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EXETER, ST NICHOLAS 

Benedictine priory of St Nicholas; 
dependency of Battle Abbey 

County of Devon : Diocese of Exeter 
Founded c. 1087 

The priory of St Nicholas, which stood in the western quarter of the city, 
was established late in the eleventh century by monks from Battle abbey. 
All that remains today of the priory church, which was situated to the 
south of the cloister, is the rubble core of the west end of its north wall. 
This is visible inside the surviving range of buildings, which were 
constructed on the west side of the cloister and incorporate features from 
the first stone buildings of the priory. These include walls ‘of red breccia 
and volcanic stone, largely Norman’ and a ‘Norman undercroft with two 
short circular scalloped capitals’ (Pevsner, Devon (21989), 39, 398).1

Nearby is the church of St Olave, which formed part of the foundation 
endowment of the priory. Established a decade or so before the 

1 For the history and buildings of the priory, see Oliver, Monasticon, 113–28; K. M. 
Clarke, ‘Records of St Nicholas’ priory, Exeter’, Report and Transactions of the 
Devonshire Association 44 (1912), 192–205; H. L. Parry & H. Brakspear, St Nicholas 
Priory (Exeter, 1917); R. Graham, ‘The Benedictine priory of St Nicholas at Exeter’, 
JBAA NS 33 (1928), 58–69; L. Tonar, ‘The buildings of the priory of St Nicholas, 
Exeter’, JBAA NS 33 (1928), 70–71; J. P. Allan, St Nicholas Priory (Exeter, 2009); N. 
Orme, Churches of Medieval Exeter (Exeter, 2014), 145–9; N. Orme, ‘St Nicholas 
priory, Exeter’, Devon Archaeological Society Proceedings 73 (2015), 315–35. 
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Conquest, St Olave’s was rebuilt at the end of the fourteenth century, 
leaving only slight traces of its original stonework (Pevsner, 394).2

William I turned his attention to the south-west in the spring of 
1068. His expedition was reported in the D-text of the Anglo-Saxon 
chronicle under 1067, rather than the correct year: 

And then he went to Devon and besieged the city of Exeter for eighteen days, 
and there a large part of his army perished. But he made fair promises to them, 
and fulfilled them badly; and they gave up the city to him because the thegns 
had betrayed them.  

Harold’s mother Gytha escaped, staying for a time on the island of Flat 
Holme in the Severn estuary before leaving for Saint-Omer. Orderic (ed. 
Chibnall, ii. 210–15) gave a detailed account of William’s taking control 
of the city, noting that he forgave the citizens after their surrender, and 
that he ‘chose a spot within the walls there where a castle was to be built, 
and left there Baldwin of Meules, son of Count Gilbert, and other leading 
knights to complete the building of the castle and remain as a garrison’.3

Although 1068 would seem the most likely date for a 
reorganisation of property-holding in Exeter, there is no evidence that 
the gift of St Olave’s church to Battle abbey was made at that time. The 
foundation and early development of Battle abbey cannot be seen clearly 
through a mist of myth and forgery, but it seems that the first abbot 
(disregarding the short-lived abbacy of Robert Blanchard, c. 1067) 
arrived from Marmoutier only in 1076. The consecration of the abbey 
church did not take place until the reign of William II. It is unlikely that 
Battle would have had the resources to develop a strategic holding in the 
south-west as early as 1068.  

Domesday reveals the extent of Battle abbey’s holdings in Devon 
in 1086. The abbey held the church of Cullompton, with one hide of 
land, worth altogether 30s. In Exeter it had St Olave’s church and seven 
houses, which paid 4s 8d in customary dues, and one house which did 
not pay customary dues. (DB, i. 104a–b; §§ 9. 1–2). In the entry for the 
king’s manor of Exminster it was recorded that ‘Eccha the reeve leased 
one furlong of land to a priest before 1066; now the monks of Battle hold 
it’. It was worth 2s (DB, i. 100b; § 1. 4). The abbot of Battle held 

2 For St Olave’s, see B. F. Cresswell, Exeter Churches (1908), 128–33, and Orme, 
Churches of Medieval Exeter, 150–53. 
3 For William’s campaign in the south-west, see Freeman, Norman Conquest, iv. 138–
63 and Williams, The English and the Norman Conquest, 19–23. 



21 MAY 2018 H1 EXETER ST NICHOLAS 3

Sherford, which paid tax for half a hide and was worth £3. Before 1066 it 
had been a member of the manor of Chillington, one of seven manors 
which then belonged to Countess Gytha, widow of Earl Godwin and 
mother of Earl Harold, but were now in the king’s demesne (DB, i. 100d; 
§ 1. 34). The manor of Pinhoe was held by the king, but Battle abbey had 
its church, worth 5s (DB, i. 101b; § 1. 52). 

It seems that the tenancies in Sherford and Exminster had come 
to Battle abbey with the church of St Olave. By a deed made in 1057 × 
1065 Countess Gytha gave her land of Sherford, which was part of her 
dower, to the church of St Olave (S 1236). A charter in the name of King 
Edward, dated 1063 and of more dubious authenticity, gave the same 
church half a virgate and half a furlong of land in Kenbury and Lan’.4

Kenbury is in Exminster, and so the land was probably the furlong held 
by Eccha the reeve before 1066. Lan’ has not been identified. The 
phrasing suggests it was in or close to Kenbury.5

A fabricated writ-charter in the name of William I purports to 
give to the monks of Battle the church of St Olave in Exeter, with the 
land of Sherford and Kenbury (W1/14. ii). A simpler writ-charter, 
addressed to ‘B(aldewino) uic(ecomiti) et aliis iusticiar(iis) suis de 
Deuenesira’, witnessed by Archbishop Thomas, confirms the church of 
St Olave with the land of Sherford only (W1/14. i). This act is more 
plausible, but the phrase ‘sicut dominicam meam elemosinam’, found in 
authentic acts of Henry II (H2/269, 2541, 2742) and the address to the 
sheriff and other justices are indicative of forgery.6 Another forged 
charter for Battle in the name of William I includes the churches of 
Reading (Berks), Cullompton, and St Olave (W1/22). William I’s gifts in 
Devon to Battle were remembered in the thirteenth century: in 1212 it 
was stated that the monks of Battle held ‘terra de Bogeleg’ cum 
pertinentiis cum ecclesia sancti Olaui in Exonia in pura elemosina et 
similiter ecclesiam de Culumt’ cum pertinenciis de dono regis Willelmi 
primi’, and in 1251–2 an inquisition found that the priory held 

4 S 1037. The copyist could not read the placename beginning ‘Lan’ and left a space for 
its completion. 
5 In June 1542 the manor of Kenbury, with its appurtenances in Kenbury and 
Exminster, with other property in Exminster, formerly belonging to St Nicholas’s 
priory, was sold by the Crown (LP Hen. VIII, xvii. 261 (no. 443. 39. 41). 
6 Bates notes the presence of a place-date, unusual in acts of William I, but does not 
consider the possibility that the act might belong to William II. It is clear from 
Domesday Book that Battle abbey was in possession of St Olave’s during the reign of 
William I, but the act uses the verb concessisse rather than dedisse, so it is perhaps a 
confirmation of an earlier gift. 
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Cullompton church and the vill of Upton ‘de ueteri conquesto Willelmi 
bastardi’ (Fees, 96, 1263).7

The chronicle of Battle abbey, compiled about a century after the 
priory’s foundation, tells us what was then remembered of its early 
years: 

