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Derelict House  
close to 

Gilberts Farm 
Bransford 
Worcester 

 
NGR : SO 801 519 

 
A report on historic building interpretation 

 
 

Summary 
A derelict farmhouse at the site of Gilberts Farm, Bransford, Worcestershire (NGR SO 
801 519) was recorded prior to, and during renovation works. The analysis of the 
structure identified six main phases of construction and alteration dating from the 
medieval period to the 20th century. The first three phases consisting of construction and 
expansion of the farmhouse using timber framing with wattle and daub infill, while later 
phases concentrated on updating the structure, most notably by rebuilding large parts of 
it in brick during the 19th century. 

1. Introduction 
Marches Archaeology was commissioned by Dr Peter Wardle, on behalf of Wolverley 
Homes, to undertake historic building recording and interpretation of the partially derelict 
former farmhouse near the site of Gilberts Farm, Bransford, Worcestershire, NGR SO 
801 519 (Figure 1). Initial assessment of the building, together with a photographic 
survey, had previously been carried out by Marches Archaeology, prior to the submission 
of a planning proposal for renovation of the structure (Stone 2002). This project referred 
to the former farmhouse, a timber framed structure, and is part of a wider development 
which includes the surrounding area of the house and nearby hopkilns. Two briefs were 
written by Worcestershire Archaeological Service to cover the evaluation and recording 
on the farmhouse and the hopkilns (SMR: WSM31555 and SMR: WSM29833 
respectively), and a written scheme of investigation was produced by Marches 
Archaeology to cover the elements detailed in the briefs as well as some additional 
works. These included the excavation of an area inside the farmhouse beneath existing 
floorboards, and a watching brief on external groundworks for services and structural 
works. 
 
Subsequent to the assessment, it was agreed between Mike Glyde (Worcestershire 
Archaeological Advisor), Dr Peter Wardle and Marches Archaeology that more detailed 
recording of the timber framed farmhouse was required, together with a watching brief on 
any stripping out of material from the building. This took the form of a 3D real-time 
AutoCAD survey, which took place during the renovation of the building, between 
March and September 2003.  
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2. Aims and objectives 
The Institute of Field Archaeologist (IFA) defines Building Investigation and Recording 
as ‘a programme of work intended to establish the character, history, dating, form and 
archaeological development of a specified building, or structure, or complex, and its 
setting, including its buried components on land, inter-tidal zone or underwater.’ 
 
The purpose of Building Investigation and Recording is defined by the IFA as ‘to 
examine a specified building, structure, or complex, and its setting, in order to inform 
[either] the formulation of a strategy for the conservation, alteration, demolition, repair or 
management of a building, or structure, or complex and its setting [or] to seek a better 
understanding, compile a lasting record, analyse the findings/record, and then 
disseminate the results.’ 
 

3. Methodology 
The initial assessment consisted of a visual inspection of the building, together with a 
complete photographic survey of the interior and exterior of the structure using 35mm 
black and white negatives and colour transparency film. A number of the timbers were 
selected for dendrochronological dating, a process carried out by Michael Worthington of 
the Oxford Dendrochonology Laboratory. 
 
More detailed recording of the timber frames and the roof was carried out using a 
Reflectorless Leica Total Station running TheoLt in AutoCAD. This produced a real-
time, three dimensional, digital survey of the relevant elements of the building, with some 
details added on using measured hand drawing. During the watching brief a full digital 
and photographic record was maintained of any newly exposed elements. 

4. Archaeological and historical background 
The existing farmhouse is a Grade II Listed structure (ref: SO85SW 3/7), which includes 
a single cruck frame which is believed to be of medieval date. There have been several 
phases of major alteration and enlargement during the post medieval period. 
 
The following history is based on information gained from unpublished documentary 
research carried out by Peter Wardle. 
 
