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NEWSLETTER No. 12 – SUMMER 2016 
 
 
 

 

1. From the Chairman:  
 

The twelfth edition of CVBG newsletter marks the completion of three full years 
since the group was founded.  It is a good time to review progress.  We continue 
to fulfil aims set out at the start and membership is still growing.  As the display goes 
on tour round Cumbria, we hope to encourage new members to join.   
Events are very well supported, so much so that some venues cannot take 
everyone interested.  To help Mike Kingsbury with the booking arrangements, 
please return forms by the deadline.  Everyone is most welcome to apply, and we 
hope our events continue to be informative and enjoyable.   
Booking forms for August (Vernacular Revival), the Fourth AGM in September and 
the joint event with CWAAS in October are enclosed. Please make every effort to 
attend.   
This edition of the newsletter contains contributions from a record fourteen 
members.  Entries from all members is invited – photographs and drawings, 
observations and queries. 

June Hall 
 

2.   Study Day, The Farmstead:  
 

    19 March 2016, Helena Thompson Museum, Workington. 
Three speakers provided a sound basis for understanding the development of the 
farmstead, both in a national and a Cumbrian context, their summaries follow: 

 
 The Cumbrian Statesman and his farmsteads: Peter Messenger 
 
Statesman is an unusual word in Cumbria and yet from the 18th century onwards it 
has occasionally been used to describe a particular type of independent farming 
proprietor. According to Bailey and Culley wrote that the term Statesmen was used 
by farmers in Westmorland and in Cumberland the term used was Laird. The usual 
term found in most Cumbrian documents for such people is a yeoman. The title 
may have been derived from the word ‘estatesman’ which is the word Wordsworth 
used when describing such men. But there are references to the term that suggest 
it was not in wide circulation. James Losh in 1820 describing the bidders at a land 
sale says that they were mostly ‘what are called Statesmen (yeomen possessed of 
small landed estates) and I was much amused with their uncouth appearance 
and the odd mixture of cunning and simplicity in their conduct and manners.’, 
(quoted in Hughes’, North Country Life p 213.) Someone else who wasn’t too sure 
what a statesman was – was the mother of Andrew Hudlestone who wrote to her 
son in 1821 that ‘a sister of Sir Richard’s is now in distress in Kendal, she married a 
common school master….. Miss Fleming married a better sort of countryman, 
called a statesman, and is happy.’  

cont’d.../ 



 2

According to Susan Denyer a statesman was ‘A yeoman farmer holding his land by 
customary tenure from the lord (of the manor)’. Customary tenants farmed 
tenements that belonged to a manor and paid the lord of the manor an annual 
rent (and a fine on the change of tenant or lord). The annual rent was very low 
and was often fixed (having been set in the sixteenth or seventeenth century). 
What set them apart from other tenants were the rights given to them by manorial 
custom which enabled them to bequeath their tenancies, or sell or sub-let them. 
This prevented the lord of the manor from regaining control of his land (which he 
needed to do if he wanted to increase his rents). As a result rents in 1691(for 
example) of a penny (for a cottage) or a pound or two (for a farm of a few dozen 
acres) were still the same in 1910.  
 
The farmsteads of Statesmen varied according to the amount of land they had 
and how successful they were at farming it. Many were subsistence farmers, only 
being able to provide enough to keep their family and unable to accumulate any 
financial surplus. This often meant that they were unable to pay the manorial fine 
(which was normally a multiple of their annual rent) when the lord of the manor or 
the tenant died. This would often mean that the farm’s tenancy would be sold or a 
mortgage was taken out to pay the fine. These farms would have the minimum of 
buildings: a small cottage with a byre and barn attached. The wealthier tenants 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
would expand their estates by buying up these farms often removing the old  
buildings and replacing them with new. So there is no typical Statesman farmstead. 
Town End (pictured above) in the township of Troutbeck:‘Instead of the land being 
occupied by two or three squires, and a subservient tenantry, this single township 
contained some fifty statesmen families, which have held the same land from 
generation to generation with all the pride of a territorial aristocracy’ S H Scott ■  
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Introducing Farmsteads: Jeremy Lake 
 