Also . . . the king [sc. William I] gave to this church [sc. Battle abbey] a certain 
church of his demesne in the town of Cullompton in Devon, with five prebends 
pertaining to it. A chapel of St Olave, king and martyr, lay in Exeter, an 
excellent town of the same shire, of ancient and great renown on account of the 
frequent occurrence there of miracles. The king, rightly to be proclaimed both 
bountiful and devout, gave this also to his church to be held as free, with a 
certain land, Sherford and Kenbury, and other lands and tithes pertaining to it. 
Brother Gunter, an enterprising man, was first sent by the convent of Battle to 
take possession of all this. He spent a short time there and, since he had carried 
out the responsibility so capably, he was recalled and for his industry in the 
Lord’s work was appointed abbot of Thorney. Afterwards another monk of 
noble mind and effective in action, named Cono, was given the responsibility of 
the churches, and with him was sent as his helper, another brother, Robert. He 
put his mind straightaway to enlarging and building up the place committed to 
him, looking effectively towards the future as should a trusted son of the 
church. He turned to lasting use the moneys from rents, gifts, and even from the 
sermons that accompanied the travels of the relics for which the place is noted, 
and that accumulated from other available sources, by acquiring lands and 
churches and tithes around the city of Exeter for his church. And by the grace 
of God the Thunderer he also obtained to the highest degree the favour of the 
men of the district. Since he already had possession of several houses and lands 
within the city through purchase or the generosity of the devout, this prudent 
man finally determined that because St Olave was a humble church, he would 
build near it a monastery suitable for housing monks, in honour of St Nicholas 
the Confessor of Christ. Poverty could not narrow a soul so greatly enlarged by 
hope in God, and the work, wonderfully begun with the licence and authority of 
the king, who was still alive, went ahead daily as quickly as possible. When it 
was gradually nearing completion, and already the site was fairly habitable, 
some brothers were sent for from Battle, and divine office began to be 
celebrated there according to the rule. For the support of these brethren the 
abbot and convent of the church of St Martin of Battle made over to the church 
of St Nicholas, along with everything pertaining to the church of St Olave, the 
church of Cullompton where the monks had earlier lived, with five prebendal 
lands, namely Upton, Colebrook, Hinelande, Weaver, Esse and everything else 

7 Bogeleg is apparently Bowley in Cadbury parish (PN Devon, 559); the identification 
is discussed at Devon and Cornwall Notes and Queries 11 (1921), 307–8; ibid. 12 
(1923), 17–18, 69–70, 118–19, 162. It was not among the gifts made by William I. 
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pertaining to it. However, this was done on the condition that as a recognition 
of its subject status a defined portion of rent, namely sixty shillings, would be 
paid to the church of St Martin of Battle (The Chronicle of Battle Abbey, ed. E. 
Searle (Oxford, 1980), 80–84). 

According to the late-twelfth- and early-fourteenth-century lists, Gunter 
was appointed abbot of Thorney in 1085 (Heads, i. 73–4), so it is likely 
that Cono and Robert were active in Cullompton and Exeter at the time 
of the Domesday Survey. The chronicle makes clear that work on the 
priory had started before the death of William I on 9 September 1087 but 
does not give the impression that much had been achieved by that date. 
The forged confirmation of liberties and exemptions in the name of 
William II suggests that a community of monks was not established until 
his reign, though three of the acts printed below purport to confirm 
liberties held in the time of William I. William II’s act notifies the sheriff 
and others that ‘by my grant . . . the church of the Blessed Olave king 
and martyr is built by the monks of Battle in honour of the Blessed 
Nicholas’. The lost act of Pope Urban mentioned below, which orders 
the bishop to allow the monks a burial ground and is datable 1088 × 
1099, is the earliest evidence for a functioning monastery. 

Of the six acts in the name of Henry I printed here, only 000, 
Regesta 662, has the appearance of authenticity. Datable to 1100 × 1101 
or c. 1105 × 1106, it gives ‘the land of Harold, of Exeter, that which they 
(the monks) held at farm for 25 shillings per year within the borough and 
without, the land namely of Relisdona’, so that the monks would no 
longer have to pay the rent. Apart from a single example from the 1520s 
the name Relisdona does not reappear, but the priory’s lands in and 
around Exeter were sometimes referred to as ‘Harold’s fee’. This 
suggests that the Harold concerned was Harold Godwinson, earl of 
Wessex and later king of England. Harold’s lands in Exeter would have 
made a suitable gift to Battle abbey, founded on the site of his defeat at 
Hastings. Harold’s mother’s gift to St Olave’s may be another indication 
that the earls of Wessex held that part of the city. Another clue is 
provided by the name of the lane that ran past the priory. Now called 
Friernhay Street, from the Franciscan friars that arrived there before 
1240, the area was known in the late twelfth century as ‘Earlsburgh’ (PN 
Devon, 22).8 Here we see striking parallels with York. There, the earl’s 

8 The occurrences cited by PN Devon are ‘the land of Irlesberi’ in 1175 × 1200 (in a 
deed of Odo, abbot of Battle, noted HMC Exeter, 270, citing Corporation archives D. 
738, now ECA/ED/SN/5) and ‘apud Jorlesbyri’ (from an undated charter, perhaps also 



21 MAY 2018 H1 EXETER ST NICHOLAS 6

burgh of Galmanho lay just outside the north gate of the city at Bootham. 
Earl Siward was buried in Galmanho in 1055 in the church he had built 
and dedicated to St Olave (ASChr D). Later William I gave St Olave’s 
church in York to Count Alan (W1/8), probably with the intention that it 
would form part of the foundation endowment of St Mary’s abbey, built 
on the site of the earl’s burgh during the reign of William II.9

Relations between the new priory and Osbern, bishop of Exeter 
from 1072 until 1103, appear to have been somewhat strained. The 
bishop had refused the monks burial within the precincts of their priory. 
Pope Urban II (1088–1099) ordered him to allow the monks a burial 
ground, with no result, causing Urban’s successor Pope Paschal II to 
write to Osbern in April 1102, reminding him of Urban’s command and 
ordering him to consecrate a cemetery (Epp. Anselmi 226; JL 5911). The 
matter rumbled on under Bishop Osbern’s successors William Warelwast 
(1107–1137) and Robert Warelwast (1138–1155). In 1145 × 1153 Pope 
Eugenius III wrote to the bishop expressing his astonishment that the 
orders of his predecessors Urban, Paschal, Calixtus II (1119–1124) and 
Innocent II (1130–1143) had not been carried out, and ordering him to 
consecrate a cemetery for the brethren within three months of the receipt 
of his mandate, threatening to suspend divine office in the cathedral if he 
did not comply (Holtzmann, i. 297–8, no. 54).  

There was also a dispute about the priory’s bells. Archbishop 
Anselm wrote to Osbern in 1096 × 110210 asking him to defend the 
monks of Battle living in his city against their adversaries. Osbern’s 
clerks had ‘done certain things to them which ought not to have been 
done’, and Osbern himself had forbidden the monks to ring their bells 
‘according to their custom’. Anselm asked him to let the monks ring 
their bells, and to ask for help towards building their church ‘in any 
gathering’ (Anselm, Ep. 172). Bishop Osbern’s response was made in 
chapter in the presence of Abbot Henry of Battle and his monks. His act 
allowed the monks to sound their hours by day and night, except at 
Christmas, Easter, and the feast of Apostles Peter and Paul. For this grant 
the monks were to join in the processions on Palm Sunday and 

of the late 12th cent., printed F. C. Hingeston-Randolph, Episcopal Registers, Diocese 
of Exeter 10 vols. (1886–1915), ii. 369). 
9 See VCH York, 397–8; D. W. Rollason, Sources for York History to AD 1000 (York, 
1998), 175; and S. Rees Jones, York: The Making of a City 1068–1350 (Oxford, 2013), 
50–52, for Galmanho and the earl’s estates in York. The foundation of St Mary’s is 
discussed in Sharpe, St Mary’s Abbey (Surtees Soc., forthcoming). 
10 During the time of Henry, abbot of Battle, who is mentioned in Osbern’s response. 
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Ascension Day (F. Barlow, EEA 11 Exeter 1046–1184, 6–7, no. 8; 
Pelteret 101). The bishop’s insistence on these conditions, making clear 
his authority, suggests authenticity. The act was certainly accepted as 
authentic by the chapter in the second quarter of the twelfth century, 
when an Old English translation was copied into the book of Exeter 
among the records of manumission it was customary to enter there.  