The Victoria County History states that there are conflicting references in the Chronicles 
of Evesham Abbey to the ownership of the Manor of Bransford. On the one hand it ‘is 
said to have been given to the Abbey of Evesham by Ethelbald, son of Alwi, King of the 
Mercians, in the year 716’, while on the other hand it was said to have been acquired for 
the abbey by Ethelwig between 1044 and 1059. This latter explanation is thought more 
likely as the Domesday Book records that the manor was held by Pershore Abbey in the 
earlier part of Edward the Confessor’s reign (1042-1066). After the conquest, Odo, 
Bishop of Bayeux, appropriated the manor and granted it to Urse. His descendants, the 
Beauchamp family (later the Earls of Warwick) held the manor until the 14th century. 
After their association with the manor ceased, the tenure is obscure until the 17th century, 
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when the manor passed through several families; the Lygons, Worfeilds, Rea’s, and 
Cooke's. 
 
The county Sites and Monuments Record has little to indicate settlement in the area prior 
to the Medieval period. Roman pottery has been found to the south-west (WSM07914) 
and there are undated ditches and an enclosure north of the Leominster junction in 
Powick (WSM 00984 and WSM00983). 
 
Despite its documented origins in the Saxon period or earlier, Bransford has yielded no 
archaeological evidence from this period. Instead it is the church (WSM07911) and the 
shrunken medieval settlement which form the nucleus of archaeological knowledge of the 
area. In addition to this is the moated site which forms the subject of this study. The 
presence of a moat is noted on the 1st, 2nd and Revised Ordnance Survey maps of the area 
(1888, 1905 and 1930) although only the northern arm in reality existed at this time, with 
the eastern arm formed by a small stream and the south and west arms having been lost. 
This feature is included in the ‘Provisional List of Moats in Worcestershire’ and was 
estimated as 90 yards by 55 yards, and having revealed two phases of metalled yard 
surfaces, together with the foundations of a now demolished building. 
 
The farmhouse which forms the subject of the current study is Grade II listed (ref  
SO85SW 3/7). The listing description is as follows: 

 
‘House. Probably early 17th century, with early and late 19th century 
alterations. Timber framing and brick with tiled roofs. Irregular plan. Two 
storeys. South front cased in 19th century brick. To the right are two 
gabled bays, the right-hand one lower. They have windows with segmental 
heads and a door in the left-hand bay under a gabled porch. To the left is a 
lower range of brick in two builds. It has three windows on the first floor 
and two on the ground floor, the right-hand one being enlarged in the 20th 
century. Door between ground-floor windows. Chimneys to left and right 
and at junction between lower range and main house. At the rear the 
framing is exposed, the trusses of the two gables of the main house having 
collars and tie-beams. A parallel wing extends northwards from the lower 
range and has a similar truss, with vertical struts and with V-struts above 
the collar. Interior: the left hand (west) room of the main house has deeply 
chamfered exposed ceiling beams and a 18th century cupboard framed by 
fluted pilasters with triglyphs. On the first floor the right and wing has a 
curved wind-brace, principle post, and cambered tie-beam exposed.’ 
 

5. Results 
Gilberts Farm is an L-shaped building, consisting of an east-west range of three bays with 
a two bay cross-wing at its eastern end (Figure 2). It is constructed of timber-framing and 
brick to two storeys with a attic storey over the eastern part of the east–west range, and 
has a plain tile roof. 
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Phase 1 
The first phase of construction is represented by the single cruck truss (Frame 2, Figure 
4) that survives in the current east-west range, together with the cross-wing at the east 
end of the building. 
  
The cruck truss is formed of a full cruck of elm, with an upper and lower collar, with a 
crown strut between. Disused stave holes in the lower face of the lower collar in its 
northern half are not matched by corresponding holes in the cross-beam which is a later 
insertion, although the lower collar also appears to be a later replacement. This is 
suggested by the fact that the collar is poorly jointed in to the blades, covering but not 
fully utilising the mortice hole, and pegged onto the west face of the blades. The height of 
the cruck spur, now removed but indicated by a half lap joint, indicates that the side walls 
of the range of this phase were slightly higher than the present Phase 2 walls, while a 
disused mortice hole on the east face of the blade shows that the truss originally 
supported wind-braces for the roof in the bay to the east of this frame. This indicates that 
the roof structure differed slightly east and west of the frame, although the lack of 
evidence for the frame being closed during this phase suggests that the differentiation 
may simply have been in decoration. 
 
