
I 
I 

ROYAL 
COMMISSION 
T̂'̂E HISTORICAL 
MONUMENTS 
°TNGLAND 

Hussey Tower, 
Boston, 

Lincolnshire, 



ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE HISTORICAL MONUMENTS OF ENGLAND. 

HISTORIC BUILDINGS REPORT. 

Hussey Tower, 
Boston/ 

Lincolnshire, 

MAY 1992. 

Crown Copyright. 

Shelley House, Acomb Road, York Y02 4HB. 

Tel: 0904 784411 Fax: 0904 795348. 



THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE HISTORICAL MONUMENTS OF ENGLAND 

LINCOLNSHIRE 

BOSTON NGR TF 32 9 4 37 

HUSSEY TOWER NBR 3 7 570 

SUMMARY 

Hussey Tower is the only surviving building on a medieval 

manorial site. The tower dates to the mid to late 15th 

century and is of brick construction in English bond with 

ashlar being used in the window surrounds. The building is 

almost square in plan with an octagonal stair turret at the 

north-east angle. It appears to have functioned as a 

detached solar tower to a separate hall but there is no 

surviving evidence of the hall or ancillary buildings. The 

tower provided heated accommodation on all three floors 

with a parapet level above. The ground floor had an 

octopartite vault ( only fragments of which survive ) whose 

ribs rise from small corbels. An unusual feature is that it 

is unclear as to how the first floor was logically sub-

divided as it was provided with two original fireplaces. 

The building was attached to a structure to the east at 

both ground and first floor levels. The width of this 

building on the east indicates the probability that it was 

a fore-building. 

In its present form the tower resembles the self-contained 
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tower-houses that are common in the borders between England 
and Scotland. Hussey Tower however, has more in common with 
the other brick solar " towers " found in Lincolnshire in 
this period'. It is possible that the inspiration for the 
tower at Hussey came from the great tower at Tattershall or 
possibly from the nearby Tower on the Moor, both of which 
were owned and built for Lord Cromwell. It has been 
suggested that the owner of Hussey Tower was one Richard 
Benyngton, who was a contemporary of Lord Cromwell^ The 
name of " Hussey " results from the ownership of the manor 
by Lord Hussey in the early 16th century. He was executed 
for treason following his involvement in The Pilgrimage of 
Grace and his estates forfited to the Crown. In 1545 the 
Crown gave the tower and the adjoining land to the 
Corporation of Boston'. 
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REPORT 

Hussey Tower is one of a number of brick towers in 

Lincolnshire dateing from the mid to late 15th century and 

'. Other examples are Tattershall Castle, Rochford Tower and 
I The Tower on the Moor. 

Pishley Thompson, The History and Antiquities of Boston, 
'I Boston, 1856, pp 242-243. 

' Op. cit., pp 242 
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appears to have been influenced by the building works of 

Lord Cromwell of Tattershall. He was responsible for the 

construction of the Great Tower in Tattershall Castle which 

was completed circa 1448'^ It is possible that Cromwell's 

ideas on architecture resulting in Tattershall were 

influenced by his time spent in France during the first 

quarter of the 15th century, as it was at this time that 

large tower-houses were being constructed as a sign of 

prestige in both England and France. Cromwell's tower at 

Tattershall can be seen as an example of this type of 

construction by a magnate intending to impress his social 

equals.' 

The tower at Hussey comprises three floors with a walL-

walk. The fact that all three floors were heated and 

provided relatively high status accommodation indicates 

that the tower did not operate as a self-contained dwelling 

but probably formed a solar tower within a larger complex. 

All the floors are served by a spiral staircase within an 

octagonal stair turret at the north-east angle. 

The defensive element in the building is limited to the 

impression created by the tower itself since in reality it 

is an un-defended building. 

'Dr. M W Thompson, Tattershall Castle , The National Trust, 
1974, pg 15 

' The construction of the Hastings Tower at the castle of 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch between the years 1474 and 1483 by Lord 
Hastings and The Yellow Tower at Raglan Castle built between 14 50 
to 1469 by William Herbert, first Earl of Pembroke. 
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The evidence demonstrates that the tower had an adjoining 

building to the east. The fact that the plinth course on 

the tower is carried around the north, south and west walls 

but not the east indicates the probability that the only 

adjoining building was on the east side. The north-west 

angle has a slight cut-back at ground floor level that may 

have been to accommodate a boundry wall. The scarring for 

the side walls of this building can be seen at the south-

east angle and on the north side of the first-floor door in 

the east wall. The width of this adjoining building 

indicates the probability that it did not function as the 

hall range and the relative narrowness of this structure 

suggests that it functioned as a fore-building that may 

have connected with the rest of the manorial buildings -

and possibly the hall. The evidence shows that the 

adjoining building was two storeyed as it provided access 

into the tower on ground and first floor levels. The 

scarring for a roof line can be seen on the east wall-

face. It is unclear if this roof line related to the 

original fore-building or a later structure as the 

scarring for the two side walls do not rise to the eaves 

level defined by the roof-line scar. A possibility is that 

the upper level of the fore-building was of timber 

construction which would allow the roof-line to be 

contemporary with the original build. 

The ground floor is entered by a door ( re-built in the 

20th century ) in the east wall. There is surviving 
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evidence in the southern jamb for a draw-bar socket. The 

ground floor had an octopartite vault., springing from small 

stone corbels. This vault has largely collapsed but the 

surviving evidence shows that the brick ribs were 

chamfered. The ground floor was heated by a fireplace in 

the north wall and appears to have had two windows ( now 

blocked ) in the south wall. The western window has ashlar 

jambs and a cinquefoiled lintel with a pendent. This window 

was enlarged into a door at a later date and subsequently 

blocked. Only fragments of the jambs of the eastern window 

survive. This window was heightened at a later date and 

then blocked. The opening in the west wall ( now blocked ) 

appears to be a later insertion as its jambs are roughly 

cut into the wall. The quality of the decorative detail of 

the vault and the provision of both heating and good 

lighting suggests that this floor did not function in a 

service capacity although the original use is uncertain. 

