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INTRODUCTION

The Parish of Warnham has a wealth of older buildings, and has changed little in its extent since Saxon
times, with a village in the centre, and still surrounded by farmland. This book contains comments on,
or detailed descriptions of, many of these buildings of particular interest. The village centre retains a
‘General Stores’, and Church Street remains residential, with front gardens and many with traditional
picket gates and fences. It is hoped that what follows may be of interest both to those who live there,
and to visitors, and will improve their appreciation of the place, and of its history.
The illustrations are my own, unless otherwise stated. In the drawings of buildings, if a plan is
included, this is at exactly half the scale of the detailed drawings to which it refers. Illustrations are
numbered in sequence under each Chapter.
The purpose of this Introduction is simply to outline the general layout of this book, which is arranged
in nine Chapters, and what each Chapter contains. These are followed by, a Glossary, suggestions for
Further Reading, and, lastly, an Index to places described in the text.
Chapter 1. ‘Setting the Scene’, is a description of the general nature of the parish, the geology,
vegetation, agriculture, and exploitation of its’ resources over the centuries.
Chapter 2. ‘Warnham on the Map’, describes what we know about Warnham from the earliest maps,
to the present day, how they were made, and why.
Chapter 3. ‘Communications’, describes the paths, bridleways and tracks between settlements within
the parish to the village, as well as the roads from the village to nearby towns, such as Horsham and
Dorking. This is put in an historical context, and includes some description of how the parish has
been affected both by railways and road improvements in more recent years.
Chapter 4. ‘The Parish’, is a description of its extent, boundaries and their modifications, as well as
how the parish has developed over the last 1,200 years.
Chapter 5. ‘Construction’, describes how different kinds of building were built, and where the local
materials used came from. This is an extensive Chapter divided into six sections. Following a general
introduction, the first section describes in some detail how timber-framed buildings were made
and erected. This is followed by sections dealing with brick and stone, roof pitch, types of roof, roof
trusses, and roofing materials, – thatch, stone, tiles and slates. The units of measurement quoted here
are those used when the buildings were made, and are now largely obsolete. They are defined at the
end of the Glossary.
Chapter 6. ‘The Village’, includes details of some of the older buildings within the village, together
with some description of others, and includes an account of how the village has grown over
recent years.
Chapter 7. ‘Buildings outside the Village’, includes descriptions of some of the farmhouses and their
associated buildings, such as barns and cart sheds, and includes ‘field’ barns isolated from their
farmhouses and characteristic of the Wealden clay area.
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Chapter 8. ‘Country Houses and Parks’, includes some account of the main houses and estates, mainly
created in the 19th C. and the effect of ‘emparking’ of former farmland.
Chapter 9. Deals with barn conversions, the reuse of old barns for other purposes, and their removal
or re-erection on other sites.
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Chapter 1
SETTING THE SCENE

Warnham lies in the Northwest corner of West Sussex, with the County of Surrey to the North, and the
Parishes of Rudgwick and Slinfold to the West and Southwest. Geologically, Warnham is part of the
Weald, an extraordinarily diverse area, which extends across the southeast of England, and includes
all of Sussex and Kent, with parts of Surrey and Hampshire.
Beneath the area of the Weald, already folded, Palaeozoic rocks slumped down to form a basin
throughout the Mesozoic period, and into which sediments of varying nature were, later, deposited.
These deposits we now recognize as the Chalk, Greensand, Gault, various sandy gravels, and the Weald
Clay, all laid down during The Cretaceous. The whole area of the Weald then rose as a huge dome, later
eroded by rivers running southwards during the retreat of the ice towards the end the of the last Ice
Age. Some may still be seen as dried up valleys, the most spectacular being those forming the ‘Severn
Sisters’ along the coast towards Eastbourne. Further erosion exposed the various deposits which had
slumped into the basin and which were pushed up when the dome was formed, resulting in what we
see today. One may liken these effects of erosion to the top of a boiled egg when the top has been sliced
off, the shell (appropriately), representing the chalk of the North Downs and the South Downs, which
are linked to the west near Petersfield in Hampshire. Below the chalk of the North Downs there is first
the Greensand, then Gault, various sandy gravels and then the Weald Clay (Fig 1/1). This generalized
picture is, however, complicated by later folding in different directions, affecting drainage, denudation,
and by faults developing in the surface strata. The reason why Warnham village developed where it
is, depended entirely on these geological factors, illustrated in (Fig. 1/2), and discussed in Chapter 6.

Fig. 1/1 Geology of the Weald
Fig. 1/2 Surface water flows in the village.
Sketch map to show the direction of flow of surface water
from Knob Hill onto the village platform and drainage down
Friday Street, indicated by arrows. Only two streams are
shown: one ar ising behind School Hill, the other south of
Bell Road and draining down Friday Street to Ends Place. The
heavy dashed lines indicate the geological fault lines
affecting the village. These are based on the 1 in. O.S.
Geological Survey, Sheet 302.
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The centre of the old up-lifted dome is now called the High Weald, while the Chalk of the North Downs
towards the east, forms the ‘White Cliffs of Dover’, while the South Downs to the east, forms ‘Beachy
Head’ at Eastbourne. Most of the eastern end of the of the Wealden dome has disappeared under the
sea, cut through by what we know as the English Channel and by the French as La Manche. But the tip
of the eastern rim of the Weald, however, remains on dry land and may be seen on the other side of
the English Channel, in Normandy.
This is ‘ancient countryside’ which Peter Friend, in his book on Southern England describes, following
discussions with Oliver Rackham, as “consisting of many hamlets, small towns and hedges (of mixed
varieties of shrubs and trees) along with roads that are not straight . . . footpaths and many antiquities”.
After the recession of the ice around 12,000 years ago, this region, at first treeless, was quickly
succeeded by Pine and Birch, and then, with further warming, by Oak, Ash and Hornbeam forests,
populated by Deer and Wild Boar. The latter were probably hunted out during the Mesolithic by
hunter-gathers, but native Roe Deer are still common. The forest was probably cleared gradually,
as farming was introduced during the Neolithic period to supplement the game the forest provided.
Nevertheless the Wealden area remains a well-wooded part of England.
On the predominantly clay areas of the low Weald in which the whole of Warnham parish lies, the field
pattern of today consists of small fields, commonly of 5-10 acres at most, each surrounded by ‘rues’
or broader ‘shaws’, which provided both shelter for sheep and cattle, as well as trees and shrubs for
building and other uses. The practice of pollarding of suitable trees to provide wood suitable for tool
handles, chair making and firewood, for example, was widely practiced, until very recently. Because
of the variety of surface soil and drainage, some fields were evidently cultivated for growing crops,
mainly oats, barley and wheat, probably, as now, on a rotational basis. Others, on less well-drained
areas were used for grazing. Wheat, after threshing, would provide material for thatching. Most of the
barns, which remain, had threshing floors. The older barns and houses have roofs with a 45 ˚ pitch,
but it is uncertain whether some were originally thatched or were of stone.
The Wealden forest in historical times varies across the area, but in Warnham it still consists
predominantly of Oak and Ash with Hornbeam, and with an understory of Holly and Hazel. Field
Maple is common along wood margins and in rues and hedges. An untended field will revert to
this within twenty years, preceded by brambles, which protect seedling trees from grazing by deer.
It is unlikely that the field pattern reflects that of Neolithic farmers, but it could well date from the
Anglo-Saxon period. Because of the abundant acorns, pigs during medieval times were taken into
the woodland. Warnham School Records from the 19 C. report leave of absence for pupils to collect
acorns for domesticated pigs.
Erosion by rivers running across and out of the Weald area over the centuries has redistributed
deposits, and folding of the layers has resulted in a great variety of soil and subsoil conditions.
Naturally, this affects the vegetation; what farmers can use their land for and where different materials
can easily be exploited, such as stone for walling and for roof slates, sand and clay for brick making,
and iron for smelting. And also, where tracks and roads to connect communities can best be made,
and indeed, where the first communities were formed. Local human geography reflects the great
variety of the Wealden surface geology. Warnham village, as will be described in more detail later,
in Chapter 6, developed on a fairly flat platform between two hills, formed by complex folding of the
sandstone layers. This platform is bordered on two sides by geological faults, which run across Bell
Road towards Bailing Hill and then turn abruptly down Friday Street (Fig. 1/2). These faults influence
spring-lines, and where wells may usefully be dug. The drainage from Knob Hill, carried good topsoil
into the village providing it with productive gardens and orchards.
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As already mentioned, the parish of Warnham lies entirely within the Low Weald clay area.
The village is about three miles Northwest of Horsham, on the extreme Western edge of the Tunbridge
Wells sands and the general Hastings Beds area. Weald Clay provides a notoriously heavy soil holding
water in the wet season, when it assumes a sticky pudding-like consistency. In a long dry season
it becomes very hard, more like concrete, and very difficult to work. One effect of this in medieval
times was that heavy loads could only be taken along the roads in summer. Also, oxen, rather than
heavy horses, continued to be in used until recent times to till the fields, as they do not compact the
soil. Modern equipment such as heavy tractors cannot be used when fields are wet owing to the
thixotropic effect of saturated clay. Before roads were tarmacked, with the development of motor
vehicles, horse-drawn carts in Sussex were often provided with wide rimmed wheels to spread the
load, sometimes with spikes to provide a better grip on a muddy and slippery surface.
Within the clay there are seams of Horsham Stone of different age and thickness, together with lumps
of ironstone. The clay has been described as being “on the edge of becoming sand”. The very deep
clay-pit excavated at the Warnham brickworks, provides a section of the Cretaceous deposits revealing
the lower weald clay and a range of indicator fossils, forming an exceptionally good sequence from
freshwater deposits to brackish, and then to marine deposits with pebbles, from the ‘Boreal Sea’. The
pit was declared an SSSI, (Site of Special Scientific Interest) in 1992.
The clay beneath the topsoil can be very deep and, with the propensity for the watertable to fall
steadily during a dry summer, boreholes for ensuring a water supply have also to be deep. One near
Mayes Farm has been recorded in ‘Wells and Springs of Sussex’, as having a depth of 51 m (167 ft.).
The top 5.5 m (18 ft.) is described as yellow clay with thin layers of shale and hard rock, followed by
45.5 m (149 ft.) of light blue clay with layers of rock. In some places the blue clay may be quite close
to the surface. Mayes Lane falls quite steeply to Pound Corner at the junction with Northlands Road,
where the blue clay is only O.45 m.(1.5 ft.) below the surface. Today, mains water is supplied from the
Hardham area to the south, where the boreholes are very much deeper than this reaching down into
the Greensand.
It follows that the trees, which do well on clay, are those with taproots to a depth below the summer
watertable. Hence local woodland, as already mentioned, is dominated by Oak (Quercus robur), Ash
(Fraxinus excelsior), and Hornbeam (Carpinus betulus), with Field Maple (Acer campestre), Holly
(Ilex aquifolium), Hazel (Corylus avellana), Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna), and Blackthorn or Sloe
(Prunus spinosa), together with more occasional Spindle Trees (Euonymus europeus), Wayfaring
Tree (Viburnum lantana), Wild Cherry or Gean (Prunus avium), Silver Willow (Salix sericea), and
Pussy Willow (Salix caprea) among others. Scots Pine (Pinus sylvestris) has been planted in sandy
areas, but these often suffer in exposed positions from high winds, for they are shallow rooted. In
the exceptional gales of 1986 and 1987, oaks were severely damaged but rarely uprooted. Ash was
not as fortunate, and where a large Ash was blown over, understory trees such as Holly were then
also uprooted.
The West Sussex Inventory of Ancient Woodlands (Provisional Review) issued by the Nature
Conservancy Council in 1984 showed only part of Benlands Wood as ancient woodland since there
was clearly managed coppiced woodland created within it, but whether this was created or natural,
is open to dispute. Walkers can get a good idea of this type of woodland, by following the bridleway,
recently restored, from Northlands Road down to End’s Place (Now ‘Warnham Manor’). The Ancient
Woodland Surveys did not include areas of less than two hectares (around five acres), so excludes
the rues, or broader shaws which are often 15 yards or more across, between fields which, while also
managed and coppiced until recent times, can harbour plant indicators of ancient woodland and also
act as corridors for wildlife.
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When Warnham Lodge was built, an arboretum was planted, and remains as one of the few arboreta in
this country still in private hands. When the Arboretum was planted some native trees were removed,
including a group of Alders (Alnus glutinosa) which stood near the sharp bend in Northlands Road
before turning down to the bridleway through Benlands Wood, already mentioned. This is where the
Westbrook originates. On the bend you will see Giant Horsetail (Equisetum telmateja) and, along the
bridleway, masses of Drooping Sedge (Carex pendula), and Male Fern (Dryopteris felix-mass), English
Bluebells (Hiacinthus non-scripta), and, further along Northlands Road, wild daffodil, and wild garlic
(Allium maculatum) may be found. Drooping Sedge is a dominant species and is not eaten by deer.
Wood Melick is also distasteful. Roe deer are browsers rather than grazers. While Benlands Wood
complies with Oliver Rackham’s definition of natural Oak/Ash/Hornbeam woodland, he points out
that there seems to have been a predeliction for planting Hornbeam in the 19th Century. There seems
to be no reason for this this to have happened in Benlands Wood. Although it is difficult to date old
pollarded stumps of Hornbeam, their regrowth is recent and most freestanding Hornbeams are most
likely to be derived from seedlings from natural Hornbeam, which were pollarded. Hornbeam is
excellent for firewood, pollarding producing a continuous supply of small logs and, because it was so
hard and fine-grained was used for cogwheels by millers. By the end of the 19th C., people who were
well-off would be using coal, those less well-off, would obviously be glad of pollarded Hornbeam
for fuel.
While Harben established ‘rides’ through the woodland for exercise, and planted daffodils, it is not
clear now how different these may be from the wild ones, which certainly occur along Northlands
Road. The swimming pool provided for the mutual enjoyment of those in Warnham Lodge and Ends
Place, has been filled in, as in falling out of use, it became a haven for aquatic life. In spite of many
recent declines in some species of birds, nightingales, owls, and woodpeckers, amongst others,
survive. Foxes and badgers also remain well established in the area.
Wide verges and hedges have retained much of our ancient flora, such as Cuckoo Pint (Arum
maculatum), Woodruff (Gallium odoratum), Wood Melick (Melica uniflora), Hedge Bedstraw (Gallium
molingo), Dogs Mercury (Mercurialis perenis) and drifts of Wood Anemone (Anemone nemorosa). And,
less commonly, White Butterbur (Petasites albus) is found near Threestile Corner, and over Bailing
Hill.
The Tithe survey completed in 1840, showed that the arable fields, as already mentioned, were of
wheat, barley, and oats, in ascending order of production, and this might have been so also in medieval
times, each planted according to a 3-year rotation. Oats and oat-cakes were then the common bread;
wheat could not only be used for bread, but the straw could be used for thatching, while barley could
be fermented to make beer, a safer drink than unpurified water.
During the Roman occupation we know that resources from the Weald were exploited from the
region, such as stone for Stane Street. The shortest distance from Stane Street to stone quarries
could have followed the existing tracks and footpaths via Butlers, Scotts, Chatfolds, and Maltmayes,
to Warnham Lodge. This route may also have served to exploit iron. It is also possible that there
may have been Roman biuildings nearby. Benlands Cottages which were built at the end of the 19C.,
clearly replaced an earlier cottage on the same foundations. When these were partly excavated in the
1960’s, the foundations were found to be of well-cut stone resting on substantial stone slabs, which
projected from the line of the wall, which could be the remains of a Roman building. Various other
remnants of the Roman occupation have been found around Warnham Lodge and along Northlands
Road, including possible tools and fragments of tessellated pavement.
The Saxons undoubtedly populated the region and, although Horsham was not mentioned in the
Doomsday Book, it was mentioned by name in documents dated 947 and 963, and may have grown
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gradually in importance in early Norman times. It is equally uncertain when there was any real
settlement forming a distinct village in Warnham, but the names of both Horsham and Warnham
could be of Saxon origin, and the name ‘Warnham’ must refer to a place of some sort. West Sussex was
well populated by the Saxons, and most of the villages were established before the Norman invasion.
Absence from the Doomsday Book does not mean that the village of Warnham did not then exist. But
neither is there any real evidence that it did. However, the irregular boundary of the Parish along the
south west corner suggest that this maybe due to different manors, reallocated after 1066 to new
Norman owners, which implies that the former owners can only have been Anglo-Saxon.
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Chapter 2
WARNHAM ON THE MAP

