
(0-2 6 

T H E B R I G A N T I A A R C H A E O L O G I C A L PRACTICE 

BRITANNIA CHAMBERS 
18a HORSEMARKET 
BARNARD CASTLE 

Co DURHAM DL12 8LZ 

TeL/fax: 01833 630125 Email: enquiries@brigantiaarchaeology.co.uk 

Gail Falkingham, 
Heritage Unit, 
North Yorkshire County Council, 
County Hall, . , 
Northallerton DL7 8AQ. 

Dear Gail, 

1th 

NYCC HER 

SNY 
ENY 
CNY 
Parish 10^6 

1003/03/05; 

N.Y.C.C. 
ENVIRONIVJENTAL SERVICES 

R«od. - 5 MAR 2003 
Pass to I 
Ackd. 
Ansd. 

ABBEY COTTAGE, SPENNITHORNE 

This is to let you know that I went yesterday, on behalf of the owner Mr Grainger, to 
carry out the watching brief required as a planning condition of the redevelopment of 
the east end of Abbey Cottage. Excavations involved the reduction of intemal floor 
levels (where only modem deposits were encountered) and the digging-out of 
foundations which followed the footprint of a ruined part of the biiilding which had 
been previously demolished (so that only the previous footings of lime-mortared 
mbble were removed). 

Although no observation of archaeological interest arose from the watching brief, an 
inspection of some of the buildings was of great interest. As you will know. Abbey 
Cottage incorporates a magnificent screens passage and other features which have 
survived from the substantial manorial establishment there. The present development 
is at the eastem end of the main range. The building is an odd mixture of patches and 
periods, but a fireplace and flu, which I understand are to be retained, incorporates a 
sandstone jamb with a stopped chamfer, which seems to be w situ and which may 
represent an intemal door at first floor level. It is fairly clear that, though much altered 
and knocked about, this part of the building is mediaeval (and this seems to apply to 
the ruined part which has now been pulled down). 

Immediately to the north of the development site is a building in agricultural use by 
the adjacent frirm This (or the southem half of it, at least) appears also to be 
mediaeval. On the eastem side are clear signs of the removal and blocking of a large, 
rolmd-headed arch (a few of the fine sandstone dressings survive). Correspondii^ to 
this on the westem side are the jambs of a similar entrance, which has been truncated 
and an oak lintel inserted. On the south-east comer of this building is a mass of 
masonry which I can explain only as the remains of a comer buttress: the overall 
impression (and one consistent with the position of this building in relation to the 
others) is of a small mediaeval gatehouse. This seems not to have been picked up by 
Eric Gee's survey. 

Percival Turnbull, BA, MIFA, FSA Deborah Walsh, BA, AIFA 



Other features might repay examination: some parts of the nearby field-walls look as 
though they might have been buildings (one has the bottom of a blocked window), 
and there is a group of earthworks to the south-east. I found the whole complex very 
interesting. 

Since the results of the watching brief itself were entirely negative, I would be 
gratefiil if you would accept this letter as discharging Mr Grainger's responsibilities 
under the planning condition. 

With best wishes. 

Percival TumbulL 