This talk introduced the history and landscape 
context of farmsteads. Traditional farmsteads and 
their buildings have been shaped by their 
development as centres for the production of food 
from the surrounding farmland, as well as a mix of 
local traditions and national influences. Because of 
its wet climate and predominantly upland terrain 
coupled with heavy clay soils on the lowlands, 
much of Cumbria was best suited to pastoral 
agriculture. Cattle were the mainstay of the farming economy. From the 15th century, 
there was a general extension of pasture for livestock farming. This resulted in large-
scale sheep farming to supply wool for the burgeoning woollen and textile industry, 
and – particularly after import bans were imposed on Irish cattle in the 1660s – the 
opening of Cumbria and Galloway in Scotland to the supply and fattening of Scottish 
beef cattle onto lowland England. The large-scale rebuilding of farmsteads was also 
facilitated by favourable terms of tenancy, which underpinned the development of a 
strongly independent class of farmer.  
 

The working buildings on the great majority of farmsteads date from the 19th century, 
but this is subject to a great deal of local variation due to developments in farm size 
and type, landownership, conditions of tenure and other factors. As a general rule, 
farmhouses pre-date farm buildings and the larger-scale or high status buildings (in 
particular barns), which were consistently used for the same purpose or capable of 
being adapted to later uses, generally have the greatest chance of survival.   
 

There can be very strong variations, marked by contrasting farmstead and landscape 
types, in the densities of farmsteads in small areas. Medium to large-scale courtyard 
plans are predominant in estate landscapes and across those areas with more 
productive soils where corn production was prevalent. Buildings show that large 
farmsteads developed at a varying rate – in the 15th to 17th centuries in the 
downlands of southern England, and in the late 18th and 19th centuries in the 
estatelands of eastern England from Northumberland to the Lincolnshire Wolds. Linear 
plans and the smallest-scale and dispersed courtyard plans are concentrated in areas 
of small-scale cattle-rearing and dairying farms, particularly in upland, wooded or 
common edge landscapes with small-scale enclosed fields. Smallholders were 
important in some areas, especially around common land in heaths, mosses and 
moorland, and sometimes combined farming and industry. The predominant 
farmstead plan of the uplands was the linear layout. From the mid-18th century larger 
lowland farms would typically be served by a farmstead ranged around a courtyard. 
In Cumbria they are the finest examples in a national context of planned groups 
incorporating bank barns in courtyards of buildings with the house on one side. ■ 
 

(Jeremy Lake’s talk used examples of work in other parts of England to show how farmsteads 
developed over centuries as an integral part of their landscapes, sometimes on newly-enclosed land 
but often within settlements and farmland adapted from the medieval period.  Some of this, including 
in the North Pennines, has included the mapping of traditional farmsteads and the analysis of their 
historic form, survival and dates of recorded buildings against the character of the historic landscape. 
There are rich possibilities for future research here, and he shall make some draft statements available 
via the Society website).  
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10 Years of Recording Farm Buildings in South Cumbria: Dan Elsworth 

  
 
The period of time defined by this talk is approximately formed by two particular 
bookends – the year in which my partner and I established Greenlane 
Archaeology (2005) and the passing of the Town and Country Planning (General 
Permitted Development) (England) Order of 2015. Up until the latter date we used 
to record quite a large number of disused agricultural buildings prior to them being 
converted for residential use or demolished as it was frequently placed as a 
planning condition. However, the 2015 act made some developments of that type, 
up to a certain size, permitted and so the conditions couldn’t be put in place and 
as a result of this, and other factors, we have seen considerably less work of this 
type more recently. It also forms a reasonable block of data from which some 
trends and patterns can be discerned, although it only represents 30 separate sites. 
 
These are distributed across the southern part of the county with clusters in the 
Kendal/Milnthorpe area, some in the upper Lune Valley, and others in Cartmel and 
Furness. The earliest known are two sites in Furness, which have been 
dendrochronologically dated to the early 17th century, at Sowerby Hall and 
Roosecote Farm, both of which are recorded as properties belonging at one time 
to Furness Abbey.  

 
 

cont’d..../ 

Rowell Farm, Milnthorpe © Dan Elsworth 
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Several others in Furness are similarly recorded and even retain pieces of re-used 
medieval stone work, which presumably derived from an earlier building on the site 
of the farm or the Abbey following the Dissolution. The majority also have evidence 
for earlier fabric in the form of re-used fragments of cruck blades or other evidence 
for the presence of crucks, although in the former case it is difficult to be certain 
where such material derived from.  
 
