity. Those of Matilda and Henry II do not raise
such questions, but it is curious that when Henry II confirmed to Richard
fitz Thurstan the lands of his father it was Farringdon and Binstead,
rather than Farringdon and Popham, that were specified (H2/1010). In
1268 Robert of Popham proffered the charter for Richard fitz Thurstan in
court in a plea concerning Binstead, when it was wrongly said to be a
charter of Henry III’s abavus, i.e. Henry I (KB27/184 rot. 4; Placitorum
Abbreviatio, 176). Round, 62, supposed that Popham was held by
Richard in 1167, ‘Pofham vic(ecomitis)’ (PR 13 Henry II, 188), though
later evidence suggests a more complicated picture with Gilbert of
Popham holding as a sub-sub-tenant of the abbot of Hyde in 1242 (Fees,
701). It must be wondered whether the charters of Matilda and Henry II
for Thurstan the clerk were altered to replace the place-name Binstead
with Popham, or whether the charter for Richard fitz Thurstan was
altered by replacing Popham with Binstead.

1 (Altered ?) writ-charter confirming to Thurstan the clerk
the land of Farringdon which he holds of the bishop of



18 OCTOBER 2016 THURSTAN THE CLERK 4

Exeter and of the honour of the church of Bosham. 4
October 1129 × September 1130 or August 1131 ×
May 1133

CHANCERY ENROLMENT: Patent Roll 2 Henry IV, pt 2, C66/363, mem. 42, inspeximus
in favour of Henry of Popham and his heirs, dated 12 February 1401 (CalPat 1399–
1401, 420–21) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPT: BL MS Lansdowne 317 (collections by Henry Powle, c.
1630–1692), fol. 87v (now fol. 40v, originally fol. 7v) [from B].
PRINTED: CalPat 1399–1401, 420 [from B]; J. H. Round, ‘The rise of the Pophams’,
The Ancestor 7 (1903), 59 note [from CalPat].
CALENDAR: Regesta 1872.

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) Henr(ico) Winton(iensi) episcopo
et iustic(ie) et uicec(omiti) et omnibus baronibus et fidelibus
suis francigenis et anglicis de Hamtescira et omnibus
baronibus de honore ecclesie de Boseham salutem. Sciatis me
concessisse Turstino clerico Willelmi de Pontearch’
camer(arii) mei terram de Ferendon quam tenet de episcopo
Exonie et de honore ecclesie de Boseham [in feodum et
hereditatem ipsi et heredibus suis post eum tenendam per seruicium tertie

partis unius militis] sicut Willelmus episcopus Exonie illam ei
reddidit et concessit per cartham suam. Et uolo et firmiter
precipio quod illam bene et in pace et honorifice et libere
teneat cum omnibus libertatibus et consuetudinibus eidem
terre pertinentibus. T(estibus) G(aufrido) cancellario et
Roberto de Curcy et Willelmi de Albinni Britone. Apud
Wintoniam.

