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Preface

If every building in the four main streets could
be examined and recorded rapidly as alterations
take place, in the same way thar cleared sites are
excavated prior to rebuilding, the truth about
the Bows and about that obscure peried
between 907 and ¢ 1300 would become a good
deal clearer., The thoroughness of modern
reconstructions destrovs the evidence of the past
=0 completely than if the work is not begun scon
it will be too late.

¥inhth these words, ' H Lawson and | T Smuath con-
cluded their impormant paper on the Rows of Chester
in 1958, However, it was not until 1984 that a day con-
ference orgamised by the Chester Archacological
Society inspired us 1o start the Chester Rows Research
Propect, and thus vo attempt the comprehensive survey
that they had envisaged. We arc very aware that in the
26 vears that had elapsed, much had been destroved by
reconstruction and repair and that, for some buildings
at least, it was oo late,

Funds for a pilot survey were provided by Chester
City Council, Cheshire County Councl, and the
Chester Civic Trust, and the resulis of this stimulated
interest in the project, enabling a survey of all the Row
buildings 1o be undertaken. During its latter stages, the
project was primarily financed by English Heritage and
the Foval Commission on the Historical Meauments
of England: the roo local councils continued 1w pro-
vide support, along with many other groups and indi-
viduals, The resulis of the fieldwork, together with
some of the other information gathered, forms an
archive which has been deposited with Chester
Archives (formerly Chester City Record Office) and
with the Mational Monuments Record.

This book 15 not a seres of independent essays.,
Individual team members ook responsibility for
preparing the first draft of a chaprer or part of a
chapter, which was then circulated for comments or
passed to another member of the team for rewriting, In
some cases this was repeated several tmes before all
the chaprers were drawn together by the editor to form
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what we trust is a coherent volume, Despite this joim
responsibility, it is possible to ascribe the prime work
behind the chaprers o indrviduals. Chaprers One and
Five were drafied by Andrew Brown and Rick Turner,
although Five was then radically reworked as a result of
comments from other team members, particularly
Foland Harris, Chapter Two was the work of Roland
Harris and Alan Thacker. Chapters Three and Four
were mainly the responsibility of Reland Harris and
Rick Turner. Jane Grenwville and Jane Laughton pro-
vided the substance of Chapters Six and Seven, while
Chapter Eight was largely the work of Jane Laughton
and Rick Turner. Chapters Nine and Ten were almost
entirely the responsibility of Peter de Figueiredo, who
also put in a great deal of work on the Gazemeer.
Appendix A is the result of work by Alan Thacker and
Jane Laughton, while Appendix C was produced by
Rick Turner and Jane Laughton. Pat Leggen, Malcolm
Hughes, Jennifer Hillam, and Cathy Groves provided
important dendrochronological information and were
responsible for Appendix B,

The project was always intended to be an inter-dis-
ciplinary effort, as we believed that enly by involving
archacological investigation and histosical research,
rogether with an appreciation of the aschitectural and
social influences that inspired the creation of the build-
ings, could we begin to understand the origins and
survival of the Rows, We have therefore been graveful
for the way in which the project has grown, and for the
imvalvement of our fellow authors, all of whom have
given much time and effort to the development of the
project. We are also conscious that the research is
continuing, both through the work of Jane Laughton
and Alan Thacker on the Chester documents and
Roland Harris' study of medieval vown houses, Also, as
time goes on, we expect there 1o be other discoveries in
the buildings. However, you have 1o draw a line some-
where and we believe thar the project has uncovered
sufficient new evidence 1o justify publication,

Andrew Brown and Rick Turner
Co-founders, Chester Rows Research Project
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Summary

The Rows of Chester are a unique system of walkways
that run through the frontages of the buildings on the
four main streets of the cty. These walkways pass
above the shops at street level and provide access 1o a
second level of shops at Row (first floor) level. The
walloway is normally separated from the street froatage
by Row stalls or stallboards. These are sloping sections
that provide headroom for the steps that lead down
from the street into the lower shops, that occupy the
undercrofis of the buildings. The Row and its associated
stallboard are now public spaces comtrolled by the City
Council, despite the fact that they are within the strue-
wre of the buildings and the building owners are
responsible for their mamtenance.

The Rows have been the subject of speculation for
centuries and, although it has been clear that they date
from the medieval period, no entirely satisfactory theory
abour their origin or development has been established.
The Chester Rows Research Progect was set up in 1984 wo
survey all the Rows buildings using an interdisciplinary
approach that combined archacological investigation
and historical research with an appreciation of the archi-
tectural and social mfluences that inspired the construc-
tien and modificatson of buildings. The ulimare aim was
to understand the origins and the survival of the Rows.

The Rows and their special characteristics are
described, and the differences from structures in other
medieval towns noted. The differing views on the origins
and development of the Rows aee ser out.

The topography and early history of the city, from
Roman times to the early thirteenth cemmury, is estab-
lished and the development of buildings along the
main streets in the period before 1350 is assessed,
Using both the documentary evidence and detmbed
surveys of the surviving buildings the different elements
of the buildings, undercrofis, Rows, stallboards, shops
and domestic spaces, are analysed. The authors con-
clude that by 1350 a recognisable, but incomplete,
Row system had emerged along the four main stoeets
of Chester. However, some sections of the Rows existed
well before this date and the svstem possibly evolved
over a period of 100 vears or more.

Dietailed amalysis of the early medieval building
materials and technigues s presented; with walls,
vaults, arches, corbels, doorways and windows in stone;
and timberwork in the arcades, beams, corbel tables,
floors and framing. The recognition and dating of a range
of early amber structures within the Rows buildings has
proved one of the most important findings of the Project,
helping to correct the previous impression that imber
structures of the thirteenth and fourteenth <enturies
were hkely to oocur in southern and castern England.

On the origing of the Rows, the authors conclude
that there is no simple explanation; all previous
theories having given undue weight 1o single factoss.
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The detailed and miterdisciplnary sudy of the evidence
suggests that the origins of the Rows are complex and
result from a range of factors, which vogether are pecu-
liar to Chester. These factors may be summarised as:
physical and wpographical; the commercial advantages
of a doubleslevel trading system; and the prosperity
and building expertise brought o the city by the
Edwardian campaigns in Morth Wales. English and
foreign parallels for the various elements of the Row
buildings are cited but these are found to be evidence
of the general development of early medieval town
houses mather than directly linked 1o the ongins of the
Chester Rows, Experimentation with urban forms
such as the bastides of south-west France may have
influenced the development of the Bows but there s no
evidence for an imposed planning scheme. It is hikely
that the Rows are the result of a general undertaking by
the citizens of Chester, possibly with specific encour-
agement at a key pertod as a result of roval imterest.

The equally remarkable story of how the Fows
survived to the present day is rraced. The trading
advantages of the system meant that, although the
buildings were modified and reconstructed to meet the
needs and aspirations of successive generations, the
Fows were not wotally destroyed.

Chester's prosperity declined from the mid-four-
teenth to the mid-sixteenth century. These vears of
depresston were erucial wo the survival of the Rows,
sinee there was no extensive rebuilding that might have
led vo o boss of continuity and thus destroved the imcentive
to maintain the system of walkways. Another factor was
that the street level spaces were usually independent of
the houses above and were often occupied or owned
separately, so that otal rebuilding was difficult. Those
buildings that were constructed show new arrangemenns
of internal planning, with an increasing number of
rooms, and more sophisticated carpentry technigues.

In the laver part of the sixteenth century and the first
half of the seventeenth century Chester was parry to the
general rise in wealth in England. After centuries of
neglect there was a need to rebuild and this, coupled with
rising prosperity and a desire 1o follow new wends, led o
a great period of reconstruction and adaptation of the
town houses of Chester. A substantial numbser of timber
framcs survive from this peried, together with decorative
plasterwork, richly ornamented fireplaces and other rich
furnishings. The desine 1o create spaciows well-ht domestic
accommodation more separate from commercial activites
resulted in the loss of approximarely one third of the Rows
system. This process of rebuilding and enclosure provided
a source of much needed revenue for the ity authortics.
Hewever, the heart of the Rows remained protected by the
Assembly, who presumably recognised the contimuing
commercial advantages of the system. From the 1770s to
the present day almest no further losses occurred.



The years 1670-1830 saw significant changes 1o the
appearance of the Rows as vumber-framed fronages
were replaced with brick. There were similar changes
to the functions of the buildings; no longer used for
small shops and stalls, warchouses, fairs and street
markets, but for a more modern style of retailing with
larger and larger shops that gradually ok over complete
buildings, By the mid-nineteenth century antiquarianism
produced a revolt against the "heavy Athentan architecture’
of the city and a new era of imber-frame design began.
This established the external characrer of the Rows as
seen today bun i also swept away many of the medieval
structures than had survived up to that time.

Résume

Les “Rows' de la wille de Chester constituent un sys-
téme unique de galeries gui courent sur wure la
longuewr des fagades des édifices dans guatre des prin-
cipales artéres de la ville. Ces galeries surmonient les
magasins sitwés au niveau de la rue et permettent d ac-
céder &4 un second niveaw de boutigues de plain pied
avec le "Row”, c'est 4 dire au premier ctage. La galenie
cst normalement séparée des devantures en bordure de
ruc par des planches ou des plateformes. Ce sont des
sections inclinées gqui permettent de descendre ouw
moenter les marches qui condwsent de la rue aux bou-
tiques situées en contrebas sans se taper la téte. Le
‘Row' et les plateformes gqui Maccompagnent sont
maintenant des lieux publics administrés par le consel
municipal, malgre le fait qu'ils font partie intégrante
de la structure des édifices et que les propriétaires des
batiments sont chargés de leur entretien,

Les ‘Fows' ont fait "obpet de maintes spéculations
au cours des siécles et, bien qu'il ait éré évident que
leur construction remonte & la période médiévale, on
n'a jusqu'd présent pas émis de théorie rotalement
satisfaisante sur leur origine et leur développement.
Le pru-jr.-l! de recherche sur les “Rows' de Chester fondé
en 1984 pour étudier tous les édifices des "Rows’ a
adopré ume approche pluridisciplinaire qui associmit
analyse archeéologique et recherches historiques 4 une
évaluation des influences architecturales ¢t sociales
gui ont inspiré la construction des bitiments et Jes
modifications qui omt suivi. Le projet avait comme
but ulime de comprendre les origines des “Rows'
et d'expliquer les raisons pour lesquelles dls om
SUrvecu.

Om décrit les "Fows" et lewrs caractéristigues spéci-
fiques et on note les différences par rapport auy con-
structions dans les autres villes médidvales, On met en
evidence les divers points de vue sur les origines et
I'évolution des *‘Rows’,

Omn établic la wpographie des licux et retrace les
débuts de 'histoire de la ville, de I'épogque romaine

Dwiring the seccond half of the vwentieth century the
Rows continued o adapt and change. New buildings
incorporated gallenies, and pedestrian bridges were
constructed across some of the side streets 2o that the
continuity of the sysvem was reinforced. A major pro-
gramme of repair and resvoration was launched in
1968 and the cmphasis is now on the conservation and
reuse of whar already exisis, The Rows of Chester have
survived for over 600 years but their evolution is a
reflection of the ever-changing pamerns of habitation
and rade.

Summary text: Foseplune Tirguer

jusqu’au treiziéme siecle, et on evalue le developpement
des binments qui longent les rues principales dans la
période qui précede 1350, A partir de témoignages
provenant de documents, associes & une série d'études
detaillzes des batments gqui subsistent encore, on a
analyse les différents éléments des edifices: les
echoppes en conirebas, les ‘Rows’, les plateformes, les
boutiques et les heux consacrés a la vie domestique.
Les auteurs ¢n arrivent a la conclusion que deés 1530
un sysieme de "Rows’, peut-étre imncomplet mais recon-
naiszable, était apparu le long des quatres artéres prin-
cipales de Chester. Toutefois, certaines sections des
Rows" existalent bien avant cette date et 1 se peut que
le systeme ait évolué sur une période de cent ans ouw
plus. On presente une analyse démaillée des matériaux
et technigues de construction du début du Moven-dge
aves mucs, voutes, arches, consoles, embrasures de
pories ef fenétres en plerre mais bois pour les arcades,
poutres, encorbellements, planchers et charpentes.
Llidemrification et la dagation d"un échantillon des pre-
miéres srructures en bois 4 Pinvéricur des bdriments
des “Fows' se g'est avérde une des plus imporiantes
rrouvailles du projer, et nows a permis de rectifier "im-
pression jusqu’alors préedominante que les structures
en bois des treiziéme et quatorzieme siecles etalent
plus susceptibles de se trouver dans le sud et 'est de
I'Angleterre,

Quant 4 origine des “Rows’, les auteurs concluent
qu'il n'existe pas d'explicanon facile, outes les thiéories
émises précédemment ont accordé rop de poids & un
facteur particulier. L'étude démaillée et pluri-dise-
plinaire des emoignages donne 4 penser gque 'origine
des ‘Rows’ est complexe et résulte de divers facteurs
dont I'association fait la particularité de Chester.

On peur eésumer ainsi ces facreurs! aspects
physique ¢t topographigue, avantages sur le plan com-
merctal d'un systeme permettant de faire des affaires
sur deux niveaux, prospérite of expertise cn matiére
de batiment introdwites dans la ville 4 la suite des



campagnes du roi Edouard Premier dans le nord du
Pavs de Galles. On cite des exemples similaires, en
Angleterre er 4 éranger, pour chacun des divers €lé-
ments des baiments des ‘Bows’ mais ceux-ci s"avérent
témoigner de "évolution geénérale des maisons
citadines au début du Moven-ige plutdt que de
démonirer extstence de liens directs avec les origines
des “Rows” de Chester. Dhis expériences sur des struc-
rures urbaines telles que les bastides du sud-owest de la
France omt peut-étre eu une influence sur le
développement des “Rows™, mais rien ne prouve guun
plan d’aménagement ait jamus été imposd. 11 est prob-
able que les ‘Rows' résultent dune action générale
entreprise par les citovens de Chester et peut-€ine spé-
cifiquement encouragée 4 une époque clé a la suite de
I"intérét manifesté par la royaute,

On retrace Phistoire, tout aussi remarguable, de la
survivance des ‘Rows’ jusqu’a nos jours, Les avantages
du systéme pour le commerce eurent pour Cofn-
séquence que, bien que les bitiments ment e1¢ modi-
fés ¢t reconstruils pour satisfaire aux besoins et aux
aspirations de générations successives, les “Rows" n'ont
jarnais été complétement detruaits.

La prospérité de Chester déclina & partir du milicu
du guatorziéme siecle jusqu'au milieun du seiEéme
siecle, Les années de dépression joudrent un role ore-
cinl dans la survivance des *Rows” car on n'entreprit
pas de grands rravaux de reconstruction qui auraient
pu conduire a la disparition de la continuite et ainsi on
n'aurait plus eu de raison de conserver le systéme de
galeries. Un autre facteur fur ke fait que les emplacements
au miveau de la rue éraient en géneral indéependants des
Malsons 4u niveau supéricur ot n'appartenant, n
ntémaient occupdés par los mémes personnes, oI auriit
donc éré une tiche difficile de reconstruire ensemble,
Ceux des bitiments qui ont €t reconstrnts mettent en
évidence de nouvelles normes dans agencement
intéricur des edifices, en particulier ung AugMERtAtiOn
du nombre des piéces ainsi que des techmigues de
menuiseric plus sophistiquees.

Dans la seconde partic du seizieme et ln premiére
moitic du dix-septieme siecle Chester beéncficia de
Ienrichissement général de PAngleterre, Apres des siccles
de négligence, on ¢prouva le besoin de reconsoruine, ot
e fait, associé 4 une prospériné grandissanie et un désir

Zusammenfassung

Die *Rows” von Chester sind ¢in cinzigartiges System
von Fubgingerpromenaden, die in den  wvier
Hauptstraffen der Stadt durch die  Gebiude-
Vorderseiten verlaufen. Dicse Promenaden befinden
sich oberhalb der Geschiifie auf Straffenniveau und
ermighchen Fugang #u cinem zweiten Geschofi von
Greschaften aufl Row-Niveau. Die Promenade ist
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de suivre les pouvenus courants, conduisit & une grande
periode de reconstruction ¢ d'aménagement des mansons
de la ville de Chester. Un nombre important de colom-
bages de cette épogue survivent, ainsi que des ouvrages
décoratifs en pliere, des cheminges richement orndes
et d'autres ornements de valeur. Le desir de faire vivee
sa famille dans un endroit spacicux ot bien éclaire, plus
éloigné des activitds commerciales, ¢ut comme con-
séquence la disparition d’environ un tiers du systéme
des “Rows', Ce processus de reconstruction et de <lo-
sonmement fournit aux auterités de la ville une source de
revenus dont elles avalent bien besoin. Cependant le
cocur des “Rows" continua i étre protégé par I"assembles
probablement consciente de la pérennité des avantages
commerciaux du svstéme. On ne constata quasiment
aucune disparition entre les années 1770 er nos jours.

Les anmées 1670 @ 1330 furent témoin de change-
ments importants dans aspect des ‘Rows" car les
fagades en colombages laissérent place & des brigues.
Des changements similaires affectérent le role des biti-
ments, ils n'abritaient plus de petives boutiques, éals,
entrepins, foires ou marches mais 8" éraient adapiés a
un stvle de vente plus moderne avec des magasins de
plus en plus grands qui, pett & petit, accaparérent la
rotalite des binments. Yers le milicu du dix-newviéme
siécle le mouvement des antiquaires s'éleva contre la
lowrde architecture athénienne de la ville et une nou-
velle ére de styles a colombages commenga. Celle-ci
érablit I"aspect externe des ‘Rows’ tel que nous le con-
naissons aujourd’hui, mais elle balava maines édifices
médicvaux qui avaient survécu jusqu's cette dare.

Au cours de la seconde moiné du vingtibme siécle,
les ‘Rows’ continuerent @ s adapier et a changer. De
nouveaus bitiments dotés de galeries et de ponts pour
pittons furent construits en travers de certaines petites
rucs ce qui contribua & maintenir Funiformite du sys-
weme. Un important programme de ceparations ¢t de
restauration fut lancé en 1968 ¢f on met maintenant
I"accent sur la sawvegarde et la réutilization de ce qui
existe déja. Les “Rows' de Chester ont survécu pendant
plus de six cents ans mais leur évolution refléte les
changements constants dans la maniére de vivee e de
faire du commerce,

Traduction: Awnie Prirchard

normalerweise durch Row-Stinde oder begehbare
Vordicher von der Straffenfromt abgerrennt. Dabei
handelt es sich um nach aulen hin leicht ansteigende
Bretterdicher, deren Neigung fir Kopfraum in den
darunterlicgenden Treppenabgingen sorgt, die von der
Strafe n die unteren Geschafie in den Kellergewdlben
der Gebiiude fhren. Die Row und die mit ithnen



verbundenen  Vordacher sind  heute  Sffentlich
suginglich und werden von der Stadrverwaliung
kontrolliert obwohl sie sich eigentlich innerhalb
der Gebdude selbst  befinden  wnd  die
Hauscigentimer{innen) fir ihre Instandhaliung ver-
antworthch sind.

Die RBows sind seit Jahrhunderten Gegenstand von
Spekulationen gewesen, Es war zwar immer klar, da
sic in das Mittelalter datieren, aber Gber thre
Urspriinge und thre Entwicklung haben sich keine
ginzlich befriedigenden Theorien durchsetzen kon-
nen. Das Chester-Rows-Forschungsprojekt wurde
1984 mit der Aufgabe ins Leben gerufen, alle Row-
Crebiiude mit einem interdissapliniren Ansatz ru unter-
suchen, der archivlogische wnd  historische
Forschungen mit emer kritischen Wirdigung der
architekionischen und sozialen Einfldsse verbinder, dic
die Konstrukton und Modifizierung der Gebdiude
mspirierien, Das Endmel war es, die Urspringe der Rlows
und die Grinde fir thren Fortbestand zu versichen.

e Rows und thre spescllen Charakreristika werden
beschrichen sowie Unterschiede mu Strukmuren in anderen
mittelaleerlichen Suidien angefiher. Dargestellt wer-
den auch die wnterschiedlichen Sichrweisen der
Urspringe und der Enpwicklung der Fows.

e Topographie und frihe Geschichie der Stadr (von
romischer Zeit bis ins frihe dreeizehnve Jahrhundery)
wird dargelegr; ferner wird die Emwicklung der
Gebiiude entlamg der HauprsrraBen in der Zeir vor
1350 begutachrer. D unterschiedlichen
Gebdudeelemente — Kellergewdlbe, Rows, eingebaure
Vordicher, Geschiifie und Wohnriume - werden unter
Einbezichung sowohl von Schriftquellen als auch von
detaillierten Untersuchungen der erhalvenen Gebdwde
analysiert. Die Autorinnen und Autoren kommen zu
dem Ergebnis, daf sich im Jahr 1350 ein erkennbares,
aber noch wunvollstindiges Row-System entlang der
vier Hauptstrafien von Chester entwickelt hatte. Einige
Abschnitte der Rows gab es freilich schon erheblich
frither; das System entwickelte sich méglicherweiss
dber einen Zeitraum von mehr als 100 Jahren,

Es werden detaillierte Analysen der frohmattelalter-
hichen Baumateralien und -techniken vorgestellt, Stein
wurde verwender fir Mauwern, Gewdolbe, Bigen,
Kragsteine, Einginge und Fenster; Holz fie Arkaden,
Balken, auf Kragsteinen ruhende Yorbauten,
Fufibéden und Fachwerkgerippe. Das Erkennen und
Datieren einer Reihe wvon frihen Holestrukturen in
Row-Gebiuden erwies sich als eines der wichtigsten
Ergebmisse des Projektes; es trug daeu bei, den
frilheren  Eindruck zu  korrigieren, demzufolge
Holzstrukiuren des dreizehnten und vierzehnten
Jahrhunderts am chesten in 50d- und Oswengland 2u
finden seien.

In Hinsicht auf die Urspringe der Rows kommen
die Autorinnen und Autoren :u dem Schluf, daff es
keine cinfache Erklirung dafir gibt. Alle friheren
Ansiitze haben einzelnen Faktoren unangemessen viel
Gewichr beigemessen. Das deaillierre und intesdiszi-

pliniire  Studium  der zur Verfigung stchenden
Informationsquellen legr nahe, dalt die Urspringe der
Rows komplex sind und auf cine Reihe unter-
schicdlicher Faktoren zurickgehen, die in threr
Kombination Chester-eigentimlich  sind.  Diese
Fakvoren kinnen rusammengefafy werden wie folgn
physische und topographische Faktoren; kommerzielle
Vorteille eines doppelgeschossigen  Gewerbesystems;
schiefilich Wohlstand und baulicher Sachverstand,
den die nordwalisischen Feldzige Fidnig Edward 1 in
die Swady brachren. BEs werden englische und aus-
lindische Parallelen #zu den verschiedenen Elementen
der Row-Gebdude angefilhrr, aber diese stellen sich
vor allem als Anhalispunkie fir die allgemeine
Envwicklung fribhmitnelalierlicher Sradthiuser heraus
und haben wenig mit den spezicllen Urspriingen der
Rows von Chester zu tun. Das Experimentieren mit
stidrischen Formen, wic etwa den befestigten Stidien
(bastides) in SOdwestfrankreich, mag die Entaricklung
der Rows becinflufit haben, aber nichis deutet darauf
hin, dafi ein Plan von auen aufgerwungen worden
wiire. Es ist wahrscheinlich, daft diec Fows das Ergebnis
cines Gemeinschaftsprojekies der Biirger von Chester
waren, mbglicherweise mit besonderer kiniglicher
Ermunrerung in der entscheidenden Phase.

Verfolgt  wird dann  die  gleichermafien
bemerkenswerte Geschichte wie die Rows bis in die
Gegenwart forthestanden. Die gewerblichen Worteile
des Systems fihrten dazu, daf die Gebdude zwar in
Hinsicht auf dic Bedirfnisse und Winsche spiterer
Generationen modifiziert und umgebaut, doch die
Rows nie vollig zerstort wurden,

Von der Mitte des viersehnten bis sur Mitte des
sechzehnten Jahrhunderts ging Chesters Wohlstand
zuriick. Dhese Krisenjahre waren entscheidend for den
Fortbestand der Bows, do es damals 2u keinen umfan-
greichen Umbauten kam, die einen Verlust von
Kontinuitit mit sich gebracht haben kdnnten und
damit den Anreiz, das Svstem der Fuligingerprome-
naden instand zu halten, zerstért himen. Ein weiterer
Faktor war der Umstand, daff die Riume auf Strafen-
miveau normaleraveite unabhiingig von den Hiusern
dariiber waren; sie wurden oft separat genutzr oder
harten andere Eigentimer(innen), so dafi ein villiger
Umbau kompliziert war. Zu dieser Zeit errichtete
Crebdude zeigen newe Raumanordungen im Inneren,
mit ciner groferen Anzahl von Riumen, sowie weiter
entwickelte Zimmerhandwerkstechniken,

Im spiiteren sechzehnten Jaohrhundert und in der
ersten Hilfte des siebzehnten Jahrhunderts hatte Chester
teil an der allgememen Zunahme des Wohlstandes in
England. Mach Jahrhunderten der Vernachldssigung
waren Umbauten ndng, was, zusammen mit wachsen-
dem Reichium und cinem Verlangen newen Trends 2u
folgen, zu einer grofien Perode des MNew- und Umbavens
der Stadthiuser von Chester fishrte, Aus dieser Phase
sind cine betrichtliche Anzahl von Fachwerkgerippen
crhalten geblichen, ferner dekorative Putrarbeiten,
reich geschmickre Kamine wund andere prichrige



Einrchtungen., Das Verlangen, gerdumige, gut
belewchiete Wohnriwme zu schaffen, die von den kom-
merziellen Akrivititen stirker abgetrennt waren, fishrie
rum Verlust von eowa einem Diritte] des gesamten Bow-
Systems. Dieser Prozefd des Umbauens und Abgrenzens
bedeurere jedoch dringend bendtigre Einnahmen fir
die atfidrischen Behdrden. Die Stadrversammlung
schikczre allerdings das Herzstick der Rows, da sie ver-
mutlich die anhaltenden kommerziellen Voreile dicses
Svarems begriff. Von den siebmger Jahrem des
achrzehnten Jahrhunderts bis heute st ¢x #u prakiisch
keinen weiteren Verlusten gekommen,

Die Jahre 1670-1830 sahen bedeursame
Verinderungen im HuBeren Erscheinungsbild der
Rows, als  die  Fachwerk-Vorderseiten durch
Backsteinfassaden ersetzt wurden. Zu dhnlich grundle-
genden Verinderungen kam es, wis die Funktionen
der Gebiude bemnfft; sie wurden nicht mehr fir kleine
Geschifte  wnd  Stande, Lager, Jahr- und
Sralfenmirkte verwendet, sondern fiir ein moderneres
Einzelhandelssystem mit grofer und grofer werden-
den Geschiften, die nach und nach kompletie
Gebiude dbernahmen, In der Mime des neunzehnten

Editor’s note

by Andreww Brown

Dendrochronclogieal re-analysis

Recent work on timbers from the Blue Bell, 63-65
Morthgate Street, has indicated that the structure may
be significantly carlier than previeusly thought (see
pp 139 and 145). Because production of this volume
was already well advanced when the dendrochrencological
re-analysis became practicable, it was not pessible 1o
incorporate discussion of this new information into the
relevant chapters, although brief adaprations o text
have been made as space permimed (pp 23, 53, 54, 69,
and T1).

=Vl

Jahrhunderts hame jedoch die Begeisterung far alles
Alte zu einem Aufstand gegen die “schwere athenische
Archivekiur’ der Stadt gefishrt, und cine neue Ara des
Fachwerkdesigns begann, Dies fithrre #u dem heute
sichtbaren Guferen Charakier der Fows, aber es
machte auch viele der mitelalierlichen Strukturen
zunichte, die bis dahin erhalten geblieben waren.
Wihrend der sweiten Hilfte des rwanzigsten
Jahrhunderts wurden die Rows weiterhin neuen
Bedirfnissen  angepaBt  und  verdnderten  sich
kontinuierlich. Neue Gebiiude nahmen Gallerien auf,
und dber einige der  SeitemstraBen  wurden
FuBgingerbriicken gebaut; so daff diec Kontinuitat des
Systems zusitzhich unterstrichen wurde. 1968 wurde
cin grofies Reparatur- und Restaurierungsprogramm
begonnen;  der  Schwerpunkr  ist  heute  auf
Konservierung und Wiederverwendung von bereits
existierenden Strukiuren, Die Rows von Chester als
solche sind tber 600 Jahre hinweg erhalien geblicben,
aher ihre Entwicklung spiegelt gleichmeing sich standig
wandelnde Wohnweisen und Gewerbeprakiiken wider.,

Uberserzung: Cornelivs T Holrorf

Referencing

The Harvard sivle of referencing has generally been
used for published sources, with the author's name and
the dare of publication in brackets within the rext and
a full reference in the bibliography,

Cirarion of sources

Unpublished sources are given in the endnotes: in
those cases where there are both published and unpub-
lished sources, it has been convenient to include the
references together in an endnote.
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1 Introduction

Here 15 a peoperty of building peculiar to the
City (of Chester) called the Rows, being
Galleries, wherein Passengers go dry without
coming into the streers, having shops on baoth
sides and underncath. The fashion whereof is
somewhat hard 1o conceive, it is therefore worth
their pains, who have money and leasure to
make their own Eyes the Expounders of the
manner thereof. The like being said not to be
seen in all England, no nor in all Evwrope again,

(Fuller 1662, 290)

The Rows of Chester are a unique system of walkways
that run through the frontages of the buildings on the
four main streets of the ciry'. These walkways are in the
form of covered galleries thar pass above the shops
which are at street level, and provide access to a second
level of shops at Row, or first floor, level. They are
contained within buildings of warious dates and
architectural styles, all of which appear to have been
destigned 1o accommodare the Row walkway. The Kows
are continuous within each block; access from the street
is by way of steps at the ends of each section and
berween the sreet-level shops at every thind or fourth
property. Figures 1 and 2 show the continuous nature
of the Row as it passes through different buildings, and
Figure 3 shows the arrangement of a typical Row build-
ing. Beneath the Row there 15 an undercroft, which
accommodates the street-level shop. The floor level of
these undercrofi spaces is usually below street level and
in a few of the Row buildings there is also a true cellar
underneath. The Row walkway 15 aormally separated
from the street frontage by a Row *stall’ or *stallboard”,
which is a rarsed sloping area providing the necessary
headroom for the steps down into the undercroft. The
ground level to the rear of the Row buildings s usually
at the level of the Bow walkway, approsimately a storcy
higher than the street level.

The Row and s associated stallboard are nmow public
spaces despite the fact thar they are within the structure
of the buildings and might therefore be considered
private property. This public right of access has been
jealously guarded for centuries by the City Councal who
resist any effort to enclose the wallkway or 1o encroach on
to the Rows and stallboards, Nevertheless the building
owners are responsible for the maintenance of the
Rovws, the Council being responsible only for the steps at
the ends of cach section. This division of responsibility
is found in many of the documents in Chester Archives
(formerly Chester City Record Office), and 5 now
enshrined in the Cheshire County Council Act 1980,

In many of the Row buildings there s a homzontal
division of ownership, with the premises at street bevel
being owned separately from the building above, Thus
the Rows are effecuvely independent streets and the

Row-level properties have separate postal addresses
fromn the street-level shops, This can cause confusion as
the two numbering systems do not normally coincide:
57 Bridge Swreet Row, for example, being located above
49 Bridge Strect. Therefore for the purposes of this
book the Row-level numbering has been ignored and
buildings are identified only by their street number (sce
Gazemeer for both numbering systems).

In other English medieval towns and cities the word
‘Row' is commonly applied to groups of buildings
along streetl frontages (see pp36-7). The ‘Rows’ of
Chester are very different, both in their form and in the
Fact that they extend along all the main streets of the
city, Nowhere else is there a system of raised galleries
identical o the Chester Rows. Other English towns
have stretches of covered pavement with the builldings
above supported on columns, such as the Pentice,
Winchester, the Butterwalks at Totnes® and the north
end of Broad Street, Ludlow, but all these covered ways
are at steeet level. Some of the buildings in Chester, in
Northgate Streer, Foregate Street, and formerly in
Lower Bridge Swreet (Fig 41, are built out over the
pavement in this fashion, but these are very differem
fromm the Fows which stand alongside and above the
pavement. Similar street-level arcades exist in many
European towns and citics, such as Berne, Switzerland.
Walkways above undercrofis also exist elsewhere, as at
Meersburg, Germany, but these generally pass through
only a few buildings.

Throughout this book the word “Row” will be used
1o indicare the peculiar Chester gallenies, and what 3o
impressed Thomas Fuller will be described and
analysed.

The debate about the Rows

People have been speculating about the peculiar
character of the Chester Rows for over 400 wears
(Harris 1984). The carliest antiquarian reference o the
Fows was made rather obliguely by John Leland in his
Teimerarnes of the 15405, In describing a street in
Bridgnorth, Shropshire, he stated “...that Men may
passe drye by them ¥f it rayne, accordinge to some
serets in Chestar citic’ (Smith 1908, 85), A much fuller
description was made by Willlam Smith, a Cheshire
man, writng in the 15305

The Buildings of the City are very ancient; and
the Houses builded in such sort, that a man may
go dry, from one place of the City 1o another,
and mever come in the street; but go as it were in
Cralleries, which they call, The Rocs, which have
Shops on both sides and underneath, with divers
fair staires o go up or down into the street.
Which manner of building 1 have not heard of in
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Mg 2 Row watkway on the casr stde of Bridge Streer (RCHME © Crogen Copyrighi)

any place of Chrstendome. Some will say, that
the ke 13 at Padua in Laly, but that s not so
Por the howses at Padua, are balded as the
Suburhs of this Caty be, that 15, on the ground,
wpan Posts, that a man mav go dry underneath
them; like as they are a1 Billingsgate in London,
bur nothing like o the Roes...

(King 1656, 40)

About 40 years later, another Cheshire historiam,
Whlham Wiebb, made special mention of the Bows ina
deseription of the av. He recorded that *...the principal
dwelling houses and shops for the chiefiest Trades, are
mounted H'.-:'-r:r |11|qh|.'1'; and |:'-r!'-.'-n; the Doors and
Entnes, a contimued Rowe on either s1de the street, tor
people to pass to and fro.." (King 1636, 19-20). Webb
then began to conjecture about the ongin of the Rows,
Dirawing on the speculations of an carlier antiguary, he

concluded that the Rows ongmated as a means of

defence. He believed that the carly inhabitants of
Chester hved in the undercrofts, under the ground sur-
face rather than above. Mew additions were then added
on top of these earlier foundations for more comfor

and convenience, however *., because thewr conflicts
with Enemies continued long time, it was neediul for
them (o leave o space before the doors of those their
upper buldings, upon which they mught stand n safe 3
from the violence of their Enemies horses, and withall
defend their howses from spoyl.." (King 1656, 19-20),
‘rom this vme onwards many visitors 1o Chester
record their comments on the Bows, perhaps encour-
aged by the quotation from Thomas Fuller given at the
opening of this chaprer, which reads like anm early
example of a tourism promotion. However, not all visi-
tors were a5 impressed by thes strange (orm of balding,
partscularly as architectural taste began o turn agamst
timbser=Framed buldmgs. Ceha PFrennes and  Damel
Letoe, in particular, were strongly cnitical, the latter
describing the Rows as "both old and ugly” (see pl11]).
Along with the visitors came many of the most famous
antiquarians and it is theough their speculations than
the debate on the OrgIs of thie Rows q,,:h._".'-::!:l]'lu-.j.
Several of the descnptons at the turn of the eighi-
centh century described the Rows as ‘piazeacd’
(Trappes-Lomax 1930, 105 Cowan 1903, 167-9)
implying a similarity in appearance o Italian cites,
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Fig 3 Secrion through a typreal mediveal Rows buiddivg
fafrer J Crrerrealle)

Later in the eighteenth century William Soukeley
(1776, 59) prnpm:n:d that 1|1|::.' were eonnected with
the Homan tradition of colonnaded streets. Thomas
Pennant, who lived in Flintshire near Chester,
subscribed to the same wea and in 1773 he described
thie Bows as follows

The structure of the four principal steeets is
without parallel, They run direct from east 1w
west, and north 1o south: and were excavared
out of the earth, and sunk many feet beneath the
surface. The carriages drive far below the lewvel
of the kitchens, on a line with ranges of shops;
ovier which on each side of the streets, passengers
walk from end o end, secure from wer and
heat, in galleries (or rows, as they are called)
purleined from the first floor of each house,
apen in front and balustraded. The back courts
of all these houses are level with the rows: but o
go intoe any of those four strects, it is necessary
1o descend a flight of several steps...

(Pennant 1883, 142)

This passage highlights the disparity of levels between
the front and back of the Row buldings and the oddity
of having a public feotway passing through prvate
howses, The Roman connection was supported by
Joseph Hemingway in his Hestory of the Crew of Chesrer,
published i 1831, and he apnbuted the excavarion
of the streets 1o the Roman legionarics, 1o case the
slope from the river o the cemire of their fortress
{Hemingway 1831, 389-97).

The first writer o consider the architecture of the
individual buildings and the beaning thas had on the
development of the Rows was John Hewitt. In a paper
published in 18687, he looked ar parallels 1o the build-
inges surviving in Chester, particularly their ‘crypts” or
undercrofts. He concluded that the front walls of the
medieval houses rose straight up from the street, with
the prancipal floor reached by a flight of exvernal steps.
Subsequently, the upper foors were brought forwand
over these steps a5 much as nine or ten feer into the
miain streets. Within these encroachments, the Row

was created by demolishing the original front walls,
and this was a "general undertaling’ made by thee
citizens of Chester (Hewatt 1587),

The Chester Archaeological Socety held discussions
on the ongins of the Bows in 1893 and 1894, Hewirtt
restated his cose, that the Row was created through
adjacent buildings to make shopping at this first-floor
level more convendent, and suggested that this change
ok place between about 1490 and 1520, Another
member of the Society, Dr T N Brushfield, could no
see how the self-interested citizenry would surrender
‘to the public good, the best portion of the best room
in his house’, and concludied that the elevaton of the
Eow came about by the accumulation of debris in from
of the carly houses on which the walkway was ereared,
with the undercrofts then being excavated underneath
(Brushficld 1895),

Mew light was thrown on these issues by the
publication in 1894 of Canon B H Morris" book,
Chester in the Mantagenet and Tudor Refpns, This was the
first history of Chester to be based on extensive
research into the city's records, and 1t set the docu-
mentary sources alongside the architectural and
archacological evidence, which had already been widely
discussed. This book included the then earliest known
reference to the Rows in oo deed of grant by Richard
Russel to his son, David, in 1330 (Moreris mdstakenly
gives 13310, These consisted of the ‘Turnemongerrowe’,
‘Baxterrowe' and ‘Cokesrowe” in Morthgare and

Y . T

Fig 4 Buiddings formerly on the éast sigde af Lowser Bridge
Krreer toith a covered wallzeay av steeer level (RUHME A
Cormn Copyright)
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Fig 5 Sourh sude of Wintergare Streer by O Prokerang, 1829 (photopraph BCHME © Croen Copyrighe, froom pring i CA5
Library, Chester Archives)

c n S - : 4 ; ]
Frg 6 Row walkway on the sonth side of Watergate Street by & Prckering, 1832 (phorograph RCHME © Crowenr Copyright,
fromm proee e LS Fibrary, Chesrer Archives)
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Fig 7 Plan of medieval Cheiter shotetng the parish charches: 18t Werburghs; 2 8t Perer's; 3 Holy Triniry; 4 50 Marein's;
5 5 Bridper's; 6 85t Mechaels; 7 5 Oiave’s; 8 5 Mary's
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Eastgate Strects (Morris 1894, 292). Like Hewimn,
Morris favoured the theory that the origing of the Fows
developed from the encroachment of the buildings
into the street and he recognised the commercial
aspect of the Rows. Seven vears later, in another paper
published in the Archaeological Sociervs journal,
H D Harrod (1902) contradicted Morris and Hewin
by suggesting that the colonnaded Row was derived
directly from Roman colonnaded streets and their pre-
sumed associated shops, a refinement of the arguments
put forward by Pennant and Hemingway.

Mo further significant research into the history and
architecture of the Rows was undertaken unel 1957,
During that vear the Chester Archaeological Society
was given two lectures, one by ] T Smith and the other
by P H Lawson, who laer published a joint paper
(Lawson and Smith 1958). Their work consisted of the
first comprehensive study of the surviving buildings,
together with a consideration of the associated docu-
mentation, This remains a very valuable source of
information, for a number of the buildings which they
discussed have since been demolished. In considening
their evidence, however, they reached different conclu-
sions. Smith based his ideas firmly on the architectur-
al evidence of the stone undercrofts and the other
stone structures, He believed thar these were all of the
period 1270-1330, and argued that this was supported
by the record of a fire in 1278, said to have almost
totally destroyed the arca within the walls. Smith pos-
tulared that the Rows were devised immediately after
thar date as part of a plan for a fireproof town which
would be able to survive the tvpe of disasters which
had ravaged the city since the Conquest.

Lawson's arguments were largely intended 1o con-
tradict some of the major points made by Smith. He
argucd for the steady evolution of the system from a
period before the fire, with evidence for substantial
stone houses within the Rows datng from as carly as
1208, Lawson and Smith ended their paper with a plea
for a systematic record to be made of all the Row build-
ings, especially when they were being altered or rebuile.
This challenge was eventually taken up in 1984 with
the establishment of the Chester Rows Research
Project (see Preface) and the comprehensive study tha
lies behind the publication of this book,

The early development of Chester

Two major factors contributed 1o Chester's develop-
ment. The firse was its steaegic importance. It stands
at the lowest bndging point of the River Dee and ar the
limir of its tidal range. Ower the nver 15 Wales, which
throughout much of the medieval period was a source
of unrest and rebellion against the rulers of England,
Across the sea 15 Ireland, a base for raiding parties in
the Viking period and the scene of English conquests,
often led from Chester. The second factor was trade,
which underlay the activity and wealth of the . Ne
doube the Romans wsed sea and miver transport (o

service the army and the importance of external trade
and Chester's dependence upon imported food can be
documented back invo Saxon times {Thacker forth-
coming).

The topography of Chester and its carly history as
a Roman fortress is of special significance for the lay-
out of the later city and the development of its buildings.
The city centre is contained by the medieval and earlier
walls, and within these the four main streets, Bridge
Street, Eastgate Street, MNorthgate Street, and
Watergate Street, lead from the principal gates to the
centre, forming a cross. Bridge Street and its continu-
ation, Lower Bridge Street, run south to the niver and
the bridge, while Watergare Street was the main entry
from the port. The point where the main streets meet is
the focus of the ciry and is known as the Cross (Fig 8).

Chester is built on the end of a low, broad promon-
tory of Ol Red Sandstone, surrounded to the south and
west by the River Dee. The centre of the city is about
30m above sea level and the land falls gently to low cliffs
above the river (Mason 1976}, A number of small stream
valleys underlic the present city; the most significant of
these, in erms of the development of the Rows, runs
south along the line of Lower Bradge Streer.

The sandsvone provided a readily available building
stone and several carly quarry faces can be seen across
the river in Handbridge. The rock s very close o the
surface, so deep foundations are unnecessary and the
floors of the medieval undercrofts are only slightly
below street level, True cellars, below the undercrofis,
had to be cut out of the rock.

The traditonal bridging poine across the River Diee is
at the south end of Lower Bridge Street, where the former
stream valley joined the river. There is evidence for the
survival of the Roman bridge into the medieval peried,
possibly until the present bridge was constructed in
1347 (Swickland 1984, 25-T). Immediately upstream
of the bridge is the grear weir built diagonally across
the river on a natural shelf of rock. This provided the
site for the medieval and later mills, and also prevented
ships progressing further upstream. Thus the port
developed below the bridge, on the south and west
sides of the ity

There is lLitile indication of pre-Foman settlerment
at Chester. The legwonary fortress established in the
70s by the governor, Agricola, was laid our over culti-
vated fields (Mason 1976, 19). It was of a typical
rectangular form, covering 24ha, and was sited some
distance back from the river. There were some stone
buildings from the beginning but the fortress and its
associated chvialian sentlement evolved during the next
300 years {Strickland 1984), The plan of the formress
established the framework of the later Saxon bk, and
thus of the medieval and modern city; and the survival
of the ruins of major Roman bulldings must also have
been a factor in later development®. As in other Roman
fortresses and towns in England, many of the struectures
seemed 1o survive into the Middle Ages (Greenhalgh
1989). Ranulph Higden, 3 monk of St Werburgh's
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Frp 8 The Cross looking toest doton Waeergare Streer (RGE

Abbey in Chester, wrote in his chronicle of the 13405
‘when I behold the ground-work of buildings in the
streets, laid with many strong high stones, 1t seemeth
that it hath been founded by the painful labowr of
Romans or giants..." (Babington 1869, To-84),

Ag shown in Figure 9 there is an obviouws relation-
ship berween the developed plan of the Roman fortress
and the modern street pattern. The two man Roman
strects - the vra princepalts running east—west, and the
are broad and
straight. These correspond to the more irregular and

d Pra¢ierd Tunning north—south

narrower Eastgate, Watergate, and Bridge Streers. Of
the: four main streets only Morthgate Street does not
have an immediate relationship with the fortress plan,
Although it used the Roman noerth gate®, 1t wanders
cather irregularly across the site of Roman buldings,
widens o form a market place in the aren of the
Roman hospital courtyvard and joins BEastgate Street
over the corner of the princisa or headquarters building,
The lines of several of the minor Roman streets are also
stall i use, Weaver, Trinity, and Warer Tower Streets
follow the line of the swiervallienr road on the west and
north side of the fortress, and Whitefriars rather less
precisely on the south side. Commonhall, Crook, and
Goss Streets are on the lines of minor throughfares,
The collapse of the Roman buildings has led to a
peculiarity i Chester’s topography that is significant in

the developmment of the Rows. Look up any of the minor
streets froom Bridge Street or Warergate Strect and the
ground level will be seen vo rise away from you (Fig 109,
The present surface of the major stregts has remaned
ar, of at some stage was cleared back to, the Roman
streel level. Some of this difference in height can be
attributed po a layver of Roman debnis (Stnckland 1984,
317 and excavation has alse shown that 2ol and rubbish
deposits continued to accumulate behind Row build-
ings during the medieval peried (Ward 1984), so
increasing the disparity in height. This means thar,
although the Row level may be as much as 2m above
street level an the fromt of a property, at the rear it usually
corresponds with the ground level, A similar arrange-
ment exists on either side of Lower Bridge Street, but
here the natural slopes on either side of the stream valley
are largely responsible because this is outside the area of
the Roman fortress. Away from the main streets the
buildings of the forress were less massive, being large-
by barrack and stable blocks probably of nmber-framed
construction on low stone walls. In these areas the
‘deboris slope” = less significant, and medieval stone
cellars that are completely below ground survive, or
have been excavated, im Whitefriars (Grenville and
Turmer 1986) and Northgate Srrect (Davey 1973).
The Boman builldings may have provided a useful
source of bullding stone for later construction and the
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Fig 10 Vrewe fokemg wp Commmeorhall Seeeer from Bridge
Srreer shorong rise i ground level” FRCHME © Crown
Caprrerghat)

archaeolegicn] evidence indicates thar svone robbing was
commaon (Ward 1984, 45), Yer almost no reused Roman
masonry has been identified in BEow buildings, with the
exception of a fragmentary inscription taken from the
undercroft of 64 Watergate Streer (Webster 19517,
The evidence for the immediate post-Boman period
is very scanty. Some imported Mediterranean pottery
and a timber-framed building at Abbey Green suggest
the short-term survival of 2 Romanised settlement. For
larer centuries there are a few references in the Welsh
and Danish annals and in Bede's Hisrorra Eocleniasnica
(Thacker 1987, 237-8). As with most English towns,
the archacological evidence suggests that Chester was
largely abandoned until the eighth or mnth centures,
In 893-4, when the area was firmly within the Mercian
kingdom, a party of Danes reached and bricfly occu-
pied "0 deserted city in Wirral, which was called
Chester” (Thacker 1987, 249), The Mercians regained
much of their territory from the Danes in the early
renth century and CQueen Acthelflaed refortified
Chesver as a buel in 907, It later acted as the centre for
@ lime of smaller burfs stretching from Rhuddlan to
Manchester, which protecred Mercia’s northern fron-

ver (Thacker 1987, 250). This was the heginning of

Chester’s appearance a5 an English town.

The reuse of the line of the Roman fortifications 1o
the north and cast as part of the defences of the early
tenth century burk (Fig 11), together with the river to
the =outh and west, controlled the physical expansion
of Chester. The walls retained their strategic impor-
tance inte the fourteenth and Afteenth centurics

Fg 1

Fars af the north wall of ohe Roman jfortress
incorporated e fager defences (ROCHME © Crown
Ciopyright)

because of intermittent threars from the Welsh, and the
growth of suburbs was limited 1o Foregate Street, and
Flandbridge, across the river; the lamer was repeatedly
burnt by the Welsh during the thirteenth century
Alldridge (1981) contends thar some of Chester’s pre-
went land divisions date from the pre-Worman period
By the late Saxon period there were thres parish
chirches, St Werburgh's, St John's, and 5t Peter's, and
the parish boundaries on Eastgate Street are signifi-
cant. The parish of St Peter’s was perhaps created out
of 5t Werburgh's as the result of a grant of land by a lay
patron; the parish of 5t Werburgh, however, retaned
twis linear plots fronting on to each side of Eastgare
Steeet, which isolated part of 5t Peter's panish (Fig 12).
The shape of these boundaries may be evidence for
the existence of long, narcow burgage plots ar this
carly date

[n late Saxon times Chester was one of the largest
and most important towns in morthern England and
was substantial even by national standards, It had a
considerable population of perhaps 2-3000 inhahbi-
tanits, probably concenrated in the southern fwos
thirds of the area enclosed by the walls (Sawyer and
Thacker 1987; Thacker fortheoming). Inm the less
densely populated ar¢as north of Easigate and
Warergate Streets there are indications that thers was
discontinuity between the late Saxon and post-
Conguest building patterns and that the long thin plots
associpted with the medieval city were introduced only
after 1066 (Ward 1954), Further south, however, it
seems likely that there were early plots which were
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increasingly densely occupied and subdivided in late
Raxon mimes to form continuous buili-up frontages along
the principal streets. Unforunately the archacological
evidence gives lintle indication of the type of houses
present at this time, apart from a group of semi-basement
buildings in the backland area west of Lower Bridge
Streer (Mason 1983) and a umber hall-type structure
on Princess Street (Ward 1984, 41). The street frontages
have been so extensively redeveloped that there is no
evidence for the Saxon and early Morman wse of these
APEAS.

Following the Norman Conguest, Chester became
the centre of an independent earldom, acuing as a
buffer against the unruly Welsh, The Domesday Book
provides the first evidence for the number and owner-
ship of houses within Chester (Sawvyer and Thacker
1987, 325-71, On the eve of the Conquest a total of
508 houses was recorded, with 431 paying rent to the
King and Earl and 56 1o the Bishop. The Mercian
rebellion and subsequent military campaigns in 106%
70 reduced the income from the city and 205 fewer
houses are recorded in 1086, The construction of the
castle in the south-west corner of the city may acgount
for some of this loss®, bur the castle and its demesne
lands were peripheral 1o the main settlement. The
reduction in house numbers may have been the result
of a disenfranchisement of Saxon burgesses and their
replacement by a smaller number of Morman tenants,
controlling larger blocks of land within existing bound-
aries. Such large blocks may have been subdivided as

Fig 12 Hﬁn of parish boundartes mr Eastgare Sereet and
Bridge Streer (after Alldridge 1981)

the population grew im later centuries, resulting in the
long, thin plots which were tvpical of medieval settle-
ments, This certainly happened to some of the larger
medieval houses,

In Chester there is linde indication of the houses
erected during the vwelfth century, and although the
majority would probably have been of timber, the ear-
liest surviving English town houses are of stone con-
struction and were probably the houses of very wealthy
merchants (Wood 1965, 6). These have the domestic
pecommuodation at first floor level abowve an undercrof
and this is the basic building form that was later 10
be found in the Chester Bows. As in other towns the
buildings of Chester were constantly threatened by fire
and it would therefore have been logical for stone to be
used for the houses of the wealthy. One of the local
laws recorded in the Domesday Book sets penalties for
anyone whose howse was the source of fire (Sowver and
Thacker 1987, 326) and two fires are recorded in the
vwelfth cenmury (Morms 1894, 277, 292), but the
extent of the destruction s ot known.

The Domesday Book lays emphasis on Chester's
port and trading activities, detailing an elaborate system
of wolls, and throughout the medieval period the city
controlled various creck ports in the Dee and Mersey
estuaries, including Liverpool (Wilson 1965;
Woodward 1970). Chester has never had an imporant
role in manufacturing, 1ts wealth being almost entirely
the result of rade. The most important links were with
Ireland, where there are charters confirming the liber-
ties of Chester merchamis from the rwelfth century
(Hewitt 1967, 1), Imports to Chesper were primarily
grain and other foodstuffs. Exporis consisted of salt,
salted fish, cloth, and metals. There was also the regu-
lar movement of government officials and troops.
Imports peaked during the military campaigns against
the Welsh in the late thirteenth cenmurey, when foed was
needed for the army and o provision the new castles.
Chester was also used o tranship provisions to Carlisle
and Skinburness on the Solway Firth when Edward 1%
attention turned o Scodand.

Chester's ships rravelled further afield, particularly
o Gascony for wine, a trade which also peaked during
the Welsh campaigns. There were also some conmec-
tions with the wealthy Italan city states, for the pro-
duction of wool at three of Cheshire™s abbeys appears
in La praciica della mercatira (Hewine 1967, 38), pro-
duced as a guwide for Italian merchants. However,
Chester was not an important woollen port and
Cheshire’s wool was shipped via Boston and Ipswich
(Hewitt 1967, 70-89). Behind the international links
was a thriving coastal and estuarine trade, and Chester
also acted as the market place for its hinterland.

The earliest surviving reference to o marker dates
fromm ¢ 1080 (Chibnall 1969-80, IV, 136). The first ref-
erence to a fair is 1121-9 and by the early thirteenth
century there were fairs at both midsummer and
Michaelmas (Barraclough 1988, 21-2). Trade with
Ireland was particularly important from an early dare
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and Willlam of Malmeshury wrote in ¢ 1125, "Goods
are exchanged berween Chester and Ircland, so that
whar the nature of the soil lacks, is supplied by the toil
of the merchants” (Hamilvon 1870, 308).

The ewelfth century appears 1o have been a period
of steady expansion for Chester. The defences were
extended to the south and west, linking the castle 1o
the existing walls', While there were obvious military
reguirements for this expensive work, it may also have
been prompted by a hope for growth. In this the earls
of Chester were 1o be disappointed, for the western
extension appears to have remained undeveloped unil
the foundation of the Franciscan and Dominican
friaries in 1237°,

At the end of the vwelfth cenrtury, Lucian, a monk of
S5t Werburgh's Abbey, wrote a poem in praise of
Chester; this is the second oldest description of an
English town® and is of interest despite its elaborare
allegorical sevle. He saw *. the mwo excellent straight
streets in form of the blessed Cross, which through
meeting and crossing themselves, then make four our of
two, the heads ending in fowr gates... in the middle of
the city... there 1o be a marker for the sale of gonds.” He
also described ©., beneath the city walls... a harbour for
ships coming from Aquitaine, Spain, Ireland and
Germany, which by Christ’s guidance and by the labour
and skill of the merchans, come and unload ar the city
bay, with many goods, so that comforted in many ways,
by the grace of our God, we may drink wine more often
and more plentfully...” (Palliser 1980, 6-T],

Zo, the picture of Chester at the beginning of the
thirteenth century is of a prospering <ity with a well-
established pattern of settlement and longstanding
property divistons, Much of the area within the walls
would stll be open space devoted to gardens, orchards,
and even vineyards [(Morris 1894, 56%), but the howses
would have clustered along the main streets, probably
providing almost continuous fromages. During the
thirteenth century, three events occurred which may
be of great significance for our understanding of the
Rows: the fire of 1278, which repuredly destroved a
sigrificant section of the wown; BEdward I's use of
Chester as his base for the military campaigns against
the Welsh; and his grant of the city's first charter in
1300, which gave the citizens greater control over the
development of the city.

The Amnales Cestrienses, written by a monk of 5t
Werburgh's Abbey, records that on 15 May 1278
almost the whole of Chester within the walls of the city
was burned down (Christe 1387, 104-5). ] T Smith
gives considerable emphasis to this event 1n his discus-
sion of the origin of the Rows {Lawson and Smith
1958, 33). A major firc would undoubredly have led to
a need for exrensive rebuilding, with many new houses
being erected at the same time, Smith contends thar
this would have provided the incentive for a planned
reconstruction, with all new bulldings required to
incorporare Fow walkways. Despite the documentary
record for an extensive fire in 1278, there is, however,

considerable doubt about the scale of the destruction
caused, Mo evidence of the fire debris that could be
eguated with such an event has been uncovered in any
of the extensive archacological excavations in the city
centre and this raises the possibility that the fire was
not as widespread as the chronicler suggested (Ward
LO&4, 44-5).

Fires were undoubtedly frequent occurrences in
medieval towns and the threat that they posed did
result in early regulations, For example, fireproofing
measures were introduced into Londen by s first
mayor berween 1192-3 and 1212 (Schefield 1984, 75).
In Chester the occurrence of stome party walls to many
undercrofis, often in conjunction with massive floor
thicknesses at Row level, suggests that some form of
medieval building regulation may have existed by the
end of the thirteenth century. More puzzling is the very
limited mumber of stone party walls at higher levels, It
seems that the merchants of Chester were prepared o
risk their houses being destroved by fire; but not the
valuable goods stored in the undercrafts. This theory is
supported by evidence from the nearby roval borough
of Flint which was deliberately burnt in 1294, in
advance of an anticipated attack by the Welsh, so as 1w
provide an unimpeded field of fire from the castle.
Every burgess was compensated for the loss of his
house, grain, and other goods, Nearly all the houses
seem [0 have been umber-framed and of relatvely low
value compared to the goods that they contained
(Taylor 1982), So domestic accommodation may have
been cheap and relatively casy w replace, while wealth
was in stored merchandise.

At the end of the thirteenth century, Chester’s status
changed from that of a provincial city, with a modest
bast steady trade and a small garrison, w a strategic
milivary base of natonal importance (Grenville 1990,
449-51; Thacker forthcoming). Edward 1 mounted
rwo massive campaigns against the Welsh, in 1277 and
1282-3, with Chester acting as the main musternng
point on both eccasions. From January to July 1277,
the Earl of Warwick’s force was billeted in the cty at the
huge cost of £1,094 in wages, before being joined by
the main muster from Worcester. In February, an order
was sent to Ireland for 600 guarters of wheat and 1000
quarters of oats o be shipped o Chester, and 26 ships
of the fleet armived from the Cingue pors. Strong for-
ward bases were established ar Fline and Rhoddlan,
and, for the purposes of castle building, quantities of
nmber were brought from the Wirral via Chester, and
picks, axes, and other equipment were purchased in
the city.

The second campaign, sparked off by a Welsh
rebellion, was a far greater undertaking aimed at the
total submission of North Wales, Chester again served
as @ mustering point and as a major market for sup-
plict, The organisation of the immense army (up o
B0 foot and 276 heavy cavalry) for over a year was
effected from ‘a great central wvictualling depot at
Chester under William de Perton® (Prestaach 1988, 1999,
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Fig 13 Movemenr of labonr 1282-3 for Edward s hilding woorks i Noveh Wales fafrer § Greweoalle)
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By the summer of 1283, the power of the princes
of Guiynedd had been destroved, bur Edward was
determined 1o maintain his advantage, and a massive
programme of castle building was ininared.

Thus, after s years as a major military base,
Chester found itself plaving host vo the army of skilled
workmen employved in the impressive ring of castles
designed by Edward I's military architects, James of St
George and Richard the Engineer being chicl amongst
them. This workforce was drawn from across the
country (Fig 13) and imvolved up to 530 woodcumers,
1100 diggers, 410 carpenters, and 115 masons (Brown
et ad 1963, 182-3). Building campaigns were vigorous
throughout the 1280s and further work ook place afier
an unsuccessful rebellion in 1294, With construction
work generally suspended over the winter, many of the
crafismen, for whom the journey home was impracticable,
may have sought temporary lodgmgs and work in
Chester. 5o, in the 12805 and 12905, and to o lesser
extent invo the early fourteenth century, Chester expe-
ricnced a considerable economic boom. Quantities of
food and other supplies were channelled through the
city; soldiers, craftsmen and labourers, pard in cash for
their services, flooded in, boosting trade, Thus, the end of
the thirteenth cenury and the first half of the fourtesnth
saw Chester ar the height of its medieval prosperioy.

By the early thirteenth century the citizens were
heginning to emancipate themselves from government
by the appointed officials of the earl, a process probably
accelerated by the annexation of the carldom by the
Crown in 1237, Throughout the thirteenth century
powwer wis passing from the sheriffs, who were originally
the carls nominees, o the mayor as the principal
representative of the merchant class, a position thar is
first mentioned in the 1240z (Thacker forthcoming).
This growing self confidence was srrengthened by
Edward I's charver of 1300 which granted or
confirmed to the cinizens a wide range of rights, includ-
ing control over vacant plors within the city (Morris
18494, 400-3). Such privileges can only have enhanced
the rale of the merchant élite in the development of the
city and hence in the construction of the buildings
which contain the Bows,

Several merchant families came to dominate
Chester’s political ife, Examples include the Hurel and
Brickhill families, whe dealt in prestige commodities
such as wine and wool, and whose members held the

mayoralty 15 tmes between 1278 and 1315 (Hewin
1967, 72). But the most emerprising of this generation
of merchants was William of Doncaster, king's
merchant, ¢itizen of Chester, and mayor in 1316 and
1319, He imported wine in grear quantites; one of his
ships, the Marmwte, being engaged in stocking the Welsh
castles with wine 10 1295, He had agems in Gascony
for wine and in Ireland for corn, and he shipped wool
to Flanders via [pswich. He farmed the lead mines of
Engleficld on the Welsh side of the Dee estuary and
supplied the king with horseshoes. Although convicted
of imroducing bad money into Chester in 1300, he was
made ‘searcher for money” in the ports of Chester and
Morth Wales, With his increasing wealth he began to
buy land around Chester and in North Wales (Hewitt
1967, 73, 81). More significantly for the development
of the Rows he and his family steadily purchased a
large numiber of properties along the main wading
streets of the wown, Eastgate and Warergate Streets.
Thiz pattern of ownership was mawched by another
merchant family, the Russells, probably reflecting a
desire 1o control much of the commercial frontages.

The mierchants were the bencficiaries of the pros-
perity, bailt on the back of the king's Welsh campaigns,
and it was the merchants who gained the power 1o
govern their city following the charver of 1300, This
substantial increase in wealth and power appears 0
have been expressed in an extensive rebuilding of the
commercial core, and it is the evidence for these build-
ings that must now be considered, The antiquarians
and architectural historians quoted at the beginming of
this chapter were trving to seek a single factor or mech-
anism that was responsible for the Row system. The
Rows Research Project, however, has attempied 10
consider the topographical, historical, documentary,
and architectural evidence together. This has not
thrown up any single factor which explains the Chester
Rows. There 15 no easy answer to the questions of origin
and early development, as different emphases can be
given to the different strands of evidence, Following a
discussion of the general documentary and structural
evidence in the next chapter, and two more detailed
chapters on the early medieval stonework and tmber-
work, our conclusions regarding the origins of the
Rows are presented in chaprer 5. The later chapiers
then explore how the Rows have been adapred through
the cenmurics.



2 Early medieval buildings

This chapter considers the development of buildings
along the main streets of Chester in the period before
1350, when the city was at the height of s medieval
prosperity, and assesses the extent of the Fows at this
ame. In order to build up a picture of these wown houses,
use has been made of both the documentary evidence
and the detailed survews of the surviving buildings
carried out by the Rows Research Project between
1984 and 19490,

One important prerequisite for the development of
thi: Rews was a reasonably continuous run of buildings
along the street frontages. This is likely o have existed
in Chester, a1 least in the central area of the eiry, from
an early date, The long narrow plots running back
from the main streets, typical of medieval vowns, were
already in existence by the thirteenth cenury and may
well dage back o late Saxon times (see pp 9-100. The
documentary record provides important evidence of
numerows bulldings along the principal thoroughfares,
and it seems likely that the streer frontages were largely
cocupied by buildings from the time that the records
become available, and that a semi-continueous system
of Fow walkways was thus possible. The bulk of the
evidence comprises local deeds which first occur in
considerable numbers from the first decades of the
thirteenth cenrury and which relate to property

Y

variously rermed land (rerra), plots (placeas or placeas
rerrdd), messuages [messnagna), tenements (fenementia),
and burgages (epagia)’. Most of these terms are highly
unspecific (see Appendix A), but in many instances i
i clear thar they were applicd vo sites with buildings”.
In contemporary newly-planted towns, the use of
such rerminology might well imply plots of a uniform
sratulory size, an arrangement which if it had existed in
Chester would have considerable significance for the
development of the Rows (Reynolds 1977, 536, 192).
In fact, however, the documentary evidence on this
subject is very limited, and there 15 nothing n the
rwelfth- or thirteenth-century records to imply any uni-
formiry in the size of contemporary holdings in the four
main streets’. Equally the dimensions of the surnaving
medieval undercrofis vary considerably, from 3.7m to
8.8m in width and from 10m to 40.85m in length®,
Thus there appears to be little evidence of urban
planning in post-Conguest Chester. The only hint of
uniformirty lics in the frequency with which measure-
ments involving an 11t (3.35m) or half a chain wne
occur in the frontage dimensions along the principal
streets. From the 1873 edition of the 1:500 Ordnance
Survey map it has been possible to idenufy some 45
frontages measuring 356t (16.76m) and a further 14
frontages mensuning about 6654 (20,1 2m) out of a total

Fig 14 Nimaeerith-century vietr of Easpare Sreeer by W Barenfiam; the bulddings on the lgft bevord 5S¢ Ferer'’s Ghurch
occupy the site af the Buntershops. (Photograph RCHME © Crown Copyrighe, from primg i CALY Library, Chester Archives)
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of approximately 150 properties. Several half-plots also
derive from measurements that are a muluple of 11t
That links up with documentary evidence of a large
holding on the north side of Watergate Street with a
strect frontage of 55M*. Such uniformity in the width of
frontages, if it extsred, would date from the establishment
of the plots and thus probably predates the develop-
ment of the Rows by a considerable period.

The elements of the buildings

By the thirteenth century domestic and commercial
structures were very closely intermwined. In the 1250s,
for example, the section of Morthgate Street that was
glready = or was s0ofn o become - known as
Ironmongers’ Bow comained dwellings (domnus) as well
as shops and undercrofis. Dieeds of that date refer to
plots whose frontages included both shops and the
door (hostion) 10 the house behind®. Similar armangements
were to be found in the Cornmarket, on the south side
of Eastgate Street, where in 1275 the entrance to the
house of the wealthy citizen, Robert le Barn, lay next
to two shops, also owned by Robert’. On the opposite
side of Eastgave Swreet (Fig 14), the Bunershops
similarly conuained dwellings; in 1293, for example,
Hugh of Brickhill owned four dommus on the ste, all
with porches (porcheria) in front of them®.

Dwellings could of course vary greatly in size and
status, ranging from the simplest accommaodation (no
maore than one of two rooms) to substantial merchants’
houses with spacious halls. The grander structures
were often stone-built throughout, and hence more of
their upper stofeys remain (see Chapter 3). Moreover,
because of their high status and the comparatively
unusual and expensive fabric which expressed i, they
also atracted more attention in the documentary
record. As carly as the late twelfth century, the stone
house (domus lapidea) of Peter the Clerk, the earls
chancellor, was singled out for mention, It lay at the
corner of Castle Street and Lower Bridge Streer, and is
probably to be awdentified with the mansion in Castle
Srreet subsequently known as ‘le Swonchall’, which in
the mid-fourteenth century belonged o Sir Peter of
Thomton and incorporated an undercroft (celarien)®,
Elsewhere in the city there were stone structures
termed ‘chambers' {camerge or solgria). In the mid-
thirteenth century, for example, Ranulph of Oxford, a
chamberlain of Chester, owned a camera lapidea in the
lane of Alexander Hare (now Whitefriars)"”, while in
the early fourteenth century the sheriff, Richard of
Wheatley, had a stone solarion, which lay some 15
‘ronral” ells (13.72m) behind the frontage of the western
side of Morthgate Sereet. Other important houses
stood in Lower Bridge Streer, including the house of
the roval official, Richard the Engineer, later known as
Parcas Hall after its sale in 1321 1o Roberr Pares or
Pracrs. Originally stone-built and with a high tower, it
stood next to St Olave's church, which probably origi-
nated as its chapel”,

Although all these buildings have now disappeared,
the late fourteenth-century deeds give occasional
glimpses of the internal arrangements of similar sub-
stantial dwellings. The Bultinghouse, which stood next
to the church of 5t Marv on the Hill in 1390, was the
chief Chester residence of the wealthy local landowner,
Hugh de Holes. Among its apartments were several
“lower rooms’ (bas chambres) next o the kitchen, and a
principal chamber, a grange and stables, which Hugh
reserved to himself when letting the rest 1o a pelter
called William de Kerdyme'. In 1369, the Black Hall
e Blakehalle, awla nigra) in Pepper Street was the
subject of a similar agreement™, In this instance the
grantor reserved w himself the stables, the principal
apartments, and the stone and painted chambers (camera
lapidea e camera depicra) in what seems to have been a
grand house, originally the home of a mayvoral family,
the Daresburys". Although neither of these houses was
situated on the four main streets, similar large
structures would probably have existed there, such as
the property in Bridge Street which included a chapel,
a dovecote and a garden'.

Almost all these structures combined commercial
and domestc use, with the domestic element behind
and above the commercial frontage. They often included
shops, usually small lock-ups with modest accom-
maodation for the shopkeepers', A well-documented
example is the house in Morthgate Street subdivided
berween members of the Doncaster family in 1342,
The deed recording the division shows that the prop-
erty included at least one undercroft, over which lay a
shop or *seld’ (sewds) with a chamber (wler) above
that". The more substantial houses might have as
many as five Row-level shops above a number of
undercrofts, Such dual wse was normal in medieval
urban buildings and in Chester the walkway or Row,
with its assogated shops and oversailing chamber,
formed an integral part of the design of surviving
thirteenth- and fourteenth-century buildings.

Undercrofts, Rows and shops

At street level the four main thoroughfares were dami-
nated by semi-subterrancan stone-walled undercrofis.
Such structures were mumerows in thirteenth- and
fourteenth-century English towns, doubtless because
of the security which they afforded for the storage and
sale of valuable commadities, In addition they doubled
the amount of street frontage available for commercial
purpases by allowing space for smaller shops above,
In Chester the celaria 5o frequently referred to in late
thirteenth- and fourteenth-cenmry deeds™ are most
impressively exemplified by the five surviving stone-
vaulted undercrofis (see Chapter 3 and Fig 15). Many
others also survive with stone party walls (there are 36
such undercrofts in Warergate Street alone) and some
retain massive mber ceilings, often supporved by tim-
ber posts (see Chapter 4). As in other towns these
structures were often guite elaborate and impressive,
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Fig 15 Vidted andereraft ar 28 Eangare Sreeer (RCHME © Crogen Copyright)

some being divided into rwo aisles by an arcade, as at
11 Watergate Streer. Several are singled out in the
deeds by being cxpressly described as stone<built
(celarta lapidea)™ and, im one instance at least, an
ufdercroft seems 1o have been considered sufficiently
fioteworthy o provide a citizen with his soubriguet,
‘de la Celer® (Irvine 1904, 26).

In one respect, however, the undercrofts in Chester
afe unlike those in the majority of other English towns:
they are set unusually high with floors scarcely lower
than the street (Fig 3). One reason for this is the
presence of bedrock immediately below street level
which rendered it unnecessary and indeed undesirable
to sink the undercroft walls to any grear depth.
Another is the peculiar wopography across the main
thoreughfares, The fact thar the ground level at the
rear wik up o 2 or 3m higher than the street from
made it advantageous for the ceilings of the under-
crofts vo be ar the higher level. This not enly allowed
access from the rear ar Row level”, but had the added
benefit of ensuring that the timber-framed structures
abowe the undercrofts were not in comtact with the soil.
The only exceptions, at the east end of Eastgate Street
(south side) and on the west side of Naorthgate Street,
significantly coincide with a lower rear ground level
and the limit of the extent of the Rows,

The wndercroft frontages, which could be gquite
elaborate, are exemplified at the Falcon (6 Lower

Bridge Swreet), 28 Easigate Soeet (Fig 16), and the
lost 25 Warergate Street (recorded ¢ 1816). Each had a
central doorway up o 1.5m wide with flanking windows.
A similar arrangement was adopted for the tmber-
framed frontage wo the undercroft at the Leche House,
17 Watergate Streer and a central doorway without
flanking windows survives at 22 Northgate Street.

Fig 16 Doorway and seivdotes fn ohe fronr toall of the
errdercroft ar 25 Easipate Strecr (RCHME © Crown
Copyvrigh)
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Omnly one undercroft, at 12 Bradge Street (Fig 17), is
known to have had a rear window, and it thereforne
appears that both access and illumination were wsually
from the front only. The subdivision of the undercrofis
into discrere sections each requiring separite doors and
windows rendered illuminatron and access from the
front even more essential. At 32-34 Watergate Streer,
for example, the surviving ttimber arcade 15 grooved 1o
take wattle and daub partitions, implying a divizion of
the undercroft invo three lengtudinal sections, each
only 2.6m wide internally.

In a mumber of the surviving and recorded under-
crofts there is clear evidence for o staircase linking to
the house above (Lawson and Smuth 1958), This was
usually ar the rear, but at 12 Bridge Street there is a
scair within the party wall. In these cases at least, the
undercroft was clearly intended to be used by the occu-
pier of the house at Row level for storage or as an
impressive space for the sale and display of wares
(Brown er of 1986, 122-3), By the early fourteenth
century, however, it is clear that they were often held
separately from the accommodation on the upper levels.
A good example of the evolution of this pattern of
renure ocours in Eastgate Street in 1311-12, when a
celarivem lapidewm (perhaps that at No 6), which had
hitherto been in the same ownership as the premises

above, was exchanged for another undercroft and thus
passed mto separate occupancy™. This raises interssting
possibilities about the later use of these spaces, Once
separated from the premises above, they may well have
served as shops, like those in the celaria under
Fleshmongers" Row in the carly fifteenth cenmury™.
Some may have howsed taverns; this perhaps was the
function of the undercroft in Bastgare Srreet known in
the mid-fourteenth century as “Helle™. Such changes
in use may help to explain the subdivision which is
such a charactenistic feature of Chester’s undercrofis
by the fourteenth century,

Undercrofts and shops clearly existed together in
the same structures from an early date. From its firs
appearance in the Chester records the word “Row” was
used o designate small assemblages of shops grouped
by rade, and perhaps even owned by a single merchant.
Such rows of shops were common in medieval times
and were not necessarily elevated above undercrofis. In
the main streets of Chester, however, the svidence of
the surviving buildings and the sheer numbers of
medieval undercrofts strongly suggest that these early
groupings of shops were already at an upper level. This
would naturally have encouraged the desire for a
common wallway at that level o promole access 1o
rraders and o reduce the number of incomvenient

Fig 1T Undercraft ar 12 Bridge Street shoming comdocy i rear wall (RCHME © Crops Copyright)
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stairs from the streer. Ar present such steps occur on
gverage at every third ploy, a distmbution which
appears to have been relatively consistent since
medieval times. This arrangement may therefore
reflect commercial growpings within thirteenth- and
fourteenth-century Chester.

The early development of shops can be observed
most clearly in the centre of the city around St Peter’s
church (Fig 1&8). It is here that commercial activicy was
most intense and the documentary sources record the
first references to Rows, As early as the 12205 ar least
four shops abutted the church™. Although their exact
loeation was net then recorded, they are perhaps o be
identified with those four shops which in the 12505
occupied two plots immediately to the north of the
church, on the west side of Northgave Steeer™, and by
1203 known as Ironmengers” Row™. That the area’s
rnain trade was indeed hardware is suggested by a case
which ¢came before the justice of Chester in thar year,
imvolving the sale of a stolen bronze bowl at a shop
within the Fow™, Although the carly deeds are unspecific
about the nature of the buildings in Ironmongers” Kow,
it s fairly clear that by the carly fourtcenth century
thiey were situated over undercrofts and hence formed
a Row in the traditonal Chester sense. A mulu-
storeyved house with an undercroft can be located within
the Row by the 1340s, and in fact there are references
to celaria in Morthgate Street as carly as the 128087,

Equally interesting is the evidence from the east
end of Watergate Street (north side). Here, abutting
the other side of 5t Peter's Church, was Fleshers Row,
in which the influential Doncaster family had owned
property from at least the 1290s%, A deed of 1330
reveals that one of the Dioncasters” holdings on this site
had an undercroft, but the nature of the property
becomes clear only in 1345-6. Deeds from those years
show that the Doncasters’ holding lay next o 5t Peter's
and included owo adjacent messuages Comprising
shops and rooms over undercrofts, cleardy a Row-like
arrangement”. By 1398, the Row, which still contained
ar least one burcher (“fleshewer'), ran westwards as far
as Gioss Lane™.

Opposite St Peter’s on the north side of Eastgate
Street stood a building or group of buildings known by
1270 as the Buttershops. The first reference 1o a Row
within these butldings occurs in 1369, when a trenement
was said to front on to “le Bumershoprow® and to
extend northwards o land belonging to the Abbey of
S0 Werburgh (Chethire Sheaf, 3rd ser, xxxwi, 34). By
then this REow was apparently located wathin substantial
buildings more than one storey high; a deed of 1361
mentions a shop in the Buttershops with two salaria
above and one adjacent”. The Buttershop Row was
sommetimies known as *Baxter” or Bakers' Fow, a noame mwore
properly applied to the contiguous stretch immediately
to the east. That part of the Row, which derived its
name from the proximity of the important bakehouse
belonging to the leper hospital of St Giles, was
certainly in existenoe by 1293, when it was said w contain

Fig I8 The earlicir documnentary references to Rows rgfer to
properties around St Perer's Church (RCHME © Crowen
Crpyrighie)

four ‘vacant houses” (downg vacnasn)™. Although none
of these references mentions celaria, 1t seems likely that
the Row ram over undercrofts from an early date;
certainly it was associated with such structures by
1375.

All these examples (and they could be multiphed)
show that by the late thirteenth and early fourteenth
ceniuries ai the very latest the cenral areas of the four
main streets were lined with sections of Row of
indeterminate length associated with a single trade and
perhaps with a single imporant struciure such as a
bakehouse or cornmarket. In the instances cited above,
the shops were in individual ownership, but there are
examples of a number of adjacent premises all in the
hands of a single owner, Corvisers” (or Shoemakers”)
Row, on the west side of Bridge Street, had its origins
im a group of at lease 11 such, the shopae or seldae surornm,
all in the hands of Roberr le Barn in 1275, These,
however, may have been in a different type of structure
or organised in a somewhat different way (see following
section),

Selds

The srructures referred 1o in the local sources as seldae
{selds) hawve long been thought to have made an
important contribution o0 the development of the
Fows, In the past it has been suggested that they were
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Fig 1%  Plan af a seld in Cheapside, Lowdom, as
recartriricied by Keene

long sirips of property running in front of the under-
crofis, the construction of which enabled the Row
walkways to be developed above them (Lawson and
Smith 1958, 26-7). Modern rescarch on London (Fig
193, Winchester, and elsewhere has shown that this
theory is based upon a misconception of the nature of
selds (Keene 1985, 137-8, 1091-2, 1098; Keene
1990, 12-13). Although the word has a varicty of
meanings (see Appendix A), its dominant, and for the
purposes of this study most relevant, usage was to
describe a substantial structure, which contained a
number of stalls (rabwla — see Appendix A) selling a
particular form of merchandise, such as skins or woollen
cloth, perhaps under specially privileged regulations.
Selds were, in fact, ‘private bazaars’, in some ways
resembling the souks or covered markets of Arab
medinas; their heyday was the thirteenth and early four-
teenth centuries, after which the term became vartually
obaalere. In Cheshire, the best documented reference
1o siich a structure comes not from Chester itself bur
from Middlewich, where two prominent rownsmen

undertook to build a *house” 1006t (30.48m) long and
22ft (6.71m) wide as “selds” (pro saldis) for the use of
foreign merchants®, That this building, later known os
the ‘great ball’ (awla) of Middlewich, did contain stalls
is clear from the records of the mid-fourteenth century ¥,

In Chester the term ‘seld’ was undoubtedly applied
to subsrantial structures. In the mid-thirteenth century,
for example, the mayor John Arneway was granted half
a seld with the dimensions 10 x 526t (3,05 x 15.85m)
(Tait 1920-3, vol 82, 464). Where the term relates 1o
such large spaces the location (when it i given) is
always Bridge Swreet, usually on the western side and
near the lane (then known as Morman or Moaothall
Lane) which gave access to the Common Hall™. It
looks very much as if the core of the selds lay in the
arca of Bridge Street in front of the Common Hall
itself, though they probably also extended northwards
towards the Cross, The northern himit of the area was
the corner formed by the junction of Bridge Street and
Warergate Street, where there was a structure, krnown by
the late fourteenth century as the “Stone’ or “Staven
Seld", which is probably to be identified with the salda
lapidea mentioned in deeds of the 1270:%, The whaole
quarter was sufficiently distinctive to be known in
the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries simply as
‘the selds”. The carly fourteenth century “roll” of the
gild merchant, for example, recorded thar the gild
met i1 celdis until 1251, after which it seems to have
moved to new premises, perhaps to the newly-buile
Commaonhall®,

This quarter of the ity undoubtedly contained a
Row by the mid-fourteenth century. In 1356 the mayor
and commreneras granted to William de Burgh, citizen of
Chester, o small plece of land, 2 x 3 roval ells (1.83 x
2, 7dm), which was said 1o lie in Bridge Strect ‘next to
the new steps (movum gradum) which lead towards
‘le Coveserrowe” a1 the end of the fishboards, next to
the pillory of Chester, in that corner (eormerie) towards
the church of St Perer™'. Here the word *Row’ is used
unambiguously 1o denote an elevared walkway reached
by steps and running along the west side of Bridge
Street southwards from the corner opposite 5t
Peter's®™.

Although these steps were new in 1356, it seems
likely that the Row was much older. In 1275, Robert le
Barn leased to Alexander Hurel, a former sheriff and
soon to be mayor, fer alia a group of 11 shops
{shopae) for the substantial sum of 40 marks”. The
lease, originally intended to be for 12 years, was appar-
ently soon terminated, perhaps ar the behest of the
king, since soon afterwards (by 1278 at the latest),
Robert granted the same properties in perpetuity to
the king's mew foundation of Vale Roval Abbey*, This
later rransaction refers to the 11 shops as selds and
reveals that they were known collectively as the seldae
sutorany, the “Shoemakers' selds’. Significantly, they
were said to lie in Bridge Street between the land of the
hospital of St John and that of Ralph of the Pillory,
perhaps a refercnce 1o the pillory which in the



ald THE ROWS OF CHESTER

mid-fourteenth century was known to stand next w the
steps leading vo Corvisers” Row, By 1334, Vale Royal
Abbey owned 15 shops and a burgage in Chester, all

apparently on a single conunuous site, and one of

the shops was expressly said to be held by a coriser
(Brownball 1914, 113). The connection with Corvisers'
Row 15 clear and it therefore seems possible that the
How was already im existence in the 12705 when the
Shoemakers” selds enter the record.