In most cases, however, the extant buildings probably originate in the late 18th or 
early 19th centuries, with several phases of alteration thereafter. At least one, 
Biggins Home Farm near Kirkby Lonsdale, is much later having been built to the 
plans of the architect William Verity in 1893. We rarely look at farm houses because 
these are usually remaining unchanged, but sometimes they too are also being 
converted or demolished.  
 
In terms of themes one of the most obvious is the types of buildings. In most cases 
they are barns, and bank barns are very common, demonstrating the importance 
of the threshing of grain alongside keeping cattle across the area until at least the 
mid-19th century. This is further emphasised by the presence of threshing engines of 
different types, both horse-powered and steam-powered, although it is noticeable 
that these all appear to be in Furness, including a rare example of a water 
powered threshing machine at Marsh Grange near Kirkby in Furness. Another much 
rarer element is the presence of ‘Paddy Houses’ – temporary accommodation for 
seasonal workers, often arriving from Ireland. We have come across only two 
examples, but there must be more and they are relatively well-known in 
Lancashire.  

 
Significant building materials that were used included the re-used cruck blades 
mentioned already, but Baltic timber is also relatively common. This started 
entering the country in the late 18th century and continued to be used quite late 
into the 19th century and what is noticeable is that, as might be expected, the sites 
where it is found tended to be the closest to the coast. Two more unusual features 
are also of note, firstly double-pile plan houses. We have recorded a few of these, 
not all at farms, and they tend to be early 18th century in date, which is a lot earlier 
than Brunskill suggests. Also, in the Upper Lune Valley we have come across three 
examples of barns that appear to be a particularly local variant on what Brunskill 
termed the ‘Lancashire Barn’, which are wider on both sides where they form the 
shippon, making a T-shape, rather than just on one side making an L-shape.  
 
Some buildings can also house a number of unusual features, such as graffiti, and 
odd re-used material. A particularly interesting example from Drybeck, near 
Killington, comprised the name of the farmer, a William Pooley Blacow, who is 
known from documentary sources to have inherited the running of the farm at a 
very young age, and a pair of hand prints pressed into the wall plaster. Were they 
left by William, making his mark on his property?  
 
It is intended to produce a publication detailing the results discussed in the talk 
and this summary in due course, so watch this space! ■ 
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Visit to Schoose Farm: June Hall 
 
From the excellent, welcoming venue at the Museum, members visited nearby 
Schoose Farm.  Developed as a model farm around 1800, by John Christian 
Curwen (1765 – 1828) of Workington Hall there remains a remarkable array of 
buildings which, although intended to demonstrate current best practice are 
vernacular in materials and character.  Around the farmhouse are a huge bank 
barn, foldyard with classical entrance arch, vaulted dairy, windmill, site of a 
watermill and millpond, slaughter house, dovecot (now a house) and stables for 
riding and working horses, including ponies for mine working.  A unique feature is 
the showground, the arched stalls of which stand as a reminder of Curwen's 
enterprise.  Besides his business interests in coal mining and shipping, he 
developed the town and port of Workington and was deeply involved in national 
politics, serving as an MP for years.   He founded Workington Agricultural Society, 
the first in Cumbria, and held shows and competitions at Schoose.   
His enthusiasm for agriculture led to his founding Aspatria dairy, a farm training 
school, which in turn led to the establishment of Newton Rigg College ■ 
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3.  Urban Vernacular:  Penrith 
 
13 April, Friends Meeting House. Professor Michael Mullett is researching and writing 
a history of Penrith.  He willingly shared the results of his work with members, firstly 
with a short introduction, then a walk round the town.   
 
Penrith is remarkable in that it probably has more surviving early buildings, several 
medieval, than any other market town in Cumbria.  The Quaker meeting house 
itself was originally a farmhouse on the edge of town. Evidence of this was 
revealed when render was removed a few years ago, and blocked mullioned 
windows were clearly visible at first floor level.  It became a meeting house in 1699, 
after which various modifications were made. 
 
Over the centuries, Penrith has contained town houses of most of the gentry from 
the surrounding countryside.  Hutton Hall was one of them.  A  pele, now 
incorporated behind later buildings, built by the then owners, the Huttons (and 
now a residence for the elderly), on the corner of Benson Row and Friargate.  
Here, Bishop Strickland built a pele, for defence against the Scottish raids, and in 
1397, applied for licence to fortify his tower.  Built of rubble, now rendered, it is not 
as grand as towers such as Yanwath and Askham.  In the seventeenth century, 
mullioned windows were inserted, along with other modifications, as defence 
became less crucial, and comfort more important.   
 
