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GLENTWORTH HALL, 

GLENTWORTH, LINCOLNSHIRE : 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT 

AND POST-EXCAVATION SURVEY 

SYNOPSIS 

An archaeological assessment and post-excavation survey were carried out in advance of 
proposed refurbishment at Glentworth Hall, built in the Elizabethan and Georgian periods. 
The first hall was a large square stone-built courtyard house erected c. 1567-68 for Sir 
Christopher Wray. In 1753 a complete rebuild was designed for the Earl of Scarborough by 
Paine, but only the east wing was constructed, a brick pedimented front of eleven bays. 
This survives in use together with part of the Elizabethan north wing and central stairwell 
block, but the west and south wings were ultimately abandoned, became ruinous, and were 
demolished in the 1990s. During World War II extensions at the rear of the Georgian wing 
were added by the RAF. The remains of the Elizabethan south wing were exposed for 
non-archaeological reasons in c. 2001, and have been surveyed, photographically recorded 
and interpreted for this assessment. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 This report has been prepared by the Tony Sumpter Archaeological Consultancy 
(the archaeological consultant) for Mr Andrew Bradley (the developer). 
It comprises an archaeological assessment and survey of excavated remains carried 
out in advance of proposed refurbishment at Glentworth Hall, Glentworth, 
Lincolnshire (SK 9435 8820). 

1.2 Glentworth Hall is listed grade II*. An informal proposal for refurbishment was 
discussed by the developer with Mr Rod Lawton of West Lindsey DC, the local 
planning authority. This led to a request for background historical and archaeological 
information, including a report on previous excavation work, from Mr James Edgar, 
Historic Buildings Inspector for Lincolnshire with English Heritage. 

1.3 The developer retained the archaeological consultant to produce this assessment. 

1.4 The assessment is based on the requirements of Planning Policy Guidance 16 
(DoE 1990) and Planning Policy Guidance 15 (DoE 1994). It conforms with the 
Code of Conduct and takes account of the appropriate Standards and guidance 
issued by the Institute of Field Archaeologists (IFA 1997 & 1999), and the 
Lincolnshire Archaeological Handbook (Lines. CC 1998). 
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Glentworth Hall, Glentworth, Lincolnshire: Archaeological Assessment and Post-Excavation Survey 

2. PROCEDURE 

2.1 Information and an architect's plan were provided by the developer. 

2.2 The archaeological consultant's own literature was searched. 

2.3 Four site visits to inspect the property and survey excavated remains were made 
between February and May 2006. 

2.4 Data from the Lincolnshire Sites & Monuments Record (SMR) were supplied on 
request by Mr Mark Bennet, who went out of his way to be helpful. 

2.5 Two searches were carried out in the Lincolnshire Archives office at Lincoln. 

2.6 Information was requested from the Senior Keeper at Lincoln City & County Museum 
(now calling itself 'The Collection'), but no response was received. 

2.7 A request for previously published information was made to Country Life magazine, 
but no response was received. 

2.8 The Internet was searched. 

2.9 Excavation work had taken place about 2001 on the initiative of the then owner. It is 
thought the purpose was to furnish saleable items for his antiques business at the hall. 
There is no published report and nothing is known of the excavation process except 
that a mini-digger was used. The supervisor is said to have been a woman connected 
with the University of Nottingham (Mr A. Bradley, pers. comm.). Attempts to 
discover her identity in order to examine the excavation records were made by 
contacting field archaeologists known to have been active in the region, university 
staff and local government officers, but proved negative. Those consulted were : 

Mark Bennet (Lincolnshire SMR) 
Paul Everson (ex-Royal Commission on Historical Monuments & English Heritage) 
Naomi Field (Lindsey Archaeological Services, Lincoln; former director, 

North Lincolnshire Archaeological Unit) 
Daryl Garton (Trent & Peak Archaeological Unit, Nottingham) 
Dawn Hadley (University of Sheffield) 
Dawn Heywood (Senior Keeper, Lincoln City & County Museum) 
Mick Jones (Lincoln City Council; former director, Lincoln Archaeological Trust) 
Kevin Leahy (Curator, North Lincolnshire Museum, Scunthorpe) 
Pam Marshall (University of Nottingham) 
Sarah Speight (University of Nottingham; archaeology editor, Transactions of the 

Thoroton Society) 
Ursilla Spence (Nottinghamshire County Council) 

2.10 Consequently the excavated structures, which had not been backfilled, were surveyed 
for the purposes of this assessment and are described in Section 6 below. 
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3. LOCATION & TOPOGRAPHY 

3.1 The village of Glentworth is ten miles north of Lincoln. It lies at the foot of the 
westerly scarp slope of the Lincoln Cliff, a south-north ridge of outcropping 
Lincolnshire Limestone of the Middle Jurassic, which here rises to 65m (210ft) OD. 
The village is on the eastern extremity of the flat and low-lying Trent valley. 

3.2 Glentworth is one of a string of villages stretching south-north along the spring line 
below the Cliff, where the limestone meets impervious clay. They are indirectly 
linked by Middle Street, the sinuous B1398, which runs along the scarp edge above. 

3.3 Glentworth Hall is on the north side of the village. It stands on a slight rise at 40m 
(130ft) OD, from which the ground slopes down on all sides. A small stream flows 
170m to the east. 