Although the south and east walls, and part of the north wall of the cross-wing have been 
later replaced, this two-bay structure can be seen to be of box frame construction with 
large square panels infilled with wattle and daub panels (Figures 6 & 8).  
 
The cross-wing was probably two storied from the start, but appears to have been open at 
both ground and first floor level, with the central truss (Frame 5, Figure 7) later being 
enclosed. This truss has jowled posts (with straight stop cut chamfering) and arch braces 
supporting a cambered tie-beam and queen struts supporting a collar. The surviving north 
gable truss (Frame 6, Figure 8) also has a surviving jowled post and cambered tie-beam 
supporting three struts and a collar, but there is no evidence of single arch braces having 
been present. These trusses supported a trenched purlin roof with windbraces below 
(Figure 14). This cross-wing would have provided accommodation for the inhabitants of 
the house in the form of the upstairs solar, while the ground floor may have been used as 
a service room. The timber framing of the west wall of the cross-wing shows carpenters 
marks on the east face of the timbers, numbered sequentially 2-5 (II-V) from north to 
south. 
 
 

Phase 2 
The second phase of construction consisted of the rebuilding of the east-west range as a 
box frame structure of three unequal bays with two storeys to the west and an attic storey 
over a open hall the eastern bay. Frame 1 (Figure 2) forming the west end of the range 
was newly built, with the reused cruck frame (Frame 2) forming the western cross frame, 
and Frame 3 (Figure 5) built as the eastern cross frame. The east end of the range butted 
up against the existing Phase 1 cross-wing (Frame 4, Figure 6), with the roof carried over 
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the cross-wing rafters on valley rafters. The wall framing was of large, square panels with 
wattle and daub infill in all surviving panels. 
 
The attic storey had gables facing north and south, the south replaced at a later date, with 
a fourth truss constructed on top of the west wall of the cross wing (Frame 4) to carry the 
roof across. As the attic storey roof was higher than that of the cross-wing and east-west 
range, a small gablet was constructed over the apex of the cross-wing rafters with a 
simple step in the roof line at the western junction.  
 
It is possibly at this time that the lower collar was replaced in Frame 2, and a cross-beam 
inserted for the insertion of a first floor over the west and central bays. Frames 1 and 4 
from this phase had trusses with three struts between the tie-beam and collar with raking 
struts above the collar. Frame 3 is similar, although with 5 struts between the tie-beam 
and collar, two used to create a doorway to the attic, while the north facing truss of the 
eastern bay (Frame 7, Figure 9) had three struts between the tie-beam and lower collar, 
with the raking struts above the upper collar. Queen struts between the upper and lower 
collar formed the sides of the only surviving window of this phase. This was of two 
lights, with two wooden mullions which were chamfered internally and had ovolo 
moulding externally. The gablet consisted of a single king strut. The trusses supported a 
trenched purlin roof with a ridge piece.  
 
A brick chimney stack (Figure 9) was constructed butting up against the west side of 
Frame 3, internally rectangular in plan but with an eight-sided star plan chimney above 
roof level. This provided a large fireplace in the east ground floor room, but there is no 
surviving evidence of any other fireplaces serving rooms to the west or on the first floor.  
 
Virtually no framing of this phase survives at ground floor level. The whole of the south 
wall has been replaced, and later alterations have removed the lower part of the western 
gable-end wall. That this frame did originally mark the extent of the east-west range is 
clear from the severe weathering visible on its western face at first floor level. Later 
alterations have also removed or hidden any evidence of whether the surviving cruck 
frame was infilled at ground floor level during this phase. Framing does survive in the 
north wall of the east bay, and it is in this section that the only surviving door of this 
phase is found, now accessing the north extension. A second doorway is indicated by a 
chamfer on the north face of the rail further to the west, in what is now the dairy/buttery 
(Figure 9). 
 
The first floor room of the western bay was a half storey extending into the roof space, 
and if lit, a window must have existed in the west gable wall. There is no visible evidence 
for such a window, although this may be hidden or removed by later alterations. East of 
this room was a smaller room created by the narrower central bay. The chimney stack is 
present in the north-west corner, and immediately adjacent to it is a ladder accessing the 
attic level.  
 