Where known, their dimensions suggest that the
selds were long narrow structures, like the hall at
Middlewich. The half seld granted o Arneway, for
examiple, perhaps indicates a building 104t {31.5m)
long™. Such a shape would accord quite well with the
present undercrofis and tenement plos in Bridge
Street to the cast of the site of the Commaonhall®,
More difficult to determine are the internal arrange-
ments of these structures, and hemce the way they
related to the Rows. Thart they resembled market halls
o bazaars is suggested by the fact thar there were dispures
over rights of way through them (see Appendix A),
[nterestingly, the elevem shops known as  the
Shoemakers’ sclds were all adjacent o a building
known as the Abbot of Yale Roval's Hall, which may
well have been a seld like the grear hall of Middlewich
{Browmball 1914, 115).

At least some of the selds in Chester stood above
undercrofts. This is indicaved by the fact thar the
Shoemakers' selds evolved into the elevated Corvisers”
Fow, and alse by deeds of 1314 and 1425 which
describe the ‘selda lapidea’ on the corner of Bridge
Strect and Watergate Streer, as comprising a seld m
Row level abowve two celaria”. Similar arrangements are
also known from Cheapside in London, where in the
1 230% there were selds fronted by shops above vaulted
undercrofts (Keene 1990, 38). If that was the form
taken by the group of selds in Bridge Street, the emer-
gence of an élevated Row walkwav to serve them is
readily comprehensible,

In Chester, then, there 1 evidence of substantial
structures, rermed “selds’, which could be stone-buils

and which were concentrated on the west side of

Bridge Street, in the area nearest the Commaonhall.
Clearly important and profitable forms of property,
they were being increasingly invensively developed in
the late thirteenth century. Although the exact nature
af the selds cannot be fully determined, they were
undoubtedly closely related to one of the earliest
recorded Row walkways,

Stallboards and encroachment

The Row ‘stallboards’, sloping areas along the stree
side of the Row walkway, are a distinctive element of
the Row system. They appear to have developed from
the construction of porches (porcherial, in front of the
undercrofts to shelter their entrances from rain (see Fig
60). The term porcheria is indicarive of light timber
structures added o the stone-walled undercrofis,

Mone of the stone structures surviving from the thir-
teenith and fourteenth centurics originally extended
further forward than the front of the Row walkway.
Although smallboards supported by a stone-buile
encroachment do occur in substantial town houses
such as 38-42 Watergare Streer, they seem 1o belong
to later phases of construction, and in many cases,
such as 19 and 37 Watergate Swreet, 22 Northgate
Strect, and 28 Eastgate Steeer, the side walls below
the stallboard are predominantly of eghteenth- and
nincteenth-century brickwork.

Such extensions involved encroachment on to the
highway, and in the commercially active streets of
thirteenth- and fourteenth-century Chester this was
bound to be contentious. [t is therefore not surprising
that as early as 1293 indictments were made before the
evre of the justice of Chester regarding the erection of
various obstructions in the public highway, including
both steps and porcheria™. A particularly significan
instance 15 that of the porcheria crected by Hugh of
Brickhill in front of four vacant houses (domne taciug)
in Bakers” Row (Baxrerrome) in Easigare Sireet.
Although in 1293 all these structures were condemned
by the court as murious to the highway, and some ar
least were certainly removed, it is significant that
cncrochment was taking place in front of Row build-
i:|1|.:h at ths eardy date

Encroachment also posed another problem. Who
owned the land that had been encroached upon? In
Chester, it seems that 8 was deemed to be still in
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Fig 20 Wide stallboards froring the Rote ealltoay o the
toest stde of Hridpe Swreer (RCHME © Crotwn Copyright)
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public ownership, like the highway from which it was
annexed. That is certainly implied by the fact that in
1508 the Staven Seclds, at the corner of Bridge Strect
and Watergate Street, were fronted by narrow strips of
land which were in separate ownershap from the selds
themselves and belonged 1o the mavor, sheriffs and
citizens of Chester™, In Bridge Street this sinp was 2°;
wvirgates (2. 29m) wide and some 18" virgates (17.003m)
long, dimensions which correspond wath the J|:||_|.',I|'| of
the street frontage of the seld and with the width of
thie prb_'-n|::|_=|;-;-.-:1'||;]'|-:_'qr'.l;'.'.r:.' stallboard on this site. In
Watergate Street, where the l,'-:'-rr-:,'\;'-l'll:'.nll:l:.g dimensions

were 2 virgates (1.53m) and 21%; vicgares (19, 66m), ot

|

== == S =

Undercroft level

may be significant that the medieval frontage lay 2.4m
back from the line of the present street (Brown ¢ af
1986, 123—4).

The strips which fronted the Staven Selds had
probably long been in civic hands, As early as 1356 the
mavor and citizens owmned a plot of land (wram placeam
terrae), two ells (1.83m) wide and threee ells (2.74m)
long, lving next wo the steps leading to Corviser Row™,
It looks then as if ar some point between the 12%90s and
the mid-fourteenth century the local authorities aban-
doned their amtempis to prohibit the encroachment of
Row propertics into the sireet, but that they retained
owmership of the land in question. That this develop-
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Fig 21 Reconstructed plans of the eastern house sathin Booel Mansion, 28-34 Wacergare Streer (1o p23)
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ment had powerful supporvers in the lare thirteenth
cenmury is indicaved by the fact thar among those

indicted of encroachment in 1293 was Hugh of

Brickhill, a leading citizen who was then mayor or was
soon to become so. It may be that Edward I's charver
of 1300, with its grant of jurisdiction over Crown Pleas
to the mayor and baihiffs and the accompanyving licence
te the Gtzens 0 build on the vacant sives ((vacwas
Paceas) of the city, removed any final constraint on this
process [Morms 1894, 490-3),

Analvsis of the term rabida in local usage throws
further light on the sarly development of the bulding
frontages. Jfabwla has a vanety of meanings (see
Appendix A), In Chester, as in London’s Cheapside, it
could be used o designate trestles within a s¢ld or on
the street. Mevertheless in a number of instances
Cestman rabulae are expressly sawd to have been in front
of the seld or to have leasable property beneath them™,
Criven that the selds were generally at Bow level, the
meost hkely meaning s ‘stallboard”, Such an interpretation
of et would suggest that i the area of the selds (e
i HBridge Street) stallboards had already developed by
the late thirteenth cemtury, presumably to create as
miuch space as possible tor the display of merchandise,
Many references connect both the selds and the frabulas
with cloth or tmlors, and v a8 least fwo mstances the
sale of cloth at fobulae was alio hinked with fairs, I
15 possible that the stallboards represented h['--,'-:.::l:d
trading faclities set up for the duration af the fairs,

THE ROWS OF CHESTER

when commercial space was at o premium, and these
gradually became established as permanent features of
the Rows,

The form of the buildings

Dwring the medieval peried the main streets of a city
such as Chester were probably lined with substantial
merchants’ houses. The Kows Kesearch Project has
identified two main types of early medieval town house
comcident with Pantin's typology (1963a). The dominant
type, in which a single undercroft supports a structure
orientated at nght angles to the street, 15 poorly
represented among the surviving thirteenth- and four-
teenth-century builldings, probably becauss many of
these buildings had timber superstructures, of which
little has survived, MNevertheless, the greater proportion
of the houses along the main streets were probably of
this form, something of which 15 still preserved at the
Leche House, 17 Watergate 3treet, although it s mostly
later 1n date (see Chaprer 6). The ]{rjl:l:ll.l.l."\.l siructures
occupied wide plots and this allowed the constructon
of halls parallel to the street above a number of under-
crofis Many af these houses -:'-L'-L'upiq:n.l |:|'rp.q: cormer
sites, where a fide street joined the main I!]:ul.l:l'-.:-u;:,]:uf;.'lrl.'.
since such locations allowed for CASY BOCESS [0 the side
and rear and |:".~r-.:-1.'1;|.|.'-'_1 gErcater '-'..il]l-h]'ﬂu;.‘c for windows
and henee beer ||.;:]'|1:|||;.:. These howses were of the ]!lip.l'll:wt

sEatus. and like those menbomed in the q.!l.ll."u:l:1.|.':!|[ur[.

e 22 Easiern undereroit @t Booth Mansron, 28-34 |1',5rr4'r_5-.1.'._' KSireet, -'J.'n.'.'.'.'rl.'l' the storie areade, toalf ..'r.r.'-!"-:l-.ar..l'.r. ard e

of the rear doorwoay (RCHME © Crown Copyragihs)
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record, may have included richly decorared chambers,
chapels, and a varety of service buildings such as
stables, barns and dovecote. They almost certainly
formed the residences of wecalthy citzens, such as
Richard the Engineer, Stephen Saracen, and William
of Dioncaster (see pp 15, 18, 27, and 33).

Right-angled halls

The arrangement of an early medieval Chester
town howse with its hall at right angles to the street can
be reconstructed from the early elements of the eastern
house within Booth Mansion, 28-34 Watergate Street
(Fig 21 and Pl 12), which date from the late thirteenth
century (sec Appendix B). The double-aisled under-
croft and stone party walls, up 1o caves height, reveal
this to have been a building of quality, but the basic
form appears 0 have been common along the main
streets of Chester. Significantly, it incorporated a Row
walkway from the outset.

The double-aisled undercroft (Fig 22) with an
internal span of about 6.8m is divided longitudinally
by an arcade of four (originally five) two-centred arches
with octagonal piers. A blocked doorway in the rear
wall of the wndercroft may have led to a stairway
or, more probably, a separate rear chamber, Such
secondary chambers behind undercrofis existed within
ather Row buildings, as at 3% Bridge Strect and 63-65
Warergate Streer. The stone party walls are carried over
the Row walkway by two-centred chamfered arches
(Fig 23), similar in profile to those in the undercroft,
These arches demonstrate that the walkway was an
integral part of the original layout and also that it was
designed o link uwp with the adpmcent bulldings, The
plan at Row level is similar to later and more intact
examples such as the Leche House and 63 Morthgate
Srreer (sec Chapter ). A surviving internal doorway
(Fig 58) marks the front entrance of the hall and,
therefore, the position of the passage leading from the
Row walkway. Alongside this enclosed passage, and in
front of the hall, was a space 5.9m long x 4.9m wide.
This has been considered too large 1o have been used
purely for commercial purposes and it has been
suggested thar it incorporated a service room at the
rear, connected with the hall (Browm ¢ al 1986). It
should be noved, however, that although the dimen-
siofis of shops in medieval Chester are rarely recorded,
there is sufficient evidence to suggest that they could
on occasion be substantially larger than the wsual 2 x
Im lock-ups”, In the absence of any evidence that
there was a buttery or pantry in front of the hall at
Booth Mansion, or indeed elsewhere in Chester, it is
perhaps more reasonable to interpret this room as
given over solely to trade, forming one or more shops
fronting the Row walkway.

The present rear wall of the undercroft coincides
with the cenrral truss of the Row-level hall, the position
of which is marked by a suriving corbel (Fig 44). In
other buildings there is some evidence that the super-

structure did not always comeide with the length of the
undercroft™. However, 1t seems reasonable to postulare
that normally the rear wall of both levels would hawve
aligned. Thus, the reconstruction (Fig 21 and Pl 12)
shows a rear chamber at undercroft level and a Row-
level hall approximately 8.5 x 6.8m. The eastern wall
survives to eaves level providing clear evidence for the
height of the building. Comparisons with the Leche
House and 63 Northgare Strect suggest that there was
originally a rear doorway directly opposite the front
entrance into the hall. The route along the eastern wall
between these front and rear doorways may have been
screened from the hall to form a passage. Three mortices
in the north face of the tmber deor frame which
formed the hall entrance are consistent with a timber
sereen in this position and evidence from the stone
paving suggests thar this arca may have been floored
differently from the main body of the hall. Plans made
of the building before recent development suggest that
the rear doorway from the hall opened into a wmall
vard beyond which lay a detached kitchen. The yvands
and gardens behind these houses presumably contained
other outhuildings, but most of the evidence has been
destroyed by later developments and demolition during
slum clearance in the 1930s,

This basic layour of Row walkway, shop, and hall, all
over an undercroft ar right angles to the street, remained
largely unchanged for many centuries in most of the
Row buildings. Later examples can be seen at the Leche
Haouse and ar 63 Worthgate Street (but see pl435).

Fig 27 Tioo arches over the Row walkoay ar Hooth
Mannon, 28-34 Whrerpare Street (RCHME © Crvton
L'q?.;'r_'l,r'rg.'u_,]
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Fig 24 Reconstructed plans of 38-42 Warergare Streer, sereet level (left), Row level (right)

Parallel halls

Drespite the loss of its original facade, rear wall, and
roof, 38-42 Watergate Street is the best preserved
parallel hall town house in the Rows and s form can
be casily reconstructed (Fig 24). Only slightly less
complete is the town house at 48-32 Bridge Street,
which, since it is largely of the same date and type,
serves as a useful comparison. The Falcon, 6 Lower
Bridge Street, with its reused passing-brace roof and
substantial (though reconstructed) ground plan, also
probably had a hall paraliel o the Row,

Ar 3842 Watergate Street, the chimney stack, floor
and partition walls inserted in the seventeenth century
are the only major alterations to the medieval plan,
which remains readily discernible (Fig 24). Siouwared
a5 it wias berween Crook Streer 1o the west and an
apparently vacant plot to the east™, the substantial
fourteenth-century town house built on this site must
have carried an isolated length of Row wallway. The
Fow-level structure was designed over three under-
crofts, which are at right angles to the street. Excluding
the east wall of 38 Watergate Street, which survives
from an earlier period, the medieval fabric s of one
phase, although a short building break is detectable
after the completion of the undercrofts. The ashlar
stone blocks are of different dimensions in the two sub-
phases and the junction can be seen over the arch in
the undercroft of 38 Watergate Street. The central and
castern undercrofts form an identical pair, connected
by a doorway at the rear; the less intact western under-
croft is 1.3m narrower. This arrangement is directly
linked with the plan at Row level, where there was a
service bay to the west, overlooking Crook Street, and
an open hall over the wo undercrofts 1o the cast. The

integration of the two levels is further demonstrated by
the fact that the stone arches and rear walls at under-
croft level correspond exactly with the front and rear
walls of the hall above,

In the west wall of the hall there are three doorways,
now blocked (Fig 47). They are identical in form and
presumably provided access to the service rooms from
a cross passage at the lower end of the hall. Further
evidence for a cross passage is provided by the partly
preserved segmental-headed doorways in the front and
rear walls of the hall. The north (rear) doorhead and
west jamb are well preserved, although somewhat
obscured by modern stucco, and contain a seven-
teenth-century door frame with a flat lintel. The
remains of the south doorway suggest a form similar 1o
the imtermally rebated hall entrance at 48-52 Bridge
Strect (see below), a house of the same tvpe and dane.
In additon, there is a socket in the front wall, some
2.13m (7f) from the west wall, which probably
received a horizontal imber from the screen, which is
no longer there, but formerly separated the cross
passage from the hall. Three holes in the masonry of
the cross passage probably indicate the location for a
lamp or torch bracket. The location of the parallel hall
above the rear of the undercrofts allowed space for the
Row wallway and a run of small shops overlooking the
street, Doorways in the front wall of the hall provided
access to these shops, and perhaps to chambers over
the shops and Row. One such doorway remains; a low
fourteenth-century opening, rebated on the Row side,
and hence opening out from (rather than intoe) the hall.
Above it there is a line of corbels clearly intended 1o
carry the joists of a floor at Row + 1 level.

Two late nineteenth-century paintings by Louise
Ravner (Plates 2 and 3) show a stone frontage to
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42 Whaergare Street directly alongside the Row walk-
way., The Row-level frontage to Warergate Street 15
pierced by two round-hended arches and the steps
dowmn into the side street and a window alongside have
similar surrounds. This may represent, or be the form
of, the fourteenth-century frontage.

The medieval building at 48-52 Bridge Steeet, on
the corner with Whitefriars, formed the largest early
structure vet discovered in the Rows (Fig 26). Much
survives, and a late nineteenth-century record of some
of the lost fabric assists with an understanding of the
earliest phases, The most obwvious feature is the
frontage of Mo 48, known as the “Three Old Arches’, a
line of three round-headed stone arches ar Row level
(Fig 40). Semicircular arches can be taken wo be typical
of Romanesque buildings and thus predare ¢ 1200,
However, they are found in later medieval buildings
and there is some evidence that the same form was
used in the fourteenth-century frontage of 42 Watergate
Srreer (see above). Mevertheless, the “Three Old
Arches” do not align with the masonry behind, nor
do they correspond with the rwo-centred arches used
elsewhere in the butlding (see p39). The undercroft of
Mo 48 is wider than the structure of the frontage and
this, together with the foct that the spacing of the
"Three O1d Arches' cannot be applied 1o the frontage
widths of Nos 50 and 52 may make it reasonable to
assume that an earlier fronmage was retained when the
substantial early or mid-fourtcenth-century parallel-
hall town house was created behind.

The east wall a1 Row level provides most mterest, as
it contains four doorways (Fig 25). That at the south is
the widest and was presumably the entrance doorway,
indicating that, as ar 38—42 Watergate Street, the cross-
passage and service bay access was at the end rowards
the side street. This doorway has a pointed arch with
moulded exterior and rebated interior, On the Row
side of the wall there is a vertical groove north of the
doorway 1o receive a warttle and daub partition. An
identical groove exists on the other side of the wall o
receive the screem. North of the screens passage is a
pair of doorways. The southern is smaller and has a
vwo-centred arch on the hall face, with a segmental
arch on the off-Row shop face, while the other simply
has a segmental head. Their close juxtaposition would
suggest that one led 1o a shop off the Row, while the
other gave acceis 1o a stair up to the chambers over the
Eow, At the north end of the east wall of the hall, a
fourth doorway survives, This should most logically
lead to an off-Row shop, but its position at the upper
end 15 unexpected as it would have conflicted with the
wsual arrangement of a hall. The sixteenth-century
fircplace in the north wall is located centrally to the
hall and could incorporate earlier fabric; this, together
with the fourth doorway, suggests that there was no
dais a1 the upper end. The west and south walls of the
hall do not survive, bur the former must have con-
tained substantial fencstration and a doorway to the
cross-passage, while the later would have provided

access to the service rooms and probably also o the
chamber over the service bay,

It both 3842 Watergate Strect and 48-52 Bridge
Srect there 15 a close relationship between the lavout
of the undercrofis and the superstructure above. It is
particularly notceable that the halls in both buildings
are precisely rectangular in plan, indicating that they
were the dominant element in the design. The same
phenomenon is even more evident at the Faleon, where
the hall was almost rectangular, despite being sited on
an irregular corner plot. The main cregularities were
absorbed in the Row walkway, shops, and service wing.
The surviving late medieval and early post-medieval
structure of the Falcon consistz of the undercroft and
twor separate timber-framed constructions above, with
p narrow gap between the two imternal walls. The stone
wills and doorway of the undercroft, ogether with the
stone piers fronung the Row walkway above, are con-
temporary with the octagonal pier and its associated
arcade plate, that support the undercroft ceiling.
Dendrochronological tests on this plare have produced
an estimared felling date of 1253-84 (see Appendix B),
The other undercroft arcade 5 construcred of reused
timbers from a passing-brace, crown-post roof that
spanned 6.38m (Figs 27, 59), a dimension that is the
samie as the width of the present rear structure, The
reused timbers have produced an estimared felling date
of 1200-30, some 30 vears earlier than those in the
remainder of the undercroft, an indication that there
wias a radical rebulding in the mid-thirteenth century,
It looks as if the earlier structure was demolished and
its roof timbers reused in the new undercroft, but that
the dimensions of the building were retained. That
probably means that the general arrangement of two
blocks was also repeated. From the evidence of other
buildings it seems reasonable 1o assume that this
arrangement consisted of a block fronting Lower Bridge
Street containing the commercial element, while the
rear block was domestic, presumably incorperating an

Fig 25 Doorays in the front wall of the medieval hall ar
48-52 Bridge Street (RCHME © Crosen Copyright)
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open hall. It is therefore suggested that the reused e
beams originally formed part of the truss over the open
hall in the rear structure, The centrally-placed arcade
column on the surviving part of the front elevation
suggests that this part of the front block had twin
gables facing the sireet. As the medieval building
extended further south, incorporating Nos 8-10, it is
likely the Falcon orginally presented a four-gable
frontage wo the street, Given thae the width of the front
block appears to have remained unchanged from the
earliest phase of this building, and that the later phase
certainly contained a Row wallway, it is possible that
the early phase of the Faleon also incorporated a
gallery from the early thirreenth cenmury. Alternatively,
the motive for the rebuilding after only two generations
might have been in order 1o incorporate such a walloway.

There is one recorded building on the main sireets
of Chester that bears a superficial resemblance o
medieval courryard howses such as Scaplen's Court,
Poole, or Marshall’s Inn, Ouxford (Pantin 1963a, 213,
223}, although it is in fact more closely related to the
parallel halls discussed above, The property, which lay
on the site of 14-16 Morthgate Street at the southern
corner of Leen Lane, was recorded before partial
demolition in the 18905 and 1950s (Lawson and Smith
1958, 14-15) and evidence was found of a pair of
interconnecting undercrofis ar right angles w the
stpeet. The length of these undercrofis would have
allowed a superstructure consisting of a parallel hall,
fronted by shops and a Row walkway (Fig 28). Behind
a courtyard entered from Leen Lane, there was a
second building over a single undercroft, parallel to the
street. Briefly recorded before its demolition in the
L800s, it was largely timber-framed and was linked o
the front structure by a two-storey wing, which partially
survived along the south side of the courtvard, Am
unusual feature of the rear building was that it consisted
of two large spaces one above the other. This two-tier
arrangement may have been carried across the court-
vard by the connecting wing and reproduced in the
front building. It is unclear whether this property was

in normal domestic use or whether it served some
other function, such as lodgings or apariments. The
addivional accommodanson may indicate that this property
acted as a hostel or that it housed a dignitary or court
official. It is the only recorded example of a structure
with principal spaces behind a courtvard, instead of
the more usual arrangement of kitchen, stables, and
outbuildings looscly grouped behind a hall, The stone
slariient recorded in the early fourteenth century on
the other side of Morthgate Street may have been part
of a similar arrangement, as it evidently lay behind the
buildings on the street frontage™.

Mone of these parallel hall houses can be linked o
the written record with any certainty. It is however hikely
that the house at 48-352 Brdge Street was Roger
Drerby’s “Stone Place’, which in the early ffteenth
century lay in Brnidge Street near 5t Bridget's and
Whitefriars Lane (Lawson and Smith 1958, 30). A
similar building which can be documented, although
ne trace of it now remains, i the residence (placea)
h'mwn s lhl: 'Shl:l.tl.-r 'Irit'd" {Erb:n:_'wr!‘}. Inhabired in
1280900 by Stephen Saracen, a prominent citizen of
Chester, it almost certainly lay on the corner of
Whatergate Street and Goss Lane™. The wide frontage
(556t = 16.8m) seems vo have run eastward from Goss
Lane, terminating av a poin, later {if not then) marked
by speps and an entry, 50 it probably occupied the site
of 16-20 Watergate Street. Like 38-42 Watergate
Street, which it may have resembled in other ways, the
house encompassed three undercrofts.

The effect of the Row

The combination of commercial and domestic alements
found im the early Row buildings was normal for
medieval urban buildings, as was the arrangement of an
undercroft, with shop and house above (see p57 and
Fig 60). The mcorporation of the Row 15, however,
unusual and provided the opportunity for very large
chambers at Fow + 1 level, extending over the Row-
level shop and wallway, and later the stallboard. Such
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oversailing appears to have been an integral part of
the design of the thirteenth- and fourteenth-century
frontages, but linde medieval timber-framing survives
at this level and it is therefore difficult to assess the
arrangements that were produced. Most probably the
exira space was wsed to create an extended solar,
considerably larger than the comparable space in other
medieval town houses, At 63 Morthgate Street, a later
building ourside the Rows, the first-floor encroachment
was utilised in this way 1o construct an IMpressive Dwo-
bay solar (3.9 % 3.7m) over the walkway and stallboard,
leaving a separate, rather ill-lic chamber over the shop
(Fig 73). The wrinen record, however, indicates that
these spaces did nor necessarily form part of the main
house; it seems that they were often associated with
the lock-up shops below, providing either storage or
accommodation for the renant.

The other way in which the commercial frontage
affected the domestic quarters was in the provision of
access between the rwo, Access from the Bow wallkoway
vo the house was by means of a passage alongside or
between the shops. Whar is more unusual is the
additional doorways in the front walls of the parallel
halls, not all of which necessarily gave on o shops.
At 38-42 Watergate Street, for example, a doorway
next o the entrance 1o the cross passage could have
provided access o a staircase leading o the spaces
above Row level, At 48-52 Bridge Street, however, the
proliferation of doorways i3 firm evidence of intercom-
munication between the small Row-level shops and the
hall bevond.

The existence of the Row walkway also raises the
gquestion of access from the street, The presemt
arrangement provides steps at approximately every
third undercroft and at the ends of each section, where
the Row was interrupted by a side street. The location
of these steps may haove remained almost unaltered
since the creatton of the Rows. Surprisingly, there is no
evidence for steps opposite the main entrances w the
larger houses. It ig clear that access 1o the parallel hall
houses was by way of steps from the side sireet into the
Row. Ar the Faleon, for example, the present doorway
on the Lower Bridge Swreet elevation = a much laner
insertion into the previously uninterrupted facade of
¢ 1260, Ar 48-52 Bridge Street the only steps were
those at the south end providing access from Whitefriars;
at the north end the gallery simply connected wath the
Row in the adjacent house, A similar arrangement
ochtamed at many of the smaller nght-angled hall houses.
At Booth Mansion, for example, the Row walkway was
clearly designed o connect with the adjacent houses
and there is no indication of any steps up from the street.

The present steps between the Row walkways and
the streets are accommodared within the plan area of
the stallboards, except at the ends of each section.
Originally, hewever, they would have projected into the
streer. Clearly, flights of steps, 2-3m high, to each
property would have been a major inconvenience,
obstructing the streer and difficult 1o incorporate into

the frontages of the undercrofis without restricting
possible door and window positions. It 15 possible that
intermediate steps, beoween the ends of the Row sections,
were not originally provided. The present distribution
of steps may have evolved only to serve a recognised
need, alongside the general process of encronchment
that pesulted in the stallboards,

Conclusions

From the suraving documentary and structural evidence
it seems relatively certain thar by the mid-fourteenth
century the following fromtages aleng the four main
streets incorporated Row wallways, albeit not yet
necessarily continuous and imerlinked (Fig 29).

Bridge Street - East

Medieval undercrofts at Nos 15 and 35-39 suggest
Rows extending south to Pepper Street (Lawson and
Smith 1958, 10-12). Mercers' Row was located in this
area by the late fifteenth century,

Bridge Street = West

Corvisers’ or Shoemakers' Row ran south from the
High Cross through the selds by the mid-fourteenth
century at the latest, and probably by the 1270s,
Srructural evidence in the form of undercrofis at Nos 12,
32, 36, and 48-52 suggest a Row along the full length of
the street (Lawson and Smith 1958, 2-6).

Lower Bridge Street = East

Medieval masonry has been noted at Nos 27 and
29-31. The RBow may have run southwards to Duke
Swreet, incorporating Richard the Engimeer's house,
although some sections were probably of a different
fiorm, with no oversailing buildings. The terrace which
still survives in front of the church of St Olave may be
part of this Row system,

Lower Bridge Street - West

The Faleon (Mo &) contains a substantial medieval
undercroft and early cvidence of a Row walkway.
Mineteenth-cenrury erchings show that Nos 2-4
(Lamb Row) also incorporated a Row. Further south
there may have been a raised open walkway, such as
that which still exists at Gamul House (Nos 52-68),
perhaps extending as far as Shipgate Street.

Eastgate Street = North

The stretchies of Row in this area were known variously
as Dark Row, Buttershop Row, Bakers' Row, and
Cooks” Row. There is clear evidence thar Bunershop
Row ran into Bakers' Row by the eary fourteenth
century, and that a Row extended as far east as
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St Werburgh's Streer by the fifteenth century
(Montgomery 1918, 131). Hardly any medieval
structures survive, although a stone arch spanning the
wallkway was recorded at 31 Eastgave Steeer (just west
of 5t Werburgh's Street) about 1840 (Lawson and
Smith 1958, 15) and the eastern party wall of the
undercroft below the Boot, 17 Easygare Strect, appears
to be of medieval date,

Eastgate Street = South

A Bow, known as Cornmarker Bow, is first mentioned
in 1342 (Dodgson 1981, 22), and presumably ran
through the complex of cornmarket, shops, kilns and
houses, known o have existed in this ares from the
1270s", Evidence of the medieval Row survives in the
form of the fine stone undercroft at 28 Eastgate Street
and of the two-centred chamfered arches shown in o
nineteesnth=century print spanning the walkway at Mo
32. Another stone-vaulted undercroft was recorded
at 12 Eastgate Screet in 1855, but has since been
demolished (Lawson and Smith 1958, 12). The
Honey Stairs, a substantial house with a stone arcaded
front, alse steod on this side of the street (see pd0).
Rows probably extended o Newgate Streer; bevond
that the walkway was presumably at street level, as at
present, although a deed of 1383 proves that buildings
with shops and undercrofis extended as far as the
walls™,

Morthgate Street - East

Medieval undercrofis, surviving at Mo 22 and record-
ed at Mos 8 and 14-16, indicate that the Row probably
extended northwards to the market square from an
early period (Lawson and Smath 1958, 15).

Northgate Street = West

Ironmongers’ Row probably fan northwards to the
market square from the late thireenth century, if not
before,

Watergate Street — North

Fleshers' or Fleshmongers' Row ran westwards 1o
Goss Lanc; beyond that the sequence of undercrofis
and walkways at Booth Mansion and Mos 38-42 show
that iv contimwed at least to Crook Street, if not w
Trinity Lane. Medieval arches spanning the walloway at
Booth Mansion provide the earliest structural evidence
of a gallery connecting adjacent holdings.

Watergate Street = South

The survival of a large number of medieval under-
crofis, including three substantial stong structures,
suggests that the Rows extended ar least to Weaver
Strect (Lawson and Smith 1958, 19-23).

It is therefore clear that a recognisable Row system
had emerged by ¢ 1350 in the four main streets of the
city. The ¢rowded frontages had undercrofts at stoeet
level, while the shops and domestic areas above were
linked by a common walkway which, in some sections
ar least, ran through sevieral properties. It is also clear,
however, that some sections of the Rows existed well
before this date. In fact there 15 litle reason to doubt
that by the time the term ‘Bow® 5 encountered in the
written records (¢ 1293), the Rows were already begin-
ning tw be well-established in the central area. It is
therefore possible that the system evolved over a period
of approsimarely 100 years,

It is of course difficult 1o establish whar the Rows
looked like in this early period. Generally, it seems
likely that the walkway itself would have been open at
the front. In the carliest phases, it probably looked out
directly on to the street, an arrangement that srill exises
at the “Three Old Arches' (Figs 30, 40) and can be
seen enclosed within The Falcon, & Lower Bridge
Street, but by the lave thirteenth century it was often
separated from the street by a stallboard or rabula (see
Appendix A). The streets in front of the buildings were
in civic ownership and therefore any encroachment for
the erection of these stallboards or for the use of the
area below them reguired the payment of a rent or fine,
By the early fourteenth century, however, in majpor
buildings such as 38-42 Watergare Streer, the stall-
boards may well have beéen envisaged as an integral
part of the structure. In only one instance - the Dark

Bow = does the walkway seem to have been screended
from the street by solid building, in the configuration
still preserved on the cormer of Easigawe Street™.

Fig 30 Row walkway withowr stallboard ar the “Three
d Arehes' 48-32 Bridge Sireet ([ROCHME © Croton
Coapyvrigh)
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This was probably the result of the location of the
Buttershops as an independent strucrure in front of
the main building line. That this was unuswal and
made the Row notably ill-lit is indicated by the name.

It would appear that it was normal for there o be
an upper chamber above the Row walkway. In this
regard, certain strerches of Lower Bridge Street, where
there was no oversailing structure, an arrangement
that can be scen in old primts and still survives ar
Gamul House, were probably unusual (Fig 164). The
evidence from the “Theee Old Arches' and a number
of other buildings suggests that chambers over the
Row were original fearures.

The walkways seem, as later, 1o have belonged in
some scnse o the owners of the properties in which
they were embedded. Richard the Clerk's possession of
a right of way through a seld, in which he and three
other merchant families had an interest, provides an
obvious analogy (see Appendix A). The Rows were,
however, obviously intended 1o be used by the general
public, and by the carly seventeenth century there is
documentary evidence to show that the cvic authori-
bies were exercising powers over the walkways (Kennet
1984, 51). It is possible thar some form of control over
what were to become accepred as public rights of way
was being exercised at a much earlier date,



3 Early medieval stonework

The most immediately obvious, and therefore the most
discussed, medieval structures in the Chester Bows ane
the series of stone-vaulted undercrofis (Lawson and
Smith 1958; Wood 1965, 81). However, they form only
a small part of the surviving stonework; the majonty of
this is at undercroft level, although in a few properties
the sandstone walls of the medieval Row-level halls and
shops have been preserved.

The specific use of stone is documented I Wown
houses in Chester as early as the late twelfith cenfury, at
Peter the Clerk’s residence in Castle Swreet (see pl5),
and, in the mid-thirrcenth century, at Ranulph of
Oisfords house in Whinefriars'. With both these men
holding high office locally’, it is not surprising that their
howses should be of stone rather than of timber. Pareas
Hall, the house of Richard the Engincer, a roval castle-
butlder, was also built of stone (see pl3) and the stone
solarienn at 1 BMorthgare Svreet (moedern street number)
belonged o the sheriff, Richard de Wheatley, in 1310
(Taylor 1897, 55-6). Given the ready supply of stone in
Chester, it i to be expected that many of the more
wealthy or poserful residents of the cioy would wish to live
in imposing stone-built town houses. However, houses
with all their external walls of stone would probably
have been in the minority; the evidence suggests that the
majority of the early medieval own houses on the
principal streets would have been of mixed construction,
partly stone and partly timber-framed.

Stone does appear 1o have been extensively used,
however, for the construction of the outer walls of the
undercrofis, albeit in varying degrees of sophistication,
This is hardly surprising as the semi-subterranean
nature of these spaces meant that they had to resst
a grear mass of earth at the rear, and the stonework
provided some isolation between the ground dampness
and any timber framing above. The vse of stone at this
level may also have related to the need to keep the
undercrofts secure against theft and fire, It s not possible
to stare that all the early medieval undercrodts were
stone-walled, as it 1% unlikely thar any timber siructures
at this level would have survived. However it is note-
worthy that in Watergare Street all the properties that
still contain any historic fabric have stone party walls at
street level, with the exceprion of the wall between Nos
22 and 24 (sec p47). It is possible that this represents
the physical evidence of some form of bve-law controlling
the construction of party walls'.

Very little of the stonework found in the Row build-
ings has any details that make it possible 1o ascribe a
close date to the builldings, Fortunately many of the
structurcs imcorporate timber elements, which are
described in Chaprer 4, and dendrochronological
analvsis has consistently supported a predominantly
thirteenth= and fourteenth-century dating for these
buildings (see Appendix B).
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Walls

The sandsrone masonry within the medieval Row
buildings has a general uniformity. [t wsually consisis of
large, well-coursed blocks of the lecal red sandsvone
and any variations appear to be the result of insertions
or later alterations to the oniginal fabric, This form of
masonry was in common usage from the thirteenth
1o the sixteenth centuries. Stonework in Chester from
earlier periods is identifiably different. Stone sizes in
Roman walling tend to be very ermatic, as exemplified
in the exposed amphitheatre walls, and the small squarer
blocks used by the Romanesque masons at the Abbey
of St Werburgh (now the Cathedral) are equally
diseinet.

It is the stonework above Fow level that has suffered
most losses from rebuilding and development.
Mevertheless, walls from two of the grander open halls
are preserved vo their full height, At 38-42 Watergate
Street the west and south walls largely remain, and ar
48-52 Bridge Streer the east and north walls surave.
Both are parallel-hall structures, over several undec-
crofts, and the intact walls provide vital information for
the dimensions, location, and dating of the open halls,
Unfortunately, in neither of these structures has the
rear wall survived. Survival of the walls of other stone-
built halls is fragmentary, although the eastern part of
Booth Mansion, 28-34 Watergate Street, preserves its
eastern party wall largely intact up to an eaves cornice,
which shows that this building stood higher than is
neighbour. Largely devoid of architectural detail, it
appears 1o be part of the thirteenth-century building.

There is evidence that the internal faces of somme of
the stone walls were decorated. On the front wall of
the undercroft ar 11 Watergate Street there are the
fragmentary remains of arcading, Also, during the
demolition of 12 Eastgate Street in 1861 it was recorded
that a number of round marble shafts resembling
Purbeck were found, possibly suggesting that the walls
of the undercroft had been decorated with an applied
arcade (Lawson and Smith 1958, 13).

Vaults

The majority of the undercrofts i the Row buildings
are spanned either by some form of timber strucrure or
by brick vauls, which were probably inzerted in the
seventeenth century or later. Five undercrofis do have
stone vaulting (12 Bridge Streer, 28 Eastgate Street,
and 11, 21, and 37 Watergate Strect), although in
some cases the vault was clearly ot intended 1o be the
ceiling of the whole of the undercroft, and there are
vaults over two small spaces at the rear of a sixth under-
croft, Two more vaulted undercrofis were recorded
before demolition (Lawson and Smith 1958, 12, 23)
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Fig 21 Pan of undereraft ar 28 Easgate Sereet

and there is evidence for one other. Although these
nine examples are only a small propartion of the voral
number of medieval undercrofis in Chester, they provide
evidence for the construction of some very high quality
town howses fronting the main streets of the city. Mo
doubt the fireproof qualities of a vaulted undercroft
were realised by the builders, but the motivation for
their construction was more probably an indication of
wealth or a reflection of the quality of the merchandise
stocked.

Three different rypes of stone vault are found in the
Row buildings; quadripartite rib vaults, segmental barrel
vaults, and one example of a ribbed segmental vault,
Six of the known stone vaults are of a quadripartite
form with chamfered ribs. In four of these examples,
the vaulting springs from the side walls of the under-
craft, and the bays are rectangular (Fig 31). In the
other two undercrofis there are central lines of piers
dividing the space into two aisles, and here the bays are

Frg 32 Flan of underceaft at 11 Waterpate Street

almaost square (Figs 32 and 34). The detailing of these
vauls provides some dating evidence, although quadn-
partite rib vaulting is not in itsell a chronologically of
regionally confined construction technigue,

Of more wse in dating are the various mouldings
used on the associated responds and pier capitals. At
37 Watergate Street, the crudest of the surviving rib
vaults, there is lintle such detail, with the central octagonal
pier of the two-aisled structure having ne imposts, This
is irsell indicatve of a thirteenth-century date, confirmad
by the moulded corbels in the side walls, Also the irreg-
ularity of the vaulted bays suggests that they were inserted
into & pre-cxasting late twelfth- or carly thirteenth-cenmury
undercroft (Fig 33). A similar rwo-aisled vault, probalily
thees or four bavs in length, at the rear of a plain walled
undercroft was demolished in 1861, at 12 Eastgate
Sereet', As at 37 Watergate Street, the chamfered mbs
sprang from octagonal columns without imposts, and
so 3 similar dating = suggesoed.
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Fig 33 Undercroft ar 37 Wintergate Sereer {ROHME © Croten Copyright)

The two=pisled vault of 11 Watergate Streer has a
central row of three octagonal piers with oypical fifteenth-
century mouldings (Fig 347, but the semicircular shafoed
responds are evidently earlier, the undercut abacus and
heavily projecting bell indicaring a date ¢ 1250-90 (Fig
357, This suggests that the vault was rebuilt during the
fifteenth century, of necessity utilising the rib profiles
of the mid-thirteenth-cenmry springers {J M Maddison,
pers comm). In the somewhat simpler vaulted under-
croft of 21 Watcrgate Street, the nibs spring from cor-
bels, which, despite baing somewhat mutlaed, appear
to date from the mid- to live thirteenth century.

An analysis of the five-sided rib profiles of these
vaults establishes a eonsistency of dimensions at 11,
21, and 37 Warergare Screct (Fig 36). This implies a
relationship berween these vaulis and, together with
the evidence from the mouldings discussed above, sug-
gests that they were onginally constructed duning the
second half of the thirteenth century, The quadripar-
tite waule ribs at 12 Bridge Streer are more stecply
chamfered than those elsewhere in Chester and the tre-
foil hieads to the associated doorway and windows are
indicative of a late thirteenth-century date (sce p42).
Ar 28 Eastgate Street, the four-bay vaulted undercroft

is the most precisely executed in the Rows, with a nidge
rib and carefully cur stones in the vault web (Fig 15)
The mouldings of the doorway into this undercrofi
suggest an early fourteenth-cenmury dave (see ppd1-2).
The undercroft ar 28 Easpgare Strect 15 12.95m (421
fin) long internally. This dimension may be of sigmf
cance, as the vaulied secton of the undercroft at 12
Bridge Sereet is also 12.95m long and appears to be an
extension behind a presumably earher and unvaulied
undercroft, of identical length. Interestingly, the
Marlipins, Shoreham, Sussex (Packham 1924) s the
samie length (see pd7 and Fig 53).

Within the western undercroft of Booth Mansion
there 1% a pair of parallel rwo-centred barrel vaults,
each spanning ¢ 3.3m. These lie behind the thirteenth
century undercroft, approximarely 16m from the street
frontage. The end walls 1o the north are original, but
the southern ends have been truncated, Such vaulis are
commaon throughout Britain and Europe in medieval
and later buildings, There is a short section of barrel
vault at the rear of the underceoft below the Boot, 17
Eastgate Street. At 27 Northgate Streer an angled
siring course, similar to the springing technique fownd
in the shallow barrel vaults of Southampton, survives
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along part of the south wall. A shallow barrel vault may
have been adopted aver this wide undercroft, because
the Fow walkway in this part of Northgate Street
15 extremely low and it would have been difficult w
introduce a higher vaule. This plot appears, from post-
medieval map evidence (eg 1:500 OS5 map, 1873), o
have been a northwards encroachment into the marker
place; a late medieval date is therefore proposed. The
use of a shallow vault is obviously an advantage when
the available height is restricted, either by the existence
of a buillding above, as in Southampton, or by the
general level of the Row walkway, as in Chester. In this
regard it is noticeable thay the seventeenth-century and
later brick vaulis inserted into so many of the medieval
undercrofts of Chester are all of a segmental profile.

At the rear of 63-65 Watergate Street, a demolished
medieval undercroft is recorded (Lawson and Smith
1958, 22-3) as having contained a mibbed wault of
segmental pointed profile, with single bavs of quadri-
partite vaulting at each end (Fig 37). This was located
in a chamber, 3.28 x 9.1m, parallel to the street and
directly behind an undercroft with a timber arcade.
The eight chamfered ribs were irregularly spaced, the
four B0 the west being more closely spaced than those
to the east. The rib profiles and the associated door-
wiays were similar to the carly to mid-fourteenth-century
fabric elsewhere in the Rows. The presence of corbel
sockets and the traces of plaster above the springers
provide evidence that this vault was inserted into a
chamber which had previously had a timber floor above

Quadripartite rib vaults are predominant amongst
the few vaulted undercrofts in Chester and there i lintle
evidence for the widespread construction of barrel
vaulis in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, It
is therefore likely that the Row wallway level and
the near street level floors of the undercrofis were
established prior to the period of vault construction,
This would have restricted the vertical space that was
available, making the wse of nb vauls necessary 1o
span the wide undercrofts,

Arches

Three types of stone arches are found within the Row
bBuildings; a single shallow arch spanning the width of
an undercroft, a single arch spanning the Row walk-
way, and arcades,

An 15 and 36 Bridge Streer, and formerly in the
recorded rown howse at 16 Morthgate Street (Lawson
and Smith 1958, 14-15), a number of chamfered
arches span the width of the undercrofis (Figs 38, 39).
These are associated with the support of a umber
superstructure, and at 36 Bridge Sweet (Fig 161)
dendrochronological analysis of the fr-sre medieval
joists indicates a mid-fourteenth-century date (see
Appendiv B). This type of stone arch was more applicable
to those undercrofts below stone-walled halls parallel
to the street, At 38-42 Warergate Street, chamfiered
arches support the front wall of the hall (Fig 54), and
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Fig 39 Arches across Hllu::l'e".':l.'r'l.:'_.l"{ ar .|'5 Hn-:.l‘,g-: Serest
(RCHME © Crowen Copyright)

dendrochronological analysis of the associared jodsts
corroborates an early to mid-fourteenth-cenmry date
(see Appendix B). Likewise, a segmental two-ordered
arch, springing from responds with imposts, survives at
50 Bridge Street. This supported the front wall of the
parallel hall, which also spanned the undercroft to
the north (48 Bridge Street - see below), This wall is
largely intact, with various moulded doorways which
indicate an early 1o mid-fourteenth-century dare
(see ppd1-3). The best dated parallels for chamfered
arches of this type are those inserted nio the Grear
Hall of Conwy Castle in 1346 to carry the new roof
(Brown e al 1963, 337-53). This confirms that the
pechmique was favoured in the mid-fourteenth century
and therefore postdates the quadripartite rib vaules.

Only two examples now exist of stone arches span-
ning the Row walkway, bur there is print evidence for
athers, Two-centred chamfered arches carry the stone
party walls of the castern part of Booth Mansion,
28-34 Watergate Streer, over the Row (Fig 23). There
is no reason to doubt that these were an integral part
of the house that has been dated dendrochronalagically
o ¢ 1267-80 (see Appendix B). Early nineteenth-century
prints record an identical pair of chamfered arches over
the Row ar 32 Eastgate Street

Two examples of the use of stone arcades exist in
Row buildings and a third is known from a published
drawing; however, all three examples occur in differing
situations. The most notable example is the arcade
which fronts the Row at 48 Bridge Street, giving the
building its name, the “Three Old Arches' (Fig 40),
This comprises three round-headed arches ar Bow level
with simple chamfers. Whilst such arches are most
commaonly associated with Romanesque buildings,
these and the other two known examples of the form in
the Rows - in the undercroft of 37 Warergate Streat
and the lost frontage at 42 Warergare Swreet - do not
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.FJ.J,' 41 Facade {|_|r rhe “Three Ofd Arches”, 48 Hﬂl":ll.ﬂ'l.' Srreer
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have typical Romanesgque decoration. Round-headed
arches occur in the Edwardian castles of North Wales,
for example in the gatehowse at Harlech, the Queen’s
(rate, Caernarfon, and in the entrance from the west
barbican to the outer ward at Conwy, Taylor (1989, 3)
has shown that this type of arch was one of the features
of contemporary architecture in Savoy, brought to
Wales by Master James of St George and his associates,
A large round-headed arch spans the passageway from
the kitchen o the great hall at the Ftl-\]:mp « Palace, St
Diavids, dating vo the 13405 (Bvans, 1991, 32). Above
the Bow the structure must have been timber-framed
as the thinned spandrels of the arches make the support
of further stonework impossible. The stone piers continwe
dewn to strect level, but the inserton of large shop
windows during the nineteenth century, probably
replacing similarly sized post-medieval fenestration,
means that the nature of the inter-pier spaces 15 not
certmn, It seems hkely that there would have been a
central doomaay Manked by windows, amilar to the
arrangement that survaves at 28 Eastgate Street. A similar
frontage existed at St Michael's Passage, Southampton
(Faulkner 1966, 130-1; Mimnns 1913%, 1-2), and whilst
the internal arrangement of this building is unclear, the
lever o levels of the facade were of stone and dppoar
tor have cartied a omber-framed strecture, A low central
arch provided an entrance to the space below street
lewvel, this being flanked by tall arches of a similar size
o those ar Chester (Fig 41). All three arches in

Fig 4l
Soprhampron (after Mo [913)

Former Dudldemg ag 57 Muchael's f’d’.u;zg.-:,

the Southampton '|'||.|.||L[|np_ were round-headed and
chamfered,

Also 1 48 Hridge: ﬁl::rl:m: H| Iwu-hu}' arcade with
two=centred arches p,'l:r;t”q'l to the street was recorded
(Baker 1895), These arches had rwo chamfered orders
and were supported by semi-octagonal responds and a
central octagonal pier. The arcade was in line with the
single stone arch over the undercroft ar 50 Bridge
Sereet, the whole arrangement being designed vo carry
the stone wall of the hall above (see above). The use of
both a single arch and an arcade o support this wall
abowve adjacent undercrofts in the one structure was
presumably because of the different spans mvolved. A
stone arcade at right angles to the street survives in the
castern undercroft of Booth Mansion, This arcade
originally had five bays, with chamfered two-centred
il.r\l.'.:l'l.l,!'\i xpl‘ing:n}: froam |1:.:I!:||.'.|.rn:||. ch|u:nn5. and resulied
irl F RI’LIUI:H.' ]1!:|.n airvilar 1o that achieved in the pwo-
:|.|'\.|.|:d x1|.|1'|-e.:-1.'uu|.|!1.'d SErUCTuares, alehoi gh cm-.h'ng
huhh!.ﬂ:l:l!:lu.”}' less. Booth Mansion has been dated to
the late thirteenth century (see Appendix B).

In the undercroft of the Falcon, & Lower Bridge
Strect, two octagonal stone piers of differing girth
carry a timber bridging beam. This structure is aligned
at right angles 1o the street and therefore serves the
same funcuon as the stone arcade in Booth Mansion
and the comparable thirteenth-century tumber arcades
(see Chapter 4). At Bow level in the same building
there are rwo square-plan stone piers which originally
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Fuig 42 Corbel table and parr of the rear dooroay e castern nndevoroft ar Booh Mansion, 28-34 Watergare Srrect

FRCHME © Crotn Copariph)

formed part of the Row frontage. Both arches and
piers are reported from a lost building on the south
side of Eastgate Street known as the ‘Honey Siairs”,
‘...the great stone building which in the front o the
streepwiard i supported with five arches and strong pillars
on the steps, at honey time, the country people bring
their honey in ve combes in vessels of wood to be sold.,.

The sockers in the soffits of the arcade arches ar
Booth Mansion imply that the undercrofis were sub-
divided along the line of these structural supporns.
Such arcades must however have restricted the use of
the space and it seems that efforts were made o devise
alternative techniques for supporting the floors above
broad undercrofts. Early in the fourteenth century thas
led to the wse of stone arches parallel wo the street,
simultancously with an sdentical process in the develop-
muent of the equivalent omber structures (see Chaprer 4).

Corbels

Srone corbels were regulary used o support the tmber
floors above the undercrofis in Chester and the most
common form is a plain stone with a near quarter-
circle profile. These either directly support the
COMIMOn joists or carry 4 timber corbel plate which, in
turn, supports common joists (see Chaprer 4). The
most impressive instances of closely ser corbels,
supporting a corbel plate, have been dated by

dendrochronology of the associated rimbers o the late
thirteenth century (see Appendix B; ar the Faleon and
the eastern undercroft of Booth Mansion, the latter
having the onginal corbel plate and joists in sita). In
the Falcon the corbels are 280mm wide and are set a
¢ 450mm centres, while at Booth Mansion they are
W0mm wide at ¢ 600mm centres (Fig 42). The tech-
nigue continued nto the fourteenth century, being
wsed above the stone arches in 38-42 Watergate Streer.
In thiz building it also occurs above Bow level, where a
ling of irregularly spaced corbels carmied the floor over
the shops and Row walkway,

At 30 Bridge Steeer, a more elaborate arrangement
of corbels survives, with successively projecting stones
forming a four-part corbel (Fig 43). Elsewhere in the
Fows such a sequence of projecting corbels appears to
be assocnted with a function other than ceiling support.
Ar 51 Watergate Street, for example, an extensive area
of burning between two double corbels could imply an
carly smoke hood. A comparable arrangement an
g Watergate Street may also have been an early attempt
at heating the undercroft. The fully developed
hooded fireplace in The Undercroft, Simnel Streer,
Southampton (Faulkner 1966, 131) demonstrates that
this did occur in mercantile undercrofis.

Some evidence for sculpred corbels survives. The
description of the demolished undercroft at 63-65
Watcrgate Strect (Lawson and Smath 1958, 22-3)
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Corbels i undercroft ar 39 Bridge Streer

Fig 43
(ROHME © Crown Copyright)
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Fig 44 Seulprured corbel ar Boww level in the eastern

part of Boorh Mawsronr, 28-34 Waterpade Streer ({RCHME
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records that the six remaining corbels which suppored
the ends of the bridging beams were carved with heads
several of these are preserved at the Grosvenor
Museum, Chester. In a different context, a single
carved corbel in the form of a squaming human fgure
remaing at Bow level in the west wall of the eastern
part of Booth Mansion (Fig 44). This corbel probably
coingides with the central truss of the former open hall
and therefore may have supported the foot of a post or
brace (sec Chapier 2).

Doorways and windows

With the loss of virmually all the eaely medieval streer
frontages in the Rows, and also of many of the rear
undercroft walls, few doorways and fewer windows
survive. Howewver, it is possible to demonstrate that a
wide range of stone doorways was used and the same
may also be mue of the windows. In many of the
buildings the evidence suggests that only simple stone
mouldings were wsed. At 22 MNorthgate Street the
doorway in the cemtre of the front wall of the under-
croft is preserved up e a height of 1.4m and s
completely devoid of architectural detail, wathout even
a rebate.

Other undercrofts offer evidence of an elaborate
treatment of doors and windows. At the Falcon the
front wall of the undercroft is relatively mtact and
contains a two-centred arched doorway, 1.48m wide
(Fig 45), flanked by the remains of two windows,
These windows had sills below ground level and would
have required light wells. "The shouldered arch at Bow
level in the southern party wall is a later insertion; the
flat arch head 5 m two preces and the doorway does
not tie in with the thirteenth-century phase of the
stonework. Similarly the Fow-level arch on the Lower
Bridge Stwreet elevation appears o be of late medieval date,

Deespite a severe, though accurate, nineteenth-
century restoration, the front wall of the undercroft at
28 Eastgate Street preserves an identical arrangement
te that at the Falcon, but displaying the use of more
refined mouldings (Fig 16), The sunk chamfers on the

Fig 45 Dwormay i front wall of nmdercroft ar the Fakoon,
6 Lower Mradpe Sveer, 1966 [(RUHME © Croen Cofarght)
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central doorway, cleardy of the same phase of construction
a5 the undercrofi bevond, preclude a date much before
¢ 1300, This moulding appears at the Queen's Gate,
Caernarfon Castle, possibly berween 1283 and 1292
(Maddison 1983, 41). Elsewhere in Chester, the sunk
chamfer occurs both ar the Abbey Garehouse (¢ 1300)
and, more surprisingly, in the piers of the western two
bays of the Abbey choir which date from the early foue-
teenth century. The robust qualities of this moulding,
which seemingly played a role in its military origins,
were equally applicable in other contexts,

Chamfers are found on a number of doorways
through the rear walls of undercrofis of varving date
They include the late swelfith- to early thirteenth-century
round-headed doorway of 37 Watergate Steeet, the late
thirteenth-century  two-centred arched doorway of
11 Watergate Street (Fig 34), and the four-centred
arched doorway, formerly providing access up to the
hall ar the Falcon.

One doorway connecting adjacent undercrofis
survives and another is recorded. A doorway in 3842
Watergate Street has a flat lintel with a supporting
double-cusped corbel, similar to a Caernarfon arch.
This presumably dares from the early o mod-four-
reenth-century phase of the building. In the 1950% a
three- or four-centred chamfered arch was recorded

connecting 14 and 16 MNorthgate Street (Lawson and
Smith 1958, 14-15). Ar 12 Bridge Street a more
claborate, but narrow, refoil-headed doorway in the
southern party wall provides access to a stair within
the thickness of the wall (Fig 46). The form of this
doorway and the nghtly-radiused shoulders of the
trefoil-headed windows o the rear light well (Fig 17),
discernible in spite of the harsh nineteenth-century
restoration, are indicative of a late thirteenth-century date

Several of the doorsays 1o the Bow-level halls and
service rooms are preservied, The three doorways to the
former service wing in 3842 Watergate Street are iden-
tical. They wake the form of rwo-centred arches, with
single stones forming each side of the arch, backed by
wider, pointed, segmental-headed arches on the rebated
side, in this case facing the service bay (Fig 47). The
same ype occurs on a smaller scale in the wall berween
the off-Row shops and the hall. The wo-stone mwo-
centred arch @8 a common ype®, and s conmjunction
with a segmental head on the rebated side is found
occasionally. In a similar fourteenth-century context,
the same form is used ar 48-52 Bridge Street for one of
the doorways in the front wall of the hall (Fig 25). Here
the segmental head is unpointed and there is no rebare.
The adjacent door, o the north, is similarly unrebared,
and is without the inner arch. The main entrance 1o the
cross passage in this building is on a grander scale, having
o typically early fourteenth-century roll- and hollow-
moulded pointed arch wath a segmental arch on the
inner face, The fragmentary remains of an identical
arrangement can be seen at 38-42 Watergate Sweet. In
Chester, the carlicst instance of this juxtaposition of
pointed and segmental head occurs in the blocked rear
doorway of the ¢astern undercroft at Booth Mansion
(Fig 42}, datable to ¢ 1267-80 (see Appendix B).

Cupboards

Cupboards occur frequently in the Chester undercrofis
(Figs 22, 34, While lacking distinctive datable features
such as the ogee-headed cupboard in the merchant's
towwn house ar 34 West Sereer, New Romney (Packin
1973, 124-T, the plain, square, rebated examples in
the Rows are contemporary with the walls and rhus
range across the thirteenth and fourteenth cenurics.
The rebate for a door and their most frequent
occurrence in the rear walls of the undercrofis, as at
11 Watergate Street and 12 Brdge Street, or in the
small rear chambers, as at 57 Bridge Street, indicate
that they may have functioned as reposttories for
precious ohjects, accounts or money,

Conclusions

The early medieval stonework within the Row buildings
demonstrates that substantial structures were bualt along
the main streets of Chester during the thirteenth and
fourteenth centuries. However, it is the two surviving,
and one recorded, instances of early medieval sionework
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Fig 47 Service doorvayi o the medreval fall ar Row level, 38

directly associated with a Row walkway that provide
the most remarkable evidence.

Ar 48 Bridge Strect the “Three Old Arches” are the only
surviving remains of an arcaded stone frontage directly
alomgside the Row walkway, with no later stallboard
intervening. Although there has been some suggestion that
this fromtage could date from ¢ 1200, round-headed arches
are found elsewhere in the region i bwldings dating to the
| 2805, The insubstantial thickness of the upper part of
this facade indicates that an oversuling timber structure
above the Row wallway was an integral part of the design
from the outset, The surviving stonework of the parallel
hall behind and modifications 1o the undercroft indicare
that substantial remodelling of Mo 48 and the adjacem
properties ook place in the eardy or mid-fourteenth century,

42 Wiarerpare Soreer (RGHME © Cromenr copryright)

The pair of arches over the wallway at Booth Mansion
and the similar arches recorded at 32 Easigate Street
are indicative of a partally estabbshed Row system,
The former can be dated to ¢ 1267-80 from associated
tmber elements (see Appendix B), and demonstrate
the existence of adjacent galleried builldings at the time
of construction, They also suggest that the building
originally had a substantial stone arcade frontage as a1
48 Bridge Street.

The evidence of these structures points o the
construction of galleried buildings during the early
thirreenth century, but it also suggeses thar initially this
development may have been very fragmentary and it
was probably not unril the mid-fourteenth century that
a continuous systern began w emerge.



4 Early medieval timberwork

The detailed examination of every Row building has
revealed a surprisingly high density of thirteenth- and
carly fourteenth-century timber structures, particularly
within the undercrofts. The survival of any such structures
in the West Midlands and north-west England was
hardly known before this praject began (Turner 1988),
and their identification helps to redress the balance,
which has previously been hesvily weighted o the
south and east. Unfortunately there is linle evidence of
the carpentry of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries
at Row level and above, Similarly, few rimber structures
have been identified from the mid-fourteenth century
to the end of the fiftcenth century, probably reflecting
the depressed stare of the city's economy at that time
(s¢e Chaprer 6). Datable carpeniry elements begin to
réappedr in the early decades of the sixteenth century
and survive in profusion from the later Elizabethan
period onwards.

Thus it is the tdmber structures surviving within the
undercroft or street level of the Row buildings which
provide the main interest. They should not, however,
be wviewed im isolation from the stone structures
deseribed in the previows chaprer, for they ccour within
stone undercrofts and have their structural equivalents

—_ =

in stone, Onginally there were probably many more
undercrofts incorporating timber strectures than those
with stone vaulting. Many of the undercrofis which
now contain eighteenth-century and later brick barrel
vaults, as a result of decay or fire, are likely o have
been constructed with timber elements,

Arcades

The most commaon, datable, and sophisticated of the
early timber structures 1s the arcade, consisting of a line
of posts, often raised on pad stones, carrying a plate.
This results in an aisled plan and presumably provided
an inexpensive method of supporting a floor above
wide undercrofis. Although frequently found elsewhere
in major stone structures', its usage in Chester is in the
smaller houses. These did nor exert the massive mid-
undercroft thrusts of the stone-walled parallel halls,
which demanded more substantial support. The
continued existence of the Fow system has resulted in
the survival of a homogencous group of undercrofis
with timber arcades dating from the mid-thirteenth to
the late sixteenth centuries. To these can be added two
further examples that were recorded before demolition.
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Frp 49 Part of the nmber arcade i the toestern undercraft
af Boath Mamiton, 28-34 Warergare Sereet; the post n
frart belongs o later alteratunns when the celing mas nareed
(RCHME © Cromon Copyright)

This group provides sufficient evidence o suggest a
development from a simple form through a transitional
type ta oa complex design. Dendrochronological
sampling, carpentry detail, and comparable dated

structures suggest that this classification indicates a
chronological evolution. The first two forms will be
described in this chapter, but the final, complex form
does not eccur in Chester unitdl the later medieval period
and is therefore included in Chapter 6.

The undercrofts of 11 Brdge Street, the Falcon
(6 Lower Bridge Street), Booth Mansion (28-34
Warergate Street), and 12 Watergare Srreet, demol-
ished in 1985 (Ward 1988), all have timber arcades in
their simplest form. These consist of vertical posts,
usually chamfered, and either tenoned directly into the
saffit of a plate or into a balster which in turn supports
the plate. The arcade runs the length of the undercroft
and carries lodged joists, The arcade i 12 Watergate
street had o single central post (3500 x 2V0mm)
tenoned into a plate of the same scantling (Fig 48).
Curved upward braces extended from near the base of
the post to the plate. The one surviving post at 11
Bridge Street (Fug 151) 15 samalarly massive (370mm
square]) and appears to have been one of a pair, the rear
section of the arcade having been removed when an
cighteenth-century wall was inserted. The comparabla
arcade in the western undercroft of Booth Mansion is
aof more slender and decorative design (Figs 49, 50)
and was probably one of a pair that originally divided
the undercroft into theee aisles, It is constructed of
posts (185mm square) that are chamfered so thar they
are almost octagonal. The bolsters between the post
and the plate are 1.32m long and have moulded ends.
The arcade now forms part of a brick wall, bur a
grosrve 15 visible on one of the posts revealing the former
existence of a parmion.

In the undercroft of the Falcon, & Lower Bridge
Sereet, there are vwo arcades (Figs 27, 51), one with
mudsive mmber posts supporting a plate consising
of pwo inverted tie beams from an earlier phase of the
building (see p27). The adjacent near-central arcade
comprises a substantal amber plate carrving lodged
poists, bBur resting on two octagonal sandstone piers
(Fig 51). The use of stone in this situaton may simply
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Fig 500 Elevarton af e rimther arcade in phe western whdercraft ar Roorh Mansion, 28-34 Wirergare Siresr
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Fig 51 Undercroft ar the Falcon, & Lotoer Bridpe Srreer fROCHME © Crown Capyright)

reflect the greater compression stresses involved, as
the beam also carries the flving sill beams of the two
separate parts of a umber-framed structure above.

Dendrochronology has provided dares for several of

thie arcades (see Appendix B). Cores from the arcade
at 12 Watergate Street proved undarable, but the con-
emporary imber structure above provided an estimarted
felling date i the range ¢ 1226-57. The arcade posts
and associated timbers in the western undercroft at
Booth Mansion provided a ramge ¢ 1250-63, The
arcade plates in the undercroft of the Falcon provided
differing dates because of the reuse of tmbers (see
p25) bur it is likely thar the central arcade dates from
the mid-thirteenth century, Mo sugnificant dendro-
chronological matches were obtained from 11 Bridge
Street. This evidence indicates thar simple arcades
were being constructed in Chester during the mid- w
late thirteenth century,

The relationship of these early carpentry structures
te the Row walkway is of interest. Despite the
independence of the tmber structures at undercroft
and Row levels, which includes dissimilar bay widths,
it can be seen that three of the simple arcades carried
Row wallwsys, almost certainly from the outser. The
arcade ar 12 Warergate Street, which was mserted into
an earlier undercroft Ward 1988), extended forward
to a masonry wall, level with the front of the Row walk-
way. Al Booth Mansion the surviving arcade plave is
sawn off ar the front, but sull extends 0.85m under the

present Row walkway. This walkway must have existed
by the time of the constrection of the eastern part of
the mansion, which has arches spanming the Row,
demonstrating the existence of a gallery connecting
with the neighbouring properties. Since the umbers in
the eastern undercroft of the mansion have provided
an estimared felling date range of ¢ 1267-80 (see
Appendix B}, it would appear probable that the arcade
in the western undercroft supported a walkway from ins
construction, perhaps a decade or two earlier. The
arcade plate at the Falcon runs under the full width of
the former Row and terminates above the southern
jarnb of the thirteenth=-century doorway. This timber is
part of a phase of construction which included the
stone prers at the front of the building, which can only
relate to the Row, At 11 Bridge Swreet the section of
arcade plate in front of the post now stops well short of
the walkway and it is therefore impossible to be certain
that the arcade carried the Row in this building.

It is significant that none of these thirteenth- and
fourteenth-cenrury timber structures extend under the
stallboards that now separate the Row walkway from
the strect. This confirms whar has already become
clear from the stone frontages, that the smallboards
represent later encroachment mto the streer (see p207.
Thus, in ar least some buildings erected during the
mid=thirteenth century, the Row walkway appears to
have been designed as an integral part of the soructure,
with the stallboard bemg a later addition,
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Fig 52 FElevanon of western party wall or underenft, 22 Watergare Streer

A subsequent development of the simple arcade is
found at 22 Watergate Street, where the remains of an
arcade can be seen mncorporated into the western party
wall (Figs 52 and 181). This may originally have been
an open arcade in a larger building. The chamfiered
posts are ¢ 350mm wide but thicken with gunsiock
heads up to 600mm. In these heads there are blocked
mortices ¢ 350 % 630mm for diagomal braces which
hive been remowved, The braces joined the posts wo the
soffits of transverse beams trenched on to the arcade
plate. There is no evidence for bracing in the arcade
itself. As the rransverse beams span ¢ dm on cither side
af the arcade it v clear thar this arrangement was
adopted to reduce the span of the common joists and
thus remove the need for further arcades 1o
support the floor, The thickening of the post heads is
part of the evolution from the carpentry technigues
wsed for the simple arcades o the universal acceprance
af the jowl, and would scem to dare the structure to
the very end of the thirteenth century. This makes the
mortice and tenon joints in the common joists the
earlicst such occurrence in Chester.

The arcade ar 22 Watergate Street extends under
the present Row walkway and, in view of the dating
proposed above, it is not surprising that this appears to
be an original arrangement. Most significantly, an
arcade post stands directly below the transverse beam
that runs along the rear of the walkway.

It 1= possible v race a number of parallels ©
Chester's timber arcades. Hewert (1980, 203) produced
a list, which includes Great Chesterford Manor, Essex;
5t Etheldreda’s Church, Ely Place, London; 39-43
The Causeway, Steventon, Berkshire; S5t Mary's
Church tower, Wethersfield, Essex; The Old Palace,
Croydon; and King John's Hunting Lodge, Romsey,
Hants, More examples are likely 1o survive but there is
sufficient evidence to test the wvpological and chrono-
logical sequence just presented.

The jointing technique used in the simple arcades i<
ofie in which no more than two members are jointed
wgether, regardless of the number converging, and
i5 wmversal in carpentry structures up o the late
thirteenth century, when thickened heads, or prototype

jowls appear. The carliest example of a simple arcade
in Hewents list is from Great Chesterford Manor,
Essex, but the Roval Commission®s imventory dates the
associated screens passage doorways to the cary thirteenth
century (RCHME 1916, I, 174), This has braces like
those at 12 Watergate Street, but they rise to a bolster
underneath the arcade plate. A more exact parallel
survives in the Marlipins, Shoreham, Sussex,
(Packham 1924) where a central beam, 12.95m long, was
originally supported by three posts (Fig 53 see also p35),
The posts at the front and centre had braces, and all
were tenoned directly into the soffit of the beam., The
date of this structure is not certain but its association
with the chequerwork stone facade and datable moulded
doorways and windows suggests that it cannot be earlier
than ¢ 1300, An analogous structure, but without any
freestanding posts, survives in the undercroft of the
solar of Stokesay Castle, Shropshire, dated o ¢ 129]
(Pevsner 1958, 295).

The more elegant treatment of the arcade in Booth
Mansion has a close parallel with the structure in the
undercroft of the Guard Room of the Old Palace,
Croydon, Surrey, which formed part of one of the many
medieval palaces of the Archbishops of Canterbury’. It
s on o more massive scale than the Chester example,
with the balster 3m long and the lodged joists 300 x
220mm in size. The stepped chamfered stops on the
post are very sifnilar w these at Booth Mansion, but no
gccurate dave is known for this part of the palace®,

Within the palace of another medieval bishop there
is an arcade of a transittonal form, but different from
that at 22 Watergate Street. This survives in the undercrofit
of 51 Btheldreda's Church, Ely Place, London, the former
domestic chapel of the palace of the Bishops of Ely.
The chapel is thought to have been constructed by Bishop
William de Luda between 1290 and 1299 (Hewett 1980,
123-4). Here a cenral arcade of seven irregular bays
carries the usual massive lodged joists. Berween each post
and the arcade plate is a long shaped bolster. There are
stout braces nsing from the posts to the arcade plate
while maore slender braces rise to the commaon poists. At
the east end, under the altar area, the posts are more
closely spaced and only the common joist is braced.
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The use of timber arcades in the undercrofis of
merchanes’ town houses was probably widespread. In
medieval Southampron, Platt (1973, 41-2) describes
the roofing of the undercrofis of the thirteenth- and
fourteenth-century town as being “with a simple
structure of pillars and beams’. Recent investigations
at 535 Sheinton Streer (Bastard Hall), Much Wenlock,
Shropshire, have revealed a ground-floor timber arcade
with an ornate octagonal post (estimated felling dare
1235-89) with an equally elaborate bolster (estimared
felling date 1246-80). The bolster supports an arcade
plate, with the floor above being made of flar, lodged
planks laid rransversely and carrying a solid floor at
least 150mm thick (Moran 1994, 34). This structure is
very similar to the arcade in the western undercroft of
Booth Mansion and the floor structure in the castern
section of the same building, One isolated example
survives from the far north in the undercroft of the
Guildhall, Carliske, It was built as the house of the
merchant, Robert de Fedness, between 1396 and
1407, on a key corner site on the marker squagre, and
the form of the arcade is analogous o that in 22
Watergate Street. The comparative rarity of timber
arcades surviving in England is not a fair reflection of
the extent of their onginal use. After idenuifiring the
form, it becomes possible to reconstruct the arcades
which existed elsewhere from the evidence of the
sockets and ledges remaining in many soone sIFwcures.
Alsoy, the pad stones for the posts somerimes survive,

From this evidence it appears that imber arcades were
widely wsed within stone undercrofis, beneath frst-
floor halls. Presumahly they would alse have been
wsed in timber siructures where the span of the joists
required a central support.

It 1= clear thar this form of construction was widely
used in high status buildings, despite the fact that it is
less orpate than stone vaulting. In Chester, there are
two undercrofis with stone equivalents to the nmber
arcade: the Falcon, & Lower Brdge Street (described
above] and the eastern undercroft of Booth Mansion,
where the span is broken by an arcade of two-centred
stonge arches (see p39). The selution to carrying the
Fow level floors spems 1o have vaned, but this may not
necessanly reflect the status of the building as a whaole.
The uses of the differert undercrofis may also have
varied, ranging from the storage of household goods o
the sale of wine and other high value products, It s
possible that the choice of stone vaulting, rather than a
cheaper timber arcade, may have resulted from a wish
for obvious display within the undercroft and a desire o
ETIPTess PROSpecive CUSIOMmers,

Arch-braced beams

An alternative way of reducing the span of the floor
above undercrofts in Chester is the use of a braced
beam. This consists of the elaboration of a normal
transverse beam by the introduction of massive upward
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Fig 53 Cross secrion of ohe Manlipis, Shoreham, showing vhe wmber arcade fafter Packham 1924)
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Fig 54 Depressed arch and arch-braced beam in wndercroft ar 38-42 Wiergare Street ({RCHME © Crown Copyright)

braces, similar (o those found in the timber arcades.
However, in these cases the ends of the beams are set
into the stone walls and the curving braces nse from
stone springers or corbels. Only two examples survive,
and no evidence has been found for the use of this
construction in other Row buildings.

Ar 3B-42 Watergate Street, one of the undercrofts
(3.1m wide) is spanned by braced transverse beams,
one on cither side of a segmental stone arch (g 54).
The arch carries the weight of the stone wall of the hall
abowve, whilst the beams carried the lesser weight of
the hall floor and amber-framed shop frontages. The
beams are of massive scanthng (¢ 440mm square) and
made of dressed, whole trunks of fast-grown umber
(see Appendix B). These are supported by shon
curving braces af & smalar SIEE, TISINE from  stone
SPringers [I'I'F"' 55 and 1831, The commmon joisls
(230mm square) were ofiginally lodged on the beam
but were subsequently eaised. An identical braced
transverse beam survives in the adjacent underceoft
and this, rogether with a section of a segmental stone
arch, shows that the space was originally spanned in
exactly the same way., There 15 no evidence to show
how the flsor over the third undercroft within the
bulding waz constructed. The orginal joists were
reused for the modified Aeor and they have provided a
felling date of the early 1o mid-fourteenth century (see
.-'ﬁppumliu Bi. This date is confirmed by the fact thm
one of the curving braces has a scnbed shoulder 1o a
central tenon, over the chamfer of the beam. The joint
is akin vo scribing over wancy edges and is in response
to the erfoneous ru:m'mg I!Iinu.:gh of the chamfer. Such
s:.:ri'l_'l:ln.j[ ix 'inl.li-:.:u!ir-e.: ol l:hl.: curh,' rnl.l:l'll..'ll,!:I:IH:I cent u:r:."“.

The second example comes from the undercroft of
the Leche House, 17 Watergate Street, where the
dimensions of the arched braces are smaller and they

rise from stone corbels, The common joists
(¢ 200mm square) are fush with the top of the beams,
to which they are pointed by barefaced soffit renons,
This type of joint* and the shighter timbers suggest an
evolution of the form and mayv date from the mid- o
late fourteenth century, Unfortunately, dendrochrono-
logneal analvsis faaled #o p:m-duuu a conclusive resil
{see Appendix ]:I].

{_}i'n.-n I:hl.r rl.:|ul::|'.'v|.:]:-' late dare of this IVpe of nmber
stracture, 'il ix not HI.I.I'['I:I':Ihi.I‘IH to fiesd that in both these
.:;-:u.m]'lll.:r: 1|1-e.: poRsks extend under the Row l.'l.':1|k".'|.':1!.'.

'["l'l.-l.: arch-braced beams are ;ll:'l.:ﬂl.:-gnuh [k, and are
perhaps contemporary with, the segmental stone arches
found in other wndercrofts (see p38). Ar 38-42
Watergate Street they occur wogether, and the line of
the rransverse beams in 17-19 Warergate Street is
paralleled by the swone arches in 15 and 36 Bridge
Sereet and the demolished 16 Watergate Street. The
anly surviving parallel to Chester's arch-braced beams
is within the late thirteenth-century south range of the
Blackfriars, Gloucester. Only one of the original six
arch-braced beams in that building remains, The main
beam (0,33 % 0.31m) spans 6.7 lm supported by arch
bBraces and wall posts rising from stone corbels. The
large square joists are closely spaced and planted on
top of the beam (Rackham o af 1978). A similar struciure
with seraight braces and no wall posts is recorded from
the Dominican Priory, Briswol (Taylor 1873-9).

Corbel tables

One of the problems associared with timber floor con-
struction within a stone building is how the ends of
lhc i1_1i'\.l_~: arg o |_'|-e.: xup-]'u.rrl_l;d. I I:Itl; I|"|'ir'|1.:-e:|:'H:|!'|.- and
fourteenth-century Fow buildings this problem was
often solved by the use of a corbel table, on either the
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side or end walls (s¢e pd0). This comprises a line of
closely ser plain stone corbels carrying a plate,
100=150mm deep (Fig 42). The ends of the common
joists are placed on top of the plate, The spacing of the
joists and corbels is not necessarily the same, and in
many instances the joists occur directly over the space
between the corbels. The plate serves o spread the
load on to the corbels. This construction involves less
sophisticated masonry than where each corbel
carries the end of an individual joist or beam, a form
which occurs elsewhere in the thirteenth and four-
teenth centuries’, and in Chester later in the medieval
period, for example in the now demolished undercroft
at 6365 Watergate Street (Lavwson and Smath 1938, 22-3).

Corbel tabling is a feature of the early undercrofis
in Chester, although the technique continued through-
out the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, At 12
Watergate Street, the corbels belong to the first phase
of construction, predating the timber arcade, and
therefore date from before the middle of the thirteenth
century (Ward 1988, 49). The stone superstructure of
the first phase of this building was replaced by a
timber-framicd structure, which could not counterbalance
the weight of the joists on the projecting corbels. This
necessitated the lowering of the joists so that they
could be set on to the top of the remaining stone walls.
The corbels were left in position although they no
longer served any function.

Complete corbel rables survive in g number of
Chester undercrofis (see p0) and these together with
many partially intact examples and the record of
others from Fow buildings that have been demolished
shows that the technigue was used extensively, Those

in the casrern undercrofi of Booth Mansion can be
dated o 1267-B0 from the associaved joists (see
Appendix B), while those recorded at 48 Bridge Street
(Baker 1593) and 16 Northgate Street [Lawson and
Smith 1958, 14-15) are of the carly 1o mid-fourteenth
century. However, it 15 reasonable 1o suppose that the
other examples all fall within the period from the carly
thirteenth to the mid-fourteenth century.

The use of corbel tables is a refinement of earlier
methods of carrying the common joists. At Scollands
Hall ar Richmond Castle, and in the Great Tower at
Chepstow Castle, both dating from the late eleventh
century, the joists were set inte regular-spaced sockets
within the stone walls of the undercrofis. This method
continued as late as the third quarter of the thirteenth
century when it was used in the western hall of the
Bishop's Palace, Lamphey (Turner 1991) and in the
Great Hall of Ludlow Castle. In other cases, the joists
rested on a continuous ledge formed in the stonework,
Corbel tables were an improvement on such arrange-
ments; by setting the ends of the joists out of the wall
the life of the floor was increased, as it was less prone
L0 £,

There are several comparative cxamples of corbel
tables from the Chester area, all of late thirteenth-
century date and all with the same technigue of
lodging the joists over the plates. The mmber and
stonework survives in the undercrofis of Adam's
Tower, Chirk Castle (Dean 1983, 33-4) and the
former west clodster range of Vale Royal Abbey, near
Winsford (McMell and Turner 1987-8, 62). The
corbelling alone can be seen in the monastic lodgings
of Ince Manor, near Ellesmere Port {Thompson 1981).

[ ]

-

Frg 55 Avch-braced beam m the undevcroft of 3842 Warergate Street

b i
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Floors

All the above technigues were designed o carry floors
over the undercroft spaces, and it is noticeable thar
where the onginal thireenth-century floor sull exists
the construction is peculiarly massive. For example,
the joists above the eastern undercroft at Booth
Mansion are 200mm square and are set at ¢ 400mm
centres. The reason for such substanal construction
becomes clear when it is realised that the joists had to
carry oak boarding, a layer of sand and rubble, and the
stone flags of the floor above. Thus at Booth Mansion
the total floor construction is $00mm deep. A simalar
form of floor was found at 12 Watergate Strect(ig 48)
and parctly survives at 36 Bridge Street.

This technigue continued into the fourteenth
century, as it is possible to dedwce that the same
construction also existed at 38-42 Watergate Street,
Here the floor joists have clearly been ramsed by
¢ 300mm, bur the floor level stll coincides with the
level of the Row walkway, which is unlikely to have
been altered significantly because of the need to main-
tain continuity with the Row through the adjacent
propertics. It would therefore appear that a layer of
sand, rubble, and flags ¢ 300mm decp was removed
and the joists raised in order to maintain the same floor
level. The weight of this construction presumably
accounts for the substantial size of both the transverse
beams and the joists, Conversely the absence of a rubble
layer would seem to account for the smaller section
timbers in the Leche House (see pd9).

It is possible that this massive form of construction
represents an attempt to fireproof the undercrofi
without geing to the expense of using a stone vault,
However, it may also be connected to the existence of
open fires in the centre of the halls above the under-
crofits, Obviously such an arrangement would only be
passible if at least part of the floor were fireproof.

Timber framing

There s very lintle evidence of the imber-framing of
the thirteenth- and fourteenth-century Row buildings.
However, the fragments that do exist prowvide an
indication of the types of structure that exsted at
undercroft and higher levels, Unfortunately, there 1s
not enough mformation to reveal the precise dating
and structural details of the fromages as suocessive
encroachment in later centurics has left linde evidence
of any timber elements that may have existed.

The only evidence for a umber frontage is at the
Leche House, where a fourteenth-century beam
remains below the rear of the stallbeard. This provides
evidence that the spone-walled undercroft had a nmber
frontage, The beam containg soffic mortices for the lost
facade studwork, indicating that there was a central
doorway. It is level with the transverse beams and
COMmon joists, and therefore there was no jetty projection.
This accords with the print evidence for medieval Row

el
s

| —!
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Fig 56 Wesr snde of Bridge Sreecr, W Batenham 1839
(phatograph RCHME © Crowen Copyeighy, from pring m
CAS Library, Chester Arclives)

butldings (Fig 54) and the surviving seventeenth-cenbury
tmber-framed buildings where substantial jetties ocour
only at levels above the Bow walloway,

While there 15 an absence of demonstrably medieval
posts carrying tmber-framed chambers over the Row
walkway and stallboard, there is structural confirma-
von that such oversailing was typical from the earlwst
Row buildings. As noted on p39, at 48 Bridge Street
the spandrels of the stone arches are only half the
thickness of the piers, indicating that there was umber
framing at Row + 1 level.

Only small sections of the framing of the party walls
arc visible and these are not often of a diagnostic
character. The study of 12 Watergare Street (Ward
1988) identified the remains of the western parry wall
(Fig 570, It rested on a wall plate set on the ourer edge
ul' the stone wu” af the underceoft. The rather !ilI.'-E'gL'I-
lar fnming formed l‘:nﬂ.'_'.'ﬁ 1.7-1.8m wide with the rails
tenaned into three of the fowr wprights and in one case
the post tenoned into the rail. There was a substantial
mortice for a bracket and rail continuing the framing
across the Row, and two other posts and the top rail
from the original Row frontage also survived.
Dendrochronology suggested an estimated felling date
soon after 1237, Unforrunately the only feature of the
framuing was the existence of proto-jowls on two of the
corner posts and therefore there is no other evidence 1o
support this surprisingly early date,

There is only one survival of internal timberwork
from the carly Row buildings; a doorway in the castern
part of Booth Mansion, This has a rectangular wood-
en frame within which two curved braces form an
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Fig 58 Top secnion of thirteenth=century dooroay fo the
opent hall ar Bow leved o the castern part of Booth
Mangion, 28-34 Watergare Street (RCHME © Croton
Cioprigh)

approximately two-centred arched opening (Fig 58).
The inner face 15 chamfered. Empry mortices suggest
that it was part of the timber-framed parvition wall at
the Row end of the open hall. The door seems 1o have
opened from a short passage leading vo the Row walk-
way. It can be dated 1o ¢ 1260-80 by its association
with the undercroflt tmbers beneath. An almost identical
dooranay exists in the solar undercroft of Stokesay Castle,
Shropshire, dated v ¢ 1291 (Pevsner 1938, 295).