3.4 The surrounding rural landscape is largely arable. 

4. EXISTING ARCHAEOLOGICAL & HISTORICAL INFORMATION 

4.1 No pre-Roman finds are known from Glentworth parish (Everson c. 1981, 1). To 
the east, the Lincoln Cliff is part of the Jurassic Way, a major prehistoric routeway. 

4.2 At 2.4km to the east, on the dip slope of the Cliff, is Ermine Street which originated 
as a principal Roman military road in the 1st century AD. It runs almost in a straight 
line from Lincoln to the Humber. 

4.3 At 3km to the south-east is Owmby Cliff, a large Iron Age and Roman settlement on 
Ermine Street (SK 970 862). 

4.4 At 50m north of Glentworth hall, the bath-house of a Roman villa was discovered 
when foundations were dug for the stable block in 1753 (SK 9435 8830). It was 
examined by Lincoln antiquary Thomas Pownall, who had swotted up on Vitruvius 
before his visit, and recorded in a letter to Lord Scarborough dated 2nd May 1753 
(Everson 1980). 
At c. 200m east of the hall, in what is now an arable field, fieldwalking near the 
ornamental lake in 1977 produced 'large quantities of pottery of 3rd and 4th century 
date and building stone, roof tile and combed flue tile'. From this it was reasonably 
assumed that other villa buildings had been disturbed during excavation of the lake in 
the 1750s (Everson 1980, 12-13; Location Map, below). 

4.5 In the post-Roman period Ermine Street became the spine of a network of parish 
boundaries extending to east and west, including Glentworth parish. 

4.6 At c. 200m east of the hall, a single sherd of gritty pottery of early Saxon type was 
found near the ornamental lake during fieldwalking in 1977 (Everson 1980, 14). 

May 2006 Tony Sumpter Archaeological Consultancy 
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4.7 Glentworth is first recorded in the Domesday survey of 1086 as Glentworth, in 
Aslacoe wapentake. The roots of the place name are Anglo-Saxon, meaning 
speculatively 'enclosure frequented by kites'. There are subsequent documentary 
references in the 12th and 13th centuries (Cameron 1998, 51). 

4.8 At 230m south-east of the hall is the parish church of St Michael (SK 946 881). 
The west tower is late Saxon, probably built in the 2nd half of the 11th century. 
The north jamb of the west window is a re-used late 10th or early 11th century 
decorated grave marker. The nave arch is contemporary with the tower. The 
chancel arch and priest's door are late 12th century. The chancel was rebuilt in the 
late 16th century, and the nave in 1782. The church has elaborate memorials to Sir 
Christopher Wray, his wife and children (1593); and Dame Elizabeth Saunderson 
(1714) (Pevsner & Harris 2002, 308-09). 

4.9 In the arable field east of the hall, traces of earthworks, no longer extant, are visible 
on early aerial photographs. In the same area, medieval and post-medieval pottery 
and metalwork were found on either side of the ornamental lake during fieldwalking 
in 1977. It has been inferred that the medieval village of Glentworth extended further 
north; and that streets were depopulated and closed by the creation of Glentworth 
Hall in the mid-16th century, and by its re-orientation and associated landscaping in 
the mid-18th century (Everson 1980, 14; Everson c. 1981, 1-2). 

4.10 At 1.7km to the south-west, soilmarks outlined by ridge & furrow ploughing have 
been recorded during aerial reconnaissance. Spreads of building materials and 12th 
and 14th century pottery were found during fieldwalking in 1977. This has been 
suggested as the site of the vanished and poorly-documented settlement of Thorpe, 
variously Buntelthorp or Glentworth Thorpe. It lies within Sir Christopher Wray's 
deer park, which may have been responsible for its depopulation (Everson c. 1981, 
2). 

4.11 During the 19th century the population of Glentworth parish grew from 238 in 1842 
to 316 in 1892. The village was largely a self-contained community with church, 
school, smithy, shops, and windmill on the Cliff to the south-east. In 1842 the 
occupations of the residents were vicar, curate, schoolmaster, blacksmith, corn 
miller, grocer/butcher/carrier, shopkeeper, tailor, two shoemakers, joiner and 
wheelwright, and nine farmers (White 1842, 481-82; White 1856, 213-14; White 
1892, 360). By contrast, Glentworth in 2006 is almost entirely residential. 

May 2006 Tony Sumpter Archaeological Consultancy 
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5. HISTORY OF GLENTWORTH HALL 

5.1 Glentworth Hall began life as a quadrangular Elizabethan mansion. The east wing 
was replaced in the mid-18th century, with alterations in the mid-late 20th century. 
The Elizabethan south and west wings and half the north wing have been demolished. 

5.2 The first Glentworth Hall was built c. 1567-68 for Sir Christopher Wray (1524-92). 
He was a lawyer who, besides holding high-profile legal positions, was MP for 
Boroughbridge (1550s), Grimsby (1563-67), and Ludgershall (from 1571). 
In 1571 he was appointed Speaker of the House of Commons. In 1574 he became 
Lord Chief Justice and was knighted by Elizabeth I (Leach 1990, 70-71). 
According to Beastall (1975, 77), Sir Christopher built Glentworth Hall 'from the 
profits of the Royal Mint', but why he was granted the profits is not explained; 
and Leach's detailed account of his career (1990) makes no mention of the Mint. 
Sir Christopher's will of 1589 shows he owned land in sixteen other parishes in 
Lincolnshire and Yorkshire, including Fillingham, two miles south of Glentworth. 
His charitable bequests included annual funding for two almshouses in the village of 
Glentworth (Leach 1990, 71). 