Osbern’s other acts for St Nicholas are suspicious at best. Of the 
six surviving acts in his name, all except his profession of obedience to 
Archbishop Lanfranc are for the priory. His confirmation to Battle abbey 
and its monks in Exeter of William I’s gift of the churches of St Olave 
and Cullompton, containing regulations for the replacement of priests 
and permission for those in the parish of St Peter to give tithes (EEA 11, 
3–4, no. 4), was flagged as suspicious by M. Brett, The English Church 
under Henry I (Oxford, 1975), 94 n. 2, 213 n. 3, particularly because of 
its reference to deans. Barlow noted that it was ‘based on the same 
formulary’ as a confirmation for Battle by Ralph Luffa, bishop of 
Chichester (H. Mayr-Harting, Acta of the Bishops of Chichester, 
Canterbury and York Soc. 56 (1962), no. 5), of apparent date 1107 × 
1123. Osbern’s confirmation to the priory of Osbert of [Clay]hidon’s gift 
of the church of [Clay]hidon (EEA 11, 5, no. 6) uses a mixture of first 
person singular and plural. J. Barrow, ‘What happened to ecclesiastical 
charters in England 1066–c.1100?’, Myth, Rulership, Church and 
Charters, 229–48, at p. 242 (no. 14), pointed out that its concluding 
corroborative clause, ‘et ut concessio ista rata et inconcussa permaneat, 
consentiente eodem capitulo nostro, eam presenti scripto et sigillo nostro 
confirmaui’, indicates a date much later in the twelfth century than the 
apparent date. The bishop’s confirmation of North Tawton church was 
probably fabricated alongside the forgery in Henry I’s name (EEA 11, 5, 
no. 6, discussed below under 000, Regesta 779). Another act confirms 
the gift of Roald Dubbed (a Domesday tenant-in-chief) of the land and 
church of Poughill, made on the day Roald became a monk (EEA 11, 6, 
no. 7). This survives as an original, accepted as authentic by Barlow, but 
recently labelled a forgery on the basis of its late-twelfth-century script 
(Brett, Facsimiles, no. lxxxviA).11

According to the annals of Winchester there were significant fires 
at Exeter in 1111 and 1161 (Annales Monastici, ii. 44, 56). It seems the 
priory was severely damaged in both of them, for the Battle chronicle 
reports that during the time of Abbot Walter de Lucy (1139–1171) St 

11 For another forged episcopal act, this one in the name of Archbishop Thomas of 
Canterbury, of apparent date 1170, see EEA 2 Canterbury 1162–1190, 8–9, no. 14. 
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Nicholas ‘had not yet been built up from its first foundations when it was 
reduced to desolation a second time by a fire that swept throught the 
town’. Happily, the Lord came to the aid of the priory, providing 
miracles which were ‘reported abroad, and everywhere the name of St 
Nicholas was repeated. The place began to be visited by the faithful of 
both sexes, of various ages, orders, and ranks, bringing such gifts that out 
of the abundance of offerings not only could the destroyed church be 
rebuilt, but buildings as handsome as the place afforded could be built 
for the brothers’ residences’ (Chr. Battle, 258). 

The corporation is said to have acquired the stone from the priory 
buildings after the Dissolution, but it was not able to purchase the site (J. 
H. Wylie, HMC Exeter (1916), 269). In June 1540 the Crown agreed the 
sale to Sir Thomas Denys of ‘the house and site of the late priory of St 
Nicholas, Exeter; the church, steeple, &c., thereof; a meadow in the 
parish of Seynt Davidis Downe, Devon; two water-mills, called St 
Nicholas mills, near the north gate of the city of Exeter’, and other 
property (LP Hen. VIII, xv. 410, no. 831. 71; Monasticon, iii. 376a n. f). 
The following month Denys had licence to alienate the property (LP 
Hen. VIII, xv. 465, no. 942. 3). In April 1545 the Crown sold to John 
Haydon and Thomas Gibbes ‘all messuages, &c., within the fee of St 
Nicholas in Exeter’ and ‘the annual fair called Lambas fair held in a 
place called Saynt Davyes Downe and Curlediche beside the city of 
Exeter . . . which belonged to the priory of St Nicholas there’ (LP Hen. 
VIII, xx/1. 298, no. 620. 4). Wylie, HMC Exeter, 269, citing D. 1464 and 
Misc. Rolls, 38, says that the site of the priory was sold to the 
corporation in May 1549; and citing D. 1498 and Book 52, fol. 171b (i.e. 
W. J. Harte and others, The Description of the Citie of Excester by John 
Vowell alias Hooker, Devon and Cornwall Record Society 11, ii. 412–
13), that the property purchased by Haydon and Gibbes was acquired by 
the corporation in 1555. It was presumably through these acquisitions 
that the corporation came into possession of many deeds and rolls from 
the priory. Hooker’s list of city muniments, dated January 1600[/1601], 
notes ‘in the v box the evidences of St Nicholas’ (HMC Exeter, p. xiii). 
Wylie counted 74 deeds from the priory, then referenced as D. 148–221 
(HMC Exeter, 268–71), now Exeter City Archives, Early Deeds, 
ECA/ED/SN/1–75. Details of some of these were given by Clarke, 
‘Records’, 194–6 and several were printed by Oliver, Monasticon, 116–
28. They include the forged original in the name of Bishop Osbern 
(ECA/ED/SN/1). A seventeenth-century volume of 32 folios containing 
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a ‘collection of charters relative to St Nicholas’ priory’, then in a deed 
box in ‘his lordship’s registry in Palace-gate’, was noticed in R. L. Poole, 
‘The records of the bishop of Exeter’, HMC, Various Collections, iv 
(1907), 13–33, at p. 16, no. 4. This is now Devon RO, MS Chanter 737 
(not examined). 

The cartulary of the priory survives as BL MS Cotton Vitellius D. 
ix. This is a thirteenth- and fourteenth-century manuscript, with some 
later additions, comprising 173 folios. Sir Robert Cotton loaned the 
volume to Scipio Le Squyer, who had it when Cotton died in 1631. In Le 
Squyer’s unfinished list of manuscripts of 1632 it is described as ‘Liger 
of St Nicholas in Exon. Sir Ro. Cotton per exchange’. The volume 
passed through the hands of William Le Neve, Austin Cooper, and Sir 
Thomas Phillipps and only rejoined the Cotton library in 1854 when it 
was acquired by the British Museum (Tite, Early Records, 166). The 
contents of the cartulary were listed by Phillipps in Collectanea 
Topographica 1 (1834), 60–65, 184–9, 250–54, 374–88. It contains a 
significant number of documents of twelfth-century date, of which a 
substantial proportion remains inedited. 

The cartulary copies all the known Anglo-Norman royal acts for 
St Nicholas, including one act of William II (W2/000, Regesta 401), six 
acts of Henry I, an authentic act of Stephen (Ste/286, discussed in the 
note to 000, Regesta 1523 below), and one act of Henry II (H2/886, 
discussed below under 000, Regesta 662 expanded version), which 
grants to the priory all the customs given to Battle by William I and 
granted and confirmed to St Nicholas by Henry I. In addition the 
cartulary includes the two versions of the act of William I giving St 
Olave’s church to Battle abbey (W1/14. i (fol. 98v), W1/14. ii (fol. 27r)), 
his general confirmation for Battle which includes St Olave’s church 
(W1/22 (fol. 24r–v)), and two general confirmations for Battle that do 
not mention St Olave’s but grant various liberties useful to the priory 
(W1/20. ii (fol. 28v), W1/23. ii (fol. 25r–v)). The cartulary also preserves 
the text of an inspeximus for Battle dated 4 October 1312, which 
includes six acts of William II and two of Henry I (fols. 82–90v; CalCh, 
iii. 195–7, no. 56). The Battle acts were used in defending the rights of St 
Nicholas. In quo warranto proceedings of 1280, the prior produced 
Henry II’s act for the priory, and was given a day to present the charters 
of Kings William and Henry for Battle (PQW, 180b). 

Several Anglo-Norman royal acts for St Nicholas were enrolled 
in an inspeximus of 1337 (CalCh, iv. 422, no. 29), not copied in the 
cartulary. This includes the two versions of William I’s act giving St 
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Olave’s church with the land of Sherford to Battle (W1/14. i, ii), William 
II’s act for St Nicholas (W2/000, Regesta 401), four acts of Henry I (000, 
000, 000, 000, Regesta 1269, Regesta 662, Regesta 662 expanded 
version, Regesta 1197), one act of Henry II (H2/886), and an act of King 
John (RChart, 141b). This inspeximus was itself enrolled in 1414 and 
again in 1440. 

An engrossment of the inspeximus, dated 20 June, 20 Henry VII 
or VIII, which presumably came from the priory archives, was available 
in Exeter at the end of the seventeenth century, and was copied by the 
antiquary John Hooker (c. 1527–1601) in his book ‘Description of the 
Citie of Excester’. 

Of the six acts printed below only one, 000, Regesta 662, 
discussed above, is here accepted as authentic. As has been noted, this is 
of significant interest for the history of the priory, but because of the 
prevalence of forgery at St Nicholas and its mother house doubts remain. 
The five forgeries were produced to defend property rights, to claim 
liberties, and to avoid exactions. 000, Regesta 779, giving the churches 
of North and South Tawton, was probably fabricated in the 1170s during 
a dispute about North Tawton church. 000, Regesta 1523, concerning the 
lands of Algar Paiard, was most likely produced in response to a writ of 
King Stephen. The writ commanding that the priory’s lands in Devon 
should be quit of earthly service, 000, Regesta 1197, has wording found 
in Battle forgeries, and was probably produced in the reign of Stephen or 
early in the reign of Henry II. 000, Regesta 1269 was fabricated with the 
same intention of avoiding all manner of exactions. The most obvious 
forgery is the inflation of the probably authentic act 000, Regesta 662, 
which includes three witnesses taken from a charter of Henry II. Two 
additional properties have been inserted, and a string of liberties and 
exemptions added. 