In 1970, Henry Margary of Lympne Castle in Kent, published, in collaboration with Phillimore “Two
hundred and fifty years of mapmaking in the County of Sussex, a collection of reproductions of printed
maps between 1575 and 1825 with notes by R. A. Skelton.” One could not do better to begin this
Chapter than by quoting Skelton’s opening paragraph.
“ The English county has, for nearly a thousand years, been the effective unit of local administration.
It displays a geographical personality distinct from that of its neighbours, defined by its physical
features, developed by the work of its people, and delineated in its maps. By a lucky chance, the county
is also a unit of convenient size for the cartographer. It is the largest region that can be represented
on a single map to a scale great enough to illustrate the character of the land and man’s use of it for
settlement and communications, for extraction of its resources, for work and play. The printed maps
of Sussex here reproduced portray the changing face of the county from Shakespeare’s day to the eve
of the Railway Age.
Phillimore’s elegant reproduction of Margary’s collection is printed on cartridge paper, appropriately
enough, on slightly trimmed ‘Atlas’ size sheets, (34 in. x 26 in.). The interest of all these maps in the
context of the present volume is what was inserted and deemed important at the time, and of the
names used.
Sexton’s map of 1575, drawn to a scale of 5 miles to the inch, shows ‘Warnham’ placed to the northwest
of Horsham. In John Norden’s map of 1595 (4 miles to the inch) ‘Warneham’ is more accurately placed
using lettering delineating it as a parish, whereas Horsham is shown as a market town. Slightly later,
in John Speed’s copy of Norden’s map, published in 1610, there is the name ‘Deynam’ printed between
‘Warneham’ and Horsham, presumably to draw attention to the Manor of Denne in Warnham.
There is then a gap of a hundred years until 1724, when Budgen’s map was published, providing
much more detail, with recognisable roads and places. It is the first map with local details. Warnham
is again spelt with an ‘e’. According to Skelton in his Notes on the sheets in Margary’s collection,
the next publication, in 1795 attributed to Gardner and Gream, derives from Yeakell and Gardner.
The Yeakell maps with a scale of 2 in. to the mile, are based on the surveys at Goodwood in 1778,
and were engraved in Paris, just before the French Revolution. To quote Skelton again, referring to
Yeakell’s map as ”a masterpiece of cartographic design, representational method and engraving, in
which the technique of large-scale land-surveying is skillfully adapted to typographical mapping at a
smaller scale.” These sheets were dedicated to the 3rd. Duke of Richmond, drawn up by Gardner and
Graem, were published in London in 1795, and further reduced to a scale of 1 in. to the mile.
The Duke of Richmond had become ‘Major-General of the Ordnance’ in 1792, a crucial time when
accurate maps were needed, especially in the southeast of England because of the possibility that
Napoleon might invade this Country. The Duke lived at Goodwood, and had vast estates in Sussex.
He had, as early as 1758, employed Yeakell, then a young Dutch surveyor, to survey and engrave
the maps he personally needed. Yeakell was then joined, by William Gardner, about ten years later.
Together they provided the map of Sussex, already mentioned. They had planned to cover the whole
Country in eight sheets, the first of which appeared in 1778, but only three more were ever published
for, by 1783, when the Duke was appointed effectively as the ‘Master of the Ordnance’, Yeakell and
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Gardner became Government employees. Charles Roy, the master surveyor and mapmaker in the early
days of the Ordnance Survey, died in July 1790. Rachel Hewitt in her charming and erudite history of
the Ordnance Survey, points out that Charles Lennox, Duke of Richmond, was the grandson of King
Charles II, and Louise de Keroualle, Duchess of Portsmouth. It was Roy’s standards of surveying which
enabled, for the first time, an accurate triangulation of the whole country and, with the cooperation
of the French, of the English Channel as a much-needed aid to shipping. To quote Hewitt“ It was
through Roy’s imagination and Lennox’s clout that the Ordnance Survey finally came into being, as
the organization we recognise today”.
But, as we have seen, the Duke had always been deeply interested in surveying and map-making,
so he started his new responsibilities by appointing Yeakell as his Chief Draughtsman, and Gardner
to be in charge of field surveying. Yeakell, however, died in 1787, and was succeeded by Gardner. In
1791, Gardner, together with Thomas Gream, another member of the team, produced the ‘New Plan
of Sussex’ dedicated to the Duke. This was published in four sheets at a scale of 1in., to 1 mile, by
William Faden, in London.
The excellence and detail of these sheets was a breakthrough in cartography and owes much to the
high standards of trigonometrical surveying and subsequent cartography set by Yeakell. He and
Gardner, when they worked together before 1778, had not only accurately delineated roads and fields,
but also showed the general lie of the land, elegantly indicated by hatching, adopted by Gardner and
Gream in the maps they produced for the northern part of the County which, of course, includes the
parish of Warnham.
The Ordnance Survey maps of 1 in. to1 mile, today, and familiar to us in later editions, were first
surveyed in the 1790’s. The ‘Old’ Ordnance Survey shows the parish of Warnham overlapping onto
two sheets: labelled Brighton, and Dorking, respectively. The Brighton sheet resulted from surveys
done in 1805 - 1813. The Dorking sheet was drawn up between 1792 and 1816. Both of these maps
were initially drawn to a scale 2 in. to 1 mile, but were reduced to the 1 in. to 1 mile, for publication,
field boundaries then being omitted for clarity. These sheets were reproduced over the following
years, being updated from time to time, especially with regard to road improvements and with
the introduction of railways in the nineteenth century. The reprints of the first edition of the ‘One
inch Ordnance Survey of England and Wales’ published by David & Charles in 1970 is, perhaps, the
most readily available; Warnham being on sheets 79 (Dorking and Kingston) and 87 (Brighton and
Chichester). These were based on the 1862 electrotype edition, which included the ‘Horsham Branch
Railway’ from Three Bridges to Horsham, but not the railwayline from Dorking via Capel, which
provided Warnham with a station, although just outside the parish at that time. This edition retains
the original hatching. The other generally available reprints of these maps are those issued by Cassini,
together with two later 1 in. scale maps of 1898 and 19 (‘Historical Map Set 198), adjusting the scale
to 1: 50,000, matching modern maps in the O. S. ‘Landranger ‘ series, thus making it easier to compare
how the area has changed over the last two hundred years. In all these maps, Warnham will be found
in the top left corner, and the most northerly part of the parish is printed in Set 187.
Margary’s last set of maps relating to this area, are those of Greenwood, Pringle & Company, printed
in London in 1825. As Skelton points out, that although the Old Edition Series of 1 inch to 1 mile
were available, they were not always readily obtainable, so Greenwood did an independent survey,
Warnham parish being split between his Sheets 23 and 24. Also hatched, it nevertheless shows some
interesting differences of detail from the Ordnance Survey maps. The production is notable for being
the first to include parish boundaries in Sussex. However, there are some discontinuities, especially
between the two sheets. As far as Warnham is concerned the two sheets are not properly aligned one
with the other, the line of the Roman Road is confused, and the place names, no doubt provided by
local people to the surveyors, are not always those on the Ordnance Survey maps. It could also be that
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the cartographers made a few errors when cobbling together details in the Ordnance Survey maps, to
which they must surely have referred.
A good starting point for details in Warnham is the Gardner and Gream map of 1778, in which there
are more names than in any earlier maps. Even on this map there are omissions of names of important
buildings known to have been there at the time. The problems of alternative names are given in later
Chapters with the descriptions of individual buildings.
The importance of the detailed surveys of Gardner and Gream at the end of the eighteenth century
lies in giving a good indication of what the parish was like, not only then, but probably since early
medieval times. Their map was made before any ‘gentrification’ of farmhouses. Field Place, of early
medieval original as shown with a small, enclosed park, on the edge of Broadbridge Heath. There is
no Warnham Lodge, no Warnham Court and no Warnham Place, since this was destroyed in the Civil
War. Their map antedates enclosures, railways and some roads, which resulted from improvements,
mainly a� a result of turnpikes, around 1800.
The earlier map of Budgen (1724), although lacking in detail, does, however, show quite clearly, the
roads that existed at that time. Warnham may be most easily located on these heavily hatched maps by
the marks given along the top and bottom edges. Warnham occurs at 0 deg. 21 min. W. The Meridian
was then based on St. Paul’s Cathedral in London, before it was moved to the Royal Observatory
at Greenwich.
The great advances in map making at the end of the eighteenth century was made possible by the making
of vastly improved instruments. Rachel Hewitt gives a dramatic account of the ‘Great Theodolite’ by
the early surveyors: Madge, Williams and Dalby, whose names appear at the bottom of the David &
Charles’ reprint. Here, the actual levels are given only along the roads and there are no levels given on
open ground. This suggests that these levels were taken by a simple horizontal ‘dumpy level’ against a
measured leveling staff from one point to the next, rather than with the “Great Theodolite’ which was
probably used to check key levels when the instrument was set up at triangulation points. After all,
the actual levels along roads might well vary an inch or two with season, and point to point levelling
would be sufficient to indicate the general inclines, important for assessing how long, in practice, it
would take soldiers to march from ‘A to B’ in the event of an invasion. As Hewitt says “ hauling the
Great Theodolite about on the heavy clay roads of Sussex was no easy matter.”
The ‘Great Theodolite’ was a masterpiece of construction. The wood frame of oak, to support the
instrument had a central bowl with a plum-bob suspended from the centre of the 36 in. diameter
brass ring inscribed in degrees, minutes and seconds of arc. These could only be read by means
of a micrometer. The achromatic lenses were both invented and made by Dolland, in London. The
instrument was put together by Jesse Ramsden in Yorkshire and was of unprecedented accuracy.
A theodolite, by definition, has a tilting telescope, but this one was also provided with a horizontal
telescope at the base, and also had a spirit level. This instrument is now in The Science Museum in
London (without its original wooden base). A drawing of the whole contraption, is given by Hewitt,
together with the special scaffolding around the cupola at the top of St Paul’s Cathedral. A special
crane had to be made to lift it from street level to the base of the cupola for it was far too large to be
taken up inside the dome.
St. Paul’s Cathedral was then the highest point in London so that sightings could be made to church
spires in all directions. Road signs, to this day, indicating ‘miles to London’ are to St. Paul’s.
The next detailed map of Warnham parish after that of Gardner and Gream, came about from a very
different need, that of the Tithe Commissioners. They were charged to determine the rent-charge due
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from landowners ‘in lieu’ of earlier tithes ‘in kind’. The rent-charges were determined primarily by the
acreage belonging to each landowner, and a new and accurate map of field boundaries was needed.
The Tithe Apportionment book, now in Warnham Church was ‘received’ on the 21st of December
1844, but the details were agreed on the 2nd. of November 1840, so the actual surveys and mapping
were likely to have been made during the late 1830’s. It is generally conceded that the Warnham Tithe
Map is of exceptional quality. It is superbly drawn on paper mounted on linen, and measures about
ten feet square. It is preserved in a tin tube in the church. The surveyors were probably members
of the Ordnance Survey who had worked on the first 1 in. to1 mile maps at the same time, working
alongside other surveyors who had local knowledge. The resultant map was drawn by Mr. H. Walter,
to a scale of approximately 3 and 3 tenths of an inch to 10 chains, roughly equivalent to 26.4 in. to 1
mile, and to the modern scale of 1: 2,500.
The surveyors faced a particularly demanding task, for the parish was still mostly rural, the fields
small, irregular in shape interwoven with footpaths and bridleways. Accurate measurements were
needed, for categories such as woodland, shaws and rues, tracks, and whether the field was meadow,
pasture or arable, had to be noted, since each category attracted different amounts of tax. These
details were all entered in the Tithe Apportionment Book, which was drawn up in elegant ‘copperplate’ script.
The surveyors probably used plane-tables, or dumpy levels which came into use in the early 1830’s,