In Bishop's Yard stands the Tudor House (below).  Mullioned windows with round 
headed lights form a two-
storey bay, and two date 
stones with initials can be 
seen.  (RB 1653, Robert 
Bartram, a wealthy Penrith 
merchant.) 
Two important buildings in 
Great Dockray came next, 
both having been inns in their 
time.  The Two Lions was the 
town house of Gerard 
Lowther, ( born 1537, died 
1597), who managed to 
survive the religious and 
political see-saw of the 
sixteenth century, and 
prospered.   It is an important building with an uncertain future.  Known as 
Newhall, the earliest structural survivals are late medieval.  A hall and parlour form 
the west wing, with a kitchen wing at right angles to it.  Lowther made alterations 
which include a fine plaster ceiling in the main room, complete with pendants and 
armorial motifs.  Coats of arms appear also on fireplaces, displaying connections 
with several noble families.  At some stage, a third floor was added.  The Two Lions 
(one of which can be seen by the north entrance) are from the Dudleys. (Gerard 
Lowther married Lucy Dudley).   

cont’d.../ 

Image © Mike Turner 
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The Gloucester Arms, now in the process of reverting to its former name of Dockray 
Hall, was for years an inn, and soon will be again. Another medieval house, it was 
the resort of Richard, Duke of Gloucester, later to be King Richard 111.  It is thought 
that the south end was a pele.  In 1580, Robert de Whelpdale acquired the 
property and remodelled it, incorporating the Ricardian royal arms and adding his 
own date stone on a two-storey porch 
Panelling, great arched stone fireplaces and many other early features will be 
seen when the inn reopens. 
 

 
 
The tour ended with visits to two 
buildings – the Cottage Cafe, in 
Burrowgate, where tea and scones 
were provided, and Penrith 
Museum, Middlegate, formerly 
Robinson's School.  The Cafe 
contains surprises, such as an 
inglenook fireplace, with a massive 
bressumer beam, dated spice 
cupboard (left) and fire window on 
the ground floor. A semi-circular 
spiral stair turret leads up to the first 
floor, where there is a blocked 
round fire window near the blocked 
fireplace on the first floor, and the 
eighteenth century fireplace that 
replaced it.  A narrow stone spiral 
stair lead to the attic.    

 
Robinson's School established in 1670, possibly “ a pair of former existing buildings, 
with two vertical oval windows at the join,” (Hyde and Pevsner, Cumbria.). The roof 
is in two sections, one a queen post, the other with hammer beams, both unusual 
for Penrith.  The latin inscription over the door reads – ex sumptibus dn Wil Robinson 
civic Lond anno dn 1670.  The ground floor mullioned windows have labels 
continuing over the door ■ 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Image © Clive Bowd 

Two Lions 
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and the 

one 
remaining 
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4.   Cartmel Walkabout: 10th May 
 
The first point of call was actually on the far north-west corner of the village away 
from any actual buildings, in order to look at the precinct wall of the medieval 
priory. This is significant because the development of the village and the properties 
within it is defined to a large extent by the form of the earlier priory. The priory was 
established in the late 12th century as an Augustinan house, although Cartmel is 
recorded at an earlier date in a late 7th century grant made by King Ecgfrith, King 
of Northumbria, to St Cuthbert. The original rendering of this is that Ecgfrith gave 
Cartmel ‘and all the Britons in it’, suggesting that the local people were given as 
chattels, however a more recent reading suggests it actually translates as Ecgfrith 
and ‘all the Britons that were with him’, i.e. the deal was made in collusion with the 
local British nobility, not that they were part of it! There is some debate about 
exactly where the precinct boundary ran and the earliest attempt to trace it was 
by the Rev Ffoliott but it is not clear how he worked it out.  
 