000  (Authentic ?) writ-charter giving Harold’s land in 
Exeter, namely Relisdona, which the priory used to hold 
at farm for 25s annually. Probably August 1100 × 
Easter 1101, but perhaps c. 1105 × 1106 

CHANCERY ENROLMENTS: Charter Roll 11 Edward III, C53/124, mem. 13, no. 29, 
inspeximus dated 22 May 1337 (CalCh, iv. 422, no. 29. 5) [B]; subsequent enrolments 
as 000, Regesta 1269. 
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CARTULARY COPIES: BL MS Cotton Vitellius D. ix, fol. 28r (old. fol. 25r) (s. xiii) 
(‘carta H(enrici) regis Angl(orum) de donatione terre quam Herold’ tenuit’) [C]; BL 
MS Cotton Vitellius D. ix, fol. 66v (old fol. 63v) (s. xiii) (‘carta donationis regis 
H(enrici) de terra quam Heraldus de Exon’ tenuit’) [D]. 
LOCAL COPY: Devon RO, Exeter City Archives, Misc. Roll 55 (s. xvmed) [from 
inspeximus of 18 Henry VI]. 
ANTIQUARY TRANSCRIPTS: Devon RO, Exeter City Archives, Misc. Roll 51 (copy dated 
1596) [from inspeximus dated 20 June 20 Henry VII or VIII, annotated in error 1442, 
as if Henry VI (not found in CalPat Hen. VII, LP Hen. VIII)]; Devon RO, Exeter City 
Archives, Book 52, ‘Description of the Citie of Excester’, by John Hooker (c. 1527–
1601), fol. 138a/94a [from inspeximus dated 20 June 20 Henry VII or VIII, probably 
via Misc. Roll 51]. 
PRINTED: Dugdale, i. 352 [from enrolments of 11 Edward III and 18 Henry VI], repr. 
Monasticon, iii. 377–8 (no. iii); Phillipps, ‘List of charters’, 61, 188 (nos. 11, 148), 
noted only [from C, D]; Oliver, Monasticon, 117b (no. ii) [from Misc. Roll 51]; W. J. 
Harte and others, The Description of the Citie of Excester by John Vowell alias Hooker, 
Devon and Cornwall Record Society 11, 3 pts (1919–47), 314–16 (with English 
translation) [from Book 52]. 
CALENDAR: Farrer 88; Regesta 662 (which calendars this act and the ‘expanded 
version’). 

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) episcopo Exon’ et Ricardo de 
Retuers et G(aufrido) de Magn(auilla) et omnibus baronibus 
aet fidelibusa suis francis et anglis de Deuenescira salutem. 
Sciatis me dedisse et concessisse ecclesie sancti Nicholai de 
Exon’ et monachis eiusdem ecclesie terram Heraldi de Exon’, 
illam quam ad firmam tenebant pro uiginti et quinque solidis 
per annum infra burgum et extra, terram scilicet de Relisdona 
et quod ei pertinet solutam et quietam ab omnibus rebus pro 
anima mea et bpatris etb matris et fratris mei et antecessorum 
meorum. Et prohibeo ne eis aliquis inde iniuriam faciat set 
cum honore et in pace teneant. T(estibus) Roberto episcopo 
Linc(olniensi) et W. canc(ellario) et W(illelmo) de Warelwast 
et Gisleberto de Aquila. Apud London(iam). 

a–a om. D b–b patris et C ] patris B ] patris mei et D 

Henry king of the English to the bishop of Exeter and Richard de Redvers and Geoffrey 
de Mandeville and all his barons and sworn men French and English of Devonshire 
greeting. Know that I have given and granted to the church of St Nicholas of Exeter and 
the monks of the same church the land of Harold, of Exeter, that which they held at 
farm for 25 shillings per year within the borough and without, the land namely of 
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Relisdona and what belongs to it absolved and quit of all things for my soul and my 
father’s and mother’s and my brother’s and my predecessors’. And I forbid that anyone 
shall do them injury concerning it but they shall hold with honour and in peace. 
Witness Robert bishop of Lincoln and W. the chancellor and William de Warelwast and 
Gilbert de l’Aigle. At London.  

DATE: The position of William de Warelwast in the witness list shows that he was not 
yet bishop of Exeter, so before his consecration on 11 August 1107. Richard de Redvers 
died on 8 September 1107. The chancellor was either William Giffard, elected to the 
bishopric of Winchester at Easter 1101, or Waldric, chancellor from Michaelmas 1102 
until the end of 1106. ‘W.’ is more likely to indicate William. If we allow the address to 
the bishop to imply there was a bishop at the time, then before the death of Osbern in 
1103, or after the nomination of Warelwast at an uncertain date some time before his 
consecration on 11 August 1107. The absence of the bishop’s initial introduces some 
uncertainty in the matter. 
ADDRESS: The shire court of Devon. The absence of name or initial for the bishop is 
unusual so early in the reign, but the independent witness of B and CD argues against 
accidental omission. Richard de Redvers was one of Henry’s most loyal supporters in 
Normandy in the 1090s (Hollister, Henry I, 52–4) and early in the reign had been given 
a substantial fief in Devon, the Isle of Wight, and elsewhere. Geoffrey de Mandeville 
was a member of the family that held the fief later known as the barony of Marshwood 
(Sanders, English Baronies, 64a). According to the returns of 1212, he was given the 
manor of Wonford (in Heavitree, near Exeter) by Henry I (Fees, 96). Richard de 
Redvers and Geoffrey de Mandeville were addressed in a writ for Tavistock concerning 
a Devon manor held by Roger de Nonant (000, Regesta 633). Geoffrey de Mandeville 
and the sergeants of the castle of Exeter were addressed in a writ for Tavistock 
concerning castle-ward (000, Regesta 649). A writ-charter for Tavistock was addressed 
to ‘Geoffrey de Mandeville and all barons French and English of Devonshire and 
Cornwall’ (000, Regesta 773). On the basis of these acts Geoffrey de Mandeville 
appears in the list of Devon sheriffs. 
WITNESS: Bishop Robert of Lincoln, W. the chancellor (intended for either William 
Giffard or Waldric), William de Warelwast, Gilbert de l’Aigle.  
PLACE: London. 
CONTEXT: The king is confirming to the monks the land ‘of Harold of Exeter . . . within 
the borough and without’, and releasing them from the 25s rent they were accustomed 
to pay. Land belonging to St Nicholas in and around the city of Exeter was often 
referred to as ‘Harold’s fee’. In 1447 the mayor of Exeter John Shillingford, who was in 
London to defend the city’s rights against the bishop, wrote to his colleagues in Exeter 
describing his conversation with the justice involved in the case. ‘He said let the 
bishop’s fee be as St Nicholas fee is. I said, if it pleased him, no, it might not be so, for 
St Nicholas fee, I called Harold’s fee, is granted of old kings and confirmations &c.’ (S. 
A. Moore, Letters and papers of John Shillingford, mayor of Exeter, 1447–50, Camden 
Soc. NS 2 (1872), 10). Hooker, in his account of the city’s Lammas fair written at the 
end of the sixteenth century, describes how the ‘officers, bailiffs and stewards of the 
said prior [of St Nicholas], with all his tenants of his fee or manor of Harold now St 
Nicholas fee’ met at Exe Island (Hooker, Citie of Excester, 853).  

The identity of Harold has been disputed. Oliver, Monasticon, 113b, was 
imprecise on the matter, saying that Henry I gave ‘the Relisdon estate . . . once the 
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property of Harold’. O. J. Reichel, relying on Oliver’s faulty transcript that has ‘terram 
Heraldi de Exonia quam ad firmam tenebat’, rather than ‘ad firmam tenebant’, assumed 
that Harold must have given his fee to the priory during the reign of Henry I. He was ‘a 
citizen of Exeter, and what he gave he held under the Crown at a rent of 25s a year . . . 
he was an entirely different person from Harold, son of Earl Godwin’ (Devon Notes and 
Queries 3 (1905), 186). E. Lega-Weekes rejected Reichel’s views, and stated that 
Harold ‘was probably Earl Godwin’s son Harold’ (Devon and Cornwall Notes and 
Queries 12 (1923), 43–4, 256). A number of factors suggest Lega-Weekes was right. 
The medieval description of St Nicholas’s lands in Exeter as ‘Harold’s fee’ makes it 
likely that ‘Exonia’ in the phrase ‘terra Heraldi de Exon(ia)’ describes the land rather 
than the man. If so, it is hard to imagine that Harold can be anyone other than Harold 
Godwinson. 

