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OLD HALL. BARDEN 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RECORDING. FEBRUARY 1999. 

1. InstnictiQiis were received from John G. HiUs, estate agents, to 
cany out archaeological recording in advance of the extensive refurbishment of 
Old HaU farmhouse, Barden, near Leybum (SE 142 934), a Grade II* Listed 
BuUding. This work was required to discharge a planning condition. 

2. Fieldwork was carried mi by Percival TumbuU and Deborah Walsh, 
of this Practice, on the 16th of February, 1999. At this time, aU internal plaster 
had been removed from the ground fioor, and several modem stud partitions 
stripped out, exposing several features hitherto concealed. It is understood that, 
apart fi'om smaU-scale repairs, works are to be confined to the ground fioor. 
Recording work was restricted to intemal features in the lower storey, which wiU 
again be hidden by new plaster, and to such extemal features as are likely to be 
damaged or which are of particular importance in iUustrating the history of the 
buUding. Photographs and other archive material wiU be deposited with the North 
Yorksfadre Sites and Monuments Record. 

BACKGROUND: BARDEN OLD HALL 
3. The house is beUeved to be the capital messuage occupied from the 
thirteenth to the fifteenth centuries by the famUy of EgglescUffe {VCH, 246). It 
appears also to have been one of the two manor houses in the viUage after this 
time, when the lordship was divided. 

4. The mediaeval origins of Old HaU have long been recognised: the 
buUding has been described as of 'the first quarter of the fifteenth century, or 
periiaps earUer' (VCH), and as 'perhaps early C15' (Listing description, perhaps 
drawing on VCH). The buUding has long been in use as a farmhouse, and has seen 
some recent alterations: there are several modem windows, and tiie house has been 
recentiy re-roofed (there seems to be no surviving trace of the original roof 
timbers). There are several points of difference between the brief description given 
by the Victoria County History, pubUshed in 1914, and the Listing description of 
1967 (which, with regard to visible extemal features, is stiU fairly accurate). 

DESCRIPTION OF THE BUILDING (Letters in brackets refer to Fig. 1) 

THE HALL BLOCK 

5. Barden Old HaU is a house of two storeys, buUt in a 'T' plan. Of 
the two ranges, that aUgned north-south is the main HaU range. This shows signs 
of having been increased in height: there is a change in the coursing of the 
masonry about half a storey below the level of the eaves, above which the stones 
used are rather smaUer. It is possible that this increase in height was associated 
with the conversion of an original open haU to a two-storey range. At the level of 
the change in character of the waUing may be seen in a couple of places on the 



west side of the haU block (and also on the southem face of the cross-wing to the 
south) pieces of very decayed timber (currentiy causing some structural problems): 
it is possible that these are the remains of an original waU-plate, with the later 
additional courses of masonry laid directiy upon them. 

6. The northern end of the haU block has been entirely rebuUt from a 
point about 1.25 metres above ground level. Below this level, the north waU is 
bonded into the east and west sides of the block: above, there are straight, 
unbonded joints. The original IOWCT courses project sUghtiy below the rebuUt waU: 
above, the more recent masonry contains large, flat slabs of a slatey stone (perhaps 
re-used broken roof slabs which are a feature of aU the recent rebuUding and 
blocking at Old HaU, but which are absent from the earUer parts of the stracture. 
The fact that the northem end of the buUding had been demoUshed is mentioned by 
VCH, suggesting that it was then a fairly recent event. The integrity of the 
surviving lower courses of the original waU with the sides of the block denies any 
possibiUty that there was once an original cross-wing on this northem end. A 
single, smaU ground-floor window in this northem waU is of no historical interest. 

7. There is some indication that the haU block might be earUer in date 
than the cross-wing. The southem end of the west waU of the haU, inside the 
westera half of the cross-wing, retains at a high level some cut and dressed 
sandstone blocks (A) which resemble quoins: they best m ê sense as the original 
external south-west coraer of the haU, onto which the service wing has later been 
added. This sequence would also account for the otherwise unnecessary thickness 
of the waU between haU and cross-wing, east of this point. Unfortunately, no clear 
relationship between the two parts of the buUding could be disceraed at their 
junction on the eastera side of tiie house. 

8. The westera side of the haU block has three blocked doorways (B-
D), which are service doors to the original screens passage of the mediaevad haU. 
Only two are mentioned by VCH and by the Usting description: the southernmost 
(D) seems until now to have escaped notice, although tiu'ee, rather than two, 
screens doors would be more usual. The identification of these doors as the screens 
seems beyond doubt, and implies the former existence of a service buUding to the 
west. No trace of this can be seen. 