Henry king of the English to Henry bishop of Winchester and the justice and sheriff and
all his barons and sworn men French and English of Hampshire and all barons of the
honour of the church of Bosham greeting. Know that I have granted to Thurstan, clerk
of my chamberlain William de Pont de l’Arche, the land of Farringdon which he holds
of the bishop of Exeter and of the honour of the church of Bosham in fee and
inheritance to himself and his heirs after him holding by the service of the third part of
one knight as William bishop of Exeter restored it to him and granted by his charter.
And I will and firmly command that he shall hold well and in peace and honourably
and freely with all liberties and customs pertaining to that land. Witness Geoffrey the
chancellor and Robert de Courcy and William d’Aubigné Brito. At Winchester.
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DATE: After Henry of Blois was nominated bishop of Winchester, 4 October 1129;
before Geoffrey the chancellor was nominated bishop of Durham, on or soon after 14
May 1133. The king crossed to Normandy in September 1130 and returned after 1
August 1131. The date-range for this writ-charter is therefore either 4 October 1129 ×
September 1130 or August 1131 × May 1133.
ADDRESS: Shire court of Hampshire and honorial court of the church of Bosham.
WITNESS: Geoffrey the chancellor, Robert de Courcy, and William d’Aubigné.
PLACE: Winchester.
CONTEXT: The manor of Farringdon in Hampshire was assessed at 10 hides and was
valued at £15 in 1066; by 1086 its value had increased to £21 but its assessment had
been reduced to 5 hides (DB, i. 43a; Hants § 5. 1). It was part of the large estate of the
church of Bosham in Sussex. In King William’s time this estate, reduced from its
earlier huge extent, was held by Bishop Osbern of Exeter. This act shows that ‘the
honour of the church of Bosham’ passed to Osbern’s successor Bishop William
Warelwast. Bishop William’s act in favour of Thurstan the clerk, noted by Barlow, EEA
11 Exeter 1046–1184, 26–7, no. 27, is known only from its appearance here. The
Bosham estate had been lost to the bishops of Exeter by 1156, when Bishop Arnulf of
Lisieux rendered account for the scutage due from ‘the chapelry of Bosham’ (PR 2
Henry II, 61). A much later letter of Archbishop Thomas, written in 1168 × 1172, refers
to the continued suffering of the bishop of Exeter (Bartholomew, 1161–1184), on
account of the appeal of his predecessor (Robert of Chichester, 1155–1160), against
Henry II’s unlawful removal of the church of Bosham from his see (Becket Materials,
vii. 241–2, no. 643; Duggan, Becket Correspondence, i. 780–81, no. 170). From this we
infer that after Bishop William’s death it had remained with his successor, his nephew
Robert Warelwast, who died in 1155. Bishop Arnulf of Lisieux held the honour of the
church of Bosham, therefore, at the time of Thurstan’s death, and he was still holding
when Richard fitz Thurstan died in 1176. Bishop Arnulf’s grant to Richard, his clerk, of
the land his father Thurstan held in Farringdon, for the service of the third part of a
knight, survives through its enrolment in the patent roll alongside the present act and
Henry II’s confirmation, datable 1156 × 1170, to Richard fitz Thurstan sheriff, and his
heirs, of the land of Farringdon and Binstead and all his other tenures within and
without the city of Winchester (H2/1010). Arnulf’s act is described in the patent rolls as
‘littere patente domini Arn(ulfi) quondam episcopi Exon(iensis)’, presumably in an
attempt to explain his interest in Bosham that may have been derived from an erroneous
endorsement. On 12 July 1177, out of favour with Henry II, Arnulf was deprived, and
the chapelry was ‘restored’ to Bishop Bartholomew of Exeter (Roger of Howden, Gesta
Henrici regis, i. 181–2, referring to the king’s letters patent, no longer extant;
H2/876*). Soon after this Richard of Ilchester, bishop of Winchester, ejected William
who had served as vicar of Farringdon in Thurstan’s time and in Richard’s, causing a
letter of protest from Arnulf (Letters, 175, no. 112). In another letter to Bishop
Bartholomew Arnulf complained about the way he was dispossessed (ib. 174, no. 111).
King John’s confirmation to the bishop of Exeter in 1200 and his successors included
the chapelry of Bosham (RChart, 40a).
AUTHENTICITY: The unusual address reflects knowledge of the peculiar status of
Farringdon, within Hampshire but part of the honour of the church of Bosham in
Sussex, which was held by the bishop of Exeter. The tenor is also informed by facts of
contemporary interest, that Thurstan was clerk to William de Pont de l’Arche and that
Bishop William of Exeter was the donor of the land at Farringdon. The use of the verb
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‘reddidit’, implying succession to the estate, rather than ‘dedit’ is not explained. The
injunction and the witnesses present no difficulty. It is, however, odd that the Quare
uolo clause has a singular verb and does not include Thurstan’s heirs, who are
emphatically included in the disposition. No individual element of the wording is
unparallelled in authentic acts, ‘in feodum et hereditatem’, ‘ipsi et heredibus suis’, ‘post
eum’, and even by the service of a fraction of a knight’s fee though this is very rare
(Regesta 1231 for Fulk dapifer, Ste/550–51 for London St Martin le Grand). It is likely
that the passage indicated has been altered or inserted at some time after the mid-
twelfth century, to emphasise the hereditary nature of the king’s confirmation and to
specify the service due.