Roofs

The pauwcity of extant medieval timber structures above
undercroft level includes roof strectures; there are no
m-sitw poofs in the Rows earlier than the late fifteenth
or early sixteenth century, with the possible exception
of the roof over the hall ar Gamul House, 52-58 Lower
Bridge Streer, and the Blue Bell, 63-65 MNorthgate
Street (see pp 145 and 176). This dearth of material
can be arrribured w the constant pressure o enlarge
the buildings. One of the few ways of gaiming addition-
al accommodation was to build upwards and most of
the Row buildings were regularly enlarged by the addi-
ton of extra storevs, leading to the loss of the carlier
roof, This process can be seen most graphically ar 24
Waterggate Street where the tie beams of the sixteenth-
and seventeenth-century roofs can be scen integrated
irte the imber framing of the present staimwell,

Lack of information does not however preclude all
discussion of the medieval roof structures, Details of
construction are pevealed by roofing timbers that have
been reused, and from the records of demolished
buildings. Furthermore, the necessary inmerrelation-
ship between the roofs and the structures below means
that the overall layout of the former can frequently be
deduced from the lamer.

The buildings on narrow plots, arranged at right
angles to the street, were easily roofed with a gabled
frontage. This needed only addivional length o cover

the Row and stallboard, as in the later medieval
houses (see Chapter ). More sophisticared roofs were
required for the larger parallel-hall houses. These neaded
miltiple roofs, but the core of the building s always an
exactly rectangular hall, despite any irregularity in the
shape of the plot, At 48-52 Bridge Srreet, the remain-
ing stone walls and the repositioning of the northern
undercroft party wall indicate thar the fourteenth-
century rebuilding was dictated by the shape of the
new hall rather than by the inherited plot widths, The
screen of this hall, the position of which is indicaved by
a groove in the east wall, was aligned with the apex of
the central facade gable, implyving bhoth the existence of
a spere truss and a correlation in the design of the hall
and street-facing gabled roofs, This would have resuled
in the tie beams in the hall corresponding with the
locations of the vallevs and ridges in the fronr roof
structures, Such precise imtegration of roofs ar right
angles to each other emerged in the early thirteenth
century, both m early H-plan houses such as Friory
Place, Little Dunmow (Hewent 1980, 129-30) and im

Fig 59 Reconstruction of passing-brace roof triss formerly
ar the Faleon, & Lower Bridge Street
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eoclesiastical architecture at the junctions of nave and
ransept, At 48-32 Bridge Street, the same technique
wias adopted, despite the resultant irregularity of the
gable widths, which was doubtless seen as subservient
to the structural superiority of this method.

A more balanced version of this arrangement
occurs at 3842 Watergate Streer, where the western
valley was aligned with the upper face of the service
bay end of the hall truss. In the absence of amy
evidence for a spere truss, the wo symmetncal under-
crofis beneath the hall point 1o two — or less plausibly
four - gables to the streer. The seventeenth-century
roof now on this bullding probably repeats the carlier
form, and comprises two gable roofs with jack rafiers
and vallevs connecting 1o the hall reof and a separare
roof aver the service bay.

Although the only surviving example of crown post
construction in medieval Chester 15 at 63 Northgate
Swreet, a mud-fiftcenth-century buillding (Fig 174),
there 5 evidence for the earlier use of this roof vpe
(but see pp 145 and 176). During demolition of the
rear of 16 Morthgate Strect in 1892, a detailed descrip-
tion was made of a two-storey, umber-framed hall
above a stone undercroft and Lawson subsequently
produced a reconstruction (Lawson and Smith 1958,
14-15). This would appear to have been the rear wing
of a courtyard building, and the description clearly
implies crown-post roof trusses with braces 1o the tie
beams and crown plate (Fig 28). It can be assumed
that the trusses were contemporary with the carly four-
teenth-century undercrofi.

Ar the Faleon, 6 Lower Bridge Swreer, there 5
surprising evidence of an earlier roof. Within the
undercroft there is a pair of reused vie beams and what
is assumed o be a related crown post from a passing-
brace roof (p25, Figs 27, 399" These now function as
the plate and one post of an arcade. One end and the
centre of each tie beam survive, giving a reconstructéed
span of 6.38m, with mortices showing thar the original
wall posis were inset by 40mm. This span is exactly
equal o the width of the rear section of the present
seventeenth-ceniury  superstructure, which occupies
the expected site of a parallel hall. The tie beams have
central mortices on their top faces, indicating the use of
a crown=post, Final tree-ring dates of 1180 and 1181
from the tie beams suggest a date in the carly thirteenth
cenmury for the construction of the roof (see Appendix
B). This is in sccord with simdlar roof trusses elsewhere®,

Conclusions

The recognition and dating of a range of carly timber
srructures within the Rows of Chester has proved one
of the most important of the project’s findings. The
work of Hewett and others had created the impression
that timber structures of the thirteenth and fourteenth

centurics are likely 1o occur only in southern and eastern
England, but this is being corrected by recent research.

It is the peculiarities of the Row system which have
ensured the survival of these carly timber structures in
Chester, The need 1o retain the Bow walkway, and the
early subletting or separate ownership of the under-
crofts from the house above, have made wholesale
redevelopment almost impossible, Most of Chester’s
undercrofts will have contained timber structures of
the types described in this chapter. Many must have
decaved over the past 600 years to be replaced by brick
harrel vaults, but a precious few have survived. These
show that timber structures extended under and over
the Row from the carly thirteenth century, indicating
that the walkway was planned as an integral part of the
buildings and was not a later insertion.

These timber structures required a good supply of
umber and the drain en the woodlands of Chester’s
hinterland must have been enormous during the period
1250-1330. For example, the volume of wood
required for the undercroft at 6 Lower Bridge Strect
can be estimared at 15.5 cubic metres, the product of
seven of cight mature oak trees. Quantities of tmber
would also be required for any dmber-framing, wpper
floors, and roofs. Duning this period timber was also
required for purposes other than new buildings in the
town. Chester acted as the campaign base for Edward
I's advance into Morth Wales and, as late as 1295, the
two leading military engineers, James of 5t George and
Richard the Engineer, had ordered the felling of 2300
trees on the lands of St Werburgh's Abbey around
Chester to help construct and prefabricate a pontoon
bridge over the Menai Straits (Brown er af 1963, 306).
Modern estimates for lowland Cheshire give an average
of 135 oak trees per square kilometre in order to produce
suitable structural timber (Forestry Commission
1984). The effect on the landscape of this medieval
demand for timber can therefore be gauged.

The growing scarcity of timber towards the end of
the thirteenth century across England may have pro-
vided a stimulus for the development of new framing
and jointing techmigues. By the mid-fourteenth
century, grants of trees from the Earl of Chester’s
forests were marks of special favour™, The use of
square-section lodged joists creates siructures that are
subsrantially ever-designed in structural teems, Later
technigues allowed the use of shorter members of
smaller scantling, many of which could have been
drawn from coppiced or underwood trees.

Deespite the very limited survival of thirteenth- and
fourtcenth-century timber structures from levels above
the undercroft, the Rows of Chester preserve enough,
frequemtly scientifically datable, evidence of carpentry
techniques to advance both an understanding of the
Rows and, more broadly, the evolution of methods of
CONSTruction.



5 Origins of the Rows

In the preceding chapters we have studied the early
history of the Chester Rows, presenting at some length
the architectural and documentary evidence for the
buildings of the thirteenth and early fourteenth cen-
turies. This chapter will attempt o answer the two
questions which have puzzled antiguanans, historians,
and archacologists for over four hundred vears, What
were the origins of the Rows and why do they appear 1o
be unique o Chester?

The physical evidence and the documentary record
make it clear that the Row system was largely in
existence by 1350 (see pp 18-20), It iz also <lear that
Row walkways were an integral part of many of the
buildings that were erected before thes date; with some
of the dendrochronological data mdicating thar Row
walkways may have been constructed as early as ¢ 1250,
Whilst the systemn may not have been continuous at the
beginning, it must have developed reasonably rapidly
as its advantages became apparent. The development of
public thoroughfares within  private  properties
distinguishes the Rows from other medieval arcaded
streets, The svstem brought mumal benefirs, but it also
resulted in constant tensions, as will be seen in our
investigation of its development in later centuries.

There is no simple explanation for the origins of the
Rows, All previous theories have given undue weight o
single factors, such as defence, or the accumulation of
Roman debris, or the effects of the fire recorded in
1278 (see Chaprer 1), Qur derailed study of the evidence
suggests that the origins of the Rows are more complex
and result from a range of factors, which together are
peculiar o Chester. We therefore have to analyse what
is known about Chester in the thirteenth and four-
teenth centuries in order o suggest what may have
oecurred.

Physical and topographical factors

Inevitably, physical and topographical factors have
played a significant part in shaping the cty of Chester
and determuning the form of its medicval buildings. In
themselves, they are not directly responsible for the
Rowes, bur i is wseful wo reconsider them first.

The undercrofts of the medieval buildings in
Cheseer are only slighty below ground level, probably
because there is rock very close to the surface. This is
in contrast to the similar undercrofts in many other
English towns, which tend o be sunk 2-3m below
street level (Wood 1965, 21). In a number of Row
buildings an additional cellar, below the undercroft,
has been cut out of the rock but this generally appears
1o have occurred in post-medieval or modern penods.

The accumularion of debris from collapsed Roman
buildings and rubbish deposits behind the main streer
frontages = and the existence of a former stream valley
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along the line of Lower Bridge Swreet - allowed the
main domestic clements of the Bow buildings, which
were located above the undercrofts, to have ground
level access to the rear. It is of note that where this
change of level berween the front and rear of buildings
does not exist, as at the cast end of Eastgate Street,
rue Rows did not develop,

Following the Morman Conguest, the lavout of the
arca within the walls changed radically, The castle was
laid out in the south-west corner of the city and this
quarter was developed with houses for the officers
of the Palatinate. The north-cast guarter of the
town was almest entirely occupied by the precinct of
the refounded Benedictine Abbey of S5t Werburgh, The
land on the western side remained largely undeveloped
until it was granted to thres religious houses in the
carly thirteenth century, The continuing threat of Welsh
incursions restricted development outside the walls. All
this limived the area available for commercial building.
The development of a two-tier system effectively doubled
the frontages available for trading and hence increased
the value of individual buildings,

Early evolution of the Rows

The physical and topegraphical factors provided the
essential preconditions for the development of the
Rows but two other historical facrors also seem signifi-
cant: wide (though increasingly subdivided) plots and
a growing commercial prosperity, enhanced by the
city's expanding strategic and military role in the lare
thirteenth century.

Chester’s street frontages appear to have been
ongimally divided into wide ploms, possibly laid out as
part of the Anglo-Saxon burk. These wide plots allowed
the development of several small shops across the
width of each plot above the undercroft, making a first-
floor gallery desirable. As population and commercial
pressures increased, these plos were subdivided into
different ownerships and tenancies, all of whom would
have had an interest in the continuity of the gallery
system. As in most medieval towns, teaders and crafis-
men with similar wares located close to each other and
this would have further encouraged the development
or extension of galleries. It may be significant thar the
earliest recorded Rows are named after buttersellers,
ironmongers, bakers, butchers, and the like.

Chester’s economic activity reached a peak during
the late thirteenth century when it became the base for
Edward I"s military campaigns in North Wales and
then the muslering point and winter quarters for the
thousands of craftsmen emploved on the subseguent
building programme. The impact of Chester’s growing
prosperity on the buildings of the cty in general, and
those of the four main streets in particular, is clear.
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From the mid-thirteenth century, there is evidence of
the subdivision of undercrofts and selds and an
increasingly intensive use of the street frontages, with
the appearance of numerous small shops at Bow level,
alongside the entrange to the house or seld behind,
The city’s prosperity continuwed into the second
quarter of the fourteenth century when the two largest
stone houses sull surviving in the Rows were built.

Edward 1 and his followers were responsible for
founding many new towns in England, Wales, and
Gascony, experimenting with mew plan forms. It is,
therefore, tempting to se¢¢ the Rows as one of these
experiments, assisted by the apparent loss of many of
the city centre bulldings in the fire of 1278 (Lawson
and Smith 1958). There i, however, evidence for Row
buildings before 1277 and no ¢lear evidence of exten-
sive fire debris dating vo 1278 (Ward 1984, 44). Also
there is no indication of replanning or rapid rebuilding
during the immediately post-1278 pertod. In additon
there is no evidence for any roval or comital decree
enforcing such an arrangement on the landholders in
the four main streets.

The combination of evidence argues for the gradual
development of the Rows, albeit achieved for the
majority of the frontages over a relatively short period
as the dates of the early Row buildings are largely
restricted to the period 1250-1350. It is, however,
difficult o believe that the Row system could have
been established through private properties entirely as a
result of haphazard facrors. The documentary evidence

links the earlicst sections of the Rows with the selds on
the west side of Bridge Street and the properties adjncent
to St Perer's Church at the Cross, both areas in which
the civic authorities are likely to have been influential.
It is possible that the idea for the Row system came from
the roval interest in the city and was sustiined by the
civig authorities until there was a commen recognition
of the mutual advanrages of such a system.

Whatever the process by which the Fows evolved, it
i5 inevitable thar the inital idea and its subsequent
development would have been influenced by other
buildings of the tme, and particularly by other systems
of walkways or arcades. The Rows could hardly have
evolved in isolation and we therefore need w consider
parallel developments.

English parallels

In seeking to explain the Rows, some people have
sought comparisons with other owns and cities in
England. Many English towns have streets or groups of
buildings called Row. The word is not specific to the
raised walkways found in Chester, having presumably
originated simply as the description of a row of build-
ings. The term was often used 1o deseribe adjmcent
buildings that were linked to particular trades or the
sale of certain goods, with each building containing
both domestic accommodation and a shop or work-
shop (Schofield 1984, 88), Less frequently, the ward
was applied to a group of small tenements, such as Our

Chambar

Fig 60 Speculative secrion of medieval building ar 28 Easigate Streer with Rotw, shop and hall over surviving undercroft,
Also shotws encroachment tte the sereer with a stall over the steps doton into the undevcroft. Comtpare toith section throwgh

58 Fremch Streer, Soutkawipron (Fig 61),
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Fig 61 Secnon, 58 French Strect, Swinthanipion

Ladvs Row i York, that were just workers' cottages
(RCHME 1981, 143-5).

The study of medieval town houses in England is in
its early stages and the evidence s scatered, and it is
therefore difficult w generalise, It is possible that the
twelfth century saw the appearance of a dedicated
urban form of architecture, as exemplified by the Jew's
House, Lincoln, but the larger town houses of the
thirteenth century appear to be adaprations of the almost
umiversal tripartite plan. In urban situations the
arrangement of open hall, service rooms, and solar was
constrained by limitations of space and the wish to
maximise use of the commerdial frontage. The bulldings
described in Chaprer 2 show how this was achieved in
Chester, and howses with similar plans can be found in
many English towns. In fact the basic split-level
arrangement of the early medieval wwn houses in
Chester follows the normal pattern for English buildings
of that pertod. The Red Lion in the High Sweet,
Southampton has a shop “with a chamber abowve” in
front of an open hall whith further chambers behind the
hall. There is an undercroft below with access only
from the hall, suggesting thar it was used for storage
(Platt 1976, 613, An even more direct comparison can
be made between the Chester buildings and 58 French
Strect, Southampton (Figs 61 and 62) where the
undercroft is not completely subterrancan and there
was access from the streer. The floor level of the shop
and hall iz raised above the streer, requiring an access
stair'. Both these examples are of the right-angled hall
tvpe, but the same compansons can be made for

= B it S

Frg 62 58 French Srreer, Sourhawpron

parallel hall buildings. Although it does not include
an undercroft, 28-32 Coppergate, York has the same
general lavour as 3842 Warergate Street, but with
shops at street level there s no need for a gallery
(RCHME 1981, 128). Tackley's Inn ar Oxford (Fig 637
has also been shown to have had a similar form (Pantin
196%a, 217-19 and Faulkner 1966, 128-30), Five
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shops above an undercroft fronted the street and there
was an open hall behind. Faulkner suggests that there
was a gallery along the frontage to provide access to the
sivops, but the evidence for this 5 uncertain {Harris
!I':::nrl:h-;,:n::-rnlnj:]. Some form of access would hove been
required, however, and if each shop was provided with
its own flight of steps froms the street the disadvantages
are obyvious,

The consistent use of undercrofts 15 one of the
glements that distingnushes the Raow hul'l:.l|nj.['u1t'i::h|:'\-.11.'r.
Approcamately 180 undercrofts survive in whole or m
part, and originally there may have been over 250,
Stone=built undercrofis do not occur 1n every Englhsh
meddieval town, although they seem to be ubruitous n
the surviving town houses of the twelfth and early
tharteenth centunes. From the med-tharteenth century,
however, as plan forms evolve and omber houses survive,
differences begin to appear. Later undercrotts can be
found in significant numbers n some towns, such as
Southampron, Winchelsen, MNorwich, and Oxford, but
in others, such as York, Salisbury and Stamford, they
ar¢ almost entirely absent’. The evidence for Chester
can be compared to Norwich, where 54 undercrofis
survive and there are records of another 34, These
ooour on steeply sloping ground, but are not necessanly
adjacent to the street. Many of these undercrofts
survived the fire of 1507, which destroved the timber-
framed sructures above (Smith and Carter 1983).

Medieval builders would undoubtedly have experi-
mented with alternanve vanations of the basic towsmn
house forms, adapting it to particular crcumstances
and needs. In a number of other towns the undercrofis

were adapted to the local topography. In Haverfordwest,
Ihfed, three medieval houses, 2-6 5t Mary's Street,
exploit a change in the namaral levels that is the reverse
of the debris slope in Chester. All three propertics have
stone barrel-vaulted undercrofis that are below ground
on 5t Mary's Street vet open at ground level to the
rear. At 2 5t Mary's Street the original layout of the
upper floor can be identihed, consisting of a shop on
the street frontage, a double=height hall behind, and
a chamber to the rear’. This situation & repeated on
the north-west side of Pride Hill, Shrewsbury, where
a combination of archasological, architectural, and
documentary evidence has shown the exstence of
a number of late thirteenth- and fourteenth=-century
halls opening on to courtyards, set behind lines of
shops, with chambers above, facing the street.
Underneath the halls are stone undercrofts with access
from the lower level at the rear, as the ground falls
away to the nver (Baker e af 1993),

Undercrofts appear to occur in significant numbers
where the wpography requires the creation of a solid,
level platform for the house above, Thev often appear
to hive been designed to provide secure, fireproof
accommaodation, which implies the storage of high-
value goods, the relative value of which s perhaps
indicated by the vanety of embellishment to the interiors,
However, no other town or ¢ity in England seems to
have an undercroft in every building on the mamn strest
frontages. It &5 possible that the key factor o the
consistent use of the one type of town house along
Chester's main streets 15 the peculiar topography of the
city, which lends itself 1o a two-level system.

Lndercrofi
Fip 63 Tackley’s Tmn, Oxford Cafrer Faulkuer)
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The Row walkway essentially consists of an arcade
above an undercroft, and whilst this arrangement s

unigue 1o Chester, evidence fior arcades linking seres of

buildings can be found clsewhere <= notably at the Pentice
in Winchester. The early fourteenth-century date of this
development, together with s High Swreer location
next 1o the Buttercross in Winchester and its occupation
by a single group of traders, make it interesungly com-
parable with the early lengths of the Chester Rows.
Recent research demonstrates that the development of this
arcade was sporadic and gradual (Harris forthcoming)

William Srukeley made reference w Kendal as a
parallel vo Chester, but later authors have dismissed
this idea because Kendal now consists almost exclu-
sively of eighteenth- and nineteenth-century buildings.
However there is evidence in the records of the
Lonsdale family that the appearance of the main streets
of Kendal was very different in Stukeley™s time (Fig 64).
One rypical entry reads

These houses, one of which s now possessed
by Mr. Redman and a shop thereto by Eden
Howard and the other house by Thos. Kendal
were about 20 wears since rebuilt by M
Redman before which they had galleries hanging
over the Strect, supported by pillars from the
Ground and in the buillding he took in the open

o

part within those Pillars as far as the Galleries
hung over, which might be a Yard deep and the
Houses may be about 15 yards in Front®,

Other entries would seem o imply that these
galleries were at street level, although their owners
appear to have been able o enclose the space that they
oversailed witheut reference 1o the town authorities,
Another description refers to a building that appears to
have a plan very similar to thar of a Fow building, ‘At
the Morth end of the said Newbiggin and adpoining
thereunto 15 a Shop with a Gallery and Warchouse over
it and a Cellar under i...."

Despite these intriguing references from Fendal
and other examples, the evidence does not suggest
the general existence of Row systems elsewhers in
England during the medieval period. What is, however,
becoming clear 15 that in the intenselv commercial
parts of large towns and cities the distributive traces
commuonly operated from pwo levels within town houses,
Thus, the basic form of the Chester Rows baildings
is mot dissimilar to many other town houses being
constructed at the same period and the Rows appear
to have resulted from a specialised adapration of an
established building tvpe. The peculiarity of Chester
lies in its concentration of examples of this one type
and their develapment inte a coherent system,

Fig 64 A lare ninereenth-comtury wvicre of Seeicklandgare, Kendal, showing rafsed galleries as deseribed by Seikelsy
(reprodiced by kind permizsion of Kendal Library, Cumbria Cotrry Conmedl)
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Foreign parallels

From the beginning, antiquarians and others have
sought parallels for the Rows, not only in England, but
in Europe and further aficld. Comparisons have been
made with Thun and Berne in Switzerland, with Padua
and Bologna in Ialy, the bastude vowns of Gascony
(Fig 63}, and even Leptis Magna in Libva. Searching
for such links is pot unreasonable. The English kings had
temitory in, of connections by marriage with, much of
western Burope, The gentry, their troops, monks, and
other clerics commonly travelled on crusade or
pilgrimage. Crafismen for grear roval and monastic
building projects were sometimes drawn from the
continent., The exchange of ideas and architecrural
styles in the medieval period is well documented®,

However, whilst architectural swyle and decoration
vary across medieval Europe, the houses of the
merchant classes remain similar in form. Girouard
(1985, 127} remarks

A combination of forces all ever Europe
produced that most typical feature of medieval
townis, the row of high merchants” houses wsually
from four to six storeys high, wath the lower
portion for business, a middle for residence and
sofnetimes further space for storage 1n the amics.....
There are contrasts in size, and in opulence of
carved or moulded detall depending on the
prosperity of the town and the richness of the
individual merchant, But the basic pattern
remains remarkably the same,

Criven this similarity of form it would be surprising fiol
to find, in one or two places at least, the evolution of a
coverad way at ground or first floor level, Girouard
goes on to show how [talian merchants in particular
would congregate in their own city states and abroad to
exchange information and strike bargains, Eventually
special loggrias were buily, the forerunners of the bourse
and the exchange. In London, rather 1o their disgust,
the Italians met in Lombard Street, “owalking in the
rain when it raineth, more like pedlars than merchants®
(Selfridge 1918, 216).

The earliest examples of arcaded and tiered marker
places are Greek and Roman in date. Trajan's Marker,
in the Forum at Rome, is perhaps the most spectacu-
lar example, where one of the huge hemicyeles was sur-
mounted by a high-rise structure with rows of shops on
every floor, opening on to passages lit by semicircular
arched arcades (Krautheimer 19821, Arcaded strects
were a feature of Roman towns and cities, providing
shade rather than shelter from the rain. It may have
reached its most extensive and opulent form in the new
capital of the empire at Constantinople. A long stretch
of the main street, the Mete, was flanked by ¢olonnades
as it approached the Forum, as was its edder continuation,
the Regia, which led from the Forum to the palace gate.
The Forum iselfl was a huge oval or circle enclosed by

Fug 65 The arcades of Castelman de Montniral, France
(reporodiced by Rind permissaon of Perer Humpldres)

double-ticr colonnades. The original construction of
these colonnades is credited to Emperor Constantine 1
{306-37), following the transfer of power from Rome
to Byrantium in 330, Manuwel Chrysoloras, a Greek
scholar who taught in Florence during the fourteenth
century, provides the comment, which is so reminiscent
of sixteenth-cenmury descriptions of Chester, “that one
might traverse the entire city completely under shelger®
(Grenwille 1990, 457). By that tme, Constantinople
had suffered mamy vicissitudes, including itz sacking in
1204 during the Fourth Crusade. Yet this evewitness
pecount of the fourteenth century shows that the
colonnades existed at thay date. This form of building
had a strong influence on some medieval squares and
market places. In the mwelfth century, 5t Mark's
Square, Venice, was surrounded by two-tier arcades,
fronting shops and commercial premises. This
arrangement survived wonil the fifteenth cenmury when
redevelopment began. A similar form with an arcaded
first floor was used at a later date on the exterior of the
Doge's Palace, begun in 1343, and in the courtyard of
the Fondaco dei Tedeschi of 1505, with its four ders of
arcades (Giroward 1985, 100-12),

Although there is mo direct paralle]l with the Chester
Rows in any of these examples, it i posiible that the
idea of arcaded commercial frontages was imported,
particularly in view of Edward I's links with Europe
and the Mear East. The king had been involved in the
crusades inm 1270-73 and after an inconclusive campaign
a1 Acre, he returmed home via Savoy where he met
his future military engineer, James of S5t George
(Prestwich 1988), There were other links; the embassy
headed by Geoffrey de Langley to the l-Khan of Persia
visited Constantinople in 1292, Harvey (1971) notes
that the expedition included Roberns seuipror, “who
may well have been another artist equipped with a
sketch boak',

The most convincing Byzantine parallel in a building
project of the period occurs in one of the great
architectural achievements of the reign of Edward I,
Caernarfon Castle, begun in 1283 immediately afier
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the subjugaton of the Welsh. James of S5t George
designed the castle with polygonal towers and dark
bands of stone, reminiscent of the fifth-century
Theodosian walls of the imperial city. Caernarfon
wits the q_;||1'_|_;1| -\.I[. :‘-.:-\.-I'I:':'. ".";'.Ih'h and the centre -\.'\III
Welsh resistance; also it was the legendary foundation
af Magnus Maximus, father of Constantine 1, whao
wis adepred by the Welsh as a folk hero. In 1283,
Edvward | appropriated the legend for his own purpsoses,
exhuming and reburying a body believed to be thar of
Magnus Maximus, and building a stronghold thar was
desigried as a symbaol of his own impenal ntentions,
Tavlor {in Brown & af 19635, 370-1 argues that this
similacity in style could only be achieved from a
descniption by someone who knew the defences of the
imperil capatal and could instruct the master mason m
the characteristics 1o be reproduced. A possible source
of this description is suggested as Sir William de
Cicon, constable ot Flint and Conway, a protége o
Oito de Grandson, the justiciar of Morth Wales, whose
seat of power was intended to be at Cacrnarfon

We therefore have the intripuing p-'-u|':‘-||'||:'-.' that the
Rows of Chester may have been influenced in some
way by the arcades of Constantinople, in the same way

as thie appearance of Caernarfon Castle was influenced

by that citv's walls, Or is i just that these two very

Fig 66 Ratsed malkwavs o the Obertor, Meersbire, Baden-Wiritemberg, Germaamy

Sradt Meersburg)

I'HE ROWS fil

different citics realised the advantages that @ rwo-tier

commiercial sysoem could bring® The carefully
clazsical arcades of Constantinople are certainly a far
1 the erraic wi
of the Chester Rows and there is no evidence that the

cry fro ths, heights, styles, and marerials
Rows were ever interded wo form part of a coherently
desigrnied whole, It 15 therefore more likely that the
inspiration, 1f any, came from nearer parallels
Medieval arcades occur along sireet fromtages
throughout Burope. For example, the remains of what
appears o have been a continuous street-level arcads
passing through different medieval buildings can be
seen at Dol in Brattany”, Berne in Switzerland exhibats
a system of walkwavs not unlike the Chester Fows
The oversailed walkway 15 now virmually ar ground level

and the deep undercrofis have steps thar are accessed

via cumbersome trapdoor constructions in the soreet.
This latter difficulty of access has possibly prevented
the survival of a two-=level commercial arranpemient,
except where there are shops under the Hochtrottoirs

ar the castern end of the Gerechuigskeitgasse; the one

part of the system where the walkway is raised as high
as the Chester Rows

Another European parallel 15 at Thun, also in
Switzerland, where there are the same consttucnt parts
of semi-subrerranean undercrofts, raibed walkvways with

(reproduced by kind permission of
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stallboards, occasional steps between the walkway and
the street, and shops at the upper level. However, the
walkway, which extends along both sides of the main
streeet, is oversailed by only one building. It is therefore
similar vo the surviving stretch of raised wallway in front
of Gamul House, 52-58 Lower Bridge Street (Fig 164).

In the small town of Meersburg, in Baden-
Wikrttemnberg, Germany, there is a line of timber-framed
houses in the Obertor, which are raised on street-level
brick and stone undercrofts, with a galleried walkway at
first-floor level (Fig 66). The carlicst surviving build-
ings in this group are believed to date from 1620,
significantly later than the Chester Rows,

Given the volume of building in Chester around the
time of Edward I, Smith and others have sought
comparisons with the bastide towns of south-west
France. Many had a quadrilateral plan divided into
quarters and were laid out around a market place,
often with an arcade or corniére around it. However,
this arcading is limited o the ground floor and the
market place frontages, unlike the Chester Rows.
Prestwich (1988, 308-11) belicves that the bastides are
as much a feature of urban centres in France, as the
product of an imposed English policy, However, they
do demonstrate the desiee 1o create new 1owns in great
numbers and to experiment with new forms of urban
planning; over 30 being founded during Edward I's
reign, mostly on new sites. Whilst the Crown was
invalved in the foundation of about three-quarters of
these towns, many were partnerships with local lords
or carmed out by the king's officials or trusted allies®
The gridded and walled plan of New Winchelsea, laid
out on o greenfield site after 1292, demonstrates that
such ideas were transferable w England, Some of
Bdward I courders also created towns in newly
conguered Wales, such as Ruthin and Denbigh, and
his court officials, and even some prominent merchants
had a role to play in these new initiatives. It is therefore
possible that the idea of experimenting with new urban
forms is at least partly behind the development of the
Chester Rows,

Conclusions

Reviewing the information and sdeas presented in this
and earlier chapters, the complexity of the factors and
issures in considering the origin and evolution of the
Rows is immediately apparent. Altermative conclusions

can be argued. The antiquarians and eardy commentators
seem bo have had a desire to select one factor as the key
tw the origin of the Rows, All their hypotheses are
unsatisfactory because it appears more likely thap this
raised gallery system is the result of the combination of
a number of different factors, peculiar 1o Chester.

The major driving force must have been commercial,
Towns were created for and prospered on trade. The
livelihood of the merchanes who built and cccupied
the houses that contain the Rows was trade. Such
merchants lived and worked in a relatively small arca
in the centre of the walled city and when wealth and
opportunity came there was little room o expand. The
creation of the Rows effectively doubles the commercial
potential of each property, making it possible vo trade
at both street and Row level. This two-level form of
commercial buillding existed in other English and
European towns and the idea was therefore available
for wransfer to Chester. The key difference s that Chester
adopred this form of town house along all its main
strects, thus allowing a contineous systermn 1o develop.

In the absence of any evidence for an imposed
planning scheme, it is likely that the Rows are the
result of a general undertaking by the ctzens of
Chester, perhaps reflecting their growing indepen-
dence. There is, however, the possibility of specific
encouragement at a key period, as a result of the roval
interest inm the city or from the civic authorities. The
advantages of the Bows system are obvious. Both the
undercrodts and the shops above had a sireet frontage,
and the Row not only provided a raised walkway giving
access 1o shops and the domestic accommodation, bt
provided shelter from the rain; this spruck the
sixteenth- and seventeenth-century commentators as
being a very cvilised idea. Also the change in ground
level berween the front and the back of the buildings
meant that although the domestic accommodarion was
at Row level it was also level with the vard or garden
behind the house. All this could be achieved through a
simple adaptation of the two-level town house vpe to
the peculiarities of the Chester topography.

The paradox remains; that the Fows are public
thoroughfares incorporated into private property’;
an arrangement which probably evelved at an early
date. Despite its inherent tensions, this duality was
maintined and 15 part of the story of how the Rows
developed and changed in later centuries until they
bBecame the system we know today.



6 Late medieval buildings

In the preceding chapters we have described the
evidence for the early existence of the Rows of Chester,
have discussed how they were constructed and consid-
ered their possible origins. Just as remarkable is the
story of how the svstem has survived 1o the present
day, and how the buildings were modified and recon-
structed o meet the needs of successive generations of
Chester traders'.

The prospenity enpoved by Chester in the lae thir-
teenth and early fourteenth centuries suffered a decline
in the two centuries that followed, The effecis of the
outbreaks of plague in the mid-fourteenth century are
unknown, but the physical fabric of the city did not go
unscathed, with the castle, bridge, and mills all in meed
of restoration’. In the 13505 shops were reported
empty and in danger of collapse, and ruined buildings
were 10 be found throughout the city’. Among the
untenanted properties were the Important TENement
north of the Stonehall in Bridge Street, the one next to
St Bridget's Church (possibly the “Three Old Arches”),
and part of one of the selds’,

A period of slow revival followed, perhaps acceler-
ating in the closing vears of the century when Chester
benefited from the patronage of Richard II; for a brief
period the city apparently enjoved an influx of wealth
and courtly patronage. This economic recovery was
halted by the change in regime; by Chester’s imvalve-
ment in rebellions in 1400 and 1403, and by the revolt
of Owen Glendower, The ensuing decades were
marked by continuing decline and impoverishment. In
1445, 1484, and 1486 the curens petitioned the king
for a reduction in their fee farm, claiming that the silt-
ing of their harbour, the disruption of trade with Wales,
and a consequent fall in population had rendered them
unable to pay in full®, Similar pettons, phrased i what
became a conventional formar, were made by numer-
ous towns during the fiftcenth cenury and these pleas
of urban poverty should not be accepted without ques-
tion (Dobson 1977, 3-4, 10-3). Nevertheless, the fact
that concessions were made by the roval authorities
suggesis that some of the ¢nes of woe were genuine®.

In the case of Chester, the records of the annual
fee farm payvments made o the Crown provide telling
evidence of the realities of the ccomomic situation.
The fee farm had been set ar L100 by Edward T in
1300, when Chester enjoved considerable prosperity.
Detailed accoums survive from 1387-8 until 1476-7".
These show that full payment was earcly made during
the reign of Richard I, although lower arrcars were
recorded in the late 13905, The farm was paid in full
throughout the first decade of the fifteenth century,
possibly as a result of strict conrol over a city of
suspect loyalty, but from 1411-12 unuil the farm was
reduced by half in 1445-6 full payment was achieved
only three times. In other years the amount paid fell as

%

low as L20, while the cumulative arrears eccasionally
exceeded [100, John Rothley, the man unfortunate
enough to serve as sheriff in 14434 and 1444-3, spent
36 weeks in prison for non-pavment of the arrears and
had all his possessions confiscated. The fact that his
oustanding debt was excused and the farm significandy
reduced is a clear indication that the authorites recog-
nised the reality of Chester’s malaise, which had been
dramatically emphasised, but apparently not exaggerated,
in the petition of 1445,

Even at the reduced level the fee farm proved
impossible to collect and the sheriffs who served
berween 1449 and 1455 also received roval pardons for
their arrears, Full payments were made, however, from
the lare 1460s until the accounts end in 1476-7. The
end of the series at this puncture prevents an assessment
of the economic realities undeclving the petitions of
1484 and 1486, in which the citizens alleged that the
city walls had fallen into decay and thar a quarter of
the city was “vasteta, desolars, rifnosa @ RHmome
ihafbfitata’, Other documentary evidence (see below)
does suggest that there was some justification for their
claims, Moreover, the archacological survey of the Rows
bulldings has revealed a hiatus in building activity in
the wyears 1350-1550. Material from the earlier
medieval period (1250~ 13507 survives in relative abun-
dance, as does fabric from the mid-sixieenth century
onwards, but very few bulldings or elements of build-
ings survive from the lave fourteenth o the early six-
teenth centuries.

The scarcity of references in the documents to
building reinforces these archaeological findings. The
late fourteenth- and early fifteenth-century records
occasionally mention repairs to existing buildings. In
13545, for example, almost £1 was spent by the ¢ty
on a house in Northgare Street; timber, boards, slates,
and ‘spilkymg’ were purchased, as too were lime and
clay, The same yvear saw work on a property in Bridge
Srreet; lead was obrained to make a gutter, and boards
and nails were also purchased. Two years later both
houses needed further repairs: a post was bought w
support a wall at the MNorthgate Strect property and a
tiler and hus servant spent several days working art the
house in Bridge Sereet’. In 1404-5 similar repairs were
carried out on a house belonging to the Fraternity of
St Anne®.

Mo building activity is amesved in the next three or
four decades, but during the 1440s and 1450s there
is evidence of one or two ctizens applying 1o rent sec-
tions of common land fronting properties in Bridge
Street, In 1445 a prominent citizen was granted a piece
of waste land extending from the house frontages
towards the street (see Tehwlae in Appendix A) and in
1456 a similar grant was made to another resident of
Bridge Strect. This waste ground measured 6ft in
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breadth and 18ft in length (approximarely 2 x 6m) and
seretched westwards from his entrance as far as
Cuppings Lane. He was given permission 1o enclose
and build upon this land and was to pay an annual rent
of 6d (sixpence)’. In later years he is recorded as pay-
ing 6d a vear for the encroachment of the stairs next to
his home (“gradis fuxta mansn '), It is possible
that residents of other streets received similar grants,
although Bridge Swreet perhaps witnessed most of this
type of activity. Treasurer's rentals of the 1460s refer o
shops (some of them newly built) in front of exising
houses in Morthgate Street and Foregate Sireet”. A
few parlours were also built in the 1460s: two in Bridge
Swreet and a thied in Eastgate Street”. One of the
Bridge Streer parlours may have been added o a house
near 5t Michael’s Church, possibly extending over the
Row or street as rent was due to the city for the posts
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Fig 67 Plams of the Leche House, 17 Warergate Sireer

which supported i, In October 1469 John Bonler
was found gulty of causing an obstruction with the
parbour built at his home ouwtside the Northgare'. The
sources therefore suggest that during the 1460s some
encroachment was taking place along the main streets,
perhaps with the intention of ¢reating additional
commercial space or extra domestic accommedarion.
Even this modest activity appears to have come to
an end in the following decade as the city’s fortunes
declined still further. A number of shops (perhaps in
Foregate Street) were destroved by fire in 14734 and
six vears later they had stll not been rebuilt™. In
1476-7 the only evidence for building was the erection
of & mud wall on the common soil”. Throughout the
14705 the fulling mills were in nced of repair and
often stood empiy for months at a tme; in 1479-80
their poor condition caused the adjacent fishery o be
Blocked"™. Treasurer’s rentals of the early 14808 lis
many rents in decay, including those due from shops in
Eastgate Street, in Bridge Street, and also under the
pillory, wsually a prime site. Two shops in Watergate
Street had fallen down and the building ar the corner
of Watergate Street and Bridge Street was described as
raimosa of prosirara™, [t was against this background
that the citizens petitioned the king for relief and their
claims that a great part of the city lay in ruins therefore
had some justification. Some signs of economic recovery
can be detected in the 1490 and in the ecarly sixteenth
century, but an outbreak of plague in 1517 again
disrupted trade. Grass grew a foot high at the market
cross and in other city strees (Ormerod 1882, 234),
It can therefore be seem thar Chester was not
prosperous during the late medieval pestod, Paradox-
fcally these vears of depression may have been crucial
to the survival of the Rows, as extensive rebuillding
might have led to a loss of continuity and thus destroyed
the incentive to maintain the syswem of galleries. The
few new bulldings that were constructed during this
period are of considerable interest, since they represent
the end of one tradition of internal planning and employ
mare sophisticated carpentry technigues than hitherro.

Plan form

Although the national rend towards the replacement
of the open hall by a series of smaller spaces had
started in London in the carly fourteenth century
(Schofield 1984, 18), open halls continue to be at the
heart of many houses well ince the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries (see Chapter 7). A substantial
open hall was the centrepicce of the fifteenth-century
rebuilding of the Leche House, 17 Watergate Street
(Figs 67 and P1 7). In this building, the braced-beam
construction of the undercroft ceiling echoes the early
fourreenth-century undercrofts ar 3842 Watergate
Street (see p24). Dendrochromological sampling of
these timbers proved inconclutive (see Appendix B),
but the cvidemce for a fourteenth-century dawe is
supported by the fact that the upper storeys consist of
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a box frame, dared on stvlistic evidence to the late
fiftcenth cemiury, which does not carry through the
regular bay spacing of the undercrofi. It therefore
appears that the upper levels of the building were
reconstructad at the later date and this is further
supparted by the fact that the undercroft required a rear
extension 1o carry the full depah of the new building above,

The plan form of this second phase is a development
of the early medieval right-angled hall plan (see
Chapter 2. At Row level there is a shop in front of the
open hall, which 15 accessed independemly by means
of a side passage running through from the Bow wo the
vard at the rear. The position of the fireplace on the
cast lateral wall of the hall appears 1o be contemporary
with the earlier medieval undercroft, for the swone
jambs bond into the ashlar below, Behind the hall is a
narrow bay which may have acted as a screens passage,
and then there are two bays which probably provided
service rooms at Row level with a chamber above,
Presumably there was alse a chamber above the Row
walkway, stall, and shop, with access from a gallery
along one side of the hall as ar present, bur this part
of the building was reconstructed in the sevenmeenth
century. This developing plan form must have created
a problem with lLighting the hall, a5 in the earlier
pericd the hall appears 1o have had a window in its rear
wall, The demand for more rooms o the rear meant
that some form of top-lighting had 1o be creaved for the
hall, and therefore the presemt dormer windows in the
hall at the Leche House are presumably similar o the
original arrangement.

The open hall ar the Leche House survived the
majpor seventeenth-century remaodelling of the building
(see Chapter 7), although it scems to have been sub-
divided later (Lawson and Smith 1958, 38-9), only o
have its open form subsequently restored. Some smaller
houses alsoe seem to have rerained their open halls
through seventegnth-century remodelling, probably
indicating that their plan form and structure dates
from an eardier period. These include 5t Michaels
Rectory, 43 Bridee Steeer (Fig 154), and 8-10 Bridge
Street. Both buildings display early seventeenth-century
decorative elements, bur contain halls that are open n
the centre, with substantial galleries on three sides, and
stairs on the fourth, although the hall at 5t Michael's
Recwory is at Row + | level (Fig 68}, Despite its seventeciith-
century rebuilding 10 Bridge Swreet also rerains the
appearancs of earlier buildings as there s no chamber
at Row + 2 level (Figs 69,157). Another example of this
plan type is 11 Bridge Street, although here a complete
refit in the early twentieth century has obliterated all
evidence of its onging and only the plan form swrvives,

At the Old King's Head, 48-50 Lower Bridge
Streer, a different plan form was adopted. Unfortunately
the timbers here proved umsuitable for reliable
dendrochronological dating (see Appendix B), but the
siylistic evidence suggests a date in the mid-sisteenth
cenmury, indicating that this bullding probably marks
the beginning of the great rebuilding discussed in the

Fig 68 Deterdor of Roce + [ level ar S0 Michaels Rectory,
43 Bridee Streer (ROCHME © Croon Copyright)

next chapter. Its construction, however, appears to
relate more to the lare medieval period and therefore it
15 considered here. Ar BEow level (the Row s now
enclosed), the disposition of empty mortices amd
ceiling joists suggests that a series of small shops was
backed by a hall-ike space running parallel o the
street, recalling the parallel-hall lavours found ar 3842
Watergate Street and 48-52 Bridge Street, which also
occupy corner sites (see Chaprer 2). However, it 15
clear that the space in the Old King's Head never
formed an open hall, as enouwgh structural evidence
remaing to show thar it has always been ceiled
bievertheless, the absence of similar mortice evidenge
for internal subdivision suggests that it was a large
room, perhaps echoing the communal functions of the
medieval open hall. It is quite unlike later parlours, in
that it lies behind, rather than above, the Row, and
therefore has no wandows on o the main streer.
The onginal fenestratton of the room is unclear and
without clear information abour the dispositon of
butldings to the north and west, or acoess 1o the framing
behind modern plastering, it is difficult 1o reconstruct
the means of highting. This is the only building of its
type surviving in Chester and it is possible thar this is
not simply the result of chance destruction of ethers. In
could well be that the Row-level room was unsatisfac-
torily dark or that s windows prevented extension to
the rear, and thus the plan form proved unsatisfactory
until the Row was enclosed and adequate lighting could
b admirned from the Lower Bndge Street Eacade (g 8079,
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All these buildings contained a Bow walkway as an
integral part of the structure, and there is no evidence
that the difficult economic situation durning this penod
led to an abandonment of the Kow system

Unfortunately o documentary material has been
found relating to any of the specific buildings discussed
above, The sources do, however, provide a linde evi-
dence of the lavout of domestic structures, Tenements
occupied by wealthy cnzens tvpically comprised a
complex of structures. In the 13805 the house of the
Palatinate master mason contained comeras, subcameras,
deas camerds fNxia  coguiRamn, wnam  doeminr  oocat,
warehoee of alam ™', In October 1419 the home of the
mavor-elect, John Hope, was attacked by a group of
armied men. They broke into his Sdoms, anlam, cammenam
et cogrinam”, stole some of his possessions and caused
his wife to miscarry™. Hope's property perhaps lay on
thie west side of Lower Bridge Street, near Castle Lane,
and appears also to have had a garden in which a malt
kiln had been buale™,

These, and other occasional, references w “awula’
confirm that the hall was o feamuce of Chester's late
medieval houses, One 15 attested in Foregate Street in
1385, and in 1445, when William Lely was granted
leave to enclose and build upon a small plece of ground
in Bridige Street, it was deseribed as lving ‘ex opposie
gsrrmy aule™™, There 15 also considerable evidence for
smaller rooms; chambers used as hving and sleeping
pecommodation; solars leased out, often in association
with shops: and cellars, which are presumably o be
equated wath the undercrofis, sometimes in scparate
occupation from the house above™.

Building: construction

Although there are few buildings or building clemenis
surviving in Chester from the late medieval period
it 1 possible to comment on some of the apparent
developments in building construction.

Timber framing

Little evidence for late medieval umber framing
survives, Perhaps the most interesting complete facade
is the Castle Street elevation of the rear wing of the
Old King's Head (Fig 700, The precise date of this part
of the bullding is uncertain, bur it seems 1o have a
raking strun poof with renched purding, which would
place it in the lare medieval pericd. However, it is
demonstrably carlier than the main range, for which
we have suggested a date in the mid-sixteenth century
(see p63). This rear wing s thus one of the few buld-
ings we can place securcly in the later medieval peniod,
before the great rebuilding of 153501640,

Aa sereet level the range 15 in stone and may be the
remains of the ‘domer laprdea® of Peter the Clerk (see
Chapter 2). Abowve 15 timbser frammg with square panels,
The sill beam 15 of two pieces, jointed wath a simple

through-splayed scarf. One stud has been removed for
the insertion of a later window. The pattern of framing
suggests that the midratl extends across two panels and
i5 then imterrupted by a post. Only one secion of midrail
survives intact; to the left it has been removed for the
window, whilst to the right it has apparently been sawn
off to frame into the post of the later range. The absence
of peg holes for a stud over the lefi-hand window
suggests that this is the positon of an onginal openmg.
The storey above was originally jettied to the west as well
as (o the south, as evidenced by the survival of a dragon
beam. To the south the jetty sunives and 15 held on bull-
nosed poists, very roughly cut, some laid wpnght, while
others are laid flat. The pattern of wall framing s the
same as the floor below, with an mserted three-hght
casernent oo the left and a three-light casement, possibly
in an original opening, to the nght.

A small undated corner building at 53 Lower
Bridge Sereet is also of some interest (Fig 101}, The long
St Olave Streer facade reveals a technigue of framing
not unlike that of the early range of the Old Rang's
Head, although the scantling of the timber is slight and
it may well be later in dare. What ts unusual here is the
disposition of carpenters’ marks. Rather tham begin-
ning at one cnd of the building and proceeding to the
other, the post at the back of the shop on the Bow level
is number [ and the other posts are numbered outwards
from this in both directions. Thus both the Row and
the house o the rear contain posts numbered 11 and
IMI. The implications of this are interesting, as o
suggests that, in this case at least, the demarcaton

Fig 70 Caitle Sereer elevanien of rear toimg ar ohe O
King's Head, 48=-50 Lower Brdee Smeer (RCHME
D I:..-|:l||'.‘_"|.'|"|j'j'rr__|
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berween the Row walloway with its shop and the private
howse was implicit from the date of construction,
Whether this suggests a split ownershap from the out-
set, with one chient for the Row and shop and another
for the house, 15 uncertain.

Some vestigial timber framing of the late fifteenth
century may also survive at the Faleon, & Lower Bradge
Street. Here the suraval of a jetty on bull-nosed jodsts,
vogether with a substantial dragon beam and carrving
joists laid on their backs, may represent work of this
pericd, although the decorative exterior 15 clearly of
sixteenth= or seventeenth-century date, Inside, a1 Row
level, there is an element of heavily restored timber
framing in the position of the rear wall of the former
Row. This imcludes a window of diagonally-zet wooden
mullions, probably dating from the fifteenth century™,
The dragon beam and large arch-braced corner post
associated with the jetty at 86-88 Lower Bridge Streer,
which lies just outside the Row system, may also
belong to this period.

Timber arcades

Two Row buildings of the later medieval penod con-
tain timber arcades that are a development of the
arcades described in Chapter 4. At 10 Watergate Street
the masonry side walls of the undercroft define a space
B.7m (28t 6in) in width, originally divided by a central
four-post arcade (Fig 71). The three posts to the rear
survive and have provided an estimated feling date
range of ¢ 1528-59 (see Appendix B). The arcade is
constructed of fully jowled posts, resting on pad
stones, and mecasuring 280 x 350mm at the base,
Curved braces support an arcade plate, one element of
which survives, displaying single-pegged, splaved,
bridled joints at each end to ke extensions. It may
be significant that this is the first known instance in
Chester of an arcade plate constructed of more than
one tmber, possibly reflecting the facy thar this
techmigue 15 superior to the carlier arcades, described
in Chapter 4, and thercfore larger spaces could be
spanned, rendering single timbers wo short for the job.
An alternative explanation is thar by this date, the
supply of wees was dwindling and carpenters were
forced vo wse shorter elements. The cross beams are
also massive, supported by upward bracing from the
posts, resting on the arcade plate and contained within
the jowled heads of the posts, Few original joists sur-
vive although the evidence of the cross beams suggests
that they were approximately 150mm square, housed
at their northern ends and tenoned o the south.
This final development of the timber arcade in Chester
created a rigid, gridded system of beams capable of
fleoring over wider arcas than cither of the carlier types.

The framed construction above the undercroft at
10 Watergate Street s clearly later in dane, the upper
structure being markedly narrower than the undercroft.
Evidence observed in the east wall of the undercroft
shows that there is no relatonship between the framing
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Fig 71 Plan and seceiont of the nndercrnft ar [0 Watergane
Street

of the undercroft and thar of the structure above, the
latter simply resting upon the former in a rather
precarious manner. There is no evidence in the build-
ing above of a subdivided open hall, and the survival of
clements of an carly seventeenth-century decorative
scheme suggest that the upper kevels were reconstructed
¢ 1600-20. It is perhaps interesting to nete that while
the open hall of the Leche House survived the seven-
weenth century intact, albeit with the introduction of a
new decorative scheme, 10 Watergate Street suffered
far more radical treatment. Despite the fact thay the
building had been totally rebuilt in the mid-sixveenth
century, the structure above the Row lewvel was
apparently entirely reconstrucved enly 30-T0 years
later, presumably o conform with the new fashion for
a greater number of smaller rooms with ceilings,

The undercroft within the Old King’s Head also
contains a seven-post arcade of this later-medieval type
{Fig 72). MNotwithstanding the absence of dendro-
chronological dates (see Appendix B) it 15 strikingly
similar 1o the arcade in 10 Warergate Street, possibly
suggesting that it is the work of the same craftsman or
workshop, In this building, and in the five-bay, late
fiftcenth-century undercroft of the demolished 63-65
Warergate Street (Lawson and Smith 1958, 22-23),
the arcade posts of the undercrofis correspond with
the bay divisions above, indicating a conmnuity of
structure,
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This tvpe of construction follows closely thar of the
Merchant Adventurers' Hall, York, a building which
contaims a number of unusual features and 5 dated on
documentary and dendrochronological evidence 1o
1357-61 (RCHME 1981, 82-8). In that building there
15 a slightly irregular arcade within the undercroft,
which ranges berween 10.1m and 12.6m wade. The
heads of the posts thicken and clasp the arcade plate,
and there is four-way bracing 1o both this plate and the
transverse beams. There is a corresponding  arcade
directly abowve, the posis of which support the valley
plate beraeen vwo parallel roofs. The arcade at 10
Watergae Streer dates from nearly mwo centuries later,
vet the similarities are siriking, suggesting that this
technique was in use over a long pericd of ome,
Alternatively, the techmique may represent a late
export from the eastern to the western side of the
Pennines.

A structure that formerly stood at the corner of
Bridge Srreecr and Watergate Strect may also have
contained an arcade of this form. Known as the
“Srone Seld” by 1425 and as the *Staven Selds” by
1508, this massive building, 17.03 x 19.66m, may
well have derived its conflicting names from having a
stone-walled undercroft containing a umber arcade
These dimensions are a littde smaller than the space
berween the medicval undercrofts at 12 Bridpe Street
and 11 Watergate Srreet and the present building form
may therefore represent encroachment inbo what was
formerly public space, possibly a market
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Fig 72 Tomber arcade ar the O King's Head, 48-50 Loter
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Bridpe Srreer (RUHME © Croun Copright)
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Roofs

As was mentioned in Chapter 4, few medieval roof
structures survive in Chester. During the substancial
restoration o the 19705 of Gamul Howuse, 52-58
Lower Bradee Streer, the roof over the hall was recorded
by RCHME®™. This is mow hidden by a barrel-vaulted
plaster ceiling from which hang seventeenth-century
carved wooden pendants (Fig 165), but the records
show the survival of a number of common rafter
trusses linked by a collar purlin. The span fits the
presumably thirteenth- or fourteenth-cenmry walls of
the hall, so it s possible that, despite an irregularity
i the spacing of the wrusses which indicates some loss
or resworking of the structure, this may be the earliest
roof in Chester.

The other early roofs that survive fn sine are over the
hall at the Leche Howse, danng from the late fifteenth
century, and that ar 63 Morthgate Street, a mid-fifteenth-
century building ouwside the Row system (but see pl45
and Tahles 7 and Ta). Both these buildings have roofs at
right angles to the swreer with a gabled frontage. This
arrangement 15 ofwiously suited o buildings on narmow
plots and must have been the dominant form in Chester,
It needed only extra length wo cover the Row and stall-
board, as can be seen at 63 MNorthgare Smeet (Figs 73
and 7o), In this building, which has a pavement level
walkway rather than an elevared gallery, there is a direct
correspondence between the bay divisions at roof level
and the plan of the walkway, shop and open hall
bencath. The rwo-bay chamber over the shop and walk-
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Fig 73 Axonomeric projection of 63 Northgate Street, part of the Blue Bell

way provided the opportunity for an open, mid-chamber
truss, which in this case is a crown post (Fig 174). The
open hall at the Leche House 15 spanned by an arch-
braced collar wruss. At either end of the hall are king-
post mrusses: this form of truss i also found in the
chamber at Bow 4 1 level behind the hall. Here the truss
has a canted tie beam with broad curving bruces to the
bay posts (Fig 74). The Row chamber was remodelled
and enlarged in the seventeenth cenmury, and its central
truss is a false hammer beam™. One of the purling s a
reused moulded Bressumer which may have come from
the fifteenth-century frontage (Fig 75).

With five medieval mofs known in Chester (including
the evidence from the Faleon and 16 Northgate Street
described in Chapter 4) it is just possible 1o suggest
the variety of trusses used. The three crown-post roofs
span the period from the carly thirteenth century to the
mid-fifteenth century. This confirms recent discoveries
which indicate that crown-post roofs were used maore
commaonly in north-west England than had been

previously thought™, It can therefore be demonstrated
thar the crown-post roof was one of a number of
oprions used by medieval carpenters fior both rural and
urban buildings in the north-west over a long period,
Its compararive scarcity must be not only a reflection
of the survival of few buildings from this period in the
region, but also of the fact that where these buildings
have survived, as in Chester, they have been subject wo
considerable alteration.

The same problem exisis when considering the
common rafter roof over the hall at Gamul House.
With the exception of the south aisle of St Andrew’s
Church, Tarvin {Harris and Lever 1966, 1046], there is
no other known medieval unpurlined roof surviving
in Cheshire. Is the Gamul House roof an exception
or is it the one remaining example of & type formerly
common in Chester? In contrast, the arch-braced
collar and king-post rrusses of the Leche House it
much more easily into the known distributions of these
forms of truss. The former was particolarly favoured
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Fig 74 Chamber beking the hall ar Rowe + 1 level ar the Leche House, 17 Witergate Serect {RCHME

above the open halls of manor houses of the late
fiftcenth and early sixteenth century, which survive in
some mumbers in Cheshirre and adjacent countics

The standard form of roof valley is for the common
rafters to converge onto a plate or an obliquely set jack
rafter. In Chester, however, several buildings exhibit a
different form of valley construction in which there is
no salid member at the bottom of the '..ill-'.':'.x in cifect
it “flies’, In these cases the timber frames beneath each
roof do not abur below the « .||'.|.':. bur are set between
300 and 600mm apart. Proof that such an arrangement
was planned rather than accidental comes from the Faloon,
where the carly thirreenth-cenmury passing-brace roof
was carried by a tmber-framed wall, spanning a single
undercroft that extends below the vind, The doubling
up of sill beams and mner walls provided a necessary
way of spreading the roofing thrusts. The benefits of a
valley over a voad, particulasly in the reduction of problems
with rot i the valley '|1'.:|I|.'. may also have influenced
the adoption of such a method of construction. Somalar
arrangements are preserved at h3-65 H-JI'I:'.".!.'.:lI:l.‘ Street
and 69-71 Watergate Street, In view of its cxcessive use
of timber and despite later utilisation of the resultant
vord, which was parocularly surtable tor the msertion
of chimney stacks and fireplaces, it is surprising to find
the technigue emploved as lare as the mid-fifteenth
century at 63-65 Morthgate Streer (but sce pl45),
although in this case 1t may have related 1o separate own-
ership of the two structures, albeit over a sangle cellar
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g 75 Falee hanmier beant tricts over the Rote chamber ar
the Leche Howse, 17 Waterpare Sereerr alio showing rhe
mepilded bressumer revred as a purlin (RCHME © Croten
[ -p-.--.-.;-'.-r.
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Building: craftsmen and materials

The depressed state of Chester's ¢conomy in the late
medieval period did not encourage ambitious building
projects, but some new work was undertaken and
there was an ongoing need for repair and maintenance
which provided employment for building workers.
The borough court rolls, which name those men who
were involved in litgation, allow at least a percentage
of these craftismen to be identified. In the wears
1350-1506 150 carpenters are amested, as well as 47
masons, 3 slaters, 18 painters, 17 glaziers, and 10
plumbers, As the fourtcenth- and fAfteenth-century
houses of the city were predominantly timber-framed
the numerical superiority of the carpenters is readily
explained. The numbers of other bullding workers
perhaps convey an impression of the relative quantity
of work available for each craf.

Srone houses were unusual in late medieval Chester
and therefore served as significant landmarks, Thus in
June 1424 the men who wok part in the Corpus
Christi Day riot were said vo have attacked the king's
ministers at Castle Lane End “wota e stonmeplace gue
guondanm fuie Pord de Thernton chivaler™, Surviving
stone undercrofis were highly valued and specifically
referred vo as such in property deeds”. The masons
were perhaps employed primarily on roval and ecclesi-
astical buildings or on public building projects. In
1464 the Pentice was rebuilt and, although most of the
expenses imvolved the purchase of umber and the wages
of carpenters and sawyers, 13 corbels were purchased
and a mason and a carver were emploved for two
weeks®, The ity wall also required regular repair, a
task not helped by citizens appropriating stones from it
for their own wse”. Muragers” accounts reveal thar in
1440 John Aster, master mason of the Palatinate,
received £10 for building the upper section of the city
wall extending from the tower on ‘le Walshegate® to the
old wall next to the bridge™. Accounts also survive of
the weekly payments made by the muragers to John
Southworth and his small team of quarrymen in 1477-8;
the city mason received 35 (shillings) a week and the
others half that ameunt”. The master masons of the
Palatinate are mentioned occasionally in the sources
and appear to have been prosperous individuals, as
could be expected. In 1357, John de Tudenham was
granted o messuage and cellar in Bridge Street, and in
the carly fifteenth century John Asser had a house with
a cellar™. During the late fourteenth and early fifteenth
centurics, however, masons were not a lange oocupa-
tipnal group and there was apparently lintle demand for
their skills,

The carpenters were the most numerous of the
butlding craftsmen; by the eardy fificenth century, if not
before, they had assumed a corporate sdentity and
maintained a light in the church of the Carmelite
friars™, Dhrect evidence for a gild comes in 1437 and
thereafter occasional emiries show their stewards
demanding payvment of customary dues and of

contributions o the gild pageant™. Despite the
existence of the gild, it is clear that throughout the
pertod a percentage of carpenters were non-citizens
whe paid an annual fine v the authorities for permission
to engage i their trade”. Apparently unable to earn
a living from carpentry alone they are occasionally
apested supplementing their income by brewing ale or
brothel-keeping”. Others worked in the city on a more
casual basis, paying for board and ledging for a few
wecks, possibly during the summer months",

Oither carpenters were mofe prosperous, emploving
servants and selling building marterials®, The most
successful became freemen. John Richardson, wright,
entered the freedom in October 1455, and was followed
bw his sonm Richard im 1474, Both men earned their
living as carpenters, but a second son opted to become
a draper, possibly viewing this a3 2 mere promising
career”, Only one carpenter is known to have held
high civic office in the fifteenth century; Roger Burgess
who served as sheriff in 1482-37, He was perhaps the
leading city carpenter of his day and may well have been
invalved in the building programme underway at 5t
Werburgh's Abbey in the closing vears of the fifteenth
century™, Evidently no prejudice exasted which prevented
carpenters joining the ruling élite; the fact that Burgess
was the only representative perhaps indicates that there
was little opportunity in late medieval Chester for these
crafismen to accumulate the necessary wealth. The
master carpenters of the Palatinate stood slightly aparr,
a5 befitted men of their stamus and substance, but they
occastonally became invalved in the socal life of the
city. Robert Scot, for example, lived in Bridge Swreet
and in his will asked to be buried in St Oswald's
Church. He left his *chyppynax” to the carpenters” light
in the Carmelite church®™.

The predominance of timber-framed buildings
resulted in an ever-present fear of fire, demonstrated
by the regular presentments of people before the city’s
courts for ‘affrara dgnis™. Bakehouses, kilns and
kitchens were often built as separate structures in order
to minimise fire risk, while the hearths of the city cooks
appear 1 have been sited in the streer, on the common
sodl*'. The occasional reference vo ‘comminus ferm” and
one mention of a chimney made by a smith, implics
that attempts were made to contain fire and flame in
non-combustible marerials™. Swch precautions were
not alwavs successful and the history of medicval
Chester is punciuated by owmbreaks of fire,

Somewhat surprisingly no building regulatnions or
other controls over the use of combustible materials
have vet emerged from Chesters medieval records,
although they cermainly existed by the seventeenth
century”. London had regulated against the wse of
thatch as a roofing material as early as the twelfth
cenmury (Feene 1985, 1, 172-3 and nl), It is possible
that in Chester private restrictions were in force, at
least within the walls. A lease of 1500 for a house in
Warergate Street specified that it should not be roofed
with thatch, shingles, or boards, but only with Welsh
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slate of tiles™. Moreover, few thatchers appear to have
been at work in the city during the late medieval
period, and of these only one, John Wrnght of
Forcgate Street, enjoved a working life of any duration,
He seems to have worked primarily ourside the walls
where the risk posed by thatched roofs was less serious™,
There were, on the other hand, considerable numbers
of slaters, 50 many in fact that the city sought o control
their pay. In 1407 four slaters were accused of waking
excessive wages and it was perhaps the prospect of
regular and well-paid employment which encouraged a
slater from the Kendal area to migrate 1o Chester a few
vears later™. He may have made the journey by ship, as
did ar least some of the slares. In July 1399 a cart laden
with “sclatstones” and pulled by seven horses was making
is laborious way up from the Watergate when s left
wheel slipped and ran over a man, killing him instanthy™,
A cenmurey later, a Beaurnaris trader ovwed money for the
carriage of ‘sclatestones” from Wales to the Portpool™,
None of Chester’s slaters grew wealthy, There is no
record of any slater becoming a freeman and many
were known by an occupational by-name, Their wages
were always slightly  lower than those pad to
carpenters: 4d (fourpence) a day compared 1o 5d or 6d™,
They had no gild of their own, but were linked to that
of the carpenters™, Like the poorer members of that
crafi, some may have come to the Gty on an occasions
al basis and their employment was no dowbt uncertain
in the winter months, One or two tilers occur in the
records, and although it is impossible 1o be sure that
there was always a clear differentiation between the
terms, it does seem thar clay les were occasionally
used. Repairs to a house in St John's Lane in 1404-5
necessitated the employment of both a slater and a
‘regrlarer’, each receiving the same daily wage®.
Fragments of medieval roofing tles were found on the
Morthgate Brewery site, including one with an olive
green glaze and moulded decoration (Dravey 1973), In
the seventeenth century a property in this area was
known as the Green Hall¥. A building called “le Tile
howses' stood near Cow Lane in the 1490s and it is
possible that tiles were manufaciured in the city from
clay obtained around Gorse Stacks™. Debis for tiles
have been traced; 4000 cost 33s 4d (thirty-three
shillings and fourpence) in 1489, and when Richard
Slater broke 100 tles in the custody of Patrick Slater,
the latrer demanded 65 8d (six shillings and eight-
pence) in damages™. ‘Shyngyls” and “shyngil nayls®
were purchased for repairs o a house in MNorthgate
Street in the mid-fourteenth century, bur only two
shinglers have emerged from the documentary sources,
Thomas Waltham who entered the freedom in 1495
and David Shingler who marred a slater’s widow™,
Throughout the period there are occasional

references to plumbers, but they seem never to have-

been a large oocupational group in lae medieval Chester,
A major part of a plumber’s work was undoubredly
the manufacture and maintenance of gutters. In
¢ 1461 a gutter on the Pentice was repaired at a cost

of cleven shillings and fourpence-halfpenny™. Such
work was vital. After 241b of lead had been stolen from
the guiters of his house in Bridge Sweet in 1501,
Richard Wirrall complained that the walls had become
‘purrid and corrupt™’, Lead was also used in windows
and plumbers are not infrequently associated with
glaziers, acting as pledge m court or as surety for a debt™.

Chester was an important centre for window glass
during the fourteenth century and glaziers are attested
throughout the late medieval peried (Blair and Ramsey
19491, 275, 277). Since they are often named together
with stainers and painters their work was probably in
ecclesiastical rather than domestic contexts, Thus John
Glasser of 5t John's Lane, who sued three chaplains for
trespass in 1428, may have been carrying out some
work in the nearby Collegiate church®™. Later in the
gcentury the glazier William Martin was in trouble with
St Werburgh's Abbey for non-payment of a debt of 6s
(six shillings) for two panes of glass™. There is no
evidence for domestic window glazing in late medieval
Chester, although such comfort had been known in
London from the mid-thirteenth century onwards
(Schoficld 1984, 93). Painted chambers (“camera
depicta’) existed in the Black Hall, Pepper Street in
1364%" and some of the painters recorded in the sources
may have been emploved by private individuals to
decorate their homes, but there is no record of this.
Only the abbot of 5t Werburgh's is known to have
sought the services of a pamnter. In March 1485 he
made an agreement with John Deyne who was to serve
a% a painter for a vear, receving a fee of 495 10d (forty-
nine shillings and tenpence) plus a robe. Three vears
later Devne claimed that 16s 6d (sixteen shillings and
sixpence) was stll outstanding and took the abbot to
court™, It seems hikely that during the late medieval
pertod the churches and religious houses were the best
customers of the city’s specialist craftsmen, such as the
glazers and painters, The vast majonty of building
work did not require the skills of such men, but were
the product of the carpenters; the wrights, and the
unskilled labourers who carried the raw materials and
prepaced the daub.

Conclusions

The limited survival of late medieval fabric in the Row
buildings confirms the documentary evidence that this
perod wat one of economic decline and limited building
activity, There 15 no record of any major projects being
undertaken by the civic authorites and virtually no
church building work in progress untl the late
fifteenth century, with the exception of the Troutbeck
Chapel at 5t Mary’s, which was the result of a bene-
faction by onc wealthy individual. The larger town
houses were, however, developing during this peried
with an increating number of rooms. Given the
relatively few new houses being constructed, this must
have been achieved largely by addivions and alterations
o eXI5Eng Sructures.
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The late fourteenth- and fifteenth-century sources
comtain few refercnces to the Bows, possibly because
they were an accepred feature of the city's landscape,
Fleshmongers' Row remained the foous of the butchers'
retail trade and butchers are attested occupying tene-
ments at Bow level and in the cellars below™. Renail
outlets for prepared food contineed o cluster in
Cooks” Row and Baxter Row at the corner of
Morthgare and Eastgate Street, One prominent family
of cooks is known to have rented a cellar and shop in
this area from 1453-4 until av least the 1480s
(Browmbill 1913, no 01028). There 15 mention of a
Glovers” Row in Eastgate Street in 1426, The earliest
reference to the Mercers” Row on the east side of
Bridge Street dates from 1493 its appearance may
perhaps be interpreted as a sign of Chester's reviving
economic fortunes at this time (Dedgson 1981, 217,

Shops were to be found throughout the late medieval
city and commionly formed part of the property holdmgs of
prominent citizens and local gentlemen™, The dimenssons
of shops are not recorded but it seems likely thar they
were small, as they had been in the preceding period.
The few shops known to have been bailt in the fifteenth
century as @ result of encroachment, and sometimes
described as ucea portanr’, would also have been small™.

Cellars were often mentioned in property deeds and
were sometimes in separate ownership'occupancy from
the dwelling above™, These were presumably the under-
croft spaces. Some were doubtless valued for the secure
storage space they provided, while others evidemly
servedd as petail owtlets for ale. These ale-cellars were
sometimes found bencath the homes of prominent
citizens and could be named after these wealthy men, in

whose houscholds the ale was perhaps brewed™, The
city’s tapsters also rented cellars in which they plied their
trade and the more elaborate undercrofis were possibly
used as taverns™. Butchers rwraded from cellars in
Warergate Streer and there is a livtle evidence for the use
of these spaces for the storage of fish™.

It seems likely that the shops and undercrofis along
the four main steeets funcooned as they had done in
earlier years, although rading conditions were depressed
and some rents were reduced. At times premises stood
empry and in need of repair”, The selds, which had
been highly valued in the thirteenth and early four-
weenth cenmurics, had apparently lost their commercial
significance. The fifteenth-century sources mention
them only as a means of locating other property™. The
Rows presumably continued to provide access to the
upper-level shops, although there are few specific
references vo their function, with the possible exception
of a testamentary bequest of 1396, In that vear John
le Armerer left 40s (forty shillings) to be distnibuted o
‘panperibig dacennibis i shopds ™, This enigmatic phrase
could perhaps be interpreved o indicate that the city's
poor slept on the Row stallboards,

The decline in commercial activity must have
reduced the significance of the Rows and if there had
been extensive rebuilding it is possible that they would
have been lost. The evidence from the few remaining
buildings of the period, however, indicates that Fow
walloways were being incorporated. There must therefore
have been sufficient commercial advantage or sufficient
pressure from the owners of adjscent propesties for
the system to be maintaimed, at least when individual
properties were being rebuilt.






7 The great rebuilding

Dwuring the latter half of the sisteenth century and the
first half of the seventeenth century, Chester was party
po the general rise in wealth in England, Mowhere is
this more apparent than in the rebuilding of the wwn-
houses and shops of the merchamt class, particularly
those in the Rows, the commercial heart of the city'.
The poor condition of many of the ciy’s buildings was
a matter for regular comment in documents during the
late sixteenth century, Contemporary Mayors® Books
and Cuarter Sessions” files were Alled with references
to overflowing watercourses which render house walls
rotten and concave, and to broken gurters which ror
the timbers and posts of adjacent dwellings®. In 1588,
a petitioner to the Assembly claimed that his howse,
which belonged to the city and lay just outside the
Eastgate,

.partly by reason of the feeble and weake
byldinge thereof and partly by the inhabylite of
suche as of late yeres have inhabited and dwelt in
the same ¥s now became soe ruinouse as of
necessite v suppleant must be forced 1o plucke
the same cleane doun and to buyld vyt uppe
againe from the verie fundacioun™.

This problem with the condition of the city’s buildings
was the consequence of the limited repairs and recon-
srruction undertaken in previous centuries, with the
majority of the building stock being of considerable
age; the house of Thomas Ince being described as datng
from “before the memory of man™. Thus a combination
of pecessiny, increasing prosperniny, and a desire to follow
new building rends explains the rebuilding of Chester,
which peaked in the carly seventeenth century. By the
1620 William Webb was able to record that *the strects,
for the most part, are very fair and beautiful, the
Buildings on either side, especially towards the streets,
of seemly proportion, and very neatly composed; whether
of Timber, whereof the most are builded; or of stone,
or brick.’ (King 1656, pt 2, 19-20)

Thart this rebuilding in the Rows was maore than a
cosmetic refacing or renovation of predominantly
medieval toam houses 15 evidenced by the number of
mid-sixpeenth o mid-seventeenth-century timber
frames which survive. OF the recorded Bow buildings,
34 per cent have, or had, such a superstructure, usually
abowve carlier stone undercrofts (Fig 78), while another
5 per cent exhibit major internal alterations and refacing
from the same periodd. In view of the extensive rebuild-
ing incurred in the nineteenth and early twentieth cen-
tury this is a remarkably high proportion and demaon-
strates the scale of the building acuvity at that time.

Equally surprising is the fact that the Row wallways
survived this major phase of new building. It appears
likely that the continuing commercial success of the

T

Rows ensured the retention of the syvstem. Indeed,
where there was less commercial activity, as in Lower
Bridge Strect, the Row system did fall victim to archi-
rectural fashion from the late seventeenth century
onwards (see Chaprer 8). Another factor, peculiar to
Chester, which may also have ensured the retention of
the Row system, is that the street-level spaces were
almost always independent of the house above, usually
had a different funciion and were often occupied sepa-
cately. Where undercrofts were in separate ownership
from the Row level and above, total rebuilding became
difficult. It must often have been easier o reconstruct
only the upper part of a property, in which case the
Row would still have been required for aceess. The loss
of a section of Row wallway would also have been
unpopular with adjacenm owners, who relied upon it for
peeess and trade,

Inevitably the scale of building activity would have
varied considerably, with many projects being no more
than the remodelling or extension of a pre-existng
structure; but other owners were more ambitious,
Among them was Alderman John Aldersev, whose
‘great new howse’ was built on the north side of
Watergate Strect early in 1604, It occupied a corner
site, probably that adjoiming Trmty Lane (68
Watergate Street), and evidently replaced an earhier
howse on the site which had been subject 1o a gable rem
in 1523=3", If Aldersey's house has been cormectly
located, then it made use of the medieval stone under-
croft which survives to this day. However, the impressive
howse built outside the Row system i 1611 for the
sheriff Thomas Whitby, on the corner of Northgate
Strect and Parsons Lane (the present Princess Street)
seems to have imvolved a more radical rebuilding
(Laughton 1988). The earlier structure on the site
appears. to have been completely demolished, for
several hundred ashlars were purchased for new foun-
dations and a new cellar was excavated, On this was set
o timber-framed swperstructure, probably with twin
gables facing the street, for Whithy and subsequently
his heirs paid an annual rent o the reasurers for five
prosts on the ciry ground®. The house ook some eight
of aine months w complete and cost in the region of
L300, a figure which included some of the furmishings.
Whithy dicd soon afterwards, heavily in debt.

Orverspending on building projects remained habitual
among prominent Cestrians throughout the century.
Thomas Whithy™s brother Edward, Recorder of Chester
1613-39, lamented the fact that the outlay on his
howse left him ncapable of leaving such remembrances
to his kindred and friends as he had proposed and
desired’. In 1688, the skinner Robert Fletcher cited the
L4000 charges he had incurred building and repairing
his dwelling in Bridge Street as the main reason for his
indebtedness”.
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Az well as the threat of fAnancial difficulries,
rebuilding also carried wath it the risk of offending the
neighbours. In Movember 1604, John Aldersey’s neigh-
bowur w the east, the gentleman Thomas Rivington,
complained that the height of Aldersevs new house
was such that it completely shaded the hght and that
rainwarer fell from it onto his walls, undermining them
and rendering them putnd and hollow, Moreover, the
new building was so close to Rivington's that he him-
self was prevented from building his own property any
higher". A few years later, in 1613, 2 new house in Cross
Lane caused similar consternaton, with the shoemaker
Thomas Ince alleging that 1t stopped the light coming
to his windows. A delegation appointed to view the
property agreed and recommended that it be taken
down', The followmg vear the authorites learned of
thi= ]'::':,1b|1':'r|.k created by a new structure n the court
behind Henry Crosby's house in Eastgate Street {prob-
ably in the vicinity of the Boot), This ‘annoved® the
p~,'|'|'|,|,'|'|,:||_' and house of Wilham Aldersey, |.‘|.'|:|'k|:n|:|:||ah the
|ighl:., and Crosby was accordingly ordered 1o “cutt and
sett the same building shorter by one foor and nine
:.'n-';h_:_'i' He was also forbidden 1o have ‘any h}'l.l.l.' |'i;q_|!|.[
in the smd bmbdinge toawvards the house of the sad
William Aldersey nor any made standinge stayres on
that svde but onlee a loose or removinge ladder without
ANY COvVeTInge Over the same.. ", In order 1o avaid the
meonvenience and expensge of such injunctions it clearly
made sense to obkn PETTTISENIN 10 achmince, That thas was
sometimes .;I-:'-m.: 1% affested l'.ﬂ. H] |1-.:-*~1*u_'ri]1l Loy & property
fransachon af the |'|:r|:|.'-u|.|.i:|:|p ceniury, :|r|.1.'|.|]'.'i:|:|F i hioiise
I Watergatle Street. The mayvor aiwd sheriffa wirnessed
that the n-u:||.:|'|'|1-.:-u:r had I'n.'q:l:. licensed the new owner
Lo poATIE and reare 4 |!:l:|.g.' of a howse of Vi unto I:'I:1.].':|‘!|l:"'.

This PrOCess of remewal can be traced both Lhruug]:
thic hu:n':ivil'l;.; ]'luildl.l'l,{.'.,‘- l:l":lg.h T4, 800 and from the
increasing documentation thar exises from the beginning
of the seventeenth century, particularly the probate
records, which corroborate the physical evidence and
attest considerable building activity in all parts of the
city'. Indeed, in the early decades of the century,
searcely an inventory exists which does not mention a
new room of some knd, be it hall, parlour, chamber,
buttery, loft, or cellar,

Trading in the Rows

The seventeenth-century records show that there was a
complex interplay berween public and privare interests
i the Rows, in some ways analogous to that in operation
in the common field system. Despite an acceptance
that the Bows were in some sense public property, the
aowmers of Row builldings appear o have had some
responsibilities for, and rights over, their section of the
Row walkway. For example, in November 1605 John
Aldersey's widow was presented before the Assembly,
f.for that she doeth not make a pere of SIayers at the
end of the Boe, at her now dwellinge house in the
Wattergate strete and for want of them stavers and

Rayles wihi]jch should bee flor the same Roe, may
indanger manie pler]sons liffes™. The dangers to hife
and limb were not exaggerated, and the Coroners’
Inquests record several deaths due to people falling
from the Row or from stairs with insufficient railings.
Both woung and old were vulnerable; the toddler,
Grace Meire, fell o her death in "l."l:'.uh.':rl.::ttl: Sreet in
1a6%, and an BS-vear-old widow mumbled down stairs
in Eastgate Steeet in December 1709 *_wherehy she
wis sadly bruised and languishingly lived ablou]t an
hour and then dyed™.

Sevemeenth-century deeds often include the Row
in the list of appurienances enjoved by the property,
sugpesting that there were private rights over the space'™.
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Fig 7@ The Falcon, & Lower Bridee Seet (RCHME o
Corozen Copvrighs)

Frg 80 The Ol King's Head, 48-50 Lotoer Bridpe Sereet
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The tact that the Row in front of a property in some
way “belonged” o ot s¢ems to have added to its value
In 1599 a hosier was granted part of a property in
Eastgare Street including

...the third part of a board situare against the
said shop... viz. the third part westward of that
shop and the third part estward of thar board
which [he] held by lease as parcels of those
buildings belonging vo that messuage. .. together
with the third part of the Rowe belonging to the
said shop and board, with all hights and com-
modites belogimg to the said third part of the
said shop and board....

Thomas Bolland, joiner, states in a petition of 1657
that he had lately purchased a house *.owith a row
thereunto belonging satuate in the Bridgate Streete...”,
and he was °...the mather induced o purchase the same
house because the said row was then free...', and he set
up 4 bench in it for himself and his servamts™.

Thus the Rows were not only imporant as public
thoroughfares and as a means of access o adjacem

properties, but were also used for rading. Methods of

trading were, however, changing, with areas hitherto used
for the erecton of stalls being enclosed as permancm
shops'™. Im 1597-8 the ironmonger, Fobert Ambey,
enclosed his stall in the corner shop of Mr Houghoon,
and two wears later William Greene, a cobbler,

— L

Fig 81 Market on Eastpate Strect tn 1829 (phorograph RCHME © Crown Copyrighe, from prine reproduced by kind

perniiision of Chester Archacological Socrey)

enclosed a stall sipuated under the house of _iu]m
Hallwood, taillor, On the east side of Bridge Street four
posts were enclosed and made into rwo candlemakers”
shops, Other entries are less specific but appear o
record the same actvity, although there were some-
times advaniages in being able o reverse the process.
By 1628, for example, William Hincks had enclosed a
great part of the Row in front of his house for a shop,
but he was careful 1o remove this encloture at fHir-uime
for his own profit™, He could be certain of financial
gain during the fairs because it was only duning these
midsummer and Michaslmas periods that non-
freemen were permtted to buy and sell merchandise in
the city without payment of a fine™.

These fines, pard by traders from outside the city,
were an imporiant source of revenue and by the end of
the century there are signs that some tightening wp of the
regulations was necessary since "of late years” strangers
and forcigners had presumed to keep open shop all
vear round and the Treasurers were ordered to take
action against all such offenders™. The profits wo be made
from non-free merchans and raders ar fair-time were
evidently worth having, and both private individuals
and the corporation jealously guarded their anclent
rights'.

