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Fig. 2 (a-b). Views of the house after the fire.
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Fig. 2 (c-d). Views of the house after the fire.
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Fig. 3. Ground floor plan, showing truss and bay numbering.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION
SUMMARY AND HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT

Home Farm, Harby was destroyed by fire in 1984, and this report is based on the evidence of eight
photographs taken after the fire, a roughly scaled ground floor plan and a tree-ring dating report by the
Nottingham University Tree-ring Dating Laboratory. As a consequence, information about the building is
less complete than for other houses studied. The trusses are numbered C1 and C2, as shown on the plan.

The general view (Fig. 1) shows the house in relation to the long farm-building/cottage range to its
north, and Figures 2a-d show details of the structure. Its precise site can be identified in relation to this
range on early maps. A photograph of c. 1900 shows the eastern end of the range.1 Home Farm was a
three-bayed cruck structure dated through dendrochronology to c1380. It had two cruck trusses with type
‘D’ apexes in the centre of the building (Fig. 3). The original house appears to have been a three-bay full-
cruck structure, most probably with a service bay, hall and chamber (most likely at the west end) (Fig. 3).
The date of the floor in the chamber bay is unknown. It may well have predated the hall floor, though it
is unlikely to be primary.

In the seventeenth century (c. 1657), the hall was floored over. A chimney was inserted under the
hall truss (possibly preceded by a fire hood), and a winder staircase built immediately to the north. The
lower parts of the timber-framed side walls were probably replaced in ironstone at about this time.
Probably in the nineteenth century, the rest of the external walls were replaced in brickwork and the roof
covered in pantiles.

1 Harby Village website, http://www.harby.co.uk/0279.htm, accessed on 21 Dec 2011).
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STRUCTURAL FEATURES

PHASE 1: The external dimensions (measured from the foundations) were about 45ft by 19ft, which is
somewhat wider than for most Leicestershire cruck houses. The building appears to measure about 10
feet to the eaves, and another 10 feet to the apex to the ridge (estimated from a count of 40 brick courses
on the eastern gable end). The cruck blades themselves were whole trees, roughly squared with a gentle
bend at eaves level (Fig. 4). They were, however, exceptionally irregular in form (notably the southern
blade of truss C2); this suggests that suitable trees for crucks were not readily available to the builders.
The cruck blades crossed at the apex to form a type ‘D’ apex, and this supported a diagonally set ridge.
The cruck spurs were half-lapped onto the west face of the cruck blades. A collar was similarly halved
across the blades about half way up the roof slope. Both trusses had tiebeams which were presumably
also halved across the blades (though neither joint is visible in the photographs). The presence of these
tiebeams makes it most likely that both trusses were closed; plastered infill remained in the upper part of
truss C1. If the chimney was inserted in the characteristic hearth-passage position (consistent with the
entry position in the south wall), then the eastern bay (I) was presumably the service end.

Fig. 4. Section of Truss T2

The extended ends of the collars supported the purlins. These appeared to have been scarfed at the
trusses, possibly with plain splayed scarfs. The rafters, a few of which survived the fire in the
westernmost bay, were cleaved and very uneven in section and form. No windbraces were visible in the
post-fire photographs. The house was obviously thatched originally. A single section of wallplate appears
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in the photographs, on the south side of the easternmost bay. This had fallen off the cruck spur to truss
C2, but was still suspended at eaves level at the gable end. There appear to be mortices in this member,
strongly suggesting the walls were originally timber framed.

LATER PHASES: The only available information is included in the summary (above).

DENDROCHRONOLOGY
For dendrochronology abbreviations see page facing Introduction.

Sampling Comments: Thirteen sawn samples were obtained from the various surviving timbers, by the
Nottingham University Tree-Ring Dating Laboratory, in March 1984. Precise sampling locations are not
known.

TREE-RING SAMPLE RECORD AND SUMMARY OF DATING

Sample Total Sapwood FMR LHR LMR Date
Code Sample Location Rings Rings Date Date Date Cat
HBY-C01 Principal beam, SE bay 58 — — — — —
HBY-C02 Lintel 72 HS — — — —
HBY-C03 Not known 37 NM — — — — —
HBY-C04 Tiebeam 65 14 — — — —
HBY-C05 Cruck blade (pair with C06) 68 12 1308 1363 1375 2
HBY-C06 Cruck blade (pair with C05) 73 18C? 1307 1361 1379 2
HBY-C07 Cruck blade (pair with C08) 67 14 1313 1365 1379 2
HBY-C08 Cruck blade (pair with C07) 60 HS — — — —
HBY-C09 Ridge piece 56 — — — — —
HBY-C10 Purlin 71 13 1587 1644 1657 weak
HBY-C11 Floor joist 92 17C? 1564 1638 1655 1
HBY-C12 Cruck spur 48 13 1332 1366 1379 2
HBY-C13 Floor joist, middle bay 89 — — — — —

Site sequence: (composed of samples 5, 6, 7, 12) 73 rings long dated 1307–1379 with t-values of 6.5
(E.MID), 5.1 (OXHASQ4, site sequence of OXH-A, VA20.89).

Sample 10 dated 1587–1657 with t-values of 4.7 (E.MID), 5.1 (FORBSQ010) 4.2 (ARN-H1, Trans.
Thoroton Soc, 1979) 4.1 (BLI-C1, Trans. Thoroton Soc, 1982) and 3.8 (BRA-T1, Trans. Thoroton Soc,
1979); Sample 11 dated 1564–1655 with t-values of 6.7 (E.MID) and 5.6 (MGB-E01); the match for
sample 10 is relatively weak, but it corresponds to the stronger match for sample 11.
When originally examined, sample C08 was matched with C10-C11 and dated to c. 1657 (VA15.84), but
on re-evaluation, this match is no longer supported.

Estimated felling dates: c. 1380 for samples C05-C07, C12, (VA15.84). (Sample 6 with the last dated
ring probably with complete sapwood)
c. 1657 for samples C10, C11; (sample C11 probably with complete sapwood).