9. At the northera end is a blocked doorway (B), which has always 
been visible on the external waU face. It is wide, with gritstone external facings 
which feature a four-centred arch with a pronounced, rounded hoUow chamfer to 
the arris. The quaUty of this masonry is very high. The newly-exposed internal 
side of this door shows remains of different style and material (Fig. 2): a moulded 
arch of yeUow sandstone with an ogival head, presumably earUer in date than the 
external dressings. Below this has been inserted a lintel of oak (the sequence is 
discussed at 10 below). 

10. The central screens door (C) shows a more complex sequence. 
ExternaUy, no real trace survives of the original head, although the masonry above 
the door does show some signs of disturbance (Fig. 3). The interior aspect. 



however (Fig. 4), shows the remains of the same sort of sandstcme, ogee-headed 
arch as was seen at (B). The blocked door may be seen quite clearly, witii original, 
rather eroded sandstone dressings to the jamb on the north side. To the south of 
this has been inserted a window, partiy destroying the south side of the original 
door. It is very nearly square-headed, with dressings of the same gritstone, and 
with the same hoUow chamfer, as on the northern screens door at (B). similar 
windows (in the same material) at Marrick Priory are dated to the tum of the 
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, and such a date seems reasonable here, too. 
The northera side of the window has been damaged by the insertion of an oak 
Untel, below which is more blocking material of a phase of door with newer, 
uneroded sandstone dressings to the southera jamb. The sequence, therefore, is: 

(i) Constraction of the original, central, screens door with sandstone 
ogival head. 

(U) Blocking of the door. 

(in) Insertion of window with gritstone facings. 

(iv) Blocking of the window and ins^on of new door with timber 
lintel and new sandstone jamb on the south side. 

(v) Final blocking of the door. 

11. Of the southernmost screens door (D), nothing could be seen but the 
rectangular outline of an opening of the appropriate size. Although it has not 
previously been remarked, this blocked opening is, in fact, clearly visible on the 
external face. 

12. A further blocked entrance to the haU block could be seen at the 
north end of the east side (E), where a door has been fiUed in and replaced by a 
modem window. No detaU of the door has survived. 

13. To the south of this is a smaU blocked window, squarish in shape, 
plain, of a single small Ught and probably seventeenth century in date. This feature 
is not mentioned in the Listing description, and appears to have been hitherto 
hidden behind a thick growth of creeper, which has now been removed. 

14. The modera entrance to the haU block, in the centre of the east side, 
appears to be a modera (nineteenth century) insertion, rather cradely bodged 
through the mediaeval waU. To the south is a modera, three-Ught window which 
has been there at least since 1967, but which replaces a window of three ogee-
headed Ughts, StiU extant in 1914. The splays of fine dressed sandstone survive. 

15. There appears to have been a further ground-floor window in the 
south-east coraer of the haU block (G). Thô e is Uttie trace of this: internaUy, it 
has been converted into a cupboard, but the southera jamb may be seen of a 
window which was sUghtiy larger than the cupboard. ExternaUy, the waU at this 



point shows signs of disturbance, but no detail may be made out. The description 
in VCH mentions a window (blocked by 1914) of two Ughts, with a square 
moulded label: this was almost certainly the window which has been lost here. 

16. InternaUy, the haU block is divided by an internal waU to the north 
of the modera entrance passage. This is not an original waU, and is not bonded in 
to the mediaeval masonry. The southera end of the block has been much damaged 
by the insertion of a fireplace and chinmey stack: it is unlikely that much original 
masonry survives. It is possible that this was the location of a newel stair to give 
access to the upper floor after conversion of the haU: certainly, the present stair 
arrangements seem to be entirely modera, and an old stair-weU might be 
considered a suitable place for the insertion of a chinmey stack. 

17. The beams which support the upper floor of the hall block, like 
those of the cross-wing, are of oak, and impressively and richly moulded, with 
run-off chamfers and sophisticated beading. Joists and other timbers are also 
chamfered. This work presumably belongs to the period at which the building was 
converted from an open haU, probably in the early seventeenth century. 