Access between the western two bays and east bay at first floor level is unclear, as there 
is no evidence for primary doors. The present door in Frame 3 was inserted at a later date, 
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with disused pegholes and mortices indicating where a rail has been removed, suggesting 
that there was no access from the eastern bay west. This would indicate that there was a 
form of access to first floor level west of frame 3, either as a second staircase or by 
ladder. There is no evidence of a doorway within Frame 2, although again there have 
been later alterations to this frame. The infill on the south side is of a lath and plaster of a 
later date and it is possible that the frame was open below the lower collar at first floor 
level. 
 
The attic storey consisted of a single room in the eastern bay, accessed, as stated above, 
by a ladder located next to the chimney stack. The height of the roof in this bay was 
higher than the rest of the east-west range, with the northern purlin of the western bays 
built into the chimneystack. A truss was constructed on top of the west wall of the cross-
wing (Frame 4, Figure 6), dividing the room from the roof space of the cross-wing, and 
providing support for the attic roof, which was carried across and over the western half of 
the cross-wing roof. Within this roof space above the cross-wing rafters, a short second 
purlin was placed above the main attic purlin which stops just east of the truss. This 
secondary purlin is a reused post, possibly from the Phase 1 building or from elsewhere, 
as painted decoration, including a dog’s head and floral motifs, can be seen on one face 
(Figure 15). 
 
It is possibly during this phase that the first floor of the cross-wing was subdivided by 
infilling the cross-frame (Frame 5, Figure 7). A slightly off-centre doorway allowed 
continued access between the two bays. 
 

Phase 3 (c. 1625) 
A two storey, single bay extension was built onto the north side of the east-west range. 
This was timber framed on a brick and sandstone plinth, with large square panels. These 
panels were largely infilled with wattle and daub, with three infilled with brick at the base 
of the western frame (Frame 11, Figure 13). Whether this brickwork is original, or 
inserted using reused early post medieval bricks at a later date is unclear as it was not 
removed, and so the rails not inspected.  
 
The corner posts are all jowled, and there is a downward brace in the south corner of 
Frame 10. The south half of the west frame (Frame 8, Figure 10) at ground floor level has 
been replaced during later alterations, but it is likely that there was similar bracing on this 
side. The truss of Frame 9, has four vertical struts between the tie-beam and collar, the 
central pair of which form the sides of a window, the mullion holes of which were visible 
on the removal of a later replacement. The ground floor room had two equally placed 
bridging beams with simple chamfering. This extension appears originally to have been 
unheated, as the present chimney stack is a later insertion, involving the removal of a rail 
from the timber panelling.  
 
At the same time the east room of the east-west range on the ground floor appears to have 
been updated, with the insertion of a square patterned coffered ceiling formed by steep 
chamfered bridging beams together with thick transverse beams. It is likely that it was 
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also at this time that timber benches (currently removed and in storage) were added 
around the north and west walls of this room. A staircase was built into the south-east 
corner of the eastern bay of the range. This has a quarter winding turn, and is datable by 
surviving squat, turned balusters, a moulded handrail and pyramidal finials. This led 
directly into the first floor room formed by the eastern bay of the range. A door was 
inserted into Frame 3 to allow access throughout the first floor. 
 
The subdivision of the first floor of the cross-wing, if it did not occur in the Phase 2 
reconstruction of the building, would also have occurred in this phase. 
 
This phase of construction has been dated from dendrochronlogical samples taken from 
the corner posts and purlins of the first floor north extension. The date ranges given by 
the four datable samples all give a felling date of spring 1625 AD. 
 

Phase 4 (later 17th and 18th centuries)  
Some time after its construction, the ground floor of the north extension was subdivided, 
with the insertion of a partition wall creating two unequally sized rooms. This is timber 
framed, with around half the panels infilled with wattle and daub indicating a 17th century 
date. The lower panels are largely infilled with modern brick with a cement mortar, 
showing later alteration. 
 