Fig. 2/1 The postbox at Pound Corner. (Box No. 62,
Warnham Lodge). Note the benchmark near the base.
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Fig. 2/2 The obelisk outside the gates to Cidermill Farm near
Threestile Corner. The fixing for the heodolite is inscribed
“Ordnance Survey Triangulation”, and the obelisk has staples
for stabilizing the instrument.

with baselines established with chains. This method was used from the end of the seventeenth century
to the early twentieth century. The chain used would have been a Gunters’ chain, which had a length
of 22 yds., 10 chains = a furlong, and 10 sq. chains = 1 acre.
The Tithe Map, gave an unprecedented view of the parish at that time, although the exercise proved
a waste of effort as far as the Church was concerned for, as far as we know, dues were never paid. The
survey had been engendered because of the lack of previous payments. This problem was widespread
across the Country, and was addressed by the ‘Tithe Commutation Act of 1836, which changed tithes
‘in kind’ to ‘in cash’. Landowners were simply not inclined to pay. Although times had changed, the
Church itself was well supported during the Victorian period and into the twentieth century.
In the later 1 in. to 1 mile maps of 1893 and 1898 there are no field boundaries, though streams
are shown. Contours are given at 50 ft. intervals and individual levelling points away from roads
are shown, so that theodolites were probably used. The benchmark on the letter-box at Pound
Corner, which probably dates from around 1894 to serve Warnham Lodge, was probably cut into the
brickwork for the survey of 1912 (Fig. 2/1). There is another benchmark near the door of the of the
western wing of Old Manor, which must then have been visible from the road. A concrete obelisk with
fixings at the top for a theodolite may be seen outside the gates to Cidermill Farm, on Threestile Road
(Fig. 2/2), which dates from 1949. The Ordnance Survey had decided to re-triangulate the whole
country in 1935, but World War II intervened. Work was resumed in 1945. Concrete obelisks were
positioned on high points and these were provided with brass fixings for a theodolite. Surveyors
were provided with kits for casting the obelisks, but other triangulation points, such as steel pylons
were also built where an obelisk was not suitable. Existing structures were also used, the chimney
of Southwater Brickworks – now gone - was one; the weather-vane on the tower of Christ’s Hospital
School, was another. Crosschecking between these relatively close triangulation points enabled a far
more accurate series maps to be made.
Map-making today, relies on two professions, surveyors and cartographers. Surveyors respond to
needs and endeavor to supply as much information as possible. Cartographers are required to draw
the maps and update them from time to time and to respond to different or changing demands. In
doing so they attempt to retain clarity, sometimes by increasing or decreasing scale, or omitting detail
which is not needed. The most detailed maps are, of course, based on a scale of 25 in. to 1 mile. The
1912 map, already mentioned, owes much to the 1875 survey, and it is interesting to compare the
two. The next 25 in. map was published in 1899. This shows field boundaries, no contours, but most
streams, although these are not named. Neither were the fields numbered. Numbering fields was
done in order to identify them, and are not necessarily the same on different maps of the same area.
When they are, then the later is probably a copy of the former. A further 25 in. map was published
in1934.
As far as the development of the village is concerned, the maps produced in 1875, 1912, 1914 and
in 1938, are particularly interesting. The first, before Harben arrived, the others immediately before
each World War. These are referred to in Chapter 6.
Of more recent maps, the 2.5 in to 1 mile, of 1958, is one of the most detailed, beautifully printed, and
is an excellent example of modern cartography. The whole parish is included on one sheet (TQ 13),
and was a compilation of several earlier surveys. Contours are given at 25 ft. intervals, and streams
and field boundaries are included. In the 6 in. to1 mile maps, printed in 1961, the parish falls onto
four sheets (TQ 13, SW/SE/NW/NE). These also show field boundaries and streams, but contours
are given only at 100 ft. intervals. The modern ‘Pathfinder’ series (1:50,000) show both the old landbased determinations of heights and the more recent measurements derived from aerial surveys. The
larger scale ‘Explorer’ series (1:25,000) do not, but these are the most useful for walkers.
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Apart from the building of the northern bypass of Horsham, which effectively sliced off part of the
parish, the roads within the parish have hardly changed since very early times. As drawn on the Tithe
Map compared with what is there today, the main difference is due to the increase in motor traffic.
Originally, the tracks were much narrower with wide grass verges. Horse-riders could canter along
these safely, avoiding carts, and cattle and sheep could be driven along them to market or from one field
to another. The contours of these roads shown on the Tithe Map often indicate passing areas at corners
or at the top of hills, to allow carts to pass or horses to pause for rest. Roads had ditches on either side
against the hedges on each side, it being the landowners’ responsibility to keep these clear to avoid
flooding (Fig. 2/ 3). A wide grass verge in medieval times, belonged to the manor, and was referred
to as ‘manorial waste’. With the influx of ‘gypsies’, largely immigrants escaping from the Ottomans
from the late 15th.C, these wastes provided them with camping grounds. They provided useful casual
labour for farmers, but by the mid 19th C. with the change in agricultural practice, gypsies were often
regarded as a nuisance, and since manors no longer existed, the ‘manorial waste’ could be bought
by landowners. A good
example of these old
wide verges is the
stretch along Threestile
Road
from
Pound
Corner to Threestile
Corner, although recent
widening of the now
tarmacked surface has
removed much of the
verge on both sides, the
road having doubled
its width in the last
fifty years. Tarmacking
has resulted also in the
need to run off surface
water into the ditches,
Fig. 2/3 Medieval ‘highway’ with division of responsibilities for upkeep, the highway falling
necessitating
cuts
on the local authority, commonly the parish, but now on the County Council.
across the verges.
Finally, mention must be made for the beautiful hatched half-inch to1 mile series of maps published
by Bartholomew. The sheet for Sussex of 1959 gives an overview of the whole county at that time.
The land between each 100 ft. contour is differently coloured, the highest ground a pale pink, with
increasing shades of green used with decreasing altitude, making the north and south downs stand
out vividly against the more gently rolling lowlands. The roads too, were drawn to distinguish road
grading at that time, red for A roads, yellow for B roads, and white for C roads. The companion sheet
for Kent gives a good overview of the whole weald.
Most of the maps mentioned in this chapter are available in the Reference Section of the Horsham
Public Library.
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Chapter 3
COMMUNICATIONS