5.3 Of the Elizabethan hall, Pevsner comments 'too little is known' (2002, 75, 309). 
Leach calls it 'one of the most impressive houses of this period in Lincolnshire' 
(1990, 70). Such evidence as there is post-dates the Georgian rebuilding. Drawings 
of the north wing by Nattes, and of the west & south wings by Buck, are both dated 
1793 (reproduced below). There is a small-scale plan at c. 1 : 6,000 (Tithes 1813). 
These depict a large stone-built courtyard house some 42m square, with octagonal 
turrets to the inner angles. The north wing, originally the front, was of two storeys 
with a balustraded parapet. It had five bays with a central door, and mullioned & 
transomed windows. At the west end a projection of three bays was surmounted by a 
gable with garret window. Assuming symmetry, a similar projection at the east end 
would have been removed to make way for the Georgian east wing. The fabric was 
coursed limestone rubble, with stress relieving arches of edge-set stones between 
floors. Quoins were of dressed stone, and doorways and windows were moulded. 
Projecting string-courses ran above the ground floor and the first floor windows. 
The west and south wings were of two-and-a-half storeys, each with a striking row 
of gables housing attic windows : seven on the west, and five on the south wing. 
At either end of the west wing was a rectangular bay window, castellated above the 
second storey. Brick chimney stacks rose above gable height. It seems likely that 
the replaced east wing mirrored the west wing. 
Behind the east wing and extending centrally into the courtyard was a stairwell block. 

5.4 A survey in the year 1616 describes 'a very fayre and spacious howse of freestone 
with conveniente orchardes gardens' (cited in Everson c. 1981, 3). Possible remains 
of formal gardens, comprising traces of terracing and limestone rubble walls in a 
rectangular layout, were seen during fieldwalking an arable field immediately west of 
the hall c. 1977 and confirmed by aerial reconnaissance (SK 943 881) (Everson 
c. 1981, 3). 
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5 



Glentworth Hall, Glentworth, Lincolnshire : Archaeological Assessment and Post-Excavation Survey 

5.5 The hall was surrounded by a deer park extending about 1.5km to the west, referred 
to in Sir Christopher Wray's will. A former moat 1.7km west-south-west of the 
hall, ploughed up shortly before 1964, has been interpreted as the site of the 
park-keeper's lodge in the far south-west corner of the park (SK 929 873). 
Fieldwalking c. 1977 noted a spread of limestone rubble with ceramic roof tiles, 
stone shingles and medieval potsherds (Everson c. 1981, 2-3). 

5.6 The Wray family eventually ran out of male descendants. The last of the direct line 
was Dame Elizabeth Saunders on who died in 1714. The nearest male heir of the 
Wrays, Sir Cecil Wray, inherited the Fillingham estate, where later in about 
1770 the Gothic pile Fillingham Castle, possibly by John Carr, was erected. 
Glentworth went to James Saunderson, Lord Castleton. On his death in 1720 his 
estates passed to his relative Thomas Lumley, 3rd Earl of Scarborough from 1739, 
who assumed the name Saunderson (Leach 1990,72; Lloyd 1983, 194; Pevsner & 
Harris 2002, 276-77, pi. 109). 

5.7 The 3rd Earl intended to make Glentworth his main residence, and retained leading 
architect James Paine (Pevsner & Harris 2002, 309). The first construction project 
was a stable block of four brick ranges set round a courtyard 50m north of the hall. 
Then in 1752 the Earl died and was succeeded by his son, under whom the west range 
alone of the stable was completed. It was c. 40m long, of eleven bays, and 
architecturally similar to the subsequent east wing of the hall (Everson 1980, 14). 

5.8 In 1753 Paine produced a grandiose design for rebuilding the hall, and re-orientating 
it through 90° to face east. Initially the Elizabethan east wing was replaced by a 
three-storey brick wing as the new front. It appears to be virtually on the same lines 
as its predecessor, and measures 42.1 x 7.9m (138 x 26ft). It is eleven bays long, 
with the middle three bays pedimented, and a simple pedimented doorway (Pevsner 
& Harris 2002, 309). The fabric is 23/8-inch brick with pitched slate roof. It was 
butted against the truncated Elizabethan north wing and the central Elizabethan 
stairwell block, in the west wall of which a large Venetian window was inserted. An 
account in Leach's planned 3rd volume was prevented by his death (Leach 1990, 71). 

5.9 By the 1750s, if not earlier, Sir Christopher Wray's deer park had become redundant. 
Re-orientation of the hall was accompanied by landscaping and planting tree-belts. 
At the foot of the slope to the east the stream was exploited by digging out an 
ornamental lake, the sine qua non of Georgian country houses of any pretension. 
The lake was some 200m long with one small island. Though now dried up, it was 
water-filled until recently ((Everson c. 1981, 2-3; OS 2000). 