There has also been debate as to what comprised Harold’s land or Relisdona. 
Oliver, Monasticon, 113b, assumed that Rollestone or Ruxton, about two miles north of 
the city, was intended. Rollestone, however, appears as Rokesdon in 14th-century 
documents, derived either from ‘rook’s down’ or ‘down of a man called Hroc’ (PN 
Devon, 440), and does not appear among the possessions of the priory (Devon and 
Cornwall Notes and Queries 12 (1923), 45–7). Lega-Weekes found in the accounts of 
the bailiff of St Nicholas of the 1520s, under the heading ‘Haroldesse otherwise called 
St Nicholas’ fee, Exeter’, a receipt for a rent for lands and tenements on monte sancti 
Dauid’, alias Redlisdown, outside the north gate of the city (ibid. 12 (1923), 47). 
AUTHENTICITY: Unlike the other acts of Henry I for the priory, there is nothing to show 
that this document is a forgery. The absence of the bishop’s initial and the use of 
‘dedisse et concessisse’ are unusual features, but would not normally arouse suspicion. 
Forgery is prevalent in the 12th-century documents belonging to the monks of St 
Nicholas and to their mother house of Battle, and all their muniments of that period 
should be regarded with some scepticism. This one, though, has none of the extravagant 
claims that often occur in the false acts. Another factor in its favour is that there is no  
mention of the ‘terra Heraldi de Exon(ia)’ in any of the forgeries for Battle: had it been 
in dispute a wider range of false documents might be expected. 

000† Purported writ-charter giving the churches of South 
Tawton and North Tawton 

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Vitellius D. ix, fol. 28r (old fol. 25r) (s. xiii) 
(‘c[[onfirmatio]] H(enrici) regis Angl(ie) [[* * *]] Suthtauton’ [B]. 
PRINTED: Phillipps, ‘List of charters’, 61 (no. 10), noted only [from B]; Regesta, ii. 
314–15 (no. xl) [from B]. 
CALENDAR: Farrer 171; Regesta 779. 

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) W(illelmo) episcopo Exon(iensi) 
et omnibus baronibus et fidelibus suis francis et anglis de 
Deuenesir’ salutem. Sciatis quod ego pro salute mea et 
meorum et anima patris mei regis Willelmi et omnium 
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antecessorum meorum do et concedo et regali auctoritate 
confirmo ecclesiam de Suthtauton’ cum omnibus pertinenciis 
in puram et perpetuam elemosinam \ecclesie/ sancti Nichol(ai) 
Exon(ie) et monachis ibidem deo seruientibus. Et hoc uobis 
mando et precipio quod ipsi monachi eiusdem ecclesie sancti 
Nichol(ai) ipsam ecclesiam de Suthtauton’ in perpetuum libere 
et quiete semper teneant in sustentationem sui et absque 
calumpnia possideant tam plenarie et tam integre et tam 
honorifice sicut unquam melius et plenarius meum dominium 
tenui. Similiter et donum Roberti Foliot quod eidem ecclesie 
sancti Nichol(ai) Exon(ie) fecit, scilicet ecclesiam de 
Nortauton’ concedo et regali auctoritate confirmo ut eam 
perpetualiter idem <monachi> sancti Nichol(ai) Exon’ libere 
et solute ipsius Rob(erti) Filiot donatione et carte mee 
confirmatione absque calumpnia et uiolencia cum omnibus 
eidem pertinentibus possideant. T(estibus) Rog(ero) episcopo 
Sar’, Rob(erto) episcopo Linc’ et W. canc(ellario), Gilb(erto) 
de Aquila. Apud Wint(oniam). 

Henry king of the English to William bishop of Exeter and all his barons and sworn 
men French and English of Devonshire greeting. Know that I for my salvation and of 
mine and for the soul of my father King William and of all my predecessors give and 
grant and by royal authority confirm the church of South Tawton with all belongings in 
pure and perpetual alms to the church of St Nicholas of Exeter and the monks there 
serving God. And this I order and command you, that those monks of the same church 
of St Nicholas shall hold that church of South Tawton forever always freely and quietly 
for their sustenance and they shall possess without claim as fully and as completely and 
as honourably as ever I well and fully held my demesne. Similarly the gift of Robert 
Foliot that he made to the same church of St Nicholas of Exeter, namely the church of 
North Tawton, I grant and confirm by royal authority that the same <monks> of St 
Nicholas of Exeter shall possess it perpetually free and absolved from all injury and 
violence with all that pertains to the same by gift of the same Robert Foliot and by the 
confirmation of my charter. Witnesses Roger bishop of Salisbury, Robert bishop of 
Lincoln and W. the chancellor, Gilbert de l’Aigle. At Winchester.

DATE: The apparent date is c. 1106. William (usually written W.) had ceased to be 
chancellor in 1101, Waldric (usually written Wald’) left office after becoming bishop of 
Laon at the end of 1106. The date of nomination of William Warelwast as bishop of 
Exeter is unknown. If this act were authentic, it would prove he had been nominated 
before 1107, but there is no other evidence. William was consecrated on 11 August 
1107, by which date the chancellor was Ranulf. 
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ADDRESS: Shire court of Devon. 
WITNESS: Bishop Roger of Salisbury, Bishop Robert of Lincoln, W. the chancellor, 
Gilbert de l’Aigle. 
PLACE: Winchester. 
CONTEXT: North Tawton is some 5 miles north of South Tawton, which itself is about 
20 miles west of Exeter. Both places were demesne of the king in 1086; South Tawton 
had belonged to Countess Gytha, mother of Earl Harold, in 1066; North Tawton had 
belonged to King Edward. Domesday does not mention the churches (DB, i. 100b, 
100d; Devon §§ 1. 3, 29) and there is nothing in the surviving fabric to prove they were 
in existence during the reign of Henry I (Pevsner, Devon (21989), 604, 752–3). 

Robert Foliot’s deed giving North Tawton church to the priory was copied into 
the cartulary (MS Cotton Vitellius D. ix, fol. 37r–v). Its detailed clauses concerning the 
priest Brichmer and the long list of witnesses are strong indicators of authenticity: 
Notum sit omnibus fidelibus quod ego Rob(ertus) Foliot consensu et uoluntate filiorum 
meorum et omnium amicorum meorum dedi ecclesiam de Nordtaut’ que est manerium 
meum ecclesie sancti Nichol(ai) que sita est in urbe Exon’ et mona<chis> ibidem deo 
seruientibus in perpetuum habendam et possidendam pro salute anime mee et 
antecessorum et successorum meorum pro filio meo Willelmo quem fecerunt 
monacum, ita tamen quod Brichmerus presbiter qui in eadem ecclesia ad pasch’ cantat, 
in eadem quamdiu uixerit cantabit singulis annis, < * * * > ecclesie sancti Nichol(ai) 
cui eandem ecclesiam dedi uiginti sol(idos) redditus. Post obitum uero suum in dominio 
sancti Nichol(ai) et monachorum eiusdem loci absque omni calumpnia remanebit. 
T(estibus) Pagano et Gaufr(ido) filiis meis, Pagano capellano meo, Brichtm(ero) 
presbiter(o), Rob(erto) de Assetune, Walt(ero) de le Wrze, Godefrid(o) de Mandeuile, 
Warin(o) dapifero monachorum et aliis.  

A confirmation by Bishop Osbern follows (EEA 11 Exeter 1046–1184, 5, no. 
6); then an inspeximus and recital of Osbern’s confirmation by Archbishop H(ubert) of 
Canterbury, probably made in 1193 × 1194 (EEA 3 Canterbury 1193–1205, 119–20, 
no. 459). Osbern’s confirmation is probably a fabrication. The phrase ‘sciatis me . . . 
confirmasse mea carta donationem’ is suspicious. The forged original in Osbern’s name 
(EEA 11, 5–6, no. 7) includes a similar phrase ‘confirmo presenti carta donationem’. 
The present forgery in Henry’s name has ‘carte mee confirmatione’. There is no reason 
to doubt the authenticity of Hubert’s inspeximus and confirmation, though it is unclear 
why the priory felt it necessary. A final concord of 15 October 1181 ought to have 
settled the business for good. This records the agreement between the priory and Joel de 
Valletort (Valtord), whereby the priory released all claim in the advowson of St Peter’s 
church, North Tawton, in exchange for a pension of 2 marks from the church (MS 
Cotton Vitellius D. ix, fol. 36v; noted Stenton, Pleas before the King, vol. iii, p. lxv). 
The priory’s pension was confirmed by Pope Honorius III on 3 December 1220 (MS 
Cotton Vitellius D. ix, fol. 38r–v, not in Potthast). 