Heading south back into Cartmel we passed a row of largely 18th cottages, one of 
which has been recorded and is notable for having been apparently built around 
a large central wall. This aligns with the supposed direction of the precinct wall of 
the priory and it is therefore possible that it represents part of this, retained within 
the building. On the opposite side is Park House, which was included in the 
millennium book but was also recorded by Nigel Neil, an archaeologist based in 
Lancaster. The most notable feature about this is its very large chimney on the west 
side, although this has been rebuilt, which might suggest it too formed an early 
structure and perhaps part of the priory, but the front part also has raised cruck 
trusses.  

 
Heading into the main square 
there are a number of buildings 
of interest, not least the priory 
gatehouse, which is one of the 
main elements of surviving 
medieval fabric and again gives 
some indication of where the 
precinct was. The square 
presumably represents a small 
market place, opposite the gate, 
and with a number of large 
commercial buildings around it, 
including ‘Tarragon’, with its 
projecting bay supported by 
stone columns. These were 
considered by the millennium 
recording project to be re-used 

medieval fabric, but the style seems more likely much later and the building is 
reminiscent of small covered areas present in other local market places such as 
Ulverston. The square also includes the Kings Arms, the core of which is a double-
pile plan ‘house’ of probable early 18th century date with numerous later additions 

 
 

 
Image © Clive Bowd 
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in the later 18th and 19th century, including a section overhanging the River Eea; by 
about 1900 the King’s Arms was being described as a ‘hotel’. Adjoining the King’s 
Arms and now being redeveloped is Ford Byre, the remains of what had originally 
been a barn later converted to a slaughter house. This prompted much useful 
discussion about where the original crossing of the river had been.  
 
Moving on to Devonshire Square, perhaps 
another market place adjoining the 
churchyard, were several more buildings 
of interest, including ‘Bluebell Cottage’, 
which also had a raised cruck truss and 
good quality turned baluster staircase, 
supposedly re-used from Holker Hall, 
although this seems somewhat 
implausible. Opposite is ‘The Larch Tree’, 
notable for its very early, probably late 
medieval doorway. It is suggested that this 
building might have formed part of the 
priory buildings too, perhaps the guest 
house.  
 
This idea is perhaps enhanced by the 
nearby Priory Close, the façade of which 
suggests a polite Georgian house but 
internally it retains fabric of medieval date 
including a large fireplace, into which a timber bench has been placed. This is 
supposedly medieval but has clearly been augmented with later material and 
cannot be in its original location. Running between this section and another part of 
the building that also contained medieval fabric including a fireplace with a fine 
stone surround, was a tall thick wall. This was clearly at one time external as where 
the plaster had been removed tufts of maidenhair spleenwort were still present 
beneath! It seems likely that this wall represents part of the inner precinct boundary 
of the priory against which the later fabric had been built.  
 

Priory Close was examined from the 
churchyard and after an interval looking 
round the priory church, we moved on 
through the north side of the village 
passing areas where archaeological 
remains relating to the priory have been 
discovered before finally passing the 
Cavendish Arms, a largely 18th century 
building, suggested as having medieval 
origins, through the gatehouse arch and 
back to the square before retiring to the 
village hall for refreshments ■  
 
 

Dan Elsworth, Greenlane Archaeology   

 

 

Image © Clive Bowd 
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5.   VAG Conference, Lincolnshire. Observations by CVBG members attending. 
 

Of the 98 VAG members at the conference, ten were from CVBG. Each was asked 
to select one item that appealed to their interest. Here are their contributions and 
images:- 
 
 

5.1. June Hall: Barn at Tumby Moorside 
 
The thinner walls of Lincolnshire’s ‘mud and stud’ 
buildings, on the Fenland fringes, were 
constructed in a quite different way from the 
thick walled clay dabbins of the Solway. A barn 
at Tumby Moorside, being restored as a training 
exercise, clearly demonstrated the technique. 
Clay mixture was applied to a framework of 
vertical studs, with a specialised hand tool,                
- a three pronged fork. ■ 
 
 

 
 
5.2. Barrie Harrison: White Cottage, Thimbleby 

 
To my mind the most exciting 
buildings in Lincolnshire are the 
17th century ‘mud and stud’ 
cottages in the east of the 
County. These are the eastern 
equivalent of the Cumbrian 
“clay dabbins”. They were built 
with poor, thin and often re-
used timber, with mud-filled 
panels between closely-set 
posts. A timber fire-hood usually 
stands in the middle of the 
building, sometimes with back-
to-back hearths. Roofs are often 

hipped and thatched. My favourite is 
White Cottage, Thimbleby where most 
original features have survived ■ 
 