The upper floors are reached by the spiral staircase in the 

octagonal turret in the north-easr angle. The steps of 

stairs are carried on the backs of brick arches ( two 

steps to each arch ) radiating out from the central newel. 

The stairs are provided with a moulded brick hand-rail and 

the upper levels of the turret are lit by small single 

lights in ashlar surrounds. 

Access to the first floor is from the staircase and 

originally also by a door ( nov blocked ) in the east 

wall that would have opened into the suggested fore-
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building. There are two stone corbels on the exterior east 

wall presumably to take the floor beams of the first floor 

in the fore-building. This door in the east wall has 

chamfered exterior jambs and is only splayed on the north 

side internally. The south side presumably was not able to 

be splayed due to the position of an original fireplace in 

the east wall, which has a bread oven on its south side. 

There is a second fireplace in the west wall. This floor 

was originally lit by two windows ( now blocked ), one in 

each of the north and south walls. Both of the window 

surrounds are of ashlar and have cavetto mouldings to the 

jambs. The window in the south wall has fragments of window 

tracery. However, the fact that this tracery is still crisp 

and that it is of a darker coloured stone to the window 

surround indicates the possibility that it is 19th century 

in date. It does appear to respect the original opening 

indicating the probability that the window originally 

comprised two lights, each with a tre-foiled head. There is 

a small cupboard in the east wall, on the north side of the 

door. 

There is a problem in ascribing a function to this first 

floor chamber. If the building was operating as a solar 

tower then it could be expected that the first floor served 

as a " great chamber " However, there is the fact that this 

floor had two original fireplaces. There are three 

possibilities:-

A. That the room was not divided - this would appear 
unlikely since the evidence indicates that the fireplace in 
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the eastern wall was for service uise, while the appearance 

of the fireplace in the west iirall suggests a domestic 

function. 

B. That the rooin had a dividi^ig! wall on the north-south 

axis. This would allow for the a,ain chamber to be lit by 

the two windows but the service srea would have been unlit 

an unlikely layout. 

C. That the room was divided oti s;n east-west axis allowing 

each room to be lit by one window. However , there is the 

problem of relating the position, of the dividing partition 

relative to the door in the easi; wall. 

The fact remains that the firsi: floor appears to have a 
distinct division between th.e eaist - service - and west -
domestic - sides. It is possii:_le that the first floor 

provided both services and am ante-chamber serving the 
second floor room. 

The second floor appears to hs-we functioned as a single 

chamber which was heated by a fireplace in the west wall 

and lit by a window in each of z.he north and south walls. 

Both of the windows have ashlajr surrounds and appear to 

originally have had two lights. 'lihe northern window has the 

tracery for two trefoiled hsaeded lights with incised 

spandrels on either side. The >»-ii;ndow in the south wall ( 

now blocked ) has lost its tracery but retains two 

spandrels. There is an opening iin the east wall that has 

chamfered jambs on the east^ ext=:rior, face. The profile of 

this opening suggests that it mriginally functioned as a 



door. It is unclear as to what this would have opened onto 

as the scarring for the side walls of the fore-building do 

not continue above first floor level. However, the fact 

that the scarring for the side walls of the fore-building 

do not rise to the full height of the first floor door ( 

see photograph ) may indicate that the upper level of the 

fore-building was of timber construction. It is possible 

that this second floor door opened onto a timber walkway-

over/or carried forward of the line of the north wall of 

the fore-building. 

The stair turret continues to parapet level - now largely 

demolished. The surviving evidence indicates that this 

level comprised a wall-walk set behind a parapet wall 

consisting of alternating merlons and embrasures. The 

parapet wall is carried forward of the wallface on a 

projecting brick string course. On the north face this 

consists of diamond shaped bricks, on the east of bull-

nosed bricks while on the south and west of alternating 

headers and stretchers. There is a corbelled-out bartizan 

at the south-west angle. It is unclear if these features 

were repeated at the north-west and south-east angles as 

the masonry in these positions has now collapsed. There is 

no evidence for the form of the original roof but it is 

recorded that in 1728 the lead from the roof was removed 

by the Boston Corporation'. The stair turret originally 

Pishley Thompson, The History and Antiquities of Boston, 
Boston, 1856, pp 243 



continued above the parapet level, probably to an 
observation platform. 

Later Alterations 
\ 

After the attainder of Lord Hussey the tower and the 

adjoining property was rented out by the Boston Corporation 

and a number of trades were carried out from the tower in 

the later centuries. It is uncertain when the fore-building 

was demolished. Some consolidation work was carried out on 

the building in the 1970's but at the time of survey the 

tower was derelict and ruinous. 

GARRY S CORBETT COLUM GILES DECEMBER 19 91 
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VIEW FROM SOUTH 
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VIEW FROM NORTH 
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VIEW FROM EAST 
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TRACERY IN NORTH WALL 

REBATE IN NORTH-WEST ANGLE 
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TRACERY IN ORIGINAL WINDOW ( NOW BLOCKED )IN SOUTH WALL 

PARAPET LEVEL LOOKING SOUTH-WEST 



J GROUND FLOOR LOOKING EAST 
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DOORS OFF STAIR TURRET 



FIREPLACES I N WEST WALL 



SPIRAL STAIRCASE WITH MOULDED BRICK HANDRAIL 
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