Several references for the Foliot family in Devon in the twelfth century were 
collected by Morey & Brooke, Gilbert Foliot and his Letters (Cambridge, 1965), 261–
2. Little is known of Robert Foliot. His only other appearance in royal acts is his 
subscription to Richard de Redver’s 1107 charter for Montebourg, also subscribed by 
Henry I (000, Regesta 826). He witnessed another act of Richard de Redvers in 1100 × 
1107, an act of Baldwin de Redvers of c. 1110 × 1130, and was addressed by Baldwin 
in a deed of 1121 × 1130 (Bearman, Redvers Charters, nos. 3, 12, 13). The inquisition 
of 1212 established that half a furlong of land in Madford (Madisheue), near Hemyock 
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(Devon), held by a Hemyock ‘serjeanty of summoning’ (‘scilicet summoniciones 
seruientum de Hemmiac factas contra aduentum iusticiariorum domini regis’) was 
given by Henry I to Robert Foliot (Fees, 98). In 1238 it was reported that ‘Earl Richard 
de Redvers’ had given the manor and hundred of Hemyock to a certain Robert Foliot, 
ancestor of Richard de Hidon. It is likely that this is the same Robert Foliot, in which 
case the reference is to Richard de Redvers who died in 1107 who was never earl, 
though sometimes in later years referred to as such (Fees, 98, 1368; Bearman, Redvers 
Charters, 158, no. 4a; Complete Peerage, iv. 310). Robert was dead in 1129–30, when 
Pain Foliot paid £6 in Devon against a debt of £8 ‘pro terra patris sui’ (PR 31 Henry I, 
154). The fee was eventually divided between coheirs after the death of a later Robert 
Foliot in or before 1196 (Chancellor’s Roll 8 Richard I, 154) and was the subject of 
proceedings in 1204 and 1221 (CRR, iii. 197–8; ibid. x. 128). It is unclear how North 
Tawton passed from the king to Foliot and from Foliot to Valletort. In 1242–3 Joel de 
Valletort held land in North Tawton of the earl of Devon (Fees, 787), suggesting that 
Henry I had given the manor to Richard de Redvers, who had subsequently enfeoffed 
Robert Foliot. An entry in the Devon account in the pipe roll of 1187–8, in which the 
later Robert Foliot accounted for 10 marks ‘pro habenda loquela sua in curia regis de 
quarta parte feodi j militis in Buterlea et in Wasford’ et in Dunisdioch’ et in Cadeberia 
[presumably Butterleigh, Washford Pyne, Dunchideock, and Cadbury] uersus Iohelem 
de Valle torta’ (PR 34 Henry II, 170) may provide a clue. In 1267 Osmund de Valletort 
was rector of North Tawton. In 1274, John de Valletort, the patron, presented to the 
church after Osmund’s death (Robinson, Reg. Bronescombe, ii. 22, 70, nos. 660, 1001). 
St Nicholas’s pension of 2 marks from the church was recorded in 1291 (Taxatio, 146a) 
and 1535 (Valor, ii. 313b; Monasticon, iii. 379). 

This charter appears to be the only evidence for the priory’s claim to South 
Tawton church. The inquisition of 1212 reported that Constance de Tosny was holding 
the manor of South Tawton in chief by service unknown. Henry I had given the manor 
to Roscelin de Beaumont in marriage with Constance, his (illegitimate) daughter. 
Afterwards Richard de Beaumont, Roscelin’s son, gave the manor to Roger de Tosny in 
marriage with his own daughter, also named Constance, the tenant in 1212 (Fees, 98). 
King John’s charter of 22 September 1199 confirmed to ‘our kinswoman’ Constance de 
Tosny, daughter of Richard vicomte de Beaumont, ‘Aielrischescote, que est in Deuonia 
in parochia de Sustauton’, scilicet terram illam quam rex Henricus primus . . . dedit 
cum uilla predicte Suthauton’ Custancie filie sue et auie huius predicte Constancie in 
liberum maritagium’. The land had apparently been in John’s hands before his 
accession, for he gave it ‘sicut ei reddidimus et concessimus cum essemus comes de 
Moret’’ (RChart, 20–21). For Constance, illegitimate daughter of Henry I, see 
Complete Peerage, xi. 116; for her granddaughter Constance de Beaumont and her 
husband Roger IV de Tosny see ibid. xii/1. 765–9. Roger [V] de Tosny presented to the 
church in 1262 (Robinson, Reg. Bronescombe, i. 156, no. 460). 
AUTHENTICITY: Undoubtedly false. The witnesses appear to have been taken from 000, 
Regesta 662, except that Warelwast is now bishop and an addressee rather than a 
witness, and Bishop Roger has been added. There is much phrasing that does not occur 
in authentic acts, e.g. ‘sciatis quod ego’, ‘do et concedo et regali auctoritate confirmo’, 
‘in puram et perpetuam elemosinam’, ‘et hoc uobis mando et precipio’, ‘et carte mee 
confirmatione’. It is likely that it was fabricated at the same time as Osbern’s act in 
order to defend the priory against Joel de Valletort’s claim to North Tawton church. It 



21 MAY 2018 H1 EXETER ST NICHOLAS 17

is probable that the priory also had a claim to South Tawton church, though no other 
evidence for it has survived.

000† (Purported ?) writ-charter granting to the priory the land 
and houses of Algar Paiard, which Algar had given 
when he became a monk 

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Vitellius D. ix, fol. 75v (old fol. 72v) (s. xiii) 
(‘confirmatio H(enrici) regis super donum Algari Paiard’’) [B]. 
PRINTED: Phillipps, ‘List of charters’, 250 (no. 180), abbreviated [from B]; Regesta, ii. 
359 (no. cxcix) [from B]. 
CALENDAR: Farrer 532; Regesta 1523. 

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) Ric(ardo) filio Balduini et omnibus 
baronibus suis de Deuen’ <scira salutem>. Sciatis quod ego 
concedo et pro anima mea confirmo donum quod Algarus 
Paiardus concedente filio suo dedit et concessit monachis 
sancti N(icholai) et coram testibus super altare posuit, ubi ipse 
factus est monachus, scilicet terram suam cum domibus suis. 
Volo etiam et precipio ut ipsi monachi illam terram iuste et 
honorifice teneant. T(este) Will(elmo) filio Odon(is). Apud 
Wodestoc. 

Henry king of the English to Richard fitz Baldwin and all his barons of Devon greeting. 
Know that I grant and for my soul confirm the gift that Algar Paiard, with the consent 
of his son, gave and granted to the monks of St Nicholas and before witnesses placed on 
the altar when he was made a monk, namely his land with his houses. And I will and 
command that those monks shall hold that land justly and honourably. Witness William 
fitz Odo. At Woodstock. 

DATE: The apparent date is 1121 × 1133. William fitz Odo did not attest before the 
king’s return to England towards the end of 1120; before the king left England for the 
last time in August 1133. 
ADDRESS: To the shire court of Devonshire. 
WITNESS: William fitz Odo. 
PLACE: Woodstock (Oxon). 
CONTEXT: Algar Paiard or Pagard occurs as a witness to two acts of manumission 
entered in the Exeter book in the second quarter of the twelfth century (Pelteret 104, 
113; printed and translated at Thorpe, Diplomatarium, i. 635–6), but is not otherwise 
known. An authentic act of King Stephen given in 1136 × 1141, discussed by 
Caenegem, Royal Writs, 276–7, follows immediately in the cartulary. It is addressed to 
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the reeve and burgesses of Exeter and commands that ‘if the monks of St Nicholas are 
able to show that they were seised of the land that was Algar Paiard’s on the day when 
King Henry was alive and dead and on the first day of my coronation and afterwards 
that they were disseised unjustly and without judgment, then . . . you shall reseise them 
of it without delay’ (Ste/286). This indicates that the land was in Exeter.  
AUTHENTICITY: The phrase ‘ego concedo et pro anima mea confirmo’ suggests forgery. 
The detailed account of the circumstances of Algar’s gift, including the words ‘dedit et 
concessit’, is unlikely in an authentic writ. It was probably produced to provide the 
evidence demanded by Stephen’s writ. 