 
 

     5.3. Adrian Bailey: Lincoln Cathedral 
 
Lincoln Cathedral, seen from the foyer of 
the hotel where the VAG conference was 
held. ■ 
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5.4. Kevin Illingworth: High Bridge, Lincoln 
 
High Bridge, Lincoln, photographed from the west, this is the only surviving example 
of a medieval bridge (C12 
or C13) carrying shops and 
houses (C16). From the east, 
or High Street, the Grade 1 
Listed buildings have 3 
storeys with attics and are 
twice jettied. Here, the 
timber-frame is fully exposed 
with close-studding which is 
more commonly found in 
the east and south-east of 
England. (in the north-west, 
square panels are more 
commonly found). A 
photograph of 1901 shows 
the building looking like a 
skeleton when it was being 
restored. ■  

 
 

 
 
5.5. Claire Jeffery: Parsonage House, Coningsby 
 

I was intrigued by the Medieval 
Parsonage House at Coningsby, 
particularly the carvings. It was 
incredible to think that the carvings 
had been there since the hall was built 
in 1345, and that the head carved on 
the base cruck truss could have been 
a portrait of William Hillary, the first 
owner. I also climbed up into the roof 
and looked at the crown post roof, 
which was impressive. It was sad to see 
what had once been a grand house in 
such poor condition, and difficult to 
see how it would be possible for the 
current owner to restore it. This was in 
complete contrast to the other houses 
we saw that day, which were mostly 
tiny and beautifully cared for. ■ 
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5.6. Mike Kingsbury: The Cabin at Thimbleby 
 
There is an area of Lincolnshire where many of the buildings were made of "mud and 
stud" as no local stone was available.  The walls are not thick like the solid earth 
buildings of the Solway Plain area of Cumbria nor are they of the wattle and daub 
type found widely across the south of the country.  As in the Solway Plain most 
buildings in Lincolnshire constructed in this "mud and stud" tradition have not 
survived.  We visited many that have still survived on the final day of the conference 

and this was a delightfully simple 
example.  It was tiny, measuring just 6.56m 
by 3.93m internally with the current layout 
having just two rooms with the east end 
open to the roof and the west end with a 
narrow stair leading up to a bedroom 
space in the roof.  A new extension was 
added during the 1994-5 restoration which 
added a small kitchen and bathroom.  The 
grade 2 listing description considers that 
the original building is 17th century in 
date.  Before restoration the building had 
a corrugated iron roof on secondary 
rafters, concealing the thatch 

beneath.  The thatch has now been restored.  The walls of mud and stud range in 
thickness from just 100-150mm.  So what is "mud and stud"?  The earth mix is supported 
by vertical riven lathes nailed to horizontal rails between the posts of the frame, rather 
than using panels of woven hazel or willow as the matrix for the mud and stud as with 
"wattle and daub".  An ideal house for a single person with few possessions. ■ 

 
 
5.7. Adam Menuge: The Parsonage at 
Coningsby 
 
The building had interest in depth, a 
classic setting next to the church and 
roof spaces tall enough to move 
around easily. The crown – post roofs 
were probably the best domestic 
examples we saw on the conference 
and the early brickwork was also of 
interest. ■ 

 
 
5.8. Lorraine Moor: Stamford and its stone 
 

Day one of the conference focused on Lincolnshire stone, with half a day in Stamford 
and half a day visiting the quarries operated by the Stamford Stone Company. At 
Clipsham Quarry no blasting takes place; instead the Jurassic limestones are scooped 
from the ground in huge blocks by a large and elegant mechanical digger which at 
times perches precariously on the edge of the cliff face. The blocks are then 
transferred in a perfectly-choreographed sequence to a tractor which transports 

 

 

cont’d..../ 
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them to the cutting area. Amazingly, these huge blocks are split by hand initially. A 
series of holes is drilled along the top face, into which pegs are inserted;  
a burly quarryman then hammers them with a mallet until a crack appears and the 
block splits in half. A few brave VAG members took up the offer to have a go with the 
mallet (with varying degrees of success). Automated water-cooled stone saws 

subsequently cut the blocks into smaller slices ready to be 
taken away for processing. After some futile attempts to 
clean the claggy mud from our boots, we moved on to the 
Helpston Works, a few miles away. Here the stone is cut into 
shape and finished off for final use all over the UK, perhaps 
as blocks of building stone, or as beautifully polished stone 
tiles, or as hand-finished stone balusters. As we left, 
Stamford Stone presented each member with a rather nice 
stone coaster as a memento of the visit.  
 