Until very recent times Sussex roads were notorious for their bad condition. The parish of Warnham,
contained entirely within the area of wealden clay probably presented the worst conditions for travel
anywhere in the southeast of England. As already mentioned, wealden clay when wet, is sticky, heavy,
and has a putty-like consistency, when dry it is hard and almost like concrete. Transportation of heavy
loads, such a stone or timber, could only be attempted in summer. Travel through the Weald from
west to east was first done along the North Downs to important towns such as Canterbury and Dover.
A southern west to east route developed more gradually, along the coastal strip, linking towns, which
were ports. Travel in a northerly or southerly direction was more difficult, cutting across the various
layers of the Weald, following local knowledge of the best drained or the driest route available and,
therefore, inevitably winding. Most of these old roads are probably of Saxon origin.
The Roman ‘Stane Street’ connected the port of Fishbourne to London, in three straight sections,
heading for the gap in the South Downs caused by the rivers Rother and Adur, then turning towards
the Mole gap in the North Downs before turning again, north to London. Much of Stane Street around
Warnham was examined by S. E. Winbolt, a master of classics and history at Christ’s Hospital School,
south of Horsham. He described Stane Street as being well ditched on both sides, as having a high
camber, and varying in composition along its length according to the availability of local materials.
Apparently, it was nowhere paved with large stones, but probably had an under-layer of Horsham
stone, surfaced with gravel blinded with hoggin or limey sand.
When the Romans left, Fishbourne lost its significance, but Bosham, replaced it as a port used by
the Saxons, and was much used later by the Normans, so the old Roman road was then probably still
usable. Part of the road is now overlain by the A 29, and forms much of the western boundary of
Warnham parish.
Because of the clay, maintenance of the roads was always a problem. In1612, the Assizes at East
Grinstead, concluded that “The highway from Warnham Bridge to a house called Sheremark
(Shiremark) is in great decay and is to be amended by the parish of Warnham.” The upkeep of the
roads was made the duty of each parish in 1663. Because of the difficulties of the Sussex roads the
possibility of building a canal to link the Arun to the Wey was mooted as early as 1641, but was
shelved because of the Civil War, but the idea came up again in the late eighteenth century, to consider
the possibility of connecting the Arun and Wey canal with Warnham. Maps in the West Sussex Record
Office in Chichester show the projected route, which would link the Wey and Arun canal, by way of
Newbridge, Wisborough Green, through Weald Close in Slinfold, to Farthings Bridge Horsham, and
then further north to Warnham. The purpose, no doubt, was to allow heavy goods such as stone and
supplies of bricks to be shipped by water from the extensive quarries in Southwater and Warnham.
But the idea was abandoned in 1794, due to lack of funding. There was even a proposal in 1813 for a
canal from London to Portsmouth, which would have passed through Warnham, also came to nothing.
The upkeep of the roads were mainly the duty of the parish until 1663, and although some
improvements were being made thereafter, it was not until 1755 that Parliament was petitioned to
improve the road from Horsham via Warnham and Dorking to Epsom. Richard Budgens’ map of 1724
shows the route from Horsham going up Bell Road and turning right, up what we now know as School
Hill, and then continuing northwards on what is now the A 24. One result of the 1755 Act was to
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make a new road from the corner of Bell Road,
around the northern part of the village to join
the old road from School Hill, thereby bypassing
the frequently flooded Bell Road, and the rather
steep ascent over the tip of Knob Hill. This and
other improvements were to be paid for by tolls.
No Toll Houses within the parish seem to have
survived, but some accommodation must have
been provided at checkpoints for those employed
to operate the gates. It is recorded that there was
a side-gate at Warnham, presumably at the end of
Bell Road, acting as a ‘check-point’ to distinguish
someone entering there. And was marked by a
‘mile-post’. The next post was where Mile Post
Cottage stands to check travellers entering the
road from the village via School Hill. We learn from
Brian Austen, that the original wooden posts were
replaced by cast-iron posts, were made by Steele
& Dodson of Horsham in the nineteenth century.
Each one would need a different moulding, but
these were cast only for check points giving the
numbers of miles in each direction principally
for calculation of Toll charges. One cast iron post
survives on the east side of the A 24, just south
of the brook, and beneath the current road sign
for south-bound traffic approaching the Bell
Road junction (Fig. 3/1). This was the first of the
Turnpike Trusts to affect Warnham, but others,
such as the Horsham and Guildford Trust, and The
Ockley and Warnham Trust also had important
affects on travel in and out of the parish. Charges
Fig. 3/1 Mile Post on the A 24 at the
for using the toll roads were related to loads and
junction from Bell Road.
so on. The Toll House re-erected at the Weald and
Downland Museum has a board displaying the different charges, which were commonly made. Brian
Austen’s article (2008) provides more details of all the Turnpike Trusts in this region, and is available
on line (PDF Sussex industrial history).
The improved road around Warnham provided by the Toll road (the A 24) is still much used today
despite intermittent discussions of providing a dual carriageway linked to the northern Horsham
bypass, all of which have so far come to nothing. The bus route, between Warnham and Dorking was
more convenient for local residents than the railway, and busses were certainly available after the
First World War as Fig. 3/2, demonstrates. At that time the tyres would be solid, the pneumatic tyre
not coming into use until the 1930’s. The bus shelter provided near the junction with Bell Road was
well built and had a stone roof, and was just to the south side of Station Road, and certainly fulfilled
its purpose in bad weather. Ironically, the bus route through Warnham from Broadbridge Heath,
passes up the old route up School Hill. The former route along Threestile Road, and Northlands
Road has been discontinued, and the shelter, provided by the Hodgsons on the A24 has, sadly, been
removed (Fig.3/2).
Before the Toll road improvements between Horsham and Guildford were made, travellers from
Warnham to Guildford was along the winding lanes through Slinfold, and hence south of the parish.
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Those living in Warnham may have gone via
Rowhook, Ewhurst and Cranleigh, and then to
Guildford through Shamley Green and Wonersh.
A walker, or single rider could have cut off this
detour by using the bridleways leading across the
old Roman road. When the road-improvements
were made by the Horsham and Guildford Trust,
most horse –drawn traffic would probably have
gone as now, via Byfleets and Strood lane to join
the road near Brookhurst, continuing westwards
along what is now the A281. There was a Toll
Fig. 3/2 Upper, The Corner House, Bell Road.
house and gate near Brookhurst, shown on the
Note that the fingerpost is of painted wood, and the bus has an Tithe Map close to the junction at Strood Lane,
outside stair to the open upper deck. The wall and entrance to
to control the link to the Horsham to Epsom
Westons Place is on the right. Copy of an old postcard.
turnpike. On the Tithe Map it is marked as “cottage
Lower, The plaque in the bus shelter, on the east side,
and garden” (Plot 781) and commands the old
(now demolished).
track towards Ends Place and hence to ‘Wapple
Way’. There is now no trace of this building. All
this is now hard to recognize, because of the
recent rearrangements to form the Clemsfold
roundabout. The Toll House stood just east of the
old road, now the one-way slip road off the A 29
to the A 281.
For the small farmer or farmer’s wife who had a
little to sell, and could walk, ride, or lead a packhorse, the costly turnpikes could be avoided
by using the ‘Wapple Way’, either to Horsham
market or to Dorking. This was probably an important route dating from medieval times. The section
through Benlands woods has been recently improved with ditches on both sides for the benefit of
both walkers and riders (Fig. 3/3). The recent building of ‘Warnham Manor’ has interrupted the
original track, which is now diverted to meet the original lane to Ends Place. It reappears in the
private drive entering Strood Lane, where, I believe, it turned east towards Broadbridge Heath, past
Broadbridge Mill, to Weston’s Farm, then to Barnes Green and by various tracks and roads down to
Washington. Washington Manor had holdings in Warnham. Going northwards from Benlands, Wapple
Way turned past Warnham Lodge and Maltmayes and then across to Marches Road near Hoopers
Barn, turning north again just east of Marches Farm onto the track, known locally as ‘smugglers
lane’ over the border into Surrey. I believe that from there it eventually come out onto Weare Street,
then continued along minor lanes just south of
Leith Hill through Holmwood to Dorking. This
route would provide the best way to avoid
steep inclines and areas subject to flooding, and
importantly, is connected to other bridleways
from all the major farms. The course of Wapple
Way through the parish is shown in Fig. 3/8.
It probably became a popular route for those
wishing to go to Dorking during the first half of
the 19th C. since it avoided all the Toll roads. John
Hamer gives more details in his book ‘By Wapple
Way’, published by the Warnham Historical
Fig. 3/3 Wapple Way in Benlands Wood
Society (1980) and available, on line.
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Fig. 3/7 Map of the parish before the boundaries were
adjusted. The scale is the same in maps shown in
Chapter 4. The grid represents 1 km. squares; the parish
boundary is dotted; continuous lines are roads; dashed
lines are footpaths and bridleways.