The fairs occurred for only a short period each
year; the midsummer fair, for example, lasted for four
weeks bur there appears to have been a core period
around 24th Junme. Markers, on the other hand, were
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twice-weekly evems, held every Wednesday and
Samarday, and there is plenry of seventeenth-century
evidence that markers were held in the Rows. The flax
and linen market s a particularly well-documented
cxample and the penitions of its traders refer to the
Row as their ‘market place™. Changing perceptions of
retailing and an increasing desire for individual privacy
resulted in a series of Assembly orders removing the
linen market from one Row o another. The process
appears 1o have begun in August 1654, with a petition
from Sara Bennett, who kept a tavern at the “higher
end’ of Warergate Street, on its sowth side. She com-
plained that *...by reason of the throng of people at
ffairs and on market daves resortmg thither to sell
cloath” she had been much prejudiced in her way of
trade™. The fact that she was a widow with six small
children and had no other means of support may have
influenced the Assembly, who ordered the market vo be
mowed o the other side of Watergate Strect. This did mot
suit the raders, who petitioned to be allowed to return
to their former location, but the Assembly confirmed
the previous decision™. Three years laver the linen
traders were still petitioning to return, since they found
the Row on the north side of Watergate Street incon-
venient, prejudicial to their trade, and °...destitute of
places convenient to make stalls in for their wares™,
Moreover, Alderman Jonathan Ridge had built a shop
in that part of the Bow, further constraining the available
space; strife and contention were the result, The
Assembly therefore instructed that the market be
moved to Eastgate Street, but in 1663 several Eastgate
Street residents successfully peutionsd for its return to
Watergate Street Bow near Jonathan Ridge's shop™. By
February 1665 it was on the move agun, to the Row
on the south side of Watergate Street; then n June
1668 the flax, varn, and linen cloth markets were
removed to the Row in Watergate Street from Mrs
Johnaons house dosmwards™, March 1677 saw a flecting
appearance in Bridge Streer Row, but in April 1677 the
Assembly ordered the marker 1o the Row in Whaitergate
Streer where it had formerly been held™.

These relocations of the linen marker graphically
illusirate the profitable use made of the Bows on marker
days and also the conflicting interesis which were
beginning to emerge, There had been permanent retail
shops fronting the Row walkways since the medieval
period, but the demand for more and larger permanent
shop space was increasing in Chester, as elsewhere
(Keene 1900, 42-3).

Encroachment

Throughout the history of the Rows there scems to
have been a tendency for individual owners to extend
their buildings into the sirects and Row walkways, and
it is possible 1o study this encroachment in some detail
during the late sixteenth and eardy seventeenth cen-
turics because of the documentary material that is
available. Along the main streets, the Rows and the

) I ' I_.__. ] - l ; :
Fig 82 Howses tn Wiatergaie Street sl posts wrfo the street
(CAS Labrary, Ghester Avcliroes)

areas at street level in front of the houses were consid-
ered part of the ‘commen soil® of the ciny™, The seven-
teenth-century Assembly Books and Files amply attest
both the Corporation’s complete confidence in its
powers over these areas, and the cuzns’ acknowl-
edgement of the same, The street frontages and the
Rows were considered to be public property (separate
from the King's highway) and numerous petitions to
sdvance streetward are recorded, as well as the subse-
quent granting or refusal of the request™,

The treasurers’ account rolls give some indication of
building activity, particularly as it affected public land.
The accounts of 1554-5 reveal that considerable
encroachment upon all four main sreets had already
taken place, A string of entries record small annuwal pay-
ments for parlours, shops, cellars, and s1airs built on the
common sodl, as well as for posts in the street upholding
various tenements (Fig 82) and for house “forefroms’
buily further than an individual’s own land exended™.
Bridge Strecer may have been in the vanguard of these
developmens. It was on the west side near the Cross
thar the tailor, Roger Siddall, was granted permission in
1601 1o build a front vo his shop o marwch that of Lewis
Roberts next door™. By 1617, when William Fletcher
applied to enlarge his shop, he could claim that all other
shops on the same side of the street northwards to the
Cross had been so extended”. His extension would
therefore create a “uniforminy” of building, serang w
beautily and adorn the cine. His tenant, the ironmonger
William Edwards, had more personal reasons for the
extension, He feared for his livelihood as at present his
shop was *...s0¢ farre out of sight and soe distant from
the strete...' as to be of no use whatsoever™.

The construction of new own houses also resulied
in encroachment. In 1590-1, for example, a new pent fell
due from Alderman William Cotgrave for the five posts
and two fronts over them lately erected in Foregate
Street, just beyond the Eastgate™. In the following year
3 shillings was demanded from Sir Hugh Cholmondeley
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Fig 831 Sranley Palace bgfore the removal of the ming
frowmring Winergare Sreeer (RCHME © Cron Copyrrght)

for the seven posts and three fronts recently bailt at hus
home nearby™. Cotgrave's howse evidently had twin
gables, while that of Cholmondeley seems to have been
a grander structure, with a triple-gabled facade;, but in
form both resembled Stanley Polace i Watergate
Sireet, their almost exact contemporary (Fig 83,
Similar activity, although on o smaller scale, is
apparent within the Rows, mainly as a result of the
pressures for permanent shop space. The Account Raoll
for 1580-90 mncludes rent from a shop in the Dark
Bow and from two more in Morthgate Soreet Row™,
The 16034 rental includes new entries for a shop or
parlour in the Row before Alderman Philip's house and
another similar enclosure made by Rowland Barnes®™,
These seem to relate o the creation of small shops on
the srect side of the Row walkways, This was not
always popular, William Hincks applied for permission
to build a shop in the RBow before his house in BEastgare
Street” and went ahead with the construction despite
having his petitton refused. Two of his neighbours
asked for the renoval of this shop on several occasions,
stating that *...the said shoppe doh cleane take awaye
the hghte of vor peticoner’s shoppe and divers other
neighbours shoppes neere thereunte and very much
annoys them and furthermore 1t 1s a great shelter for
lewde persons in the nighte dme.."". They also added
some reasons for public concern, stating thar if this

shop were not removed they “.. doubreth not bunt in
shorte time a grear part of all the Rowes within this
Cirtie wilbee in like manner taken in®. This they saw as
‘an evill president umto all others to attemprt the
like..."". Despite an order being given for the removal
of this shop, Hincks appears to have taken it down only
at fair-times and then only for his own profit. Such
cocasional refusals did not stem the increasing number
of shops in the Rows and by 1662 most of the Rows
had shops on either side (see Fuller's descriprion, pl).

Periodically the Assembly ordered a “view” of whar
was going on, a3 in December 1649 when nine survey-
ars were appointed 1o make a rental of cary lands and
of all encroachments®. By the late seventeenth century
the impression is that these periodic surveys were less
o prevent encroachment than w ensure thar the city
received ity dwes. These surveys may well be linked o
thie Assembly's wish 1o raise money for new building
projpects (see pll3).

PPlan form

The sixteenth and seventeenth centuries brought
major changes to the character of the English town
howse, The new fashion was towards a mulupliciey of
rooms, seen quite clearly in the lists produced by sev-
enteenth-century appraisers, The divimen of a Row
howse between two new owners m 1614 affords an
mdication of the vanety of rooms that might be found
in a house of the pertod, In that vear David Evans and
Robert Ince purchased a property on the south side of
Eastgate Street for 1307, The latter apparently took
over the rear portion of the structure, namely

Sthe back parlour, the chamber over the
same, the gatchouse chamber, the cole-house
under the same, the kitchen, a chamber over the
kitchen, a little chamber adijoining e the
kitchen, a cellar under the same kitchen, one
garden next the same parlour, one sable and
one house of office adinining thercuno...

Dravid Evans acquired the front section of the house,
which consisted of

wotwo sellars strectward, two shops and two
beoreds or stalls belore thie same..., 4 street chamber
over the cellar and shops, .2 hall with a chamber
i the nosth part of the hall, a closer at the entrance
o the hall and the rooms over the same hall, a
parbowr or chamber over the south part of the hall
with a buttery and closet adjoaning 1o the same,
toegether with a sellar descending out of and from
the said buttery and the chamber over the parlour
which Iyeth sowhward of the same,

This assortment of rooms appears to have been typical
of the large town house in Chester in the first half of
the seventeenth century and it pecurs time and again in
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Fig 84 Re-level plan of 3842 Wirerpare Srreet sfiorerng
chirnrey stack and statreases trserred taee the medievad hall

aldermanic inventories. An increased number of rooms
was achieved in a number of different ways; by shightly
modermising, extending, or adding a storey to an exasting
house, by subdividing the open halls of earlier houses
through the imsertion of floors and chimney stacks, or
by building anew, It should be noted; however, that not
all dwellings in the Row area were large, and great vari-
atens in wealth and status occurred, with the nich and
the less well-to=do lving in close prosimity™,

At the Leche House, 17 Watergate Street, this period
is marked by alveranons and additions which included
the new great chamber over the Row and the early sev-
enteenth-century decoration of the hall fireplace, In
some new-buile structures of the period varianes of this
plan form survive. Both 11 and 51-53 Bridge Swreet have
galleries along one side of a two-storey Row-level room
in the manner of the Leche House, although detailed
reconstructions have not been possible. At 26 Eastgate
Street, @ modern gallery appears o perpetuate the
ArrangemeTt of an carly seventeenth-century rebanld,

Subdivision of an earlier open hall is most graphic-
ally illuserated ar 3842 Wharergare Street, where the hall
was divided into four, with a central stack heaung two
rooms on each floor (Fig 84). A starcase was inserted
alongside the stack, but only the upper flight remains i
sitg. The front portion of the building and the roof were
also rebuilt at this time,

The Tudor House, 29-31 Lower Bridge Street (Fizs
77, 83), & probably the best surviving example of a
mew Fow building of the early seventeenth century.
It is a timber-framed vown house of ¢ 1G10-%6 (see
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Frg 85 Reconstructed plans of the Tudor House, 29-31
Losoer Bridee Sirect

Appendiz Bl, and oniginally had a Bow wallway,
which has now been enclosed (Fig 863, A large street
chamber occupies the whole space above the former

stallboard and Fow, plus half the depah of the former

Fipg 86 Enclosed Roww ar ohe Tidor Houge, 29-31 Lotoer
Bridpe Sereet (ROCHME © Crown Coperighs)
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off-Bow shops, The Bow-level parlour was smaller and
ill-lit, a far cry from the grandeur of the open hall
which would have occupied this locaton in earlier
houses. The importance of the street chamber is also
evident at Bishop Lioyd's Palace, 41 Watergate Street,
where the size and decoration of the rooms over the
Row clearly indicate they were the principal spaces.

Some of the more impressive timber-framed town
houses of this period, such az the Tudor House and 36
Bridge Street, also made good use of the Row + 2 level,
and it is ot unusual o find chambers with plaster
ceilings and decorative fireplaces at this level rather
than simple attic rooms. As a result of all these changes
the floor area of the domestic element of the typical
Row building more than doubled, compared wath its
medieval counterpart, Unfortunately, as with the
medieval town howses, little evidence of the other
structures thar existed bevond the main howse remains
from this period; outbuildings and gardens were swept
away in later centuries. More happily, detailed
documentation — chiefly in the form of inventories —
proliferates, elucidating both the form and function of
the domestic spaces.

Halls

Despite the reduction in the importance of the hall as
the architectural and social centrepiece of the house, it
continued o feature prominently in the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries, although often in a different form.
In smaller homes it conunued to function as the main
living room, in larger ones as an important reception
room. The majority of the inventories which name
roorms mention a hall, and indeed often list it first,
implying that it was a natural place 1o begin,

Halls invariably contained a hearth {Fig 96) and
were wsually panelled with wainscor, which cost
berween 14 pence and 2 shillings a vard in the early
seventeenth century. The appraisers duly listed the
amount they found, thus allowing some approximate
estimate of room size. The amounts varied considerably,
ranging from some 30 w upwards of 70 vards”. The
glass in the windows was also occastonally noted. In
1606, the shoemaker Richard Lingley hved on the east
side of Bridge Street close to St Michael’s Church and
his hall contained 15 fieet of glass®. Ten vears later the
hall of his near neighbour, William Leycester, hoasted
over five timies that amount, some 80 feet in all™,

The quantity and quality of the tables, chairs, stools,
and cupboards in a hall naturally reflected the wealth
and status of the occupant. In 1662, the scrivenmer
Dianiel Butler lived next to the Eastgate and the goods
in his hall — a rable, a wainscot form, a wainscot chair,
and four mrned chairs, a court cupboard, six old
pictures, and a collection of firg-irons were valued at
under 2%, The halls of Chester’s aldermen provided
a striking conerast, for they normally boasted several
tables as well as stools and chairs by the dozen. These
were decked with a varety of cushions, made of silk,

taffeta and satin, and were often gilt, fringed with silk,
or worked with expensive embroidery. A ¢ourt cup-
board was standard, complete with cupboard cloths
‘bordered with needlework’, and there were normally
other cupboards, plus desks and shelves for books,
Maying twhles and virginals were often found in the
hall, as too were ‘seeing glastes’, picces of armowr, and
hanging candlesticks. Glass globes and maps attested
the mercantile intercsts of these wealthy Cestrians,
while an array of scutcheons and coars of arms adver-
tised their social status. A formunate few could display
the ultimate status symbol, the table for the sword and
the iron for the mace, indicating that they had served
their city as its mayor”. The adjoining bumeries con-
tained shelves and cupboards and here the pewter,
dishes, napery, and knives were stored.

Street chambers

The new room that emerged in this period; at the front
of the house above the Row, was usually described as
the street chamber. In modest establishments these
chambers apparemily served as the principal bedroom,
and indeed even in the more prestigious dwellings they
commaonly contained beds, It was in the wainscot bed-
stend in his street chamber that Robert Amery lay
while writing his will in 1602 and the bed was still in
st 11 vears later when his son bequeathed it in turn to
his heir™, The street chamber of William Leyeester also
contained a ‘fair standing bed” and thar of Thomas
Thropp a walnut tree bedstead with a covered tester
and a valance fringed with tawny silk™. Howewer, the
street chambers of these wealthy aldermen contained
many other items, suggesting that these rooms had
come to function as the major prestige space which, if
not entirely supplanting the hall, at least reduced its
importance and relegated it to a subsidiary role.
Indeed some inventorics begin with the steeer chamber,
indicative perhaps of its primary status™. There may
have been a hierarchy among the guests, with an &ite
group entertained upstairs while the less favoured visitors
were received below in the hall. Such an arrangement
would have suited the city's mayors, whose homes were
open to many visitors of varving degree.

The most impressive street chambers in Chester are
at Bishop Lloyd's Palace, with their highly decorative
plasterwork (Figs 90 and 91). Similarly large chambers
can be found elsewhere; the three-bay chamber at 17
Eastgate Street, for example, extends 7.65m back from
the frontage. The size of other street chambers ¢an be
judged from the amount of wainscot and glass they
contained. The value of these two commodities in
William Leycester's home exceeded 18, while the glass
in Thomas Thropp's sireer chamber was contained in
four casements™.

The furnishings of these larger street chambers
replicated those of the hall butr were often even more
costly. The goods in Thomas Thropp's street cham-
ber, for example, were valued in excess of [40, four
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times the value of the goods in his ball. A picture of the
Three Kings of Cologne, the pageant put on each year
by the Mercers' Company, hung on the wall of his
street chamber, possibly suggesting thar the gild met
there on occasion. William Leveester kepr the table for
thie city'™s sword and the iron for the mace in his sireet
chamber, Given their role as dining and enteraining
rooms, it 1% not surprising o find thatr spreet chambers
often had an adpoining buntery, and occasionally am
adjoining closet.

Row parlours, chambers and shops

Few inventories specifically mention the fooms which
adjoined the Row itzelf, even when referring to houses
known to have been in the Rows such as those of
Leveester, Thropp, and Mainwaring. The reason may well
be that these rooms were often in separate oocupation
from the house, possibly serving as shops, and their
contents were therefore irvelevant as far as the appraisers
were concerned, With windows opening directly on 1o
the public thoroughfare, such rooms were ill-lit and
undesirable at the start of the seventeenth century
when the Rows were insalubrious areas, habirually
used as “places of easement” for the people living in the
cellars below and described as being “of very odious
sight and savour™. The Rows were also traditionally
used as viewing galleries for various public spectacles,
such as the Warch and the Midsummer Show, and
were often threnged with people™, Given the choice,
oomers would eat and sleep elsewhere, using the rooms
fronting the Row as a screen to protect their peivacy™.

In those inventories in which a Row chamber or
partour 15 mentioned (and only 15 examples have been
found), it appears 1o have been of low stagus, containing
little of value. Typically, the furniture of a Row parlour
would inelude a rable, forms, benches, chests, and
cupboards; that of a chamber, bedsieads and bedding.
Often these furnishings were described as coarse and old,
and the impression 5 that such rooms were ocoupied
by servants. Indeed, the parlour next o the Row in
William Hunt's house contained a coarse bed specified
as being for the maiden™,

The Fows themselves, although not in private
ownership (see ppT9-807, were occastonally used by the
houscholders for various purposes. Two benches of
planks stood in the Row outside the Whire Bull Inn next
ter the Morthgate in 1666, and the Eows were habitu-
ally used for storing various items incloding old dmber
and slares, much o the annovance of the authorines™.
The pipes and stone troughs for the water supply were
also occasionally located in the Row walkway™,

Rear parlours

In the larger houses there was usually a parlowr ar the
rear, which apparently functioned as a private retreat
for the family, whereas the hall and street chamber
were used as the more public spaces in which visitors

were received and entertained. This was certainly the
case in contemporary London (Schofield 1984, 160),
Most of these parlours have disappeared as a result of
later alterations, but a good example survives at the
Leche House looking out on to a rear courtyard, This
house also retains an unusual first=-floor gallery cacried
on wooden Renarssance columns along one side of the
same courtyard (Ing 89).

The rear parlour was often next to the garden and
occasionally enjoved a vista of flowers and foliage. In
1602, for example, John Aldersey complained of the
smoke coming from his neighbour™s chimney, which
was causing the fruit on his apple, pear and plum teees
to wither and was preventing his family from enjoving
the scent and sight of the herbs and flowers™, Among
the herbs was rosemary, carried away In gQuantities
by a thief some vears later®. Other parlours must have
looked out on less pleasing prospects = allevways and
COUTTS containing an untidy assortment of outbuildings
and wtilitarian arvefaces.,

Kitchens, outbuildings and gardens

It seems that the kitchen normally lay to the rear of the
hall, in the larger houses being separated from it by
a burery and closet. In some cases, as at the Leche
House, the kitchen was a separate building, but this
was probably unuswal by this date.

The lead cistern containing the houschold water
supply was commonly located at the rear of the house,
adjacent vo the kitchen, together with the brass cock
and necessary warer pipes™, Timber, slates, turf, gorse,
barrels, and ladders are among the commodities most
frequenty stored at the back of the house and there
were, in addition, various separate outbuildings. Most
commuon was the brewhouse and kiln, but malthouses,
storchouses, milk howses, boulung houses, houses of
office (privies), turf lofis, and stables were familiar features
of the larger dwellings. Privies often caused problems,
for they habitually overflowed, resulting in excrement
being washed into adjoining properties™,

Sixteenth- and seventeenth-century maps of
Chester indicate many open spaces and gardens
behind the denselv-packed street fronmages (Fig 87),
and contemporary deeds often refer 1o gardens and
orchards adjoining the houses along the four main
steeets™. The size of these plots is rarely given, bur that
belonging o the house in Eastgate Swreet purchased
by Evans and Ince extended to about half an acre™.
Building on these open spaces continued throughout
the period and probably intensified. The parden
behind John Rocks house was subdivided and must
have been largely overbuilt, with cach wenant having a
stable, coal house, privy, and ‘midding” place™. Access
to the spaces behind the houses clearly presented problems
for properties which did nor occupy a corner site and
rights of way were carefully recorded and, if need be,
vigorously defended. An inquest in 1596 detailed the
common and lawful way which ‘had always been and
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ought always o be” between two houses in Brudge
Srreet for the passage of the occupier, servants, and
tenants, wogether with their amimals, carts, and neces-
sarics, 1o the back of the house™

Undercrofts and cellars

As in the medieval period, the street=leve]l undercrofis
or cellars were often in separate occupation from the
building above and when histing goods, testatoss and
appraisers alike took care to specity exactly where they
lay. Thomas Fletcher’s goods were to be found i the
cellar under his hall; William Aldersey, on the other
hand, had property in various cellars, one under his
own howse and others in Bridge Street and Watergate
Street™, The probare reconds are full of similar examples,

Cellars were most obviously used for storage and
throughout the city they functioned as repositories for
an assortment of old ‘trumpery’ and other surplus
household items™. The larger undercrofis on the four
rhain sireets, however, could be put to more commercial
use and many imventorics record the storage of quantities
af expensive merchandise. Ar the start of the century
Robert Brerewood kepr a grear store of leather in the
cellar under the Row and a few vears later John
Aldersey's cellar conrained 347 dogzen calf skins and 20
tuns of Bordeaux wine, while the value of the goods in
John Leches cellar {lead, mber and cases of Irish
tallow) amounted o approximanely £2507 The nature
af the goods stored could lead o complaint In 1585,
for example, fish stored in a cellar in Trinity Lane
caused such a “wery stnking smell” that it put Mr
Sherifl and his guests off their food

Inventories arrest the wse of cellars as workshops
and oceasionally as brewhouses™, and the wse of some
undercrofis as raverns, documented for the medieval
perind, persisted in the following cemturies. In July
1610, the Assembly ordered that the windows and
door of the cellar in which one of the councillors kept

e Ty

Fig 88 Derad of the facade of Brshop Llovd’s Palace, 41 Witergare Streer [ROHME @

o tavern were 1o be shur so that he be prevented from
doing any further trade™. Aldermen were also involved
in this trade, and the inventory of Thomas Thropp
actually begins with the geods in his cellar and tavern,
which lay near the two churches in Bridge Street, The
value of these goods was almost 90 and they includ-
ed Gascon wine and claret as well as old wine and vine-
gar. The barrels, butts and tubs were kept in a storage
arca at the rear, divided from the tavern itself by a par-
rition with glass windows, “This was evidently an up-
marker establishment, boasting a collection of valwable
cups and bowls as well as linen for the tables and seats™,

Mher cellars were used as dwellings. During the
plague at the surr of the seventeenth century, the
authorities were concerncd abouwrt this, fearing that the
‘narrow and close’ restraing of such places, coupled
with the lack of all amenities, could lead to the spread
of disease™, but the practice continued. In 1671, all the
househalders 1in the ciry, including those who lived in
cellars, were ofdered 1w share the responsibility of
sweeping the streers before their doors™. Sometimes
the servants lived in the cellars™; other cellars were
rented out to poar townspeople who had nowhere else
to hve, The witness 0 a court case of 1605 revealed
that she had bved in a cellar on the east side of Bridge
Street for almaost 20 years™.

External appearance

The majority of the new buildings of the late sisteenth
and seventeenth centuries in Chester were timber-
framed, and double-, riple-, or even quadruple-gabled
frontages were favoursd. This form s well represented in
the Rows by the Falcon, 6 Lower Bridge Street (Fig 79,
and the Old King's Head, 48-50 Lower Bridge Smrect
(Fig 80 see alwo Chaprer 6). Where the less affluent
owners could not afford such grand structures the
existing medieval timber-framed structures were sim-
ply rebualt with a single or double gable.

Crown Copyright)
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The Tudor House has a single gabled frontage,
sjuare-panelled, with wavy souds ar Bow + 1 and Row
+ 2 levels and diamond motifs to the gable end (Fig 77).
More impressive is Bishop Lloyd™s Palace, i from
facade @ mot of carved panels (Fig 88), The fricze
above the Row includes representations of the Garden
of Eden, Cain and Abel, Abraham and [sanc, and the
Annunciation, along with the Royal Garter flanked by
the mnitials IR for James VI and | and the arms of
George Llovd, Bishop of Sodor and Man (1599-1605)
and of Chester [1605-15). The gable pancls include
heraldic emblems and fabulous beasts, such as lions,
bears, mermaids, pars of monkeys and serpents, green
mie, sea monsters and the elephant and castle, separated
by crude carvatics (Morris 1899, Although the ensemble
at the Leche House is less complete and the facade
more Victorianised, elements of a decorative scheme
on similar lines survive (Fig 1763, Ar the rear of this
building the influence is more Classical, with the gallery
over the vard carricd on lonic columns (Fig 897,

Orher houses were also elaborately decorated. A
wiponden turret with windows on all sides embellished
Thaomas Whitby's house, and it was surmounted by a
weither vane emblazoned with the family coat of arms.
There were two lesser vanes as well, plus a aumber of
brightly coloured “cartooses’ (Laughton 1988, 104), A
turret also featured on the house of his brother-in=law,
William Aldersev™, and it is likely thar other aldermen
embraced such opportunites for display with enthusiasm.
Their efforts did not go unnoticed and contributed 1o
the favourable impression of the oty recorded by con-
temporiry observers (see Webb quotation pi77 above),
Ar the Manwaring House, 6066 Waergate Street,
the problem of creating an impressive entrance, while
maintaiming the Bow walkway, was solved by building
a typically Jacobean porch with side steps out mto the
streer (Fig 102Y, This was a significant break from the
trearment of even the major medieval parallel halls,
where the entrance steps appear always o have been
located at the end of the Row and did not coincide
with the main door,

Swone does not appear o have been used for
domestic architecture in seventeenth-cenmury Chester
and brick does not appear to have been widely utilised
before 1600, despite its earlier use in the surrounding
countrside. Heferences to brick manufacture m various
locations in and around the oty become mcreasingly
frequent as the decades progress. At the start of the
century, however, its use was apparently restrcted o

chimneys and ovens, which were the province of

specialisy crafismen. Whithy purchased some 25,000
bricks for the six chimnevs of his house. However,
William Webb's deseription of the city in the 16203,
quoted at the opening of this chapter, indicates that
some brick houses had been built and in 1625 a brick
house i recorded as having been ‘lately’ built by
Randle Holme in Castle Lane; it was called the RBed
Mun Hall in 1688 and the Brick House four years
later*.

o By ,
Fig 8% Tember post coith clasoical devads supporning the
gallery ar the rear of the Leche Mowuse, 17 Wirerpate Street
{RCHME © Croten Copyright)

In 1671, the Assembly ordered thar, before the
followang All Saines” Day, all houses in the main streets
of the ¢ty were o be roafed with slate or tle and not
tharch . Previously the authorities seem 1o have relied
upon owmers to restrict the use of tharch, The number
of slarers working in Chester makes it clear that many
of the houses were roofed with slate before this dave,
Whitby's house was roofed with slare, as was the less
prestgious building he erected in 1617,

Internal decoration

The late sixpeenth- and early seventeenth-cenmury
changes in plan form were accompanied in Chester, as
elsewhere, by an explosion in surface decoration, The
loss of the symbolic vocabulary of the open hall, with
irs imposing size and hierarchical use of space (Harris
1989), left a vacuum which the plasterer and wood
carver were able o fill. Unadorned, the single-storey
parlours and chambers lacked the architectural power
of the open hall. The art of decorative plasterwork was
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revived in Renassance lwaly and intreduced 1o this
country under royal patronage in the mid-sixteenth
century. This evecatching form of decoratzon, a symbol of
wedlth and social status, flourished as a solution o the
problem of how o delineate the principal formal rooms.

Ceilings and friezes

Two of the early plaster ceilings in Chester are very
sirmilar im style. The front section of the Tudor House
e dated by dendrochronology o ¢ 1610-%6, and it
contains a plasvered ceiling, which is divided into three

Fuig 92 Fireplace av Row # [ Level av 10 Wanergare Sereat
(REHME © Crosen 'r.'.cl_ln_rrfj_--l].'_.l

Fig 83 Cyeiling over the starrcase at Bishop Lioed’s Palace,
41 Winterpare Sreer (ROHME © Crown Copyrighe)

panels, between moulded cross beams. Each panel
contains three large sub-circular, radial moufs with
four small rectangular motifs at the corners. An almost
identical ceiling exists in the western street chamber
of Bishop Lloyds Palace (Fig 91). The dating of both
these buildings is fairly secure, and there is no regson
1 believe that the ceilings are not integral v the orginal
design. At 12 Bridge Svreet an isolated pendang boss
iz embellished with strapwork of basically cruciform
design, Although rather different from the sub-circular
rnatifs of the Tudor House and Bishop Lloyd's Palace,
it clearly belongs to this group of relatively plain ceilings.

At Bishop Llovd's Palace, the western room is further
enlivened by a vigorous friere, depicting pairs of sea
monsters, open-mouthed with lolling tongues, Nanking
ahsrract strapwork motifs, It is a dehghiful piece of work
and it is therefore pleasing 1o see it appear idenrically,
and without doubt from the same mould, at the wop of
the massive fireplace at Row + 1 level i 10 Warergate
Streer {Fig 92).

Two ceilings inn the eastern half of Bishop Lloyd’s
Palace are perhaps more characteristic of the art of the
plasterer, and also a livle later in date. Neither appears
o b e sirn, since designs which are clearly intended to
cover an entire ceiling are cut down in order o fit the
space”. The ceiling above the sturcase is a design of
squares and kite shapes, defined by interlocking flat
strapwork ribs with ennched soffits (Fig 93). In the
eastern street chamber there is a ceiling with a highly
complex design based on concentric ovals, with angel
heads in the interstices (Fig 90). Though a common
cighteenth-century motif, the angels head is rare in
sgventeenth-century plasterwork™. A ceiling using the
same maoulds, thowgh in a slightly different configuration,
existed i the library of the Old Bishop's Palace and a
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Fig 94 Hall freplace ar Gawnd House, 52-58 Lower
Bridpe Streer {ROCHME © Crotn Copyright)

simnilar ceiling still exists over the chancel of 5t Anselm's
Chapel, which was formerly the private chapel of the
Old Bishop's Palace. The palace was severely slighted
during the Civil War, and seems likely 1o have been the
original home of the ceiling in Bishop Lloyd's Palage.
These, plus the ornate ceiling in the Dutch Houses,
22-26 Bridge Street (Fig 159), form the corpus of
major plasterwork cellings within the Bows, To these
should be added the simpler ceilings at the Bom,
17 Eastgate Street; 10 Warergate Siwreet, where thers
are plaster mouldings 1o the cornices and beams;
0 Bridge Street, with its relicl fleurs-de<lys and moulded
beams; 15 Bridge Streer, with its well-defined pancls
berween moulded beams (Fig 152); and the fine ceiling
at Row level in 5t Michael's Becoory, 43 Bridge Steeer.
Also the rear chamber at Row + 1 level in the Leche
House has o series of fricze motifs in the plasterwork.

Fireplaces
The introduction of the chimney flue heralded an
opportunity for stone masons, woodcarvers, and plas-
terers alike to display their virtwosoe skills. The hearth
in Thomas Whithys dining chamber was probably
flanked by wooden pilasvers, while over the mantel
there may have been a decorative panel of plaswer,
painted in glowing colours by Randle Holme, herald
painter. Similar embellishments adorned the hearths in
Whitby's hall and parlour, while the three remaining
chimney breasts were picked out in black (Laughton
| 988, 105-6),

Of the stone fireplaces, perhaps the most adventurouws
i% 10 be found at Gamul Howse, 52-58 Lower Bridge
Street (Fig 94). Here, as at the Leche House, the open
hall survived a major decoratve reordering, which

Fig 95 Timber fire surround ar Bow fevel, 10 Warenpare
Srreer (REHME © Croon Copyright)

included the mstallation of carved wooden pendants
and inexplicable shelf-like structures held on carved
consoles (Fig 165). The massive fireplace, of local red
sandstone, is lavishly carved with primitive carvatids
and sivlised vegetation, and has no overmantel. By the
middle of the seventeenth century, stone fireplaces had
become far more restrained. A dated example of 1661
from 12 Bridge Street is very plain, the surreund con-
sisting of a moulded four-centred arch with a plain
fricze and mantelpiece above, Three comparable fire-
places survive at the Durch Howses, 22-26 Bridge Street.

A single timber fireplace of the period survives ar 10
Watergate Street (Fig 95). It conzists only of a fire sur-
round, with complex mouldings to a series of arrises,
and no overmantel. The width of the fireplace is so
great that the chimney bressumer has developed a distnct
sag, There 15 a stone fireplace with timber overmante]
in the rear parlour of the Leche House (Fig 177).

Perhaps the most visually impressive fireplaces are
those with decoravive plaster overmantels. Five ocour
within Rows buildings; at the Leche House, at 10 and
842 Watergate Street, and mwo ar Bishop Llovd's
Palace. The first of these is the most remarkable,
with its massive plaster chimneypiece containing the
coat of arms of the Leche family within a strapwork
cartouche, supported by an lonic colonnade. This
chimneypiece extends virmeally the whaole height of the
open hall {Fig %6).

Within the western street chamber of Bishop
Lloyd's Palace there is a parucularly engaging artisan
plaster overmantel depicting Cupid meunted upon
a lion (Fig 21). The whole composition demonstrates
the very hazy understanding of classicism typical of
provincial English work of the late sixteenth and early
seventeenth cenmuries; columns Ranking the fireplace
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display pronounced entasis and are opped by ill-fitting
capitals, whilst the evermantel itself is framed by an
order of uncertain pedigree. The chimneypiece i
clearly contemporary with the plaster ceiling of the
room (see above), unlike iis counterpart 1o the castern
street chamber. Here the very large chimneypicce has
evidently been imported from another building, since
the evermantel is higher than the ceiling and a small
dome has been constructed in order to accommodare
it (Fig 90}, Plain Dworic columns flank the fireplace and
the overmantel consists of a central oval panel with
four sub-rectangular panels sureounding it. The whole
is surmounted by a representation of a phoemix, As
with the plaster ceiling in this room, the most hkely
provenance seems (o be the Old Bishop's Palace,

The fireplace a1 Row + 1 in 10 Watergate Streer
i5 flanked by stone columns, carrving a Dorc friere
(Fig 92). The paimed plaster overmantel depicts the
Roval arms and those of the Corbett family (Dyke
1946, 29, The fricee above is identical o the sea monster
frizze around the western street chamber at Bishop
Liovds Palace, implying a late sixteenth- or ecarly
seventeenth-century date. The plaster chimnevplece in
an upper rear chamber ar 3842 Watergate Street 15
much smaller than the other four within this group, b
it shows that fine decoration was not confined to the
principal spaces.

Staircases

The period of the great rebuilding saw a radical change
in staircase construction nationally, with wood replacing
stone as the principal maerial wsed, and open-well and
dog-leg stairs with landings superseding sparals. In
grander houses, the staircase became an architectural
spectacle in its own right, and a wehicle for the skills
of the woodcarver. In the Rows, restricted space
precluded the possibility of major staircases, but never-
theless, a number of modest yer well-crafted examples
U,

A new deparoure in staircase desagn, perhaps influ-
enced by the Renaissance revival of the classical
balustrade, was the baluster and handral. Earlier
seventeenth-century  examples of “splat® balusters,
with flat profiles but carefully carved w give the
illusion of being turned, occur in a3 number of Row
buildings, including the Tudor House and Booth
Mansion, 28-34 Watergate Steeer (Fig 97). These vary
in complexity, some being pierced while others are
solid, The staircase at Booth Mansion 15 notable for
the survival of cuboid finials 1o the newel posts, whilst
at 10 Watergate Street the closed sring is embellished
with carved strapwork,

Later in the century turned and twisted balusters
became more common and are to be found at 9 and 22
Bridge Street, These persisted into the next century, 1o
be replaced by the more sophisticated column-on-vase
balusters found in town houses from the mid-cighteenth
century onwards.

Fig 97 Swgircase o eastern parl of Boodt Mamsiow,
2834 Wirgerpate Street (RCHME © Crown Coproright )

Panelling

Inventories make it clear thar the major rooms of the
wealthy and also the not-so-wealthy were panelled with
wainscot and provided with wainscot doors. [n the first
guarter of the seventeenth century the price of this
‘sylyng’ ranged beoween 14 pence and 2 shillings a
vard, Thomas Whitby, who always chose the best qualiry,
paid this later sum for the wainsoot in his new house,
and he purchased it from a pomer in Mantwich, a town
some 32km distant (Lawghton 1988, 112). Robert
Hoeod prefabricated this panelling in his home town
and broughit it to Chester by cart, accompanied by two
of his men. The three spent two weeks in the city,
pulting 1t in positon. A more expensive tvpe of pan-
clling was occasionally used. This was described as
‘cut-work sylyng” and could cost rwice as much as the
plain varicty. William Levcester accordingly contented
himself with 9 vards of 11™,

Little panelling of this period survives in the Rows
buildings, The parlour at the Tudor House is panelled,
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burt this does not appear w be original, and there 1% one
panclled room at 24 Watergate Sereet. There is panelling
across one end of the hall ar the Leche House, and some
loose sections in 38312 Warergate Sireet: but most seems
to have succumbed to later fashions in interior decoration.

Conclusions

Duning the late sixteenth and eardy seventeenth centuries
there was increasing sclf-confidence amongst the
mierchants of Chester as a result of the more buovant
coonomy. Within the Rows, many houses were rebuilt
and others were extensively remodelled, replacing the
many derelict properties that had survived from earlier

centuries. In some cases, the expense of these houses,
with their multiplicity of rooms, decorative plasterwork
and rich furnishings, overstreiched the financial
resources of ther owners,

All this mew building must, in turn, have assisted
with the growth of the ¢ity's ¢conomy,. The Kows were
retained, presumably because of the commercial
advantage they provided. Esisting Row-level shops
were enlarged and new shops were added, so that the
use of these elevated wallways could be maximised.
Unitil the beginning of the Civil War, the Rows were
once again operating as the commercial heart of the
city, a role for which they had been designed by their
miedieval builders,



Plare 1 Curgevay recovtspraciion of medicoal form of 3842 Winerpare Sereer (Graham Holme)
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Plate 5 Bushop Lioyd's Palace, 41 Warerpare Srreer {eearercolour by Lowtse
Bayner, reproduced by kind permission of the Grosvenor Musaum, Chrester)
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8 An ornament to the city

See Appendis © for all the documentary references to Roew
enclosures B phs chaper,

‘..to take down the ffore part of her house in the
Bridge Strect by her lately purchased... and to
pebuild the same roe as may bee a grace and
offiament to the city’.

Thiiz, Lady Mary Calveley petitioned the Assembly in
1676, This new house was the Barogue mansion, now
called Bridge House, 18-24 Lower Bridge Swreet (sce
pl01-2). Although it was built with its entrance and
main fooms at first foor level there was no walkway
passing theough the fronr of the building and this loss
of 19 vards of Row was allowed by the Assembly,
although a hefty fine of £20 was imposed. Two years
later a second petition was submimed for a pair of stairs
out i the street, for which an addivional fine of 40
shillings and an annual remt of 5 shillings was required.
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Fig 98 Bridpe House, 18-24 Lower Bridge Streer, from
Coprvrighe, fromn prine ir CAN Library, Ghesrer Archives)

print by G Batewham, 1816 (photsgraph RCHME © Crown

These must be the curving imperial stairs shown on
Batenham's view of 1816 (Fig 98).

The erection of Bridge House marked the begin-
ning of a new era for the Rows. By the mid-seventeenth
century pressure for retail space had led to the con-
struction of permanent of semi-permanent shops on
many of the stallboards along the streer side of the Row
walkways, The problems of light and access inherent in
the Row system from s inception became acure, and
the tensions between public and private interesis
increased. The obvious solution 1o these problems was,
in the eves of the wealthy, 1o seck vo appropriate thar
section of the Row which fronted their properties. This
permitted a rachical break with the traditional form of
Chester town howse and allow the creation of spacious
well-lit accommodation with a more dignified approach.
Mo longer were owners prepared to alter and remodel
the buildings that they had inherited, accepring the
problems that this created, Mow there was a with by

- " - ~
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Frg 99 Former Rote coithin the Faleon, & Lowoer Bredpe Steeer (RCHME © Crown Copyright)

Lady Mary Calveley and others to rebuild votally in the
latest fasheon. These aspirations meant dispensing with
the Riow

Jl'l'||||l'll"'rl."r“ ook care o siress the |'|'.;|_"~|:||_' Frenelit ol
their proposals, indicating that the mew buildings would
be an ornament to the city. Although to some extent
these claims were the common form for such petitions,
they rmay have had some significance, as increasingly
critical comments were levelled at the Rows towards the
end of the seventeenth century. In some ¢ases, consent
was granted for the enclosure of the Row, but the Assembly
wias not abways amenable and some owmers had to be
content with redesigning their houses around the Kow,

This chapier begins by examining the final stage in
the evolution of the Rows, when improvements to indi-
widual PTEpCrics restilted i the loss of .'|]'||:'\-r-_'-:-:|:|:|:|:|l_¢|'|.'
one third of the system of raised walkways dunng the
hundred years, ¢ 1640-1740. The method by which
propertics were improved narusally varied according o
the mieans, energy, and ambition of the various owmers
A few, like Lady Mary Calveley, embarked on entirely
new bulldings, but many others had less grandiose
plans, often involving only a refronting or the absorprion
of the Bow into their existing houses,

Enclosure of the Rows

The carliest recorded enclosure of a Row was granted
o Sir Richard Grosvenor in 1643, His Fi."-i'li'."'l'l gave
the following reasons: firstly the Row was an annoy-
ance o his neighbours “. by reason of the moistinesse
thereof..."s and secondly because his employment in
the garrison of Chester “..oveth him wo mhabit in his
wid house which = far to little o receive his familie”.
As o member of the local gentry, an MP, a member of
the Assembly, and a leading Rovalist responsible for
the protection of Chester, he was a petitioner who
could hardly be refused. His request was granted for a
fine of 16s 6d (16 shillings and 6 pence) and an annu-
al rent of 25 6d. The enclosed Row can still be seen in
the Falcon, 6 Lower Bridge Street, where the timber-
framied wall fronting the walkway, with its former front
door and window, and the stone piers of the Row
arcade now form part of the bar (Fig 99). However,
measuremenis gliven mn the F"‘I.'Iillq.'-n-.hn-'..l.' it also iaclugd-
ed what 15 now the adjointng property (Nos B-10)
Although the next petition o enclose a Row was
not submirted for 2 further 25 vears, the grant
Richard Grosvenor was crucial. MNot only did iv set a
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Fig 100 The extent and dave of the enclosure of the Rows (bastc mapping data © Crown Copyright)
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;'\-r-c,:n.'vl,:L|.|.':|:|I:1 bt it also broke the conn uiLy of this section
of the Rows, thus making it ecasier for owners further
down the streer 1o show that the Row before their
houses had become useless, By 1687, the remaining
Rows berween The Faleon and Lady Mary Calveley’s
house had been enclosed.

The enclosure of the Rows can be traced on all the
four main strects (Fig 1000 and it s possible to link
many of the pebtons o surviving butldimgs. The loss
has been greatest in the present Lower Bridge Steeet,
where, with twao \'.':Il:-\.'l.']1:il\.'\ll1‘\.. all the former Rows have
been enclosed. The q_'u.r|3.' PeLitrons eelate wo the west
side of the street, Then in 1699 _|'|'-|‘||1 Mather, j.:u.'::.[]l:-
man, pettioned to bulld a major new house on the east
side. He had recently purchased an old house and a
small “showing’, or strect level siall, and desired to
build a new house which he hoped *._will be some
ornament o that part of the streer’, Permission was
granted in 1700 to build the house, 51 Lower Bradge
Srreet (Fig 101); and this remiorced the mcreasmng
trend for the newer properties im Lower Bridge Street

Cromn Copyright)

to be purely domestic rather than the mixed commercial-
cum-domestic properites of earlier centunes. This could
cause problems for the neighbouring owners.

The property to the south of 31 Lower Bridge Street
was the Crown and Angel Inn (now Mo 53], owned by
Fichard Lawrence. He was required to pav an annual
rent of 35 4d (3 shullimgs and 4 pende) 1o thie [":'i!}' for
an encroachment ol this |'.=u:|;:|1|:|.|.: it the steeet. In a
petition of 1708, he complained that he had *. lost
forty shillings per annwm in the rent of his said ]'Il.""lJ"H..
for the ryme this City granted liberry o Mr Mather vo
inclose the Row which stopped the passage to this pet-
tioner's said howse, and whereas your petitioner having
suffered w0 much |13.' Mir Marher's I:|ki:|1p up the Row'
He gave thes as the reason for Aot having p.'ml ks rent
to the Caty for the previous tour years until he had beéen
distrained by the sword bearer.

This illustrares how the new houses built by the
gentry or members of the City Assembly effectively cun
off the floaw of people along the R, I'|.'I1|.|.lc,'l.'il:'.].: TTE T [
Uince these major new houses had been constructed
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the owmners of adjacent properties with less influence
could make their pedtions for enclosure with every
hope of success, as in 1716 when Peter Bristow's peti-
tion 1o build a new house, only a single bay wide, next
to John Mather was granted, In some cases the Ciy
Assembly appeared to balance the loss of the Row
against the improvement gained from a new building.
In 1717 Madam Elizabeth Booth built Park House,
37—41 Lower Bridge Street, following the grant of the
Row for a fine of £B. A previous petition to enclose in
1703, when she did not seem to have any intention of
rebuilding, had been rejected.

Sometimes petitions were submtted 0 concert.
Ome rypical group of pettions was put forward i 1717
for 3242 Lower Bridge Street. Thomas Leaagh,
Thomas Hunt, William Hunt, and Ambrose Wheawell
all described their buildings in relation to that of the
late Michael Croughton, whose house William Hunt
had recently bought. The first three wished to bring
their houwses level with Croughton's frontage and to
enclose the Row at the same time; the last only wished
to add a shop or “showing' at street level.

O the opposite side of the street three adjacent
owners, Mary Whitfield, Roger Ormes, and William
Bulkeley, all requested enclosure inm 1725, A counter-
petition was presented from John Dewsbury, a member
aof the Assembly, whose public house adjoned this
group o the north. He stated that there was no comvenent
way to his puby other than along the Bow, so an enclosure
would be of grear loss and damage. He estmated that
if the Row were enclosed, the premises could only be
ler ar half the current rate. The petitions were rejectad,
However, in 1727, the same three owners submitted
identical peritions rogether with an agreement between
Chrmes, Bulkeley, and Dewsbury for the speedy erection
aof stone steps from the street 1o Dewsbury's property,
These applications were successful and in the following
year Dewsbury himself applied to enclose his section of
the Fow.

ciitl-lhh .-I. I'Ih
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On a number of occasions, successful applicants
did not carry out the enclosure and it is not theretore
possible o rely on the dawe of a grant by the Assembly
as the date of the alreration or construction. Two adja-
cent propertics, 11 and 13 Lower Bridge Street, were
both the subject of a number of successful petitions in
the first half of the cighteenth century, but the Eow a
Mo 11 is one that has remained unenclosed and the
Row at Mo 13 does not seem to have been completely
taken into the house untl 1876 (Lawson and Smith
1958, @),

All the examples quoted above relate to Lower
Bridge Street, but the same activity can be traced in all
the streers with Rows. However, enclosure has generally
only taken place ar the ends of streets that are at a
distance from the Cross. This is possibly the result of
Aszembly policy, or may reflect the lower value of the
Rows away from the commercial centre.

Apart from Alderman Francis Skellerm who was
granted permission in 1697 w enclose the Row i the
building on the north side of Whitefriars (52 Bridge
Street) there appears o have been only one other
attempt to enclose the Rows in Bridge Street, and this
may have been rather more an amempt o influence
the Assembly against another petition than a serious
mtention to enclose. In 1733, George Taylor applied to
baild his house our on pillars over the Row “..an the
manner of Mr Sorcton’s house'. This prompted has
neighbours, Jeseph Soreton and Laurence Corless, to
state that this action would block off windows o their
houses, and 1o argue thar if Taylor was granted thas
permigsion then they should be allowed to encloss
thieir Rows in compensation. Mot to be lelt out,
Soreton's other neighbour, Robert Jones, requested the
same. The Assembly were apparently unimpressed by
ther argument and granted Taylor's request rent-iree,
while firmly rejecting the other threc.

Rows have been cnclosed on both sides of
Watergate Street. On the north side all the Bows west
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of Crook Strect have gome, while on the south the
Rows have been enclosed west of Weaver Streer. Both
these seriet of enclosures are ditant from the com-
mercial heart of Chester and form complete blocks of
buildings cut off from the surviving Rows |:-.:.- IMENGOT
streets. The process was begun by Sir Peter Pindar of
Iddenshall Hall. His petiton of 1675 asked permissien
to regularise an earlier grant; *...vour pets. long simce
by licence from the Treasurers did enclose the passage
or Bow which fronted his howse now in his holding in
the Watergate Strect contaming i about thirteen
yards, - in width and four steopes or posts there and
for one pair of stairs adjovning to the said kouse on the
strect side....

This petition must refer to the building known as
Alderman Mainwaring’s House, which ocoupied the
site of 60-60 Warergate Street until is demolition in
1852, The Bawenham print of the building (Fig 102)
shows o tmber-framed house with part of the Row
enclosed, but with the central section remaining open
for the stairs as described in the petition. The mea-
surements given in the petition would correspond with
the enclosure shown by Batenham

The majority of other enclosures in Watergate
Sureet were the result of joint action by the owners af
neighbounng properties. On the south side, enclosure
of all the Rows po the west of Weaver Street was
allowed in 1711, although in the cose of Mo 69, con-
firmation had to be received by a new owner three
wears later, In 1713, Sir Thomas Cotton re-started the
process of enclosure on the nofth side of the sreet by
asking 1o enclose the Row ar 48-50 Watergate Streer.
This prompted his neighbours Robert Bavand (Mos
44-46) and John Mardn (Mo 52) to make similas
requests 1o the Assembly meeting at which Sir Thomas
Comon's petition was being considered. During the
course of the mecting the Justices of the Peace were
sent from the Pentice wo view the Rows in front of
Bavands and Martin's houses. They reporoed
favourably and all three petitions were gramped.
However the present frontage of 48-50 Watergate
Street is carly nineteenth century (Fig 184) and behind
the window shutter of the front room at Row level can
be seen o Tuscan column which must previously have
supported the upper Aoors above an open Row (Fig
103}, This suggests thar the enclosure of this Bow did
not occus untl many vears later'.

I has proved more difficulr to fellow the patvern of
Row enclosures 1in Northgawe Srreet and Eastgare
Smrect. In Northgate Street, there were some very carly
petitions but although some petitioners appear to have
been successful, the evidence from mid-nineteenth-
century prints suggests that the enclosures were never
implemented on the west side at least. In Eastgate
Street the peocess of enclosure seems 10 have begun
later than in the other strects and was more actively
resisted by the Assembly. The Eastgate was the main
entrv into Chester from early omes, and abways recordid
the highest collection of wlls taken by the four gates.

Fig 103 Tiescan colwmm wwidkisn the shutterbox ar 45-50
Wirrergate Sireet (RCHME © Croton Coprplir)
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Fig 10 The enclosiere of Botos desrroved the contimnry sonch provided the commmercial bemgfin of the svatem, ar seen here ai
3 i ] 2

1! Lower Bridge Streer {RCHME © Crown Capyright)

Az Row enclosure led vo the loss of commercial poten-
tal bath in those buildings where it happened and 0
the neighbourhood, there may have been a greater
incentive to retain the Bow walkway here. The nature
of the commercial activity is clear in a letter of 1728

from Williamm Hulton o the Governor of the Isle of

Man giving details of the rents received from family
propertics in Eastgate Street
variows howses, shops, and stables, there was money
from the shops in the Row at the midsummer and
Michaclmas fairs. During the 1740s, Eastgate Strect
Row was known as the Manchester Row since it was
‘where Manchester tradesmen usually take shops for
exposing their wares and merchandise o sale ar the

As well as income from

time of the Fairs"™,

On the north side of Easygare no Bow survives in
the block berween 5t Werburgh's Street and the
Easigare. Rows also appear o have been lost on the
south side from Newgare Street (now the entrance o
the Grosvenor Precinet) wo the Easygare. It is mot cer-
tain that any of these were true Row buildings, with a
walkway raised above a line of properties at street level.
On the north side, the remaming cighteenth=ceniury
builldings (MNos 39, 41, and 45) are not reached by a
flight of steps up to the former Row level, as elsewhere
in Chester. On the south side, the Bow immediarely 1o
the west of Newgate Street 15 only @ few feer above

street level, and the shops below are almost in true
cellars. ‘This situation can be confirmed by a remark-
able skerch elevarion of both sides of Eastgate Street
(Fig 116). There the trearment of properties east of
Newgare Streer is different from those to the west,
which an extra storey is shown, Perhaps the properties
in this arca were like a number of those surviving
bevond the Eastgate, in Foregate Street, where the
houses are carricd out on pillars or posts over the
PavEment.

New houses

The wash to enclose the Rows was a reflection of the
desire for more elaborate accommodartion. Threee of
the new houses baale in Lower ]:I-ridg-: Strect were sub-
stantial and departed from the plan form imposed by
the Row walkway., The carliest of these was Brndge
House, mentioned at the hugi:ming of this -;.'h:lph.']’.
[,.a:J_!,' Mary Calveley had been Tl\.'L'\'L':I:II]:n' widowed and
SCCMSs 1o hﬂ_ll: l_"'l;'l'll'l_'l-\.‘-\.q'l,E h-q_'T 1175145 I-I1|.I.I'Il:j 'I.'-l\_'i|.|||'| a'IZI:II.I.
freedom in building new houses. Bridge House had a
five-bay symmetrical frontage, artculated by lomic
columns, with a hipped roof over an claborane cornice.
The intenior has a double-pile plan and retains many of its
original fittings at Bow level. The staircase has bulbous
turned balusters, but may not be enginal', and the two
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Fip 1083 Pancling and corved chimney breast in Bridpe
House, 18-24 Lower Bridee Streer (RCHME © Croton
Copyright)

roogns ar the eear retain balecton-mouwlded panellmg and
o profusely carved wooden chimney breast (Fig 105)
Bridge House was altered in the cighteenth century
and later; the cared wandow surrounds now contain
sash windows, and the former central deorway and
curving imperial staircase have gone. Also the building
haz acquired an addirional bay to the right and a
single=storey projection at street level along the whale
elevation, A WVenetian window has been inserted into
the south wall w light the staircase and the rooms
an the top floor have been remodelled in a Rococo
style. The parden elevation however remains largely
unaltered (Fig 106).

The second new house in Lower Bridge Street was
that built by John Mather, gentleman, in 1700 (Mo 51)
The interior is much altered and the original plan form
% uncertain, bur the entrange is very claborate, The
third of these houses was Park House (Nos 37-41),
bualt in 1717 for Madam Elizabeth Booth, These houses
appear o be major additions to the very small group of
entirely new buildings erected along the main streets
singe the fourteenth century; not even in the under-
crofts does any fabric from carlier buildings survive and
the Row walkway also disappears in the process

Frg 106 HKear of Bridpe Howse, 183-24 Lotver Bridge Street (RCHME © Crosen Copryright)
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Fig 107 Bootk Mansion, 28-34 Wanergare Streer (RCHME © Cromen Copyright)
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The ecarly cighteenth century saw one large house
created within the surviving Rows system. This was
Booth Mansion, 28-34 Watergate Street, erected by
Gieorge Booth, later Earl of Warrington, Howewver, it
was different from the Lower Bridge Street houses in
that it incorpornied major elemems of the two
medieval houses on the site, radically alvering the plan,
increasing them in height and encasing the whole in a
nmew brick elevation. The resulting house had an eigh-
bay facade, with rustcated quoins and a heavily
projecting wooden cornice below the hipped rool (Fig
107). The street level seems to have retained its shops,
and six Tuscan columns were inmroduced at Bow level
to carry the building above. The plan of the building
has changed, but two large panelled saloons survive m
Row + 1 level overlooking the street. This i an early
cxample of what Giroward (1992, 259 has called the
double drawing-room, which appears on the first floor

af Creorgian town houses apparently for card PATLICS

and later for dances. The creation of this new house
brought George Booth into conflict with the Assembly
In order to make the house more prominent froam The
Cross, he angled the facade so that the western end
encroaches into the street. This resulted in a fine of
L10 and an annual rent of 3s (5 shillings)®.

The enclosures in Lower Bridge Street produced a
number of other new houses on narrow plots; the most
elaborate of these is Shipgate House [(No 84), built by
Sir John Werden (Fig 166). Similacly, the enclosures at
the western end of Watergare Sereet resulted n the
substantial house built by Alderman Henry Bennett in
1729 on the corner of Trinity Svreet. This building
(Mo 68), has a long and complex side elevation, In a
lease of 1765 the property is described as a messuage
with warchouses, vaults, cellars, a coach house, and
three stables', The intertor was improved in the later
eighteenth century when the large Venetian window
wis inserted into the Triniry Street elevanoen to light a
fine open-siring staircase,

There are a number of good smaller houses in the
Bows that dave from the first half of the eighteenth
century, They are gencrally of three bavs and arce
symmetrical above Bow level, The largest, after Booth
Mansion, is 26 Warergate Street, where the quoins
and surrcunds are of gauged and rubbed brickwork.
The interior has a wue double-pile plan, with a good
turned-baluster swaircase at 1 centre and panclled
domestic rooms overlooking the Row walkway.
Alderman and former mavor, Peter Ellames, bought
the dilapidared timber-framed houses and shops above
the waulied, medieval undercroft of 11 Warerpate
Street, and was given permission m 1744 to rebuild
these and take in the King's Board, the site of the
weekly fish marker, which had been recently moved
to the Fish Shambles’. He built a fowr-storey brick
houwse with rustcared queins (Fig 108) and the
window heads are almost identical with those at
30 Watergate Street, a houwse which retains most of
itz eighteenth-cenmury firmings,

Refacing and other alterations

The ercction of completely new houses in the Rows
wias rare; but in those areas where the Ciry Assembly
was able o resist enclosure or where the commercial
benefits of the two-tier Row svttem were more apparent,
thiere was still dissanisfacrion with the uwnfashionable
timber-framed facades. As a fesult, many Row buildings
were refaced or otherwise altered durng the lare
cighteenth and carly nineteenth centuries. These were
probably the properties of tradesmen, rather than of
the gentry or members of the Assembly,

A wypical petition was made by Philip Prestbury,
cobinetmaker, in 1767, He had bought an old and
decayed building on the ¢ast side of Bridge Sureer Row
and was desirous of taking down and rebuilding the front
g0 that it would correspond with the houses on either
side’, Often in such houses, the earlier umber-framed
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structure still exists behind the brick facade. Ax 22
“Watergate Swreet there 1= clear evidence of the jemied
section of the tmber-frarmed building having been sawn
off, so that the new facade could be erected on the line
of the undercroft fromage (Fig 1099, At 21 Watergate
Street, the early cighteenth-century brick front to the
building contamns only the rooms overlooking the street
and the stamcase behimd. A lower range at the rear, dating
from the mid-s¢vermeenth cenmury, was retained,
Sometmes only minor modifications were made to
existing timber-framed buildings. Sash windows were
inserted into the Row chamber of the Leche House,
17 Watergate Swreet, predating the graffito of 1736
scratched on one of the pancs. On this building and
clsewhere, the facades were plastered owver so that
Batenham's elevations of the early nineteenth century
show little exposed tumber-framing (Fig 1100,
Subsequently much of this plaster was removed during
nineteenth- and twentieth-century restorations. One
remarkable example of how existing buildings could be
modernised survives in the Old King's Head, 48-50
Lower Bridge Street, where an arcade post of this imber-
framed bullding has been laboriouwsly carved into a
Tuscan column, and an abacus inserved (Fig 111).
Refronting could cause problems in buildings with
multiple ownerships and renancies, and must have
often prevented improvement. When Thomas Griffith
came to rebuild the properry on the corner of
Watergate Street and Bridge Swreet, he pettioned the
Assembly saving that, “_.if he ever purchased Tim
Lefowiches right vo the stalls in the Row and the shops
underneath, mtermixed with the old houses and the
mtended new bulldings, then he would alter the steps
at the end of Watergate Fow... and the slope of the cor-
ner... to make the wrning less sharp and dangerous...™;
an arrangement thar persisis wday in the late nine-

teenth-century building on the site

The main design problem was how o incorporate Fig 108 Terrv bracker in wordereroft ar 22 Witergare Srrea
the Row walkway into an cighteenth-century facade, (RUHME © Croton Clognoright)

TR e e R . i A
Fig 110 Wesr side of Bridge Strees, from print by G Batenham, 1816 (photograph RCHME © Croton Copyright from print
it A5 Library, Chester Arcliroes)
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Fig 111 Thrcan cofrmn carved froen g trmber pose ar il
A Kinp's Head, 48-50 Lotwer Bridee Streer (RCHME
O Croton Corprirrpiid)

With the predominantly narrow buildings having rather
ancl

unimpressive levels above the Bow, the undercrofi
walkway frontages occupy almost half the area of the
facade, clearly unswited to the proportions of a
Georgian building, Consequently, an uneasy solution
wis pdopted, in which the undercroft level is treated as
a rather squat podium with the Row as a colonnaded,
intermediary storey, on which stands the implied order
of Bow + | and Row & 2 levels, There is no & Lerrip 1o
ereat the walkway 05 a continuous colonnade, the party

wall of each property usually being marked by brick

pers. Like their medieval predecessors the effcct &5 of

Fip 112 4 Northgare Sereet from g by 7 Barerfiaom,
1 &6 "_I"llu': .'|'|,'l..'_|'l-|.' ROHME i LN I'.'.\,:I":_l_ru_-.l_-.'_ Ilir.u_l.'

print in CAS Library, Chester Archives)

haphazard private enterprise, rather than an elegane
terrace. The irregularity in the height of the Row storey,
dictated by earlier surviving structures, prevented a
unified classical treatment of the facades. Cast iron
columns were mntroduced i the late cighteenth centu-
ry, and these were often usid, either singly or in pairs,
to support the beam over the Row walkway opening.
This was often combined with a less solid appreach 1o
the undereradt facade compared with thar seen in earlier
buildings. At 4 Northgate Street, for example, the late
cighteenth-century refronting included a sireet level
shopfront with large display windows, recorded by
Batenham ¢ 1816 (Fig 112). This 1= in marked conprast
to the ruspcaved rreatment and substantial columns
and picrs of 22, 24, and 26 Watergate Streer (Fig 113),
and may reflect the greater commercialism of this central
area of the Fows. By the carly nineteenth century the
Bow walkway was secn 4 an attractive featmure in its
own right, and was frequently heighienad, given narrow
cast iron columns, thinner brick piers, and simple iron
balustrades; factors which combined to create a lighiter,
less claustrophobic Fow system, more suived to the
commercial requirements of the day.

Use of the Rows

The second half of the eighteenth cenmury saw fo new
town houses in the Rows of the size and quality o
those erecred during the previcus 50 yvears. The better
housing had moved 1o other parts of the city as ari-
tudes about living in the commercial centre changed,
This period also saw significant changes in marketing
and retaling which affected the character and use of
the Rows. Special market halls were built po deal in
specific commodities or to house specific traders; the
carliest being the Manchester Hall, built behind
Eastgate Street ¢ 1751, to provide for the manufactur-
ers of that city. A linem hall for the Irsh trade was
erected behind Morthgate Street in 1753 and moved 10
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Fig 113 From right, 22, 24, and 26 Waergare Streer (RCHME © Croms Copyright)
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Fig 114 Plan of Rewe shop atiached o pevition af Mary
Hamdg, 1771-2 |"'_|"l|ll|'r..lll_'|'|..|]'|.|1 ROCHME © Crowen {':l_l_r'l_rrj'-_;_-,l'.lr
frim origiral in Ghester Arelgoes)

miore commoadious premises 1 1778, The Union Hall
af 1809 and the Commercial Hall of 1815 were both
built around courtyards off Foregate Street, and each
contained 76 stalls on tered galleries (Kennetr 1987,
16]). The beast market was moved from Northgare Steeet
a5 late as 1818, and weekly markets for farm produce
and other goods continued in the maun streets well inoo
the ningteenth century.

A remarkable ‘snapshor” of Eastgate Street and is
accupants comes from a skerch elevation of both sides
of the street (Fig 116), prepared by Alderman and Mrs
Broster, and dated 17504, which identifies the ocoupier
of cach house and shop'. The south side of the street
had, and still has, the more up-marker shops, particu-
larly ar Row level, Interspersed with a number of linen
and woollen drapers was a coffee rooan, a confectioner,
two apothecaries, two goldsmiths, a milliner, a toyshop,
and a sillermercer. At street level the shops are much
more utilitarian, with ten butchers, two grocers, a
bakehouse, two barbers, and a tobacconist. On the
north side there was a much greater mixture of rades
and goods, between a number of mns. A variery of
hardware and metalworking shops operated at strect
level, vogether wath two hatters, a cheesefactor, a tea
warehouse, a wine merchant, and an apothecary; while
ar Row level there were a number of professionals,
including a sungeon. Four people are given no trades,
implving that their addresses are dwelling houses.

The document shows that Chester was maintaining
its position as a sophisticated shopping centre.
Mirchell (1980), m a study of retailing in three
Cheshire towns during the eightesnth and early nine-
teenth centuries, showed thm the city was stable in
most of its trades, and had a higher percemtage of
luxury shops, such as wine merchants, furniture

dealers, printers, and booksellers, than Stockport or
Macclesfield. Chester's shopkeepers not only became
wealthy, but were imporiant in the government of the
city. OF the 176 sheriffs berween 1730 and 1815, 108
were rerailers, with mercers, grocers, druggisis, wine
merchants, and hatters being the most prominent irades.

Apart from the rebuilding and refronting of baild-
ings, these sociological changes cannot be easily detected
in the surviving buildings, Small shops continued 1o be
built and modified on the stallboards of the Rows'. They
were tiny premises, as shown by the plan appended o
a pettion of 1771-2 by Mary Hand for a streer-level
stall in Eastgate Street (Fig 114)%, However the style of
some shops was changing and the displays of goods
were more prominent, although the Assembly tried
te limit such nmew developments. In 1762, Haolme
Burrows pettoned o extend his shop in order wo lighten
it and berter display his tovs and goods (Mitchell 1980,
461, In 1768, Mrs Edwards, a muilliner in Warergate
Street, and Mr Brown, a shoemaker in Bridge Swreen,
were ordered to take down their show glasses, which
obsiructed the view and passage in the Rows", and in
1779, a more general order was made to remove any
projections by bow windows or otherwise™.

Two neo-classical buildings appeared in the Rows in
the early nineteenth century, The first, designed by
Thomas Harrizon and built by subscnption in 1807-8,
wis the Commercial Coffee Room and Mews Room,
| Morthgate Swreer (Fig 115), Its pedimented facade
makes use of Grecian motifs and includes Harrison™s
favoured lomic order (Ockrim 1988). The building does

Fig 115 Former Commrercial Netoeroom, | Nerthgare
Sreat (RCHME © Crvcon Copyright)
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EASTCATE STREE

Fig 117 Easteare Seeer sir 18R] fromn Henmpoay's paade

not contain 4 Row and the street level walkway wath its
rusticated piers is a later addition. More sigmficant was
the erection of a new store by Willlam Brown in Eastgate
Sereet. He was a druggist, marmed to Susannah “Towsey,
an ambinous milliner, and they began toamport the bitest
fashions from London. The plans for their new shop,
the first purpose-built store in the city, were laid before
the Assembly in 1828, It was in the fshionable Greek
Bevival sivle and incorporated a Row walkway
(Fig 168). By the mme it was built in 1831, Joseph
Hemingway {18310 could write of the extensive improve-
mients which bad waken place in the city, and thar the
Eavas were the best situation for retail shopkeepers,

During the carly part of the nineteenth century the
character of the Fows was changing rapidly, Writing in
1831, Hemimgway described how 40 wvears earher,
'othere was hardly a shop i any of the rows wihich
could boast o glass wandow. | he fronts were all peEn Lo
the row, 1 two or three compartments :J.L-;.'-.:nrdm!.: ({5
their size; and at night were closed by huge hanging
shutters, fixed on hinges, and fastened in the dayuime
by hooks to the ceilling of the row.

Most of the small shops and cabins, dating from the
sevenreenth and early eighteenth centuries, that cocupied
the Row stalls were removed during the carly nineteenth
century, to admit hight and air o the Row walkways,
Only three Row bulldings still have the walkway
separated from the steeer frontage by such cabins: 22
annd 24 Eaxstgate Sreeet, and 17-19 Lower Bridge Street.

Another remained at 18-20 Warergate Streeet, on the
corner with Goss Steeer, uniil the property was
redeveloped in 1970 (Fig 147).

These improvements were the result of an increasing
concern for respectability, and were accompanied by
constant amempts o combat powdiness and disorder.
The Assembly appointed additional constables in 1815
and gas lighting was inroduced in 1818, By 1821, it
was reported . there is once more a chance for a quiet
mean o pass through the Bows in the evemings wathout
being knecked down the steps, and for a woman to
proceed through them without the usual risk of insult’
{Mass Observation 1947 ). In 1823 the mavor urged the
heads of households to prevent their children and servanis
from walking in the Rows in the evenings, and in 1828
a system of valuntary policing by the radesmen who
cocupied the Fow buildings was established. A view of
Eastgate Streeet included in Hemingway's guide (1831},
shows Brown's mew store, the streets paved, and the gas-
lights in position (Fig 117), presenting quite a conirast (o
the hubbub of the market scene of two years earlier (Fig 81).

Pressures for change

Having considered some of the evidence for Row enclo-
sure (see Appendix O for full derails) it is appropriate
to consider the motves of those who sought 1o enclose
and those of the Assembly i graniing the necessary
PUTITESSION,
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The presence of a Row had been an important
factor in retaining much of the fabric of the medieval
bulldings along the principal streets, It also appears o
have encouraged separate tenure within single build-
ings, 5o that often the street level was i a differcm
ownership from the Row level and above. This is
reflected in similar ownership divisions rtoday.
Comprehensive rebuilding in such circumstances was
obviously difficult. This, coupled with the relanvely
weak economy of the city in the late Middle Ages and
early Tudor periods, ensured that the basic structure of
many Row buildings often remained intact over the
centuries, although rooms were subdivided and floors
and fireplaces inserted as fashions changed. However,
the existence of the Bow created preblems of lighring
and privacy that could not be gasily overcome.
Enclosure of the Row allowed a fundamental change 1o
tzke place, both to the appearance of the buildings and
to their internal planning. It permitted ‘modern’ build-
ings in the archivectural fashions of the day.

The end of the seventeenth and the beginning of
the eighteenth centuries was a time of change in
English towns and cities, Commercial activiry became
more centralised, there was an increasing endency for
the gentry and professional claszes to move oul o new
suburba, and wwns began to develop a mofe acrive
social life. The activities of Beaw Nash in organising

Fig 118 The Exchanpe, balt tn 1698, became the centre
for palite sociery (photograph RCHME ©
Copyright fromm pring in CAS Library, Chester Avchives)

Croton

the entertainment of the polite society whoe visited
Bath to take the waters is well known, In Chester, the
Assembly built the new Exchange, completed in 1698
(Fig 118}, to be the centre of their activities, but they
also included an Assembly Room, a coffee house and,
later, a subscription library. This became the setting of
major public entertainments. A resolution of the
Assemhbly of 1722 required that the Exchange could
not be let for any ball or public dancing without their
express order, During this period a well-established
winter social season developed “.owith a continual
round of assemblies, card evenings and theatrical
performances o amuse the landed families who
migrated from their country estates to town houses
in Chester' (Kennet 1987, 367,

The déemand for such entertainments led to the
conversion of Booth Mansion, Watergate Street, mto
another Assembly Room in the 17405 and a further
maove o the Talbor Inn in 1777, Itz successor, the
Roval, built in 1785, contained sumptuous premises
for public entertainment. Although the first purpose-
built theatre was mot crecved wntl 1773, Roger
Comberbach records watching a number of plays in
1692 (Kennen 1987, 37). But the climax of the social
season was the spring race meeting held on the Roodee
in Mav. During this meerng, large numbers flocked in
to the inns and privacely rented houses,

Further evidence for the expansion in Chester’s
social life can be seen in the planting of the Groves, the
riverside walk in 1732, close to the city’s cockpit and a
public bowling green. A map of 1789 shows that a rwo
acre private park and garden had been developed
behind the house built by Elizabeth Booth in Lower
Bridge Steeer (Hunter 1789), A flavour of this life can
be found on almost every page of Henry Prescon’s
diary for the years 1704-11 (Addy 1987). Depury
Registrar vo the Chester diocese, he spent nearly every
cvening with a circle of profestional and gentry friends,
deep in drink, in many of Chester’s 140 inns. The
following morning was often spent ciscuiting the Roodee
or the city walls to walk off his hangover, before he
resarted to the coffes house,

For a family to enjoy this new social life, it had to
have an appropriate town house. WNot only did the penod
of enclosure coincide with social change, but alse with
a major change in architectural fashion, first 1o the
Barogue and laver 1o the neo-Classical styles. Chester's
callection of gmber-framed buildings were much
eeiticised by contemporanies. Celia Fiennes, on a visit
in 1697, commented on the main streets: “There is one
thing takes much from their appearing so and from
their beauty, for on each side in most places they have
made penthouses 20 broad set on pillars which persons
walks under cover and 13 made up and down steps
under which are warchouses,” (Morris 1982, 157)

A generation later Daniel Defoe (1726, 69-T0) was
blunter, saving, ‘nor do the Rows... add any thing, in my
opinion, to the beauty of the ciry; but just the contrary,
they serve to make the ciry look both old and ugly.'
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Enclosure had the greavest impact on Lower Bridge
Swreet. This part of Chester had always had major
houses (see pl5), at least partly because the commercial
aspect of the individual properties was less importane
than in those areas closer to the Cross. Therefore the
loss of the Rows here had less commercial significance
than elsewhere, New building following Row enclosure
was less commen ¢lsewhere in Chester,

It seems that Sir Thomas Conon had plans 1o build
a substantial new house om the sites of 44 and 46
Watergare Street, However, on his death, his widow,
Dame Philadelphia Coton, rebuilt just one of the two
properties with little archivectural pretension and sold
the other. The substantial house bwlt by Alderman
Henry Bennett on the same side of the street has
already been described (pl04). On the east side of
MNorthgare Street, between Lees Lane and Music Hall
Passage, Batenham's view shows a good mid-cighreenth-
century house between very modest timber-framed
Row buildings {Fig 119), Charles, Duke of Shrewsbury
(see pl54), built o new house on the site of the present
Grosvenor Hotel, Eastgate Street in 1714, bur nothing
of its character is known. Indeed it was not unnl 1773
that Thoemas Moulson erected “handsome houses” (o
replace the dangerous Rows in that street.

Something of the impact of these social forces can
be seen on the minor streets, There are a number of
late seventeenth- and carly cighteenth-cenmry town
houses in Castle Street, although at least one was just
a reworking of a sixteenth-century timber-framed
sructure (Grenville and Turner, 1986). Whitefriars
and King Street were also developed with seventeenth-
and eighteenth-century town houses. However, from
the middle of the cighteenth century onwards, fashion-
able houses were being built further from the commercial
centre, They were cither in terraces or squares, such as
Abbey Square (1750s), MNicholas Street (1781) and
Sranley Place {1780s), or in suburban locations like the
new Bishop's Palace (1754-7) on The Groves and
Forest House (1759 on Foregate Street (Fig 120).

prine in GAS Library, Chesrer Archives)

Fig 119 Ean side of Northgate Street, from prins by G Batenham, 1816 fphoograph RCHME © Crowen Copyrighe, from

Fig 120 Extract from [ETS map, shoiomg Forest Howse,
Forepare Street, with an fvpresstoe oval foreconrr and large
garden (photograph RCHME © Crown Copvright, niap
Cirdnarice Swrvey © Crowen Copyrighe )

If the prime motive of the gentry and merchame
families in enclosing the Row, and later in building new
houses away from the cenire, was to take part in the
social revolution, the Assemblys reasons for granting
permission for the boss of the Rows are less clear. In
previous and later cemmuries, the ciny's authorises
resisted efforts to block or encroach upon the Fow sys-
tem. Mevertheless the Assembly cannot be divorced
from the merchant and to a lesser extent the genery
classes; it also felt the pressures of architectural fashion
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and social pretension, and embarked on a programme
of new building. This began with the Exchange, com-
pleted in 1698, and continued when the Pentice was
encased o brick in 1704, In addivon w these new
buildings, 1000 was spent on the repair and mainte-
nance of the city walls during the reign of Queen Anne,
and the Assembly also faced considerable problems
and expense in maintaining the Dee Navigation
(Kennett 1987, 21). Some of this expenditure was
covered by private subscription and donation. In 1702,
the Assembly recorded its thanks to Sir Henry
Bunbury MF for his gift of {100 wwards the cost of
the Exchange', Much of the remainder of the money
had to be found from wolls, taxes, fines and the rents
from city property. Row enclosure, through its fines
and rents, was a source of much needed revenue,
Although this was never directly stated, an entry in the
Assembly Book for 1700 betrays the need. It states that
‘Mr Booth's fine for his encroachment (at Booth
Mansion) and the fines for BMr Kennas and Mr
Simpson's freedom should be applied towards payving
the debts contracted for building the new hall™,

The Assembly imposed a small fine and a substantal
anrual rent for the early enclosures 1o compensate for the
loss of ity property. However by the end of the seven-
teenth ¢entury this policy scems to have changed
towards the imposition of a single cash pavment. It i clear
from the treasurer’s accounts that small annual rents
were difficult 1o collect, and this, together with the need
o finance the building programme, was almoest certainly
the reason for the change. Fig 121 shows the frequency
of petitions for Row enclosure and their success by each
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decade of the period studied. It also tries to show how
much revenue was generated by granting petitions.
There 1 a noticeable peak in the early eightesnth century,
which coincides with the Assembly's own building works.
The decade 1740-30 saw few approvals despite a very
large number of petitions, possibly because there was
less need vo raise finance during this period.

The pressures for social and architectural change
appear to have been too great to restst, and the Assembly
themselves were caught up by the desire 1o erect new
buildings. However, despite the loss of almost a thied
of the medieval raised walkways, the core of the system
remained, protected by the Assembly, who presumably
recoghised the continuing commercial advantages of
the Rows. From the 1770% to the present day, almost
no further losses have ocourred.

The years 1670 to 18330 aleo saw very significamt
changes 1o the appearance of the Rows, A1 the beginning
of the period, the facades would have been almost
exclusively timber-framed, but the construction of
substantial brick houses and the refronting of many
others led o a radically different appearance by the
carly nineteenth century. Just as important a change
oocurred in the use of the Rows. The essenually
medicval pattern of trading, with small shops, stalls,
warehouses, fairs, and street markers, was replaced by
the modern style of retailing, with larger and larger
shops thar evenoually took over the whole of the building.
Also the Bows were no longer considered the smart
place o live, and the wealthy began 1o move out of the
commercial centre. The city centre, as we know it
today, was beginning to be formed.
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Fig 121 Tables showing the frequency of petitions 1o enclose the Row, their success and relanive values, Rents have been
miuliplied by ten o give an approxeerate capaeal valie. (T rable left, perinons ave denosed by dark rone, approvals by ight
tone. i table righe, fines are dencied by davk fone, rents by lght rone.)
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For the mid-nineteenth-century visitor 1o Chester,
the Rows had become an anraction of some appeal.
Thaose following the guidebooks were informed thar the
Rows were ‘as interesting to the antiquarian as they are
conventent for a quiet lounge o ladies and others
engaged in shopping’ (Bvans and Gresty 1857, 64).
The precccupation with shopping was nothing new;
the Rows had their origing in commerce, and their later
evolution has been no less dependent on economic
forces, But antiquananism was a new ingredient, for if
there &5 a factor peculiar to the lae nineteenth- and
twentieth-century development of the Rows, it is a
desire to capture the spimt of former times,

At a meeting on 31 December 1849, the Chester
and MNorth Wales Architectural, Archacological and
Historic Society was formed. The Sedeny’s objectives
encompassed those of a modern vie society; and
included: “The Improvement of Architectural Taste,
Science and Construction’, and “The recommending
of Plans for the restoration, construction and improve-
ment of buildings and other works' [(FCAS 1857,
1=14). When the mesting came to be written up in the
first issue of the Society's Jorrnal it was accompanied
by an article entitled *Street Architecture in Chester”,
The anonymous author of this piece regretted the
replacement of timber-framed houses with their
‘curiously carved fantastical gables” by ‘miserable
brick, and incongruous piles of heavy Athenian archi-
wecture’ (FOAS 1857, 463), In an argument redolent of
our own times, he warned

othat if Chester 15 1o maintain s far-famed
:,:t:ll.-.hr'll:g,' at one of the “wonder cines' of
if  the European  and
Transatlante continents are sull o conermbune
their shoals of annual visitors 1o G our hotels,
and the not too plenteous coffers of our rrades-
men, one course only is open w us. We must
maintain our ancient landmarks, we must pre-
serve imvielate our city’s rare attractions, ...our
quaint old Rows, umgue and picturesque as they
certainly are, must not be adly sacrificed at
Mammon's reckless shrine,

Hng‘l;nd,

great

It was a call for conservation and respect for the bBuild-
trgs of the past. Bur the arvicle also et out a seylistic
programme for the future, for the author concluded
‘every old house preserved or judiciously restored, or
every new one erected after the same distinguishing
rype, will tend to raise the importance and perpetuate
the fair fame of our venerable city.' This was the first
public plea for the revaval of half-imbering.

To reinforce this I"]'-'i'n the _?nuru.unl also rl,:]'u.rrll.ﬂl,i H
lecture given in September 1350 by the architect
Thomas Mainwaring Penson on the history of timber
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framing (JCAS 1857, 184). Penson’s rescarch was
put 1o good effect, for in 1852, in Easygate Swreet, he
cecared the first half-timbered revival building in
Chester (Fig 122, Although it followed the cighteenth-
century trend of refacing an carlier structure, the house
and chemist's shop for Mr Plan received much praise
from the Archacological Sociery (FCAS 1857, 337

Penson can be credited with introducing this stvle
o Chester; indeed it was a spvle which scarcely existed
outgide Chester'. His next Row project was ap 36-38
Easigate Swreet, a pair of half-iimbered houses and
shops erected in 1857 for William and Charles Brown
(Figs 123, 142, 170, Although they are designed as a
single building, the wo frontages are cach expressed in
a different manner. This picturesque device became a
standard rechnique of the Vernacular Revival and is
one of the kevs 1o its visual appeal. Bur in the early
buildings, the sivling is skin deep, for the umbering
ts insubstantial and the derailing unhistorical. A
particular characteristic 18 the uwse of elaborately
pierced bargeboards which are seen rarely in Cheshire’s
siteenth- or sevenpeenth-cenmury buildings, bur are
favourite features of Tudor Revival country howses and
raibway stations of the 18505,

Another architect who pioneered the new stvle was
James Harrison, the first archiveciural coreespondent of

M* LELLAN S
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Fig 122 The house and chomie’s shop for Mr Plare
Eastpate Smeet, Thomas Penson, 1852 (from The Builder,
30 Angnst 18562
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Fig 123 36-38 Eazpate Sireet,
[858)

the Archaecological Socery. Harrison was a scholarly
architect, responsible for restoring many of the aty's
medieval churches. His speciality was Perpendicular
Gothic, but for two buildings in the Rows he dabbled
with vernacular sources. No 40 Bridge Sorect, built in
I858 for Welsby's, wine merchantz, is the mone
strajghtforward; a Tudor Revival buillding in brick and
stone with an oriel window'. Number 51-53 Bridge
Street, situated opposite and erected in the same year,
iz half-timbered®; but apart from the timbering, which
is planted on to a brick facade, there is lintle vo differ-
entate the rwao.
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Thomar Fenson for William and Charles Browon, 1857 (frome The 11|.|1l|_1:.r #0 Augus

Harrison was involved in the first recorded con-
servation case in Chester = the bantle o save God's
Providence House, 9 Watergate Streer. The fumure of
this seventecnth-century building was raised by
Thomas Hughes (author of the 1856 edition of The
Stranger’s Guede o Chesrer) at a meetng of the
Archacological Society in November 1861°. It had
recently changed hands and the new owner was reported
to be intent on demolishing the building. Hughes
urged that its existing character and the old carved
timbers of the front facade be preserved. His plea bore
fruit, for by the Society’s next meeting, Harrison had
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been appointed as architect and his plans for the
property were displayed (JCAS 1864, 405), In defer-
ence to public opinion, so the report went, the front
was 1o be kept and as much of the ancient character as
possible rerained. The reality turned out somewhi
differently, for in 1862 the house was complerely
rebuilt and the height greatly increased (Fig 124).
FHere the boundaries of contemporary opinion ane ol
too clearly defined, for conservation and rebuilding in
the same style scemed o meet with equal approval
The new generation of buldings going up in the
Rows enhanced the city's shopping stamus, which in
turn demanded a more salubrious environment. With
the inmroduction of the frst Chester Improvement Act
in 1843, serious antempts were made to improve the
health and amenity of the city centre. Under the Ac
the Council was empowered o repair and drain the
sireets, and clear private responsibalitics were cstab-
lished for mainaining the Rows and foorpaths, Action
was taken prompily o enforce repairs of dilapidared
steps, and where owners defaulied, the Council
authorised its survevor to carry out the works and
charge them®. Fines were levied for allowing livestock
to stray in the highways, and traders petitioned the
Council to remove cattle markets from the streets and
prevent stallholders occupyving the Rows on market
days. With the opening of the Public Marker building

in 1863, the provision markets finally moved our of

Easigate Strect. The change from an area of mixed
uses and uncontrolled enterprise to a formalised shop-
ping cenre was well under way,

Browns' new premises of 1828 at 32-34 Eastgare
Street had been the first shop po establish new standards
of opulence (see Chapier 8). Contrasting it with i
ald-fashiened neighbours, Hemingway (1831, 4100
visuahsed "a brace of coumtry clowns n tattered
habiliments linked wnder each arm of a dashing
exquisite of the ninereenth century, or... of a splendid
family mansion flanked by a couple of mud wall cow
houses' (Fig 168). The adjoining buildings did not last
long, for Browns® success led 1o the expansion of their
empire, and the ‘country clowns” were swallowed up.
Penson's proto-Vernacular Revival buildings of 1857
replaced the one, and his Crypt Bullding of 1858
replaced the other (Fig 125)°. The three buildings
comprise a most extraordinary group, and llustrate the
dizregard that the mid-Vicrorians felt for stylistic har-
mony. The choice of sandstone and thirteenth-century
Gothic for the Crypr Building was made to harmonise
with the medieval undercroft over which it was budlr.
Since High Victorian Gothic wat Penson's strongest
stvle, 1t 15 his most successful work im Chester.
However, the building was not without its crivics, for
the Vernacular Revaval lobby had become strong. The
Chester Chromicle, taking sides in the battle of the siyles,
supported the design.