2 (Altered ?) writ commanding the sheriff, barons and
officers of Hampshire that Thurstan the clerk and his
heirs shall have hunting dogs to take rabbits and foxes.
1129 × 1133

CHANCERY ENROLMENTS: Patent Roll 1 Richard II, pt 3, C66/299, mem. 28, inspeximus
in favour of Henry of Popham and his heirs, dated 8 February 1378 (CalPat 1377–
1381, 110–11) [B]; Patent Roll 2 Henry IV, pt 2, C66/363, mem. 42, inspeximus dated
12 February 1401 (CalPat 1399–1401, 420–21) [from inspeximus of 1 Richard II] [C].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 317 (collections by Henry Powle, c.
1630–1692), fol. 89r (formerly fol. 42r, originally fol. 9r) [from C].
PRINTED: CalPat 1377–1381 (1895), 111, no. 3 (as a charter of Henry II) [from B]; J.
H. Round, ‘The rise of the Pophams’, The Ancestor 7 (1903), 60 [from CalPat].
CALENDAR: Regesta 1873.

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) iustic(ie) et uic(ecomiti) et
baronibus et ministris de Hauntescira salutem. Concedo
Turstino clerico [et heredibus suis] quod habeat (sic) leporarios
suos et brachet(os) suos ad lepores et uulpes capiendos.
T(este) R(oberto) de Curcy. Apud Wintoniam.

Henry king of the English to the justice and sheriff and officials of Hampshire greeting.
I grant to Thurstan the clerk and his heirs that he shall have his harehounds and
brachets to take hares and foxes. Witness Robert de Courcy. At Winchester.

DATE: Before the king’s final crossing to Normandy in August 1133. Given that
Thurstan the clerk lived until 1159, the date-range must be later in the reign than
earlier, and the attestation of Robert de Courcy, who cannot be shown to attest before
1129 × 1133, supports this. Robert does, however, continue to attest, albeit rarely, at the
beginning of Henry II’s reign, 1154 × 1157 (H2/69, 1935, 2158).
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ADDRESS: The king’s officers and officials in Hampshire. Inclusion of barones is not
necessary: this is a writ that could be shown to those who might prevent Thurstan from
exercising the right granted by it.
WITNESS: Robert de Courcy, who also witnessed Thurstan’s writ-charter ({1} above).
The writ required only one witness, and, as a steward the king’s household, he was an
appropriate person.
PLACE: Winchester, where Thurstan was based throughout his career.
CONTEXT: Combination of witness, place, and likely date may mean that this was sealed
on the same occasion as {1} above. As discussed under Authenticity, the licensing of
hunting dogs and harehounds does not otherwise appear until the reign of Henry II, and
then only in forgeries.
AUTHENTICITY: The brevity and simplicity of this writ in Hampshire argue for its
authenticity, though it is unique among Henry I’s acts in licensing the keeping of dogs
without reference either to forest or to warren. It offers the earliest examples of the
words leporarii and bracheti, and licence to hunt foxes appears elsewhere only in
forged acts from Chertsey abbey. As with {1} above, however, the verb ‘habeat’ is
singular, and one suspects that the phrase ‘et heredibus’ may have been been inserted
into the disposition. A very doubtful act of Henry II for the abbot of St Osyth granted
warren and the right to have ‘duos leporarios et quatuor brachettos ad capiendum
leporem et vulpem’ (H2/2375), and false charters for Wix priory, also in Essex, allowed
‘duos leporarios et quatuor braccatos ad leporem capiendum in nostra foresta in
Essessia’ (H2/2878), ‘duos leporarios et quatuor bracattos ad leporem capiendum per
totam forestam nostram in Essessia’ (H2/2879). On substance, therefore, there is some
suspicion over this act. The difficulties would remain if one were to suppose that this
was an act of Henry II from the first years of the reign with an abbreviated regnal style.
The requirement of the Assise of the Forest (H2/3027) and the Assise of Woodstock
(H2/1184), ‘Item defendit quod nullus habeat arcus neque canes neque leporarios in
foresta sua nisi habeat ipsum regem ad warantum vel aliquem qui warantizare possit’,
was no doubt a restatement of older rules. Farringdon, in any case, is a long way from
the New Forest in Hampshire.