000† Purported writ instructing that the priory’s lands in 
Devon shall be free from all customs of earthly service, 
as they had been quit-claimed by Kings William I and II 

CHANCERY ENROLMENTS: Charter Roll 11 Edward III, C53/124, mem. 13, no. 29, 
inspeximus dated 22 May 1337 (CalCh, iv. 422, no. 29. 7) [B]; subsequent enrolments 
as 000, Regesta 1269.  
CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Vitellius D. ix (s. xiii), fol. 27v (old fol. 24v) (rubric 
rubbed and largely illegible, ‘carta H(enrici) regis Angl(ie) [[ * * * ]]) (old fol. 24v) 
[C]. 
LOCAL COPY: Devon RO, Exeter City Archives, Misc. Roll 55 (s. xvmed) [from 
inspeximus of 18 Henry VI]. 
ANTIQUARY TRANSCRIPTS: Devon RO, Exeter City Archives, Misc. Roll 51 (copy dated 
1596) [from inspeximus dated 20 June 20 Henry VII or VIII, annotated in error 1442, 
as if Henry VI (not found in CalPat Hen. VII, LP Hen. VIII)] [F]; Devon RO, Exeter 
City Archives, Book 52, ‘Description of the Citie of Excester’, by John Hooker (c.
1527–1601), fol. 138b/94b [from inspeximus dated 20 June 20 Henry VII or VIII, 
probably via Misc. Roll 51]; Bodl. MS James 18, p. 61 (abstract by Richard James, c.
1625 × 1631) [from C] 
PRINTED: Phillipps, ‘List of charters’, 61 (no. 9), noted only [from C]; Oliver, 
Monasticon, 118a (no. ii) [from Book 52]; W. J. Harte and others, The Description of 
the Citie of Excester by John Vowell alias Hooker, Devon and Cornwall Record Society 
11, 3 pts (1919–47), ii. 316–17 (with English translation) [from Book 52]. 
CALENDAR: Regesta 1197. 

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) W(illelmo) episcopo Exon(iensi) 
et uic(ecomiti) Ricardo et ministris eorum et omnibus 
fidelibus suis francis et anglis de Deuenasceraa salutem. 
Precipio quod omnes terre quas barones uel milites mei per 
totam Deuenesciram dederunt ecclesie sancti Nicholai Exon’ 
sint libere et quiete ab omnibus consuetudinibus terrene 
seruitutis sicut enim W(illelmi) pater meus et frater meus 
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reges eas quietas et liberas esseb clamauerunt ita et ego pro 
animabus eorum et Mathill(dis) matris mee et pro mea clamo 
eas quietas et liberas ab omni terreno seruicio. T(estibus) 
Roberto episcopo Linc(olniensi) et Ran(ulfo) canc(ellario) et 
Gisleberto de Aquila. Apud London(iam). 

a Deuonia C  b om. C 

Henry king of the English to William bishop of Exeter and Richard the sheriff and their 
officials and all his sworn men French and English of Devonshire greeting. I command 
that all the lands that my barons or knights throughout Devonshire gave to the church 
of St Nicholas of Exeter shall be free and quit from all customs of earthly service just as 
Kings William my father and my brother had claimed them to be quit and free. And for 
their souls and Matilda my mother’s and for myself I claim them quit and free from all 
earthly service. Witness Robert bishop of Lincoln and Ranulf the chancellor and 
Gilbert de l’Aigle. At London.

DATE: The apparent date is 1107 × April 1116. Ranulf became chancellor in 1107; 
Gilbert de l’Aigle is thought to have died in 1115; it not likely that he attested after the 
king’s return from his four-year absence in Normandy, April 1116–November 1120. 
ADDRESS: Apparently intended for a shire address, but the addition of ‘ministris eorum’ 
adds an element more appropriate in a writ to the sheriff and his officials. 
WITNESS: Bishop Robert of Lincoln, Ranulf the chancellor, Gilbert de l’Aigle. 
PLACE: London. 
CONTEXT, AUTHENTICITY: There is much similarity of phrasing with another St 
Nicholas forgery, 000, Regesta 1269. The priory is attempting to free itself of all 
manner of exactions on all its lands, but the king would not have granted such 
exemption in this way. The claim for freedom from all customs of earthly service, 
consuetudinibus terrene seruitutis, or similar, is found frequently in forged acts for 
Battle abbey (W1/14. ii, 19, 20. i, 20. ii; W2/000, 000, Regesta 348a, 426a; H1/0000–
00, Regesta 1060–61, 1135–6, 1404, 1804–5, 1896; Ste/51) and in a single forged act in 
the name of King William I for Fécamp (W1/141 a), but not elsewhere. The phrase first 
appears in an authentic royal act in 1175 × 1179, in Henry II’s ‘inspeximus’ 
confirmation for Battle that survives in two originals, which takes Battle’s William I 
forgeries as precedent (H2/141). The description of benefactors as ‘barones uel milites’ 
reflects a distinction in rank that would not be so described until the reign of Henry II at 
the earliest. The phrase ‘ministris eorum’, rather than ‘ministris suis’ in the address is 
rare. The wording ‘ministris eius’ also occurs. When the phrasing does occur in 
authentic acts of William II and Henry I it refers to sheriffs’ officials. 
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000† Purported writ instructing that the priory shall remain 
quit and honoured as in the time of Kings William I and 
II 

CHANCERY ENROLMENTS: Charter Roll 11 Edward III, C53/124, mem. 13, no. 29, 
inspeximus dated 22 May 1337 (CalCh, iv. 422, no. 29. 4) [B]; Charter Roll 2 Henry V 
pt 2, C53/184, mems. 25–24, inspeximus dated 1 November 1414 (CalCh, v. 474, no. 7. 
1. 4) [from inspeximus of 11 Edward III]; Patent Roll 18 Henry VI pt 3, C66/447, 
mems. 13–12, inspeximus dated 8 May 1440 (CalPat 1436–1441, 434) [from 
inspeximus of 2 Henry V]. 
CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Vitellius D. ix, fol. 98r (old fol. 95r) (s. xiv) (no 
rubric) [C]. 
LOCAL COPY: Devon RO, Exeter City Archives, Misc. Roll 55 (s. xvmed) [from 
inspeximus of 18 Henry VI]. 
ANTIQUARY TRANSCRIPTS: Devon RO, Exeter City Archives, Misc. Roll 51 [copy dated 
1596, from inspeximus dated 20 June 20 Henry VII or VIII, annotated in error 1442, as 
if Henry VI (not found in CalPat Hen. VII, LP Hen. VIII)]; Devon RO, Exeter City 
Archives, Book 52, ‘Description of the Citie of Excester’, by John Hooker (c. 1527–
1601), fol. 137b/fol. 93b [from inspeximus dated 20 June 20 Henry VII or VIII, 
probably via Misc. Roll 51]. 
PRINTED: Phillipps, ‘List of charters’, 374 (no. 213), noted only [from C]; Oliver, 
Monasticon, 117 (no. ii) [from Misc. Roll 51]; W. J. Harte and others, The Description 
of the Citie of Excester by John Vowell alias Hooker, Devon and Cornwall Record 
Society 11, 3 pts (1919–47), ii. 314–15 (with English translation) [from Book 52]. 
CALENDAR: Regesta 1269. 

Henr(icus) rex Angl(orum) episcopo Essicestre et uic(ecomiti) 
R(icardo) et ministris eorum et omnibus fidelibus suis francis 
et anglis de Essicestra salutem. Precipio quod ecclesia sancti 
Nicholai ita quiete et honorifice maneat sicut fuit melius 
tempore W(illelmi) patris mei et fratris mei sicut enim ipsi 
clamauerunt eam quietam aet liberama. Similiter etiam ego pro 
animabus eorum et Matild(is) matris mee et pro mea et uxoris 
mee M(atildis) clamo quietam et liberam ab omni 
consuetudine. T(estibus) Alueredo de Lincoln’ et W(illelmo) 
filio Odonisb. Apud Tantonam. 

a–a sic C ] deliberam B b Hodonis C 

Henry king of the English to the bishop of Exeter and Richard the sheriff and their 
officials and all his sworn men French and English of Exeter greeting. I command that 
the church of St Nicholas shall remain quietly and honourably as it well was in my 
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father King William’s time and my brother’s, just as they claimed it quit and free, and, 
for their souls and my mother Matilda’s and for me and my wife Matilda’s, I similarly 
claim (it) quit and free from all custom. Witness Alfred of Lincoln and William fitz Odo. 
At Taunton. 