Fig 124 Gods Providence Howse, § Witergate Srect, bofore (Teft) and after (right) the ‘restoramen’ of 1862
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Fig 125 Browns' Crypr Building, Thonras Penson, 1857,
destgmed to complenrent the medieval indercroft voer wlrich
ir stamds (RCHME © Croton Copyright)

We cannot agree with those who withhold
commendation because the Crypt Buildings are
supposed to be our of character, simply because
they are ot mber buildings. The remains of
ancient buildings in Chester are mostly so, but
they are of a later date: and the very Crypt from
which this edifice takes its nume and which is
the only part of the orginal building sdll
remaining, indicates a style and date to which a
timber superstructure could not be appropriate,
burt with which the present building strictly har-
monizes (MMass Observation 1947, 800,

There is no medieval source for the design, just as
Penson's half-timbered buildings lacked scholarship;
but if the architect was unaware of the contemporary
work of the Vernacular Revivalist, George Devey,
he was far from ignorant of the leading Gothic
Revivalists, for his design for Browns recalls the
Liniversity Museum, Oxford, of 1855-60 by Deane
and Woodward, and the abortive competition entey of
1857 by George Gilbert Scott for the Foreign Office
(Dixon and Muthesius 1978, 159, 161).

By the late 1850s the southern side of Eastgate
Street had become the best situation for retailers, and
commanded the highest rents. The north side of the
street remained, by comparison, relatvely undeveloped.
D this side the Dark Eow was notorious for prostitu-
tion and rowdiness, and when Messes Dixon and

Fig 126 Dixon and Wardells Chesrer Bank, 33 Eastgare
Srreer, George Williams, 1860 (ROHME © Crown
Coprrnphi)

Wardell, the proprictors of the Chester Bank, decided
in 1857 to build their prestigious headguarters ar the
junction with St Werburgh Street, they determined 1o
stop off the Row rather than run it through the new
building. In spite of public opposition to the proposed
enclosure, the bank was able to obtain approval from
the Improvement Committes by offering a swip of
adjoining land for widening St Werburgh Street,
together with land in MNorthgate Street”. The design of
the nmew building was also controversial. Ignoring the
disparaging remarks of the Archacological Sociery, the
Bank attempted to introduce a merropolitan character
to Chester, and in 1860 erected a monumertal classical
stone building, with a pediment and giant order of
Corinthian columns (Fig 126). It duly came in for
harsh criticism; Audsley (1821) describing it as
‘distinctly out of place in such a street”. The architect
of the new bank, George Williams, was a ¢ompetent
classical designer who put up large houses in both
Liverpool and the USA. The dominance of the
vernacular lobby is doubtless therefore responsible
for causing his subsequent buildings in Chester 1o be
half-timbered. These were 12 Eastgate Street, a tall
and fanciful building erected in 1861 for Messrs
Beckett and Co, drapers, and the adjacemt and con-
temporary Mo 10 (Fig 127)". For height, scale and
showiness, Williams' buildings owtdid those of his
fellow architects, and they mark the culmination of
the early phase of the Yernacular Revival. The next
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Fig 127 10 gnd 12 Easgare Sweeer, George Willian,
1861 (RCHME © Crown Coperighe)

generation of architects adopted a more scholarly and
disciplined approach.

By the 1860s the Vernacular Revival was becoming
a national sivle, George Devey shunned publicity, and
his buildings were not widely known. They were however
familiar to the voung London architects W E Nesficld
and K Norman Shaw, who introduced imo their own
projects elements denved from vernacular buildings of
the home counties (Samt 1976), Their work was widely
published, and it soon had an mmpact in Chester.
Before this the Chester architects had been developing
a truly local stvle; laver it became one part of a wider
MOVement.

Two loecal figures dominated the architectural scene
in Chester during the lamer part of the nineteenth
century:  Johm Douglas and Thomas Meakin
Lockwood, They were principal architects 1o Chester’s
major  landowners, the Grosvenors, Dukes of
Westminster, who held substantial property in the city
centre. Lockwood came to Chester as a pupil of
Penson, setting up his own practice in the early 1860s.
Following Penson's death in 1864, Lockwood became
the Grosvenors” favoured architect for their Chesrer
commissions. Like Penson he was brought up within
the Gothic tradition, but in Chester he wholeheartedly
adopted the burgeoning Vernacular Revval, His con-
rribution to the Rows i more significant than that of
any other single architect.

Lockwood™s first Row project was at 20 Bridge
Street, a pair of shops and houses erected for Mr Webb

Fig 128 20 Bridge Streer, the first Rote duilding by Thomas
Lockwood, 1873 (The Building News, 27 Sepranber 1872)

in 1873 (Fig 128", It has a tall symmetrical front with
a single gable and a rather suff arrangement of imber-
framing, Whilst the umbering has the insubstantial
look of the early Vernacular Revival buildings, in other
respects the building looks forward to the more mature
style of the late nineteenth century. The most striking
fearure 15 the pargetted coving to the oriel window, a
form of decoration which had been widely used by
Shaw and MNesfield.

Lockwood’s most famous Row building is 1 Bridge
Swreet, erected for the Ciry Council at The Cross in
1888, Ar precisely the same time he designed the
adjoining building, 2 Easigare Street, for the Duke of
Westminster (Harris 1979, 493 This building 15 bold
and simple, a four-storey symmerrical facade sur-
mounted by a broad gable, with jetres at each level.
But the timbers are heavier and more closely spaced
than in earlier buildings, and their surfaces are overlaid
with a rich display of carved and moulded ornament.
The decoration is dermved from Renassance rather
than Gothic sources: at once more scholary, but also
more inventive than the work of Penson and James
Harrison., At a glance it is hard to believe that | Bridge
Street was designed and built atr the same time, for the
height and scale are quite different. Bur v is that
contrast of scale, and the way the external elements are
arranged thar makes this corner so memarable (Fig
129, The essence of the composition is the tearment
of the skvline. The lower building has ar its centre &
favourite Lockwood device, a domed marrel nising
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Fir 129 Thomas Lockioood s buddivgs ar the correr of
Bridge Streer, 1REE (ROCHMIE ®
Croten Copyright)
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above the caves; whilst behind i, the aller building is
given greater height by the massive stone chimney with
its vertical shafts and prominent capping.

Four years laver the Duke gave Lockwood the
opportunity 1o rebuild the opposite corner of Bridge
Street”. The site was occupied by a number of separate
plots, and as with the Eastgate Street corner, the new
building was broken up to provide for a lively appear-
ance, It was achicved not only by a varted silhouente,
bast alse by mixing materials, for parts of the building
are faced in brick and stone and others are half-
timbered, the lamer forming stops or book-ends 1o
each side of the facade (Fig 1300, The decoration here
extends the wvocabulary of Renaissance motifs,
introduces elements of English Barogue in the form
and broken pediments, But
composition is inspired principally by comemporary
and MNorman Shaw's New Zealand
Leadenhall Street, London the
source of the ripartite oriel windows

Both these corner developments on Bridge Sereet
replaced modest seventeenth- and eighteenth-century
buildings. Whether they contained medieval under-
crofts or other historic fabric is not recorded, bug it is
a feature of Lockwood’s Row projects that all traces of
Conservation may

ill:l.lj

of scrolls the eclectic
buildings,

Chambers in are

garher ructures Were removed.,
have been ome of the aims of the Archaeological
Sociery, but Lockwood preferred the clean sweep. The
made all the ironic by

contradiction  is maore

fifi |

Fig 130 2-8 Bridpe Srreer, Thomas Lockeood for the Duke of Westminster, 1892 (RCHME © Crown Copyright)
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Lockwood's apparent antiquarian interests. He was a
tibliophile with an important book collection', and he
produced a booklet on Bridge Street, with John
Hewirr, for a meeting of the Foval Archacological
Institure, which records the interiors of many of the
buildings (Lockwood and Hewirt 1886].

One restoration project a0 the Rows which
Lockwood did undertake was ar Bishop Llovd's Palace,
bl Warergare Streer (Fig 13010, His chent was
Alderman Charles Brown, who, with his brother
William, ran the expanding haberdashery store in
Eastgate Street. In April 1899, a small party of local
dignitaries and members of the Archacological Society
visited the building ar Brown's ivitation 1o inspect i
prior to restoration'. Brown wold the party that there
was a danger of the building being sold 1o an American
syndicate and he had therefore stepped in and pur-
chased it himself for preservarion. The value of the
existing building was universally recognized, bt
Lockwood nonetheless comtrived major alterations
during the course of restoration. The lefi-hand gable
was rebuilt and made 1o line up with the right, the
cighteenth-century sashes were replaced by mullioned
windows, and one of the sallboards was removed 1o
make way for a new staircase from the steeer (Fig 131,
right). Whilst the imporant carved panels on the front
were retained, and the plaster ceilings and fireplaces
sensitively restored, Lockwood could mot resist adding
his own decorative embellishments in the form of

carved brackers with grotesque figures supporting the
wpper storeys ar Row level (Fig 178).

Both Lockwood and Brown played a parft in the
most far-reaching redevelopment scheme o affect
the Bows in the nineteenth cenfury, the rebuilding of
Shoemakers' Row, A picturesque group of mostly
seventeenth=-century properties on the west side of
Morthgate Street (Fig 132), the How was notoriows; it
was the subject of regular complaints from local people
for s tendency to attract low life and undesirable
behaviour, At the same time the narrowness of
."'4||:'1I1;:_-|h.' Street at this poant caused severg Conges-
von, particularly on market days. In 1877 the City
Council et up a special commuttes to consider ways of
improving the area, and Alderman Brown was elected
a member, At the first meeting on 23 Mav, the Town
Clerk was ordered to investigate the possibilicy of
acguiring 5t Peters Church with a view to pulling it
dowm', Thomas Lockwood was engaged vo advise the
committes, and with the survevor Robert Roberts, he
submitted eleven possible proposals for widening
MNorthgate Street S5ix imvolved demolishing the
church and Harmson'’s Mews Room, as well as
Shoemakers’ Row, and three proposed a new wide
thoroughfare running 1n a curve from Watergate Strect
to MNorthgate Swreet through what s now 5t Peter's
Churchyard, Their clear recommendation was to
demaolish the church so as 1o improve waffic flow at

The Cross, and o provide views of the Toon Hall

f'.J..'\,' 131 I:r]..l.ll.'-::lf‘: .lrJ'|:'.'|.|”'- Palage !‘-.'.'::.l'.:' |"II|','.‘__;'.| and alier |'r'|1'.|1.'_:' ‘restoraieon’ IR LRe T80 -H'{.!f.'l.f.!" O oo |.|':|_'.'rj:a'_|'.'r_i
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RCHME © Crown Copyrigh, from pring in CAS Library, Chester Arcliives)

from Eastgate Street. What is revealing s Lockwood's
ambivalent attitude to the Rows, for though he felt that
reinstating a Row within the new frontage buildings
would ‘perpetuate a picturesque and interesting
feature of the city’, he actually favoured a conventional
facade without Rows or even the
grounds that introducing Rows ‘may hamper resale of
the properiv.)

The Committes took a less commercial view and

Hn :|r-:uu|.|.'. Lla ]

asked that the “features of the Row' be preserved',
Their pn;'t-;rr\q'.,'. scheme wias a4 COmpromase :nx-u]‘.'in!:_
retention of the tower of 51 Perer’s and building a new
church 1o the west of the tower. The effect of this
scheme would have been o widen the street from
1% feer (5m) o a4 minimum of 78 feet (26m), and
Lockwond produced a perspective drowing showing
the new frontage which he descnbed as ']1u'.'i:|:|p. thi
general Chester character, but not all of exactly the
same style as it would naturally be built by several
owners who would use their own style and notions™,
Whilst this proposal never came about, Shoemakers'
Row was indeed ultimarely rebuilt in “the gencral
Chester characrer’ by several different owners, though
Lockwood himself was o take no further part in it
Whilst his scheme was publicly exhibated i 1878, a
resolution to proceed was never made, and in March
1881 the Morthgare Swreer Committes itself was
absolished ™.

From 1877, the Council had taken the opportunity
Lo acquire propertics in Shoemakers’ Row whenever the
occasion arose, and so had Charles Brown; and it was
he who ultmarely caused redevelopment to take place.
Brown was a prominent member of the City Club which
had taken over the premises of Thomas Harrison's
Commercial Mews Boom at 1 Morthgate Street. Having
acquired the adjacent plot, Brown submitted to the
City Council in 1894 a scheme for rebuilding to pro-
vide an cxtension to the club
County Surveyor, H W Beswick, whose firsr design for

Hiz architect was the

thie site mclhuded a Row, T he [|:|:|.|1:r|.|'|.'|.'1:|:||:|1'l Committes
however, stll secking a coordinated scheme for
Morthgate Street, requested that the shop under the Row
b abandoned and an arcade ar streer level be creaved.
The new frontage was required to line up wath the club,
In 1897, after much negotiation, Brown accepted these
changes”, but only on condition that compensation wirs
paid for the loss of a shop, and that the fronts of the
three adjoining buildings which were in the ownership
ol I|'|-c.' Couwnctl be demalished and set back to the zame
line, Thus the fate of the old buildings was sealed, and
over the next 12 yvears the whole strerch of Shoemakers”
Row was redeveloped.

The pattern of redevelopment corresponds closely
w2 proposal previously made by John Douglas in
1887 (Fig 133", Although the suggestion of running

an arcade through St Peter’s Church and the
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Frg 133 Proposals by Jolkn Dosplas for the nprovenent of Shoemakers' Row, 1387

Fig 134 Shoemakers” Rots, Northpare Sereer (photograph RCHME © Crowen Copyright) )
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Commercial Mews Room was not carried our, his half-
timbered design for the new Shoemakers’ Bow was
very much as executed (Figs 134 and 171", The first
new bulding 1o be erected in Shoemakers” Row was
21-23 Morthgare Streer for Alderman  Brown,
Designed by Beswick, it is dated on the front elevation
1897 and inscribed with Brown's initials™. Only
Brown's new building at 3 Northgate Soreet, erected in
18989, fails to follow the timber-framed tradition,
being pebble-dashed within a broad rimber framework
Behind the jettied upper sporey of this building, and it
by coloured glass, was a new dining room for the mem-
bers of the City Club, an interior which was inspired
by the hall of the Leche House in Watergate Street
From his study of the Leche House, Beswick came to
understand the medieval wwn howse lavour, and his
facade to the tall City Club dining reom is expressed as
if it were chamber and aric, thus consciously reflecting
the scale and rhythm of pre-classical Row buildings.

Douglas designed several of the new buildings in
Shoemakers” Row, In 1899 he purchased 5, 7, and 9
Morthgate Street from the Councl and developed the
site himself, He destgned Mos 11 and 13 for | F Densen
and Sons, and he may also have been responsible for
No 19%, When the Council acquired MNos 27-31, the
corner property to the Market Square, Douglas was
appointed as archatect for the new building, which was
erected in 19027,

Douglas” designs are recognisable by a strong sensg
of craftsmanship and a sensitivity 1o marterials. This is

Fig 135 Detadd of 5-9 Nowhpare Sireet, designed and
developed by Tohn Douglas for the smprovement of
Shoemakers' Kowo, 1887 (RCHME © Crowon Coperaghe)

: LT B
AN adlinm

e

Frig 136 38 Bridge Sereer, Jokn Douglas for the Duke of
Weseminster, 18R7 (ROCHME © Croeen Copvright)

especially true of his woodwork which is always metic-
ulously detaled (Fig 172). Unlike his colleagues in
Cheshire, he had first hand expericnce of building
crafis, having learned carpentry in the workshop of his
father, a country builder, before he became the pupil
of E G Paley, the Lancaster church architect. The
frontages of 5-9 Morthgare Street are a virtuoso dis-
play of the versanlity of timber, their heavy bressumers
and bargeboards carved with delicate Gothic cusping
and trailing foliage (Fig 133). In his contemporary
scheme for the east side of St Werburgh Strecr,
Douglas broke up the long frontage mto a series of
separate units, cach with its own identity, It was a tech-
nigque that suited the narrowness of the street and the
ablique viewpoints of the passer-by. But the irregular
rhyvthm is contained by a unifing styliste language,
a common repertodre of materdals and details, so that
picturesque diversity 15 combined with visual order.
This was not achieved so successfully in Northgate
Street. Douglas ser standards with the buildings that
he designed, bur he had no controlling interest, and
the other architects lacked his sensitivity,

One of the other architects involved with
Shoemakers' Row was Douglas’ pupil James Strong,
who designed Nos 15-17 built in 1909 10 seplace the
Crosas Keys Inn™. A comparizon with the adjoining
Douglas frontages reveals a lack of stylistic fluency and
an over-fussy composition, The semicircular oriels
with their elaborately carved cusping are repeared by
Strong in his fire station bullding further up Morthgare
Streer. Also seemingly by Strong 3 No 25 which was
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Fig 137 55 Bridge Sreeer, devigned by Thoanas Edwards,
1889 {RUHME © Crowesr Copyright)

refaced ¢ 19147, Photographs of ¢ 1910 show an earlier
Vernacular Revival frontage which had been buil
forward of the new sireet ling; the replacement fromt
was set back™,

Although responsible for a huge number of buidldings
in the Chester area during his long career, Douglas
contributed only one true Row building, 38 Bridge
Street (Fig 136). This was crected for the firse Duke
of Westminster in 1897% The design follows the
medieval pattern of a stone undercroft (here ar sreet
lewel}, with a nmber-framed superstruciure, The Row
frontage is divided into three bays by octagonal posts
supporting a jettied wpper storey, The timbers are
heavily ornamented with Gothic tracery patterns
giving the surfaces a richness which was especially
appealing to nineteenth-century Lase.

A more shadowy figure is W M Boden (Hubbard
1991, 207, 229). A pupil of T M Penson, he was the
designer of two buildings in Bridge Streerz Nos 3-7,
ecrected in 18890-90; and Mo 49, erected in 18591%.
Both buildings are stmilar in appearance, each having
a half-timbered upper storey with a bnck facade below.
The Row is protected by a shallow lean-to roof which
is cut into by the canted bays of the storey above. R W
Boden, presumably his son, designed 12-14 Northgare
Street, erected ¢ 1912, and probably also 16 Northgate
Street”. Both these buildings are black and whate from
top (o botwom, but are of hitthe distinction.

Another architect who developed the black and
white style with enthusizsm was Thomas Edwards,
Together with his parmer W H Eelly, Edwards vook

over James Harrison's practice on his death in 1866,
Edwards was responsible for 55 Bridge Street, built as
an art gallery for David Sherratt in 1880 (Fig 137", It
has an exuberant facade, incorporating jemying, carved
timber panels in the manner of Bishop Llovd's Palace,
and a statue of Charles 1. But the umbering of both
Edwards' and Boden’s buildings lacks the assured
handling of a Douglas design, and has the look of
applied parvern-making rather than an integraved
clement of the structure,

An assistant of John Douglas, belonging o an
carlier generation, was Edward Hodlkinson, He had a
career with the Grosvenor Estate before joming the
Douglas office, and designed extensions to Saighton
Grange on the Eaton estate for the second Marguis
of Westminster in 1861 (Hubbard 1991, 206, 228;
de Figueiredo and Treuhers 1988, 159). He resided
in a part of the remarkable seventeenth-century
Mainwaring House (Fig 102) on Watergate Street until
its demoliion in 18517, and was responsible for the
terrace of howses built for the timber merchants, Dixon
and Myers, which replaced it (Hewimt 1887, 36-7).
Hodkinson was no pioneer fimber-frame revivahst, and
his new houses were in a utilitarian Tedor Bevival sevle,
with brick gables and large plate-glass windows, He
adopted a similar style for his other Row commissions
before joining Douglas: 13 Bridge Srreet, erected in
1861 for Mr Ewen, hosicr®, and 3741 Bridge Street,
of 1864 for the second Marquis and fiest occupied by
Beckett Brothers”. He was also responsible for a building
erected in 1863 at 33-35 Bridge Steeet (Fig 138}, which
was later to be replaced by the controversial
5t Michael's Row building. This development received
o good deal of attention, for when the site was cleared,
substantial Roman remains were discovered (Brushfield
1871). Redevelopment gave the opportunicy to excavate
part of the impressive Roman bath houwse; and this was
the first serious archaeological investigation carried out
i Chester, although littde was retmned i nim.

As a rule, the reconstruction work of previous
centuries had been far less destructive of older fabric.
The eighteenth-century refacing and internal modern-
isation had ofien been carried out without affecting
medieval undercrofts. By conmrast, few ninetgenth-
century Bow properties retain ancient stonework, One
of the most serious losses was at 12 Eastgare Street, the
premises of Messrs Becketts unail its destruction in
1861, A proposal to demolish the vaulted undercrof
came 1o the amention of the Archacological Sociery
carly in 1861, whereupon they sent a plea o the
company asking that it be retained (PCAS 1863, 405).
At the subsequent meeting it was reported thar Mr
Beckett had instructed his architect, George Williams,
to save the undercrofi, but during the works it
‘unavoidably’ collapsed and all was destroyed (FOAR
1863, 4107, Although a crude drawing was made of the
undercroft, no accurate survey was ever carried out.

This event was criticised by John Hewitt, whose
article in the Journal of the Archacological Society of
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Fig 138 Early photagraph of the easr s .-I’H-.-..'L'; Srreety the prornment buidnng o
by Edward Hodldnson, 1863 (RCHME © Cromen Coprerighi)

1887 was the first scholardy amemypr to explain the origins
of the Rows. He was also the first o condemn the
reconstruction of God™s Providence House, which he
descnbed as potable *no1 20 much for s well-knowsn
legend, nor s dated and inscribed beam, as for the
unsatisfactory manner in which it has been restored’.

This opinton was repeated in the 1890 volume of the
Torrnal, where a photograph of the house “before
restoration” was included as a fronuspiece (Fig 1.24).
The same volume published the first criticism of the
fashion for half-timbering, by Edward Hodkinson,
whose long career allowed him a less prejudiced wiew
of the architecture of the eighteenth century, “lt 138
much to be regretted’, he wrote, “that our fne old
houses..... should not be restored in the spirit of their
onginal design’, remarking on the CHd White Bear Inn
n Lower Bridge Street whene thic l;-\.‘ln;.:ml'l front had

been pamted a black and whire patiern in imitation of

tmberwork, and u.|.|..‘|1|:'.!!.= ‘it is almost incredible that
such a paece of vandalism should rake ]"Iih.'l\.' in Chester’
(PLAS 1890, 324),

Half-timbering in paint has never deceived, and
thin planks applied to a brick or rendered wall i the
fashion of present day speculative house bullders are
no better, The structural approach o nincteenth-cen-
tury half-timbering in Chester took many differem
fiorms. Traditional methods of frame construction were
no widely understood by Victoman architects, and

iy fonr .._'..'ll'."r- togtd MWog 33-35 desigmred

alterations to sixteenth- and '-I."-i.'I'Ill:I.'I'I[E'.-L'L'l'I['JEF
butldings were often carried out with disregard for his-
torical accuracy, For the facades of their new buildings,
the leading Vernacular Revival acchitects generally
used load-bearing brickwork as backing o a timber
frame, somebunes |::|I::r-.'-.:|'.:|.i11;.: ateehwork o achieve
wider spans and jetmang [t was a pragmanc method
which exploited new technology whilst giving the
appearandse af traditional construction. But the |_|_'|:11..
scale, spindly proportions and strwctural daring of
many of the |:'\-|.|1|.||:'.|.:~\. could not have been achieved |."'[.'
use of oak and plaster infill alome.

The architect who was finally to make a deter-
mined, though in the end unsuccesstul, stand agonst
the strait-jacket of the Vernacular Revival was W T
Lockwond. With his brother, ' H Lockwood, he had
taken over the thriving practice established by their
father, and, for a perod, they continued 1o enjoy the
patronage of the Grosvenor family. The building in

question was 31-35 Bridge Streer, which includes 5
Michael's Row (Fig 153), which 15 a tvpical Edwardian
shopping arcade, not a true Chester Row. The design
of this |:u'.|d:|r|.!.: wis to be a canse céldbre which imvolved
Westminster in considerable
controversy and expense, Pans for the redevelopment
of Hodkinson's building of 1863 came before the
Improvement Commitree in June 1909"%, The scheme
was approved, bur, noting that the front elevaton was

the u.'._'-.‘-rl._‘l Diuke of
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Frg 139 Extenr of Rowe rebuilding during the ninercenth wind roatieth condurtes (basie mappang data © Crowen Copyright)
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o be of faience, the committes nstructed the Town
Clerk to write to the Duke urging that i1 be changed o
half~<timbering, “in harmony with the characreristic
architecture of the city', Similar peritons were pre-
sented by the Archaeological Society and the Bishop of
Chester, At first the Duke ook no notice, replying that
thie matter was in the hands of Trustees in London and
that they had decided not o erect a timber front as it

would require repainting every three vears at a cost of

L1507

Construction started early in 1910, and by the mid-
dle of September the white and gold tled facade, “The
White Citv® as it became popularly known, had
reached its full height (Fig 14007, It provoked a lively
correspondence in the local newspaper. Cenrral to the
argument that developed was the merit of the new
building and it sunability 1w Chester’'s Rows; all but
James Wilhams, a member of the Archacological
Socety, dishked . Williams, by conrrast, felt the style
was unimportant, and chose rather o lambast the
Corporation and the people of Chester for allowing the
destruction of ancient buildings such as the old
Shoemakers' Row, Lamb Row and the medieval city
gates. In reply to the extablished view thar only hali-
timbered baldings were sumtable for Cheseer, he retorted

wowhen we see the wruly cosmopolitan sovles of
architecture now 0 general, we may congraiu-
late ourselves upon the varied sovles used in the
bulldings in Chester. Whar soft of a place would

Fog 140 The orgrnal whire and gold facade of the S
Michael's Row building, 31-35 Bridge Streer, 1910-11
phorsgraph from privare collection)

it look like if only one style of architeciure was
adopted? We should be appalled with the same-
ness. In our antiquarian researches ler us not
curselves become antigquated. Whilst preserving
the ancient-the old features—-let us use the new
stvles also, and prosperity will bless us®,

This was a very different message from that which the
Archaeological Sociery had promoted 50 vears before,

But the majority view gained support as the buld-
ing progressed, and early in March 1911 a further pete-
tien was made 1o the Duke. He had already noted the
correspondence in the Chester Chroniicle and, sensitive
to the public critcism his new building was receiving,
made a vigit of inspection. Afier consulung his mother,
Countess Grosvenor, he summoned the architect, and
also the contracror, John Mayers, and told them tha
whilst he admired the building, he had decided to have
the tled facade raken down and replaced i half-
timber, The cost of reconstruction was cstimated at
L4000 and was vo be charged 1o his personal account”,

The Dukes decision was greeted enthusiastically by
the Chromicle, and the Improvement Committée
imstructed the Town Clerk 1o express their best thanks
for the ‘public spirit shown by His Grace in undertak-
ing the alteration,™* It was reported thar the new facade
was that which Lockwood had originally proposed, but
thas 15 unlikely, for when completed the building had
considerably increased in size. An exira bay was added
to each side, wwolving the demolition of two further

Feg 141 The half-rimbered facade of vhe 51 Michael’s Ko
fueilding toas the reswlt of public pressare (RCHME (
Croton Copyrigh)
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Fig 142 Easipare Sweer i the late nineteench century the Wrnacular Revvoal budldings, all by Penson, are (from left po

right) the Grosvenar Howel, Mr Flait’s shop and the Browni " departinent store extension. The stuces budding on the exirame

right 15 phe Bropons” original store. (The Hlomarth-Loowes Coflection, cowrtesy of the Boval Comemniigron on the Historical

Mosnennents of Englanda)

properties, and the height was also increased. Work
srarted powards the end of March, and soon an adver-
tisement appeared 1o the Chronicle dravang attention
to a ‘quantity of Dwoulton High-class CARRARA
CERAMIC BLOCES... just taken down from some
new buildings, and suitable for re-crection as froni
elevarion™™, It is not known where they ended up

On completion in August 191 1, the new design met
with much approval. Yet, whilst the “White City'
facade was undoubredly an incongruous Nsernion in
the middle of Bridge Street, the same could be said
about the mew fronrage oo, I heght, its reperitious
character, and its overall scale are quite alien o the
irregular sereet facades of Bridge Street, and the E-plan
layout expressed o the symmetrical elevation seems
inappropriate to an urban sewing (Fig 141). The bulk-
iness of the building 15 emphasised by the lack of a
satisfactory relationship berween the street level and
the Aoors above, for the faience facing was retained at
the base. The white tiled ground floor, wogether with
the How and the elegant arcade behind it (Fig 153),
now stand a3 a remunder of the brief appearance of this
notorious bullding

This was the last major building to be erected in the
Rows for more than 50 years. The Yictorian redevel-

opment of Eastgare Smeer, Morthgate Sireet and
Bridge Street had transformed a nuclews of modest
domestic brick and tumber buildings into a shopping
centre of metropolitan appeal (Fig 142). The new
buildings, whatever the style, were higger; they had
extra storeys and, by combining plots, they were often
wider too, In the 1850s and 1860%, the upper levels
provided accommodation for the shopkeepers and
somcrimes for their staff; later they were designed as
offices or additiona) retail space. No longer were Row
buildings occupied as town houses by the families who
erected them. In contrast to the enclosure of Bows
which took place in the eighteenth century, the Row
system largely survived its rransformation to a modern
shopping ¢entre; indeed it was a major factor in
Chesvers appeal. Excepr for Shoemakers' Row, a
eeplacement section of Row walkway was included in
all the new buildings, Furthermore, opportunities were
taken to make the Row more convenient and safer
According wo T M Lockwood, when buildings were
replaced, the walkway levels were évened out so that
steps and slopes were climinated (Brushfield 1895,
3241, a1 process which had been going on at least singe
1844 when the Assembly ordered “Thar the owners
and occupiers of property shall not alver the level of the



9: THE VERNACULAR REVIVAL 129

Frg 143  Eardy plicrograph of Bridge Soeeer Boww Bast
{ROCHME © Crown Coparight)

Rows wathout the consent of the Councl™. Cealhng
heights in the Rows were increased to give a lighter and
maore salubrious character (Fig 143}, and the levels of
the stalls were often maised vo allow more headroom for
the entrances o undercrofis. Redevelopment also
" ol
1 i

™
w
-

provided the oppormunity for replacing staircases link-
mg the Bow wath the sireet, and many petinons wers
made to form new sets of steps.

In conerast with these improvemnents to the fashion-
able public face of the Rows, the nineteemth century
saw the continued build-up of the backland areas into
a congested network of workshops and residential
courtvards (Fig 144). These were often accessible only
via narrow passageways leading from the Rows. Court
building, begun in the cighteenth century and acceler-
ated during the rapid population expansion after 1800,
was largely halied by the 1845 Chester Improvement
Act, But the congested courts thrown up behind
Warergate Strect and the west side of MNorthgate street
provided cheap lodgings for in-migrants and poor fam-
ilies, A report in the Chesrer Chroercle n 1879
described how once grand houses had

.become crowded tenements, and back gar-
dens once fourishing with the rose and
jesspmine are covered with gloomy cottages and
threaded with labyrinthine alleys upon which
sqqualor, poverty, dirt and despair settle down
like a thick November fog. Delapidation and
decay are everywhere apparent, and the spectacle
presented by these back courts 1s neither
more nor less than a spectacle of Chester in
ruins!®

)

Fig 144 Plan shocoing buddings cramnred belind the i fromages, Warergare Rete South (Reproduced from the 1872
Crrduance Survey miafp)
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This decay was symptomatic of changing patterns of
use and occupation. In a few cases enement buildings
were erected at the same tme as the Row building on
tr which they backed; more commonly they replaced
outbuildings demolished when the familics whe owned
the premises moved out”. The relatonship between
the showy frontage buildings and the labyrinth of
insanitary courtyard development behind mirrored the
inequalities in Victorian society.

As a result of commercial rebuilding there was also
a growing contrast between the prosperous and the
decaying arcas of the Rows. Rateable values in Eastgate
Street, Bridge Street, and MNorthgate Sirect increased,
whilst those in Lower Bridge Street and Watergate
Street declined. In the former streets the number of
separate business premises decreased, squeezed out by
larger, more successful shops; im the latter, property
became increasingly divided, occupied by small,
marginal businesses requiring cheap accommaodanion.

Althvough in the rwenticth century the pace of
change in Chester was initially slower, investment in
prime Row baildings continued: rpetail areas were
extended, shop windows enlarged, and display cases
erected on the sullbeards (Fig 143). As in the nine-
reenth cemury, Browns set the wend. In a series of
improvements carried our from 1910, they converted
their premises from a shop catering for wealthy and
cutablished customers into an emporium for the casual
shopper, where, in the words of an advertsement of
1910, ‘Ladies are assured of full freedom in visiting our
showrooms, and are under no obligation vo purchase.”
(Mass Observation 1947, 182). The upper floors,
where formerly the siaff had lived — male assistants on
one side, female on the other - were converted inuo

additional perail space, and a new plate-glass frontage
was imstalled at Row level vo attract the passer-by. The
aim was convenience, and the Fows, with their natural
protection from the weather, made for a highly conve-
nient mode of shopping.

Browns' rival, the depantment store of Richard
Jones, was also expanding. Their premises ar 9-13
Eastgate Street had been designed by T M Lockwood
in 1900 in typical Vernacular Revival manner™, This was
an unpromising site for a large store, since the shop
wias bisected by the Dark Row, The oniginal premises
only comprised the two central bays; but Lockwood's
sons attempied o give It a more imposing look by
adding the two flanking sections with their octagonal
cupolas, the left side in 1915 and the right ¢ 1930,

In national terms the use of half-umbering had by
the 1920s become an anachronism, The style had been
pirated and debased by the speculative house-builder,
and most architects had long singe wrned back o the
classical tradition for their sources, In Chester however
the Yernacular Bevival lived on, Although the style had
maostly lost direction, one of the <n’s best timber-
framed buildings, the former District Bank on the cormer
of Foregate Strect and Frodsham Street, designed by
Francis Jones, dates from 1921%, In the Rows,
Penson's pionesring shop and house for Mr Plate at 40
Eastgate Street was demolished in 1912 1w make way
for W T Lockwood’s three-gabled facade for Messes
Bollands”. At 8 Morthgate Street a umbered front of
the 1930s masks a lat-roofed steel-framed building, s
gable propped up like a stage set. As late as the 1960s
the facade of Woolworths former premises at 43
Eastgate Street was reconstructed in half-timber™.
Modernism did not touch the Rows uniil very recently.



10 Postscript - renewal and conservation

The 19305 and 405 saw little change o the Row
frontages, but growing concern for decent housing
conditions led to dramatic restructuning of the back-
land areas. With the introduction of the 1936 Housing
Act, the process of slum clearance began, and the
dense nerwork of ninetcenth-century courtyard hous-
img that existed behind the Watergate Rows was con-
demned'. In one order, confirmed in 1938, 286 people
were dispossessed and offered new accommedanon at
the Lache Estate om the periphery of the city'.
Followang demaolition of the back courts, reads were
driven theough the ancient plots, allowing access to the
rear of the Watergare Street proporties at Row level.

Chester's post-war “Plan for Redevelopment”, drawn
up by Charles Greenwood, the City Engincer and
Surveyor, in 1945, aimed at a balance between maodern-
sation and preserving historic buildings. The priorities
were seen as tackling poor housimg and wraffic
congestion, but emphasis was also placed on safe-
guarding Chester's historic character. Greenwood drew
attention o the poor condition of Row propertics in
Watergate Swreet, noting approvingly that the Ciry
Council had been purchasing problem buildings with a
view to restoring them., Bun conservation was not then
a popular ssue, and Watergate Stecet was 1o decline a
good deal further before the climate of opinion
changed.

For Greenwood, the Rows had another dimension;
they offered a model for the future, and in his plan for
redeveloping Frodsham Street he suggested the
creatton of a new Row nerwork (Greenmwoond 1045,
50-11, Twin-level streets were 1o become a fashionable
concept for wen planners in the 19605 Whilst 1w
some, Chester’s Bows were seen as a prototype, the
purpose of the rwenticth-century elevated wallways
was purely to scgregate podestrians from traffic. The
syatems bricfly and misguidedly imposed on Liverpoo]
and Manchester ar that time envisaged a safe environ-
ment for shoppers at the upper level, with the streets
below given over entirely to motor vehicles, In Chester
it 15 quite different, for more than half of the trade is
conducted at street level. This was a disunction
acknowledged by George Grenfell Baines of Building
Diesign Parmnership, whose Chester: a pla for the cemral
area was published in 1964, The possibility of throwing
bridges across the sireets to link the Rows together was
explored in the plan, bur then dismissed because the
bridges would have needed w0 be considerably higher
than the Row level to allow vehicles to pass beneath
them. Mevertheless, Grenfell Baines did propose a
bridge at the southern end of Bridge Street How, and
anather close to the Cross in Watergare Street. The for-
mer was intended o be a lighvweight glazed structure
enclosing & restaurant whach, it was argued, would
form a new gateway to the nner city, A more realistc

proposal was 1o bridge over Goss Street, Commonhall
Street and Pierpoint Lane, three narrow side streets
which broke the continuity of the Rows; and in time
these bridges were constructed.

The early 19605 was a time of rapid change, and
once again the Rows had 1o adapt o the pressures of
commerce, The construction of the Grosvenor shop-
ping precinet behind the Bridge Street and Eastgate
Rows implanted 72 new shop units in the heart of the
city, and reinforced the Cross as the retail focus, Iis
links with the Row system greatly extended the existing
network of covered shopping areas. Meanwhile in
Watergate Street a number of ambatious redevelopment
schemes took shape,

The speed of demolition and rebuilding in the ciry
centre at this ome allowed scamt opporunity for
recording old structures, and major archacological and
architectural features were lost, During the erection of
the Grosvenor shopping céntre, important sections of
the Roman baths were destroved, whilst in Watergate
Street a medieval undercroft was lost to make way
for Refuge House, There were articles in the local press
criticising the neglected state of the ¢ty centre and
questioning  the Council’s development plans’, One
of the most contentious issues was the proposal w
demaolish the Blue Bell, 63-63 Northgate Street, which
the Council had allowed to fall into disrepair because
it was in the way of a road improvement, It was in the
fight to save this building that the Chester Civic Trust
was founded.

Just as the Archacological Society had influenced
the course of Chester’s Row architecture in the nine-
teenth century, so the Civie Trust was to play a similar
role in the twentieth, During the early 19605, Grenfell
Baines was the city’s architectural consultant and both
he and the Civic Trust were invelved in selecting a
building to fill the notorious ‘gap’ site at 55-61
Watergate Street, The properties on this site were
amongst those which the Council had purchased for
renovation, but no works were done, and by the lawe
19505 they had fallen into such poor repair that they
were demolished as dangerous structures (Fig 1450,
This left an unsightly and inconvenient gap in the Row,
When redevelopment was proposed, the Civic Trust
suggested an architectural competition be held, and
called for a ‘lively buillding completely in the style of
our own time, to add to the existing jumble of styles™,
The Council agreed and a competition was staged with
Grenfell Baines as assessor. The swocessful archivects
were Bradshaw, Fowse and Harker of Liverpool, and
their completed building wath its flac roofs, horizental
windows and finish of rough board-marked concrete
was indeed a product of its nme (Fig 146). It also
revived the debate over how best o fit new buildings
into Chester's historic streets,
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Fig 145 55-61 Wirergate Srreer before demolivion i the
fare TS50 (ol photograpl RECHME © Crowen Coparight:
comparre 1Y )

On this ssue the Civic Trust and Grenfell Baines
were in accord. The Trust praised the Council for
appointing “an architect known to have the courage o
prefer the bald modern design to the safe compromise
solution’, and hailed the winming scheme as showing
thar ‘providing new buildings are kept in scale with
thieir older neighbours, stvle 15 o bar to a harmonious
blending of ald and new™. But a later project at 42-48
Morthgate Srrect divided them, This was a scheme
by Harry 5 Fairhurst of Manchester to replace the
picturesque half-rimbered premises of Clemence's
Restaurant. Surprisingly there was no dissension over
the demolition, an indication that the Vernacular
Revival had finally had s day, but Farrhurst's design
for a new four-storey office building was less universally
accepted, Grenfell Baines was a keen supporter, but
the Trust eriticised 1t for being considerably taller than
the adjoining premises, and for its facing of smoath
concrere and green glass panels. Some minor changes
were made oo the design, but on completion of the
building in 19464, the Trust wrote cntically w the
Clronicle of s effect on the character of MNorthgate
Streer and questioned why the Council had not insisted
on a Row being incorporated®.

Another controversial scheme which was backed by
the Council’s architectural advizer was the redevelop-
ment in 1970 of Messrs Astons’ premises at 14-20
Watergare Sreeer. Ax first the architects, W Camphbell
and Son of Hanley, proposed to take down all the
existing Row frantage bulldings including the eighteenth-

Fig 146 35-A1 Warergare Seeer, by Bradvhan, Rotes and
Harter of Liverpoal; the result of an architecteonal compegi-
tan af the carly D60 (RCHME © Crotn Copiargh)

century town house at the corner of Goss Streer (Fig
147}, and replace them by a concrete-framed structure
with curtain-wall glazing. After much debarte, it was
agreed that the corner building should be rebuilt in
replica, though using modern bricks, whilst the rest of
the frontage was clad in concrete and slage™.

A more positive approach to the conservation of
historic buildings emerged after the publication in
1968 of Donald Insall's report, Chester: a snady i
emiservatioi. 115 survey of Row propertics revealed
serious physical decay and widespread disuse, with
some 90 buildings needing repair. Insall warned thart
there were Row buildings *..where the mantle of
prosperity is only skin deep. The mask could mel
away with surprising speed if the underlying symptoms
of decoy are not soon remedied’ (Insall 1968, 126)
The remedies proposed were a phased programme
af repairs: bringmg upper floors inte use; a series of
enviconmental improvements; and a bemer system of
everyday maintenance, Amongst the proposed
improvement schemes were the pedestrianisarion of
Watergare Street, and, strangely, the redevelopment
of Lockwoods commer building to the south west of
the Cross to make way for a bridge over Watergate
Strect (Insall 1968, 129,

The programme of repairs began with the Durch
Houses, 22-26 Bridge Street. This was a complex
scheme involving four separate ownerships, three of
which the Council was obliged o purchase o0 a5 o
ensure a comprehensive restoration. The whole facade
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Fig 147 18-20 Warergare Srreer m T96Y; thes facade toas
rebrile dxr replica e folloeeing year [RUAHME © Groen
Coprvriginr)

wias taken down and rebailt, and much of the structural
timberwork was replaced by steel, Another early project
wis the repair of Bishop Llowd’s Palace and s conver-
sion to public meeting rooms and a fag (Figs 90 and 917,
As Chesters Conservation Gonsultant, Donald Insall
himself ook on many projects. Most notable was his
restoration of the Falcon, & Lower Bridge Street, which
was on the verge of collapse (P 10 and 11a). The prioe-
ity buildings tackled at the stan of the programme were
often in an advanced state of decay, and the scale of
restoraton was sometimes heavy, as at the Dutch Howses,
In other cases buildings had deterioraved 1w such an
extent that rebuilding a replica was the chosen solution,
as at 34-42 Lower Bridge Swreet. But in the main,
repairs have been, and sull continue to be, carmed our
carefully and conservatively, using traditional matenals
and vechmiques (Chester City Councal 1986,110-111],

Only one completely new Row bualding has been
erecied 1n the past 200 vears, at 12 Watergate Streer”,
This replaced a two-storey roofed structure of
UNPrepossessing appearnnee, the demohinon of which
was uncontested because of an unfortunate fmlure 1o
recognise that it contained archacological material of
considerable interest, including thirteenth-century
tumber-framing above an earlicr undercroft (Ward
19&8). The architect of the replacement building,
Robin Clayton, adoepted the prevaling sparl of contex-
tualism and drew on clements of Chester's histonic
street architeciure 1o produce an eclecuc gabled tacade
with sash windows ser in brickwork, and a central

pediment surmounted by a large ball findal, A more
far-reaching scheme (1993-5), involved the block of
buildings on the corner of Eastgate and Northgate
Streets”. This project, by the Biggins Sargent Partnership,
invadved the total replacement of the corner properties,
other than the facades, and was designed o increase
trading at Fow level, The dismal characver of the Dark
Row had long deterred public use of this area, and the
scheme involved introducing new shopfronts ar Row
level and remaoving elements of the nineteenth-cenury
frontages to create stalls beroeen the Row and Eastgare
Srreet. It was the first significant expansion of the Row
sysiem for many vears

The Ciry Council continues to act as the guardian of
the Rows. The principle of public access is strenuously
maintained, licences have to be obtained for all
obstructions o the Rows and stalls, and owners pay an
annual rent for every showcase, sign or display of goods
despite the fact that these are on their own private
property

It is a mark of their adaptability that the Rows have
survived so long. Their evolution has reflected ever-
changing parterns of habitation and trade, and over the
past two centuries the pressures for change have never
bheen greater. The medieval Bow house evolved as a
multi-use building, in which the family would hve,
work, trade and socialise. The strong local tradition of
antiguarianism, which arose in the mud-nineteenth
century  and continued to influence archiectural
thoughe and practice in Chester well into the twentieth,

Fig [48  Reswrgrion in progress ar phe Durch Howses,
22-26 Bridee Streer, during vhe 19708 [phowgraph i
Cohester Cary Canirmerl)
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was cssentially romantic. Victorian architects lavished
attention on the facades of their buildings, incorporaring
the How skilfully anto their historicst designs. Bur
behind the facade stood 2 modern commercial building,
its plan unrelated to the form of the medieval town
house, the spirit of which they sought o revive, Even
when restoring ancient buildings, they showed scant
regard for the napure of the interiors, apart from the
celebrated stome undercrofts or ‘cryps’, There were
exceptions: Lockwood's restoration of Bishop Lloyd's
Palace, and the survival of the remarkable interior of
thi: Leche House are evidence of scholarly apprecintion,
The ninetcenth-century galleried halls av 14 and 26

Eastgate Street and 11 Bridge Street also show an
understanding of the original town house plan, but the
gradual change in the use and occupation of Row
buildings prevents accurate restoration of their domestic
interiors. The nineteenth and twentieth centuries have
seen the Rows adapted solely for mrading, their upper
storeys unused and often neglecred. Now this complex
system of ancient buildings provides retail space for a
wide range of local shops, chain stores and multiples,
but they remain largely unoccupied outside trading
hours. The challenge for the furure is not only to conserve
the ourward form of the BEows, but 1o give them back
their medieval vitalicy.






Appendix A: Notes on some of the property
and building terms found in the medieval

records of Chester
by A Thacker and ¥ Laughton

For the early medieval period any study of property
'.'l.ll.1|l,1‘il’!“ in Chester 15 i.1‘|¢:'.'i.1u.1;'|l'_|.' basied upkan xu:n'i'r'ma;
deeds, The earlicst date back to the pwelfth century and
they become more numerows in laler centuries,
although there are no long series of deeds referring to
the same property. The records of the ciy's Portmote
court provide additional information from the 12608 For
the fificenth cenmury these sources can be supplemented
by material from the Mayors' Books and from the few
surviving records of the murengers and the treasurers,

Burgagium

In a wwn such as Winchester, the verm “burgage’
referred to the form of tenure rather than the property
i held I:_H.-u-e:nl.r 14985, [, l':I-F}; i hold h:..' hu:rg,ap;l.- Wik
tor paiy the pablon or gable-rent (Tait 1936, 99 a7). In
Chester the word may generally have had similar force,
simee it occurs relatvely rarely in the surviving deeds,
despite the fact that from late Saxon times the city s
krown 1o have r:unl::l'm.:r] E'HJI'E-I.!HcH hl:rH'lng h:..' hu.rpg,n:
tenure {'I"Jm.:k..f, fl.'r:|‘1.|"|-:'!|.'|-:r!|!||'|.‘|.g]. It one CAsE, huwl:ucr,
the term clearly does denote a property in one of the four
main sreeets. In o deed of 1313, Amicia, widow of
Rﬂnulph P-l'.:::k, E'ili!.'!-l.::l!l of ﬂh-l.rﬂ'lt.r.r, i x;.li.d [ E] |"|:.lw.: Il.-.;]m:l;l
o Richard of Wheatley, a former sheriff, one third of a
burgage, extending in length from Morthgate Sereet to
Crook Swrecr. Amicia’s properry was cleasly an imporgrant
ane. It stood on the west side of Morthgate Steeer, and
had been awarded o her after her hushand’s death'. In
an carlier deed (1301) Ranulph Peck granted away all his
tenements in Chester and its suburbs, and distinguished
between his burgages, messuages, gardens, curtilages,
rents, services, and liberties within the city’. Other
early evidence confirms that the term could occasionally
be applied o substantial properties held by importamt
citizens or by local gentry, although i no other known
instance is it applicd 1o holdings within the area of the
Rows'. By the mid-fourteenth century the term could be
wsed interchangeably with “messuage’; in 1349, for
example, a property containing four shops is referred 1o
in one decd as a “burgage’ and in another as a ‘messuage™.

Camera

The term captera apparently denoted the room wsed for
domestic accommodation, and typically contained
beds and bedding, as well as chests in which clothing
and valuables were stored. It was pot uncommon for
these rooms o be rented out 1o those in need of lodgings.

Domus

Dimnus appears to be the term most commonly used 1o
describe the actual dwelling. However, there are several
pwelflth-century examples of manswra, a term which
Keene (1985, 1, 137) was surprised to discover absent
[pum :I'H.! "R"in:hl:ﬁ:l:l’ l",!l:l.'ﬂ'l;lﬂ.

Messuagium

Towards the end of the thirteenth century, the term
nressuagiten beging to appear in the sources (the carliest
reference so far is in 1281-2), Thereafter, together with
terermentenn, 18 becomes the most commonly found
term for structures in the main streets, although ferna
and placea continwe in wse, Messiwagnens 15 usually inter-
preted as indicating a plot of land supporting a dwelling
and attached bulldings, often a house and garden’. In
the fourteenth century a messuage may be described as
over an undercroft or 4 contiining a solar®,

Placea terre

See terra,

Seldae

In Chester the verm seld appears to have been used in
a number of senses from the early thirteemh century. In
could mean simply a “stall’ or *booth’. In the 1 280s, for
example, the monks of St Werburgh's alleged thar during
the midsummer faie goods could be sold only from the
wemporary wldae erected for that purpose owside the
abbey gare, a claim which brought them into conflicy
with the citizens (Srewart-Brown, 1925, 122-3). In other
instances, however, it clearly designaved substantial
structures resembling market halls (see p19). It is these
later structures that are of particular relevance to the
Feowes,

A particularly imeresting example 15 that provided
by the seld of the Tallor (afser) family. During the
mayoralty of Richard the Clerk, possibly in 1260 or
1261, Wymare, widow of Johna Tailor, granted o Hugh
Thilor (presumably her son) half of the house, 27ft
(8.23m) in length, lving behind the seld of John Grund,
reserving to herself the other half. An especially curious
fearure of the arrangement was the peovision thar at fair
tifmes, Wivmare was 1o take down the wall which was to
divide her property from Hugh's, to permit the extension
of the latter’s holding by a further Y24t {1.98m}only’.
The reason for this 1s apparent from a later deed; Hugh
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hiad converted his portion of the property nto a seld,
and the mking down of the wall was 1o increase the
space available 1o him for rrading during the period of
the fair’.

We can trace the later history of this property n
further charters. In the 1270, it was described ag a
seld and sold by Hugh Tailor's son to Robert Ernevs,
A deed of 1315-16 reveals that the Ernevs family had
a seld in Brdge Sireet, next to Commonhall Lane,
behind which lay a substantial property which was le
separately, and could well have been the hali-howse
whq'l;'h W}marl; |"|:|r.| mnl:nd. 1] Huih Tl El:h:il'lli
that lay land, then held by John Bars, which presum-
ably represents the remainder of the house retained by
Wimare herself. By then the Ermeys family had
acquired another seld on the steeer frontage, which in
the 1260s had belonged vo John Grund. In the carly
fourteenth century this sull seems to have been a seld,
whereas thar which was formerly Wymarc's was merely
deseribed as a plot with buildings on it'™. All this seems
o suggest thar a substantial house, in Bridge Swreer,
near the Commonhall, was progressively given over 1o
rade in the 1260s and 1270s, and at least in part
retaining the same functions in 1313, The dimensions
of Wymarc’s house and the tenurial arrangements of
1315-16 suggest a long narrow plot, of sufficient size
o be subdivided into &t least three holdings. Such
dimensions were probably characteristic of the selds as a
whale. The evidence also indicates that exsting buildings
could be converted into selds, either permanently or
vemmporarily at for tmes, Selds were therefore defined
by their usage rather than a5 a specific building type.

The deeds relating to the Shoemakers” selds suggest
that the Chester selds resembled market halls {see
pl9), These premises are descnbed as both shopae or
setdae, possibly because the 11 units were all wathin, or
attached 1o, a seld devored 1o a single rade. This use
of the selds is confirmed by other evidence. In 1288-9,
for cxample, a suit came before the Portmote involving
a seld in which a number of prominent citizens had an
interest. It concluded when one of their number,
Richard the Clerk, renounced his right of way through
the seld in rewurn for an annual rent of 3s 64 (three
shillings and sixpence)”, This not enly mndicates that
selds were halls with walkways between the stalls, bt
shows that they might belong to cooperatives of lead-
ing citizens. In this instance, an interest was held by
Ranulph of Daresbury, Alexander Hurel, Ranulph
Godweyt, and Richard the Clerk, all of whom belonged
te familics which had produced mayors or shenffs
Clearly the sebds were highly profitable concerns.

For a further illuminating discussion of seldae see
Keene 1990,

Tabulae

In late medieval Chester the werm tabula, like selida,
had more than one meaning, but was perhaps maost
commanly wsed n the sense “board and lodging™.

Oreensionally it denoted a trestle or stall made of planls
o hoards'', There are, however, some indications that
the verm was sometnmes applied to 2 more permanent
structure, In 1355 the holdings of Henry Dunfoul
included a tenement and pwo undererofts (rent 16s8), a
quarter share in a salde (no rent because empy), a
shop (24 84), and an undercroft and a rabuls (48)"
The inclusion of what would wswally be considered a
moveable abject in the property holding of a leading
citizen is surprising and suggests thar something of a
more fxed ofF substantial namuee may have been
involved.

Thar this was indeed the case s confirmed by
entrics in a mid-fifteenth-cenoury rental of the city
lands. From 1439 1o 1442 Bartholomew Lyaldon paid
an annual rent of 4d for a piece of land under the rebula
of John Rowton™. Lyalden was a wealthy and influential
citizen, who had served as shenff in 1434-3 and
treasurer in 1437-8; he was unlikely to have rented this
land without good reason and it i difficult to envisage
the use o which a picce of ground beneath the stall of
another citizen could be put. If, however, the rabula
referred to a Row stallboard (the sloping section that
wsually separates the Row walkway from the street
frontage) then the entries in the rental begin to become
clear (see Chapter 2). Lyaldon was paying rent for the
parcel of ground which lay below it, at street level, In
1445 he is recorded as paying 4d a year to the city for
a prece of waste ground in Brdge Sereet; it was
described as lying between two undercrofis and
extending from the house frontages towards the streer
for a distance of 417 virgates'™, It seems probable tha
this was the same piece of ground. The rabufa above,
which need not necessarily have extended so far sireet-
wards, was held by a leading city tailor who had served
as steward of his gild in 14327,

An entry in the Pentce Court rolls supports the
tdea that rabule sometimes describes the Row stall-
board. Im 1427, the city crier, John Conway, alleged
that rent for his bl was 1s a week and consequently
the enant who had taken it for a 12-week period
commencing at the feast of the Purification owed him
125, This is & very high figure. In the mid-=1430s the
rents paid for shops under Pentice, generally acknowl-
edged as a prme commercial site, ranged berween
13 4d and 165 8d per annum while a shop at the
Eastgate could be had for 65 8d annually™. The impli-
cation 15 that some rebulae an beast represented extremely
attractive trading propositions.

OQther references to rebada in the Chester records
may also imdicare stallbspards rather than stalls or trestles,
although certainty is impossible. The city’s butchers,
for example, were regularly presented for discarding
their refuse into the street, but sometimes they were
accused of throwing rubbish suebos abulis st In the
fifteenth cenmury butchers occupicd wenements in
Fleshmonger Row and perhaps used the stallboards as
extra retailing space and the space below as an easy way
of disposing of their rubbish.,
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Tenementum

In other towns, the term reremarrem haod been some-
what ambiguous in the thirteenth century, but after
¢ 1300 it came 1o be used almost exclusively 1o denote
a built-up site (Rosser 1989, 54 and n47; Keene 1985,
I, 137-8). In Chesrer, the térm seems to be used only
occasionally in the thirteenth century™, but more often
in the fourteenth™. It seems almost invariably w imply
buildings, both domestic and commercial, and is
sometimes applied w propéerty over an under n

Terva

Im the second half of the twelfth century and throughout
the thirteenth century it was normal to describe propertics

in Chester as ferra or placea ferre. This was the term used
in the fortified towns of Gascony funded by English
kings in the thirteenth century, and Tout (1934, 78)
proposed that it may indicate a burgage. Alternatively, it
could denote a plot of land, which, unlike the burgage,
was not of 4 uniform statutory size and for which the
rent accordingly varied. This would accord well with
archaeological findings in Chester where no standard
plot width has been discovered. These terms could imply
dwellings, as is shown by such usages as ferra guam
nrgnst, ‘the land on which I live’, and by numerous ref-
erences 1o land or plots with buildings {ediffera), houses
(o), and shops. Terra and places ferre may therefore
denote ‘real estate” and be used o define the property
as a whole, irrespective of the buildings upon it



Appendix B: Report on the dendrochronological

sampling programme

by MK Hughes, PA Legeen, T Hillam and C Groves

Thes Appendex 15 a composive of a number of differenr
dendrocimenadogical sampling and analysis  proframne.
The mafority of the sampling and analysis for this reporr
was wrdertaken by Par Leggenr whilit ar vhe Unrversity of
Liverpool tn 1988 and 1989, The sampling and analysis of
terbers af 11 Brdee Srreer, the second series of corer fromt
the Falcon, & Lower Bridge Streer, and the analysis of the
cores frome 36 Hradpe Steeet were winderiaken in 1990 by
Coatly Crroves amd Jerneifer Flillam ar Sheffreld Unrversine
The fresr drafes of the Appendix toere creared by Rick Tierner
HEIHE separare repors af the toorlk.

Ab a very lare seage during ohe production of this voliesie,
re=arnalvses becamee posable of some of the Liverpoo! data
wiimg more recerily produced mree-ring chronologres.  This
wwark wwas completed by faw Tvers of Sheffeld Universiny in
1989 and resulred m some netw danng evidence for roe of the
berldings, Appropriare amendnrenrs o vhis Apperndix Bave
as far as possible followved the methods wsed in the oviginal
work, Thes Appendix 5 perhaps best seen as aw fnterim
staterrend of the demdrochronological reseilts; tn parnicular it
showld be noted thar it has nor been possible w retoork all
the orgimal data wsimg  recemtlyv-produced  rec-ving
chronologres, It showld alse be noted that the methods and
sterpretations of the earlier work, although i accordance
swith the practice of the nwme, have nwow been refined and are
rather different from those whech woudd be wsed roday (see
English Heritage 1998,

Potenually, dendrochronology or tree-ring dating offers
the moat accurate method of dating the construction of
a building, or its subsequent alteration or repair. The
method relics upon the fact thar as a tree grows, its size
s increased annually by a growth ring, whose width is
a reflection of the weather during that growing season,
Ower the life of the wree, these rings will record the
varying climatic conditions of successive years, It has
proved possible to build up a sequence of tree rings,
starting with living trees, overlapping the begmning of
their growth-ring pattern with those from timbers m
historic buildings and, raking the sequence even further
back, with those from timbers recovered from archae-
ological sives or pear bogs. In this way, sequences or
chronobogies have been extended over thousands of years,

The variations in growth rings are more marked in
tregs growing under stress — in poor soils or in dense
woodland. “Trees from hedgerows or parkland may not
show sufficient variation in their growth-ring pattern
for adequate matches 1o be established, Also, wrees that
are affected by disease or management practices such
a3 pollarding or coppicing exhibit eccentric patterns of
growth which make matching difficulr,

139

Most ree-ring chronologics are based on oak,
althowgh in some pares of BEurope chronologies based
on beech and pine are being developed. As historically
most structural timber in Britain has been oak,
normally used greem, the felling date established by
dendrochronology can be assumed 1o be very close 1o
the date when the tmber was wsed for building,
Structural imber, however, is normally dressed before
use, the bark and the outer rings of sapwood being
removed. The hearmwood/sapwood boundary is very
promminent in oak, and if it can be recognised a good
cstimate of the felling date can be made, If only heart-
wood 15 present, dendrochronology can offer only a
general date afier which the vimber was used.

In a hisvoric building, where a number of timbsers
survive, cach can be sampled by drilling out a core as
close as possible to the radius of the original imber or
by measuring the rings visible on a cut end. Only imbers
with at least 50 growth rings are normally considered.
For each building or phase of building, invernal cross-
matching of the full range of samples is undertaken vo
build up the longest possible sequence. These internal
sgquences are then cross-matched with standard
chronologies established elsewhere in the region or, if
necessary, from further aficld.

All cross-matching is based upon a stanstical
comparisen between the sample or internal sequence
and established tree-ning chronologies. Only whien this
comparison proves statistically significant can the date
of the final ring be put forward. This means that only
a percentage of samples will provide a date.

Also, only when the outermost ring of the growing
tree i present can this be an exact felling date, Where
the heartwoodsapwood boundary is present a reliable
estimate can be given, Since the seasoning period for
building timber was short and 1t was often wsed green
(Saleman, 1952, 237-8), these umbers are likely o
have been used soon after these dares.

Dunng the Rows Research Project resources were
hmited, s0 dendrochronology was concentraved on
those builldings which contained a range of early nmber
structures, The method was not used on buildings
which could be dated from documentary sources or by
distinctive stvlistic charactenstics. Dendrochronology
proved vital in demonstrating the antiquity of the Rows
and in suggesting a relatively narrow range of dates for
the earliest Row buildings,

All the samples taken from the Row buildings were
of oak, which was almost the only timber used for
the construction of medieval buildings in Chester.
Timbers were rejected for full dendrochronological
analysis if the correct alignment of the core could not
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Table 1 11 Bridge Street: details of timbers

Hample Locamon Tirsibser Tonal i
of rings
HSEL -1 umdercrofi arcade post 115
BSEL1-2 undercroft beam 44
BSEL1-3 undercroft st =5
BSE11-4 undercrall sole plate <54
BSEL]1-5 undercrafi floorbaoard 56

be obtained or if they clearly comtained less than 50
growth rings. Tree-ring samples with less than 50 rings
have limle value in cross-matching tests. However,
informarion relating vo cambial age, quality and prepa-
ration of a timber can be obtained from such samples.
Details recorded in these cases included the aumber of
growth rings, the presence of sapwood, pith, bark, and
knots, and the general appearance of the timber.
Sapwood is the softer outer laver of wood which hes
between the hearvwood and the bark, and 115 presence
{or traces of the heartwood'sapwood boundary) on
a timber that has been absolurely dated allows the
estimation of the felling dage of the tree from which the
omber was cur (Hughes e al 1981), Even when the
felling date cannot be estimared, the presence of sap-
wond can provide informartion relating o cambdal age.
Dak has a predictable number of sapwood rings, so
that if any have been removed, the number of missing
rings can be calculared, the interpretations presented
here use a sapwood range of 19-50, with a median
value of 30 (see Hughes o al 1981). However, sapwood
was often removed from ocak timbers during their
preparation since it was very susceptible 1o insect
attack. Pith is the ‘centre” of the tee. When both pith
and sapwood are present on a dated or undared timber,
it is possible vo estimate the cambial age of a tree.
The timber cores were prepared and measured
according to the methods described by Leggert o af
(1978) and statistical cross-matching tests were carried
out using the computer program CROS (Baillie and
Pilcher, 1973). All the tree-ring samples not contained
within a mean chronology were compared visually and
statistically with each of the mean chronoblogies for

Tahble 2 36 Bridge Street: details of timbers

Sample Locanan Tirmher Toseied sics
of rings
WD undercroft Jast 18
W2 undercroft jodst 177
WG undercroft joast 53
W4 undercroft joast 1 5%
SWDs undercroft posn 7
AWDH undercrofi st 57
W7 undercroft okl 42
SWDA undercroft kst 214

Entmared
Jellimg dare

Nao of saproood Feriod spammed

FTIEY

evidence of cross-maiching. Similarly, the mean
chronologies were compared with each other. Each
mean chronology was then compared visually and
statistically with many established tree-ring chronologies
dating from the tenth century to the present, from the
British Isles and Germany. The chronologies included
those from Chester (Hughes and Leggenn 1985),
Belfast (Baillie, 1977a), Dublin (Baillie 1977b),
Lancashire, Cheshire and Merseyside (Leggert 1980),
south-west Scotland (Baillie 1977¢), and many mofe.
Those analvsed umbers that were nor dated will be
compared with other dated chronologies as they
become available.

The undated timbers have provided information
about growing conditions at the site at which the wees
grew and about carpentry practices. The presence of
sensitive growth patterns, with narrow rings (showing
slow growth) and great variations in ring width, suggests
that the trees had grown in close stands under siressed
growing conditions, Trees growing in open wondland have
a complacent growth pattern, with wide rings (showing
fast growth) and exhibiting little vamation in ring width.

11 Bridge Street

Cores were removed from five umbers in the under-
croft of 11 Bridge Street. Table 1 gives details of the
wrec-ring  samples, three of which were considered
suitable for measurement. Comparison of the ree-ring
graphs showed no similarities between them, Also, no
consistent pesulis were found when the sequences were
tested against established chronologies and therefore
the timbers remain undared.

Mo af saproood Fervod spanmed Fsrimared
Firg felting date

7 == .
107351248 after 1267
1128-1266 after 1305

15 . -
TR04-1517 after 1336
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36 Bridge Street
Eight timber joists in the undercroft of 36 Bridge Street
were sampled, details of which are presented in Table 2.
The seven mcasured sequences were compared and three
were found o cross<match. These were combined to form
a 245-vear mean chronokogy, SWH-MI. This mean cheon-
ologry and all the unmarched ree-ring parmerns were [esi-
od against established chronologies. High ‘" valwes and
good visual matches were found for SWID-ML (Table 2a)
when it covered the period 107 3-13517, but no consstent
results were produced by any of the unmatched panerns.
Mone of the dared samples retained any sapwood.
However, if they are contemporary they probably all
have a ferminus poit gueen for felling of 1336, This indi-
cates that the joists were used in the construction of the
undercroft ceiling after thar dare.

Table 2a 36 Bridge Street
Mearn clrronologe SIWWI-MI
Period sparmed AD 10731317
Crossdating of SWH-M{

Cohromalogy

Britesh Isles 7.24
(Baillic and Pikcher pers comm)

The Falcon, Chester 6,71
(see below)

MWantwich 6,25
(Leggert 19807

Table 3 Tudor House, 29-31 Lower Bridge Street: details of timbers

Samipls  Locaten Triber Toual ma Noaof sapeooed Feriod
of FraE rang iperaimd

T1 third floor, Front bedrosom, centre truss tie beam 131
T2 third floor, Front bedrsem, centre truss Pt 432 -
T3 third floor, Front bedroom, centre fruss Pt 10
T4 third floor, front bedroom, front wall Pt ¢35 waney edge
T5 third foor, front bedroom, front wall tie beam 131 18 l461-1591
T third floar, front bedeoom, side wall wallplane P [ - -
T7 third floor, front bedroom. side wall purlin 127 | - 1 SRE
T8 third floor beam 35 [i]
T third floar beam 75 - -
T1d third foor, stadrcase parution beam 80 14 -
T11 second floor, rear bedroom purlin 0 H'S 15301988
Ti2 second floor, rear bedroom purdin N &
TI13 second floor, rear bednosom tie beam By
Tl4 wecond foor, rear bedrosom DOrmEr post 3]
T15 second floor, rear bedroom doorframe post  inner: 87 - -

{im rove parts) ouger: 91 54 -

The Tudor House,
29-31 Lower Bridge Street

Fifteen timbers were sampled from the upper levels of
the Tudor House (Table 3). There was highly significant
cross-matching between samples 15, 17 and TH11 and
this made 1t possible to form a mean tree-ring chronology
TUM 1 of 132 vears (Table 3a), Samples T35 and T7
were located in the front bedroom of the Row + 2 level
whilst T11 was from the rear bedroom of the Row + |
level. Samples T3, from the front bedroom on the Row
+ 2 level, and T15 inner, from the doorframe of the
rear Row + 1 level bedroom, also showed good cross-
matching. These were averaged to form a mean
chronology of 110 vears called TUM 2. The remaining
individual tree-ring samples did not cross-match with
cither of the two mean chronologies,

The mean chronology TUM 1 was dated 1o the
period 1460-1591 (Table 3a). Consistent significant
dates were not obtained In comparsons between the
established chronologees and TUM 2. The only remaining

Table 3a Tudor House

Mean chranology TUMI
Peviod spanned AD 1460-1591
Crossdating of TUMI

Chroralogy t* wanling
Eelfast 4.01
[Baillie 1977}

Bewsey Hall 4.16
[Leggett and Hughes, unpuh)

British Isles 540

[Boallie and Palcher, pers comm)

Lydiare Hall .74
(Legget, forthooming)

Walew West Mudlands 5.80
(Sichenbist-Kerner, 1978)

¥orkshire timbers 4.509
(Hullam, pers comm)

141

162

245

Estimated
Jetlimg ofare

159201623

after 16035

1071638

Yeurrs ctwrlap
152

126

%2

132

132
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Table 4 The Falcon, 6 Lower Bridge Street: details of timbers

FErnimaed

Sinarmple Liocaion Timber Twal me  No of sapesood Prriad gpammed

o rrag rEngs Jelitag date
FALIl undercrofi = 199 - -
FAlLz2 undercrofi hrace RO -
FALY undererodl reused tie beam 166 - 991-1181 after 1200
FAL4 undercrodt reused te beam 126 - 10551180 after 1199
FALS undercrodfi bridging joust 174 10&0-1234 after 1253
FALG undercrofi jinds T = -
FALY row level dragon beam 147 37 -
FALS Row bevel joist 174 13 -
FALD Row bevel, ™ wall cross beam Sir - -
FALLQ Row level jalat 47 = -
FalLll Row level joisr 104 8 - -
FAL1S Fow level joist 52 - -
FALl4 Row level jmist 111 - -
FALIS undercrol st a1 2 -
FALIlG undercroft sl 120 15 =
FALa7 undercrofi brace 7B H'S = -
FALIS undercrodi st lackened = -
FALIS first Aaor wall past 41 - -
FAL2D first floor, E wall tie beam 6] H'S -
FAL2) first floor, E wall tie bearn T2 ] -
FAL22 first floor, E wall piost 50 - -
FALZXY first foor, E wall Pt 35 - -
FAL24 first floor, E wall post 48 - -
FAL2S first floor, E wall beam i 5 -
FalLs) undercroft bradging paost 6l - -
FALSZ unddercrofi el <50 = -
FALSY undereralt reused tie beam 79 - -

trec-ring sample of reasonable length that had not been
compared with the sstablished chronologies was T1, but
no significant results were obtained. This possibly resuls
from the bands of very narrow rings in this sample tha
were scarcely measurable,

Only sample TS retained sapwood and the last formed
heartwond ring was absolutely daved o 1573 thus the
felling dare was estimated to be between 1592 and 1623,
Whilst sapwood was absent from sample T11, sapwood
in a crumbling state could be identified on the tdmber i
sirei. The poor condition of the sapwood probably explains
its absence from the core sample. It is therefore likely that
the outermost ring on T11, dared to 1 588, lies very close
to the last formed hearowood ring and hence the heart-
woodsapwood boundary. The felling date is therefore
probably after 1607 but before ¢ 1638, T7 included only
heartwood and was probably felled after 1605,

The results of this dendrochronological analysis
indicate that the trees used in the construction of the
Tudor House are likely to have been felled in the early
seventeenth century.

The Falcon, 6 Lower Bridge Street

Initial sampling was carried out at the Falcon during
the lamer half of 1988, The timbers under invesigation
were located in the undercroft, the front bar at Row
lewel and the first-floor public room. A second sampling

investigated three further imbers in the undercroft.
Table 4 gives details of the wee-ring samples of 27
vmbers. There was highly significant cross-matching
betwern samples FAL 7, FAL 8, and FAL 9 from Row
bevel, These were averaged 1o form 4 mean tree-ring
chronology (called FALM 1) of 191 vears' length. A
244-vear mean chronology (FALM 2) was formed
from the timbers of the undercroft: FAL 3, FAL 4, and
FAL 5, The 72-year mean chronology FALM 3 was
constructed from timbers FAL 20 and FAL 21 which
were tiken from the firsi-floor public room. These two
samples were 50 similar in appearance, span of years,
relative position of the heartwood'sapwood boundary,
and high level of cross-matching as 1o suggest that the
two beams were derived from the same tree.

The mean chronology FALM 2 was absolutely
dated against a number of established chronologies to
0411234 (Table 4a). The chronologies FALM 1 and
FALM 3 could not be consistently dated.

Four of the timbers retained sapwood: FAL 7 and
FAL & in FALM 1, and FAL 20 and FAL 21 in
FALM 3. In FALM 2, the mean chronology had been
absolutely dated but sapwood was absent from the
component timbers, However, by adding the figure 19
(for the minimum likely number of sapwood rings) to
the date of the last hearrwood ring on the sample, a date
is obtained before which the tree is unlikely o have
been felled (terminus dare), Whilst this is an estimaved
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Table 4a The Falcon

Measi chronology EAIM2

Peviod spanmed AL} 390=1274

Crossdating of FALM2

Chromiolagy %" ool Yours oterlap
EIE!.I.'I!:F 4,58 1949
{Leggen, unpub)

Brivish Isbes 622 244
{Baillic and Pilcher, pers comm)

Dublin 5.53 244
(Baillie, 1977)

Javbank 4.30 178
[Legge, unpukb)

Mantwich +.02 244
(Leggett, 1980

28-30 Watergate Siree 4.51 fit]
(see below)

IE-42 Watergate Street @16 LT
(wee bebva)

dare, that given for the most recently formed ring is
absolute,

The three timbers from the Faleon thar were
absolutely dated span the eleventh, twelfth and thirtecnth
centuries, and are all located in the undereroft. The
growth patterns of these, and of the other undercroft
timbers, consist of long periods of very narrow growth
rings. Such patterns are typical of those found in fimbers
dating from this period elsewhere in Cheshire (Leggen
1980, Hughes and Leggett 1983) and the north-west of
England (Leggent and Hughes, forthcoming). In terms
of the number of growth rings, the undercroft joists
contained a greater number of rings than the under-
croft braces, These two members also differed in their
method of formation. The sampled joists all appeared

10 be guartered timbers; the braces had been cleft radi-
ally. The joists in 28-30 and 38-42 Watergate Street
which have been dated wo the thirteenth century were
also guartered timbers (Hughes and Leggett, 1985).

Timbers in other sections of the building were
found 1o have a variety of types of growth patterns.
Some contained sensitive growth patterns, some con-
tained very even growth, whilst others exhibited bands
of very narrow rings separated by very wide rings.
Where the growth rings were exceptionally narrow they
were often very distorted, indicating the presence of
severe growth stresses in those trees,

In the Falcon, sapwood had been removed from
some timbers and not from others, and in some cases
was removed from only a portion of the tumber length.
The samples which retain sapwood are FAL 7+, FAL 8,
FAL 10* {sapwood disintegrated on sampling), FAL 11,
FAL 15, FAL 16, FAL 17 (heartwood/sapwood bound-
aryd, FAL 20°* (heartwoodsapwood boundary), FAL
21*, and FAL 25. On thos¢ samples marked with an
asterisk the waney edge was identified before sampling.
(The waney edge is the roughened surface of the sap-
wood which lies immediately below the bark.) These
samples are located throughout the building, and mo
relationship between sapwood removal and the locarion
of a timber in the building ¢an be identified. The iden-
tification of the waney edge on some tumbers before
sampling indicates that the only form of timber prepara-
tion that took place in these cases was the removal of the
bark. This minimal treatment left the sapwood intact.

Several of the ceiling timbers at Row level had
numerous knots along their lengths: FAL 7, FAL 10,
and FAL 11. FAL 7 and FAL 10 were two of the timbers
which exhibited the waney edge (ie minimal dmber
preparation). The presence of many knoms suggests
that these trees had grown in a very open stand or
hedge which allowed an extensive merwork of branches
to develop, In close stands, the proximity of other trees
prevents such a network from developing. In terms of
quality of finish, the obvious presence of knots indicates
that there had been linle atempt o remove or hide
them., The quality of timber preparation does not appear

Table 5 The 01d King®s Head, 45-530 Lower Bridge Streetn: details of timbers

Hampls Locarion Timber Toral mo Mo of saproood Peviod spavmed Enmmated
of risE FENER Jellimg dare
DEHI ground floor Pt 28 B
OKH2 ground Aoor post P1 aob measured = =
OKHY ground Aoar Brace =20 = =
O ground foor, B arcade plate a2 - -
OKHS ground foor, B3 arcade plare 49 H5 = -
OEHG ground foar joist 17 = -
OKHT first Noor brace, truss V1 c23 - =
OKHS firse Aoor post, truss V1 88 = -
QEHS first Aoor brace, truss VI 5l = = -
QOEHI10 first Aoor past, trss YIT 124 - = -
OEHII first Aoor rafter, truss VIl 29 - = -
ORI firsr foor tie beam, russ VII 83 k] = =
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to have been a high priority at the Falcon, particularly
at Row level. Some of the trees used in the construc-
tion of the Falcon were approximately 90-150 years
old, but the timbers from the undercroft were probably
200 or more vears old. The small number of trees for
which both pith and sapwood was present prevents a
detailed statement on the age of wees felled for the
CONsStruction.

Lising trec-ring analysis, two timbers at the Falcon
were dated to the late twelfth cenmury and one amber to
the mid thirteenth century. After allowance for missing
sapwood it appears that these two groups were unlikely
to have been felled before the early thirteenth century
and the latter half of the thireenth century respectively,

Two of the three cores taken during the second
sampling were suitable for dating purposes (FALSI
FALS3, Table 4). Their ring sequences were compared
with the mean tree-ring chronologies previously estab-
lished from the Falcon, FALM 1 and FALM 2, but no
simillarities were found either visually or by computer
comparison, The mwo pew individual sequences were
then compared with established chronologies but no
consistent resulis were produced,

The Old King's Head,
48=50 Lower Bridge Street

Twelve timbers were sampled from the ground and
first floor of the Old King’s Head (Table 5). Significant
cross-matchimg was obrained berween samples OKH 10
and OKHI2 only and these were averaged 1o form a
mean chronology, 124 vears long (called OREHM).
The relative positions of these series are given below,

OKHID Year | o vear 124
OKHI12 Year 1 o year 83

Consistent significant datings were not obtained from
these comparisons. OKHM was also wested for cross-
matching with undated chronologics from the north-
west of England (Leggett 1980) bur again no significant
dates were found. Sapwood was identified on we

samples, OKHS and OKH12. For OKHS and OKH12
the cambial ages are approximatcly 79 years and 108
vears respectively.

Only those samples contaiming 80 or more rings had
sensitive growth parterns, and all the sampled timbers
were locaved on the first floor of the building. The
remaining nine samples all exhibited wide rings and
complacent growth patterss. One of the samples with
sensitive growth, OKHSE, was taken from a timber
showing many knots. This indicates that the tree from
which this timber was ken grew in an open stand,
since such conditions encouraged the growth of many
side branches.

The dendrochronological analvsis indicates that the
construction of the Old King's Head included the use
of fairly young trees with a fast growth habit. Slower
grown trees were used for some of the timber at first
floor lewvel.

The Three Kings,
90-92 Lower Bridge Street

Samples were removed from oak timbers in various
parts of the Three Kings, of which cight were mea-
sured (Table &). There was sigmificant cross-maiching
berween samples K3 and K7 only (*t'=5.19 at 65 years
overlap). These were averaged to form a mean
chronology of 121 vears (called TE1M). The relative
positions of K3 and K7 in TK1M are shown below.

Sample K7 spans the period vear 1 to year 86.
Sample K3 spans the period year 22 to vear 121.

Mo consistent significant dating was identified for
TKIM. Comparisons were also made with undated
chronolegies bur the presence of relative dating was
nat evident.

Four timbers were not measured because they did
not contain a sufficient aumber of tree rings. These
timbers all contained wide rings showing a complacent
growth sequence, in contrast 1o the measurad timbers,
which exhibited sensitive growth patterns. Timbers in

Table 6 The Three Kings, %0-92 Lower Bridge Street: details of timbers

Hawiple Lacation Tenwbyr

Kl staircase, 2nd landing  beam

K2 secomnd foor tie beam
K3 second floor purlin

Ea second floor purlin

K5 second fhoor principal rafter
Kb staircase, 3rd landing  beam

%) first floor central post
K& first floor beam

Ko first floor brace

K1 first floor b

K11 first floor post

K12 staircase, 15t landing  post

Towal mo  No of sapesood Pueriog sparsmed Estimated
of Finp FiREE Jellesg date
121 -
30 3 -
100 17 - -
Xl 5 - -
T HS - -
2 - - -
B = - =
43 |0 - .
o = - =
&9 4 . R
ag 25 - -
42 N . B
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Table 7 The Blue Bell, 63-65 Northgate Street: details of timbers

Hampile Locanon Timsber

BRIl street level post (B2
BB2 strect level rail (R1)

BB3 sgreel level joist (JI*2)

BBR4 first floer tie beam (THEL)
BR5 first foar brace (TH1)
BBH4 first oo tie beam (TE2)
BB7 first floor wallplage (FL.28)
BB4 first floor post (PLA)
RO first Aoor tie beam (TH3)
BREI® first foar brace (CP2B2)
BBI11 first Aoor wallplate (PL3)
BR12 first floor tie beam (THE4)
BR13 cellar poat (BP3)
BR14 first Aoor tie Beam (THEA)

Table Ta: The Blue Bell
Timber BRI4: period spanned AD [ I8<1242
Crossdating of BB 4

Cliromaligy “t" tunfiee Years ctwrlap
Dbl 4,17 125
(Baillée, 1977h)

Baguley Hall 2 4.33 125
(Leggerr, 1980)

Britesh Isles 5.74 125
{Baillic and Pilcher, pers cofmm)

Scorland 4632 125
{Baillie, 1977c)

Faleon, Chester T M0 17
(see above)

36 Bridge Street, Chester S.0% 12%
(sce above)

Manmwich R 125

{Leggete, 1980)

both categories and from different locations still showed
the presence of sapwood. An cstimate of cambial
age could be made for samples K4 (46 vears) and K&
(63 wears), Mone of the timbers examined had a
particularly knotty form,

The Blue Bell, 63-65 Northgate Street

Timbers were sampled from various locations in the
Blue Bl Inn, The tree-ring samples from five rimbers
were tested and there was highly significant cross-
matching berween rwvo: BBE and BBI2 (61 vears overlap;
‘'=6,75), These were averaged o form a mean
chronology of 159 years (called BBM). BBE is a post

Tiweiel oy
of rengs

145

Eirravared
folling dare

N of sapovead  Pertod spammest
:'r'.qgg

I8 = .