Fig. 3/8 Map of the parish showing principal farms,
and Places, main rivers and bridges. Wapple way is
shown as a line of alternate dashes and dots, continued
northwards towards Dorking in Surrey, and southwards
through Broadbridge Heath, in Slinfold.

The Ockley to Warnham Trust created a completely new road, now the A 29, from Clemsfold cutting
across existing fields, clearly demonstrated on the Tithe Map, sweeping northwards to rejoin the
Roman Road through Ockley. This new road divided many of the farms, notably Cradles, what is
now Westbrook Hall, and Chatfolds. Denne Bridge was newly built by the Trust in 1812 at a slightly
different position from an earlier bridge. The new bridge had a bench mark, perhaps dating from the
1912 Ordnance Survey, with a stone bearing the inscription ‘from London 33 miles 1 furlong”, is now
in the Anne of Cleves House, in Lewes. The present bridge was built in 1955. The other bridges along
this route include Slaughter Bridge, over what is now known as North River, but variously known as
the Oak or Ock River, was rebuilt in 1804, by the Rape, after a trial at the Assizes. This bridge was
demolished in 1935 and replaced at a slightly different place and the road diverted over it. The other
bridge, known as Chaffields’ Bridge at that time was also built in 1809 under the Turnpike Act, but
was also reconstructed in 1936 by the West Sussex County Council, which today through its ‘Highways
Authority’ takes responsibility for the maintenance and upkeep of highways throughout the county.
The proposals of 1809 included improvement of Marches Road to link up with the Horsham to Dorking
Toll Road and included making a new road from Northlands corner through Northlands Farm directly
to Slinfold, but this never materialized. Travellers along Marches Road would enter the Horsham to
Dorking Toll Road at Kingsfold, but apparently what is referred to as the Kingsfold checkpoint was
actually just over the county border north of Shiremark, in Surrey.
Although the turnpikes were, of course, instrumental in improving the road system, it did imply a cost
and most Trusts ended up deeply in debt. They were short-lived, as they were affected by the building
of railways, which also overtook proposals for canal improvement throughout the Country.
Warnham Railway Station was formerly outside the parish, but came within the parish when
the railway line became the eastern boundary. The signal box, before its recent demolition, was
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then in Warnham; the main buildings and ticket office on the downside, from Dorking, were in
Rusper (Fig. 3/4).
Before 1775, all the major farms and domestic buildings were connected by much older tracks. Some
of these have been mentioned above in connection with ‘Wapple Way’. These older tracks still exist
as footpaths and bridleways, and are well used by walkers and riders (Figs. 3/7,8). It is probable
that they have been in use from early medieval times by local landlords and tenants. Some provided
access for members of the parish to be able to walk to the church, one of which is in an almost direct
line to the furthermost point at Rowhook. Villiers
pointed out that attention was drawn to this
particular path, when in 1635 it was described as
“the footway from the west point of the parish to
the Church”. This route probably entered Church
Street along the track now part of the private
drive belonging to No.6. The Tithe Map shows
part of the original way and described as “the old
lane”, which cut across what is now the Cricket
Pitch, to join the footpath crossing Tilletts Lane.
Because of these more recent developments the
public footpath was diverted to enter Church
Street between Farebrothers and The Sussex Oak.
Fig. 3/4 Warnham Station signal-box
(now demolished), as viewed from the up-line platform
The arrival of the railway connecting Warnham
looking towards Horsham. Inside view shows the number of
to both Horsham and Dorking in 1867 had a
sidings-ponts ,which served for rubbish from Horsham and
profound effect on farming and later on brick
for loading bricks to London.
production, and necessitated the construction of
Station Road, past Andrews Farm to Warnham
Station, which was outside of the parish at that
time, being beyond Boldings Brook over which
Station road was constructed. The road was
often flooded at that point, and a raised wooden
pathway was provided on the south side for
walkers, which was only removed in the 1970’s.
The construction of Station Road from Andrews
Farm and over the railway line provided a new
way to get to Rusper. Before that the track to
Rusper went past Andrews Farm, a track led
up to, and over Boldings Brook where Gunbarn
crossing over the railway line is now. Blackfriars
Bridge, from Kingsfold, marking the northeastern
corner of the parish was another way to connect
Rusper with the village, and may, perhaps afforded
a better route into Warnham at times when
Boldings Brook was in flood. The importance this
connection was, of course, in the 13th C. Rusper
Nunnery was responsible for supplying a priest
for conducting Mass in Warnham Church.
The names of the roads reflect either those of
local owners, places, or directions, as everywhere
in rural England. Remembering that a ‘street’ has
buildings on both sides and, therefore, applies to
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a village or town, and may have a further indication, as ‘Church Street’ in Warnham, though this was
simply called ‘Warnham Street’ until the mid-19th. C. The name of Bell Road, which had no buildings
until the nineteenth century, is probably a corruption of ‘Pell’ road, because it was constantly flooded.
This word occurs elsewhere in Sussex, as in ‘the Pells’ in Lewes. Friday Street, therefore, with houses
on each side, is so called because it led down to the fishponds at Ends Place. ‘Friday Streets ‘are found
elsewhere, and are always associated with fishponds. In Rusper, reaching the fishponds serving the
Nunnery. In Shere, in Surrey, and even in London a short section of Friday Street survives. Before
the fire of 1665, it stretched from Fish Street up to Cheapside, one block east of St. Paul’s, the fish
probably being brought up from the river from Queenshithe or from ‘the broken warfe’. Away from
the sea, fish for Fridays could only be provided by fishponds, often in groups of two or three to control
stocks. There is a chain of ponds on the West Brook, at Ends Place, and at Field Place.
Lanes, like roads are usually without buildings but may have names taken from a nearby farm. Tilletts
Lane must be a personal name, but I have found no reference to the name apart from’ Tilletts 5 acres’,
part of Hill Farm whose access was off Wapple Way, and is recorded on the Tithe Map (Plot 505). Hill
Farm was dismantled and taken to the U.S.A. in the 1920’s, and Tilletts Barn was also demolished,
perhaps at the same time. There were no buildings down Tilletts Lane, apart from Newman’s Cottage,
all that remains of Newman’s Farm at the junction at the bottom of Friday Street. Newer developments
usually reflect historical associations, or former owners. Thus we have, Lucas Road, Gardeners Close,
leading down to the allotments, now much reduced, but still with access from Friday Street. Hollands
Way is named after the Manor of Hollands. More recently, Freemans Road is named after Mr. Freeman
who ran the village shop and who did much for the village, and, most recently, Stanford Orchard,
named after the Stanfords, one of the oldest names in the region, and occupying their former builder’s
yard. The word ‘road’ is now used more loosely.
Outside the village the lanes are usually more minor than roads and are either descriptive of where
they are leading, or to a farm along it. Thus, Northlands Road leads to Northlands corner with access
to Northlands Farm, although formerly known as Ockley Lane. Threestile Road turns at Threestile
Corner, down the hill past Old Manor to Knob Corner at the junction with School Hill. Knob Hill used
to be applied to the Hill on turning left to join the A 24, and is the name given to the whole ridge from
the highest point to the bottom,, which provides the ascent from Church Street to join the A 24. Old
references refer to this simply as ‘the Knob’, but ‘School Hill’ now describes the whole road from the
junction of Church Street and Bell Road to the A24, where the road has recently been curled round to
provide safer entry and exit. The first school was built in1851 at the top of the hill (where the Council
gravel tip now is), justifying the name. This school was later demolished, being succeeded by what is
now known as the ‘Old School’ erected in 1887 almost opposite the junction with the road leading up
to Threestile Corner.
Threestile Corner presumably owes its name to three stiles. One could have been across Sands Farm,
which existed in 1963, another, across the corner down the hill towards the church, and the third
down past Cidermill Farm onto the track, which leads past Geerings to Little London Hill onto the
A 24, and then across the A24 to Rusper. These may have been ‘permissive paths’, but they would
have enabled walkers to cut many corners, either to the Church or to the A24. Cidermill Farm was
once called Threestile Farm, named after the corner rather than the other way round. Pound Corner,
is named for a pound for stray animals, which was the field in the northeast corner of Sands Farm.
Mayes Lane is named after the first Farm to be met up that road which then passes other farms such
as Tanners before joining Marches Road as already mentioned.
In the other direction, roads leading out of the village such as the Broadbridge Heath Road nominally
starts at the junction of Church Street and Friday Street, and passes over Bailing Hill, the farm on the
south side of the hill taking its name from the hill, not the other way round. The origin of the name
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‘Bailing’ is uncertain. In the Sussex dialect ‘bail’ refers to the handle of a bucket, and ‘bailing out’ will
be a term familiar to sailors. The geological fault mentioned in Chapter 1 , may explain why there is
a well at the top of Friday Street, evidently for public use, and a good source of clean water in times
of drought or when wells in the village were fouled up. Further south, the small settlement of Goose
Green, is common in Sussex, beyond which, a turning on the east side, known as Robin Hood Lane,
leads to ‘Warnham Road’ into Horsham. The name Robin Hood apparently derives from the discovery
of a statue depicting Robin Hood in Warnham Court. Although this road is an old one, it may be that
when the Lucases’ bought Warnham Court, any earlier name had fallen out of use. There is, however,
an important medieval house now known as Salmonds, known before that as Keepers Cottage and
also as Roberts Cottage. Annabelle Hughes has pointed out that Salmonds was, at one time called
Randalls, the name of an important family in the area in the 14th C. he house may well date from that
time.