The remainder of the work carried out during this phase consisted of the addition of 
fittings such as skirting boards. One more substantial feature dating to this phase is the 
large cupboard inserted into the south face of the brick chimney stack at ground floor 
level. This is flanked by fluted pilasters with guttae above, and dates stylistically to the 
later 18th century. 
 

Phase 5 (19th century) 
During the 19th century a large part of the farmhouse was replaced in brick, and the north 
extension was clad in timber. This appears to have taken place in three separate sub-
phases.  
 
Phase 5a 
The east and south walls of the cross-wing and the east part of Frame 5, together with the 
south wall of the east and central bays of the east-west range, were rebuilt in brick laid in 
Flemish bond. Below the cross-wing the cellar was dug out and lined with brick. A brick 
chimney stack was constructed against the east elevation of the cross-wing, providing 
ground and first floor fireplaces. The fireplace in the northern extension at ground floor 
level was also probably of this phase, while the fireplace in the eastern bay of the east-
west range was remodelled. 
 
It was probably during this reconstruction of the cross-wing that the door between the 
first floor rooms was blocked, and a doorway inserted at the north end of Frame 4 to 
create separate entrances to these rooms. It is possible that the south door frame of this 
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date was inserted into an existing entrance, with no evidence of an earlier door frame in a 
different position. 
 
Probably linked to this was the construction of plaster partition walls within the first floor 
east bay of the east-west range to create a passage dividing the main body of the room 
from the doorways to the two cross-wing rooms and the first floor north extension. 
 
Phase5b 
At a slightly later date, the south wall of the western bay of the east-west range was 
replaced in brick also in Flemish bond, and a second staircase constructed in the south-
east corner of this bay. A new brick, two-storey bay was constructed at the west end of 
the east-west range, the ground floor room containing a large kitchen range. Frame 1 was 
removed at ground floor level, underpinned by a large reused timber with its south end 
built into the south wall, and supported to the north by a brick cross wall (Figure 3). On 
the first floor, a door was inserted into Frame 1 to allow access into the new bay at this 
level. A number of other timbers were replaced in this area at the same time, 
differentiated from the original Phase 2 timbers by their lack of heavy weathering. 
 
It would also have been at this time that the north wall between Frames 1 and 2 was 
removed at ground floor level, and the brick replacement extended northwards to produce 
an outshut. The lower part of Frame 2 was also rebuilt, with a brick cross wall 
constructed at ground floor level, supporting the upper half of Frame 2 and part of Frame 
10.  
 
A brick partition wall was constructed between the southern ends of the two brick cross 
walls of Frames 1 and 2 to create an enclosed room to the north and passageway 
containing the second staircase to the south. A reused timber was attached to the lower 
face of the head plate of the northern wall (Frame 8) and built into the brick cross walls 
of Frames 1 and 2 in order to support what remained of Frame 8 on the first floor. The 
enlarged room created by this outshut appears to have been used as a dairy or pantry, 
with a large slate work bench along the west wall of the room, and shelves lining the 
south and west walls. 
 
Phase 5c 
This phase seems to consist only of the construction of a second outshut structure on the 
north side of the phase 5b brick bay and the rebuilding of the Phase 5 wall between 
Frames 1 and 2, bringing the north wall of the house into a continuous line at ground 
floor level. This was also of brick, laid in English bond. 
 

Phase 6 (20th century) 
There appears to have been little constructional work carried out in the 20th century, that 
which has occurred taking the form of repairs to existing fabric, rather than the 
construction of new elements. Part of the Phase 5c outshut was rebuilt using 
breezeblocks, as was part of the north wall between Frames 2 and 3. 
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6. Discussion 
Little can be determined of the plan of the east-west range during its earliest phase, but if 
comparison is made to common building types of the medieval and post medieval period 
it is likely that it was a hall-and-cross-wing house, with the cross wing also being of 
Phase 1 construction. The east-west range was at least partially of cruck construction, 
with the cross-wing being box-framed. In the western counties it was not uncommon for 
a cruck built main range to be teamed with a box-framed cross-wing, or indeed for a 
single cruck truss to be used centrally in an otherwise box-framed structure (Moran, 
2003). Which of these forms of construction was used in the Phase 1 house is impossible 
to determine from the surviving evidence. 
 