46 - .

31 .

51 =

EE

L1
32 = =
0
43 =
i7
161 o =
150
Fite
12%

1H1B=02:42 after 1261

located on the frst floor and BB12 is a te beam located
in the first floor box room, both part of the northern
structure (Mo 63), The relative position of the mwo
series are shown below,

BBE spans the period vear 1 1o year TO.
BB12 spans the period year 10 1o year 159,

There was no consistent cross-matching with estab-
lished chronologies for this sequence. In addidon, no
cross=matching was found berween BEM chronology
and undated chronologies from the north-west of
England. Sample BR14 did exhibit consistent significant
cross=matching with established chronologics (Table Ta)
and i1s dared 11181242 inclusive. Since this sample has
no sapwood a dare of after 1261 is indicated for the
felling of this first Nloor imber.

Sapwood was idemtified on three of the prepared
samples, two of which were not measured: BBS and
BR10. Pith could also be identified on these samples,

The four samples with 70 rings or more exhibited
sensitive growth pamterns with narrow growth rings. On
the innermost end of those samples with over 100 tree
rings, the rayvs were running parallel. This suggests that
this end of the sample is not near the pith since the rays
converge as they reach the centre of the wee. Ar the
outermost end of the samples, missing sapwood also
needs to be accounted for, Consideration of these two
factors indicates cambial ages in excess of 100 yvears for
BBS (pith prescnt), 180 vears for BB11, 180 wvears for
BBI12 and 160 vears for BB 4. For those samples lacking
sapwood the figure is likely o be a gross underestimate
simee it is unlikely that the last formed heartwood ring on
the sample is close to the heartwood/sapwood boundary,

The remaining samples show great contrast to those
above, in that the ring patterns (fairly wide) are
generally complacent. Apart from samples BBl and
BB9, these show pith located part way along the
sequence so that a portion of the longer tree-ring
sample is repeated on the other side of the pith. This
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Table § The Leche House, 17-19 Watergate Street: details of timbers

Kaarrplic Location Teimher Tasal mo No af sapowood  Period spamned Estimared
of rings Fivg Jelieing hate

LECI undercrofi, muss 1 brace 16 -

LEC2 undercrofi, truss | tie Beam mit sampled - -
LECHY above street entrance door laeel 39 = -
LECY undercroft joisg 39 -
LECS undercrofl joist 47 =

LECSH undercroft st &0 15 -
LECTY undercrofi jioise T2 = .
LECE undercroft st 2 1] - -
LECS undercrofl st 3o = -
LEC1O undercrof s 67 -

LEC11 undercrofi piriad 47 -

LECi2 Row passage post 40 = =
LECIA Row passage tie bearn 56 and 58 12 -
LECS Row passage (RLEL 26 - -
LECIS Fow passage post 62 - -
LECIs Row passage tic beam as 23 -

LECIY Rinw passage post 51 1 -
LECIE Row passage sl T6 - -
LECIS Riow passage flsorboard 38 = -
LECHD Rowy passage threshold 23 -

LEC R %] post LECLE Th 12 -

mndicates that relatively young trees were used to form
these timbers and that their preparation simply
reguired the removal of the surplus outer wood. The
results suggest that two different populations of rees
are represented in the timbers sampled at the Bluc Bell.

The Leche House, 17 Watergate Street

Twenty samples were taken from nineteen timbers in
the Leche House; ten from the undercroft and ten
samples from nine timbers ar Bow level and above,
Table 8 gives details of the timbers sampled in each
part of the building,

Five of the timbers sampled from the undercroft
had insufficient rings for analysis o be undertaken.
One of these contained sapwood (LECH). There was
no cross-matching whatsoover berween any of the
samples, and thercfore o mean site chronology could
not be constructed. Bgually it was not possible o
match these samples with any established chronologics.

One of the principal posts in the passage was sampled
at Row level (LEC1Z) and again at Row + | level (LEC
217. On LECI12 the ring series extended almost to
the centre of the tree (o pith) and contained no
sapwood; LEC21 showed no evidence of pith but
contained 12 sapwood rings. By cross=-matching these
samples, it should have been possible to calculate the
cambial age of the tree, However, the presence of
distorted areas in LECI2 prevented the calculation
being made.

LEC21 and four other samples had sufficient
growth rings for analyses o be made, but no cross-
matching was found. Each sample was then compared

with established chronologies, but no significant cross-
matching was present.

The timbers showed great variation in their growah
ring patterns. Samples LEC13, LECI6 and LECI18
contained the largest number of rings, most of which
were fairly narrow (0.5-2.0mm). Sample LEC14
exhibited the widest growth rings (many 12.0mm). The
marked variation in the widths and patterns of the tree
rings suggests thar the tmbers wsed in the building
of the Leche House derived from different imber stands.

37 Watergate Street

Six samples were obiained from the beams over the
undercroft: the details are given in Table 9. Duplicate
cores were taken from two timbers because, i ¢ach
case, the first core broke during extraction. Sample
STU3A was the only core containing less than 50
rings. This would normally be rejected for analyais bat
it was included since there was a possibilicy that it
might extend the series of the second core, STLUIE. In
fact, this was the case. STUIB contamned 82 rings
plus approximately 23 rings thar were too narrow 1o be
measured accurately. Cross-matching was found
between STULA and STUIE and between STU3A
and STU3B. These two series were averaged 1o form
two mean chronologies: STUIM and STU3IM. The
rree-ring series of S TU2 also cross=matched with those
from STUIM and 5TU3IM; these were combined wo
form a 100 year mean chronology for the undercrolt,
STURM. It was tested against established chronologies
and dared to 1320-1419 inclusive (Table 9a). No sapwood
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Table 9 37 Watergate Street: details of timbers

Tumber Toral mo

aff rrgs

Lovarion

Sample

tie beam D a9
tie beam D 50
tie beam 1= Hi}
tie beam C 44
tie beam C §2
tie beam B 83

sTuUA
STU1B
ST
STLU3A
STuU3R
STU4

undercrokt
undercroft
undercroft
undercroft
undercroft
undercrof

Table %a: 37 Watergate Street
Chronology STURM

Period spasnsed AIV [320=141%
Crossdating of STURM

" palue

Chroralogy Years muerlap

East Midlands 4467

(Laxton and Lirton, 1988)

Lo

Britsh Isles .05 100

{Baillic and Pikcher, pers comim)

Upwich 2, Droitwich
{CGroves and Hillam, 1997}

T7.24 L

High Teawn, Hereford 4.87

[Boswijk and Tyers, 1997)

1ixF

Sinal Park, Burton on Trent
(Ters, 19597

+.80 LD

Mostell Priory, Wakeficld
(Tyers, 1998)

5.59 a0

Commandery, Worcester 5.0

(Pilcher, pers comm}

was present on the cores and thus a felling date after
1438 is indicated. This suggests that this building
was partially reconstructed, most probably in the mid-
fifteenth century.
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Ne of raprooad Feriod spanmned Frrimaied
Fimgs Sellrwig s
13461414 afier 1433

15481405 after 1425

- 1540-1419 after 1438

- 13201363 afver 1382
13281 40 after 142E

The Deva, 10 Watergate Street

Samples were obtained from 11 structural nmbers in
the Deva (Table 100). Timbers which abwviously had less
than 50 rings were not samipled. Five samples that had an
insufficient number of rings were not measured. The
32 rings shown for DEL is only part of the sample that
would have been exracted: the remamisg wood could not
be removed because of tarring of the sample which pre-
vented extraction. Whilst DEI contained only 42 rings,
these did form a sensitive growth pattern. This may have
been contemporary with other series in the building and
therefore DE1 was measured and subsequently vested.

Six samples were ested but no consistent significant
cross=matching was found, The series for DE4 (132
years), DE6 (73 years) and DE10 (86 years) were sub-
sequently tested with established chronologies. DEG
was absolurely dated by a number of these chronologies
to span the peried 1437-1500 (Table 10a). There were
no significant dates for DE4 and DE1D.

Sample DE6 retained sapwood and the date of the lass
formed heartwood ring is 1505, The felling date can be
estimated as 1524-55. The sample DEG also contained
pith, and this allows an estimate of cambial age of 99
vears, with a range of 88-119 years. This calculatron
may also be made for the undated series DE4 for which
the figure is 147 years, with a range of 136-167 years,

Dendrochronological analysis of timbers from the
Deva show that trees with both sensitive and complacent
patterns of growth were used in its construction. This
suggests different growing conditions for these trees.

Tabie 10 The Deva, 10 Watergate Street: details of timbers

Sample Laocation Tirmbyr Totad mo
i Fiag
DEI street bevel beam #2
DE2 street bevel heam 3T
DES street level beam 45
DE4 street level st 152
DES sereet Jevel post 43
DES sereet level post K
DETY stroet level brace 22
DESR stroet level brace <30
DES street level tie beam =113
DELD Row bevel COTOET (RSt Bl
L Row level COTALT Pt 32

No aof sapsoeod Pertod sparsmed Fenimuried
FiRgs Jelirng dae
15 -
4 1437-1509 1524-155%
L, .
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Table 10a: The Deva
Timber DEG: peviod spanned A} 1437-1509
Crossdating of NS

Chromalogy " varfue Years vwerlap
Belfast 4.2% 75
(Baillie, 1977a)

Bishops House 4.37 73
(Morgan, 1977)

Britsh Isles 385 FE]
{Baillie and Pilcher, pers comm)

Faringron Hall Farm 2 i3, My o5
(Leggett, unpulb)

L}'-l.li.:l.-l: Fall 5.13% 73
{Leggett, forthcoming)

Savley Hall G149 73
{Leggett, 1980)

Wales West Midlands 4.69 73
[Siebenlist-Kerner)

Yorkshire timbers 578 73

(Hillam, pers comm)

22 Watergate Street

Table 11 gives details of the six samples taken from
timbers at 22 Watergate Street, Two samples were not
measured; sample GR3 contained less than 30 growth
rings and sample GR3 contained approximately S0
rings but was broken in a number of places,
Subseguent cores removed from GRS continued to
break during sampling.

Sample GR1 contained 123 growth nings including
26 rings of sapwood, Therefore this individual series
was analysed further, but as no consistent significant
date was obrained, GRI could nor be given an absolure
date. It is possible that this may resuly from the bands
of very narrow, scarcely measurable, rings in the sample.
In addition, this series differed from the others by
containing many more rings and by having a growth
sequenice that was extremely sensitive (with great

Table 11 22 Watergate Street: details of timbers

Spmply Lacation Timabeer Total ma
of remgs
GRIL street level frone tie beam 123
L e street leve] rear post k1
B3 street level rear 1L <H)
GRA street bevel fromn e bearn kL
GRS streed bevel fromt it <50
Ll strect level fromt beam 54

variations in ring width). It is possible that this timber
was from a different tree population.

Sample GR6 conmained pith and sapwood, allowing
an cstimate of cambial age of 87 vears, with a range of
Ta-107 years., Mone of the other samples from this
building contained both pith and sapwood.

Booth Mansion, 28=34 Watergate Street

Fourteen cores were taken from the joists over the eastern
undereroft in Booth Mansion, There was sufficient
cross-matching of five of the samples w permit the
formation of 4 mean site chronology and this was
compared with established chronologies w provide
absolute dating for the last rings (Tables 12 and 12a).
This suggests that these jodsts were taken from trees
felled during the second half of the thirteenth century.

Five cores were taken from the arcade in the western
undercroft and three of these provided suffictent
cross-matching to establish a mean chronology. When
compared with established chronologics this provided
dates from 1201 to 1231 for the last rings. One of the
dated tvimbers (LP1323) possessed bark, bur it was
not possible to take a sample of the sapwood suitable
for measurement, Even so, it would be reasonable o
assume that the last dated ring predates felling by
little more than 30 vears, suggesting a date of ¢ 1260
fior this arcade,

3842 Watergate Street

Wine vimbers were sampled from the floor over the
eastern undercroft at 38-42 Warergate Street (Table 13),
It proved possible to date only the three samples which
had the greatest mumber of ring: and these all camse
from the joists. LP1360 and LP1362 matched one
another steongly (1°=7.27, 114 vears of overlap) and so
were merged to form a mean chronology, IND4. This
and LP1361 were then compared with established
chronologies o give firm dates for the last rings present
in cach sample {Tables 13a and 13b). The sapwood was
ahsent and it is therefore nor possible 1o estimare the
felling dates. Tt is, however, likely that the trees from
which these timbers were taken were felled within 50
years of the last dated ring, suggesting that the floor
ovier this undercroft dates from the first half’ of the

No of saperood Perad sparmed Esnimaied
FURES Jelliig dare

26 = =

2 - .



Table 12 Booth Mansion: details of timbers

Suunple

Location

285-70 Watergale Strect

LP13zg
LP1332
LP1556
L1337
L.E*1 340
L1341
L1542
L1343
L.F*]1 346
LP1347
LP13545
LP1351
L.F*1353
LP1354

undercraft
undercrofi
undercroft
unsdercralt
undercroft
undercroft
undercroft
unsdereraft
undercroft
undercrofi
undercroft
undercroft
undercroft
rear undercroft

A2=34 Watergate Sivevr

L1324
LPr325
LF1326
LP1327
LP1328

undercroft
umdercraft
undercroft
undercrofi
undercroft

Trambyr

Jist
st
&L
pixisl
st
Jivist
pst
joist
joist
jivist
Joist
joist
joist
jovist

bnleter

st

bridging joist
bolster

vt

Table 12a Booth Mansion: Crossdating

Taral ro No of raproood

of Fimgs IR

148 -
1ED -
159

&7

l6E -
213 -
o

gt

l66 -
122 -
125

67

146

T -

73
7
125 -
124 -
b

APPENDIX B: REPORT OX THE DENDROCHRONOLOGICAL SAMPLING PROGRAMME

Ferenad spanred

Ii6e5-1213%

11751245

1169-1235
H7-12

11B1-1248

11541231

107 6=120]
1145-1213
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Eirimaiod
Jelling dme

afer 1232

afier 1262

afrer 1254
after 1258

after 1267

after 1250

after 1220
after 1232

Mean chronology: pevied spanned AD 1165=1248

Chrosnlogy " manlive Years everlap
Briesh Isles 15.15% 183
(Baillie and Pilcher, pers comm)

Farington Hall 4.48 155
(Leggett, unpub)

Jaybank B.0% 174
(Leggert, unpuly)

Mangwich 11.03 183

(Hughes and Leggett, 1983)

Table 13 38=42 Watergate Street: details of timbers

Hample Lacaron Timper
LI*1355 undercrofl, no 38, frame 1 archbeace
L1556 undercroft, no 38, frame 1 archbrace
L1357 undercroft, no A8, frame 1 tee beam
L1553 undercroft, no 38, frame 2 e beam
L1360 undercroft, no 38 sl
LP1361 undercroft, no 38 Lt
LP1362 undercroft, no 38 piasl
LF1364 undercroft, no 38 pidsl
IMERLI row walkway, no 40 post
INRL2 row walkway, no 40 prost
INRL3 row walkway, no 40 bressumer

fourteenth cemtury, Three samples were alse waken
from the arcade in front of the Row walkway of 40
Watergate Street; unforunately none produced any date.

Conclusion

Despite its relatively low swccess rate (only 27 dated
samples from the 171 cores taken - 15.8%) dendro-
chronology provided an important and cost-effective
contribution o the Rows Research Propect. As the
sampling programme was limited by resources, it was
largely targered at the earfiest buildings so as to establish
maore precise dating, This meant that the programme
wias also limired by the relative rarity of medigval mmber
structures compared with the common occurrence of

Toral mo N of sapivood  Perfod sparoned
af rirgs rig

Eseimaresd
fetting dase

19 - - -
23 -

40 - .
37 = .
187 - 11061293 1312-1343
188 0E-1286 -

114 - 1115=1220 -

24 -

43 -

27 -

ely -
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Table 13a 35-42 Watergate Street
Mean chronology INDG (TP160 & [P1362)
Peviod spanned AD 1161293

Crossdating af INDY

Chromafogy " oanliae Years overlap
Baguley Hall 4,07 184
(Leggett, 1980)

British Isles 3.16 187
(Baillee and Pilcher, pers comm)

Fanagon Hall 4.46 187
(Leggetr, unpul)

Table 13b 35—2 Warcrgate Street

Timber LP1I6]

Period spanned AID 995-1 286

Crossdating of L] 361

Chronslogy ‘1" value Years overlapy
Baguley Hall 540 250
{Leggen, 1980)

Britsh Isles 733 288
(Bailbe and Milcher, pers comm)

Manmwich 4.50 284

(Leggett, 1980

medieval masoncy (Chapters 3 and 4). In addinon,
opportunitics for sampling the few medicval timbers
above Row level were limited, as such structures were
cither in public arcas or inacocssible.

Mevertheless, dendrochronology has  provided
independent evidence that there are a number of build-
ings in the Rows dating from the second half of the
thirtcenth century and the first half of the fourteenth
century. Unforrunarely, the general absence of sapwood
mcans that only general dating estimares can be given.

The absence of sapwood is a pestimony to the quality
af the carpentry, and the size and slow-growing namre
of the trees from which the timbers were selected is
shown by the length of the ring coums. Many of the
joasts, for example, were quartered timbers and proved
to have ring counts exceeding 150 vears,

Frustratinglv, most of those buildings believed 1o
have a late medieval date, such as the Leche House,
17 Watergate Street, did not produce any dated samples,
The exceptions were a single nmber from the Deva, 10
Watergate Street, and three dated tie beams from 37
Watergate Street. Except for 37 Warergate Street the
miedieval builldings failed o produce cross-matching
internal  chronologies, The samples from  these
buildings generally had ning counts of less than 100
and sapwood was commonly present, This implies tha
the carpenters working on these buildings had 1o wse
poorer timber from a variety of sources, such as
hedgerows, parkland and managed woods, rather than
the better quality tumber available during the earlier
perod.



Appendix C: Documentary references for the

enclosure of the Rows
by ¥ Laughton and R Tirner

As the Rows were considered part of the *common soil’
of the city any propcted development had to be
submitted to the Assembly for approval. This
imnevitably generated considerable bureaucratic activity,
the written records of which survive in Chester
Archives, All known documentary sources relating to
the enclosure of the Bows are listed in this Appendix
by address (where it has been iwdentified), and therefore
individual references have been omitted from the main
text. Petittons to the Assembly appear in the Assembly
Files (AF), occasionally accompamed by counter-
petitions from indignant neighbours stressing the loss
of light, access, custom, or other amenity which would
ensue i permission were granted. The Assembly
Books record the deliberations, together vath orders to
view the premises, the resulting decion, and the fine
and rent imposed. The references are presented either,
for example, as ABITIV which refers wo the folio
number, o ARY2T 71715 which s the date of the
meeting. The Treasurer's Accounts complement these
sources, by recording payments (or occasionally the
failure vo pay), and the Quarter Session Files record
disputes. Corporation deeds and collections of family

Bridge Street —= West side

52 Bridge Street

1697 Franca Skellern 35 rent AR 101697

Alderman

Accordmg fo Sumpion (unpublished momeoripe, Chester Archives
CR 1123 ths cansed stromg resentment and the obsiricron was
remicved. The Rote walisvay coas bocked apam im ¢ JE10 by ehe
gt bunlding ercerad by Mr Swawnick and an alleriatiog pas-
saape froms The Foes o Bollend Coury protided

Unlocated petitions in the vicinity of
Pierpoint Lane

1733 Laurcnce Corless repocted AFS22H
Wetglover

1733 George Taylor oversail graneed, AFS22%4

enclosure rejected

1733 [oseph Soreton rejectied ARG 236
[nnkeeper

1753 Rober Jones rejecred AF52235
Warchmaker
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papers have helped with the precise identification of
properties and have also provided the more personal
element.

Sometimes the evidence has been gathered from
secondary sources, including collections of deeds
deposited or transcrnbed by Lawson, Simpson, or
Faulkner and stored under their names in the City
Becord Office, Occasional items have alse been
published in the Cheshine Sheaf or the Journal of the
Chester Archaeologrcal Society,

The information 15 presented street by street, under
modern addresses, The lecation of historic properties
has been made possible from topographical information
given in the documents or by bullding up blocks of
adjacent owners and fxing them into the street pattern.
Howrever, the pieture 18 not complete and several
petitions cannol be placed wath certainty (these are
indicated by a question mark [¥] after the address),
(hber peutions can only be placed generally and these
are listed separately. The problem is compounded by
the fact that successful petitions did not necessarily
bead 1o the aking in of the Bow and laver owners needed
1o reapply

Lower Bridge Street - East side

1-3 Lower Bridge Street

1733 Richard Penketh

Ironmonger

s Bd rent AFMTIG2

TAMY Awgure 1703, shewes howse ‘tin the holding of Mary
Throppe, eoidorn, and Mr Lo har g shap ro the marth”

5 Lower Bridge Street

1703 William Benmern

Alderman

G5 Bd rem AFATT61

Hawse "t rhe kolding af Roberr Combgrbach, Recorder of Chesrer'

7 Lower Bridge Street (formerly the Red Lyon
Inn)
1703

William Bennett 6% 8d rent

Alderman

AFATE )

CMIN24T and TAP 19 Awgress 1703 granes land 11702 x v
to Bemnent and Later tietws of this buiddmg shote ot st back eoth

raperial erares do first foor entrance.
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9 Lower Bridge Swreet

1728 John Dicas 305 fine A5l
Barber

1750  William [Hcas reapplication
Peruke maker 30s fine

For aaslier encrogekonenl fnte rote see AF 50248 and o seret of
degds relming ro this propesry DVL T10-1 500

11 Lower Bridge Street
1728 Roger Barmston L5 fine AFA]

fm I711, Barnsron gromed leave ro Buldd om sallbeard,
AR AT, bur this properoy remueing enclnd,

13 Lower Bridge Street

1728 Lawrence Gother is fine AFS1
Alderman

1741 Thomas Gother reapplication AF/53
ity Treasurer 308 fime

In (709, Lawwency Gotler tons pramred @ Rowr chamber,
AFideai 38 This mas builr s vhe Rore resratined wneneloned wnrd
1876 (Larmsom and Smitk 1955, 2,

15 Lower Bridge Street

1741 Samuel Hinton AlFS3
Diruggist

17-19 Lower Bridge Street

The Bowo eoalliway i concealed befeimnd chambers binr &5 amenclosed
amd &5 called Umiry Pasrage.

21 Lower Bridge Street

Shomrn s wrenclosed I early miRCeTIR-CerIurY prinr, perapr
remunmmg o il proent Fowse Bt an T89S

23 Lower Bridge Street

Bare of enclianerye mor kroton

25 Lower Bridge Street

1725  John Dewsbury
Assembly Member

counter petition AF'51
to Bulkeley
(see below)

1727  John Dewsbury enclosure petition

fo Feport A5
1728 John Drewsbury ProvisE ARMEAITES
of steps

27 Lower Bridge Street

1725 William Bulkeley Petition ARS]
Ironmonger
1736 William Bulkeley rejpected ABRYE31T6

1728 Willtam Bulkeley L5 fneand ABWES1TIE
ProVISIOn
of steps

29=31 Lower Bridge Street {Tudor Houwsae)

1725 Roger Ormes petition AF/51

1726 Roger Ormes rejected AR 1724
L5 Ane and  ARME 31728
prowision

of steps

1728 Roger Ormes

13 Lower Bridge Sereet

1725 Mary Whitfield petition for two AFS]

Widow messiages
1726 Mary Whatfield X fine ABY431TE6
for part only
1728  Mary Whitficld L7 fine ABAEB.I1T28
for rermainder
35 Lower Bridge Street
1720 John Warringron 4= fine AF/S0e 28

Carpenter

37=41 Lower Bridge Strect (Park House)

1703 Madam Ehzabeth rejected AF4Ea’'l3
Booah
1717 Elizabeth Booth L8 fine AF'S0e 18

4347 Lower Bridge Strect

Dite af enclosere mot Brogon brer s siee e formerly ocoupded by
ar farge enphrecmth-cemtury house with no Kot

49 Lower Bridge Street

1716 Peter Bristow L3 fine AFS0a15

51 Lower Bridge Street

1699  John Mather pethition AFUTCR
Gientleman and 38

1700 John Mather [10fine  ARYI2.1.1700
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53 Lower Bridge Street (formerly the Crown and
Angel Inn)

1708 Richard Lawrence complamt against  AFSEBe39

Mather

No enclorire detans kraon for Bare plar

5t Olave's Church

Mo peritions have been traced for the enclomre of the Reto in the
properties beloww St Ohawe 't Church,

Lower Bridge Street-West side

2 Lower Bridge Street

1648 Randle Holme 111 34 rent ABIN8.2. 1088

This seevns fe Reve beew @ ordjor enoreachmenl rather Bran an cacio-
s, This property diseppeared mhen (Frospenor Street was basln,

4 Lower Bridge Street (Lamb Row)

1715 John Thimas
Tallor

repected AFda0g51-2

1715  Mary Graffith ABAATTATIS

COmly the R af the fointh end appeared ro hate beeit cnelosed
before this badldong e demiolashed fa 1821 for the conricrion of

(Frostemar Sencel

6 {The Falcon) and =10 Lower Bridge Street

1643  Sir Richard Grosvenor 26s Bd fine AF2GT

2% 6d rent

12 Lower Bridge Street (formerly the Upper
White Bear)

1675 Thomas Gibbons 54 fine AB 218
Feltmaker

14 Lower Bridge Strect

1681 Thomas Wright s 6d rent TAY

Faulkner 19

Lot Thormas Wright, jur ABYT IV
Shenl

16 Lower Bridge Street

1686 Laurence Gualter 54 rent AF42h/'32

Jomer

Bridge House, 18-24 Lower Bridge Street

1676 Lady Mary Calveley  40s fine AF41a'l6
38 rens

1678  Lady Mary Calveley added stairs AFS1A30

24=26 Lower Bridge Street[?]

1668 Thomas Weston 2% 6 rent AR IRe 25

Clerk

2i Lower Bridge Sireet]?]

Edward Cooke mentioned in Alban Grev's

petition{see below)

24 Lower Bridge Street

1691  Alban Cirey £2 fine AF46a' 26

125 rent

30 Lower Bridge Strect (formerly the Sign of
the Angel)

1676 Ralph Leighe 10s fime AB/2185w
35 G renn
1703 Themas Leigh petition AF4TEEGR
Innholder
1704 Thomas Leigh rejected AF/48a'l5
1717 Thomas Leigh 10s fine AR50 and 15

32 Lower Bridge Street

1717 William Hung included in 3842 AF'S0:3
[formerly M Croughton)

34=36 Lower Bridge Street

1717  Ambrose Wheawell 40 fine

[encroachment oaly)

AF/50c/4,47,54

3842 Lower Bridge Street

1717  Thomas Humt 20s fime AFS0c3
Coollecnion of deeds (LK T165) showr the sinbseguacnt sformy sfory

of Nos 32-42
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44=46 Lower Bridge Strect][?]

173 John Dustton report AREN15.8.1744
Baker delayed

1741 John Dasttorn 30 fine ARG 1741741

1740  Deborah Clegg L3 fine AR 0,1 T4

W o

The Iocanows here are mor cortarn amd AMRWE2 12 ITTIE and
ABRIE, P TIS are alio relevant,

48=50 Lower Bridge Street (The Old King's Head)

1741 Willkarn Ball i report ABA20LE.174

traced

52=60 Lower Bridge Strect (Gamul House)

Fromed by a raved walkoay: sof a tree R F Batenhain s viow
af 1816 shote No 60 ar a slair wieersolar Mook proyecting fortand,
Blockrip vhe walliogy. (Ree aleo P8

62—68 Lower Bridge Strect

Frovted by a raised wolbmay, o Gamd House, Barenfam s tietw
pmplies a serter af properties i eohiich bhe Rote toas emcloed,

TO=T8 Lower Bridge Street

Mo peririons hate boest traced for the emclogure of the Rote in these
propertics,

80 Lower Bridge Street

1704 Thomas Williams 25 6d ren AFM48a40
Innhobder

42 Lower Bridge Street

1723 John Brerewood 3k fine AF’51

84 Lower Bridge Street (Shipgate House)

¢ 1705 Sir John Werden fo petiton wraced

house dated stylmstcally

Unlocated petitions in Lower Bridge Street

173  Isaac Powell o Teport ABWISE.1TH

Barber truced

Eastgate Street = North side

At peeiirons lired belote roline 1o propereies ease of St Werburgh
Sreet, where the hialdings appear fo furoe oversailed a street-leoal
paremmens and thergfore did rar comain e Roer eoaliboayy,

35 Eastgate Sireen

1742 Mathanial Hall  no report traced ARM4.3.1742

37 Eastgate Street

1742 [John Moulson o report AR 31742
traced

3941 Eastgate Strect

1742 [David Willlams o report AR 1TE2

[ 39) wraced

1742 Richard Moukon no report
[ 41 ) traced

ARME3 1742

174% Richard Moukon petition ARALE TS

Crrocer

17%0  Richard Moubson shop only
55 4 renn

ARV 10,1750

1772 Thomas Moulson petition AF33

with plam

1773  Thomas Moulkon 55 fine ARWIE51TTE

4% Eastgate Street

1742 Thomas Hincks 0o pepon AR, 1742

traced

1749 Thomas Hincks petition ABY24.8.1749

1750 ‘Thomas Hincks shop only
58 rem

ABI0.10.0T50

45 Eastgate Street

1742 Ralph Probert no repoTt AR 1T42

Harrer traced
1745 Ralph Proberr

1750 Ralph robert
Alderman

petition ABMAZI21T48

shop only ABM24.8.1750
Eastgate Street = South side
58 Eastgate Street

1714 Charles, L£10 fine AF/49g/35
Duke of Shrewshury

1714 Charles, rejecred AFS0BY9 and 15
Druke of Shrewsbury

This property noew foro the castorn end of the Grovoemor Horel,
toliere e areecr-teved arcads does mor contimne aeross the el sidul
af the horel fromiage.
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Northgate Street — West side
1 Morthgate Street (part only¥)

1699  William Walson
Alderman

1% rent AR 1609

3 Northgate Street

AR e
AR5, B

16499 Abigail Burroughs 40 fine

5 MNorthgate Sireet
1699 John Dok fi0 FEPOFL ABAA1 10,1 o0
Cordwainer wraced

1699 Abagail Burroughs counter AEA3 L1001 B0

petition
Unlocated petitions in Northgate Strect
Im Fai3-14 Wilkiew Mercer, pallore chomdlee, and Richard
KBrockron, Magemrtk, ‘enclosed and stopped uppe the Kowoe " llgpally
FASES2AE - 20 Clotaber).

1670 Elzabeth Throppe rejecred
Wi

AF/40b24

1681 Thomas Dhod rejected ARZ 6. 12. 1681

Watergate Street = South side

&% Watergate Street

1711  Eleanor Massie 505 fime AR 14
Widow of Dbl

1714 Bernard Ficlding  50s fine ABELG 0TI
Innholder

T1=T3% Watergate Strect

1703 Henry Pemberton repected ARA.9. 1703

ABA25.2.1704
1711  John Pemberton  S50s fine! AFAOd 1L
Messuage
75 Watergaie Street
1711  Thomas Alcott 0% fine ARSI
Smith
77 Watergate Strect][?] (Yacht Inn)
1711  Thomas Bigging  50% fine AF40d4'13

Innholder

The budlding on vhis site was dermolished to allot the widenizg of
Nicholas Srreet.

Watergate Street = North side
446 Watergate Street

1713  Robert Bavand AF 409

Dactor of Physick

£2 105 fine

GRS erclades the compevance of the Bom,
CRYS25-21 has larer monsecions oncluding the sale of bhe
praperry e Dawee Pliiladelpfia Corron,

48=50 Watergate Strect

170172 Robert Denteth
Merchant

rejected AF4Te' 34

This s a comer perition 1o e suwbmined by Jomes Doc
(3ee bolom).

1713 Sir Thomas
Cotton

£2 105 fine  AFA49ES

CRAS =13 gives che earfrer fustory of the fonee.

GRS -9 has iromsaciions bermeen Denteth and Conon.
G520 imcludes the comvepance of the Rom,

CRME2 =7 mecords a later sale.

52 Watergate Street

1713 Joha Marun L1 10s fine  AFY9ET
Yeoman of
Eastharm

54-56 Watergate Street

1700  James Doe L3 fine AF4Te13
(ent L3 rent

Gl Watergate Street

1675  Sir Peter Pindar 38 renn AF/ 4033

Callector of customs
Fr cenfier rglerences o encroachoment and cncosiers of B Profery s

TAR 3051 (164 3-4)

TAR 352 (1655-6)

OSFITAIS

Trewor Mg (Flivrshiee Record Ofice, Mold)

68 Watergate Strect

1686 Michael Johmson ABIAGY

1703 John Williams renl Nt AF4TE1S

recorded

R!'Ilﬂﬂﬂl dn:lr.rn'mr: (rigy

TAPRS (3.4 0703)
CHDST



(zazetteer

{This pazeneer woas fimalsed durmg the summner of 1993,)

Bridge Street — East side

1 Bridge Street, 1 Bridge Street Row,
and 2 Eastgate Street

A Verpacular Revival building designed by T M
Lockwood for Chester City Council and dated 1888, It
replaced a timber-framed building which incorporated
the sixteenth-century cistern. For this prominen
gorner site, Lockwoad produced an enjovable design
in half-umbering which has served as a popular symbol
of Chester's nineteenth-century How architecoure. {See
pp 118-9, Figs 129 and 150.)

3-7 Bridge Street, 3-7 Bridge Street Row

A Vernacular Revival building designed by W M Boden
and erected 1589-90, The structure is of cast iron
columns and beams, with internal partitions of Ruabon
pressed brick. The facade is hali-timbered above a tled
leasi-to canopy to the Row level. (See p 124.)

9 Bridge Street, 9 Bridge Strect Row

A rendered facade of ¢ 1840 conceals a seventeenth-
century building. Medieval masonry survives at the
rear of the undercroft, with a modern lavatory and a

S~ e SR

cloakroom e the north having sandstone walls; whale
on the south, a chamber, 4.33m in length, 1% also of
stone construction. At Row + 1 level there are lamb's
tongue stopped beams and fleur-de-lys plasterwork,
and there are ¢lear indicatons thar a jetry has been
removed. The rooms above hawve classical fireplaces.
Part of a timber frame may survive, but the south wall
is of pwentieth-century brick. (See p 91.)

11 Bridge Street, 11 Bridge Street Row

A partally surviving seventeenth-century timber-
framed building with a medieval undercroft (Fig 151).
The upper part of the facade was rebuilt as a replica in
the twentieth century. The undercroft measures 12,15
% 5.50m and contains part of a medieval timber arcade
supporting large square joists for which dendrochrono-
logical analysis has yet to produce a dating. This level
15 divided into two by an eighteenth-century crosswall,
pecess o the rear being via the Fow-level shop. The
rear section has sandstone walls and a corbel in the
cast wall thar originally supported the end of the
arcade beam. In the north wall o umber sole plate,
joast, and scction of floorboard are preserved. At Row
level, there is a good Edwardian shop ingerior with
an arcaded gallery, which probably reflects a seven-
reenth-century arrangement, At Row + 2 level the
seventeenth-century  trenched-purlin roof truss is
exposed. (Soe pp 45-6 and 83.)

5

o =

Fig 150 Bridee Sreeer looking south; Nos | and 3-7 firse and second left (RCHME © Croton Copyright)
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Fig 151 Timber arcade post in undercroft of 11 Bridee
Sreet (ROHME © Croton Copyvrighe)

13 Bridge Street, 13-15 Bridge Street Row

A tall brick building of 1861 designed by Edward
Hodkinson for Mr Ewen, hosier, containing no evidence
of earlier fabric. The undercroft is L-shaped with the
return projecting south behind 15 Bridge Swreer. At Row
level a nammow rear wing leads o a former courtyarnd
dwelling, which was probably independently occupied,

15 Bridge Street, 17-19 Bridge Street Row

The ecighteenth-century brick facade conceals a
seventeenth=-century timber-framed structure above a
short stone-walled undercroft, 10.5m long. The under-
croft is spanned by a pair of two-ordered chamfered
pointed arches dating from the mid-fourteenth century
(p 49 and ¢f 36 Bridge Strect, pp 38, 1630, These carry
large medieval flar oak jodsts. The walls are covered
with 4 modern lining, but Lawson and Smith {1958,
11) recorded evidence for the lowering of the under-
croft floor and a recess in the south wall (¢ 28 Eastgare
Street). Seventeenth-century plasterwork (Fig 132)
survives on the upper floors, and the way this has been
runcated shows that the bullding was jewtied. The
southern boundary of the property encroached south-
wards to mclude the steps up to Row level; the resultant
distortion 15 shown on the 1873 OS5 map. (See p 91.)

17-19% Bridge Street,
21-23 Bridge Street Row

A late aghteenth-century building with sandstone
flanking walls to the rear undercroft, which are probably

Fig 152 Ceiling ar Rowe + 1 lewel e 15 Bridge Sereer,
1942 (RCHME © Cromen Copyrighe)

medieval. The facade has been altered since its con-
struction; the Row + 1 level windows have lost their
heavy cornices and brackers, and the projecting
pediment, shown on nineteenth-century photographs,
has been replaced by a less substantial version.

21 Bridge Street, 25 Bridge Street Row

An early nineteenth-century brick facade fronis a
building contatning elements from previous centuries.
The narrow undercroft has large square joists with
evidence of a sandstone corbel table on the south side.
Below the back of the stallboard 15 a chamfered oak
beam, stopped a1 the south end. Late seventeenth- or
carly cighteenth-century brickwork and timber framing
are visible on the south wall ar Bow + 1 level.

23 Bridge Street, 27 Bridge Street Row

An early nineteenth-century brick building with cast-
iron Doric columns at Row Jevel and a medieval
undercroft. The walls of the undercroft are lined, bur
are reported o be of sandstone. Cross beams and
chamfered flar oak josts with stops at the rear end are
partly visihle,

25-217 Bridge Street,
29=-31 Bridge Street Row

The brick facade 15 of ¢ 1800, but inside, only the
undercroft 15 of this date. At Bow level and above, the
interiors were altered in the wentieth century to
accommasdate Newspaper presses.
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Fig 153 51 Michael s Arcade FfROHME © Crreonr Copyrigiae)

29 Bridge Street, 35 Bridge Street Row

An early mineteenth=century brick building with cast
ron Done columins at Row level. The site of any miedieval
undercrolt s largely oblicerared by a vast subrerrancan
printing press room. A storeroom owards the front has
early mineteenth-century joists, bridging joists and cast
iron columns, Several of the joists have unwsed mortices
and are manifestly reused

31-35 Bridge Street,
37-39 Bridge Street Row

A large Vernacular Revival steel framed building of
1910=1911 with half-umbered facade designed by
W T Lockwood for the first Duke of Westminsuer, In
replaced a similar scaled building of the mid-nineteenth
century by Edward Hodkinson (p 124, Fig 138), and
incorporates the Row-level entrance e 5t Michael’s
Arcade. Ax first buil with a facing of white faience tiles,
the front was taken down and rebuilt on the Duke’s
instruction, following local protest at its appearance,
Little imterior detail from 1910-11 survives, although
deeply embossed Art Nouveau wallpaper below dado
level on the Row to Row + 1 level staircase at 39 Bridge
Street Row gives an indication of the lost interior, as does
the undercroft of No 31 with its egg-and=dart moulded
bridging joists. (See ppl25-8, Figs 140,141 and 153.)

37=41 Bridge Sireet,
43=47 Bridge Street Row

A neo-Jacobean style boick balding erected in 1864 for
the second Marguis of Westminster and designed by
Edward Hodkinson (p 124). It incorporates a medieval
undercroft (14.5m in length)., now subdivided and
reduced in height by the msertion of a street level floor,
Ongmnally 4.2m high, the undereroft was perhaps used
as a seld (see Appendix A). In the west cellar wall are
sections of Roman bath house masonry, and the
medieval rear wall containg a rebaved doorway opening
into an exposed Roman hypocaust, and is footed on to
Roman concrere. Also in the east wall are compound
corbels, probably ¢ 1300, with that over the doorway
comprising four stones (p 40, Fig 43). The Row and
above levels have entirely modern clad inteniors. Across
a rear court is 4 group of bnick tenements (45, 45a and
45b Bridge Street Row) contemporary with the
I::,':nl;ag-;- building of 1864, ']'Ih;':.' are rare '\-I.IT"."i'n.'iH:iL
examples of nineteenth-century courtvard housing,

St Michael’s Rectory, 43 Bridge Street,
49 Bridge Street Row

A mid-seventcenth-century  timber-framed  bulding
which was begueathed in 1659 by Lettice Whitley 1o 5t
Michael's Parish and used unril 1907 as the Rectory.
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Fig 154 51 Muchael’s Reciory, 43 Bridge Sreeer (RCHME
O Croton Coprnph)

The underceoft is lined, but there are post-medieval
cak joists partly visible at the rear. The Bow-level inte-
rior has a fine seventeenth-century plastered ceiling
and an eighteenth—century twist baluster staircase up
o Row + | level. At this level a galleried room s open
to the root, with a chamber over the Bow, “The rear wall
of the seventeenth-century structure, IRCOrpOrating a
f=light mulhon window, 1% now an imtersor wall, with
the rearward extension apparently a l;'.l.'l.;'I'LILI,!1|'I-L'-I.!:I:II1.:|!'}'
rebuild of an eighteenth-century precursor, Below the
window are three plaster panels of sceness of the
Crucifixion and Deposition, probably installed when
the building was restored by Mr Crawford, an annigue
dealer, shortly after he purchased it in 1907. The
purlin roof i seventeenth-ceniury, but has been severely
altered; the rear truss of the rear chamber 15 the most
mtact, A warchouse at the rear, which was recently
demolished, contained seventeenth- and nineteenth=-
century features (See p 91, Figs 66 and 154).

45-47 Bridge Street,
531-55 Bridge Street Row

A brick building of the early to mid-nineteenth century,
with no evidence of carlier fabric. The undercroft 1o
Mo 45 has a fine carly vwentieth-century butcher's shop
interior with a cast iron column and cashier™s office.

49 Bridge Street, 57 Bridge Street Row

A Vernacular Revival building by W M Boden, daved
1891 on the gable, and in a similar style to his later
work at 3=7 Bridge Street. The 159] mtenor has been
|.HTE|.,'|'!|' removed, with only a single late mmetesnth-
century commice surviving af undercrofi level. (Seep 124.)

51-53 Bridge Street, 59 Bridge Street Row

A pn_':l;-:':-"l.'-q_'rn:u;ui;l.r Revival facade of 1858 l':-g.' ]:l.r'l'u_':q.
Harrrson encases a much alterad HC'-'\'I.'IJII\:I:I'I“'I-L'\II.':I!IEUI'}'
tamber-frarmed hlll]l.l.l"ﬁ abhove a [1:|.i:r af modern clad
|.|nn:l|:r-:.:r|.|ﬁ %, BEvidence for this atructiure is f:';lgtﬁcﬂ[;.it"_-.‘
and g best séen in the Passageway at the south. The
Roaw level 14 open o the roof and there is a 1.‘:,:.'4|.|1.'|"_'.',
this i of nineteenth-cent UryY COmsir vk, b pmhahly
perpeliuates the hn:'-'l.':l!lh’.‘l.'l'lll'l-l."‘l.‘:l!l!ul'}' form. The over-
Roaw chamber has remains of timber studwork in the
south wall. The ecastern truss of this roam is a pwenticth-
century fupf-structural creation from rewsed tmbers
planted on 1o the wall face. (See pp 83, 115.)

55 Bridge Street, 61 Bridge Street Row

A Vernacular Bevival building by Thomas Edwards,
bailt as a commercial art gallery for David Sherratt in
18839, The half-timbered facade has inscriptions,
statuary and carved pancls of biblical scenes in the
manner of Bishop Lloyd's Palace. The elaborate
wrought iron hanging sign is contemporary with the
building. The brick and stone undercroft = probably
cighteenth-century, and retains large-scanthing bndging
jpists that support the Bow storey. The interiors at
Row level and above are little altered and contain tall
top=lit galleries for the display of paintings and other
works of art. (See p 124 and g 137.)

57 Bridge Street, 63 Bridge Street Row

A brick-buile structure of the early nineteenth century
incorporating fragmentary evidence of a seventeenth-
century umber frame, which 15 most apparent in the
stop-chamfered timber in the Bow level passage, and a
medieval undercroft. This wndercroft is lined with mod-
crn cladding, though sandstone flank walls were revealed
in recent refitting. At the rear is an intact medieval cham-
ber (3.7 x 3.4Tm), entered via passages at east and west,
It s of one phase of sandstone construction with a small
cupboard, 0, 40m deep, in the west wall (p 43), The rear
wall of the main undercroft is visible, extending 1.05m
south of the chamber, and the interconnecting passage s
1.67m long. The upper floors contain simple classical
intertors of the early nineteenth century.

59 Bridge Street, 67-69 Bridge Street Row

A late seventcenth-century bhuilding, alvered in the
eighteenth cenmury and refronted in the 1950, The new
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Fig 1535 South end of Bridge Strect Roww Eaw (RCHME

O Crown Copvrigh)

front crudely replicates the elevation recorded by G
Batenham in 1816, Internally there is a good staircase,
panclled doors and plasterwaork; all dare from the late
sgventeenth cenrury, The south wall is reported o be
timber-framed.

6l Bridge Street, 71-73 Bridge Street Row

A brick building of ¢ 1760, emploving heavily reused
timbers with seventeenth-century detailing as bridging

joists and ceiling beams at Row level. The rear wall of

a medieval undercroft survives (now lined) with o
doorway towards the north leading through 1o a second
chamber or underceoft, An eighteenth-century st
baluster staircase runs from Bow level to Row + 2, and
there is an impressive over-Row parlour,

63 Bridge Street, 75 Bridge Street Row

Thiz predominantly late cighreenth-century brick
building reveals no carlicr fabric and the intenor s
entircly modern clad. However, the occupier recalls
the exposure of a sandstone wall ar undercroft level,
adiacent vo St Michael's Church, and presumakbly
medieval.

St Michael’s Church

The south end of the Row passes through the west
tower of the church and serves as the porch. The
church is fifteenth-century in origin, bur was largely
rebuilt by James Harmson in 1849-50. The chancel
roof of 1490 15 narrower than the present chancel,
which was wadened in 1678, Also surviving from the

. J_F d - - - Lm - » J
For 156 Ninercenth-century dramomy of Bridee Sreer Rotw
East from porch of Sr Mickaels Cherch (reproduced by
conrtesy of Cherrer Archroes)

fifteenth century is the north arcade with octagonal
piers, The building has been used as a Heritage Centre
since 1975, (Fig 156)

Bridge Street - West side

2-8 Bridge Street, 2-6 Bridge Street Row,
and 1-3 Watergate Street,
1-3 Watergate Street Row

A Vernacular Revival building by T M Lockwood,
erecied for the first Duke of Westrminster im 1892,
The brnick, stone and hali~umbered facade shows
Lockwood's eclectic and inventive use of Renaissance
and Baroque ormament. No earlier fabric survives,
despite this being the site of the medieval “Staven Selds®
[(see p 69). Photographic and map evidence reveals thart
before 1892 an earlier nineteenth-century brick build-
ing occupied the site, extending further north into
Watergare Street. (See pp 11920, Figs 130 and 157.)

10 Bridge Street, 8 Bridge Street Row

This 15 a largely intact seventeenth-century timber-
framed building on an undercroft which is lined and
thus undatable, The deep stallboard (3.58m) is mainly
of seventeenth-century fabric with only a minor nine-
eenth-century encroachment. The facade above Row
bevel has a distinctive band of § quatrefoils, over which
15 painted mock timber framing. Internally, a gallery at
Fow + 1 level survives, with chambers ar front and
rear. A modern suspended ceiling breaks up the former
galleried hall, The rear Row + 1 level chambers reveal
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the timber frame most clearly, particularly the braced
trenched purlin roof structure. A nineteenth-cenmury
warchouse at the rear contains the remains of a belt
drive power take-off system. (See p 65.)

12 Bridge Street, 10 Bridge Street Row

O of the more mmpressive baldings in the Bows, this
COMPrises a medieval vaulted undercrofi with g =evens-
|.|.'I.'I'|1|1-L1.':I:IE1.'IE}' tarti Ber-Tramued E1|.||'|..||:|:|p above. 1The
undercrofl i of o pares; the Front sectvon 15 lined, but
16, B from the steeet 1% a f=-bay '|1-.:-|:'.In| quadnpartite
rib-vaulr (12,95 x 4. 6m) of the mid- 1o later thairteenth
century. The cast wall is of 1839, when the undererofl
was rediscovered, but is on medieval foundarions. Aa
the west end 15 a light well. The three round-headed
windows are higher than their still detectable thir-
teenth-century trefoal-hended precursors. The south
wall has a rrefoil-headed doorway to o 0.75m wade
mural stairease up to Row level, The vault has cham-
fered diagonal and cross-ribs sprnging from plain sub-
conical corbels. The seventeenth-centurvy timber-
framed building at Row level and above has a reason-
ably mtact elaborate facade, with strapwork and the
inscription 170 F&64 ("TCY referring 1o Thomas
Cowper, Mayor of Chester 1641-2, and a Rovalist).
The rimber frame behand I|'|-:.' I':H.'._uh' 15 more I!'r;lgnwn-
tary, although a trenched purlin roof i= partly pre-
served. At Row + 1 level a sandstone fireplace is dated
la6l. (pp 17, 35, 42, 69, 90-1, and Figs 17 and 46)

R et =8

Fig 157 Early photograph of Bridge Streer, woesr side. The brock bealdings on the right and the rwo iember-framed bieldengs
almrgside wwere replaced by Nos 2-8 Bridge Streer by Loclkoood fn 1892; huz 1873 rebuddingg of No 20 can be seen puuse befors
the Dhrirch Howres, See alvo Fig 158, ({RCHME © Crmonr Copyrigh)

14 Bridge Street, 12 Bridge Street Row

Some medicval stonework is visible at the rear of an
otherwise lined undercroft. The south wall has been
breached to create an extension to the south behind Mo
&, There is no visible evidence of the staircase arrange-
ment in the mnorth wall, which cam be seen
m Mo 12 At Kow level and above, the bmlding 1=
a shallow timber-framed structure. Despite the absence
of any mntentor detaal earlier than the mineteenth
century, and a rendered facade, the bulding can be
dated to the seventeenth century on the basis of the
over-Kow carved bressumer and the trenched purlin
rod conatruchion. Behind thas structure 1% a modern flat
rool over the fear frari of the undercroft, with a free-
h[i.’lﬂl.“ﬂ.!'.". 1]'||:'|_'»;,'-\.|||;'|::. nincteenth-cenms ¥ brick |.'l1.1i.|d|.|'|g
bevond. There is no evidence for the reapward extvent of
the medieval or seventeenth-century buildings.

16-18 Bridge Street, 14 Bridge Street Row

Two contemporary properties of the early mineteenth
century (a rainwater head is inscribed 1804) thar form a
h[.:tll'l'll:ll:il.;.ﬂ ﬁl.'-:l'l[u!.:\.'. Mo fabric earlier than this is visible

20 Bridge Street, 16~18 Bridge Street Row
A tall Vermacular Revival building danng from 1873,
with a half-timbered facade infilled wath brick, It was
designed by T M Lockwood and is his earliest work in



the Bows. Mo ecarlier fabric survives, The oriel window
with pargetted panel is derived from Shaw and
Mesfield, An Art Deco lavarory at undercroft level,
classical panelling at street level, and large bread ovens
gt Row level are interesting early rwentieth-century
additions when the property was in use as the Plane
Tree Café, (See p 118, and g 128.)

The Dutch Houses, 22-26 Bridge Street,
20-24 Bridge Street Row

This structure, with its distinctive facade and wisted
colufmns, appears to have been built as a single impres-
sive property, It had, however, been subdivided into a

complex of different ownerships, before the need for

2 THE ROW'S OF CHESTER

urgent repairs led the Ciry Council to purchase all the
individual sections in the 1970s. Following a heavy and
extensive restoration by the Ciry Council, which
invalved the insertion of much steelwork, only the four
StONe pices, S0
fireplaces, and some timber framing survive from the
late seventeenth-century town house. The undercrofis
are largely lined, although No 24 reveals seventeenth-
century joists. The Row level and above are notable
chiefly for the sandstone columns, which rise through
the full four storeys. Lamb's tongue stops to the cham-
fers, the smaller dimensions of the column second
from the south, and the seeming lack of compatibility
with the seventeenth-century interior derail led J T
Smith (unpublished articles) to propose a thireenth-

15 ;1|:|*~||:r-.-.-.'-rk.. a series of sandswone

irr 158 Pre-1873 _.’"l:.'l'.'l'l_'l.n' i L the Durch Hi Aises, 2o=oh Hr r.\,f|.||,' Srreer, Lockivood s Ma 210 as mar et Berdlr. | The Hotoarth-
FLoomter Coflecrion, conrfeey of the Bovad Comprnssion on the Hisrarical ¥ ],|r|_-|-|.||.\_'_||lr i .l'f.f-'fu'.--'-'hll_.'
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Fig 15% Celfmg af Rowe + 1 level i the Duech Houses,
22-26 Bridee Srreer, 1972 (RCHME © Croton Copyright)

century date. Their condition, derail and an absence of
medieval fabric elsewhere make this improbable.
Furthermore, the phowographic evidence of the fabric
removed in the 19708 rebuild indicaves eighteenth- or
ningteenth-century alterations which could account for
plasterwork overlapping seventeenth-century detail on
the columns. Ar the rear of the Bow + 2 and Bow + 3
frort parlours, a major timber-framed wall has been
preserved, with three trenched purlin trusses and
blocked windows 1o a central light well. A heavy seven-
teenith-century plaster ceiling survives at Row + 1 level
i Mo 24, (See pp 91, 132-3, and Figs 158 and 159,)

28 Bridge Street, 26 Bridge Street Row

A late eighteenth-century cormer property of brck,
with a rainwater head dated 1789, Early wtwentieth-
century alterations replaced the facades and interiors
at undercroft and Bow levels, Heavy cornices have
been added in keeping with those on the Duteh Houses.
A concrete foothridge built over Commaonhall Street in
the 1970s connects the Row with thar of Mo 30.

30 Bridge Street, 28 Bridge Street Row

A brick and vumber-framed building, formerly a public
house. A design by John Douglas exists for rebuilding,
dared 1873, but this was not executed, More modest
propesals, perhaps by Douglas and Minshull, were car-
ried out in 1900, The previous structure was recorded
by Daouwglas, and is most notable for having a large
chamber on the stallboard next vo Commonhall Street.

32 Bridge Street, 30 Bridge Street Row

Amn early nineteenth-century building (a rainwater head
s dated 1811) standing on a medicval undercrofi. This
extends back 40.85m and is the longest in the Rows.

Fig 160 34 and 36 Bridge Srreer (RUHME © Grown
Caprerighs)

Its extreme length combined with its narmowness
{between 3.5m and 4.75m) and i lecation near the
Commaonhall mean that it may well be a surviving seld
(see Chaprer 2 and Appendix A). The back side of the
rear medieval wall has been exposed by a nineteenth-
century extension, but was built against sohd earth,
The heavy timbers spanning the undercroft are not
medieval and probably date from the early mineteenth-
century rebuilding. A cottage at the rear contains an
carly cighteenth-century staircase and panelled room.

34 Bridge Street, 32 Bridge Street Row

A late eighteenth=century brick building with no earlier
fabric visible, A good open well stairease with panelled
dado leads up from Row level, and several rooms retain
eighteenth-century feamures. (Fig 160)

316 Bridge Street, 34 Bridge Street Row

A wide and impressive medieval sandstone undercroft
spanned by pao mid-fourteenth cenmury two-centred
chamfered pointed arches. These carry quarter-sawn
joists, three of which provided dendrochronological
dates for felling after 1327 (see Appendix B). At the
rear these joists can be seen o be carrving rubble fill. In
the south=west corner furmiture blocks the medieval
rear acoess. The present floor, thiee steps below smeet
level, s mserted, with the lower part of the undercroft
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Fig 161 Undercraft in 36 Brudge Sereer (RCHME @
Croten Coparight)

concealed beneath. At Fow level and above, o late eigh-
teenth-cenmury brick facade conceals o largely antact
lare sixteenth-century timber-framed building. Some
wainscot and stwudwork survive, but it s mainly the
majpor structural members that have been preserved,
Lawson and Smith (1958, 3) noted a joist in the cellar
inscribed 1593, bur this has been removed. This was
priost probably the bressumer from the frontage, reused
in the eighteenth—century rebuilding. An mmpressive
studded door ar Bow level previously opened to a passage
(see 1875 05 map) and probably dates from the six-
teenth century. (See pp 49, 31, and Figs 160 and 161.)

38 Bridge Street, 36-35 Bridge Strect Row

A Vernacular Revival building of stone, brick and timber
framing by Douglas and Fordham, erected in 1897 for
the first Duke of Westminster. An ssymmetrical design,
with heavy timbering ornamented by delicate Gothic
carving, this shows Douglas® sensitivity 1o crafisman-
ship. Mo earlier fabric survives. (See p 124, Fig 136.)

40 Bridge Street, 40 Bridge Street Row

A Tudor style building of 1858 designed by James
Harrison and built for Welsby's wine merchants, The
fron is of brick and stone with a canted oriel window,
The side elevation o Prerpoint Lane is of slightly
earlier construction, but no internal fearares of interest
SUEVIVE.

42 Bridge Street, 42 Bridge Street Row

An carly eighteenth-century town house, refaced in
brick and stone ¢ 1860, Mo early fabric exists an under-
croft or Row level, but the upper storeys retain a stair-
case, panclling and plasterwork of carly eighteenth-
century characrer.

44 Bridge Street, 44 Bridge Street Row
A late nineteenth=century building with a plain brick
fecade, erected as part of a deparmment store. A three-
pisled arrangement of cast iron columns supports the
building at undercroft, Row, and Row + 1 levels.

46 Bridge Street, 46 Bridge Street Row

The rebuilt facade of the 1890s, in Ruabon brick, is
a facsimile of the previous late eighteenth-century
building on the site. Behind the facade, the depart-
rrent store has removed evidence of this or any earlier
InLering.

48-52 Bridge Street, 45-50 Bridge Street
Row, and 2 Whitefriars

These propertics formed the largest known Row
basilding, and MNos 48 and 50 stll retam extensive medicval
fabric. Mo 52, and 2 Whitefriars are almost entirely of
the late cighteenth century, but previously formed the
service bay of the medieval manston. The earliest fabric
is the “Three Old Arches’ facade of No 48, This is a
stone frontage at undercroft and Row levels, with an
arcaded Row and no stallboard. The thinned spandrels
of the three round-headed arches indicate umber-
framed over-Row chambers. Stylistically assignable 1o
the thirteenth century, this was probably the frontage of
a right-angled hall building. During the early or mid-
fourteenth century this appears to have been combined
with the propertics to the south to allow the construction
of a major medicval town house with a hall paralle] w
the strect. The hall (1240 x H2.828m) i the largest
surviving in the Rows and has an impressive east wall.
This extends o Bow + 1 level and contains four
medicval doorways at Row level, A 19708 restoration
of the east wall has not disguised the location of the
screen partition. OfF the fourteenth-century undercrodis
only Mo 50 has kept its spanming chamfered arch,
Mo 48 having lost its double arch and central octagonal
column arrangement ¢ 1900, Nos 50 and 52 are the
only examples of Row enclosure in Bridge Streer. (See
P 24-6, 38-0, 43, 51, 99; Figs 25, 26, 30 and 40.)

Lower Bridge Street - East side

Windsor House

An office block of 1974=5 by John Tavlor of Edmund
Kirby and Partners built on the corner of Pepper
Street, formerly the site of the Red Lion Inn.

9 Lower Bridge Street

The facade of this building daves from the eary nine-
teenth century, but it masks a section of Windser
House (see above) and so contains mo early internal
features. There are steps up o former Row level to the
right, the Row having been absorbed inoo the house.
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11 Lower Bridge Street,
11a Lower Bridge Street

This house preserves the last section of Row left open
in Lower Bridge Street, which is three bays in length
with Tuscan piers supporting the brick facade above.
Inside, the building is unusual in that it has a deep
basement cut out of the natural rock and faced with
late eighteenth- or carly mineteenth-century bricks.
Also unusual is the fact that the floor at street level is
slightly higher than the street, rather than lower, as is
the norm in Chester. A barrel-vaulted extension o the
rear of the plot is cighteenth-century. The Row has a
very wide stall at ¢ 3.30m. The paired shopfronts have
tall risers embellished with quatrefoils, and the
windows above have Gothick glazng bars, (See p 09.)

15 Lower Bridge Street

The facade of this building, which occupies a narrow
medieval plot, 15 carly to mid-eighteenth cenmury. It is
a single bay building with a rwentieth-century
shopfront at street level. Medieval fabric survives to the
rear of the undercroft where two recessed cupboards
with reveals for doors are let into the south wall. Good
cighteenth-century panelling sufvives in the front
room at Row + 1 level.

15a Lower Bridge Street

A three-storey, two-bay ninewcenth-century smacco
facade. Steps to the former Row level wo the right. At
parapet level there is a cenrral found-headed pamel
bearing a shield, Mo imternal features of note.

17=19 Lower Bridge Street,
1=2 Unity Passage

This four-storey, two-bay stucco frontage of the eary
nineteenth century conceals a vestigial How, now
manifesting itself as a spinal corridor within the building,
Unnl recently this was a passage that gave access
wo further propertics w the south, and it was separated
from the street by a narrow chamber constructed on the
former stallboard (p 1107, The street level 1s divided into
two undercrofit-like spaces, their ceilings carried on heavy
timber cross-beams of probable medieval dave. The win-
dows 1o the upper storeys have Gothick glazing bars,

21-23 Lower Bridge Street

A Vernacular Revival building of 1895, probably
designed by W M Boden for | R Crawford. There is no
evidence of earlier fabric.

25-27 Lower Bridge Street

A late 1960s office building with shops at street level
designed by the Biggins Sargent Partnership,

The Tudor House,
29-31 Lower Bridge Street

An early seventeenth-century building characterised
by flambovant decorative framing (Fig 77) and fine inter-
nal features. The roof and other clements have been
dated by dendrochronology to ¢ 1618 (see Appendix B).
A cellar has been dug owt of the bedrock. Ar street level,
the building is dnaded into pwo undercrofis, each con-
taining well-preserved caling frames of massive cross-
beams with joists housed and morticed into them. The
Row above was enclosed by Roger Ormes in 1728; its
disposition is clearly indicated in the framing of the inner
wall of the southern reom on the former Row fronmage.
The former Bow + 1 level s notable for the plaster ceil-
ing of the great chamber which closely echoes thar of the
western room of Bihop Llowd's Palace in Watergate
Swreet and is doubtless by the same crafismen or work-
shop, (See pp £3-4, 93, and Figs 85, 86, 90 and 91.)

33 Lower Bridge Street

A nineteenth=century frontage, although the building
appears to occupy a narrow medieval plor. The brick
front is rendered at street level. The interior contains a
barrel-vaulted undercraft to the pear bar no other fea-
tures of note,

35 Lower Bridge Street

A rendered brick building of four storeys and two bavs,
built for John Warrington in 1720, Timbers in the
dividing wall vo Mo 37 exposed during recent refur-
bishment provide evidence of an enclosed Row.

Park House, 37-41 Lower Bridge Street

Built in 1715, the building later became the Albion
Hotel, and then the Talbot Hotel. It briefly housed the
city's Assembly Rooms in the mid-eighteenth century.
A three-svorey, five-bay rendered brick facade with an
undercroft well below street level, The former Row
level is dominated by & Dworic porch sheltering a six-
panelled door. The interier contains carly eighteenth-
century panelling and a fine central staircase lit by a
glazed oculus. A ballroom with a barrel-vaulted ceiling
was added to the rear in the early ninereenth cenmury.
(See p 102 and Fig 1623.)

43-47 Lower Bridge Street

A brick faced office bwlding in neo-Georgian siyle
designed by Peter Catherall and erected 1990-91.(Fig 162)

49 Lower Bridge Street

A single-bay, three-storey brick building of the
mid-cighteenth century with stope guoins and a peds-
mented doorcase. No internal features of note.(Fig 162
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Fig 162 Lower Bridpe Street looking north showing No 51 on right, and Park Howse twith projecting porch (RCHME ©

Crecen Copyright)

51 Lower Bridge Street

A threesstorey, three-bay house with an undercroft,
buily in 1700 for John Mather, a laowver. The brick
facade has a rendered stone plinth to the former Row
level. A staircase parallel with the fromt leads o an
entrance with substantial stone doorcase, The two
projecting bays at the rear probably contained closets.
The interior retains features of the early eighteenth
century, ncluding a rebuilt staircase wath barley-sugar
balusters. (See pp 98, 102, and Figs 101 and 162.)

53 Lower Bridge Street

A pedestrian nincreenth-century brick facade fromes an
interesting mber-framed structure, possibly dating
from the early sixteenth cenmury. This is visible from Si
Dlave's Lane. The framing is not of partcularly high
quality; its interest lies in the evidence it provides for
an onginal Bow and in the details of its construction.
(See pp 67-8, 98, and Fig 101.)

St Olave’s Church

The church was founded in the eleventh ceniury,
though the present building dates from the mid-
fifteenth century. It was restored by James Harrison in
1859, and converted 1o an exhibition gallery in the

early 19805, A set of stone steps lead up to a forecoun
ar Former Row level; this formerly supported a building
in front of the Row walkway.

57-71 Lower Bridge Street

The present large concrere and brick motor garage
erccted in the 1960s replaced a block of seventeenth-,
cighteenth- and nineteenth-cenmury houses, some of
which contained traces of a Row. This was the site of
Pareas Hall, the house of Richard the Engineer (see
p 15). Nineteenth-century prints show a Row walkway
running in front of the builldings and supported on a
stone retaining wall.

Lower Bridge Street — West side
The Falcon, 6 Lower Bridge Street

The present building is the surviving half of a stll more
impressive thirteenth-century town house which extend-
ed further down Lower Bridge Swreer. In 1643 Sir
Richard Grosvenor successfully petitioned to enclose the
Row, and set & trend which was to transform Lower
Bridge Street. The thirteenth-century stone piers form-
ing the front of the former Fow are still visible, as is the
late medieval shop front at the rear of the Row (thas spans
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the middle of the present front bar [Fig 98]). The well
preserved undercrofi has a doorway to the street with
flanking windows and clear evidenoe for an earlier strug-
ture in the reused timbsers that now support thie Bow level
floor. The sooteenth- and early '-.-\:'.1:|11-:|.'::|lh-Lr.'r'||ur:-.' [T~
ber framing represents another rebadlding, when the
open hall was probably removed, This timber frame was
repaired by John Douglas ¢ 1879, who also removed sigh-
teenth-century sash windows and msalled the mullions.
The whole bullding was restored fior the Falcon Trust by
Donald Insall duning the 19705, (See pp 16, 40, 41, 46,
68, and Fugs 27, 45, 51, 79, 99, and Pls 10 and 11a.)

5-10 Lower Bridge Street

A Vernacular Revival building of 1886 by E A Ould.
The stoene archway of the RBow is visible in the north
wall on the upper Moor. (See p 96.)

12 Lower Bridge Street

A& modermn brick banlding with a gable I'.1L|:'.!.1 of [0 the sIreer.

14 Lower Bridge Street

A four-storey, early eighteenth-cenmury building on a
narrow plot that presumably replaced a medieval
building of the same basic outline. It has no surviving
Row. The floor of the undercraft is 0.6m below strect
level, and at the rear the medieval side walls still exist.

— e

LR i -

Bridge House, 1624 Lower Bridge Street
Built by Lady Mary Calveley in 1676 as a S-bay town
house, a further wide bay has been added at the north
end. The house was set back from the street frontage
and an Edwardian extension now breaks forward an
street level i the positien of a pair of curved steps
shown on O Batenham's etching of 1516, The original
symmetrical frontage 15 articulated by Tonic pilasters,
A central 1 2-pane sash with a floating dentilled cornice
replaces the original first floor entrance and is flanked
by sashes in eared surrounds; the second floor has
very tall 24=pane sashes in plain architeaves. The
inferior contains some very fine features including
good late seventeenmth- or early cighteenth-century
panelling and a round-arched door architreave leading
from the entrance hall into the body of the house.
The lower saloon, panelled at s south end, is domi-
nated by a profusely carved wooden chimney breast.
The staircase, with 1ts bulbous rurned balusvers, is late
seventeenth-century, but the Venctian window above
it dates from the late eighreenth. Remodelling during
this later period @5 indicated by the lighter panelling
and Done frieses of the second floor. (See pp 95,
101-2, and Figs 98, 105 and 1046.)

26—42 Lower Bridge Street

A group of buildings dating from 1982-3 with some of
the facades being facsimiles of the eighreenth-century
howses which stood on the sive. (Fig 163)

Fig 183 2642 Lowver Bridpe Srreer bl redevelopmeny in 1982-3 {RCHME © Cromon Copyright)
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44 Lower Bridge Street

A four-storey brick building, probably the result of a
successful perition by Thomas Hunt for the enclodure
of the Row in 1717, Ceiling beams at the former Row
level contain mortices for parntions, representing the
line of the Row and of the shop umit behind. In the
centre of the building is a good sarly exghteenth-cenmry
closed-string staircase with twisted balusters,

46, 46a and 46b Lower Bridge Street

An early nineteenth-cenmury brick bulding with a sair-
case leading to the former Row level. Mo evidence of
earlicr fabric.

The Old Kings Head,
48-50 Lower Bridge Street

The earlicst written refercnoe o this sive dates o 1208
and refers to the stone-built house belonging to Peter
the Clerk. It is likely that the thick stone walls of the
cellar belong to this building. Abowve this stome-buile
section in Castle Strect is a imber-framed wing with a
second-floor jetty on bull-nosed joists, possibly of
fifteenth=-century date. The main part of the building,
consisting of a long range parallel to Lower Bridge
Street wath the three bays in front at night angles to the
street, probably daves from the laver sixteenth century.
The undercroft is a imber-arcade construction, similar
po that at 10 Watergate Stwreet. The line of the former
Row can clearly be seen running through the building.
A curiesity 15 the treamment of the umber post at the
porth=-gast corner of the building, which was rounded
off in the eighteenth century to resemble a Tuscan pier.
Mortice evidence shows that the floors are all oryginal
to the bullding and not later insertions. The roof trusses
are of Westrut construction and the prncipal rafters
have wind-braced purlins trenched into their backs,
The original internal arrangement of this building =
not clear. The unpartitioned space at street level was
probably used for storage. The Row above was fronted
by narrow shops with a large undivided room beyond.
The internal subdivision of the Row + 1 level is
wncertaimn. (Sec pp 65, 67, 48, 87, 105, and Figs 70,
72,80 and 111.)

1 Castle Street

A three-storey Georgian building on a narrow
medieval plot at the cormer with Castle Sireet. The
brick barrel-vaulted undercroft is reached by a set of
external steps parallel o Lower Bridge Soeet. Mo
evidence exists for a former Row,

Gamul House, 52-58 Lower Bridge Street

“This building contains a medieval stone-built open hall.
There is enough evidence o reconstruct the position of

Fig 164 Gamul Howuse, 52-38 Loger Bridee Srreer
(RCHME © Cron Copyrighs)

The futerior af the kall of Gannad Hosse,
$2-58 Lowwer Bridee Srreeer, o T96E before resfovanion
(RCHME © Croen Copirighs)

the screens passage, One doorway o the service end 15
srill i use, and the positon of another is visible, The
door to the solar survives, although the solar iself has
long been demolished, Windows looking into the hall
from the solar and rear range have led w suggestions
that the hall itself was formerly a courtyard, but this
seems unlikely, The roof is not vigble, but several
trusses from a collar purdin roof were recorded during
restoration of the building in the 1970s. Important inte-
rior fearures include an impressive carly seventeenth-
century fireplace in red sandsione, curious pendants in
the centre of the barrel-vaulted ceiling and a three-
plank medieval door ar the rear of the screens passage.
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Fig 166

Shipgare House, 68 Lower Bridpe Srreer
(RCHME © Croen Copyright)

The building was refronted in brick in the late seven-
teenth or early eighteenth century, and has a fine pedi-
mented doorway of that date. The hall is av Row level,
reached by a set of external sieps leading 1o an open
gallery. In G Batenham's view of 1816 a brick stair
towveT 15 shown on part of the gallery. The undercrofs at
stireet level have Brick bareel wvauhs of eighicenth-
century type, (See pp 53, 69, 70, 91, and Figs 94, 164,
165 and Pl 8.)

6068 Lower Bridge Street
and 2=6 Gamul Terrace

Five lock-up shops and Ave cottages built in 1872 by T
Fluitt on the site of Boarding School Yard. The shops
are below an open access gallery leading to the cotages
at Row level above. A stepped access passage between
the shops leads up o Gamul Place, a courtvard devel-
opment of cleven comages built st the same mme.
Restored by Chester City Council in the mid 1970s,
Gamul PMace is the only surviving example of occupied
courtyard housing in the city centre,

70-74 Lower Bridge Street

Two late cighteenth-century, four-storey, brick town
houses. The position of the external staircases leading
up w recessed doorwavs suggests that there was
formerly a Row through these properties which was
enclosed in the eighteenth century.

76 Lower Bridge Strecet

A three-storey, two-bay brick building of ¢ 1800 with
no features of special interest,

78-82 Lower Bridge Street

A facsimile facade of the previous butldings, conceal-
ing a modern steel-framed building of 1983, The ware-
house and town howses formerly on this site were
erected in the mid- to late eighreenth cenmury; their
four-storey front had a full-height loading bay at the
north end and an external stone staircase 1o the south.

Shipgate House, 84 Lower Bridge Street

A late seventeenth-century house, re-fronted in the mid-
eighteenth century in brick with finely carved stone
dressings and external staircase, The interior retains
walls, flooe beams and other features of the late seventeenth
century, including an open-well oak staircase. (Fig 166)

The Old Edgar, 86-88 Lower Bridge Street

This is a building of fificenth- or sbacenth-century
date, occupying an important site on the corner with
Shipgate Steeer. The ceilings are original and the house
i% jertied on both main facades, with a dragon beam
carfied on a braced post. The jetty i3 supporied on
bull-nosed joists. The roof his king posis set om
cambered tic beams and some trusses have raking
struts. It is likely thar the building has abways formed
W0 OF MOfe lenements. (See p 68.)

9092 Lower Bridge Street

A brick facade of the early nineteenth century conceals
a timber frame of unusual form and probably wvery
early dare. At street level the imternal plan has been
obliteratcd by later alterations, Above, the framing has
jowled posts with very long straight braces. The front
section of the house was reordered in the early seven-
teenth—century 1o form a panelled parlour with plas-
tered beams carrving relief friezes with fruit motifs.
Evidence for a former Row is (limsy, resting as it does
on a hollow sound when the north wall is apped. The
framing of the upper storey 1% quite different in con-
struction, with tmber of slight scantling and principal
trusses with raking Ltruts.

The Bear and Billet,
94 Lower Bridge Street

A dmber=framed building, formerly the town howse of
the Earls of Shrewsbury, Serjeants of the Bridge Gare,
arwd daved 1664 on a jettied beam. There is a cellar bt
no undercraft, then three storeys, plus an attie, each
jettied up to a single symmetrical gable, Mullioned and
rransomed windows cccupy the full widih of the facade
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at first and second floor levels, whilst the athc storey
has a central loadimg door and remains of @ hoast, wath
p;ln.:n:! Casement windows 1o each side. & seventeenth-
Century carved door at swreet level leads vo a former
side passage. The building became a public house in
the late eighteenth century. (Pl 11h)

Eastgate Street = North side
1 Eastgate Street

A predominantly twentieth-century building with
some eighteenth-century brickwork in the rear wall at
Bow and How + 1 levels, The How walkway at the rear
of the bullding, known as Dark Bow, 15 on solid ground
and 15 not oversaled. This 15 a medieval armangement
p:nh'h:nb'l].' dating back to at least 1270, when the
Buttershops were already in existence on this site, A
late sighteenth-century brick building, with a similar
curved facade, preceded the present timber-framed
design., The rock-cut cellar 15 probably eighteenth-
century, The Dark Row project (1993-95) has
involved extensive rebuilding of the internal structure
and fabric of Mos 1, 3, and 9-15 Easigate Swreet.
(Seepp 15 and 18 and Fig 116.)

3 Eastgate Street

Apart from some early nineteenth-century brickwork
facing the Dark Row at the rear, this rendered brick
building s enticely of the 18605 and later. The cellar is
risck-cut and does ot extend northwards under the Row
wialkway. Print evidence shows that a medieval jemtied
timber-framed building preceded the present siructure.

5-7 Eastgate Street

A Vernacular Revival building of 1874 designed by
T M Lockwood for Mr Spence as a shop and tailors’
premises. It has a timber-framed facade with herring=
bone brickwork, pargetting and an onel window. "There
15 no earher fabnc visable, although the medieval Dark
Bow armangement 15 perpetuated at the rear, The two
former undercrofis, which are the most westerly on the
north side of Eastgate Streer, have been combined 1o
form a single shop, the walls of which are concealed by
modern cladding.

9=15 Eastgate Street,
7 Eastgate Street Row

A Vernacular Revival iron-framed building of 1900
designed by T M Lockwood as a department store for
Richard Jones, and extended 1o each side by
Lockwood's sons in 1915 (left) and ¢ 1930 (right). The
facade is timber-framed, with broad oriel windows
Row + 1 level. Dark Row survives at the rear, and is
oversailed by a nineteenth-century siructure that con-
nects the narrow frontage buildings 1o the bulk of the

department stone behind. Print evidence shows that
thiz section was oversailed from the late medieval penod,
if mot earlier. (See p 1300)

The Boot, 17 Eastgate Street,
9 Eastgate Street Row

This 15 the first bulding east of the Dark Fow and the
Buttershops area with a stallboard, and consizts of a
miedieval undercroft with a mid-seventeenth century
timber-framed building above, known from at leass
1750 as the Boot Inn (Cheshire RO ? 632713317,
The front section of the undercroft is mostly lined,
but some visible painted sandsvone blocks reveal s
medieval orgins, Behind 15 a separate sandswone
undercroflt, used as the cellar of the Row level building.
Drvaced into vwo chambers in the medieval period, this
most probably opened off the front section {gf 57
Bridge Street). Ar Row level and above a relatively
mtact seventeenth-century timber-framed building
survives (dated 1643), albeit with a rebuilt facade
largely of the lare nineteenth century. Extending back
21.1m, this two-storey structure had no open hall or
gallery, Ower the modern stairwell there is a complete
wenched-purlin truss with overlapping wind braces.
In frome of this, the over-Fow parlour is clad almost
entirely with seventeenth-century wainscot. (See pp 38,
&4, and Fig 167.)
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Fig 167 The Boor, I7 Easrpare Srreer (ROHME © Crowon
Copnerighe)
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17a Eastgate Strect,
11-13a Eastgate Street Row

A mid-rwentieth century neo-Georgian facade conceals
a late eighiteenth- or early mnecteenth-century brick
building. At the rear is a separate early nineteenth

century building, connected 1o the front at Row level
only. The party wall berween the rear yvard and the
adjoining vard of the Boot Inn & partly built of
medieval sandsvone, marking the boundary of the
burgage plor. Interior derail is mainly twenticth-
century, but an over-restored trenched-purlin roof
truss, with lengths of purlin intact, survives at the
rear of the front building.

19-21 Eastgate Street,
15-17 Eastgate Street Row

Formerly rwo propertics, this was rebuilt as a single
broad-fronted brick town house in the eardy nineteenth
century. Mo carlier fabric is discermible, but the
western section retains @ relatively unaltered late
Greorgian interior.

25 Eastgate Street, 19 Eastgate Street Row

An early Vernacular Revival building of 1861, designed
by T A Richardson for Dutton and Miller, grocers.
The half=timbered front elevation is almost symmerri-
cal. At street and Row levels the interior has no visible
features of interest, but above this the mid-nineteenth-
century character is preserved 1o a degree unusual in
Row properties.

27 Eastgate Street, 21 Eastgate Street Row

An cighreenth-century building, extended at the rear
in the early nineteenth century. The Georgian brick
facade, with cast iron columns at Row level, 1= embell-
ished with larer Jacobean-style ormmamentation. Some
cighteenth-century features survive on the upper
floors.

29 Eastgate Street, 23 Eastgate Street Row

An cighteenth-cenmury building of one bay width,
altered im the mid-nineteenth century. The facade 15 of
painted brickwork with stone quoins and windows with
heavy architraves and cornices, The nineteenth-century
staircase from Row to Row + 1 level is intact, bur litle
other interior detail of that date has been retained.

31 Eastgate Street, 25 Eastgate Street Row

A Vernacular Revival building of 1889 designed by
T M Lockwood. It replaced a building which was
destroved by fire. The tall timber-framed facade has
pronounced jerties. The interior detail, where surviving,
i% of this dare.

33 Eastgate Street

An impressive stone faced MNeo-classical bank by
George Williams built in 185960 for Dixon and
Wardells Chester Bank. It entirely replaced the previous
building, the Mitre Inn, and enclosed the RBow whach
formery ran inve St Werburgh Street. The noerthern-
muost bay fronting St Werburgh Street was probably
designed by John Douglas as an extension of 1867-8.
The large mid-nineteenth-century colonnaded banking
hall is preserved. (See p 117 and Fig 126.)

Eastgate Street = South side

4 Eastgate Street, 2 Eastgate Street Row

A richly derailed Vernacular Revival building by T M
Lockwood, built for the first Duke of Westminster in
1888. It is contemporary with | Bridge Streer by the
same architect. The black and white facade uses broad
timbers intricately carved with Renaissance ornament,
and windows fitted with pattermed leaded glazing.
(See p 119 and Fig 12%9.)

6 Eastgate Street,
4 Eastgate Street Row

A mid-nineteenth-century brick building, with a pair
of Edwardian ortel windows a1 Row + 1 level, No
interior features of interest are visible.

8 Eastgate Street,
6 Eastgate Street Row

An early nineteenth-century building with a yellow
sandstone facade. The interior is almost totally lined,
but masonry within a cupboard at undercroft level may
indicare a medieval party wall.

10 Eastgate Street,
8-10 Eastgate Street Row

With 12 Eastgate Street, this is one of a pair of tall
Vernacular Revival buildings designed by George Williams
and built i 1861, Stylistically it belongs o the early
phase of revived half-timbering, where the timbers arg
applicd for purely decorative effect. The interior is mostly
stripped-our and lined. (Sce p 117, and Fig 127.)

12 Eastgate Street,
12 Eastgate Street Row

A Vernacular Revival building of 1861 by George
Williams built for Messrs Beckent and Co. A thir-
tcenth- or fourteenth-century two-bay vauled under-
croft on the site collapsed during the construction of
the new building. The side walls of the medigval
undercroft may in part survive, though they are now
coated in textured plaster. (See pp 33, 124.)
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14 Eastgate Street, 14 Eastgate Street Row

A late nineteenth=century Vernacular Revival building of
foaar storeyvs and an attic, The Fow and upper level adopt
the form of an epen-gallened hall, Mo earhier fabnic survives,

16 Eastgate Street, 16 Eastgate Street Row

A late ecighteenth-century brick building with no
svadence of earlier fabric.