THE CROSS WING 

18. The cross-wing is now divided into two large ground-floor rooms. 
The dividing wall (which has a blocked door at its northera end) is not an early 
feature: it is not bonded into the main walls, and conceals one of the large 
moulded beams which are beUeved to be of seventeenth-century date. There is no 
trace of earUer partitions but, since these are likely to have been of stod, it is 
unsurprising that nothing should survive. The cross-wing is buUt at a sUghtiy lower 
level than the haU block, and there are single steps up from the two c(nmecting 
doors. 

19. The most obvious feature of this wing is the fine, four-Ught, 
gritstone mulUoned window in the eastera part of the south side. It has a hood
mould with square, moulded labels, and appears to have been of the same style as 
the smaUer window, now lost, at (G). There are indications that a window of 
simUar dimensions existed in the upper storey, directiy above this four-light 
window. This clearly represents a major period of renovation and alteration: the 
window is of seventeenth-century type, but the square labels are generaUy an early 
feature and a date at the beginning of the century might be appropriate (indeed, 
VCH suggests a sixteenth-century date, which is not necessarily too early). 

20. On the internal face of the eastera waU, current works have revealed 
a large early fireplace (Fig. 5). A huge oak lintel is supported by jambs of 
sandstone, the lowest parts of which are elaborately chamfered. These obviously 
represent the earUest period of the fireplace, and a mediaeval date is entirely 
plausible. Blockings of brick and stone indicate the progressive reduction of the 
hearth untU the present smaU modera fireplace was inserted: an area left as a 
cupboard on the north side has recentiy been fiUed with breeze blocks. A 
substantial exteraal stack on the east waU of the wing confinns the early origin of 



tile fireplace, and adds to the suggestion that this part of the cross-wing was the 
original kitchen. 

21. Another large fireplace, of much more recent origin, has been buUt 
in the westera end of the wing. To the soutii of this is a large recess (I), used for a 
cupboard: it has originated as another blocked door. VirtuaUy nothing of this can 
be seen on the inside, but removal of external render has exposed the edge of the 
blocking on its southera side, where a jamb would have been. In the northera part 
of the opening are the very mutilated remains of a sandstone window (Fig. 6), 
with a cusped head of late mediaeval type. This area was rather obscured when 
examined, but it appears that the window has been inserted into the blocking of the 
door, in which case the door too is mediaeval, and probably belongs to the original 
constraction of the cross-wing. 

SUMMARY: THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE HOUSE 

22. The earliest constraction at Old HaU, Barden is difficult to date: the 
earliest individual feature seems to be the rather flat, ogival head inside the 
northera screens door (B), for which the early fifteenth-century date usually 
associated with the house seems consistent. The basic form of the open haU is, 
however, very venerable, and an earUer origin for Old HaU cannot be discounted. 
The sequence of events, then, appears to be: 

(i) Constraction of the haU block shortiy after 1400. The position of the 
screens doors strongly suggests a service wing of some sort on the 
westera side. 

(u) Constraction of the cross-wing to the south. This was presumably a 
service wing, and may weU have made an earUer service block 
redundant. This therefore seems to be a suitable occasion for the 
demoUtion of the putative westera block, with the blocking of the 
two southera screens doors, the substitution for one of them of a 
window, and the refiirbishment of the northera screens door. A date 
shortiy before 1500 is possible, though rather at odds with the 
mutUated window at (I) 

(in) At a later date, and for some reason, the blocked screens doors were 
unblocked (using timber lintels), and then blocked again. 

(iv) There is no objective reason why the conversion of the hall to a 
two-storeyed house needs to be put earlier than the late sixteenth 
century, the earliest possible date for the mulUoned windows. Such a 
date seems consistent with the moulded beams. 

(v) There is evidence for a major refiu-bishment in the earUer mneteenth 
century (including a datestone above the south door, '1831'), and 
considerable piecemeal alteration and replacement in the twentieth. 
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The Brigantia Archaeological Practice 
Old HaU, Barden 
Fig. 1 
Ground Plan 
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The Brigantia Archaeological Practice 
Old Hall, Barden 
Fig. 2 
Northem screens door, interaal 
Scale 1:20 



The Brigantia Archaeological Practice 
Old Hall, Barden 
Fig. 3 
Middle screens door, extemal 
Scale 1:20 



The Brigantia Archaeological Practice 
Old Hall, Barden 
Fig. 4 
Middle screens door, intemal 
Scale 1:20 
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The Brigantia Archaeological Practice 
Old Hall, Barden 
Fig. 5 
Fireplace in cross-wing 
Scale 1:20 



The Brigantia Archaeological ftactice 
Old Hall, Barden 
Fig. 6 
Blocked window on west side of cross-wing 
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