5.10 Lord Scarborough owned several thousand acres, mostly farmland, in Lincolnshire 
and Yorkshire. The Lincolnshire estates were administered from Glentworth Hall, 
and those in Yorkshire from Sandbeck Hall, also redesigned by Paine, near Maltby. 
It may have been through Lady Barbara Scarborough's preference that in 1757 the 
family seat was transferred to Sandbeck (Beastall 1975, 84). As a result, the rebuilt 
east wing at Glentworth was the only part of Paine's design to be executed. If his 
plans had come to fruition, they 'would have made the old Wray house into a 
dramatic, even daring architectural essay' (Country Life 1965). 

May 2006 Tony Sumpter Archaeological Consultancy 
6 



Glentworth Hall, Glentworth, Lincolnshire : Archaeological Assessment and Post-Excavation Survey 

5.11 After the Scarborough family had moved to Sandbeck, Glentworth Hall ceased to be 
fully maintained. By 1793 it was apparently only part-occupied and the Elizabethan 
building was deteriorating, as shown in the drawings by Nattes and Buck (below). 
On the north wing the balustrade had gaps, and the windows in the projecting west 
end, already modified during the 18th century, were bricked up. 
A single-storey lean-to had been erected west of the central door, with two 
down-pipes re-routed across its pantiled roof. 
In the west wing many of the windows had brick blockings, for which a further 
incentive may have been the Window Tax in force between 1697-1851. 

5.12 Throughout the 19th century successive Scarboroughs retained the positions of lord 
of the manor and patron of the church, and continued to fund the almshouses as 
Sir Christopher Wray had done. Glentworth Hall, referred to in 1842 and 1856 as 
Glentworth House, was occupied by a tenant farmer, named between 1856-92 as 
Pereira Brown (White 1842, 481-82; White 1856, 213-14; White 1892, 360). 

5.13 In 1917 the hall was sold when the Earl of Scarborough disposed of his North 
Lincolnshire estates by auction. In all there were 53 lots in seven parishes totalling 
8,546 acres, including 22 lots at Glentworth extending to 3,062 acres. 
The sale catalogue describes Glentworth Hall as 'originally a Tudor Mansion -
The remains of which now form the rear of the present Residence, a Modern Red 
Brick Fronted Georgian Building of Imposing Elevation with Slated Roof approached 
by Carriage Drive'. The ground floor rooms in the east wing are identified as 
dining room, drawing room, entrance hall, music room, and sitting room. The 
stairwell block housed a 'Grand Oak Staircase', since removed. The list continues : 
'Domestic Offices in the remaining wing of the Tudor Mansion are all flag paved and 
approached by a broad passage : they comprise Dairy, Scullery, Wash House, Boot 
Room, Housemaid's Pantry, and Kitchen; also Pantry, Wine Cellar, and outside WC' 
(Driver, Jonas, 1917). 

5.14 A postcard issued in the 1920s (reproduced below) shows most of the Elizabethan 
building as a roofless ruin. The south wall stands two storeys high, but is almost 
completely covered in ivy. The west wall has been reduced to a single storey. 

5.15 According to the Gainsborough News (1989), the Georgian wing was truncated to 
two storeys about 1930. This may not be reliable as the article garbles some dates. 

5.16 World War II found Glentworth Hall in a strategic location as there were nine 
Bomber Command bases within ten miles, and like many country houses it was 
requisitioned by the RAF, probably for administrative use. Extensions at the back of 
the east wing, including a ground floor corridor giving individual access to each 
room, may have been built at that time (Mr A. Bradley pers. comm.; Hancock 
1978). The corridor directly links two Elizabethan doorways, each with a moulded 
Tudor arch, at the east end of the north and south wings respectively. In the south 
wing the south wall was squared off round the doorway when the corridor was built. 

5.17 By 1949 the stable block had been converted into 'fine dwellings for the villagers' 
(Mee 1949, 144). 
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5.18 Post-war descriptions cite the worsening condition of the hall, but apparently 
with reference to the Elizabethan structure rather than the Georgian east wing. 
In 1964 the hall was 'derelict', and in 1983 'rotting away at the foot of the hill' 
(Pevsner & Harris 1964, 249; Lloyd 1983, 193). In 1989 it was 'forlorn and in 
ruins' (Pevsner & Harris 2002, 309). Also in 1989 it was reported 'in a 
semi-derelict and dilapidated condition', and up for sale. At that time it was 'held on 
a lease expiring in 1995 from the Church Commissioners, but freehold could be 
negotiated if the buyer will renovate and present1 (Gainsborough News 1989). 
In 1990 'Glentworth Hall has looked forlorn for many more years than any other 
Lincolnshire [Tudor] house' (Leach 1990, 70). 

5.19 The ruined west and south wings were presumably demolished in the 1990s. 
Probably at the same time a high east-west garden wall was built for security, 
forming an enclosed yard behind the still-used north wing, and bisecting the former 
courtyard. The wall is of re-used limestone masonry, 3.5m high with concrete 
coping. 