Fig. 3/5 Iron WSCC Fingerpost at Pound Corner

Finger posts of the old local county design made
of cast iron with a ring at the top and rotatable
‘fingers, survive, and are worthy of preservation,
but as often recently vandalized have sometimes
been replaced by other types, such as the painted
white oak post at Threestile Corner (Fig. 3/5,6),
and at the junction of the Broadbridge Heath
Road and Robin Hoods Lane. The older cast-iron
finger posts survive for example at the junction
of Bell Road, and at the bottom of Friday Street.
Some include distances (in miles); others do not.
The one at Pound Corner has had repeatedly
to be repaired and now directs in the direction
of Mayes Lane, to Winterfold, a name with no
historical significance, rather than, as formerly,
‘to Kingsfold’, which has. While Kingsfold is an
old name for the area around the junction of
Marches Road with the present A 24, the origin
of the name is uncertain. Villiers records that
a‘ John de Kingsfolde’, was in dispute with the
Rector of Rusper over tithes, in 1500, and moved
into Warnham parish, perhaps into (or building)
Kingsfold Place.

Incidentally, the brick letterbox at Pound Corner
is also of historical interest, and so far, has been
well looked after by Royal Mail. It dates from
around 1893, and, as shown in (Fig.2/1) was originally marked as ‘Warnham Lodge’, to serve the
many people who lived and worked in the Harben estate, established at that time. As noted elsewhere
it has a bench mark cut into the brickwork, which probably dates from the 1912 Ordnance Survey.
Fig. 3/6 Painted oak Fingerpost at Threestile Corner.
Note the different spelling on the road sign.

Some of the names associated with buildings outside of the village, which are still used, are recorded
in the Lay Subsidy Rolls of 1296, 1327 and 1333. The earliest, in 1296 include names of persons
at Kingsfold, Chatfolds, Shiremark, Daux, and Sands. In 1327, Rowhook, Slaughterford, Geerings,
Westons, Chatfolds, and Shiremark are recorded. And, in1333, Chatfolds, Westons, Betchetts, Ends,
Geerings, Slaughterford, Kingsfold, and Shiremark. It does not follow, of course, that the buildings to
which they referred, are those of today, but it does show how long many names have been in such
use. It is well known that the names of people were usually associated with the place where they
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lived or worked, such a ‘John atte Kingsfold’. It was the ‘given’ name by which they were known. Later,
with the evolution of surnames, this was either the place where they lived or owned, or referred to a
personal skill or profession.
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Chapter 4
THE PARISH

We do not know the extent of Warnham parish in Saxon times. The borders of parishes were usually
determined by recognizable natural features, such as streams or rivers. The northern border with
Surrey is quite clear and has not changed. With one exception, it divides the watersheds draining
northwards and southwards. The exception is the North River, which arises north of Ockley, in Surrey,
about three miles from the northwestern corner of the parish. In Gardner and Graems map of 1795
the Surrey border is correctly shown, but what appears to represent the border, marked by a similar
dashed line, runs straight down North River, around Broadbridge Mill, then up to Warnham Mill via
Farthings Bridge. No line is marked down Boldings Brook, although that certainly marked the eastern
boundary at that time. Greenwoods map of 1825, as mentioned in in Chapter 2, is the earliest map to
accurately mark the parish boundary.
It was only two hundred years after the end of the Roman occupation that the Saxons were occupying
the western weald, so that is not surprising that the line of Stane Street provided a recognizable parish
boundary from the neighbouring parish of Rudgwick, and that North River then marked the boundary
at the point at which it runs away from Stane Street. The boundary might then have continued until
it joins Boldings Brook just south of Broadbridge Mill. Gardner and Gream simply loop North River
with Boldings Brook so that it is not clear which way the two rivers are draining, although they
clearly run southwards. Logical as it may seem that this confluence of rivers might indicate an earlier
demarcation of the southwestern corner of the parish, it does not agree with manorial boundaries
possibly already established by the Saxons, but certainly soon after by the Normans, for Broadbridge
Heath was overlaying part of Sullington parish, which lies far to the south. So it could well be that
the boundary as traced by Greenwood represents the boundary as first established. Incidentally, the
Warnham Tithe Map includes the area properly belonging to Sullington, perhaps because neither the
surveyors nor the cartographers were clear about the liability of tithes for owners of the land at the
time. These ‘detached’ parts of Sullington were transferred to Horsham in 1878.
The eastern boundary has changed on several occasions recently, both gaining and loosing land
to neighbouring parishes, but following the custom of using clearly marked features to define the
boundaries. So Boldings Brook no longer marks the eastern boundary, which is now defined by
the railway. Along the southeastern corner and further west, the border now follows the Horsham
bypass. This has meant the loss of Warnham Place Farm, Warnham Mill, and Rookwood Farm, areas
now largely replaced by Warnham Nature Reserve, the Golfcourse and a housing development closer
to Broadbridge Heath. While the boundaries with Broadbridge Heath and Slinfold remain the same,
including Field Place and up to Rowhook, the A281 from Brookhurst to the Clemsfold Roundabout
now determines the boundary in that corner of the parish, so Farlington has been brought into
Warnham Parish, from Slinfold.
The old custom of ‘beating the bounds’ said to have been practiced in Saxon times, is still done in
Warnham, on Rogation Sunday, accompanied by the Vicar. Traditionally, it was asking for ‘blessing of
the land’, originally, no doubt, a pre-Christian ‘rite’, but was done also to instill into children the actual
boundaries of the parish. Today, only a section is ‘beaten’ in each year, for it is now thought too long
to allow sufficient time for a ‘party’ at the end.
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Much of the history of Warnham parish was researched and summarized by Sandy Villiers during the
1970’s. Some of his findings are reported in The Victoria County History, Volume 6, Part 2.
The manorial system was one of rule, coming about with the consolidation of Wessex with the
southeast during the 19th C. as part of a general organization of the kingdom into Shires and Hundreds,
belonging either to the king or to the Church, represented by the local bishop. The land was then
further subdivided into manors, tenanted by farmers and labourers. Warnham was included with
Horsham in the Hundred of Singlecross, a name earlier referred to as ‘Shinglecross’, perhaps the Cross
sheltered with shingles to the east of Horsham, near the ‘Star Cross’ Inn, in Roffey, although in1296,
it was still part of the Hundred of Steyning. Horsham became a Borough at that time. Horsham is not
now a Borough but has a District Council.
The brutal Norman invasion strengthened, rather than originated, the manorial system. Much of local
government, pioneered by the Saxons was left intact, while turning out the Saxon owners. Although
there is still much uncertainty about land tenure and ownership in the Saxon period, it now seems
likely that by the 10th C. in the general area of the western weald at least, different landowners
had already organized what amounted to a ‘manor’, governing the employment of labourers from a
‘manor house’. Before the Norman Conquest. William the Conqueror (or ‘The Bastard’, if you prefer
the French appellation), simply allocated these manors and their lands to his own henchmen, while
strengthening the powers of the ’Lord of the Manor’ to control and deal with local affairs. William I
also divided Sussex into West and East Sussex, and the borders between them suggests that William
I may have being guided not only by some obvious physical features, but possibly also by existing
manorial boundaries. This division of Sussex and, also, incidentally, Kent, into East and West, was for
administrative reasons, to establish greater control of the population. He then divided West Sussex into
six ‘Rapes’. Warnham and Horsham became part of the Rape of Bramber. The Rapes were established
with a least one garrisoned castle to suppress resistance, and also to protect ports convenient for
contact with Normandy. Steyning, already an important Saxon town on the River Adur, was navigable
down to Seaford. William de Braoze was given forty-one manors, and was granted lordship of the
Rape of Bramber, and held the castle there.
There were essentially at least three manors within Warnham parish, although there is a lot of
uncertainty about their extent. The Manor of Denne may or may not have been associated with Denne
Farm in the north of the parish. While an important farm with extensive land in medieval times, it may
simply derive its name from the initial forest clearing. It is believed that the Manors of Warnham and
of Hollands were situated in the southern parts of the parish. It is thought that Hollands Manor House
may have been where Hollands Way is now. But the extent of ‘Warnham manor’ is unknown. The Manor
of Slaughterford alias Powers, covered most of the land in the western part, from Rowhook, Strood
and Ends Place. Powers Farm was just east of what is now the A 29, near the Clemsfold Roundabout.
This name celebrates the Manor of Clymsfold whose lands were in Slinfold. Hewells Manor belonged
to Rusper Priory, and is likely to have been on that side of the parish, for Hewells Farm is on the east
side of the A 24.
In Norman times, the Lord of the Manor had various duties to the King. Lords also had various local
duties and responsibilities. In the present context, one was to provide a venue where disputes could
be heard and resolved., and another was to collect tithings in support of the Church. People in outlying
areas were bound under the law of ‘frankpledge’ to behave properly, and law breaking or matters of
dispute, were dealt with locally. This developed into Manorial Courts or ‘Courts baron’. Old Manor
was at one time called Court Hall, or Court House, where it is believed that disputes relating to the
Manors of both Warnham and Clympsfold were heard. Tithings for support of the Church originated
in Saxon times, and was enforced by law throughout the medieval period.
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The manorial system began to brake down under the Plantagenets with the policy of centralizing
the legal system, and by the 15th C. landowners bought ‘manorial lordships’, more for the rights over
‘marginal waste’ than for meager rents. This marginal land was mainly along roads and highways.
Some areas were quite large, and remnants of this waste remain along the Broadbridge Heath Road
just before crossing the brook, which marks the southern boundary of the parish. These areas have
become natural scrubland, and it is why Swan Ken stands so far back from the road. The forge at
the junction of Bell Road and Church Street, for example, was also built on such manorial waste, so
permission had to be sought from the Lord of the Manor. The Lord of the Manor of Warnham was,
at that time, Edward Cowper of Strood (then in the parish of Slinfold) and he signed a deed in1724
to allow building of the forge and an attached cottage for the smith. Today, all this ‘marginal land’
belongs to the County Council.
The physical features of the parish are illustrated in the series of sketch maps based on information
in various Ordnance Survey and other maps. Each is drawn to the same scale with 1 km square grids.
The parish border, in Figs., 3/7, 4/2 and 4/4, follows that of Greenwood 1825. Fig. 4/3 shows the
Horsham bypass, and 4/1, indicates the border in 2015.