On reaching Stamford half-an-hour later we were grateful 
to Mike Kingsbury, who saved us the embarrassment of 

trampling mud all over the town by nipping into the nearest branch of Wilko for a 
packet of J-Cloths which he duly handed out to those in need of some boot-wiping! ■  

 
 

5.9. David Shore: St Mary’s Guildhall 
 

Professor David Stocker, one of the leaders 
of the Conference, was involved in the 
excavation of this building, which revealed 
every phase of the building’s life, from 
Roman remains (Ermine Street) through to a 
malting house. The house is situated some 
distance from the Castle and Cathedral, at 
the centre of the city’s most prestigious 
houses, in the ‘Great Suberb’ of Wigford. 
David believes that the building is the only 
surviving English royal “Hospicium” (a unified urban Royal residence), built for Henry II in 
1154-8, where the monarch would revive the late Anglo-Saxon tradition of Royal 
“crown-wearing”.  Crown-wearing was adopted by the Norman Kings to emphasise 
the continuity of their rule with the Anglo-Saxon Royal dynasty of Edward the 
Confessor. After winning the civil war in 1154, Henry II is known to have revived the 
ceremony in Lincoln. 

The roof of the first floor chamber has been lowered, but it is still obvious that no 
expense was spared in the building’s construction, which, if confirmed as a Hospicium, 
would also be unique in Europe. ■  

 
5.10. Noelene Shore: No 29 Steep Hill, Lincoln 
 
One of 3 mid-14th century tenements (28-30 Steep 
Hill). These deliberate burn marks on the studding of 
the staircase seem a little over the top!, an 
observation confirmed by Nick Hill, one of the 
conference delegates and also co-author of “Burn 
Marks on Buildings: Accidental or Deliberate?” John 
and Nick Hill, published in Vernacular Architecture, 
Vol 45 (2014) 1-15. ■ 
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6.  VISIT TO NEWBY HALL: Wednesday June 15th: June Hall. 
 
By kind permission of John and Margaret Weaver, CVBG members spent the 
evening in their historic home.   Newby Hall is a rare example of a small manor 
house, which has survived relatively unaltered since the late seventeenth century. 
There are no Georgian or Victorian 
additions.  The house probably 
originated in the years after William 11 
needed to colonise the largely 
forested countryside of the North West, 
after he took Carlisle from the Scots in 
1092.  Then, it most likely consisted of a 
timber open hall, solar and services, 
with a screens passage.   
 
A stone tower was built at the east 
end, in the fifteenth century, when 
Border troubles necessitated defensive 
buildings.  There are many such towers 
in the area – eg Yanwath, Johnby, Blencow, Dalemain and Clifton.   
 
In c 1590, in a 
more domestic 
arrangement, 
the tower was 
reduced in 
height and 
given a “Tudor” 
interior, with 
fireplaces and 
panelling 
adding comfort.  
The hall was 
rebuilt, possibly 
on a slightly 
different 
alignment, with 
two storeys, and 
a huge arched 
fireplace on the 
ground floor taking the smoke up though a chimney, allowing chambers at first floor 
level.    
 
The work of the 1680s gives us the house we see now – a stone-built hall and two 
cross wings of two storeys, with mullioned windows, all giving a symmetrical 
appearance fashionable at the time.  The datestone of 1685, with initials of the 
Nevinson family, marks this work.  Since then, most remarkably, no major changes 
have been made.   

Image © Mike Turner 

 

cont’d.../ 
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CVBG members were given a brief 
historical introduction by John Weaver, 
before being asked to take a close 
look at the building, inside and out, to 
locate changes which reflect its 
history.  Blocked windows and doors, 
changes to the roof pitch, room 
arrangement, panelling and fireplaces 
were examined.  To see such an 
unspoilt house at close quarters was a 
memorable experience.  It gave our 
members the opportunity to “read” 
the building, seeking clues in the fabric 

to explain its development, share knowledge and learn from each other.  We are 
very grateful to the Weavers for their kind welcome. ■ 

 

 

 

  CVBG members discuss their findings. 
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