5.20 In 2001 the hall was once more on the market. The vendor was an antique dealer 
who had begun renovations, described as 'ongoing'. The ground floor of the 
Georgian wing was used to display and sell antiques, with a tea room, and living 
accommodation on the first floor and in the north wing (Savills 2001). 
Subsequently the stable block was sold separately, and is currently (2006) being 
converted into apartments. 
In 2003 the hall was acquired by the present owner. 

5.21 In summary, Glentworth Hall in 2006 consists of the Georgian east wing reduced 
from three to two storeys, with the Elizabethan stairwell block projecting centrally at 
the rear; and the eastern half of the Elizabethan north wing, modified but still easily 
recognisable from the Nattes drawing of 1793, with a rebuilt structure at the west end. 
At the back the east wing is rendered, and modern extensions, possibly by the RAF, 
comprise a single-storey corridor and first floor rooms either side of the stairwell. 
There are no accessible cellars. 
To the south is a modern garage/workshop block. 
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6. POST-EXCAVATION SURVEY 
(PLAN OF EXCAVATED STRUCTURES, below) 

6.1 General 
6.1.1 The structures excavated c. 2001 and left exposed were the south wing, south-west 

angle and part of the west wing of the Elizabethan hall. They had not long been 
demolished and remains would still have been visible, judging from the height of 
surviving masonry. The maximum overall dimensions of the cutting were 
approximately 36 x 20m, though the northern limits were obscured owing to partial 
excavation and tipping. The south wing and south-west angle had been cleared to the 
basement floor at 1.4 to 1.5m below ground level. The west wing north of the party 
wall was excavated to a depth of only 0.8m. The main drain west of the south-west 
angle was exposed in a sondage 3m below ground level. The courtyard area 
appeared to be unexcavated to any depth and had been dumped on. 

6.1.2 The cutting extended to the modern rear corridor behind the east wing, founded on a 
250mm concrete raft, but did not approach closer than 2m to the high garden wall. 
The excavated structures had been respected in that they were left in situ. Internal 
spoil dumping in the south-west angle suggested that the project may have concluded 
hurriedly. Weathering of masonry and obscuration by silting, moss, grass, weed 
growth and rubbish accumulation were consistent with several years' abandonment. 

6.1.3 Walls were of coursed limestone rubble, set with mortar of a similar cream colour. 
Brick had been used for floors, window splays, party wall (9), revetment wall (13), 
and window blockings. 

6.2 South wing 
6.2.1 The south wing was originally one long room, measuring internally c. 27 x 7.34m. 

The east end lay under the rear corridor. It was flanked to north and south by the 
massive outside walls (l)and (2), 1.02m and 1.04m in breadth. At the west end an 
internal door in party wall (8) connected with the south-west angle. The floor was 
laid in 2-inch and 21/4-inch bricks, 1.4m below ground level. There was no trace of 
steps, which may have been of timber. Wall (1) was substantially intact apart from 
the east end, with up to 17 courses and a maximum height of 1.55m. Near the west 
end a limestone rubble foundation protruded externally below the bottom course. 
The eastern half of wall (2) was similarly preserved, but the west end much reduced. 

6.2.2 Near the east end of the south wall (1) was window (A), with external 
double-chamfered sill in situ. The sill measured 2.46m x 250mm. Though 
weathered it showed traces of mullions and glazing slot, indicating four lights. 
On the inner face a vertical line was etched 150mm from each end as a guide to 
aligning the internal splays, which were formed in 2-inch and 21/4-inch brick. A 
recess set back 500mm from the internal wall face and extending below sill level 
may have accommodated a ledge or window-seat, but the masonry was damaged. 
The thickness between the back of the recess and sill was built up with coursed rubble. 
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6.2.3 Buck (1793) has window (A) with three lights, showing that his drawing may not 
be accurate in detail. It also has a corresponding window near the west end with 
brick blocking, and a Tudor doorway between. No traces of them remained. 

6.2.4 Near the east end of the north wall (2) was a pair of windows (B) and (C), marked 
by external double-chamfered sills 3.40 and 3.27m long respectively, and 790mm 
apart. The sill lengths suggested that each had six lights. Splays and recesses were 
totally obscured by later blocking which spanned the breadth of the wall, in a mixture 
of rubble, 2-inch and 21/4-inch brick. Within the blocking of window (B), a splayed 
air-vent 500mm wide had been formed in 2%-inch brick of late 18th century type. 

6.2.5 Towards the west end of the north wall (2) was another pair of windows (D) and 
(E), of which very little remained. Window (D) was marked only by parts of two 
splays in 21/4-inch brick, whose spacing implied six lights. Further west, window 
(E) was reduced to a single brick splay which was 1.1m from window (D) on the 
internal wall. It seems likely that both windows were the same size, giving an almost 
symmetrical disposition in wall (2) with the eastern pair of windows (B) and (C); 
so the west splay of window (E) is inserted accordingly in broken lines on the plan. 

6.2.6 Wall (1) was pierced through near the mid-point by a small aperture 0.75m above 
floor level in which was a short length of 1-inch (25mm) seamed lead pipe. This 
was taken to be a water supply drawn from an external well to the south. 