DATE: There are conflicting indicators of date. The movent clause shows that Queen 
Matilda was then living, so before the king left England for the last time during the 
queen’s lifetime, April 1116. William fitz Odo, however, cannot be shown to have 
attested before the king’s return to England at the end of 1120. Alfred of Lincoln is not 
known to have attested after the first decade of the reign. He was, however, still active 
in 1130, when he paid 60 marks for a life interest in the manor of Pulham in Dorset (PR 
31 Henry I, 15–16), so a later attestation at Taunton is not entirely implausible. 
ADDRESS: Confused, as in 000, Regesta 1197. 
WITNESS: Alfred of Lincoln, William fitz Odo. 
PLACE: Taunton (Somerset). 
CONTEXT, AUTHENTICITY: This is another forgery intended to protect the priory from 
impositions of all kinds. Had the king wished to provide such an exemption he would 
not have done so using this awkward phrasing. There are also chronological difficulties, 
which are discussed under Date. Much of the phrasing is similar to that in 000, Regesta
1197. The present act, however, is addressed to the sworn men of Exeter rather than 
Devon, indicating that it was intended to protect the priory’s possessions in the city. An 
address to the reeve and burgesses would have been more appropriate. 

000† Purported writ-charter granting to the priory Relisdona, 
Sherford, and Kenbury 

CHANCERY ENROLMENTS: Charter Roll 11 Edward III, C53/124, mem. 13, no. 29, 
inspeximus dated 22 May 1337 (CalCh, iv. 422, no. 29. 6) [B]; subsequent enrolments 
as 000, Regesta 1269. 
CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Vitellius D. ix (s. xiii), fol. 98r (old fol. 95r) (s. xiv) 
(no rubric) [C]. 
LOCAL COPY: Devon RO, Exeter City Archives, Misc. Roll 55 (s. xvmed) [from 
inspeximus of 18 Henry VI]. 
ANTIQUARY TRANSCRIPTS: Devon RO, Exeter City Archives, Misc. Roll 51 [copy dated 
1596, from inspeximus dated 20 June 20 Henry VII or VIII, annotated in error 1442, as 
if Henry VI (not found in CalPat Hen. VII, LP Hen. VIII)]; Devon RO, Exeter City 
Archives, Book 52, ‘Description of the Citie of Excester’, by John Hooker (c. 1527–
1601), fol. 138a–b/fol. 94a–b [from inspeximus dated 20 June 20 Henry VII or VIII, 
probably via Misc. Roll 51]. 
PRINTED: Phillipps, ‘List of charters’, 374 (no. 212), noted only [from D]; Oliver, 
Monasticon, 117 (no. ii) [from C]; W. J. Harte and others, The Description of the Citie 
of Excester by John Vowell alias Hooker, Devon and Cornwall Record Society 11, 3 pts 
(1919–47), ii. 316–17 (with English translation) [from Book 52]. 
CALENDAR: Regesta 662 (calendars two acts, this is the ‘expanded version’). 
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H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) omnibus baronibus hominibus et 
fidelibus suis francis et anglis salutem. Sciatis me dedisse et 
concessisse et hac presenti carta confirmasse deo et ecclesie 
sancti Nicholai de Exon’ et monachis eiusdem ecclesie terram 
Heraldi de Exon’ quam ad firmam tenebant pro uiginti et 
quinque solidis per annum infra burgum et extra ex utraque 
parte prope murum et terram de Redlisdona cum \omnibus/ 
que ad eam pertinet solutam liberam et quietam ab omnibus 
rebus. Concedo etiam et confirmo dictis monachis terram de 
Sireford’ et Cheneberi cum hominibus terris et rebus omnibus 
ad ecclesiam sancti Nicholai pertinentibus quas terras 
Willelmus rex dicte ecclesie dedit et concessit. Vnde uolo et 
precipio quatinus ea omnia libere et quiete et in pace habeant 
et teneant. Et ut libera sint ab omnibus placitis et querelis et 
sires et hundr(edis) et omnibus sequel(is) et ab \omni/ geldo et 
scoto et auxilio et dono et denegel’ et excercit’ cum saca et 
soca et thol et infangenetheof et omnibus operibus castellorum 
et pontium et omnibus clausuris et ab omni consuetudine 
terrene seruitutis sicut dominica elemosina dicti regis Willelmi 
et mea. Hec omnia concessi et confirmaui dictis monachis pro 
anima eiusdem regis et mea et pro animabus patris et matris 
mee et omnium antecessorum et successorum nostrorum. 
T(estibus) Roberto episcopo Linc(olniensi) et W. canc(ellario) 
et W(illelmo) de Warlewast’ et Gisleberto de Aquila, Ricardo 
arch(idiacono)a Pictau(i), bW(illelmo) comiteb Arund’, 
W(illelmo) de Sainet’. Apud London(iam). 

a archiepiscopo B ] arch’ C b–b Willelmo d(omi)ni [sic] C  

Henry king of the English to all his barons men and sworn men French and English 
greeting. Know that I have given and granted and by this present charter have 
confirmed to God and the church of St Nicholas of Exeter and the monks of the same 
church the land of Harold, of Exeter, which they used to hold at farm for 25 shillings 
per year within the borough and without on both sides near the wall and the land of 
Redlisdona with everything that belongs to it absolved, free, and quit of all things. And 
I also grant and confirm to the said monks the land of Sherford and Kenbury with the 
men, lands, and all things belonging to the church of St Nicholas, which lands King 
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William gave and granted to the said church. Wherefore I will and command that they 
shall have and hold all those things freely and quietly and in peace. And that they shall 
be free from all pleas and plaints and shires and hundreds and all suits and from all 
geld and scot and aid and gift and danegeld and army service with sake and soke and 
toll and infangthief and all castle works and bridge works and all enclosures and from 
all custom of earthly service just as the demesne alms of the said King William and 
myself. All these things I granted and confirmed to the said monks for the soul of the 
same King William and mine and for the souls of my father and mother and of all my 
predecessors and successors. Witness Robert bishop of Lincoln and W. the chancellor 
and William de Warelwast and Gilbert de l’Aigle, Richard archdeacon of Poitiers, 
William earl of Arundel, William de Sainet’. At London.  

DATE: If we disregard the final three witnesses, which are taken from an act of Henry II, 
the apparent date is as 000, Regesta 662, i.e. probably August 1100 × Easter 1101. 
ADDRESS: A flawed form of general address, including ‘hominibus’, not usually 
addressed in royal acts. 
WITNESS: Bishop Robert of Lincoln, W. the chancellor, William de Warelwast, Gilbert 
de l’Aigle, Archdeacon Richard of Poitiers, William earl of Arundel, W. de Sainet’. 
The witnesses are as 000, Regesta 662, with three names added from Henry II’s charter 
confirming all the customs of the priory as granted to it by King Henry I (H2/886), 
except that W. de Cainet(o) has been mistranscribed as W. de Sainet(o).
PLACE: London (Middx). 
CONTEXT, AUTHENTICITY: An expanded version of the probably authentic act 000, 
Regesta 662, now rewritten to include the land of Sherford and Kenbury, and to confer 
a string of liberties and exemptions. For Sherford and Kenbury see Headnote. The 
wording claiming liberties and exemptions is almost identical to that in the forgery 
granting St Olave’s church to Battle, W1/14. ii, which also confirms Sherford and 
Kenbury and includes the wording ‘sicut dominica elemosina mea’. There are many 
obvious falsities in the additions to the authentic act. A plausible county address has 
been changed to a flawed address including the unlikely ‘hominibus’; the anachronistic 
‘hac presenti carta confirmasse’ has been introduced; three witnesses taken from Henry 
II’s charter H2/886 have been added, presumably to disguise the forged act’s similarity 
to its main source. Herein, however, lies a problem, for Henry II’s charter confirms 
‘omnes consuetudines quas . . . rex Henricus auus meus . . . predicte ecclesie sancti 
Nicholai concessit et carta sua confirmauit, scilicet . . .’. The liberties and exemptions 
that follow are almost identical to those described in the present act, so this act of 
Henry I appears to be not only the precedent for Henry II’s, but also to depend on it. 
The most likely solution to this conundrum is that the priory had another forgery in the 
name of Henry I similar to the present act, but without the additional witnesses. The 
alternative, that Henry II’s act too is false, is a possibility, but there is nothing 
obviously wrong with it and it is accepted as authentic in Vincent’s edition.