18 Eastgate Street,
15-20 Eastgate Street Row

An early mineteenth-century brick building with no
evidence of carlier fabric.

20 Eastgate Sureet, 22 Eastgate Street Row

This narrow property has an early nineteenth-century
brick facade concealing vwo partially surviving seven-
teenth=century buildings, one behind the other. Most
walls are lined, but exposed secrions reveal the frame
with wattle and daub infill pancls of the seventeenth
century. The west walls of both sections are of mine-
teenth-century brick.

22 Eastgate Street,
24-18 Eastgate Street Row

A modest three-storey building with the manals and
date 160810 on a jerded gable. It was altered in the
cighteenth century and comprehensively refurbished
by T M Penson for the second Marguis of W estmnster
in the 1850s. However, much of the structure behind
the facade is of 1610, At Row + 1 level a disused space
over the Row-level suspended ceiling exposes the bay
posts and roof orusses of the seventeenth-century
structure. The Row stallboard s completely occupied
by a mineteenth-century cabin. (See p 110.)

24 Eastgate Street, 30 Eastgate Street Row

A late ninsteenth-century Vernacular Revival building
with a cabin occupying the Row stallboard. The intersor
has a twentieth-cemtury cellar below a modern clad
undercroft (now open to Mo 22,

26 Eastgate Street, 32 Eastgate Street Row

A seventeenth-century building with eighteenth-cenmury
alterations, restored by T M Penson for Butrs,
Jewellers, in 18538 in Vernacular Revival stvle, There is
no sign of medieval fabric in the modern clad under-
crofi, At Row level a twentieth-cenmury shop adopts the
form of a previous galleried hall, An eighteenth-century
staircase leads vo the upper floors, At How + 1 level
there is a good over-Row parlowr with visible timber
framing and seventeenth-century wainscor.

25-30 Eastgate Street,
34 Eastgate Street How

A Gothic Fevival stone facade by T M Penson built in
1858 a8 an extension to Browns® drapers shop, It fronts
ewo medieval plots, That to the west has one of the
most impressive vaulted sandstone undercrofts in the
Rows (see pp 16, 35, 42, and Figs 15, 16, 21 and 36),
Measuring 12.95 % 4.2m internally, it has a four-bay
quadripartite vault with chamfered cross, digonal and
ridge ribs., OF the same construction phase is the
restored former street fromage waith a doorway and
fManking lancers (p 39). The distnctive sunk chamfers
on the jambs place the undercroft between the late
12905 and ¢ 1320, To the east of the undercroft is a
medicval passage 57 5mm wide, which must have led 1o
4 scpacate rear structurg, either at undercroft or, less
probably, at Row level, The eastern plot is all modern
cladding at undercroft level, Usage as a depariment store
has removed most of Penson’s intersor devail, althowgh at
the front of the Row + | level there is an intact mid-
mneteenth-century office. (See p 116, and Fig 125.)

32-34 Eastgate Street,
in Eastgate Street Row

A Greek Revival building erected in 1828 as the firse
part of what was to become Browns® celebraved depar-
ment store. The symmetrical facade has stome Daoric
columns at street and Row levels, and heavy architraves
around the Row + 1 level windows. A balustrade

Fig 168 an.rrr.r_ew' off Browen's ovigenal stove, 32-34 Easpare
Srreer (RCHME © Crown Copyright)
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Fig 169 Ninereenth-cemnery viewe of Eastgare Strect Rowe South, by W Tasker (RCHME © Crown Copyright)
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Fig 170 36=-38 Eastgare Sweat (ROHME © Crown
Caprighe)

obscures a later penthouse at Row + 3 level, The ine-
rior is mostly modern cladding, although the segmen-
tal vaults of the two undercrofis are probably early
pineteenth-century and small sections of sandstone
walling at the extreme east and west survive from the
medieval undercrofis. (Seep 110 and Figs 168 and 169.)

36=-38 Eastgate Street,
38=-40 Eastgate Street Row

A pair of half-timbered builldings of 1857 designed by
T M Penson, hiz first substangial work im the
Vernacular Bevival. They were built for Charles and
William Brown, but did not become part of the depart-
ment store until 1912, Before this, No 38 was leased to
Bollands, wedding cake makers by appomtment to
Cueen Victoria and King Edward VI The timber
framing, which s applied to a bnck structure,
unscholarly and idicsyncravic, with richly carved
hﬂrg{'hlj:lr-d'\, ﬁ:l:ll.ill!li :II:EI.I. L'i"li'lli'l.l'li.'!'|L"'|-. .""l.'[ Rl.'l‘“-' + I. ]L""-'!:I.
within Mo 36 there 15 a two-storey I'"iF.h- barrel-vaulred
space with ironwork skylights, The steps up to Row
level shown on the 1875 O8 map have been removed,
and an elaborately carved mid-Victorian shopfront was
lost when the Grosvenor Precinet was bailt, (Seep 114
and Figs 123, 142 and 171.)
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40—44 Eastgate Street,
42—48 Eastgate Street Row

A symmetrical three-gabled facade in close-studded
timber framing unites these propertics. The building
was erected in 1912 for Bollands confectioners and
designed by W T Lockwood. There is no visible fabric
earlier than this and the interors are all modern clad.
(Fig 122 shows Penson'’s 1832 building ar No 40.)

50 Eastgate Street Row

The brick facade vo this bulding of 1963-5 is a replica
of the early eighteenth-century town house on this site,
which was demolished for the construction of the
Grrosvenor Precinet, The Row walkway is oo low o
permit an undercrofi,

Grosvenor Hotel, 52-58 Eastgate Street

A bulky Vernacular Revival building of 18636
designed by T M Penson and completed by his son
B K Penson and Ritchie for the second Marguis of
Westminster. It does not contmin o Row walkeay bur
a ground level colonnade. There 15 no earlier fabric
visible. (Fig 142)

6 Eastgate Street

A building of ¢ 1770, erected at the same tme as the
present Eastgate 1o the plan of esther Joseph Turner of
Hawarden or Mr Hevden, Survevor of Buildings for

Lord Grosvenor. Ar steeer level there is a Tuscan
colonnade and there is no Fow walkway, Three parallel
cellars survive with L':FEI.[\'."\.'I:'.H:I-L'L'I1|I.I.I':|.' sepmental
vaults on post-medieval sandstone walls, At the east
end, adjacent to the city wall and the Eastgate, there is
fragmentary Homan stonework,

Northgate Street - West side
1 Northgate Street

An impressive Meo-classical stone building of 1807,
designed by Thomas Harrison as the Commercial
Mews Room, and now the City Club. The wide facade
(11, 70m) has a rusticared arcade of three bays behind
which o walkway was crudely inserted in the 1960s. On
the first floor, the former MNews Room retains its fine
Meo-¢clpssical interior. The building replaced the Sun
Inn, and the News Room Committee erected the
Commercial Tavern behind in 5t Peter's Churchyard
1o take its place. The mid-thirreemth century Ironmongers’
Row was locaved here. (See pp 15, 108 and Fig 115.)

3 Northgate Street

This Vernacular Bevival building of 18989 was erect-
ed for Charles Brown and designed by H W Beswick.
It is of rowghcast faced brick and rimber framing. The
upper floors were designed as an extension to the City
Club, and take the form of an open hall with a false
hammer-beam roof, modelled on the hall of Leche
Houwse, 17 Watergate Street. Beoween 1897 and 1909,

Fig IT] West sade of Novthgate Simeet shotomg, from vight, Shoemakers” Ree, the Crw Club, and the easr end of 5t Perer'’s
Church (RCHME © Croeon Copyright)
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Fig 172 Desad of Shoomakers” Rore, Northgate Sereet
(RCHME © Crown Caoparrght)

3-31 Morthgate Street were rebualt as part of a municipal
road widening project (see pp 121-3). They replaced
the so-called Shoemakers® Row and all now have a
colonnaded u';l]k'.l.';l:.' *-|:|p:|"|||'g.' above the street level.
This walkway s the resule of a |.11'.1.'|:r:in|'.'; af the former
Bow and, as a result, any former undercrofis are now
cellars. (See Faygs 132-5and 171.)

5-9 Northgate Street

A Eum,:l Vernacular Revival range af 1900 |:‘:-_'. ]uhn
Drouglas, acting as both architect and d-:."..'l.'h.r]'ﬂ:l.‘. The
umber-framed facade unites three medieval p]l.'lli. An
arcade of six bays supports an upper storey with oriel
windows, Each pair of windows is separated by a niche
containing a carved figure. Within Mo 9 there is the
remaing of a medieval undercrofi. (See p 123 and Figs
135 and 172.)

11-13 Northgate Street

A Yernacular Hewvival |::-|.|i|-::|1:|:|g by _]11h|:|. 1'311up]uh
erected 1 1900 !I'-::-r_l' F Densen and Sons. The ['.l.'l.'i—hﬂ:'.'
umber-framed facade has wide oriel windows and
pettied gables, The Row walkway has been lowered,
but the m-:di:".'u'l s;|r|.|.‘|~'.|_|1:r.||.- |.|n|:!|:r-:.:r|1!|"l'\ have been
preserved. No 11 is distinguished by a rear passage and
central pier. [See p 123.)

15=17 Northgate Street

A three-bay Vernacular Revival building of 1909
designed by James Swrong, a pupil of Douglas, It replaced

the Cross Keys Inn. Two short sandstong undercrofis
SUTVIVE, pn:'-'l:lal;:-h_,' orignally a paar ha.:]u:ngm}: LEy Ore
medieval house, A passage, with no certain medieval
fabric, provides access 1o the rear of Mo 17, The party
wall has been demolished, although the sandstone
footings are preserved. The front wall and a chamber
in Mo 17 are of brick. In the north-west corner a pre-
medieval pit has been cut by the construction of Mo
17; this is probably from the first phase of the Boman
principia. (See p 123.)

19 Northgate Street

A Vernacular Revival building of ¢ 1900, possibly
designed by John Douglas, with a three-bay arcade
o the lowered Fow walkway, The undercroft was
inaccessible, bur a medieval sandstone wall survives
ar Row level ar the rear of the south side, and stands
1o a height of 1.75m.

21=23 Northgate Street

A Vernacular Revival building of 1897 designed by
H Beswick for Charles Brown, whose mbals are
inscribed in a pargetted panel on the facade. The
interior is largely modern clad, but in the former
undercroft of Mo 23 Roman columns and bases survive
from the north arcade of the basilica in the prncepra.
These haphazardly collapsed remains were excavated
inn the late nineteenth century and indicate that there
cannot have been a medieval undercrofi on this site,

25 Northgate Street

A Vernacular Revival building with a facade of ¢ 1914
by James Strong (p 123-4). Formerly the site of the
Woolpack Inn, the plot was first redeveloped ¢ 19003, but
with a front which projected further into the street, The
long narrow stome cellar is largely medieval, although
the stones mmediately above the bedrock at the eas
end of the north wall may be Roman, possibly rewsed.

27-31 Northgate Street

This terrninal building of the redeveloped Shoemakers’
Fuow was designed by John Douglas and erected for the
Corporation in 1902, With irs lively half-timbered
facades, it makes an effective corner to the Town Hall
Square. The present cellar preserves medieval sand-
stome walls that indicate a cellar, rather than an under-
croft with street access. The south wall has the spring-
ing course of a stone barrel vault. Above, the intenor is
all modern clad. l:ﬁl.'c 4] 38, 123.)

The Blue Bell, 63-65 Northgate Street

A relagively intact pair of medieval buildings incorpo-
ml::in.u; ] g:’l.lul:tl,l level arcaded 1.'|.':||111.-.'.'|}' and srallboard
ArTRngement similar 1o the boma _,I':':Ir B |::-u:||.-;.'|:i|:|.p.
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Fig 173 The Blue Bell, 8365 Northpate Street
(RCHME © Crown Copyraghe)

Fig 174

Crown-post roof o the Blwe Bell, 83-65
Nerthpare Srreeet (RCHME © Cromon Copyright)

The buildings were extended and made inw a single
property 1 the cighteenth century. The northern
building {(WNo 651 5 largely clad bur has a well-
preserved rrenched purlin roof, and s mid-fifteenth to
mid-sixteenth century. The southern building, Mo 63,
has a fine crown-post foof and close studded walls of
the mid-fifteenth century (but sec pp 33, 69). There is
a solar surviving over the walkway and street-level
cabin, but the open hall at the rear has suffered the
inserron of a first floor, The narrow space between the
wo buildings is now occupied by stairs and intercon-
necting lobbies. Beneath the two buildings is a single
medieval sandstone cellar. (See pp 29, 69-71, and Figs
73, 76, 173 and 174.)

Northgate Street — East side

4 Northgate Street,
4 Morthgate Street Row

The brick facade of the late exghteenth century conceals
an earlier sighteenth-century structure. The south facade,
overlecking Dark Row, a panelled over-Row chamber,
and the twisted baluster staircase date from ¢ 1700, The
stallboard s virtually non-existent, no dowbt due 1w the
narrowness of MNorthgate Street at this point. Mo carlier
fabric & discermuble. The Dark Bow project (1993-5)
involved extensive rebulding of the internal structure and
fabric of Mos 4, 6, and 8 Northgate Soreet (sce p 106).

6 Northgate Street,
6 Northgate Street Row

Replacing a wide (7.75m) dmber-framed building
recorded by & Batenham ¢ 1816 (print in Chester
Archives), thes brick building is of the 1820-30s. Above
the modern clad shop levels, the interior is largely nine-
teenth=century, with no earlier fabric wisible. There &=
no stallboard.,

8 Northgate Street,
8 Northgate Street Row

A mediocre early reentieth-cenmury Vernacular Resival
building. The Row + 1 and Fow + 2 levels have linde depth,
with the gable being a facade onbye. G Batenharn recorded a
seventeenth-century timber-framed building of similar pao-
portions on this site in ¢ 1816, There is no sallboard.

10 Northgate Street,
10 Northgate Street Row

An carly mineteenth-century brick building which
preserves elements of the previous tmber-framed
srructure, The undercroft 15 all clad and has 3 modern
cellar beneath. Above, the intenor s nineteenth- and
owenticth-century, There 15 a steeply-sloping narrow
stallboard ¢ 1.3m deep.

12-14 Northgate Street,
12=14 Northgate Street Row

A Vernacular Revival brick building, with a hali-
timbered facade, erected in 1912-13 by R W Boden
for Walker and Enight. A major rebuild was carried ow
ar the eear in the 1930s to convert the premises into a
restaurant and ballroom, complere with motor garage,
and with the stallboard turned ingo a rock garden.

1416 Northgate Street,
14-16 Northgate Street Row

As with Nos 12-14, with which this now forms a single
building, Mo 16 has a Vermacular Revival frontage.
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Although not erected wntl 1913, it s of similas
appeatance and s thercfore probably also by B W
Boden. The 195%0s work revealed a now largely
lost parallel pair of wundercrofis with chamfered
segmental stone arches, corbels and an interconnecting
doorway. The carlier rebuild of the rear part brought
e light a Roman hypocaust, which s soll wisible,
and demolished another underceoft parallel o the
sireet with a vmber-framed crown-post building
above, with halls at Bow and Bow + 1 levels. Recorded
evidence for a wing connecting this to the front
double-plor building, and the survival of Leen Lane
ter the morth, show thar this was a medieval courtyard
property, probably of the fourteenth century.
[(See pp 27, 42, 50, 54.)

15=20 Northgate Street

This was built for the Chester United Gas Company in
19356 and is stecl-framed, faced with a timber frame
and vertical studwork. There is no evidence of fabric
from the previous rwo-storey timber-framed building
o the site. This is the most southerly building of a
gooup that once had some form of Bow, since all
enclosed.

22 Northgate Street

This wide (9.94m) late cighteenth-cenmury building,
with a modern shop frontage at sorect and first floor
lewels, is built over a pair of medieval sandstone under-
crofts. The low walls of these support segmental brick
bareel vawlts, and the front wall of the north undercroft
survives intact with a medieval doorway (pp 16, 41).
This has plain jambs and opens into a stone built
chamber, presumably equating with the encroachment
of the stallboard. The sowthern wundercroft has a
similar arrangement, but the jambs are modern brick.
Above, the modern interior at street and first floor levels
has removed all evidence of the former Row walkway
and the central passage wisible onm O Batenham'’s
drawing of ¢ 1816 in Chester Archaves. The bulding was
converted to electniaty showrooms in 1924 by P H
Lawson for Chester Ciry Couneil.

26 Morthgate Street

A brick building of the 1820s. This has removed all
cvidence of the minute timber-framed building (3.43m
wide], with Bow wallway, that preceded it The mtenor
is entirely modern and, at street level, forms a single
shop with No 28,

28 MNorthgate Street

A narrow brick building {3.44m) of the 18305, with no
carlier fabric surviving and no interior detail of this
period, As with No 26, it replaced a narrow timber-
framed Row building.

Watergate Street = South side

5=7 Watergate Street,
5=7 Watergate Street Row

A symmetrical brick building with stone dressings,
dated 1803, The undercroft of Mo 5 has rubble sand-
stone walling, into which s inscried a brick barrel
vault. The stone steps to the rear formerly rose to Row
level, The structure of the undercraft of Mo 7 is hidden,

God'’s Providence House, 9 Watergate
Street, 11=11a Watergate Street Row

A four-storey timber-framed building reconstructed in
1862 by James Harrison and loosely based on the
preceding building of 1652, The facade is enriched
with mechanical plaster detailing. The west wall of the
undercroft is shared with the late thirteenth-century
undercroft of Mo 11, but is extended forward to
enclose the steps and encroach on to the street. The
cast wall is of rubble stone and has two corbels, 1.3m
apart. The omber ceiling beams are seventeenth-
century or later. The Bow level and above 15 all of 1862
or later, but retains a passage overlooked by a blocked
window. Drawings of the carhier bualding show a rather
lower, small-framed, understated facade, shghtly
sagging and carried on plain umber posts. (See pp 41,
115-6, and Fig 123.)

11 Watergate Street,
15=15a Watergate Street Row

A good symmetrical four-storey, three-bay brick buld-
ing with stone dressings, dated 1744 in deeds, The
undercroft has the best stone vault in Chester, with
four bays of gquadnpartite vaultng diveded by an
arcade of three octagonal prers. It measures 13,5 x
&.2m intermally with walls 1.2m thack. The east and
south walls contain rebated cupboards. Parts of the
orginal front wall survive, showing remaing of blind

Y : L4 N 4
Fig 175 Undercroft ane 11 Winergare Soreer (RCHME ©
Croton Coprrigh)
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arcading on the inside, behind an encroachment of
2.4m on o the street. An original doorway in the rear
will leads into an extension of the undercrofi with rubble
stome walls and brick barrel vault. The upper levels of
the bulding were rebanlt in the mid eighteenth century.
At Bow + 1 and Row + 2 levels there s good panelling
and plasterwork, some being features which were
rearranged when the building was converted in the carly
19808, At the back, an mglenook wath oak bressumer
at Row level suggests that the rear wing may have been
Bbuale as a separate dwelling in the seventeenth century.
[(Bee pp 33-35, 42, 09, 104, and Ings 32, 34, 35, 36,
108 andd 173,)

13 Watergate Street,
17 Watergate Street Row

A single tenement occupied by a house dated 1771,
with a two-storey two=bay brick facade. The undercroft
seems to utilise the stone walls of Mos 11 and 15, and
has an inserted brick barrel vault. During alterations in
1986 a blocked stone staircase was found against the
western wall, leading up to Row level.

15 Watergate Sireet,
19 Watergate Sireet Row

The mad-twenteth century brick facade, which
replaced a similar threg-storey facade of the early
nineteenth century, conceals an earlier structure. The
unsdercralt has coursed sandztone rubbkle walls and on
the castern side, vowards the rear, the wall steps 1 and
has four stone corbels ar 1,0m centres, This SLTEests a
medicval date but the celling 5 now spanned by
massive, chamfered seventeenth-century beams. At
Row level the building is one continuous shop, At Row
+ 1 level theee is a line of |'l-.“l-|||q:n|iq.".':|| collar and te
beam wrusses. These suggest a hall range behind a small
shop fronung the Row. The chamber over the Row was
raised in height in the sevenweenth century 1o give a
room of similar dimensions to that in the Leche House,

The Leche House, 17 Watergate Street,
21 Watergate Street Row

This is a very important imber-framed building with a
-..'l.'-l'l'li"||-;.'!~: hi‘-lll:_\'. The orginil wndercroft 1= of good
ql.lﬂht:'.' ashlar sandstome and measured 14.6 x 5.8m
ir.:-:rn.ﬂlg.'. It is divided ingo five -L'q_]u_1i. bavs with braced
n.'l..‘i'|=|1jl beams carried on stone corbels, the twa 1o the
rear being partly hidden by a laer brick barrel vault
over 4 rear extension. The éast wall sleps n fonwards
thie fear 1o carry the Areplice above, A moulded timber
bressumer from the onginal strect frontage survives,
with mortice holes that indicate close-studding and a
central deorway., The encroachment of 1.4m into the
street includes posts carrving the early seventeenth-
cenury chamber above the Row, The Upper sIOreys
consist of a late fifteenth-century timber-framed box of

Fig 176 The Leche Howse, I7 Warergare Sreer (ROCHME
L Cirogenr Copyrighe)

Fig i7" Fireplace in rear parlonr at Bow level in the Leche
Houge, 17 Watergate Streer {RCHME © Cromen Copryright)
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posts carrying the roof trusses, tied by beams at their
feet and resting on a sill beam placed on the undercroft
walls. The bay spacing 15 different from the undercroft
beneath, The plan at Row level retains a two=bay open
hall at its centre with a false hammer-beam central
truss and king=post trusses ot either end (Figs 67 and
75). The hall 15 op-lit through dormer windows and
contains o gallery over o passage along the western
side, The stone jambs of the hall fireplace are contem-
porary with the undercroft, but a swpendous over-
mantel of the early seventeenth century has been
added. A squimt window overlooks the hall from an
upper rear room., In front of the hall was a small shop
and to the rear was a screens passage with staircase,
entered from the side passage. Bevond the screens pas-
sage was a parlour with chamber above, In the carly
seventeenth century the chamber above the Row was
raised in height and carmed forward on posts, At the
same time two closets and the ‘Lady Bower'; a gallery
carricd on wooden Renmssance columns, were added
around a small courtvard at the rear. The early cigh-
teenth-century Lion House (23 Watergate Street Row)
to the south may occupy the site of the former kitchen
and dining room, Later alterations include encroach-
ment on to the street, the additon of sash windows o
the facade, (graffit on the gliss are dated 1736) and
the insertion of a floor n the over-Row chamber.
Extensive dendrochronological sampling failed 1o pro-
vide any dates, but on stylistic grounds the develop-
ment of the building can be summarised as

late _ﬁwrl‘::u.!lr CErriery
original undercroft
stong jambs of the fireplace above

lave fefreeneh centiry
extension of undercroft
framework of umber-framed house

carly sevemteenth century
new street facade
rebuilding of the Row chamber
additions vo rear
internal decoration

The probate inventory of Alderman John Leche of
Mollington (died 1639 can be finted to the present
plan of the house, (See pp 16, 49, 51, 64-5, 69-71, 83,
01, 105, and Figs 74,75, 89, %6, and 1 7}

21 Watergate Street,
27 Watergate Street Row

The four-storey, carly cighteenth-century brick facade
conceals an earlier building. The core of the undercroft
i5 late fifteenth-cenmury, with a guadripartite stone
vault of three bayvs, cach 4.2m sguare. The ribs are
chamfered and have the same profile as those in Mo 11,
but spring from moulded capitals. The undercroft 15

well below steeet level and has walls 0.5m thick. It has
been extended to the rear in stone with a brick barrel
vault, probably contemporary with the seventeenth-
century work above, The front of the undercroft has
been brutally cur away by the creation of a rock-
cut cellar and a shop extending 1.6m into the street.
The Row-level plan has an enclosed passage on the
castern side of the building, alongside a continuous
shop. A nineteenth-century door from the passage
gives acoess (o the stairwell. A lower range at the rear
is mid-seventeenth-century and has been truncated at
both ends. (5ee p 105.)

25 Watergate Street,
29 Watergate Strect Row

A mid-nineteenth-century four-storey brick building
occupyving a single tenement plot. The undercroft s
4.4m wide and extends for 27.1m. The walls are in
poor quality masonry and the rear portion contains an
inserted brick barrel vault. Print evidence shows that
the cardier building was tumber-framed and pertied
forward on posts in the street. The undercroft is shown
with a stone front wall containing a central pointed
arched doorway of late medieval date with a window at
cither side (sec p 16).

Refuge House, 27-33 Watergate Street,
31-41 Watergate Street Row

The erection of this over-scaled mid-twentieth-century
comcrete and brick block led to the total demolition of
three Bows buildings known from print evidence, two
of whose undercrofis are recorded (Lawson and Smith,
1958, 21). Mo 27-29 Watergate Street was a substantial
mwin-gabled, timber-framed house of the late sixteenth
century. Mo details of the undercroft are known, b
access o the Bow was up an Leshaped flight of steps
with a carved newel post, The Row + 1 chambers were
carried forward on posts rising from the street and
braced to the bressumers. 31 Watergate Street had a
four-storey, two-bay brick facade of the late eighreenth
century, The stone undercroft was 4.42m wide, with a
corbel table on either tide for a distance of 7.62m from
the front of the Row wallway. 33 Watergare Street was
a four-storey, three-bay brick house of the late seven-
wenth or early cighteenth centuries. The undercrofi
was 6.25m wide and [3.40m deep from the front of the
Eow walkway, and had walls of large, well-coursed
masonry. There was a later stone extension forward to
the strect frontage.

35 Watergate Street,
43 Watergate Street Row

A Vernacular Revival building of 1890 with a half-
timbered facade. There is no evidence of earlier fabric.
The base and lower shaft of a Roman column stand
i sitw i @ sunken vard behind the undercroft.
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37 Watergate Street,
45 Watergate Street Row

A fouwe-storey building with a ninetcenth-century
facade, stone to street level and timber-framed above
The undercroft 15 five and a half bays in length, The
two bays to the rear are roofed with quadrnipartite stone
vaulis of the late thirteenth century. This vaultang sits
somewhat clumsily in an irregular space and s balt
across @ round-arched doorway in the rear wall, Thas
suggests that it was an insertion mto an earlier, stone-
walled structure, probably of the twelfth century,
which is therefore the earhest surviving structure in the
Rows system (see pp 33-5 and Fig 33). The front bays
of the undercroft are spanned by timber beams and the
front hali-bay represents encroachment into the street
From Row level upwards the bulding 15 substantially a
rebuild of the nineteenth century with radical twentieth-
cenury alterations, but one section of sixieenth- or
seventeenth-century timber framimg survives i the
west wall.

39 Watergate Street,
47=49 Watergate Street Row

An carly eighteenth-century building with panted
ashlar at sireet level and brick wath rusticated quoins
gbove, The walls of the undercroft are of coursed red
sandstone rubble to a height of 1.40m, and carry an
cighteenth-century brick barrel wault. The chamber
above the Bow 15 subdivided but contains some fine
carly eighteenth-century balection-moulded |,-.-:|:|1|:||:|r|].:1
with dado rail and dentlled cornice, The door 1o the
landing with a rachal F:I.I'I|:IR|'I|., and the |.|]1|:n-5-.!'r'i|:|.|:
stairease with slender column=on-vase balustrade are
late emghieenth-century, (See p 1iM.)

Bishop Lloyd’s Palace, 41 Watergate
Street, 51-53 Watergate Street Row

These two renements, although clearly of differem
conatruction, are now one property and are considered
together. The buillding was extensively restored in the
1800s by T M Lockwood and again in the 1970s by
Chester City Council. Lockwood's alterations replaced
the eastern street entrance wath a starcase, and entry
1% mow gamed through the western tenement |1|:'.|1..'. Al
Roaw level the eastern stallboard has been replaced by
the staircase and the FH"hi.lLI"I:I.'ﬁ of the pHeOsIS |:|.|l'.'|.|i:|:|p. the
chamber above the Bow have been altered. The western
LTk kit a wade stallboard wath |'|'i|:|.|.'||.'1.'::|I!:.':|--:.'q:r'|.ll.|.r:.'
posts and balustrade next to the street and seven-
teenth-century posts approximately 1.0m back, with
carved brackers depicting bearded gianis on the sireet
'\il'jl.' iI.I'Il!! Lil:'.il'l'lill'i- ill'l!.i H 141 I.I'-'-] o 1]'||.' R'.llill. f\.[ R‘i"'-"a' ]I."- I\.'I
and above, both hui|d'i:|:|p_x have nmber-framed
frontages, that to the east boing a complete mneteenth-
cenmury rebuild, while the other retains many elaborate
carved pancls depicting biblical and heraldic subjects.

Fu.' I78  Derad of brackets over the Rorr srallboard ar
Hushap Liowd’s Palace, 41 ll'.'a.':'r..'.rr:' Sereer (ROHME 0

Loromoar L -pwu;--'.-r;

Omne panel gives the dare 1615 and another shows the
arms of Bishop George Llovd. The undercrofis have
t:ll'iL'k. |.'|'_1rn:| '-i.'ll.ll[h [4ib] I'I'IL'\dI.L"I-'iI:I I\.'IlLLIhL'\d ""-\_:Iﬂdh[l.l‘:lfll.' ruh‘l'll.l.'
walls, At Bow + | level there is a series of remarkalble
seventeenth-cenmury plaster ceilings and fireplaces in
o large chambers. The decorarive scheme in the eastern
unit seems o be inserted and the oversized fireplace
and ceiling may have been imported from the Bishop®s
Palace, partially destroved in the Civil War. The western
Wnit contains & mose restrained ceiling, probably onginal
o the building and a fine fireplace with plaster overmaniel
depicting Cupid mounted on a hon. (See pp B4, BS,
=3, 120, and Fuygs 88, 90, 91, 93, 131, 178 and Pl 6.)

51 Watergate Street,
55-57 Watergate Street Row

This building was rebuilt from Row level upwards in
the early 19704, 1o a design which approsimately
n,'ﬂul;l_'\. t!'.-l.' w'n.'|11|.'-c.'|.1.l_|.'|.--:.'|,'nll.|1':.' Ii|11|.'.-|.:1' !I':r:l.m-e.: wihech
had previously been rendered. "The only onginal feature
ts the carved frieze above the Row which matches
that on Bishop Lleyd's Palace. Fragments of the
I:I:LI.'l'jLL'"a'iJ.I !'_'l.HJ:I'hL'I.I "'h'.‘ll!'.LI'\-lLI:I:IL' rlJt:lh'Il\.' l:'l'il.” Hilgg '-'ih:ll'!lll\:
ingide, and the western sectvon of '.l.",||.|1|:|.|.|; CACTHeS (W
double corbels, 1.15m apart, with clear signs of burning
between (see p 41).
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53 Watergate Street,
39 Watergate Street Row

A mid-eighweenth-century four-storey brick building
with a lare Georgian shopfromt ar Row level. The
mterior at street level is completely clad, but s
proportions (4.55m x 9.55m) suggest a typical
medieval undercroft with an eighteenth-century brick
barrel vaul. Access to the upper floors 15 by a very
tight staircase with Chinese Chippendale balustrade.
Early maps show a passageway on the west saade of
the building, burt this no longer exists

55-61 Watergate Street,
61=67 Watergate Street Row

A block of four remforced concrete r:h-::-p- wiars with flars
above, erected 1n the 19604 1o the di::q.igj'l af Bradshaw,
Rowse and Harker, winners of an archirecrural
competition held by the City Council. The front is of
board-marked concrete with horizontal bands of
winidows. In the 19505 and 60z the undeveloped site
|"v|_1|'|1.'|.|.:|:_! i 1'|-::-l.|.|:r.i|.ru.~\. Bapy iy the Rows, [:‘;l.‘l.‘ jif i) 131 E.
Figs 145, 146 and 1 4.)

63-67 Watergate Street,
71-77 Watergate Street Row

Only the early eighteenth-century stone and stucco
facade and other isolated fragments survived when this

property was entirely rebuilt during the early 1970s. A
large external stack to the south-west 15 of sixteenth- or
seventeenth-century origin, and one section of rubble-
stone walling s visible in the undercroft, suggestung a
medieval structure, Pre-alieration plans show oo wide,
short undercrofis, that o the east comaining some
form of stone arcade (see p 50). The plans at Row level
appear to show two maimn rooms al gither end of the
building at right angles 1o the Row, with a number of
PassaLes and smaller rooms in berween. [(See PP GE-60.7

The Old Custom House,
69=-71 Watergate Street

This public house occupies Two 11uildingi both of
which have recently refaced stonework ar street level.
Mo 69 has o much restored timber-framed g:ﬂﬂl.‘. dared
1637 and beanng the iitials T & AW The undercroft
of Mo 69 has coursed rubble walls and measures
ﬁppl’ﬂ.‘:ll‘l‘lﬂh‘]}-‘ 400 % 10.80m. A sraircase Ic:uiing up
from the rear appears to be original. The Row was
enclosed in 1711 and the plan at thar level sugpesis
its position. Alse two walls at right angles w the
sireet sSUggEeslt o passage, now 'i|:!|L"~|1rE‘:-|1|.‘:|.1.|.'d into the
building. (Fag 17%)

73 Watergate Street

An early mineteenth-century brick building with no
evidence of earlier fabric. The rear wing f-:!ll!'l!1.1.1'.'!'|.!|'
-:_'n::-mprrsq'-,l i p:li:r of |_'|.|1.1r!3.'un.1 J'.w:ﬂ:h_gj which have
survived I:'.l.'cnl_wﬂ'l-uu:l:ll!ur}' slum clearance.

75 Watergate Street

A poor -,|_|..|:||.i|:.' half-timbered |.'|1.1i.|d!||:1,g of the E'BII}'
I_'.l.'q'nl:i-e.ﬁh Century. Mo evidence of earlier fabric
SUTVIVES,

Watergate Street = North Side
St Peter's Church

The church stands on the site of the former Roman
priscipis, and is said to have been founded by Queen
Ethelfleda im 907, The present building dates from the
fourteenth, fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. Ir s
roughly SgyuAre 10 plan, wath a continuout mave and
chancel of four asles. The 1ower, now capped with a
low pyramidal roof, formerly supported a spire, which
was rebuilt in the sixteenth century, taken down in the
seventeenth, then rebuilt and finally removed in the
cighteenth. The south face of the church was refaced
by Thomas Harrison in 1803 when the pentice which
adjoined it was wken down. The south door of the
church 15 reached from a ser of SlEps ]l:."ldlr'lg [{3]
Watergate Street Fow. Below the floor of the
Perpendicular north aisle is the undercroft of a
medieval town howse which was filled and paved over.
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2—4 Watergate Street,
2—4 Watergate Street Row

A seventeenth=century  timber-framed  building,
concealed by an early nineteenth-century  brick
facade. The stewcture of both undercrofis i= hidden,
but a short strerch of rubble wall 15 visible to the rear
of Mo 4, and the proportion: (4,00 x 12.84m and
4.28 x 12.62m) suggest a medieval origin. At Bow level
and above clemenis of the tmber frame are visible in
the two sairwells and o seventeenth-cenmury doors
survive. The building was ongmnally divided into oo
at Bow level. (Figs 18 and 180.,)

=8 Watergate Street,
6 Watergate Street Row

This building was substantally rebuilt during the
1970s. It has a nincteenth-century brick facade, similar
to MNos 2 and 4, but there i no indication thar this
cver concealed a rmber frame. None of the internal
lavout survives, but pre-alteration plans show oo
undercrofts, 3.3%m and 3,20m in width, and two
sections of stone rubble wall are wvisible. The rear
facade on to St Peter's churchyard, although much
rebuilt, is eardy eightsenth-century. (Figs 18 and 180.)

10 Watergate Street,
8 Watergate Street Row

A major imber-framed building behind an early nine-
reenth-century brick facade, with a Bow-level passage
to the west, The undercroft with rubble stone walls is
approximately 8.8m 1 width and divided by a massive
timber arcade carrving beams wiath four-way bracing
from posts (sec pp 68-9), which has been dated by
dendrochronology as early o mad-sixteenth-century
(see Appendix B). The umber-framed construction
gbove is probably seventeenth-century, At Row level
there is a wide fireplace with moulded mantelpiece and
a closed-string staircase with pierced splat balusters,
both of the eary seventeenth cenmury. On the floor
above 15 o massive fireplace with a painted plaster
chimney breast depicting the Roval Arms and the arms
of the Corbett family, and with a fricee of sea monsoers,
(See pp 91 and 93, and Figs 71 and 95.)

12 Watergate Street,
10 Watergate Street Row

A brick and reinforced concrete bullding of 1983,
designed by Robin Clavton and Partners in 8 neo-
Vernacular stvle, The redevelopment involved the
destruction of an early medieval undercroft and timber
framing at Bow level. The underceoft had stone walls
with corbel mabling and a central nmber arcade with

braced post. Dendrochronology provided a single date of

1207 from a amber withiout sapwood at Bow lovel (Ward
1985). (See pp 45-6, 530, 31, and Figs 48 and 57.)

14-20 Watergate Street,
12=20 Watergate Street Row

A redevelopment of the early 1970s in textured concrege
angd glass designed by W Campbell and Son, The front
elevation was substantially amended by the City
Council’s architectural consultant, Harry Tasker of
Building Diesign Partmership. The facade of Nos 18-20
was rebuilt in replica using modern bricks (Fig 147),
though a rare surviving eighteenth-century cabin in the
Row was not replaced because of the construction of the
pedestrian bodge over Goss Soreer. (See pp 110, 132,

22 Watergate Street,
22 Watergate Street Row

Enclosed within this mid-cighteenth-century brick
building 15 an earlier house, The undercroft has some
masonry in the castern and rear walls, The front post
and beam of a later, jemied, timber-framed facade
remaing. This was cut away when the brick facade was
built, leaving a half-sawmn, carved bracket typical of the
carly seventeenth century. The western wall contains a
medieval tumber arcade which may have been a
partition within a larger building or may provide the
only evidence for a non-masonry parry wall between
undercrofts (see p 47). At Row level there is a similar
line of posts of smaller scantling and narrower spacing,
probably contemporary with the jettied facade.

Fig 180 View from Winergare Srreer Boww South ({RCHME
© Croten Copyright). Nowe steep slpe of stallboard.
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Frg 181 Timber arcade in toest toall of nndercroft i 22

Whrergare Streer (RCHME © Croeonr Copyrighe)

A substanual brick fireplace survives, whose seven-
teenth-century plaster overmantel has been moved into
Mo 24. (See p 105 and Figs 52, 181.]

24 Watergate Street,
24 Watergate Street Row

A mmber-iramed bulding behind an 1."_1r|:. Fafbeleenlh-
century brick facade with stone dressings, A large bay
window progecis above the Bow. The undercroft is the
aamme width :||"|.l|:r|'|_|]|.:. (5.6m) as Mo 22, with which it
st share the timber arcade at wndercrofi level. Ax
Row level there is evidence of a passage to the west
with a late medieval open hall, behind a shop fronting
the Row. In the seventeenth century a stiircase was
inserted mnto the shop space. LThe roal was ramsed .
least once in the sixteenth or seventeenth century and
again in the nineteenth century. (See Fig 113.)

26 Watergate Street,

26 Watergate Street Row

A good four-storey building of ¢ 1720, with an added
bay window above the Row, as ar No 24, The under-

croft 1= wider (7.6m) than the usual enement width,

and containg a pair of cighteenth-century brick barrel
vaults, The plan ar Row level is double-pile with no
through passage and the rooms fronting the Row were
domestic, not commercial. There 15 a4 good early
cighl;.;-::mh-:;-::nl;un‘ staircase and other contemporary
fittings. At Fow + 1 level the thirteenth-century stone wall
of the eastern house within Booth Mansion 15 exposed
with 1ts moulded eaves cormce, | e cornce :|n1]1|:||.'~\. that
the adjacent house was free-standing, or stood above it
neighbours when balt, (See p 104, and g 113.)

Booth Mansion, 28-34 Watergate Street,
28=30 Watergate Street Row

The largest house in Watergate Street with a fine brick
facade and omate barogue cornice, It was created in
1700 for George Booth of Dunham ."l.1.:|.u|.'1_.' |::-:.' remod-
clling two medieval houses 1o ['-n:'-'.'idn: the i|'|'|;1r-|.'hh:|'.1:
clevation and the large panelled reception rooms above
the Bow, These rooms were later combined, |:=r-.:-|'|'_1|:‘:-|3.'
¢ 1740 when the bulding became .-"|.u|:|11'!1|:. Foorms.
The remains of the two earlier I.-.-u1l.||:'.|.:h are described
'\-.n_-|'|,,|r;|1|_"|-.' (aee p 104 and ]:'i;.: 107, )

Eastern House The present wndercrofl Measuees
13.0 % 7.00m and = walled in coursed sandspone. It is
divaded longitudinally by an arcade of pointed arches
forgmally 5) with octagonal piers. A series of closely
hp;u;rfl Mssae i-.'-ixl'-. halved above the arcade, are
.;;l'r'rn'd an The outer wall, h[.' a corbel table. In the rear
will are two sEane ;.'u;'-ln.'-:lr-.ih and a Blocked -\il.'l-\.'\-ﬁ'n-'il'_'.'.
This doorway probably gave access into a further
Llndcr.'_'nll'l h..'}'mnl. The Row '.l.';.'llkwu:. is "'\.]"'ill'll'll.'li l'l].'
B .,"h:l.ml-:.':n:d. ]1|.I1I:'.|.l\.'|.| arches, similar in ]'l:'l.l:rll.l.' Lo
thiose i the undercroft and ser within the side walls
of the house which continue wp to the original
maoulded eaves cornice (see 26 "-."i';u-.-rg:uu Street). A late
thirteenth-century wooden dooreay at Row level was
originally part of a pardrion wall dividing the fromt
of the building from the hall. At the centre of the
wiesl wall of the former hall is a corbel carved like a
squatting man, which may have carried the central
open truss over the hall, Old plans imply further stone-
willed rooms bevond the hall, now demohshed,
There is evidence of substintial seventeenth-century
glterations to the building. A Jacobean stair was
mserted into the hall and the remains of a good plaster
frierze were found in the room above the Row.
Drendrochronology gives estimated dates of 1260-80
for the undercroft imbers. (Sce pp 23, 33, 3043, 45,
48, 50, 93, and Figs 23, 42, 44, 50, 58,97, and P1 12.)

Western House - This 15 much less intact than the
eastern house with which it shares a masonry wall. The
undercroft was originally 8.0m x 10.7m and isolated
wathin of & a bimber apcade USINg rimbers with |-|.'||.i|'|;.:
dates estimated at 1260-80, At the rear of the wnder-
croft there are two spaces covered with pointed barrel
vaulis in sandstone masonry. No similar vaulting 15
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Fig 182 R level tn 3842 Wirerpage Sireer stonmng
Sourreenrh-cernery doprroay and dsplaced  balusimade aof
Jacobean stair (RCHME © Crown Copyright)

known to survive in Chester. Old plans of the Row
level and above show walls of suthaent thickness 1o be
of masonry. (See pp 38, 45-8, and g 49.)

36 Watergate Street,
32 Watergate Street RHow

A twentieth-century bnck bulding i Creorgran style,
said to have been rebuilt following a fire, The only
carly evidence 1= the west stone wall of the undereraft
shared with Mo 38

385=42 Watergate Sireet,
34-38 Watergate Sireet Row

The wiathed brack and wl.'.'l'.r:]:.' |.'I|:I:I.|'|l\.!"\.l\_'|.|. nmiber-framed
facades of this |1'.:||;|.||1;.: Fade an uxcL-_|1I!:||.|:|:|:|.||:|.' 'i|:|:|.|'l-.:-rLu|'|'I
and well=-preseraad stone medseval town house, x]1:|:|'||:|.i|:|.!.:
three tenement plots The property wiadth (17.5m
total) allowed the stone-walled hall to be placed parallel
to the street. The three service doorways between the
screens passage and the hall survive, as does a simalar
door in the front wall of the hall. "The braced cethng
beams and massive joists of the easternmost undercroft
have produced estimated felling dates of the early four-
teenth century. In the late sixteenth century back-to-
back fireplaces and a cross-beam floor were inserred
into the hall to create four heated rooms, One of these
rooms has a good plaster overmantel with Renassance
columns and there are the remains of two Jacobean
staircases. The medieval screcns passage is snill shown as
A AcCess I|'|:'|1|.|.].:J:u the |.'.-|:||.|L|.i::||.: Y TS E‘\rl:-;l:'l::u'l;.‘: 1875.
This buillding may have been the *Mansion place” at the
corner of Gerrard’s Lane, now Crook Street, mentioned at
the e of Edward II1. (See pp 24, 29, 38, 40, 42, 49, 83,
01, and Figs 24, 47, 54, 35, 84, 182, 183, and Pl 1 and 3.}

E

Fig 183 End of arch-braced beam tn wndercroft of 3842
“..IJ'.'..'.I'_l_'.I.'l' Sereet FROCHME © Croton f.:u'll'b.'.'.frj._' i)

Fig 184 4446 and 458-50 Watergare Sreeer (RCHME
o Laroon If.'.:-.pl.rrj_'.ll.'_l

44=46 Watergate Street

A fowr-storey corner property with an eighteenth-
cenitury facade, gable end o Warergate Steeer. On the
wesk xin;!q: @ |'|1p|'|.l af LLeps leads 1o the former Fow level
The undercroft has stone walls and = 6.7m in width
It contains a number of cross-beams and josts but
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Fig 185 Fronuage of 68 Winnergare Streer in 1942 before the
aftenarions wohich removed the Tonte pilaseers ar firse foor
feved (RCHME © Croeon Copyrigh)

these are all re-used, The seventeenih century closed-
string  twisted baluster staircase descends o strect
level, Mo early features survive in site at the former
Row level, exceprt for a deep moulded cormice,
probably early cighteenth-cenmury in dare, and some
re=used seventeenth-century panclling. At Row + |
level the main chamber has bolection-moulded
panclling of the early cighteenth century. (See Fag
184.)

45=50 Watergate Street

A four-storey building with an carly nineteenth century
brick frontage concealing at least three earlier phases.
The wndercroft has coursed rubble stone walls and
measures 5.3m x 14.95m. The medieval building hine
is only 46¢cm behind the present street front, The Row
is enclosed, but the Tuscan column which formerly
supported the chamber above is wisible behind a
window shuer ar Row level. The room above has
mird=cighteenth-century wall panelling and a fireplace
flanked by full-height fluted pilasters. The closed-
string  staircase with bulbous balusters 1= early
eighteenth-century, (Sec p 100 and Figs 103 and 184,)

52 Watergate Street
A late mincteenth- or carly twentieth-century gabled
brick building containing no early features.

54-56 Watergate Street

A building of ¢ 1840 with steps leading up o the
entrance at former Fow level. Below this is a short
undercrolt, possibly truncated, with wide unchamfered
ceiling beams. The cast wall of the undereroft is of
coursed sandstone of ¢ 1300, Remains of cocbelled
stone steps formerly leading to Row level are wasible
within a cupboard. A passageway existed on the cast
side of this building up to the carly nineteenth century
and s shown on maps of 1789, 18316 and 1833,

$8—66 Watergate Street

A rerrace of five brick gabled buildings of 1852 by
Edward Hodkinson for Messrs Dixom and Myvers (p 124).
They replaced a seventeenth-century amber-framed
mansion belonging at one tme to the Mainwaring
family, for which there is good evidence from the
1816 print by G Batenham. This shows a warehouse
on the site of WNo 58 and o the left a four-bay gabled
house above a aumber of undercrofts. Access was by
a central flight of steps beneath a gabled chamber to
a vestigial Row, The first, second and fourth bays of
the Row are enclosed. This building was very simlar
o contemporary Cheshire manor houses, such as
Moz Hall, Audlern, dated 1616, (See pp 88, 100 and
Fig 102}

68 Watergate Street

An early eighteenth-cenmury brick house with rusticated
stone ground floos. The front elevation was partially
rebutlt and considerably alered in the mid twentieth
century, Steps on the cast side lead to the entrance at
former Row level. The facade vo Trinity Street shows
evidence of window alverations, including the insertion
of a large YWenetian window, presumably contemporary
with the fine late eighteenth-century open-string stair-
case which it lighrs, and the Adamesque decorative
scheme o the saloon. The house was built by
Alderman Henry Bennett and remained in the family
of his descendanrs, the Heskeths, until the second half
of the ninereenth century. (Sce p 104 and Fig 185.)

Church of the Holy Trinity

A prominent building with a rall sieeple, built on the
site of the medieval church in 1865-9 1o the design of
James Harrison, but completed after his death by
Edwards and Kelly. The interior, stripped of most of
its fittings. is now used as the Guildhall.



Glossary

i che Cloary,

Abacus

Acre
Arcade

= plate

] ]
Arch-braced beam

Ashlar

Assemnbly

Barrel vaul

—— bridging

——, false hammer

—, hammer

—, silll

The ks slab an tog of a capital
See Meqrurement, ared

A range of arches on columns, or timber
beams on posts

The lengimdinal smber beam placed
directly on 1op of arcade posts, of with a
bolrser between, and supporting the bridetg
bearmi

“The veriical timber post of an sscade
See Heam

Masonsy <ut to an even square fnish,
with scraight cousses, exact jomts, and
smooth surfaces

The medicval and cardy modern corpora-
tson of the city of Chester

A sryle of architecture originating in lae
sinreenth-century Ttaly. In Britain &t is
manifested in the carly cighreenth-oontury
wark of Vanburgh and Hrwksmoos.

A continuous vault of semicircular,
sepmental or fwo-centred section

The external division of a building by
windows, between columns or, in tismvber-
framed buildings, the internal unigs
formed berween princtpal  structual
iramics of trasses

A substantial vertical imber formang part
of 4 main framework and marking bay
divisbons

A rransverse timber beam with is span
reduced by curved braces. In Chester
these braces uwually spring from masonsy
sidde walls,

A longinsdinal or transverse umber beam
directly supposting common pomsts. It
rests cither directly on top of the erade
ponts of of the arcade plate.

A diaggonal beam carrying @ projecting
cornge post ar hip rafter

Resembles 3 hawsiier bvarm but has no
hammeer post; instead i s Braced to a
prancipal or collar,

A horizontal roof timber, supporied on @
brace and bearing a hammer post

Horizoni! timber 31 the bottosmn of a
umber-framed wall

LB

Burgage plot

Canted oricl
wknd o

Capital
Chain
Closed string
Cogged joast

Collar

Colonnade

Corbhel

-_Plﬂi.'-

— table

Corpice

Cross passage

Crown place

Cruck

Mlain trasvrverse tmiber m a roaf russ, sinting
on the wall plmes and conmecting the feet of
the principal rafiers

Rebated panclling with a moulding which
stands above the face of the framing

A short horirontal timber placed above
an arcade post and below the arcade plate

Sifring (of flour, meal, et} through wide
mesh extile 1o pemmbove coaric particles

Horizontal beam over a fireplace opening
of st forwand 1o support a jettied wall

Land or tenement held by a burgess oF
in & borough. Such property, which was
heritable and slicnable, was subject to
special customs, most nombly o money
et or land-gavel.

A window, with splaved sides, projecting
from the face of a wall and supposred by
corbels or brackers

The topmaost section of o column oF pler
Soe Mexnunement, faicar

Gee Sunircase

See Toise

Horizonal roof tfmber connecting a pair
of rafters, between footr and apex levels

A range of cobusmins

A stone block projecting from a wall and
wsually supporting a beasm

A horizontal timber resting on a corbel Table

A chosely spaced serbes of corbalr and the
lengitudinal timber, or corbel plae, which
the cogbed table supports

A projecting moulding at the top of a wall
ar arch

The passage actoss one end of an open
hall, normally with a wall of partition
rosvards the hall and often with doorways
at either end

The plaze in a crown post rood, carried by
the crown posts and supporting the collars

A vertical imber in & roof, carried by the
tie beam, supporting the crewn plate, and
nat rising beyond the collar

A pair of timbers, struight or curved,
serving as the princapals of a rood and
reaching from a polnt at, ar Gear, the apex
to o poiny well doamn the side wall



Currency

Dxuable-pile plan

Drragon beam
En

Entasis

False hearemer beam

Fee farm

Flemish efl
Faot (ft)
Fresco

Gunsiock

Trmipost
Inch (in)
Jack rafver

Jamib

Jetny

Jaist, cogged

——, lodged

Jowel [or Gunspock)

King post

GLOSSARY

Pounds, shillings and pence (pennies)
are abbreveated as ), 4, end . There were
12 pence o | shilling and 20 shillifgs v
I prowansd.

“The raised pladorm at the upper end of a
hall

The science of daming snnual growth
bavers of wood (iree rings) 1o their year of

formarion

A building plan rwo rooms deep through-
ot

See Beair

An obsolete messurement of 450
(1. 04m). A ‘royal €ll” is equivalent to one
yard (0.91m) and a ‘woollen ell’ might be
thee longer Flemish ¢ll (ke 4%in).

The ourward curvature of a colummn shafl
to counteract the optical Hlusion of
concavity given by & straight-sided shaft
See Heam

1 A form of tenure by which land is keld
in fee simple (in absolure posscssion)
suibject 1o & flaed rent

X The rent paid for land so held

Belore the ninsteenth cenmury the mean-
ing is generally closer to ‘tax” or ‘fec’ than
the current usage af the word,

See EN

See Meanremenr, lLinear

Wall painting an wet plascer

See Jou!

See Beam

A bracket froam which an arch springs
See Measwrement, limear

A rmafter set obliguely where two roofs
cormverges on which are set the progres-
sively shorier common rafiers

The vertical side of 2 window, doorway or
wrchaay

A projeciing of overhanging part of a
building

The end of the joist & placed in a recess
in the suppaorting beam

A joist pesting on top of 8 supporing
beam

Enlergement ag the cop of & post bo acoome
moxdage housings for plates or beams

A vertical roof umber supporied by a e
beam ar collar and rising 1o the apex of
the rool o support a fidge picce

Lamb's ongue stop

Lancet
Lodged jodst

Measurement,

Measarement,

Measurement,
wenght

Mortice

Murenger

Orpen heall

Orpen string

Overlapping
wind braces

Pargening
Passing brace

Pilasrer

Plate

Padiam

L&Y

A flat ogee moulding ar the end of 2
chamifer

A nasrow pwo-centred arched window
Bee Jour

Units of arca measurement cited in
this volumse are acre and pirgase. An acre
is an imperial mesurement cqualling
4840 s vd (square yards): 2,471 acres
cquals 1 hecrage, The virgare (as an area
measwre] was @ variable unit, bug aver-
aged M) acres.

Units of impertal linear measurement
cited in this valume ane chaim, yard (wd),
Joor (%) andd mach (im). There are 12 inches
to | foot, and 3 feet to | yard. One chain
= 22 feet (). One vard = 0.9144 mere
(m). Ome tfrpare (35 3 lEnear measure)
was equal e 0,91 5m.

There are 16 oances (0z) o 1 pound (Ib);
2.2lb = 1 kilogram (kg)

A sockel cut imoa dmber o receive a
wnon, forming the commomest pont
bhatween two iimbers

An official responsible for keeping the
walls of a city in good ropaar

Late cighteenth- and early nineteenth-
century architecture based on classbeal
misdiels

The principal room of a medicval house,
open o the roof

See Snmrcase
See Mearuremesnr, eviphr

Pairs of diagonal roof mbers in adjacens
bays overlapping above the principal
truss and designed to prevent distortion
of the structuee

Omamental plasterwork

A long seraight timber halved across oaber
rood timbers, commonly munning from
wall post or aisle post to the opposing
rafter

(pl: pennies or pence) See Crrnemcy

& column-like suppost, often sguare,
octagonal or compound in Secisen

A shallow rectangular pier sttached to a
wall

A honzontal timber, comamonly on wop of
a wiall, arcade of crown post

A shory nmber ser across 2 wall 1o ke
the foor of a rafier

A ground or basement stoncy, usaally
rusticated, treated as a plinth for the

butlding abaove



Poiend
Principal

Royal «ll

Ruabson
(pressed) brick

Rusicanon

Scantling

Scard jodnt

Scribing

Service bay

Shilling
5Hl beam
Soffit

Saolar

Spamdrel

Springer

Staircase,
closed string

THE ROWS OF CHESTER

The court of a borough (a term wsed
especially within the County Palatine of
Chester)

See Cuwrenicy, also Meanireerr, moiphr

The most important member in o timber
frame

A strul 3 an anghe o the e beam and
framed inte the principal rafier

A COMENUOLE Fecess cul on an edge, and
having a rectangular section

Hall-paer bonsded e a wall, fom which
an arch springs

See Fawl

A ril along the longitudinal or transverse
ridge of a vauly

A large expansc of marshland ar water
mcadow, sowth west of Chester, beraeen
the cary walls and the River Diee

Bee BN

A hard, smooth fxcing brick from Buabon,
Morth Walcs

Seyle of aghlar where the surfaces of large
blocks are left rough, smooth with V-
jaints, of veremculared

The cross-sectional size of a timber

The joint berween tao timbers meeting
end to end

The shaping of one timber 1o ft around
the moulding or manegy edpe of another

Service accommaodation wsaally divided
into a buitery and pantry

See Currercy
See Bram

The umderside of an arch, lintel or
beam

Upper floor Hving reom or bedchamber
of a medieval house

The nesr-rriangular susface berween the
owizide of am arch. & horizonial drown
froam i apex and a vertical drawn from
irs springing

“The lewest stone of an arch

In & staircase of this kind a closed mring
is an inclned support at the side, with the
treads and rizers howsed inbo it

Suircase, open string In an open or cut string stamrcase, the

Siring course

Spuxd

Temon

Tie beam

Truss, principal

— BpETE
Tussan
Two-cenrred arch
Undercrodt

Wault,
quadlripartiie

—, riby

Wenetian window

Virgate

Womsaoar

Waney edge

Wattle and daub

Wieighs
Woollen ol

Yard (yd}

inclined support at e sbkde 1 shaped w
the outline of the seps.

Projecting horizonal bend n oo wall,
sometimes mcubded

A subsidiary timber, uwsually vemical, in a
framed wall or pamiton

A rectangualas projection on the end of 2
wmber which fis a mortice o make the

oommonest point between wo ombers
See Beam

A rigid (transverse) framework conaisting
of 3 pair of principal rafters with ree beam
and'or coffar constructed across a roof,
defining bay wntervals, 11 carsies puslin,
supports the roof snectuse, and prevents
spreading.

A erusa dividing the cross enIry OF cToss
passage from the hall proper

One of the classical orders, fis columns

eeing an unibuted variang of Doric with &
base added

A pointed anch struck from rwo cenires

part of a building, wholly or partially
Below ground

A vault divided into four parts

A vault with dsagomal ribs along the
groins

A three-light window with a central semi-
circulaz-headed lighs, fanked by narrow
square=headed lights

See Mearnmremnt, area and Meanmemionr,
limgare

A wedge-shaped compoenent of an arch

Waoden panclling, or fme gquahty ocak
used for that purpose

The arregular surface on  converted
tmber, being originally che roughened
surface af the sapwoad hving immedeately
below the bark on the wee

An interwoven armngement of wicker-
work (watele) coversd with plasver-like
material [daub)

Seee Megmnrerment, st

Soe HY

See Measmrewreni, fimear
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BI'R The Black Prince's Register

Cheshize RO Cheshire Record Office
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({NB At the ume of going 1o press,
Chester CRO had recemily been rennmed

Chesrer Archines,)

TRUL John Bylands University Library,
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PRO Fublic Record Office

Chapter 1

1

Chester will be referred 1o as a “city” throughout, although
in the medieval persod the ferma “city’ and ‘wown” appear
10 have been interchangeable.

The first evidence for buikdings oversaling the paverment al
Tomes is in & document of 1534 (Clifton-Tasdor 1978, 136).

The becation of a number of Roman military establish-
ments all imply sea-borne links cenmed on the legionary
fortress ar Chester. These inclede: the industrial com-
plexes at Wilderspool, Cheshire, and Walvon-le-Diale,
Lancashire, which are at the tdal limit of their respective
rivers; Carlisle, the service centee for the western part of
Hadrian's Wall; the wrading base ar Caer Gybi,
Haolyhead; and the tile kilns and pottery works ar Haly,
Claryd.

The massive pamure of these remains seems to have
mhibived subsequent building work, or at lesst to have
established boundories. On the north side of Watergate
Sireet between 5t Peters Church and Goss Street the
rear wills of the medicval undercrofts abut against one of
the main walls of the princpar; o relationship demon-
strated during excavations at Mo 12 (Ward 198R). The
same 5 true for Mos 51-67 on the opposite side of
Watergate Street where the undercrofis are built in front
of the walkk of the Boman granaries. In some cases the
lower levels of the Roman structures were reused, as a1
3741 Bridge Swreet where the front of the nineteenth-
cenmury building is supported br the walls of the
legionary bath house, Some idea of the problemns faced
by the medieval buillders can be gauged from the fallen
columns of the priverpia which survive in the undercroft
of 23 Morthgate Street and from the fact that the remains
of the legionary bath house were found 1o be siill stand-
ing 1o a height of 4m in the 1960s,

All four Boman gateways straddle the later main sureets
and consederable stretches of the Roman wall survive i
the northern and eastern sections of the present city
walls (3trickland 1984).

This was certainly the case in other cities, In Lincoln 166
hiouses were bodt a4 a result of the construction of the
castle, and in Morwich 98 (Revnolds 1977, 43).
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T Aldndge (1981) argues that the southern extersion
came first, but this must have been completed by 1150
when work began on the western extension. 51 Marun's
parish, laid owt ¢ 1190-5, uses the line of the new walls
as s weitern boundary.,

E The Franciscan (or Greyfriars) precinct occupied 7 acres
on the north side of the lewer secton of Watergare
Sireet, while the Dominicans (of Blackfriars) had
approximately 5 acees on the south side, However, when
the Carmelites (or Whitefriars) were established 10
Chester in 1277 they were unable to find a site unml they
purchased seven houses on what is now Whirefriars in
1260, This would suggest that the availability of land was
much reduced by the end of the thimeenth century
Ward 1990),

9 The carliest description of an English town being an cighth-
century peem by Aleuin about York (Allort 1974, 1570

Chapter 2

1 The main collections of deeds that have been consulted
are the Aston Charters (BL Add Ch 49,968-50,217)
the Shrewsbury (Talbet) Deeds (BL Add Ch
T72,203-72,206; 75 107-75,237) the Carmulary of 5t
Anne (BL Harl Ms 2061, printed Cheshirg Sheaf, 3 ser,
swvi)y the Carmulary of St Werburgh (Tae, 1920-3);
the Cartulary of Whalley Abbey (Hultom 1847,
339-61); the Arley Family Deeds (John Rylands
University Library); the Baraston Family Deeds
[Cheshire RO DBA/S, calendared in Cheshire Sheaf, 3
ser, wliii); the Baron Charters (Eaton Hall, Chester);
the Vermon Family Deeds (Cheshire RO DVE); the
Henry Taylor Collection (Chester CRO DVHT): the
Moore Manuseripts (Liverpeol Library, calendared
Brownbill, 1913); deeds relating to Chester propefty
which passed to the Crown in the sisteemth cenrury
(PRO Cat Anct [x Wale 29%; decds enrolled in the
Chester Portmote Rolls (Chester CRO ME).

2 Porthe comparable termimology of the Winchester deeds
wor Boecene 19485, 137-9.

3 Measurements are recorded only rarely and an
random. For example: in Morthgate Sereer in the 1270
there was a plot 186 (5.49m) wide (BL Add Ch 50,005)
and in Bridge Soreet in 1358 there was a messuage with
appurtenances, which at its longest point stretched back
52vd (48.24m) From the highway and was some 10y
wide (9.83m) (Chester CRO DVE 1/CL41), Ourside the
Ravws, 1n Pepper Street, a property was recorded in
1324/5 as being @ “roval” ells (B.23m) long and 7 “royal’
ells (6.86m) wide (BL Add Ch 72,2700, Other deods
refer to a ‘woollen' ell, perhaps the longer Flemish ell of
45m (1.15m) (pers comm D D Keene). In 15311, for
example, a plot of land in Bridge Street with buildings
upon it was described as 9 ‘woollen' ells wide and 30
*woallen’ ells long (BL Add Ch $0,090:%%), None of this
suggests uniformiry.
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An agtempe to identify if there had been some carly wni-
formity of wide plots thar had been concealed by lnter
irregular subdivision was made by | Grenville during the
pourse of fieldwork, but no clear pattern nm:rgni.

BL Add CH 50,032

Cheshire RO DEA 35: BL Add Ch 49,982

PRO E 31547

PRO CHES 151 and Thacker in Matthews 1995, 33

Barraclough 1957, 34-6; Barraclough 1988, 281-2; BL
Add Ch 40,177

BL Add Ch 72,224 Compare the camera of Bichard del
Haolt with its palizadaon (1328) (BL Add Ch 72,273).

Chester CRO DVHT 6

Cheshire Skeaf, 3 ser, xix, 72-3; Brown « of 1963, 468;
Hopkms 1950, 114-15%

BL Add Ch 75,178
JRUL Arley Charters, Box 25, aaes 13-14

For the Daresburys” property in Pepper Street
see Tait 1920-3, 339, According to the Aldersey manu-
script ‘old  evidences' showed that there was
g houss called Daresbury's Hall on the south side of
Pepper Street: Chesver CRO, CR 469542,

JRUL Arley Charters, Box 25716

The premises in the Burtershops, which changed hands
i 1361 and comprised a shop with two seliria above and
one adjoining, perhaps provide an example of an
arrangement of this kind (BL Add Ch 75, 161).

Chester CRO DVHT/13, Here “seld’ probably means
simply ‘shop',

For example Chester CRO D/HTV1E; BL Add Ch
S0,02172, 50,082, 75,154; Cheakire Sheall, 5 ser, oo,
47, 4%, 51

For example BL Add Ch 50,082; Irvine 1904, 42

There is evidence from 12 Watergate Street that the rear
ground level was still rising during the medieval period
and thar the Row level was originally above the contem-
porary rear ground surface (Ward 1988},

BL Add Ch 50,081-2
Chester CRO DVHT 44

Cheshire Sheaf, 3 ser, xxi, 6B04; oo, 7021, There are
exarmples of cellars used & wwverrs bearing this name in
Winchester and London (Keene 1985, 11, 563-4),

The phrase used is ‘comrra ecclemam sancy Perrl, tersis
ecclesiain sanci Wirbiopae® (BL Add Ch 49,975; Irvine
19d4, 17).

26

28

29
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35
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41

42

43

44

45

46

Cheshire RO DBA 35 {no 4); BL Add Ch 4998
Chester CRO DVHT 20

PRO CHES 2571
PROCHES 2501

Chester CRO DVHT/13:; IVHT/M43; BL Add Ch,
50,051/2

Flesher's Bow was cemainly in existence by 1355 when 5
inchuded, significanly, 3 tenement with tao shops and two
undercrofis (Morris 18984, 294). For the Doncaster holdings
m Watergate Strect see PRO CHES 151; Cheser CRO
MR, mem. 12; MRS, roq, 6d; DHTD, 40-4; Cheshize
B0 DBA 35, For a fuller analysis see Thacker [forthcoming).

Chester CRO IVHT 20, 42-3
Chester CRO MR/a4

Barker 1953, 30 of BL. Add Ch 50,01%%, 75,161;
Cheshire RO DVE CILS 1412

PRO CHES 251; Chesver CRO DVHTVES, 20, 24;
MRy BL Add Ch 50,0151; Taylor I9EE, 166-8,
Brownbill 1913, 144

Chester CRO MRS

F6ek Reporr of the Deprary Keaper of the Public Becords, 374
(PRO, 1&75); of the reference to the need for a new hall
for the holding of eyres and courts at Macclesfield, in
whach the Black Prince might have shoppae renied our at
4 shillings per anmuam (BPR, 101, 273},

PRO SC 678315, mem 3 78316, mem 2v; TB317,
mem 2; TENS, mem 2

For example BL Add Ch 50,058; 50,152; Chester CRO
DVHT/d6; MRS, mem 5; ME 3 MR35

Cheshire RO DVE 1/CIL21

Chester CRO CER 469542, See also Chester CRO
MR/, mem 3; BL Add Ch 50,152,

Chester CRO CHDV A

We can be certain of the location since the fishboards xre
known from oter sources 1o have lain ot the exst end of
Watergate Street ai the junction with Bradge Street (Morms
LES4, 295). It should be noted, however, that by the mad-
seventoonth cennery Corviser Row was apparenidy on Essigate
Sereet or the east side of Bridge Strest (Dodguon 1981, 21).

PROE 31547/13%

PROE 32673474

Compare the seld of Hugh Tailor, 270t (B.1m) long,
which comprised half a house and lay behind another
seld (BL Add CH 4%,997).

An 32 Bridge Street, for example, there is an undercrofl
40.85m long and abouwt 3.6%m wide.
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EXDNOTES

Cheshire RO DVE LICTI2L

PRO CHES 2501

Chester CRO CHINET

Chesver CRO CHINZ'

Chester CRO MEB 1, mern 1; MR 5, mem 2v

Two shopa ar the west end of Foregate Street in 13034
are fecorded as being 8 x 280 (2.4 x 8.5m) and 7 x 200
(2.1 x 6.lm) respectively (BL Add Ch 30,053), Also a
shop 15 % 7 (4.57 x 2.13m) was the subjecy of a dispute
in the Parmmote in 1297 (Chester CRO MR mem 1 2v).

Ar 12 Watergnte Street the superstructure extended
bevond the rear wall of the undercrodt, althowgh this may
be the result of the break in building operations that has
been postulated (Ward 198E). At 32 Bridge Street il 8
unlikely that the 40.85m long undercroft carried purely
domestic buildings for its full length, but this may also be
an exceplion as it 18 bn the arca of the selds,

The plar of M Wasergate Street is wedge-shaped, does
nor extend back o Hamilton Place, and contains no
medieval fabric.

Chesrer CRO DVHTVE; Tavlor 1897, 55
BL Add Ch 50,032; budgmn 1951, 41
PROE 31547/139; PRO WALE 207272

BL Add Ch 75,179, For a further and more detailed
descniption se¢ BL Add CH 75,20 of Bl Add Ch
75,154, possibly the same messuage and if so taking the
Ry ar this point back at least to 1349,

A full histary of the Dark Row and the modern develop-
ments which have significantly altered the historic
arrangement of this part of the Row system are
described in Matthews 1905,

Chapter 3
1 BLAdd Ch 72,224
¥ Peter the Clerk was the carl’s chancellor, and Ranulph of

Oxford was a chamberlain of Chester [(Thacker,
forthooming).

Bye-laws of this namure are a feamare of many other towns
and cities. In London the earliest surviving building and
fire regulations were probably 1ssued between 1192 and
1212, with additional regulations added in 1212 following
a serious fire (Schofield 1984, 75-6). Regulations can be
inferred from the frequency of stone construction in
Southampton during the thirteenth and fourteenth
centuries (Plast 1973, 389417

This vault is mentoned m Hughes (1856, 50) and an
ilhestration was reproduced i a erteal review {unsigned,
by | H Parker) in the Gentloman ' Mapazing, 18546, 126,
This ilhestration 15 described in Lawson and Smith 1938,

5

f
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Drescription by Randle Holme 11 in BL Harl Ms 7568,
fixl 154

It appears, particularly in outer window arches, through-
out many of the Southampton undercrodis,

Chapter 4

[ 5]

For example Scelland’s Hall, Richmond Castle, ¢ 1080
(Turmer 1988, 39), Hall of Great Tower, Chepstow
Castle, ¢ 1080 (Wood 1965, pl 111}, 51 Etheldreda’s
Church, Ely Place, London, probably 1290s (Hewen
1980, 123-4)

Analysis and dimensions supplied by R B Harris, 1990
For llustration see Oswald, 1965
Information generously supplied by John MoCann

This s contrary 0 an Anglo-Saxon origin for the pxnt,
favoured by Hewert (1980, 14-29) based salely on his
misdating of the Somptng Tower Rhenish helm. This
has been dated by comprehensive dendrochronological
sampling o the early fourteenth century (Aldsworth and
Harris 1988), A further example; of exactly the same
period, is on the southern arcade post at the Marlipins,
Shoreham-by-5ea (Packham 1924},

First known under the choir stalls at Winchester
Cathedral by 1309, and ot Baythorme Hall, Essex, in the
late thirteenth'early fourteenth cenmary, and surviving as
late as 1398 at the Abbots Court House, Bartle Abbey,
Sussex (Hewern 1080, 136, 140-1, 279)

For example the Great Hall, Caernarfon Casile,
¢ 1300 (Taylor [9E89)

It is possible thar this was a king-strut or king-post rood,
bur the remaining post appears to be [argely intact and &
only long enough to be suitable for a crown post.

16-17 St Paul's Sirect, Stamford (RCHME 1977, fig
193, 148)

10 Vanous grants are reconded in the BPR, 3, (Cheshire)

Chapter 5

In an carler publication (Grenwille 1990, 453) it was
stated that recent work ar 38 French  Street,
Southampton had revealed the former exmtence of a
gallery in front of the shop. This comment was based on
a personal communication from Glvn Coppack, the
recorder of that building, bur it 5 an inverpreson
that 5 no longer tenable. In the light of Coppack’s
subscquent explanation (1990, &) thar the “final critical
analysis sprang ot from the building iselfl but from
the paper record”, changes in inferpremation are nop
SUTPrILIng.

Feferences to wown houses are very scattened, with the
only summary of evidence for undercrofis being in Wood
1965, 95-7, and Faulkner 1966. For Southampion, sce
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Plam 197% for Winchelsen, Beresford and 5t Jeseph
1979, 234-42; for Shrewsbury, Carver 1983 and Baker
ef af 1993 for MNorwich, Smith and Carter 1983; for
Oreford, Pantin 1947; for York, Salisbury, and Stamiford,
the relevant inventorics produced by the RCHME,

Observation by R C Turner
Cumbsria Record Oifice (Carlisle) DLONST.9,

Curnbria INVLOWNS L.

S2N011373,

Record Office  (Carlisle)

For example, the Herefordshire school of Romanssque
masons and sculprors seem 1w have drswm on ideas
brought back from pilgrimage to Santiago de
Compostela, Spain. The 12 rownd-nave churches of
England, constructed by the Knights Templar, are based
on the church of the Holy Sepulchre in Jerusalem.
Advances made in the design of the crusader castles were
adopred in England and features of the Edwardian cas-
tles of Wales were usied m Savoy,

Observation by A N Brown

Perhaps the most interesting man linking Edwards new
tovn policies in both France and England was Henry le
Waleys, who was mayor of both Loadon and Bordeaus.
He had a hand i the planning of New Winchelsen and
Berwick-upon-Tweed, and in 1284 was appointed to
farm the revenues of six of the bastide toams.

“The tensons between private and public spaces in wwns
and cities are explored in deail in Sanlman 1968, 28-335,

Chapter 6

I

The main documentary sources wed for s chapuer ane
the accounts that were rendercd annually by the city's
sherifls for the fee farm (PRO SCATENG -~ SCORMNL];
the adminisirative records of the majors (Chester CRO
MB1-5) and sheriffs (Chester CRO 5B1-4); the
Partmote Kolls (Chester CRO MR); the Pentice Rolls
(Chester CRO SR); the Treasurers” accounts which no
longer survive (BL Harl Mz 2158); collections of deeds
cited in note 1 of Chapter 2. Reconds of the clry’s council
do mi survive fromm the medicval period and this important
wpurce of the evidence s cherefore unavailable. Also,
Chester’s palatinate status resulted in the city's exclusion
fromm national taxation assessevenis, although the palatinate
records in the FRO do provide valuable information.

BPR i, 275, 292, 298; PFRO SC o783/ 16, mid.

BPR i, 1%4; PRO 5C &TEY16, mid.

PRO SC 6/TELD, mm]1, 2d, 3.

Chester CRO CH28; CHM,; CH3IL,

Amnalvsis of the ¢laims made by the citizens of Winchester
in 1440 has shown that they did not greatly cxaggerate
the impoveriched stabe of their city and that their petition

conizined very precise information. They claimed that
pestilence and loss of trade dunng the previous 50 vears
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kad left 17 parish churches, 11 streets and 987 mes-
suages in rumns. A 12 per cent loss of property and a 30
per cent drop in populstion has been traced from
¢ 1300 to 1417, with a further 68 per cent drop in pop-
ulation to ¢ 1550 (Keene 1985, {, 96-8, 143-3),

PRO SC 6/7896-5C 68004 and Laughton 1993,
Appendix 2

PRO SC 67845, mSd; SC 7840, m3

PRO SC 11/600, ml

Chester CRO CHID2WG

BL Harl Ms 2158, fols 213-4

For example BL Harl Ms 2158, fols 212, 212d, 213, 2134
BL Harl Ms 2158 fols 197d, 200

Chester CRO CHINZS; BL Harl Ms 2158, fol 190,
The rent due was 164, which may indicate four posts,

Chester CRO SB2, fols 85d, 86

PRO SC @/8000), mld; 53C 6/B00E, mld

Chester CRO 583, fol 67

PRO SC 67999, mdd; 5C 680007, md; SO 680011, mdd
BL. Harl %5 2158, fid 2244

See Simpson 1915 for a discussion of the name of this
bailding, its history, and its appearance in the early
raentieth century.

Chester CRO MES2, mil

PROCHES 25/11, mIB

PRO CHES 2511, m18; Chester CRO ME77, M1
PRO WALE 29/126; BL Hard Ms 2020, fol 403

For example Chester CRO MB2, fols 6d, §9; MEBE3, fols
13d, 60d; MR65, ml; MR8, ml; BL Harl Ms 1994,
fols 2EE, 289

Photographs of the building, before its restoration in the
late 19705, illustrate this clement and indscace thar o
continues to secupy the same position. Mo mention is
made of the present cenral section of the screen, sug-
gesting that this may have been ineroduced from elsewhere
[Cheshire RO 9422 IN%).

Cheshire RO DVE LC11/21; Mosris, 1804, 250-1;
Chester CRO O CHIVZT

Beport held by Natonal Monuments Record, Swindon.

There are a numbser of Cheshire chuarches with similar
seventeenth-century false hammer-beam roofs, g
Handley, Harthill, Hargrave, and Lower Whitley
[Peviner and Hubbard 1971,
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In Cheshire, these examples of crown-post roofs were
largely discovered during the listed building resurvey of
the early 1980s and melude three associated with base
crucks: Tabley Old Hall ¢ 1380 {now collapsed but wee
Mercer 1976, 320 and two from the fiftcenth century,
Willate Hall, Prestbury, and Lower Garden Hall,
Tilston. Gawsworth Old Hall and Puddingron {3d Hall,
both dating from the fificenth century, provide
examples of crowm-post roofs in box-framed budldings,
Twn examiples are known in box-framed buildings from
narth-east Wales; Llay Hall, Denbighshire ond
Basingwerk Abbey (Smith 1975, 408-9), Two examples
are known north of Cheshire, of which one, in the north
gisle of Ribchester church, Lancashire (observation by B
C Turner), 18 comparable in scantling 1o the reused
trusses in the Faloon, 6 Lower Bridge Streef. The moat
northesly example s from another town house, the
Guildhall, Carlisbe, dating to ¢ 1400 [observation by R C
Turner).

Examples such as Edge Hall, Gawsworth Old Hall,
Haslingron Hall, Little Maoreton Hall, and Vale Roval
House, (de Figueiredo and Treuherr 1988),

PRO CHES 2512, mad

For example Chesver CRO MR B001; BL Harl Ms 2037,
fol 309d.

BL Harl Ads 2158, fol 211

Chester CRO MB4, fol 534

Chester CRO MUR 2, m3

Chester CRO MUB 1, fols 10-114d
Chester CRO MB44, mid; SR118, mld
Cheshirg Sheaf, 3 ser, xxxvi, BO04

Chester CEO SR230, mid; SRE235, ml; SR321, mld,
SR432, mid

For example Chester CRO SBI, fols 414, 102; 583,
fod 41

For example Chester CRO 5B, fol 65; 5B3, fols 394,
92; MB6, fols 167d, 170

Chester CRO SR 239/3; 3R ZE7/1d; SR 29071

For example Chester CRO SR175/1d; SR180/1
Chester CRO MBS, fols 4d, 184

Chester CRO MB7T, fol 123

Chester CRO MBS, fol 87d; MBb, fols 5, 44d; MBT, fol 81,

The monks later included his name among the obiis of the
abbey (Tayler, MV [ed] 1912)

Cheihire Sheaf, 3 ser, woond, S04

Chester CRO 5B, fols 19d, 204, 70; M4, fol 8.
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BL Harl Ms 2158, fiol 195d; Taylor 1888, 163; Chester
CRO MB2, fols 50, 92

Chesver CRO 5B3, fol 85; SR196, ml; SK377, mild;
SRA60, mid. A late sixteenth-century, umber-framed,
wattle and daub smoke hood survives in Castle Street,
indicatimg that the wse of combustible materals in
vulnerable locations continued for a considerable period
(Grenville and Turner 1984, 113).

Chester CRO ABI, fol 170d; Kennett 1987, 42

BL Hard Ms 2037, fol 3004

Chester CRO SR337, mild; SR351, mld; SR399, mld;
SR418, mld

Chester CRO QCR11, ml; MB3, fol 8
Chester CRO MBI, fol 61

Chester CRO SRA57, miv

PRO SC11/890, mi

For example Chester CRO 5R23%, m2; SR314, mild;
SR432, mid

PRO SCH1/E90, m]

Cheshire RO WS 1666 Farrnngion
Chester CRO 584, fol 33

Chester CRO 5R362, mid; SR363, ml.
Chester CRO SC6/784'5, m3d; SR366, ml
BL Harl Ms 2158, fol 209d

Chester CRO SR445, mid

Chester CRO SE31, mid

Chester CRO 5R169, mid

Chesier CRO 5R3389, m1d

JRUL #Arley Charvers Box 253, 13-14
Chester CRO SB358, mild

For example Chester CRO MBI, fol 2; MB2, fol 95d;
MBS, fols B, 41d; MR TE/1

Chester CRO ME 581714

For example FRO SC 67845, mm5, 5d; SC 6797/1,
mld; Chester CRO ME 59/1; MR 6001d; MR 6%/1, 1d;
MR751; MR 81/1; MR 104/1

For example Chesper CRO MR 45/1; MR 69/1; BL, Harl
Ms 2158 fols 193, 1954, 1984

For example Chester CRO MR 4401; ME 5471; MR
651; ME T1/1d; MR 78/1; MR 10471
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For example Chester CRO MBI, fols 154, 27; MB2, fol
4; MB3, fols 60d, 71d

For example Chester CRO SR 223/1; SR 2731; SR
ML In 1425 a leading vintmer leased vwo cellars in
Bridge Swrect under the "Stonesels’, Chesinre Sheaf, 66
(1961}, 10832,

For example Chester CRO MR 78/1; SR 511/1

For example BL Harl Ms 2138, fols 209d, 210, 2124,
216

For example BL Harl Ms 2138, fols 192d, 195

PRO WALE 20291

Chapter 7
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The main documentary souroes used for this chapter are
the Aszembly Minute Books and Assembly Files
(Chester CRO AR and AF); the Mayors” Books [Chester
CRO MB); family records (Chester CRO CR); Coroners”
Inguisitions (Chester CRO QET); Quarter Sessions Files
and Quarter Sessions Examinations and Depositions
(Chester CRO QSF and Q5E); Treasurers' Account
Rolks and Rentals (Chester CRO TAR); probate records
(Cheshire B0 WS); seventeenth-century transcripns of
deeds in the Hardeian Collection (BR Harl Ms),

Chester CRO QSF8, 70; QRE49, 43, 46; Q5F/53, 3;
QSF54, 3 MB28, fols T2, 76, 306d

BL Harl Ms 2082, fal 111. Thomas Whithy also had to
rebuild a house in Parsons Lane (the present Princess
Sreeer) because it had been Cinsufficienthic erccted”
{Laughton 1988, 116).