6.2.7 At 1.15m inside and parallel to wall (1) was an open drain or sluice of shaped 
limestone blocks set in the floor, with a slight fall to the west. Each block was up to 
900mm long and 300mm across, with the upper face bevelled to a central channel 
80mm x 100mm deep. The east end was missing, and the west end obscured. 
Joining it from the north was a similar drain parallel to and 1.05m inside party wall 
(8), with a slight fall to the south. It led from a rectangular negative feature 1.80 x 
1.05m in the north-west corner which may have been the setting for a tank or cistern. 

6.2.8 Three north-south party walls (9, 10, 11) stood towards the east end. 
They were inserted after the blocking of windows (B) and (C), with which they 
would otherwise have conflicted. 

Wall (9) was of 2-inch and 2J4-inch brick, 400mm thick, and stood to between 19 
and 23 courses up to 1.50m high. The bond was stretchers/stretchers/headers, with a 
midway butt joint. Discoloured top courses suggested pre-excavation exposure. The 
north end butted against the blocking of window (C). The south end stopped 1.90m 
short of wall (1). The termination was vertical but looked unfinished, as if there was 
a missing stone jamb similar to that in the doorway to the south-west angle. 

Wall (10) was of coursed rubble, 700mm wide, and much had collapsed. At the 
north end, against the blocking of window (B), it was 10 courses and 950mm high. 
Here it would have been reduced to avoid interference with the later air-vent. The 
length may have equated to wall (9), with a similar doorway gap inside wall (1). 

Wall (11) was of coursed rubble, 500mm wide, and reduced to 6 to 13 courses with 
a maximum height of 1.2m. It ran continuously from the blocking of window (B) to 
wall (1) with no gaps. 
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6.3 South-west angle 
6.3.1 The south-west angle was occupied by a single room 11.88 x 6.40m. It was 

bounded to the south by outer wall (3), much of which had survived up to 15 courses 
and a height of 1.40m, and projected lm outside the line of wall (1); to the west by 
outer wall (4), up to 18 courses and 1.8m high, with a large quoin at the external 
south-west corner; to the north by party wall (6), up to 15 courses and 1.4m high; 
and to the west partly by outer wall (5), here largely destroyed, and party wall (8), 
550mm wide and up to 14 courses and 1.4m high. The floor was laid in 2-inch and 
2V4-inch bricks at the same level as the south wing. 
In wall (8) was a connecting doorway c. 1.50m wide to the south wing. The south 
side of the doorway had crumbled away, but the north side was finished in 21/4-inch 
brick in which was set a chamfered and rebated stone jamb with iron fitting attached. 
Wall (4) had an external solid rectangular projection 3.98 x 1.04m. Buck's drawing 
(1793) shows it was the base for a bay window, with another above on the first floor. 

6.3.2 The south wall (3) was largely taken up by windows (F) and (G), of equal size and 
internally 1.33m apart. Window (G) retained an external double-chamfered sill 
1.98m x 250mm with bases of mullions and glazing slot, indicating three lights. 
Both recesses were damaged but construction was seen to be the same as window (A), 
each with brick-faced internal splays and a missing ledge or window-seat. 

6.3.3 Buck's drawing of 1793 conveys the impression that wall (3) had been re-faced in 
brick, replacing windows (F) and (G) by one small square window at a higher level. 

6.3.4 At the north end were the collapsed remains of a north-south stub wall (7), butted 
against the mid-point of party wall (6). It was of coursed rubble, 500mm wide and 
approximately 1.45m long, with a maximum of 8 courses up to 700mm high. 
Wall (7) might have been an original feature or a later insertion. 

6.4 West wing 
6.4.1 The west wing was bounded by outside walls (4) and (5) to west and east, and party 

wall (6) to the south. The internal breadth was 6.40m. Little of it was exposed and 
excavation had reached a depth of only 800mm, so the floor level is unknown. 

6.5 Other features 
6.5.1 The southern limit of the excavation extended to 3.5m south of the building line and 

was sloped in the form of a ha-ha, which it probably was, since the low level of the 
window-sills in the south wall pointed to an external ditch along this side. The ha-ha 
became a popular estate feature from the early 16th century onward (Wood 1968, 
216). In Buck's drawing of 1793 the viewpoint is not high enough to show the ha-ha, 
nor bridges or causeways which presumably served the two doors. But two 
down-pipes with spouts projecting at first-floor level would have discharged into it. 
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6.5.2 Outside the south-west comer, a roughly-built brick wall (13) projecting southward 
was interpreted as a revetment for the west end of the ha-ha. It was in 2!4-inch 
brick, 4 courses and 400mm broad, and extended for 2.5m before disappearing into 
the southern slope of the ditch. At the deepest point 7 courses of thinly mortared 
bricks were exposed, 400mm high. 

6.5.3 In the north wall of the south wing the low level of the window-sills suggested a ditch 
or gully within the courtyard, or perhaps individual wells for each pair of windows. 

6.5.4 The main drain had been located by a sondage immediately west of the south-west 
angle at 3m below ground level. It ran westward at an angle diverging slightly south 
of the building line. The short length of culvert exposed had sides and lintels of 
rough limestone blocks. The channel was 450mm broad and c. 800mm deep. 
It was fed by three others of similar construction : 
a) A drain from the north immediately outside and parallel to wall (4), which ran 
through a channel in the base for the bay window; 
b) A drain sloping steeply from an aperture in the brick revetment of the ha-ha; 
c) A drain at a lower level seen inside the south-west angle, where an aperture 
400mm wide at the foot of wall (4) revealed a channel passing obliquely through the 
wall just below floor level, spanned by a vertical iron grille. It may have carried the 
flow from the sluice in the south wing whose course was not visible west of wall (8). 