It is conjectured that the Phase 1 range was of comparable size to that of Phase 2, with a 
similar plan of three unequal bays. If so the open hall which is evidenced by the cruck 
truss may have been accompanied by a cross-passage at the western end of the range. 
There is insufficient evidence to determine the layout to any detail, but this simple type of 
cruck frame building consisting of a two-bay hall, with a cross-passage dividing the hall 
from the cross-wing was common in Worcestershire and Herefordshire from the early 
12th to the mid 16th century, as were more superior types with a second service bay or 
cross-wing at the lower end of the hall (Brown, 1982). The evidence of mortice holes on 
the east face of the cruck blades indicates that wind-braces were present in the roof 
structure of the bay to the east of the frame, but that none were present to the west. This 
may indicate that the cruck frame marked the end of the building, although the lack of 
evidence for the frame being infilled below the level of the lower collar at this stage 
disputes this. Instead the presence or absence of wind-braces may indicate a 
differentiation between a ‘high’ (east) and ‘low’ (west) end of the open hall. 
 
The cross-wing appears to have been two-storied, with an open solar occupying the 
whole of the first floor. The central truss contains the arched brace collar beam, 
commonly used as a decorative feature in medieval open trusses and found in many 
domestic roofs of Herefordshire and Worcestershire of the 14th and 15th centuries (Brown, 
1986). The area above the collar in this case however, contains simple vertical struts 
rather than the more decorative ones that are often found with these braces in buildings of 
high status.  The use of these braces, together with the trench purlined roof which was 
developing within the later 15th and early 16th century give a suggested date of the later 
15th century, towards the end of the cruck framing tradition in this area. 
 
The ground floor was probably used as a combined dairy/pantry, a feature common in 
farmhouses of this type where pastoral agriculture was predominant (Brown, 1982). 
Often the cross-wing contained a small ante-room containing a separate staircase to 
access the first, floor, but there is no remaining evidence of such a structure at Gilberts 
Farm. It is unclear if the solar was heated, but the Phase 5 chimneystack may well have 
replaced an original one of this date. 
 
During Phase 2 the east-west range was rebuilt, using a Phase 1 cruck frame and butting 
up against the west side of the cross-wing. The range was of three unequal bays, with the 
position of the cross frames (Frames 2 and 3) creating a narrow central bay, in which is 
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located the brick chimneystack. This was an arrangement common during the early 
provision of brick stacks, carrying on from the previous tradition of using a narrow bay 
within the structure as a smoke hood.  
 
The new range was of two storeys within the western bays, although here the first floor 
rooms were clearly of low status due to the low height of the side walls, possibly used as 
storage. These would have made the provision of windows in the north or south 
elevations impossible, although one may have been placed in the west gable end wall, the 
evidence of which removed or hidden by later alterations. The current floor within the 
eastern bay, together with the staircase accessing it, are of a later phase, and it appears 
that this bay formed a hall open to two storeys, with an attic room above. This would 
correspond to known building types including single bay halls, with a two storied bay 
containing a service room on the ground floor with chamber above to one side with a 
parlour, and solar above, to the other (Brown 1982). That it was open to two storeys is 
supported by the fact that there appears to be no access at this date between the eastern 
bay and those to the west, the current doorway in Frame 3 created at a later date by the 
removal of a rail. This indicates that access to the western rooms must have been directly 
by a staircase or ladder, the evidence for which has now been removed. 
 
The nature of the division of the west and central bay is unclear. The infilling of the cruck 
frame below the lower collar on the first floor is of lath and plaster and is clearly of a 
later date, but it is not possible to ascertain if this replaces earlier wattle and daub. In the 
northern half of the frame, which is currently open, there are stave holes in the lower face 
of the lower collar but no corresponding grooves or mortice holes in the cross-beam 
which would have to have been inserted in this phase. However it is also unclear whether 
this cross-beam is a later replacement of the Phase 2 insertion. 
 