Chester CRO AR/L, 327

Chester CRO Q5F53, 6; Cheshire RO WS 1608
Aldersey; Cheehire Sheaf, 3 ser, xxii, 7168,

Cheshire RO AR'L, fol 340; TAR 2738; TAR 240; TAR
51

Cheshire RO WS 1639 Whithy

Cheshire RO %S 1688 Fletcher

Chester CRD Q5F/53, 6, 77. The inventory of
Rivingtons goods (Cheshire RO WS 1616 Rivingron)
refers only 1o a new parlour so perthaps he was prevent-
ed from carrving our 3 majer building project on his own
hiome by the effect of Aldersey™ rebutlding.

Chester CRO AR'L, fol 327

Chester CRO MEBE/30, fol 284

BL Harl Ms 2037, fol 310

It has been posable only to sample the available docu-

mentation, but every effort has been made o select
records maost likely to refer to the Rows,
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Chester CRO QSF/54, 39

Chester CRO QUL 1; QCULR, &

For example Cheshire CRO CR 6%75/25
BL Harl Ms 2094, fol 454

Chester CRO AF/36, 26

Cheshire CRO TAR 223

Chester CRO AFE, 34

These fines, paid by wraders from outside the city, were
an important source of revenue.

Chester CRO AB3, 61, 1697; AR'3, 704, 1699
Chester CRO AF1TS, 30 ARG, 201

Chester CRO AF33, 25

Chester CRO AF'S3, 18

Chester CRO AF 36, 27

Chester CRO AF 303, 9

Chester CRO ABZ, 151d; AR'Z, 162

Chester CRD AB'Z, 185; AR'Z, 158%4

This "‘common sedl” was granted to the mayor and citiens
of Chester by Edward 1 in his charter of 1300, and they
as ‘Lords of the soil’ were empowered 1o grant it sut for
building or otherwise improve it

It is possible thay this process of encroachment was
encournged when work on a new conduit bed 1o the guners,
hitherto located omn either side of the street, being moved to
thie centre. These channeds may have delineated the boundary
berween the common soil and king's highway and thus hane
hindered substantial encroachment. This reorganisation
was authorsed for Eastgate Steeet in 1584 and for Bridge
Srreetdn 1586-7 (Chester CRO AB/], 197d; AR/L, J07).
Chester CEO TAR 18

Chester CRO AR, 260; TAR 2723

Chester CRO AB'1, 3374, 3384

Chester CRO AF/0, TO

Chester CRO TAR 223, mid

Chester CRO TAR 2023, mid

Chester CRO TAR 1120

Chester CRO TAR 2/23%, mm.1d, 3

Chester CRO AB'L, 345

Chester CRO AF13, M



4%
44
45

46

47

48

51
52
33
54
55

5

57

58

39

Ll
2

63

65

7

8

ENDNOTES 199
Chesger CRO AF'L4, 22 69 BIL Hard Ms 2022, fols 140-1
Chester CRO ARZ, 924 70 Cheshise RO W3S 1689 Rock
BL Harl ¥s 2022, fols 140-1 71 PRO CHESTER 3848, 10
For cxample Cheshire RO WS 1604 Maddock; WS 72 Cheshire BO W5 1609 Fletcher; WS 1625 Aldersey
1607 Lingley; W5 1617 Leyeester; WS 1610 Thropp,
73 Cheshire RO WS 16352 Poole; WS 1673 Hulton
Cheshire RO W5 1604 Lawion (60wd); WS 1617
Leyesster (58vd plain and %yvd of cutwark); W5 1614 T4 Cheshire RO WS 1602 Brerewood; WS 1605 Aldersey
Wall (R8vd). Robert Brerewood had over 100 vards of with Chester CRO CR 63/147; W5 1641 Leche
wainscot in his new hall (Cheshire RO WS 1602
Brerewoad), but this room was not typical as his houss 75 Chester CRO QS5F 36, 57
was exceprionally large,
T6 Cheshire RO WS 1615 Wall; Chester CRO AF30, 20,
Cheshire RO WS 1607 Lingley In 1595 smoke from a cellar in Morthgate Strect led the
neighbours to complain, because no chimney had been
Cheshire RO WS 1617 Leyoesster provided (Chester CRO QSF4, 14).
Cheshire RO WS 1662 Butler 77 Chester CRO AR, fol 313
Cheshire RO WS 1661 Thropp 78 Cheshire RO WS 1621 Thropp
Cheshire RO WS 1602 Amery; WS 1613 Amery T4 Chester CRO AR, fol 28094
Cheshire RO WS 1817 Leveesier; WS 1621 Thropp 80 Chester CRO ABZ, f0] 172
Cheshire RO WS 1608 Flercher; WS 1612 Hunt &1 Cheshire RO WS 1600 Fletcher
Cheshire RO WS 1617 Leveester; WS 1621 Theopp £2 PRO CHESTER 3848
See especially Cheshire BO WS 1609 Flercher. He had £3 Cheshire RD WS 1625 Aldersey
served as mayor | 595-8.
&4 BL Har Ms 2022, fols 136, 136d, 157
Cheshire CRO QEF27, 131
85 Chester CRO ARZ, fol 1704
Cheshire CRO Q5F5]1, 63; Q5F61, &
86 Chester CROD ARZ, fol 102d; Lau;hmn 1988, 104,
See Schoficld 1984, 150 for similar srrangements in 117-8
Loadon. OF the inventories studied only those of Robert
Brerewood (Cheshire RO WS 1602 Brerewood) and of BY The removal and resiting of plaster cealings, whalst ot com-
Robert Fletcher (Cheshire RO WS 1688 Flercher) meon, was certainby not bevond the skills of contemporary
specifically refer 1o a shop in the Row, plasterers; the deawing-reom ceiling and chimneypiece
ar Mew Place, Shedfield, Haompshire, were moved from
Cheshire ROWS 1609 1612 Hune Bristol in ¢ 1640 (Turner 1927, 03],
Cheshire RO WS 1666 Farringion B8 One parallel, dared ¢ 1628, & from Momay House,
Canongate, Edinburgh (Turner 1927, 114).
Cheshire RO WS 1604 Lawton; Chester CRO Q5F/48, 25
80 Cheshire RO WS 1617 Leveeser
Cheshire RO WS 1638 Roberrs
Chester CRO QSF/50, 56 Chapter 8
Chester CRO QSE13, 17 1 This is supported by the Cotton family papers (Cheshire
RO 45717313
Cheshire RO WS 1619 Allerton; WS 1621 Thropp
2 Chester CRO CR 69395
Chester CRO Q5F4, 56
i PRO CHESTER 16/135, quoted in Micchell 1980, 49
See maps of Braun {¢ 1560) and Speed (16140). For rel-
erences o gardens and orchards in deeds see Cheilitre 4  Calweley Hall, the country houwse Lady Mary built an

Sheaf, 3 ser, xliv, DIAR (Eastgate Streer, 1584); xvl,
41046 (Watergate Street, 16010-11) xxxv, 7769
(Morthgate Street, 1614-15).

Handley, T mibes from Chester, has an elaborate staircase
with double-twrsted balusters. This fits rather awkwardly
into the house and it 15 possible that &t is the original



THE ROWS OF CHESTER

staircase from Brdge House, moved during alterations by
the Williams family of Bodelwydden (Harris 1979, 140).

5§ Chester CRO AF47e/ 1% AF47c05; ABY13/4,1700,

#  Chester CRO TOOMMIO

7T Chester CRO ABYZ3.01744

£ Cheser CRO ARM/252

% Chester CRO ARY21IY

10 Chester CRO 6327133

1l Chester CRO ABW/ESY

12 Chester CRO AF/S5/67

I} Chester CRO ABM/257

14 Chester CRO AB4554

15 Chester CRO AB'329.3.1701-2

16 Chester CRO AB312.1.1700

Chapter 9

I Only George Dievey, an architect working in Kent, can
be said to have developed a coherent revival of timber-
framing earbier than Penson.

2 The Brudder, 50 August 1856, 471, Alw Hughes 1856, 390,

3 The Builder, 17 April 1858, 260,

4 The Buslder, 17 April 1858, 260,

5 FOAS 1864, 399, The Bulding N, 29 Movervber 1861, 952,

6 Chester CRO Imp Cree, February 1847, 683,

T The Bulding Neeos, 18 May 1860, 400-401; The Buider,
26 February 1859, 160; Cherer Rocord, 11 June 1864,

8 Simpson; F, unpublished manusenipt, The Rows of
Chester, v 2, Chester CRO CR 11918,

9 Hughes 1882, 65; Chester CRO Imp Criee, 20 June 1860,

10 Chester CRO Imp Cree, 15 September 18735; The
Bialding News, 23 September 872,

11 Simpson, F, Cheer pasr and presens, unpublished photos
graphic albums, v 3, ill 93, Chester Library, 23; Harris
1979, 4%,

12 Chester CRO Imp Crree, 24 December 1890; Eaton
Estate Office drawings; Acadimy Archirecmre 1891, 21

13 In 1897 Lockwood mounted an exhibition of illustrated

books at the Grosvenor Museum, Most were from
his own collection, Lockwood, T M, 1898, Nuer on
iticserased books, Chester Library,

i
i5
16

17

19

20

21

22

23

L%

v

2

E]]

32

313
34

35

L

EF)

38

549

40

The Banlder, 29 Apeil 1899, 422
Chester CRO Morthgate Street Imp Creee, 25 May 1877
Chester CRO Morthgate Swreet Imp Cutee, 17 Auguss 1877

Chester CRO  Morthgate Swreet Imp Cuoes, 13
December 1877

Chester CRO MNorthgate Street Imp Ciree, 28 Jamuary
1878

Chester CRO Northgate Street Imp Crtee, March 1881
Chester CRO Imp Crree, @ May 1894

Chester CRO Imp Cuiee, 11 November 1897; 11 Augusi
1897

Published in The Chesture Observer, 8 January 1887

The present arcade below the Commercial Mewsroom,
now the Ciry Club, dates from ¢ 1970 (Fig 115)

Chester CRO Imp Cuee, 11 Auguast 1897

Chester CRO Imp Crree, 14 June 1800 The Archutect,
&d, 1900, Xe); T8, 1908, 288; Hubbard 19%], 272

Hubbard 1991, 272; (James Swrong may also have been
involved, see Chester CRO Imp Crree, 6 July 1898).

Chester CRD Imp Crtee, 26 September 18949 The
Architecr, 79, 1908, 288; Hubbard 1991, 273

Chester CRO Imp Cuee, 13 July 1910
Chester CRO Imp Crtee, 16 January 1907; 29 May 1907
Phowograph at Chesver Library, 69/25]

Eaton Estate Office drawings 01539, Emon Hall, Chesrer;
Building MNews, 73, 1897, 471; Hubbard 1991, 268

Chester CRO Imp Crres,
Oiorober LEEG

I8 September 1889; 26

Chester CRO Imip Coee, 16 Ocrober 1912
Chester CRO Imp Criee, 18 Seprember 18389

Census Enumerators” Returns, Holy Trinaty Parish,
1841-1842, Chester CRO.

Chester CRO Imp Crree, 11 June 1861

Chester CRO Imp Cttee, 4 February 1863; 11 February
1863

Chester CRO Imp Criee, 2 June 1909

Simpson, F, 1910 MNew Mrdee Streer Row Prematres,
unpublshed notebook in the possession of Peter de
Frgueiredo

Ciresrer Chromicle, 17 September 1910



ENDMNOTES
41 Cherrer Chvomele, 28 October 1910 3
42 Simpson, F, 1910 Neae Bedpe Sweer Row Premiser,
unpublished notebook in the possession of Perer de 4
Figuciredo
43 Chester CRO Imp Cree, 15 March 1911
5
& Chesrer Chromicls, 31 March 1911
45 Chester CRO City Assembly, 20 December 1841
i
46 Chesrer Chromicle, 27 December 1879
47 MNumbers 433, 45b, and 47a Bridge Street Row are a rare T
surviving group of courtyard dwellings behind Bridge
Street. They were erected ¢ 1864 in conjunction with 43, B
45 and 47 Bridge Street, and were therefore presumahly
designed by Edward Hodkinson, b
48 Chester CRO Imp Crtee, 12 July 1899 i
49 Advertisements m Chester Precrory, 1012-13 and 1928-29, il
Chester CRO; Kelly's Direcrory, 1938, Chester CROL
12
50 Chester CRO lmp Criee, 3 Detober 1921
51 Chester CRO Imp Cunes, 3 April 1912; 3 July 1912 13
52 Informanion from Peter Flowell 14
Chapter 10
15
| Cheser CRO Clearance Area application, CBI 130C/A,
16
2 Chester CRO Clearance Area application, 6B2 6/B.
17
3 Chester CRO Cavie Trust cormesponadence file, CR 251713,
15
4 Lewer from the Secretary of the Chester Civie Trust to
the Town Clerk, 1'% June 1960, Chester CRO 251/13, 19
5 Chester Chronmicle, 8 Wovember 1963 20
t Cherer Choomicle, 15 July 1964 21
7 Chester CRO Planning application file p21.6. 22
B Chester City Council Planning applicaton file, &1 3230, 23
4 Chester City Council Planning application file, 6/22988. 24
10 Under the Cheshire County Council Act 1980 the City
Council las the right to ensure public sccess to the Row
walkwavs and stalls at all imes.
x5
Appendix A
26
1 BL Add Ch 50,089
2 BL Add CH 50,064

0]

Thit 1920-3, 468; Cal Ing i, nos $00-9; v, nos 33,63;
26 DR R 54; BL Add Ch 49,984

Cheslure Sheaf, 3 ser, xxxvi, 35, These deeds, from the
cartulary of the fraternity of 51 Anne, survive in a seven-
weenth-cenmry copy anly.

For examples relating to Chester see BL Add Ch 50,120;
75,037 75, 039; 75,142,75,1%%; 75,158, Chester CRO
DVHT%, 10

BL Add Ch 50,147 50,163 Chester CRO DVHT 18;
Cheshire RO DBA 35; Cheshire Sheay deed no 9

BL Add Ch 49,547

BL Add Ch 50,004

BL Add Ch 50,08%; 50,0700

BL Add Ch 50,117/ 18; Chechire Sheaf, 3 ser, a0, 6382
PRO CHES 31File 1A

For example Chester CRO SR 177/14; SR 237/1d; SR
2720d; SK 280414

For example Chester CRO SR 119/1d; SR 2547d

PRO S5C &784'5, m3. Dunfoul’s resudence appears to
have adjmined the Bridgegate, but this tenement possibly
stood meear to St Bridger's Church (SC 67849,ml).
BL Harl Ms 2158, fols 194w, 185, 193¢

Chester CRO CHIEY2A

Chesrer CRO SR 191171

Chester CRO SR 166m. v

BL Harl M= 21558

For example Chester CRO 5B 4, fol32v

For example Emon Charers 34, Eaton Hall, Chester
For example Chester CHRO DVHT/8; MR, merm, 5
For example BL Add Ch 30, 81-2, 75, 154

For example BL Add Ch 49,976; 49,983, 50,020;
S0028; 50054 T2,233; T3,242; T5.136; 75,143
T8, 0146; PRO  WALE 29387, 395 Chester
CROIVEHT 34 Cheshare RO DBA 35; JRUL Arlev Ch,
Box 1/40; Box 2524; Box 27/53

BL. Add Ch 50,032

BL Add Ch 49,982; 72,203; 72,25% 75,148, PRO
WALE 290272 Chester CRODVHT/40; Cheshire RO

[3BA 35; Eaton Charters 84, Eaton Hall, Chester; JRUL
Arley Ch, Box 2575



Index
by Indexing Specialisis

Note; Page numbers in talics refer w0
fllustrations and tables.

Abbey Square 112
Abbaor, 51 Werburgh's Abbey Td
Abbot of Vale Roval's Hall 20
access 93
see afro public right of way
accommaodation 17, 27, 0
19th cenmury 128
Agricela 6
Albion Hotel 166
Addersey, Alderman Jobn 77, 70, 85, 87
Aldersey, William 79, 87, B8
ale-cellars 75
Ambiry, Robert 80
Amery, Robert B4
Anranles Ceerrierirgs 11
antiquarianism 114, 120, 127
apothecaries 108
arcade plate GE
arcades
Edwardian 125, 127
foreign sites 60-2
medieval stonework 38-40, 43,
177, 1E1, 183
early medieval vimberaork 44-8,
44-7, 168, 182, 183, 147
comparative examples 47
construction methods 47-8
lare medieval timberwork 68-9
modern 174, 175
other English sites 5%
arch-braced bearms 4580, 50, 64, J&4
arches 3840, 1635
¢ alio doorways
poinied 183
round-headed 1E-9, 43, 164
Row walkways 23, 23, 25, 38
two-centred 42, 193 (n3.6)
undercradis 22, 23, 38, 18
archivects, 19th century 114-29%
Arncway, John 19, X0
Art Deco interior |62
Art Nouveau wiallpaper 158
ashlars 65, 77, 178, |80
Assembly ree City Assembly
Assembly Booms 111, 166, 183
Asser, John T2
aula 67

bakehowse 108

Bakers"/Baxrer Row 18, 20, 29

Ball, William 154

balwsters
1Tth century 93, 167, 182, 185
18th cenrury 15%, 160, 168, 176
barley-sugar 166

balusirades 172, 172, 180
Chinese Chippendale 181
barber 108
bargeboards 1235, 173, 173
decorared |14
Barnes, Rowland B2
Barnston, Roger 152
Barogue style 95, 111
decoration 119
ornament |G
Bars, John 137
bas chawbres 15
Bassard Hall, Much Wenlock 47
bastide towns, France 62
Batenham, W
prings
Bridpe Streer [0F, 160
Lower Bridge Swect 93, 95, 154,
167, 168
Morthgate Street 108, 106, 112,
112,176, 177
Watergate Srreet 99, 100, 185
Bavand, Robsert, Docor of Physick
106, 155
Baxter Row, late medweval period
75

beams, arch-braced 48-9, 49, 50, 64,

154
The Bear and Billet, description
16870
beast marker 108
Becken and Co, drapers 117, 124,
171
Bede 9
beds, 17th cenury 84
Bennerr, Alderman Henry 104, 112,
1BS
Bennett, Alderman William 151
Bennett, Sara 81
Berne, Swirzerland, arcades 61
Beswick, H %W 120, 123, 174, 175
Biggins Sargent Partnership 133
Biggins, Thomas, imnholder 153
Bishop Llovd's Palace B4, 124
1'%th century restoration 120, 120,
134
20th cenmury renovation 133, 137
ceilings 59, 90-1, 90
comparison 159, 166
description 180
fireplaces 91
fricze @0, 9%
frontage &7, BE
stallboard J80
sireet chambsers B4
Bishop's Palace 112
s g ONd Bishop™s Palace
Bishop's Palace, Lamphey 50
Rishop's Palace, 5t Davids 39
Black Hall, Pepper Street 15, 74

202

The Blue Bell 70, 176
ceiling 76
demaoditeon 131
dendrochronology 1436, F45
description 175-6
Boarding School Yard 160
Boden, R W 124
Boden, W M 124, 156, 150, 165,
176-7
Bolland, Thomas, joiner &0
Bollands, confectioners 130, 173,
174
bolsters, tmber arcades 47-8
bookscllers 108
The Boot (17 Eastgate Street) 31,
79, 84, 170, IF0
ceiling 91
undererodt 3%
Booth, George 104, 1173, 183
Booth, Madam Elizabeth 99, 1032,
111, 152
Baath Manswa 2I-3, 23, 103, 104,
111,113
arches 38, 43
corbel tables 40, 50
corbsels 40, 40, 41, 41
cupboards 22
dendrochronclogy 148, 149
doorways 44, 42
Easiern House 183
floars 51
staircase 93, #7
steps 29
stome arcade 39, 40, 48
stonewark 33, 35
timber arcade 45, 45, 446, 47
umber doorway 51-3, 53
undercroft 35
Western Howuse 1834
Botiler, John 64
box frame 65
braced beams 48-0, 49, 50
bruces &3
umber 47, 49, 51
Bradshaw, Rowse and Harker 131,
181
Braun, plan of Chester 86
Beerewond, John 154
Brerewood, Robert 87, 199(n59)
bressumers 70, 123, 161, 164, 178,
179
brewhouses, i undercrofts 87,
199{nT6)
Brick House 88
Brickhill family 13
brickmaking 88
brickwork
Lith century 88
I Tth cenmary 88, 157, 160, 166,
168, 179



1Eth=1%9th centuries
Bridge Street 109, 125, 156-60,
163
Easigare Sareer 170, 172
Lower Bridge Sweer 139, 166
Marthgate Street 176
Warergare Sureer 177, 179, 181,
182, I1BS
20th cenmury 178, 179, 1B2,
154
hiouses 115
piers 106
quoins 104
Bridge Houwe 167, 190(nd)
construection 95, 95, 1001-2, JoF
documentary evidence 153
Bridge Street 2, 6, 66
gazetteer
east sade 15660
wiest sade 1604, 160
1:
description 156, 154
Vernacular Revival 118, 119
2-8:
description 160
Vernacular Revival 119, [/9
T
descripiion 156, 154
Vernacular Revival 124
2 description 156
1k
description &5, 160-1
open hall 65
11: 157
17th century 83
19th century galleried hall 134
dendrochronology 1440, 146
descriprion 156
apen hall &5
umber arcade 45, 446
12: 17, 17, 29
ceiling 90
cupboards 42
description 161
doorway 42, 42
fireplace 91
undercroft 69
vaulung 33, 35
13:
description 157
Tudor Bevival 124
14; descriptaon 161
15: 38, 78, 49, |57
ceilings 91
descrption 157
16-18: 161
17-19: description 157
1o
balusters 93
ceilings 91
20 faf
descriprion J60, 161-2
Vernacular Revival |18, /8
21: descripuion 157
22: balusters 93

INDEX

22-26 (Durch Houses): 161, 1a2
20eh century renovation 132-3
ceilings 91, [63
description 162-3
fircplaces %1

2%; description 157

25-2T7: 157

JE: 163

20 deseription 158

3 163

31-35 (“White Ciry™):
description 158
rebuilding 125-8, 127
Vernacular Revival 124, 125

32
description 163
undercroft 194(n6), 195(n52)

34 165

I 38, 38, 49
chambers 84
dendrechronology 141, T4)
description 1634
floors 51
undercroft [64

37-41:
deseription 158
Tudor Revival 124

38 164
rebailding 123, 124

39: 2%
corbels 40, 471

40z 164
Tudor Bevival 115

42: 104

45 (51 Michaels Rectory): 65, 65,

158, W lind7)
cellings @1
descripteon 158-0

44 164

A5-47T: 159, 200{nd7T)

ELENEE

48 (*Three Old Arches™): 25, 31,

2,93
arcade 38, 39, 39, 43
corbel tables 50
descriprion 164
oversailing structures 32
timber framing 31

A8=32: 24, 25, 25, 26, 29, 33, 164
dooreays 25, 26, 42
hall Layour 65
foad 534

449 159
Vernacular Revival 124

S0 38, 39

51-53%;

Tth century 83
description | 5%
Tudar Revival 115

B2
document 151
Foow enclosure 90

55:
deseniption 15%

Vernacular Bevaval 124, 124

203

57:
cupboards 42

descripuion 1549
50 | 50460
61: description 160
65 160
14th cenmary 2%
Corvisers’ Row LR, 10220, 20,

194 {n42)
encroachment 21
Tth century 81
important houses 15
late medieval period 63—
Mercers” Row 7%
plastered facades 105, J05
rateable values |30
Roman sireets 7
aelds 19, 20
stallboards 20
‘Stone Place™ 27
tisaber framing 37
wesl sade, documentary evidence
151

Bridge Sireer Row 131

gazetteer 15664

market 1

rebuilding 104

I: descriptaon 156, 156

2=fi; descriphion 160, 187

3-T: description 156, 156

B: descripion 160-1

0: description 156

10: deseription 161

11 deseription 156

12: descriprion L&l

13-15: description 157

14: 161

16-18: description 161-2, I6]

1719 description 157

20=-24 (Dutch Houses): 162, 163,
Téd

description 162-3

21-23: descripten 157

25: descniprion 157

26: 163

27: description 157

28: 163

29-31: 157

30z description 167

32: 163

34 description 1634

35: description 158

3638 164

37-30: description 158

Al 164

42: 164

4347 descriprion |58

44 164

A5-45b: 158, H01(n47)

d46: 164

48-50 [*Three ©9d Arches’): 164

49 (5t Michael's Rectory): 1538-9,
i59

51-55: 159

57 159



204

59: description 159
ol description | 5%
6% description 15%
a7-6%9 | 5960
71-T%: description 160
75 160
Bridpe Street Row Easp 160
Bridgegate 201
bridges, foor 131, 132, 163
Bristow, Peter 99, 152
Broster, Alderman and Mrs 108
Brown, Alderman Charles 114, 120,
121, 123, 174, 175
Brown, Mr, shocmaker 10E
Erowen, Welkinm 10, 114, 120
Browns' department store 120, 115,
107, 130, 172-3, J72, I73
Browns' despers shop 172
Brushficld, Dr T M 3
building terms 136-8
buildings
late medicval period 64-7
comsIruction 6771
materials and regulations 72-4
l&th-17th centunes
external appearance B7-9
internal decoration 89-04
plan form 823-7
restrictions B0
17th-18th centuries 111, 113
19th century 108-10
fave 19th-2inh cenmuries 114-30
Bulkeley, William 9%
fronmonger 152
Bultinghouse 15
Brunbury, Sir Henry 113
burgage 134, 171
size 14=15
Buergaginm, burgagra 14
definiton 136
Burgess, Roger 72
burk 6, B, 35
Burroughs, Abigail 155
Burrows, Holme 103
butchers 108, 15¢
lare medigval perind 75
Butker, Daniel 84
butteries, 17h cenrury B4, 853
Bumershop Row 18, 29
Bumershops 14, 15, 32, 170,
194inl7)
Buns, Jewellers 172

cabins
16th cenmary 182
Boow sealls 1100
Cacrnarfon Castle 60-1
Grear Hall 195(nd.7)
Cueen's Gate 42
Calveley, Lady Mary 95, 96, 101,
153, 167, 199(nd)
cabimgrd, camerge 15
definition 134
cinpara dipicra 15, T4
Camphbell, W and 5on 132, 182

THE ROWS OF CHESTER

Carlisbe, Guildhall 48
carpenters, late medieval period T,
72,74
carpentry 123
medieval umberaork 150
cast iron, columns 106, 156, 157,
158, 15%, 164, 171
Castelnau de Moptmiral, France
.21
castle see Chester Castle
Casile Lane 88
Casile Street 67, 108
1: 164
171 fth century houses 112
imporiant houses 15
Catherall, Peter 166
cattle markers, removal 116
ceilimgs
17h cenmury plasterwork 89, 90-1,
159, 163, 180, 199{nET)
barrel-vaulted 168
raming of 129, 129
celarar 15, 17, 18, 20
celarar lapddes 16, 17
cellars 1, 6, 55
I 7th century 77, 81, 87
late medicval period 67, 75
medicval 7
in propertics 166, 169, 174, 175
rock-=cut 170, 176, 179
chairs, 1Tth ceatury 54
chambers 7, 15, 38
carly medicval 27, 29, 32
late medieval 67
street (over-Row) 65, 824, 174,
178, 179, 180
charnfers 38, 41-2, 49, 162, 172
Charles [, statue 124
charter of 1300 13, 21
cheesefactor 108
chernises® shop 114, 14, 124, 130
Chepstow Castle 30, 195(nd.1)
Cheshire County Council Act 1980 1
Chester
late 13th century growth 53-6
14 cenmury decline 63, 75
14pth=1 Teh century wealih 77
181h century shopping 108
181h century social life 111
carly development 6-13, 193(al)
heritage 114
as port &, 10, 11
Roman Foriress 6-9, 193(n3)
Chester Archacological Eur.‘u:l.‘}.' 3, 6,
DUk, 105, 117, 130, 124, 127
Chester Bank 117, 17, 171
Chester Castle 10, 35, 193(n6)
Morman period 11
Chesrer Chronicle 116-17, 127, 129
Chester Ciry Council 118
architectural competition 1581
respansibilites |
restofation programme |80
Chester Civic Trusg [3]-2
Chester, Earl of 54

Chester Improvement Acy 1843 116,
120
Chester United Gas Company 177
chimney breast
palmed plaster 153
carved wosod 167
chimmeypaece 89, 03
chimmeys 119, 119
I 7th century 91
Chirk Casule 50
Cholmondeley, Sir Hugh §1-2
chronology, tree rings 13940
Chrysoloras, Manuel 60
churches 5
cistern, L6th century 156
City Assembly B1, 82, B7
butlding works 111, 113
fine for enclosure 104
petitions for enclosure 95, 9%, 104,
105, 108, Lio, 102, 151-5
walkway levels 128-0
city centre 128
origins 113
Ciry Club 121, 123, 174
city walls 6, 9, 9, 55, 193(n5)
15th century repairs 63, 72
Morman period 11, 193(n7)
civic amenities 116
Civil War 91
classical style, 16th-1Tth centuries
a1-3
Claytan, Robin 133, 183
Clegg, Deborsh, widow 154
Clemence’s Restaurant, rebuilding
132
closets, 1 Tth century 84
coffer house 111
coffee room 108
Collegiate church 74
codomnades 60, 106, 171
lonme @1
Tuscan 174
colonnewmes 173, I77
columns 104
coast irom 104, 156, 157, 158, 150,
164, 171
Corinthian 117, [17
Diric 20, 93, 157, 158, 172, I72
lomae 90, 10
sandstone 163
Tascan 100, 100, 183, 104, 105,
TG, 185
Comberbach, Robert, Becorder of
Chester 151
Comberbach, Roger 111
Commercial Coffee and Mews Boom
L0E, Jo&, 120, 121, 123, 174
commercial frontages 55, 58, 39, &0
Commercial Hall 108
Commercial Tavern 174
Commaon Hall 19
Commonhall Street 7, #, 131, 163
confectioner 108
conservation 131
Ith century 114, 115, 119



constables 110
Constantine [ 60, 61
Constantinople, arcades 60|
Conway, John 37
Conwy Castle, Greatr Hall 38
Caooke, Edward 153
Caooks' Row 29
tare medicval period 75
corbel wbles 49%-50, 157, 179, 182,
183
date 50
corbels 34, 35, 40-1, 42
arch-braced beams 49
late meddieval period 72
in properties 156, 158, 177, 178,
180, 183
smoke hood 40
Corben family 95
arms B2
Connthian columns 117, 117
Corless, Laurence, wetglover 99, 151
cornépes 07, 104, 154, 163, 183, 185
Cormmarker, 15th cenmary 15
Cormmarket Bow 31
Corpus Christi Day riot 72
Corvisers” Row 18, 194(nd2)
14th century 2
selds 15=-20
l'.'“'..nt;g;rn":., Alderman William 81-2
Cotton family 199(al)
Cotvon, Dame Philadelphia 112, 155
Comon, Sir Themas 100, 112, 155
courtyards 27, 129, 129, 179, 181
l4th century 177
19th eentury 169
20th cenury clearance 131
housing 157, 158, 169, 200{nd7)
Cowper, Thomas 161
craftsmen, lave medieval period 72—
Crawford, | B 165
Crawford, Mr, antigque dealer 159
Crook Street 7, 24
Crosby, Henry 79
The Cross 6, 7, 11, 56, 118, I'I'9,
120, 131
Cross Keys Inm 123, 175
Croughton, Michael %%, 153
Crown and Angel [nn 67-8, 08
documentary evidence 153
erowm-post rood 54, 70, 176, 176,
197 (n50)
Crvpt Building 116-17, 117
cupboards
17th cenmury 84
medieval stonework 22, 58, 42,
177, 183, 185
cupolas, octagonal |30

dado, panelled 163
Danes @
Daresbury family 15, 194(n15)
Dark Row 29, 31=2, 117, 130, 133,
195{nF%)
17th century 82
rebanlding project 170, 176

INDEX

dating (dendrochronology)
see airo dendrochronological
sampling programme
arcade 63
beams 64
ceiling 90
corbe] tables S0
doorway 33
joint 195{n4.5)
joists 34, 163
posis 182
roofs 54, 166, 195(nd.8)
Bow buildings 56
tmiber arcade 46
timber framing 51
undercroft timbers 25, 183
walkways 55
debris
Roman buildings 7, 55
rubbish deposits ¥, 33
‘debris slope” 55
decay (burldimgs)
l6gh century 77
19th eenmury 129-30
20ch cenury |32
decoration
17th century
exernal 87-8
internal S85-94
Barogue style 119
Jacokeean style 171
Renaissance style 118, 119
staliboard 180
Di¢e, River
bridges 6
Mavigation 113
deeds 72, 75, B%, 136, 151
| 3th cenoary 14, 18
collections 193 (nl)
Drefise, Dhaneel 2, 111
dendrochronelogical sampling
programme 139-50
methadology 13940
11 Bridge Street 140, J40
b Hl'i.d.-gn Strect 141, T4
& Lower Bridge Street (The Faleon)
142-4, 42, 143
29-31 Lawver Bridge Strect (The
Tuder House) 141-2, 141
A8-50 Lower Bridge Swreet (The
4 Kings Head) [43, 144
Q-4 Lower Bridge Street (The
Three Kings) 144-5, 744
63-65 Morthgate Sireet (The Hlue
Belly 145-6, 145
10 Warergate Street (The Deva)
147, 147, 145, 150
17 Warergate Svreet (The Leche
House) 1446, 146, 150
22 Warcrgate Surect 148, 148
2854 Warergne Street (Booth
Mansion) 148, 4%
37 Waergate Sereet 1467, 147, 150
36842 Warergare Street 1489, 149,
5

Densen, | F and Sons 123, 175
Denteth, Bobert, merchant 155
Dherby, Roger 27
The Dreva
ceilings 9, 20, %1
dendrochronology 147, 147, 145,
150
descriprion 182
fireplace ®, 91, 91, 93
staarcase 93
rimber arcade 68, A%, &0
development plans, 20th cenrary 131
Drevey, Greorge 11T, 1EE, 2000n1)
Diewsbury, John, Assembly member
W, 152
Devne, John 74
Dicas, John, barber 152
Dacas, William, peruke maker 152
Diwstrict Bank 130
Dixon and Myers, umber merchanes
124, 185
Dixon and Wardell, bankers 171
[ob, John, cordwamer 155
documentary evidence, Row
cnclosure 151-5%
Diod, Thomas 155
Dise, James, gent 155
Dl France, arcades 61
Domesday Book 10
domestic propertics, 18th century 94
domestic quarters
access 20
layour 57
solars 2E-9
Dominican Priory, Bristol 49
donrsg 15
definition 136
aewirie faprdea 6F
Doncaster family 1%, 18, 1949{n30)
doors
17th century 182
wakiaeo 93—
deorways
135th ceniury 183
halls 23, 24, 25, 25, 2%
midieval stonework 41-2
tmber 51-3, 53
Dioric siyvle
collumns 157, 158, 172, 172
friczes 167
porch 1464
Diouglas, John 118, 120-4, 123, 127
in gazeticer 163, 164, 167, 171,
175
dragon beam 169
drapers 108, 117
druggists 108, 110
Dunfoul, Henry 137
Dutech Houses
2ih century renowation 132-3
ceilings 91, 167
dewcription 162=3
fireplaces 91
Drutten, John, baker 153, 154
Duton and Miller, grocers 171



carly medieval peried (12301 350)
[FX ]
bailding construction 14-23
shops 15, 17-18, 19, 23, 25,
194(n36), 195(n52)
stopcwork 3543
umvberwork 44=54
Eastgare, twlis 100
Enstgate Street &
guzelteer
north sikde 1701
sowth side 171=4
1: description 170
2
descripiion 156
Vernacular Revival 118, 179
3 170
4 171
5-7: description 170
& 171
8 171
G113 (Jones" department sione):
134
015 deseriprion 170
1 171
Vernacular Revoval 117, 118
12: 30, 33, 34, 171
destruction of undercroft 124
vault 19%{n3.4)
Vernacular Fevival 117, 118
14; 172
19th century galleried hall 134
16: 172
17 (The Boot): 31, 35, /70
ceiling %)
description 170
strect chamber 84
17a: 171
18: 172
I1%-21: 171
Ho: 172
2i: 3%, 35
Z2:
description 172
Row cabvins 110
24: 172
Row cabins 1140
2% 171
2
17th century E3
19th century galleried hall 134
description 172
27171
28 16, 16, 20, 31, 33, 34, 35, 39
diorway 6, 41-2
section 56
28-30 description 172
29: 171
ETHE I
52; arches 38, 43
32-34 (Browns® store): /72
description 172-3
Vernacular Revival | 16
35171
55: documentary evidence 154

THE ROW'S OF CHESTER

36-38 (Browns® department storc):
73
descriprion 173
Vernacular Revival 114, J1%
AT documentary evidence 154
59; Row enclosure 101
39-41; documentary evidence 154
40 (Platt's chemius® shap):
Vernacular Revival 114, 114,
T28, 130
A= 174
&1z Bow enclosure 101
43 (formerly Woolworths):
1960 facade 130
documentary evidence 154
45:
documentary evidence 154
Row enclosare 101
50z 174
32=58 [Grosvenor Hotel): 174
58: documentary evidence 154
gl 174
14th century 29-31
19th century /4, 110, 11d, 117-18,
I8
1990s redevelopmient 153
accidental death 79
Bakers" Row 20
Buttershops 14, 15, 18
Dark Row 117
documentary evidence 154
Glovers' Row 75
ground level L6
‘Helle™ 17, 197(n24)
‘Homey Suairs® 440
lare medicval perind 64, 75
limen market 81
market 30
ownership 80
rateable values | 30
rebuilding 112
renis 1401
Roman streets 7
Row enclosure 100-]
Saxon perind 9
shops (1 Tth century) B2
stallbaards 2
sipect-Jevel scall 108, T8
timber framing, revival 114, [ 14
trade and sccupants 106, 108, /69
Vernacular Revival § 18
Willizm of Doncasier 13
Eastgate Strect Bow 101
2171
4: 171
o 171
7: description 170
E-10: 171
B (The Boot): deseription 170, J&7
11-13a: 171
12: 171
14: 172
15-17: 171
IG: 172
16-20: 172

19 171
21171
22 172
25171
24-28: description 172
25171
30172
32 descriprion 172
34; descrprion 172
36: deseription 172-3, 172
3840 (Browns” deparumens store):
ir3
description 173
H2-48: 174
Eastgare Sarect Row South, 19th
centary /73
Edward I 10, 11-13, 54, 55-6, 60-1,
63
new towns 62, 196(05.8)
Edwardian period
frontage 167
oriel windows 171
shop interior 156
Edwards, Mrs, milliner 108
Edwards, Thomas 124, 124, 159, 183
Edwards, William El
eighteenth century
brickwork 160, 163, 166, 172, 1746,
179, 181, 182
commerce 111
facade 182, 184, 184
new houses 980, 101-<4, 112
refronting 105-6
Row enclosure 97, 113, 113
shop ypes 108, /09
social lafe 111
wown houses 104, 111, 112, 183
uses of Rows 10610
Ellames, Alderman Peter 104
enclosure of Rows 80, 95-100, 104
17th century B, 82, 83, 96-8, #7,
104
commercial decline 10]
documentary evidence 151-5
extent and date 97
fimves and remts 99, 104, 113, /13
gazerteer 164, 166, 166-7, 168, 18]
locatisn 27, 99
motives 95-6, 110-13
petitions #3-6, GR-0, 113, I3 151-5
wallway B3
encroachment 20-2, 46
15h cenmury 20, 31
17th century §1-2, 198(n31, 32)
late medieval period 634, 75
renl for O
Staven Selds 60
calargement 53
entrances, 1Tth cenmury B8
Erneys, Robert 137
Ethelfleda, Queen 9, 181
Europe, arcades 61-2
Evans, Davwid 82
Ewemn, Mr, hosier 124, 157
The Exchange 111, 117, 113



facades 1537
18eh century 105-6, 182, 184, /84
facsimile 167, 169
1%th century 170, 182, 183, 183
20ch cenmury renovation 133-3, 134
brick 157, 178
carved figures 175
Greorglan period 171
Ciothic revival 172
lonec 108, 108
neo-Creorgian 171
plastering 105, 105, 177
samderone 171
stucon 1635
tmber-framed 170, 180
fascrce l'i.-r:i.ng 127, 12E, 158
Fairhurst, Hasry 5 132
fairs 10=01, 22, 101, 136-7
17th century &=1
The Faleon 16, 24, 25-7, 27, 31, 7@
corbels 40
dendrochronology 142-4, 142, 143
documentary evidence 153
dosorways and windosws 41, 4F, 42,
68, 1'M6[n26)
enclosure of Row 94, %4
gabled fromtage &7
rebuilding 133
roof 53, 54, 71, 195(n4.8), 197(n3)
steps 29
stone arcade 39-4d, 48
tmmber arcade 45-6, 46, 54
timber framing 68
Faulkner 151
fer farm 63, 1960m6.1, 6)
felling date, timber | 30-40
Feelding, Bernard, innholder 155
Fiennes, Celia 2, 111
fines
absence of wallkway 95
enclosure %%, 104, 113
Investock in streets 116
trading S0
finials |73, /73
fire 14K
of 127E 11, 55
of 14734 o4
fire damage 171
fire prevention 724
stopework 32, 33, 195(n3.3)
undercrofis 558
fire station 123
fireplaces
léch cenmury 91-3, 184
17th century 83, 91-3
in properties 161, 162, 168, 179,
182
other ages 156, 179, 183, 185
fish market 104
Frih Shambles 104
fish erade 75
Fubhmongers' Bow, undercrofis 17
Fleshers Fleshmongers® Bow 18, 31,
194{n3m
late medicval period 75

INDEX

Flewcher, Robery 77, 199(n5%)
Fletchier, Thomas 87
Flewcher, Willkam 81
floors
dendrochronobegy 148
timber 51
Fluaie, T 1&%
fsoabrudges 131, 132, 143
Gioss Sireet 162
Fordham, architecy 164
Foregate Strect 1, 9
17th century encroachment 81
Farest House, garden 112
lare medicval period 64, 67
market halls 108
shops 195{n32)
Forest House, garden 112
fourteenth century
wer ahie medieval period
unddercroft nimbers |84
friaries 11, 193(n8)
Iriexes 182, 183
17th century -1
carved wood |80
Frodsham Sireetr 1510
frontages
e anlio gabled fromtage; refacing
17th cenmury 87-8
commercial 29
Edwardhan 167
cight-baved 103, 104
five-haved 146, 167
four-baved 185
gabled 53, 69
plate glass 1340
d‘ll.'ﬁ*—ba.}'-.‘d 104, 165, 166, 177,
| T
timber=framed 51, 104
two-bayed 175, 178, 179
Fuller, Thomas 1
fulling mills &4
funding, rebuilding 115
furniture, 17th century 84-5, 83
furndture dealers 108

gable-remn 136
gabled fromtage 55, 649, |18, 1%,
125, 130
17th cemury 76, 77, 82, 87-8
descriptions 174, 179, 1BS
medseval 27
gabled roofs 55—
patium se¢ gable-rent
galleries 1, 55, 65
17th century 83
19th cenmury 159
arcaded 156
art display 159
classical sryle 88
exhibition 166
Kendal 59, 59
‘Lady Bower® {Leche House) 179
marker halls 104
Oxford 58, 58
for viewing 8%
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Ciamul House 29, 32, 165
description 1 68-49
documentary evidence 154
fireplace 91, 9f
oversalling structure 62
roof 53, 649, TO

Cramul Terrace, 2-6: 164

gardens, 1 Tth century §5-7, &6, 190(n68)

g lagheing 110, 110

Greofeey de Langley 60

Creorgian period
facade 171
mnterior 171
Row incorporation 105-6
shopfront 181
town houses 104, 168, 154

Gibbons, Thomas, feltmaker 153

gild merchants 19

gilds, carpenters 72

Gilasier, John 74

glass
frontages 134
in hall 84
windows 74

glaziers 73, 74

Gilowcester, Blackfrines 49

Cilovers' Row 75

Grnd's Prosadence House
description 177
restoration | 1316, /f6, 125

Crodweyt, Ranulph 137

peldemiths 108

goosds stogage, 19th cenmury 87

Crorse Stacks T4

Cross Lane 18, 27, 79

Cioss Street 7, 131
footbridge 182

Gother, Alderman Lawrence 152

Ciother, Thomas, City Treasurer 152

Gothic Revival 116-17, 123, 124
facade 172

Greck Revval seyle 110, 172-3

Gircen Hall 74

Cirecne, "Williarm S0

Gireerwood, Charles 131

Grenfell Baines, George 131-2

Girey, Alban 153

Ciriffith, Mary 153

Grffith, Thomas 105

grocers 108

Crrosvenor family, Dukes of

Westminster 118, 1%, 124, 125

Grosvenor Hovel 125, 154, 174
rebwilding 112

Crrosvenor Museum 41

Crrosvenor shopping precinet 131

Crrosvenon, Sir Richard %6, 153, 166-7

Cirosvenor Street 133

ground bevel 7, 35, 62
undercrofts 16, 58, 194(n21)

The Groves 111, 112

CGirund, John 136

Ciualter, Laurence, poiner 152

Ciutldhall 185

gutters 74



208

He-plan houses 53
haberdashers 120
half-timbering see timber framing
Hall, Nathaniel 154
halls
16ith century 84
17th century 84, 91
3842 Wiarergare Swreer 24, 24
doorways 23, 24, 25, 25, 29
parallel 24-7, 24, 33, 38, 65
late medieval 6:4-7, GE
roofs 53, 54
right-angled 23, 57, 65, 164
subdivision 83
Hallwoed, John 80
hammer-bearm roall [false) 70, 174,
170, 194629
Hand, Mary 108
Handbridge %
handrails, 17th contury 93
hardware shops 108
Harrison, James 114=15, 18, 124
in gazerceer 160, 164, 166, 177,
185
Harrison, Thomas 108, 174, 181
Harrod, H [ &
hiamers 108
Haverfordwest, Divfed, undercrofis
58
hearths, 17th century 84, 91
“Helle' 17, 194{n24)
Hemingway, Joseph 3, 110, 116
Henry le Walevs 196(n5.8)
heritage, retention of 114
Heritage Cenre 160, 160
Hesketh family 185
Hewite, John 3, 120, 124-5
Heyden, Mr 174
Higden, Ranulph 6-7
Hincks, Thomas 154
Hincks, Whlliam 80, 82
Hinton, Samuel, druggist 152
Hodkinson, Edwasd 124, 125, 125,
157, 158, 185
holdings, saze of 14-15, 193(n3),
194(n4)
Haolme, Randle I 88, 21, 153,
195(n3.5)
Haly Trinity Church 5
rebuilding 185
*Honey Swirs”™ 31, 40, 195(n3.5)
Hood, Robert 93
Hope, John 47
haosier 124, 157
hostel 27
hesttum 15
Houghton, Mr 80
house butlding, 18th cenury 980,
1014, 112
house cwnership 82-3
house structures, carly medieval 15,
23-7,29
houses see vown houses

housing, 18th cenmry 98, 106
Hugh of Brickhill 15, 20, 22

THE ROWS OF CHESTER

Hugh de Holes 15

Hughes, Thomas 115
Hulvon, "William 1071

Hunt, Thomas %9, 153, 163
Hunt, William 85, 94, 153
Hurel, Alexander 19, 137
Hurel family 13

Improvernenn Commarcee 117, 121,
125-7
Ince Mamor 50
Ince, Robert 82
Ince, Thomas 77, 79
mns 108
Imsall, Dronald 132, 133, 167
interiors 120
17th century 162, 165, 167
18th century 166
19tk century 1549
Edwardian 156
Creorgian 171
neo-Classical 174
lonie siyle
columns 101
pilasters 167, /A3
Ironmongers’ Bow 15, 18, 31, 174

Jacobean sivle
decoration 171
stodrcase 183, 184
Jamies of 51 George 13, 39, 54, 60-1
jemies 51, 67, 68, 1045, /05
15th century 168, 169
1%th century revival 118, I19, 123,
123, 124, 124, 125
in garerteer 156, 169, 171, 175,
17, 182
Jew's House, Lincaln 57
John de Tudenham 72
John le Armerer 75
Johnson, Michas] 155
poincs, meortice and tenon 47, 49,
195(n4.6)
joasts 47, 49, 50, 51, 159, 163
dendrochronology 141, 143, 148
Jones, Francis 1350
Jones, Richard, department store
130, 170
Jones, Robert, watchmaker 99, 151
jowls 47

Kelly, W H 124, 185

Kendal, parallels with Chester 50, 59

Kenna, Mr 113

King Streer, 1Tth-18th cenmry
howses 112

King's Board 104

kirchens, | 7th century 83

labourers, 13th century 11-13, 55
Lache Estate 131
*Lady Bower' (gallery) 179
Lamb Row 2%
documentary evidence 153
rebuilding 127

late medicval period (1350-1550)
6375
building construction 67-71
building form 64-7
crafismen and materials 72—
shops 65, 75
Lawrence, Richard 98, 153
Lawson, P H &, 151, 177
bead, windows 74
Leche, Alderman John 179
Leche farnily, coar of arms 91
The Leche House 16, 22, 23, 123,
154, 178
17th century alierations B3
18th century windows 105
arch-braced beams 49
ceilings @1
dendrochronology 144, 146, 150
description 178-0
fireplace 91-3, 92
floors 51
froniage 88
gallery B3, 8BS, &5
hall 645, 64, GE
kitchen B5
“Lady Bower gallery 179
panclling B4
rear parlour BS
rosof 59, T70-1, 71
timber framing 51
Leche, John BT
Leen Lame 27, 177
Lefowiche, Tim. 105
Leigh, Thomas, innholder 9%, 153
Leighe, Ralph 153
Leland, John |
Lely, Willaarm &7
Leyeester, William 84, 85, 93
library 111
lighting problems 95, 108, 111
linen hall 106-7
lmmen market 81
Lingley, Richard 84
Lion House 179
Lloyd, Beshop George 58
see alse Behop Lloyd's Palsce
Lockwood, P H 125, 170
Lockwood, Thomas Meakin 118,
118, 119, 120-1, 127, 126, 130
in gaeetveer 1546, 160, 161, 1al,
170, 171, 180
Vernacular Hevival | 1%-20
Lockwood, W T 125, 130, 1548, 170,
174
Lo, Mr 151
Lower Bradge Street 1, 1, 6, /63
gazetteer
east side 1646
wesl side 166-T0
1-3: documentary evidence 151
2: documentary evidenoe 153
2—4- 29
4 (Lamb Row):
documentary evidence 153
5: documentary evidence 151



& [ The Falcon): 16, 24, 25-7, 27,
20, 31, 79
dendrochromology 142-d, Fd2,
I47
descriprion 1667
documentary ovadence 153
gabled frontage 47
rebuibding 133
roof 53, 54, 71, 193(n4d. 8]},
197(n31}
R enclosure 96, 96, 112
spone arcade 3940, 48
timber 4
timber arcade 45-6, 46
timber-framing 68
7 (Red Lion Inn): documentary
cvidence 151
B=10; 167
documentary evidence 153
Row enclosure 96
Q: 164
documentary evidence 152
1L 165
documentary evidence 152
Row enclosure 99, 1)
Iha: 165
12 (Upper White Bear); 167
documentary evidence |53
13:
documentary evidence 152
Roaw enclosure 99
14: 167
documentary evidence |53
15: 165
documentary evidence 152
152; 165
146: documentary evidence 155
17-19:; 165
documentary evadence 152
Eow cabins 110
18-24 (Bridge House): 167, 199(n4)
construction 9%, #5, 1002, 162
documentary evidence 153
21-23: 165
documeniary evidence 152
24=26: documeniary evidence 153
25-27: 166
documentary evidence 152
26-42: 167, 167
28: documentary evidence 153%
29-31 (Tudor House): 76
1 Tth centary 76, 83-4, &3
ceilings 90
dendrochronalogy 141-2, 147
description 166
documentary evidence 152
frontage 7é, 88
panclling %3-4
staircase 9%
30 (Sign of the Angel):
documentary evidence 155
32 documentary evidence 155
32-42; pettions for enclosung 94
13 166
documentary evidence 152

INDEX

3d-36: documentary evidence 153
3442 rebuilding 133
LR E
documentary evidence 152
3741 (Park House): 165, 166
construction 99, 102
documentary evidence 152
garden 111
384} documentary evidence 153
45-47: 166
documentary evidence 152
16 168
documentary evidence 153
4850 (O0d King's Head): 45, 78
dendrochronology J45, 144
description 168
documentary evidence 154
gabled fronage BY
timber arcads ¢4, 69
timber framing 67, &7
uscan column 105, JO&
4 166
documentary evidence 152
Sl; 88, 145, 166
conskructron 98, 102
documentary evidence 152
52-58 (Gamul Howse): 29, 32, 168
descripuion 168-9
documentary evidence 154
fireplace 90, 9/
gabled romtage 87
oversailing strsctune 62
roof 33, 49, 70
33 (Crown and Angel Inn): 95, 146
documentary evidence 153
timber framing 67-8
A9-T1: 166
G o
62-68: documentary evidence 154,
169
TO=74: 16t
documentary evidence 154
TE; 149
documentary evidence 154
TE-H2: 1ot
diecumcntary evidence 154
&4 (Shipgate House): 169, [af
comstrucison 104
documentary evidence 154
EG-88 (0Nd Edgar): 169
iimberwork 68
W92 (Three Kings):
dendrochronology 144-5, 144
description | 6%
94 (Bear and Billet): description
16570
14th century 20
1Th cemtury 77
18th cemtury howses 101-2
documentary evidence
cast sade 151-3
wiest sade 1534
ground level 7
important houses 15
Lamb Row X
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ONd Whine Bear Inn 125
rateable values 130
Bow enclosure 97, 98
Saxon period 10
stream valley 55
Windsor House 164
Laucian 11
Lo
Broad Street 1
Castle 50
Lyaldon, Barcholomes |37

Magnus Maxirmus 61
mainrenance, responsibilities 116
Mainwaring, Alderman 99, 100
Mainwaring family 185
Moinwaring House 85, 92, 10
demoltion 124
cntrance 88
Manchester Hall 1046
Manchester Row 101
‘Mansion place” 184
rmunmiura 136
marker halls 1068, 137
Muarkei Square 123
markets 10-11
17th century El
Easygare Sireet (1829) &0
fish 104
remaoval 116
Marlipins, Shoreham 35, 47, 48
195(n4.5)
Marun, John, yeoman 100, 155
Marvin, William 74
masons, late medieval period 72
Massie, Eleanor, widow 155
Mather, John 98, 99, 102, 152, 166
Mayers, John 127
Mavors' Books 136
miedieval perind
early {1250-1350)
building construction 14-32
stongwork 3343
umberwork 44-54
late {1350-1550) 63-T75
Meersburg, Germany 61, 62
Meire, Grace 79
Mercer, William, allow chandier 155
mercers 18
Mercers” Company 85
Mercers” Row
ldth century 2%
late medieval period 75
merchans’ houses 60
Mercian kingdom @
messunge 104, 136
mresraEgium, mressteagia 14, 18
definition 136
metalworking shops 108
Middlewich, ‘great hall® 19, 20,
194{n3A)
milliners 108, 114
Minshull, architect 163
Marre Inn 171
Moothall Lane 19
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Morpis, Canon B H 3, 6
mortice and tenon joines 47
mortices 6%, 146, 168
Maoss Hall, Audiem 185
mouldings

doarways 41-2

vaults 4, 3%, 34
Moulsom, John 154
Moulson, Richard, grocer 154
Moulson, Thomas 112, 154
Much Wenbock, Sheinton Sirect 48
muragers 72
Myers see Dixon and Myers

neo-Classical sovle 111, 170, 174
peo-Ureorgian stvle 166
facade 171
Mesfield, WE 118
Mew Romney, West Street 42
New Winchelsea 62, 196(n5.8)
Nicholas Streer 112
widening 155
ningteenth century
see abe brickwork, 15th-19th cen-
turics
facades 113, 180, 182
aew buildings 108-10
office 172
rebuilding 114-25, 126, 128-9,
169, 170, 171, LES
retailing 110, 103, 104, 117,
128-9, 128
road widening 175
Row walkway 110
shops 1010, 113
iraffic improvements 120-1
Vernacular Revival 114-30
Norman period 10, 35
Morthgae Brewery T4
Morthgare Street 1, 6
gEazetteer
east saade V767
west aade 1746, 174
1 (Commercial Mews Boom): 33,
1089, 08
description 174
documentary evadence 155
2: deseoiption 174-5
3
descriprion 1745
documentary evidenoe 155
rebuilding 123
4: 10G, Tis, 176
5
documentary evidence 155
rebuildimg 123
5-49: 175
f; 176
7! rebuilding 123
A By
rebuildimg 1350
9: rebuilding 123
10: 1764
11: 175
rebailding 123
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12-14: 176
Vernacular Revival 124
13: 175
rebuilding 123
14: 27
description 1767
doorway 42
15-17: description 173
16; 27, 28, 38, 176-7
corbe] tables 50
doorway 42
roof 54
Wernacular Revival 124
18-20: 177
19: 17%
rebuilding 123
21=23: 175
rebuilding 123
23 14, 20, 41
description 177
23: Roman remains 193 (nd)
25:17%
rebuilding 123-4
o ITT
27: 35,38
27-30: 175
rebuilding 123
28 177
4348 (Clemence's Restaurant):
160 rebuilding 132
63; 23, 29
rosof 54, 69-70, 7, 71
6365 (Blue Bell): 176
celling 1 76
demalition 131
dendrochronology 145-6, 145
description 175-6
roal 71
13th century 15
Ldith cenmury 51
1960s redevelopment 133
burgage |36
documentary evidence 155
early medieval period 18
gn:lu.l'l.d level 7, 16
wEigortant houses 19
Ironmongers' Row 18, 31
late medieval perwed 63—
ratcable values 130
road widening 120-1, 175
Roman sirects 7
Row enclosure 100, 106, [
Shoemakers” Row 18, 29, 174, 175
15-17, rebullding 133
rebuilding 120-3, 12X, 122, 127, 173
stallboards 20
Morthgate Street Commimes 120, 121
Morthgate Swrect Row 82
4 176
i 176
B: 176
1 176
12-04: 176
14-16: description 176-7
MNorwich, undercrofts 58

ok, dendrochromology 13940
O1d Bishap's Palace 90-1, 93, 1580
4 Cusrom Howse 181, 18]
Old Edgar 658, 169
Md King's Head 65, 79
dendrochronology 147, 144
description 163
documentary evidence 1534
gabled frontage 87
timber arcade 68-9, &9
timber framing 67, &7
Tuscan column 105, MM
d Palace, Crovdon 47
Old Red Sandstone &
Old White Bear Inn 125
open halls
17th cenmury 91
in gazetteer 174, 178, 183
late medeval p-:ru:nd 647, 163
removal af 167
subdmvision 83
Ormes, Roger %9, 152, 166
outhuildings, | 7th century 83
overmantel
17ih century 17%, 183
Renaissance columns 184
oversalling structures X, 32, 43,
170
Berne 61
Thum 62
timber framing 51
Crwen Glendower 63
cwnership
see atse pablic right of way
plows 55
responsibilities |
Row house 68, 32
Row shop 68
Row walkways 32, 70-80, 81, 111
stallboards H0-1
sreets 31
undercrofis 77

painted chambers 15, 74
painfers 72, 74
Palatinate 55, 72
Pabey, E G 123
panelling
17th century 93—, 185
18th century 168, 167, 180,
185
Bridge Howse 102, 02
f alen warnsoot
parallel halls 24-7, 24, 33, 58,
184
late mvedieval period 64-T, 68
roods 53, 54
Pareas Hall 15, 33, 166
Pares Praers, Robert 15
pargetting 118, 162, 170, 175
parishes 5
Park House 145, 166
comsirucizon 949, 102
documentary evidence 152
garden 011



parlours 179
s o chambers
late medieval 64
rear B3
Row (1 7th centary) 81, &2, 84, 85
passing-brsce foof 71
pebble-dash finish 123
Peck, Amicia 156
Peck, Ranulph 136
pediment 10E, 105
doorcase 166
doorway 169
Pemberton, Henry 1535
Pemberton, John 155
Penketh, Richard, fronmonger 151
Pennant, Thomas 3
Penson, B K 174
Penson, Thomas Mainwaring 114,
116-17, 118, 124, 128 130, 172,
173
Penvrice 72, 74, 100, 112
Pentice Court |37
Pentice, Winchester 59
Pepper Street, Black Hall 15
Peger the Clerk 15, 33, 67, 168,
195(n3.2)
Feter of Thomton, Sir 15, 72
peritdons, Row enclosure 95-6, 98-9,
1y, PO, 105, 108, 110, 112,
151-5
Phalp, Alderman 82
Prerpiant Lane 131
documents 151
picrs
13th century 167
brick LM
medieval 177
stone 4
Tuscan 165, 168
pilasters 185
lonic 167, &5
winod 91
pillory 19-20, 64
Pinddar, S Peter, collector of cus-
torms 100, 155
placea revre io¢ dervea
Placeae 14
plague 63, 64, 87
planning, medbeval period 14-15
planning permission, 17th cenmary
=11
plasterers 89, 91
plasterwork 156, 1462
L&th century 164
oeiings 90-1, 159, 166, 199(n87)
chambers 84, 88-90, &%
facades 103, 105, 177
fireplaces 91-3
friezes 169
panclling 159
Plam, Mr, chemist's shop 114, 114,
128, 150
plots, size of 14-1%, 21, 21, 35,
193(n3), 194(nd)
plumbers 72, T4

INDEX

podium 106
policing, volunary 110
porcheria 15, 20

porches, 17th century B8
port 6, 10

Morman period 11
Poromaae 137, 193 (n32)
poveriy, lare medieval period 63,
T3
Powell, Isaac, barber 154
Prescort, Hensy 111
Prestbury, Philip 104
Princes Street 10
principia 7, 175, 181, 193(n4)
pranters 108
Priosy Place, Lile Dunmow 53
privacy problems 11
privies; 17th century 83
Probert, Ralph, hatter 154
property terms 1 36-4
Public Marker 116
public cwnership, Row walkways
gl
publc rmght of way 1, 3, 32, 55, 63,
153
rear access 85-6
selds 137
p'l.l.rh'n roof 154, 161, 168, 171, 176
purlins 68, T, 170

guadripartite rib vaulis /6, =5, 34,
A6, 37
in gazeneer 161, 172, 177, 179,
180
quaoins TOF, 104, Tod, 166, ET1,
180

race meeting 111
rainwater head 16%
Ralph of the Fillary 19-20
Ranulph of Darcsbury 137
Ranulph of Oxford 15, 33, 195(3.2)
rateable values 130
Rayner, Lousse 24-3
rear access 16, 55, 62, 19:4(n2l)
s atie public right of way
rear parlours 85
rebuilding
livthi-17eh centurwes 77-94
1th centuey §14-25, 124, 169,
L7 ITL, 185
carly 20th century 1234, 126
lager 2nh cenrary 131-3; 1i6, 167,
176, 177, 182
funding for 113
records 156
Biw enclosure 151-5
Bed Lion Inn 164
documentary evidence 151
Red Xun Hall B8
refacing
18th century 1046, 113
1950s 154
Refuge House 131
deseripion 170
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Renalssance style
decoration LIE, 119
ornament 160, 171
avermaniel 184
remis
encroachment 98
Rows 133
rablre 137
restoration, 19th century 120
retadling
18th cenmury 106-8
19th cemviury 110, 113, 117
2ith century 1340, 131, 134
ribbed segmental vaules 34
Richard the Clerk 32, 136
Richard the Engineer 13, 15, 23, 29,
33, 54, 166
Hichard 11 63
Richard of Wheatley 15, 33, 136
Richardson, John 72
Richardson, Richard 72
Richardson, T & 171
Richmond Casale 50, 195(n4.1)
Ridge, Alderman Jonathan 31
right-angled halls 23, 57, 164
late medieval period 65
roofs 53
Rirchie 174
Rivingron, Thomas 79
roads, 20th cenmury 131
Robert de Bedness 48
Raobert ke Barn 15, 18, 19
Robers, Lewis 81
Raoberts, Roberr 1230
Raock, John 85
Roman pernd
hath house 124, 131, 158, 193
(nd)
city walls 193%(n5)
colonnade 3, &
column 179
fortress -9, & 193n%)
hvpocaust 177
stonework 174, 175, 193(nd)
sfrect pattern 7, &
Romie, paralicls with Chester 60
Roodes 111
roofs
crown past construction 54, 70,
176, 176, 195(n4 .8), 197
(30
false hammer-beam 70, 174, 179,
197(n52)
gabled 534
late medeeval penod 6%-71
purlin structure 159, 161, 168,
171, 176
raking serut 67
regulations B8
frusses 70, 170
valley 71
Rothley, John 63
Routen, John 137
Row enclosure see enclosure of Rows
B walkways see wallways
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Raovwas, origin and growth
s alie enclosure of Hows;

encroachment
14th cenmary 18, 19, 20-51, 36,
194(n30)
1 5th centary change 3
1 Tth century (rading) 76-81
L Eth century (uses) 10610
I9th-20th century rebullding
11430, 126, 131
commercial factors 62
dages 546
defensive origin 2
descripion 1, 2-3, 3
effiect on building wse 27-0
English paralkels 55-9
early evolution (1 ¥th century)
55-6
laver evalution
(17th=18th centaries) 95-113
first reference to 18, 31
foreign parallels 60-2, 196(n5.6)
hazards 79
influeence of civic awthorities 56,
B2
physacal and ropographical factors
55
retention of 120, 133
Reows Research Progect 6, 13, 14,
22
Royal Inn 111
Ruabon brick 154, 164
Russel, Richard 3, 6
Russell family 13

St Andrew's Church, Tarvin 70
a1 Anselm’s Chapsl 91
St Bridget's Church 5, 201
St Etheldreda®s Church, London 47,
19%(n4.1]
ar Ghles I8
At John's Church 9, /&
S Martin's parish 5, 193(n7)
Sp Mary’s Church 3
Troutbeck chapel 74
St Michael's Arcade 158, 15358
St Michael's Church 5, 10
descriprion 160
St Michael's Passage, Southampton
30, 79
&1 Michael's Recrory 158
ceilings 91
description 158-9
open hall 65, 635
St Michael’s Row, rebuilding phases
124, 125-8, 127
St Olave Street 67
St Dlave's Church 5, 15; 166
documentary evadence 153
5t Peter's Church 5, 1, |74
creatin of parish 9
description 181
rebuilding 120, 121
revs near 18, T8, 19, 194{nd2)
St Werburgh Streer 117, 123, 171
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St Werburgh's Abbey 5, 9, 10, 18,
33,55
abbor ¥4
doeorways 42
Gatchouse 42
rebuildimg 72
stonework 33
woodland 54
sandstone 6, 33, 91, 116
facade 171
fireplace 168
in propertses 156, 157, 15%, 160,
162
undercroft 170
Saracen, Stephen 235, 27
Saxon period 9-10, 14
scantling 49
S, Robert 72
sorecns passage 63, 168, 17, 184
scrihing, arch=braced beams 49,
195(n4.5)
scgmental barrel vauhs 34, 35-8
selda fapidea 19, 20
seldar, definition §36-7
sofdar suforam 18, 19
welds 15, 18-20, 163, 194(n36)
Cheapside, London 19, 20
lage medigval perind 75
layour 19, 20
subdivision 55
rabmlie 21
servanis’ quarters, | Tth cenmary 8%, 87
seude 15
seventeenth century 77-94
bailding form 82-7
doors 182
encroachment &1-2
rebuildimg 77-9
Row enclosure B0, 82, 83, 0p-8,
W7, 104
shops 81, 82, 8%, 94, 95, 1'% (n59)
town houses B, 82-4, 95, 101-2,
112
trading 79-81, 04
Shaw, K Morman |18, 119
*Shelter Yard' 27
sheriffs 108, 137
fee farm 63
Sherram, David 124, 159
Shingler, Davad 74
shinglers 74
shingles 72, 74
Ehipp!n Howse 169, 169
construction 104
documentary evidence 154
Shoemakers” Row L8, 174, 175
Lidth century 29
1517, 1%ih century rebuwlding 123
I8th century rebuilding 175
rebuilding 120-3%, 121, 122, 127
Shocmakers' selds 19-20, 137
shopae 18, 19, 137
shopping
20th century 131, 134
Ioth century 104, 128-%, J25

ahaps
17th century 81, 82, 85, %4, 95,
199{n59)
18th century 10B, JO#¥
19k cenmuey 110, 115
early medieval 15, 17-18, 19, 23,
25, 1%4(n36, 195n52)
other towns 58
Edwardian interior 1546
enclosure 80
late medseval penod 65, 75
medicval groupings 17-18
Shrewsbury, undercrofis 58
Shrewsbury, Charles, Duke of 154
Shrewsbury; Earls af 112, 169
shutterbox o0
Skddall, Roger 81
Sign of the Angel, decumentary
evidence 153
silkmercer 108
Smmpson, Mr 113
sixtecnth century 77-04
fireplaces 91-3, 184
timber framing 164, 179, 18D
Skellern, Alderman Francis 99, 151
Slarer, Parrick T4
Slaer, Richard 74
slaters 72, 74, &8
slates T4, BR
slum clearance, 20th century 131
Smuith, J T 6, 11
Smith, Thomas Aleor 155
Smith, William 1-2
srmoke hood 40, 195{n52)
solar 20, 67, 168, 176
solipriamy, soleria 15, 18, 27, 33
Soreion, Joseph 99
mnkeeper 151
Southampton
48 French Screer 57, 57, 195(n5.10
Red Lion 37
Thi: Undercroft 40
pmbeer struciures 48
vaults 35, 3B, 195(n3.6)
Sowthworth, John 72
spandrels 51
Spence, Mr 170
springers 35, 38, 49
stakrcases |80
I7th century 81, 93, 182, 185
18th cenmury 163, 164, 167, 180,
183, 185
19th century 171
glazed oculus 166
Jacobean 183, 184
replacement 129, 19%%(nd)
from street 120, 128
stallboards 1, 20-2, 160, 170, 176,
180, [&d, 182
1 3th century 31
1 7th century shops @3
18th century shaps |08
caban 172
chamber 163, 165

comstruction 2



dates 46
carly use 137
late medieval period 75
removal 120
roinfs 53
iteps 20
Thum 62
salls BEO
s expansion 133
enchosure of B0
raising of 1.2
sglds 19
Stanley Palace 82, 82
Stanley Place 112
“Sraven Selds” 19, 21, 69, 160
steehwork
19th century 125
20th century 158, 162, 169, 177
steps
17th cenmury 83
conscrection 129
deaths 79
repairs 116
from sirect 16, 19, 24, 38, 61, 99
Sweckron, Richard, blacksmath
155
Stokesay Castle, Shropshire 47, 53
stone houses 56
121h cenmury 10, 3%
15th century 33
lnge medseval 72, 184
‘Stone Place’ 27
s1one robbing 8-9
‘Srone Scld” 19, 65
see also Staven Selds”
le Stonchall” 15
stonewark
Ihh centary 180
| Tth century B8
1%¥th century 115, 119
fireplaces 91
early medieval period 136, 161,
1B5
arches 3E-40, 183
corbels 40-1
cupboards 42
doorways and windows 41=2
picrs 46
vauhs 33-8
walls 33
late medieval period 72
stream valley, Lower Bridge Street
55
street chambers, 17th century B4-35
street frontages, 1 3h cemury
14-1%
street pattern, Foman 7, 8
Strong, James 1234, 175
stucon facade 165
Stukeley, William 3, 50
Sun Inn 174
auifgeon 108
Swannick, Mr 151
Swirzerland, arcades 61-2

‘sylyng’ 93

INIDIEX

tabiela, fabafae 19, 21
explanation 137
Tackley’s Inn, Oxford 57-8, 58
Tailor family, sebd 13467
Taalor, Hu,gh 136, 194(n45)
Thilor; John 136
Tailor, Wymarg 156
taibors 22
tailor’s shop 170
Talbor Hotel (Inm) 111, 1646
tapsiers 73
Tasker, Harry 182
taverns 17
late medieval perind 75
in undercrofis 87
‘Taylor, George 9%, 15)
Taylor, John 164
tea warchouse 108
renements 158, 169, 177, 1RO
s cenmury 130, 200(n4T)
late medicval period 67
LetHRERiRuT, Jeremaenra 14
defindtion 138
rerrr 14
definition 138
thaich 72
17th cenmury 38
thaichers T4
thearee 111
thirteenth century see early medieval
perind
Thomas, John, tador 153
Three Kings
dendrochronology 144-5, I44
description 169
*Three Old Arches® 25, 31, 31, 63,
43
arcade 37, 38, 39, 43
corbel ables 50
description 164
oversailing structunes 32
umber framing 51
Thropp, Thomas 84, 87
Throppe, Elizabeth, widow 155
Throppe, Mary, widow 151
Thun, Switzerland 61-2
1e “Tile howses” 74
tilers T4
tibes 74
1 Tth century BE
timber
cetlings of undercrofis 15
felling 54
right-angled hall 2%
timber merchants 124
timber framing 51-3, 111, /12
loth cenmary 77, 78, 164, 179, 180
| Tth century 77, 78
n gazctteer 159, 16, 162, 167,
170, 176, 180-2, |85
Ifth century 104, 118, 11%, Ji%,
1234, 123, 124, 125, 200(nl)
in gazereer 173, 172, 175, 177
20th century 130, 175, 176, 181
facades 170, 162
late medieval 67-8
rebuilding 104-5
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timberwork
s abe dendrochromological
sampling programme
1 Tth cenmury 160, 177, 178
19th century 158, 171
carly medieval period 44-54
arcades 44-34, 156, 157, 168,
L2, 183, 1&T
arch-braced beams 45-9
corbe] tables 49-50
floars 51
roofs 51-3
webacconist 108
tolls, Exstgate 100
topography 6, 16, 62
elfect on city growth 55
undercrofis 558
Toanes, Burterwalk 1, 193(n2)
Toam Hall 120
Tevwn Hall Square 175
town houses
12-15th cenmury 57, 38, 184
14th century 24
17th century B, 824, 95, 101-2,
112
1Eth cenmary 104, 111, 112
Georgian 104, 168, 184
Towsey, Susannmah 110
toyshop 104
traders, medicval 55
wrading
1 5th cenmury 137
I 7th century 79-E1, 94
18th century 10610
19th century 113
Morman period 10-11
rwo-tier system 38, 59, 60, 61, 62,
104
traffic congestion 131
19eh century 120-1
Trajan's Marker, Rome 60
wreasurer 137
Trinity Street 7
trusses (rool) T, 156, 168, 170,
174
Tuedor House 76
17th century 7, 834, &7
ceilings 90
dendrochronology 141-2,
141
description 166
documentary evidence 132
frontage 74, 88
panelling 934
stadrcase 95
Tudor Revival 115, 124, 164
Turner, Joseph 174
turrets 118, 1i@
1 Tth cenmry 88
Tuscan style
colonnade | T4
columns 1048, fof, 103, 104, 105,
i, 185
piers 165, 168
welfth cenmery, stonework 180
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twenticth cennary
brickaork 178, 1749, 182, 184
decay 132
frontage 185
improvements 130
rebuotlding 123, 126, 131-3
in gazemeer 166, 167, 176, 177,
179, 181, 182, 183

replica facades 174, 178, 180, 181,

182
retailimg 130, 131, 134
shop interior 150
shum clearance 131
rwo-tier wading sysrem (Rows) 58,
59, 6, 61, 62, 104

The Undercroft, Southampton
40
undercrofis 1, 2, 3
s abo timberwork; voulis
(in undercrofis)
I 7th century 87
Berme 61
collapse 171
dating &
destruction of 119, 124, 131
doors 16, 16
as dwellings &7
The Falcon 25, 27
fromtages 146, 16
in gazemteer |56, 160, 170,
181
ground level &, 35, 38
heighe 16
early medieval structures 1518,
161, 164, 184
arches 22, 23, 38-40
late medicval strructures 65, 65,
72, 75
Meersburg 63
Morwich 58
other sites 38, 195(n5.2)
parallel hall house 24, 27
wandsrome 15%, 175, 197
welds 20
gize and scale U4, 16
stmircase |7
stone walls &, 11, 15-18, I8, 22,
23, 31, 33
in gazetteer 156, 159, 163, 1464,
177, 180
subdivision 17, 55
survival 134
as taverns 87
Thun 61=2
uses 17, 48, 57, 58
windows 17, 7
Uneon Hall 108
Unity Passage 152
1-2: 165
Upper White Bear, documentary
evedence 153
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Vale Royal Abbey 19, 20, 50

vaules (in undercrofis) /6, 33-8, 161,

172, 176, 177, 179
barrel vaults
brick 44, 54, 178, 179, 18D, 181,
183
i gazewecr 165, 166, 168, 160,
177, 178, |80, 183
Hﬂ'ﬂmt-ll- 3“5 3"55 3B
mouldings 34, 15, 16
quadripartite fib vauhs 16, 34-5,
a4, 2., 37
in gazetteer 160, 172, 177, 179,
180
ribbed segmental vaules 34
Venee, arcades G0
Vernacular Revival 114-30,
200, 1)
Hrndge Strect 136, 1538, 159, 160,
lixl, 164
Easygate Sereet 170, 171, 172, 173,
173,174
Morthgate Street 174=5;, 174, 175,
I 76-T
Wiatergate Street 179, 182
i pradckiorid 7
i principalis 7
Victorian period 128-30, 1334
se¢ alto nineteenth century
carved shopfrong 173

wainscot 170
17th century B4, 93—
s alto panelling
Wales, Bdward I 11-13%, 12, 60=]
walloways 1, 23, 23, 24, 27
ldth century 29-31
1 6th-17th centures 77
1oth century 106, 110
19th cenmry restoration §28-9
20th ceniury 131
colonnaded 175
dae 55
fine for absence of 95
incorporation 103-6
late medieval period 67, 75
ownership 7980, &1
pavement level G4
retention of 90, 100-1
timber structures 46, 47, 49,
54
walls
see alra city walls
stonework 33, 195(n3.5)
Waltham, Thomas 74
winey edge 49, 143
Wardell see Daxon and Wardell
warchouse, 19th century 161, 185
Warrington, John, carpenter 152,
164
Warwick, Barl of 11
water supplhy, 17th century 85
Warer Tower Sureen 7
Warergare Row South, courryards
129

Watergate Strect
gazerteet
north side 181-5
south side 177-81
1-3: description 160
2-4; 182
=T 177
6—8: 182
9 (God's Providence House): 40
conscrvarion 11516, 116, 125
description 177
10 (The Deva):
cedlings 90, 93, 91
dendrochronclogy 147, 147, 148,
150
description 182
fireplace ¥, 91, %, 93
staifcase 93
timb=r arcade 68, &8, 69
11: V&, 33, 6%, 104, I
cupboards 76, 42
descmiption 177-8
doorway 36, 42
undercroft [77
vaulis 34, 35, M, 37
12: IR2
caorbel tables 50
excavations 193(n4)
floors 51
ground level 1%4(n21}
party wall 52
rebuilding 133
umber arcade 45, 46
tumber framing 51, 52
timberaork 44
undercroft 195(n53)
13: 178
14-20: 183
redevelopment 132, 137
15 178
L 49
16-20: 27
17 (Leche House): 16, 22, 23, 123,
134, I7R
17th century alterations 83
arch-braced beams 49
ceiling %1
dendrochronology 146, /46,
150
description 175-9
fireplace 91-3, 92
floors 51
frontage 64
gallery 855, 88, &8 170
hall 645, 44, 68
kitchen B85
panciling 94
rear parlour 8%
rood 69, T, 7f
tmber framing 51
windows 105
16-20: Row cabins 110
1 20
21: 33, 35, 105
descriprion 179



22 33
dendrochronology 148, 145
description 182-3
frontage 106, 17
jetty 105, 105
timber arcade 47, 47, 48
undercroft 183

24:
description 183
frontage 106, 107
panelling 94
roof 5%

25 146, 179

26 104
descriprion 183
frontage 104, 107

27-33 (Refuge House): 131
deseription 179

28-34 (Booth Mansion): 21-3, 23,

X, 003,104, 111
arches 38, 43
dendrochronclogy 148, 149
Eastern House 183
staircase 93, 97
stonee arcade 39, 40, 48
stonework 33, 35
timber arcade 45, 45, 46, 47
Western House 1834

31: 1749

32-3: 17

33179

35179

36 184
plot shape 195{n5%4)

37 20, 33, 3, 35, 35, 18
dendrochronology 146-T, 147
descriprion 1840
doorway 42

37=41: excavations 193 (nd)

JE—42: 20, 24-5, 24, 27, 29, 35,

i1

arch-braced beams 49, 49, 50

carbels 40

dendrochronology 148-9, 149,
156

description 154

doorways 42, 47

fireplaces 91, 93

fleors 51

layout 57

panclling 94

parallel hall 65

o] 54

Raow level 187

subdivision of hall 83, &7

undercroft 184

39z 1, 18O
41 (Bishop Llovd's Palace): 84, &7,
180

I%th cenmury restorarion 120, 120,
134

20th cenoury restoration 133, 133

ceilings &4, 90-1, 20

description 159, 144, 180

features B4, 88, 90, 01, 93

INDEX

Ad-46; 184-5, 184
documentary evidence 155
rebanlding 112
Row enclosure 100

48=34; 184, 185
documentary evidence 155
Row enclosure 10H

S1: 40, 180

51-67: excavatsons 193(nd)

52 185
documentary evidence 135
Fiow enclosure 100

53: 181

54-56: 185
documentary evidence 155

55-61: 181

S48 185

b i."-‘li.inw::ing House): &5, 99,

1Ky, 165
demolition 124
documentary evidence 155
chirance 54
61-65; 1060 rebuilding 131,
122

63-65: 23, 37, 38, 40-1, 181
corbel tables 30
timber arcads 68

G 8

67: 181

oE: 104, 185, /185
17th century 77
documentary evidence 155

6% Row enclosure 100

071 (The O Custom House):

181, /&1
decumentary evadence 155

T3 181
documentary evidence 155

Th: 181
documentary evidence 155

77 (Wache Innd: documentary

evidence 159

Ldth cenmury 51

accidental death 79

bridge ower 132

decline 131

documentary evidence 155

carlpeat kmvown extent 31

chcroachment 21

Flesher's Row 18, 31

late medieval period 64, 75

linen marker 81

pedesirianisation 132

plot size 15

ratealle values 1350

redevelopment | 31

Roman sireers 7

Row enclosure 99-100

Saxon period 9

‘Shelter Yard” 27

stallboards 20

Stanley Palace 82, &2

undercrofis 15, 33

William of Doncaster 13
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Watergate Street Row
1-3: description 164
24 182
=T 7T
G: 182
B: desenption 1B2
10: 182
Fi=11a (God's Providence House):
description 177
12-20); 182
15-15a: description 177-8
17: 178
14%: TR
21 {Leche Housel: 1785
deseription 1 76-9
221 description 182-3
23 (Lion Howse): 179
24: descraption 183
26 descraption 183
27: description 179
28-4 (Booth Mansion): 1834
20: 179
3111 [Refuge House): description
179
32 1584
34-38: descriprion 184
$3: 179
45 description 180
47-49: 180
51-53 (Bishop Liovd's Palace) 150
descriprion | B0
55-57: 180
59 181
G1-67: 181
T1=77: 181
Watergnte Street Row South /82
Watergate Street xoun, 4, 6, 7, 7
wanthe and daub 172
weather vanes B8
Weaver Street 7
Wiebh, Mr 118
Webb, William 2, 77, 88
weir &
Welshy's wine merchants 115, 164
Wielsh, raids 9, 55
Werden, Sir John 104, 154
Westminster, Dukes of 118, 119,
P24, 125-7, 138, 160, 164, 171
Westmanster, Marquis of 124, 158,
174
Weston, Thomas, clerk 153
Wheawell, Ambrose 99, 153
Whitby, Edward 77
Whithy, Thomas 77, B8, 91, 93
White Bull Inn 85
“The White City” 127-8, 127
Whitefriars 7, 193(n&)
Z: description 164
17th-18th century howses 112
important houses 15
Whifield, Mory, widow %0, |52
Whitley, Lettice 158
Willtam de Burgh 1%
Willtam de Liicon, Sir 61
Williarn de Kerdyne 15
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