6.5.5 Near the mid-point of wall (2) the remains of an external north-south wall (12) in 
the courtyard were butted against it. Wall (12) was 1.45m wide and exposed for a 
length of 2.8m with up to 4 courses and a maximum visible height of 550mm. In 
contrast to the other walls it was roughly-constructed and the limestone was set with 
much whitish mortar. It was evidently an addition, but with no dating evidence. 

6.6 Artefacts 
6.6.1 Few artefacts were left on site and it was assumed that most had been collected during 

the excavation. Domestic debris was limited to two small post-medieval potsherds, 
pieces of about twenty wine bottles of 18th century type in pale green glass, and 
occasional animal bones. 
Scattered structural material, probably all of 16th century date, comprised : 
a) A heap of window-leads with fragments of window-glass 1.5mm thick, clear but 
patinated, apparently in small lozenge-shaped panes. They lay west of wall (9). 
b) A short piece of lead water-pipe c. 1 inch (25mm) in external diameter and 
c. 300mm long, welded with a seam along the side, in an aperture in wall (1), 
c) Two flat ceramic roof-tiles 290 x 193 x 16-19mm, and 200 x 175 x 14-17mm 
respectively, without nebs or nail-holes, lying towards the west end. 
d) A few architectural fragments including sections from moulded window-sills and 
a chamfered and rebated door jamb, all of limestone. 
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6.6.2 Other objects were suspected to have been procured by the antique dealer from 
elsewhere and abandoned : an ornamental fountain-head carved from a disc of 
limestone 1.2m in diameter, with four zoomorphic spouts at 90° intervals round the 
periphery; and two cylindrical limestone column drums 460mm in diameter. 
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7. DISCUSSION 

7.1 The lack of an excavation archive, and the anonymity of the supervisor, have left 
an information vacuum which this post-excavation survey attempts to fill. 
Was the site dug archaeologically ? The evidence implied that it was. 
Rooms appeared to have been emptied and manually cleaned before being overgrown. 
Walls were left largely intact. Spoil in bulk had been dumped externally. 
Artefacts had been collected. But, as the motive for excavation was apparently 
non-archaeological, there is no way of knowing how much recording and 
interpretation, if any, were accomplished while the work was in progress. 

7.2 It should however be appreciated that the potential for obtaining significant new 
information by archaeological means was limited because so much was already 
known. The construction date, overall plan, external appearance, ownership and 
broad history of the Elizabethan hall had previously been documented. Few 
excavators are forearmed with that quantity and quality of site data. 

7.3 The illustrations of 1793 suggest ongoing use of the west and south wings, perhaps 
for agricultural purposes, while the 1920s photograph implies their abandonment 
before the end of the 19th century. The walls stood into the 1990s. This late 
survival makes it likely that when excavated in c. 2001, the sunken-floored south 
wing was filled mainly with fallen masonry. If that were so the excavation would 
have been clearance rather than removal of stratified occupation deposits, and any 
Elizabethan artefacts would have been in residual contexts. Therefore the absence of 
an archive and the lack of artefacts may not constitute a major information loss. 
It could even be the case that the excavation revealed little more than the structures 
still visible in 2006, and described above, requiring only interpretation. 

7.4 The original basement room of the south wing was unusually long and high. 
On the south side was a central door and two tall four-light windows, while the north 
side had two pairs of six-light windows to maximise light from the shaded courtyard. 
A water supply and sluices set in the brick floor pointed to a dedicated function. 
The room seemed abnormally large for a kitchen and may have been the butchery, for 
ensuring that venison came fresh to the table after the hunt, a regular social occasion. 
Space would be needed for skinning, preparing joints, salting or icing, storage, and 
treating by-products. 
The south-west angle, with contiguous brick floor, may have formed part of the same 
processing area for a household which, with 21 attic bedrooms in addition to 
chambers on the first floor, would have had many mouths to feed. 
The blocking of the two six-light windows to the north-east incorporated bricks of the 
same size as the window splays and floor, and may have taken place within a 
relatively short time after construction, as may the insertion of the brick party wall 
(9), which was possibly built in two phases. The adjacent party walls (10) and (11) 
were in limestone and of markedly different thicknesses. These substantial 
alterations to the internal layout presumably reflect a change of use for this area. 
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7.5 It seemed probable that the ha-ha originally extended along the full length of the south 
side, and the east end may have been backfilled when the Georgian wing was built. 
This section had not been re-excavated. From the low level of the aperture in the 
brick revetment at the west end, the ha-ha was intended to be a dry ditch. 

7.6 The external drainage system as exposed appeared to be original and no signs of 
modification were seen. 

7.7 The rough stone wall protruding northward into the courtyard area was an added 
structure of unknown type or extent. Its crude construction might fit an early rather 
than a later date. 