The widespread alteration of the ground floor has made determining the layout of this 
level difficult. The only surviving evidence of an external door appears to exist in the 
north wall of the eastern bay, now used to access the north extension from this room. 
There is no remaining evidence of whether Frame 2 was infilled at ground floor level at 
this time, or whether it was open to the western bay.  The creation of two storeys in these 
western bays probably indicate the relocation of the service room from the ground floor 
of the solar, to the ground floor west room. This would have created a ‘upper’ and 
‘lower’ end to the house, with the ground floor cross-wing now possibly used as a 
parlour. 
 
The first floor of the cross-wing may have been subdivided during this phase, or in Phase 
3, with no clear evidence assigning it to either phase. 
 
The decline in popularity of both cruck built farmhouses in the west and the open hall 
started in the 16th century, although on a smaller scale they continued to be built as late as 
the early 18th century (Brown, 1982). Both trenched purlin roofs and brick chimneystacks 
and fireplaces were features widely adopted in the latter half of the 16th century, while the 
ovolo mullion window and star plan chimneystack more closely indicate a later 16th 
century date.  
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Phase 3, dated by dendrochronology to 1625 or shortly after, appears to represent an 
upgrading of the existing farmhouse with the construction of the north extension 
providing additional accommodation. This was accessed directly from the eastern bay 
rooms on the ground and first floor, utilising the surviving Phase 2 door on the ground 
floor. This extension does not appear to have been heated, with the existing stack 
(inserted in phase 5) necessitating changes to the Phase 3 frame. This, together with the 
undecorated ceiling beams (devoid even of simple chamfering), indicate that the new 
accommodation was of relatively low status.  
 
The position of these beams, together with the construction of the cross-wall, indicates 
that the division of the ground floor took place after the construction of the extension. 
However, the use of wattle and daub as the original infill of the panels suggests that this 
took place within the 17th century, or at latest early 18th century, and may have occurred 
quite soon after the original construction. 
 
The eastern bay was modernised with the insertion of a new first-floor floor and the 
provision of timber benches around the east and north walls. The bridging beams were 
teamed with heavy transverse beams to form a square pattern of a coffered ceiling, 
indicating a room of some status.  In the south-east corner of the room a staircase was 
inserted to access the first floor, and it was probably at this time that a doorway was 
created in Frame 3 allowing access to the western rooms on this floor.  
 
The house remained structurally unchanged during the 18th century, with the notable 
additions being in the form of a ground floor cupboard and other internal fittings in order 
to update the interior of the building. 
 
The 19th century saw a major rebuilding programme, with the east and south walls of the 
cross-wing and the majority of the ground floor walls of the east-west range together with 
the south wall on the first floor rebuilt in brick, while the north extension was clad in 
timber. In addition a new bay was built onto the western end of the building, providing a 
kitchen range on the ground floor and extra accommodation on the first floor. 
 
At least two new chimney stacks were constructed, one at the west end of the new bay, 
and one on the west side of the north extension, while that built on the east side of the 
cross-wing was possibly a replacement of an earlier stack. A fireplace was also provided 
in the eastern first floor room of the east west range. The south wall of the east-west 
range, west of the attic room, was built to a height above that of the Phase 2 wall 
allowing the provision of windows to light the rooms between Frame 1 and 3. This 
necessitated the replacement of the roof rafters on the south side of this range.  
 
These improvements, together with the insertion of partition walls on the first floor to 
create smaller, more private rooms with individual access via a passageway all 
significantly raised the standard of living accommodation within the building.  
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The ground floor room of the cross-wing was converted to living accommodation with 
the provision of a kitchen in the new bay. A dairy/buttery room was retained, with the 
newly extended room between Frame 1 and 2 on the ground floor equipped with a large 
slate cold slab and numerous shelves. This suggests that dairy processing still formed an 
important part of daily life within the household. 
 
Little in the way of improvement was carried out during the 20th century, with a minimal 
amount of maintenance work to the fabric of the building taking place. Phase 6 appears to 
represent a period of decline, with eventual abandonment of the structure taking place in 
the later half of the 20th century. 
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