Fig. 4/1 Map of the roads and parish boundary in 2015.
Fig. 4/3 Sketch map of the Horsham bypass from the
Warnham Road to Great Daux, showing the footpath from the
village, along the old A24 and across the dual carriageway to
Mill Cottages. The field numbers are those in the Tithe Map.
The site of the original Warnham Place and the access to the
later Warnham Place is also shown, with building now known
as Warnham Place with it’s new access from the Great Daux
roundabout.
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Fig. 4/2 (a) Map of the roads and tracks to principal farms
and places, indicated by square dots, with the main rivers and
bridges. The two sections: A-B and C-D are shown in (b).
The exaggerated vertical scales, shown in feet and meters, are
derived from O.S. TQ 13 (1948).

Fig. 4/4 Sketch map based on Fig. 3/7 and 3/8,
showing rivers, gills, and bridges, and the main road
network with contours. The three highest contours at 300 ft.
are stippled. These are at Sands Farm, Mayes Lane and Kingsfold. For clarity, names of bridges are indicated from A – G,
and gills and rivers from 1 -11.
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A
B
C
D
E
F
G

Blackfriars
Warnham Mill
Farthings
Slaughter (west)
Chatfolds
Denne
Slaughter (east)

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11

Boldings Brook
Andrews Gill
Warnham Mill Pond
North River
West Brook
Betchetts Gill
Dawes Gill
Dervells Gill
Stone Farm Gill
Tickfolds Gill
Sladebottom Gill

Chapter 5
CONSTRUCTION

The local materials available for vernacular building have been described in previous chapters. But
before turning to look at which materials were used in different periods and the local styles that
evolved, it may be useful to have a reminder of natural and some historical events, which influenced
building work.
For two centuries after the Norman Conquest of England the climate was relatively warm and
favourable for farming. How much building was done in Warnham at that time is unknown, but, after
the immediate effects of the Conquest had settled down and farming was prospering, then the village
was probably growing. Although the farms were scattered throughout the parish there would be
specialist needs provided by smiths, shoemakers, basket makers, carpenters, coopers and so on,
whose skills were beyond the farmers capabilities or time. In the late14th C the climate became cooler
and wetter. Repeated plagues decimated the population and this cold and wet period led to failed
harvests and starvation. Probably little building was done apart from general maintenance. However,
the climate began to improve at the beginning of the 15th C. and it appears that the population began
to increase and prosperity improved, so that there was a rebuilding boom between around 1400 and
1500. Older structures were probably pulled down and replaced by better timber-framed buildings,
usually on the same site and were so well built that many survive to this day, albeit sometimes added
to or adapted over succeeding centuries in accordance with social change and other needs. The
climate in the southeast of England remained favourable throughout the Tudor period, but by the
end of the 16th C. it became considerably cooler. This period, usually referred to as the ‘Little Ice Age’,
set in around 1590 and lasted until around 1850.
Although glass was made in this region during the Roman period, glass was an expensive luxury during
medieval times and could not be afforded except by the Church. However, the arrival of immigrant
Huguenots escaping Catholic oppression in France and The Netherlands in the late 16th C. introduced
many skilled workers to this country, including glass-makers. The closest active glass-making
workshop to Warnham, was established at Chiddingfold, fifteen miles to the west in Surrey, enabling
those wealthy enough to put in glazed windows, to replace medieval windows closed by shutters or
sack-cloth, the norm for houses dating from the 15th. C. This colder period also engendered building
of chimneys of brick also enhanced by the skills of immigrants, especially from Flanders. Before then,
smoke from fires provided primarily for cooking, but incidentally, also for warmth in winter, was led
out of the roof by end gablets or by a louvered stack of timber. Some buildings enclosed the rising
smoke within plastered flues. However, due to social change and affluence, the larger hall houses
began to floor over the hall to provide extra living accommodation so brick chimneys were inserted,
often dividing what was needed for cooking on one side and simply for warmth on the other. The
position of the chimney also varies, sometimes being built in the middle of hall, or at one end, or
outside the frame on one side. Some inserted chimneys also provided a fireplace serving a room in
the newly created upper floor. The cooling winters around 1600 was also the time when ’inglenook’
fireplaces were built, often in quite humble cottages, providing a seat to attend to cooking or simply
to enjoy the warmth while sitting by the fire.
Largely because of political events and the need of the Government of the day to raise money, an
unpopular ‘Hearth Tax’ was imposed in 1662, but was repealed in1689, on the succession of William
and Mary to the throne. Another tax, equally unpopular, was imposed in1696 known as the ‘Window
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Tax’. This continued in force until 1851, curiously coinciding with a distinct warming of the climate.
Many houses across the whole of England were being built with ‘blank’ windows in the hope that one
day these could easily be knocked out and glazed windows inserted. Of course it often turned out that
either the owners did not have the money to spend, landlords were reluctant, or that owners never
got round to it. However, I know of no building in Warnham with such bank windows. Perhaps this
was because the windows were properly finished to begin with, or a ‘blind eye’ was given to the tax.
It is well known that the assignation of any building after the Tudor period refers to the Monarchy.
Thus: Elizabethan, Jacobean, William & Mary, Queen Ann, Georgian, when many older buildings
were also ‘Georgianised’. Then came Regency, Victorian, and Edwardian, after which, it gets more
complicated: Gothic Revival, ‘Mock Tudor’or ‘Tudoresque’, ‘Arts & Crafts’ and, for want of a better
word, ‘Modernist’.
The village has some fine Victorian buildings and some of these are also ‘Mock Tudor’, a style abundant
in Horsham and some in the village built at the instigation of Henry Harben in the late 1890’s. But
amongst older timber-framed houses in the village there are houses of almost every period following
the fashion of the day, sometimes newly built or older buildings modified in accordance with fashion,
by local builders, or by architects, whose names are rarely recorded. In the medieval period even
churches were not designed by what we would call ‘architects’, rather by a coming together of
master craftsmen- masons, carpenters, smiths, and so on. The revival of classical architecture in the
Renaissance, arrived late in this country, and was soon adapted to a style unlike those in Italy and
France. Henry VIII’s Nonesuch Palace and much of his Palace of Westminster, were still basically
timber-framed, but such buildings were soon outshone by brick-built palaces such as Wolsey’s
Hampton Court and later, by many large country houses built in Queen Elizabeth’s reign. Most country
houses around Warnham date from the late 19thC. although the original Warnham Place may have
been Elizabethan, and Strood, only recently brought into the parish, was Jacobean, later Georgianised.
There was an increase in building in the village during the 20th.C. and before and after the war of
1914-18, most of which was provided by private enterprise, but following the second world war
(1939-45) much of this was Council Housing, generally of good quality and well planned, as in Lucas
Road, parts of Friday Street and Tilletts Lane. Most recently, however, the need for more housing
in the southeast has led to speculators endlessly varying easily erected designs by large building
firms. Many of such developments could be anywhere in the country and regrettably Warnham is not
free from this decline. Pevsner, that erudite German architectural historian who gradually came to
understand and appreciate ‘Englishness’ better than most, would have despaired if he were to have
seen some of these recent developments.
So, the oldest buildings to survive in the parish are timber-framed. Most date from the 15thC- 16thC.
for the reasons mentioned above, but some buildings within the village were still being built in this
way as late as the mid-19thC. though without any of the quality of carpentry or materials of a medieval
building. The pair of cottages providing four dwellings in Friday Street on the site now occupied by St.
Margaret’s Court, were the last I have identified in the village, having been erected in Victorian times.
There are three surviving ‘wealdens’ within half a mile of each other. ‘Wealdens’ are distinguished by
having open halls, but with jettys at each end. Jettys were known in London as early as the late 13thC.
Jettys at first floor level afforded more space for accommodation, but sometimes created problems
in a crowded city with narrow lanes, and a regulation in London of 1276 required that a jetty should
be not less than nine feet above street level, so that carts could pass beneath (Schofield, 1995). Such
problems also occurred in France. In the countryside without these restrictions it was, perhaps, their
appearance, which appealed and demonstrated wealth. It also reduced the number of long posts
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required. Those who were able to erect such buildings in this area were probably familiar with those
in London, easily reached, there and back in a day, by a good horseman.
1. Timber-framing
One great advantage of the timber-framed house of the region over Saxon buildings was to support
the frame on sills, or soleplates, so that the frame was above ground level. ‘Hovels’ which did not
adopt this method did not survive as long. Oak though lasting well above ground soon rots when
buried. Oak fence posts rot within fifty years if the soil into which they are driven is not well drained.
Clay retaining moisture is the worst. But, if large enough in well-drained sandy soil, oak will last much
longer. Witness the 12 in. square gateposts to the original drive to Warnham Lodge dating from 1893.
Ironically, Sweet Chestnut, which was often used for hovels and temporary shelters used by charcoal
burners, survives well when driven into the ground. This is why ‘chestnut fencing was so much used
across the southeast of England, and chestnut being coppiced for this purpose, and also for hop poles,
particularly in Kent, where some hop farms survive and still use such poles. But it does not have
either the compressive or tensile strength of oak.
The older timber-framed buildings are typically built entirely of oak, including floorboards. Later,
especially in smaller buildings, floorboards may be made of other woods, Hornbeam or Elm or, in the
18th-19th C. of pine imported from Baltic ports. Oak trees would be carefully selected according to
need and felled. English oak is heavy, and when freshly felled is estimated to weigh about 56 lbs./ cu.
ft. So a 12 x 12 in. post 20 ft. in length, would weigh 1,120 lbs. Carpentry is best done when the wood
is ‘green’. When it is ‘seasoned’ it will have lost about a fifth of its weight, but is then much harder to
work with. As the timber ages it gets harder and harder, as any restorer will know to his cost. The oak
turns silver in light but generally darkens with age inside a house. Luckily in this country, there are no
termites and the smoke in open halls discouraged ‘Death Watch’ beetles. Furniture beetles are usually
no problem since they can only attack sapwood, and ‘House Longhorns’ are rare.
Carpentry was carried out in a carpenters yard, most probably in Horsham. All the timbers were
prefabricated. As mentioned before, trees were carefully selected before felling, but in the early
medieval period there was an abundance of tall trees. Oliver Rackham has calculated that the
magnificent barns at Cressing Temple in Essex, erected in 1210 and 1270 were each built from 480
oaks, but the owners had 110 acres of woodland, which could yield, if required, a similar barn every
five years (Rackam, 2006). Around Warnham, however, by the early 17th C. much of the oak was
cut for charcoal for use in various growing industries. Such needs were best served by coppicing,
including oak, ash and hornbeam. Apart from woodlands, oaks often now growing along existing or
former field boundaries, naturally spread outwards, so do not grow straight upwards in competition
for light as they would in dense woodland.
In prefabricating the frame, the carpenters used different saws and axes. The handles were made,
as they still are today, from ash, because of its ease of shaping to the hands and for its resilience.
Mortises, tenons, peg-holes, even grooves for laths to support plaster infills, were all done before the
actual rearing of the frame. The carpenters did all the sawing, smoothing with adzes and decorations
such as stopped chamfers and mouldings, using various chisels, and gouges, or augers to bore holes
for pinning timbers together. Many of these tools were elaborated by the Romans, but were either
reinvented by the Saxons, or, more likely learnt from the Church. Once perfected for a specific purpose
they remained in use until modern times, though sometimes the name was changed. A brace and bit
was, in medieval times usually called a wimble, whereas a wooden mallet for use with a wooden
handled chisel has remained unchanged in both design and name. All the timbers were numbered so
that each, when assembled, would fit its corresponding member. Some of these tools are illustrated
in Fig. 5/1.
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How the erection was done was probably decided by the Master Carpenter from his own individual
experience and with regard to the size and complexity of the building, and the erection was probably
done by the same carpenters.
First, the footprint of the building had to be
made to receive the frame. The ground would be
leveled, and a plinth of stone or later, brick, was
laid to raise the soleplate above the ground. The
spirit level was not invented until the late 17th
C. so horizontals and verticals were checked with
a plumb-bob suspended in a perfectly squared
timber fixed at right angles to another timber
which could be laid on the top of the plinth, and
then on the soleplate, underpinning the plinth
where necessary. Soleplates had to be joined and
were commonly halved and pegged together.
Fig. 5/1 Tools used by medieval carpenters
Diagonals were checked by stretched strings to
(a) An axe: note that it is the same as those of today, the
ensure that, whatever the size of the building the
handle is slightly curved and expanded at the end to provide a soleplates formed a perfect rectangle. Corners had
safer grip, the axe being swung sideways as well as downwards.
to be joined with particular precision, and also
(b) An adze: note that the handle was usually straight the
had to provide a mortise to receive the tenon at
blade at right angles to the handle, slightly swollen at the end,
the bottom of the corner-post. In some buildings
but used by swinging downwards.
there were additional soleplates inside the main
(c) A plum-bob, made of lead, is positioned in an enlarged
frame, usually to support an upper floor. The
cavity, the thread supporting it running down a narrow slot in
sole would also have mortises to receive vertical
the slat of seasoned wood the sides of which must be exactly
posts or braces when these were later reared into
parallel.
position. The floor inside would also be leveled by
(d) A plum-bob fixed to a horizontal slat, used for leveling.
stamping down and sometimes had an additional
(e) A pit saw, the blade is straight and often of considerable
stone floor, but this may well have been done last
length, used vertically, for cutting timber lengthwise into
of all. A single soleplate could serve for a side of
boards. Note that each end has two handles, one man at
a small building, but large houses with long sides
ground level, the other in a pit.
of 40-50 ft. or more, at least two soleplates would
(f) An auger, used vertically, operated by both hands to bore
be needed, and these of course, had to be halved
holes in beams for later pegging of joints.
together.
(g) A frame saw, used by one man holding the longer end with
both hands to saw smaller timber such as planks. Note that it
is braced above the saw blade and tied at the top to aid
keeping the saw straight in use.