7.8 The excavation revealed little evidence of post-Elizabethan alterations. Since the 
deer park had become redundant by the 1750s, if not before, there would by that time 
have been no need for a butchery, unless it was employed for farm animals. 
Continuing use was indicated by the air-vent in late 18th century brick through the 
earlier blocking of the north-east windows. One significant change shown in Buck's 
drawing of 1793 was the apparent brick re-facing of the south wall of the south-west 
angle, with a small square aperture replacing the two tall mullioned windows. That 
modification had left no structural traces. Possible use as cellarage was implied by 
the numerous 18th century wine bottles 

7.9 The story of Glentworth Hall is of two visions to reflect the status of successive 
owners : one fulfilled, the other part-realised, each followed by a period of decline. 
The Elizabethan hall was a large mansion with a conspicuous skyline, comparable in 
ground area if not grandeur to some of the most important Elizabethan houses in the 
East Midlands such as Wollaton Hall and Hardwick Hall, and surrounded by an 
extensive deer park. 
The Georgian hall as envisaged by Paine was even more spectacular with a complete 
rebuild, massive stable block, and landscaped park with lake as dictated by fashion. 
In the event only the east wing of the hall and west wing of the stables were 
completed, owing to Lord Scarborough's move to Sandbeck Hall in 1757. 
It is not clear how long Sir Christopher Wray's creation was upkept after his death. 
The drawings of 1793 show building deterioration, and hint at retraction of the 
household into the Georgian east wing and Elizabethan north wing. The extent to 
which run-down had occurred before Paine's scheme, or in anticipation of it, or as a 
consequence of the Scarboroughs' departure, is open to conjecture. But it was 1757 
which marked the start of the transition from great house to working farm, and from 
manorial park to agricultural land. 

7.10 Examination of the vanished superstructure would have shed more light on its 
development through time. In its absence this post-excavation survey has produced a 
ground plan and photographic record of the Elizabethan south wing, with a detailed 
structural description, and such limited interpretation as the evidence permits. 
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PLAN OF HALL WITH EXPOSED STRUCTURES (1 : 300) 



LOCATION MAP (1 : 5,200) 
(from Everson 1980, fig. 2) 

PLAN OF HALL (1813) (1: 1,000) 
(enlarged x 6 from an unsatisfactory tracing of a small-scale map attached to the Tithe Award of 1842) 
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DRAWING BY NATTES (1793) 

North wing, looking south (Leach 1990, 73) 

DRAWING BY BUCK (1793) 

West and south wings, looking north-east (Leach 1990, 73) 
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POSTCARD VIEW (1920s) 

West and south wings, looking north-east: an underexposed photograph (Leach 1990, 74) 



PHOTOGRAPHS 

PLATE 

1. GEORGIAN EAST FRONT, LOOKING WEST (24.2.06) 

ELIZABETHAN NORTH WING, LOOKING SOUTH (24.2.06) 

2. GEORGIAN SOUTH ELEVATION & ELIZABETHAN 

STAIRWELL BLOCK, LOOKING NORTH (12.4.06) 

ELIZABETHAN SOUTH DOOR & HA-HA, LOOKING WEST (12.4.06) 

3. EXCAVATED SOUTH WING, LOOKING EAST (30.4.06) 
REAR OF EAST WING & EXCAVATED SOUTH WING, 

LOOKING NORTH-EAST (24.2.06) 

4. EXCAVATED SOUTH WING, LOOKING NORTH-EAST (30.4.06) 

EXCAVATED SOUTH WING, LOOKING NORTH-WEST (30.4.06) 

5. SOUTH WALL (1) WITH WINDOW (A), LOOKING WEST (30.4.06) 

NORTH WALL (2) WITH BLOCKED WINDOWS (B), (C), 
& AIR-VENT, LOOKING WEST (30.4.06) 

6. LEAD WATER-PIPE ENTERING THROUGH SOUTH WALL (1), 
LOOKING SOUTH (4.5.06) 

STONE SLUICE ADJACENT TO SOUTH WALL (1), 
LOOKING SOUTH (30.4.06) 

7. SOUTH-WEST ANGLE WITH WINDOW (G), 
LOOKING NORTH (30.4.06) 

DRAIN CHANNEL RUNNING UNDER BAY WINDOW, 
LOOKING SOUTH (30.4.06) 

8. BRICK REVETMENT AT WEST END OF HA-HA, 

LOOKING WEST (4.5.06) 

DRAINAGE CHANNEL FOR HA-HA, LOOKING EAST (4.5.06) 

9. MAIN DRAIN (BACKGROUND) FED BY THREE CHANNELS, 
LOOKING WEST (4.5.06) 

16th CENTURY WINDOW LEADS (24.2.06) 
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Thank you very much for all the helpful information you provided last year. 
Subsequently I tried to trace the unknown excavation supervisor by contacting everyone I 
could think of who was locally active or might have known anything, but drew a complete 
blank. The names are listed on p.2 of the report. 
So ultimately I surveyed and described the exposed remains with all the historical 
information I could gather. Some was obtained from Lincolnshire Archives, but the 
Museum was unforthcoming. 
The enclosed report was produced for the owner at the request of English Heritage following 
informal discussion of a proposal for refurbishment with the LP A. Three copies were 
supplied to the owner for EH, the LPA and himself. 
I thought you ought to have a copy for the SMR. 
Yours sincerely, OU y A) lA^-to -

Tony Sumpter MIFA 
encl. 