Building on clay is much better than on sandy
substrates, which tend to shift, and where deep
(h) A square: two pieces of seasoned timber accurately pinned foundations are required and, for modern heavy
buildings, pilings have to be sunk at key points.
together to check right-angles during assembly of a timber
frame.
Clay has a compressive strength of 2-4 tons /
sq. ft. The top of the clay, beneath any topsoil
is oxidized, and has a yellow or ochrous colour, but lower down and unoxidised, it has a blue-grey
colour. In some places, blue clay may occur within 18 inches below the surface, indicating that the
site has probably not been disturbed for centuries. There is no need to go deeper than this to provide
a footing for a timber-framed building. There are, of course, always risks. A large oak tree, long-since
gone, which might give an unperceived weak point, which may only be revealed when the full weight of
the building had been standing for some time, and can lead to a gradual slump – picturesque perhaps,
but regrettable. Timber-framed buildings move slightly with the seasons due to the clay beneath
being either saturated with water or dried. While the level of the watertable will vary, it is important
that the clay under the building does not dry out too much. A site a short way down a hill, but never
at the top, especially where springs are known to occur would help to resist any subsidence in a long
dry summer. Also the eaves usually overhang the walls far more than in later buildings, shedding rain
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to the ground around the building while minimizing wetting of the wall. Repairs in the last century
often provided a ‘French Drain’ – a gutter of bricks directly under the eaves. Gutters and downpipes
were usually added to help keep the walls dry, when cast-iron became generally available in the 19th C.
Timber-framed structures are described as having a number of ‘bays’, each bay divided by a tiebeam.
A small cart shed might have only one bay, small houses might also have only one or two, but larger
houses may have 3, 4 or 5 bays. Some very large barns with a more open structure might have 6 or
more, Tithe Barns were often very large, as were those serving important monasteries. There are
two basic types of frame. ‘Crucked’ frames have curved posts linked at the top, forming the roof. The
second type has vertical posts, which support the roof (Fig.5/2, a, and c).
Early houses with vertical posts typically have roofs with a 45o pitch, not only along the sides but at
the ends as well. This system provided a very stable roof, referred to as ‘fully hipped’ so that the end
Fig. 5/2 Principles of
Timber-framing
Arrows demonstrate
tensions and downward
thrusts in principal frames
(bay divisions), the black
squares showing different
types of purlin linking each
bay.
(a) A fully crucked building.
Note that in this variant the
two curved crucks support
each other and clasp a
longitudinal ‘roof-tree’ or
ridge pole at the top, and
are linked by a horizontal
‘tie’ for stability of the
frame, rather than to resist
outward thrusts, since the
rafters bearing the roof are
taken up on three purlins, the
lowest bearing on a short post
outside the cruck to which
it is tied. Note too, the, short
transverse sole or pad-plate.
Longitudinal soleplates are
not required. See Fig. (b).
(b) A cruck building in
longitudinal section of (a)
showing the pad-plates
for each cruck, and the
arrangement of the three
purlins. In some cruck
buildings the pad-plates are
replaced by a continuous
stone wall, raising the height
of the building, when it is
known as ‘half-crucked’.
(c) A Fully hipped building.
A crown post bearing on the
centre of each tie supporting
a longitudinal ‘collar purlin’
which bears the collar.

(e) Longitudinal section of
Fig.(c). Note that the collar
purlin is mortised to the
central rafter of the hip, and
that each common rafter,
(between each bay division),
is also related by a collar.
(m) Showing additional
support for common rafters
by ashlar posts, commonly
bearing on floor of the roof
space.

(b) A king -posted building
with a ridge purlin or ‘roof
tree’ clasped by a central king
post bearing on the tie with
struts from the side purlins.
There are many variations of
this pattern.

example of a crown-posted
building, with a jetty on
one side. Note that the jetty
‘divides’ each principal post,
the downward force of the
cantilever so created being
braced by a ‘knee’ or bracket.
(Queen- posted buildings may
also be jettyed).

(h) An interrupted tie or
‘dropped tie’ building in which
the tie is cut on each side and
(o) Detail of (f).
pinned to vertical posts under
(j) Longitudinal section of a
the collar and bearing onto a
‘wealden’ building, defined
floor in order to provide more
(g) Gable end of a
by having two jetties, one at
usable roof space. Note that
half-hipped building. Note
each end, creating a recessed
the inherent weakening of
that the side-purlins are taken
bay or bays and causing the
the traditional tie is mitigated
up by a collar, and the roof
wall-plate to become a ’flying
by the ‘dropped tie’which has
weight is conveyed by queen
bresummer, commonly
simple pegged tenons into
posts to the tie.
supported by curved braces
each main post.
taken up by the upper posts
(i) Longitudinal section of (g)
(l) An aisled building,
on each side. Some ‘wealdens’
showing a staggered
(usually older buildings and
have jettyes on the ends as
butt-purlin roof.
barns) to provide more floor
well, and/or both sides.
(k) A simple gable-ended
space. Note the similarity in
(n) Detail of tie/post
building with queen posts
terms of forces to (a).
relationship in vertical-posted
between collar and tie.
(f) A jettyed building. An
buildings.
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ties also acted as wallplates. Along the sides of the building, wallplates were placed on top of the posts
under the ties and their function was to bear the weight of the roof and transmit it down the posts to
the ground. In a house with a simple gabled roof, all the rafters would be taken up on the wallplates. A
fully hipped roof needed a more integrated system, solved by introducing a central longitudinal collar
purlin relating to collars between each rafter. The principal rafters (i.e. those taken up on the tips of a
tie-beam), were supported by a ‘crown post’ bearing on the centre of the tie. Wealden buildings with
a recessed hall, are more complicated, for the wall plates become ‘flying bressumers’ supported by
braces and the rafters by additional ashlar posts or struts (Fig .5/6). Crown-posted roofs began to go
out of fashion in this region around 1530 being replaced by varieties of roofs with side-purlins, which
provided more useable roof space (Fig. 5/2).
The tiebeam, as already mentioned, keeps the posts vertical, and hence is in tension, whereas the
collars above are in compression. There are some roofs with only collars and no ties. In these cases
each collar acts as a tie, and is, therefore, in tension. A roof ‘truss’ is constructed to ensure a stable
entity, which will conduct weight down the posts supporting it. The weight will be affected not only
by the weight of the timbers forming the truss, but by the type of roof covering: thatch, tiles or stone
or slate. Buildings of brick or stone usually still have a roof truss made of timber, though in some
modern buildings this may be of steel. Different types of local roof trusses are discussed below.
The raising of a crucked building is described in detail by F. W. B. Charles,in his book ‘Conservation
of Timber Buildings’. He shows a frame being raised by using ladders acting as cranes, by hand
windlasses and steadied by guyropes. The hoisting ropes would be wound up on each windlass, and
the guyropes attached to the top of the frame, each frame, in this case, meaning the two crucks held
together by cross-pieces, already jointed and pegged, and when reared into the vertical, will define
each bay.
The mechanics of a crucked building is different from that of a building with vertical posts since
much of the weight is conducted down the crucks and because of their curved shape there is less
lateral force so that ties are less significant. The crucks are actually pushing against each other so
that the crosspieces are neither in tension nor in compression and simply link the two crucks into
position. The main ‘crosspiece’ is usually referred to as the collar, which is related to each frame by
longitudinal purlins on each side. In large crucked buildings there may be more longitudinal purlins,
so the stability of the frame, as defined above, is due to the purlins. So Charles’s solution for raising
each pair of crucks into the vertical is entirely practicable. R. W. Brunskill suggested that each frame
might simply be pushed up by poles and secured by guyropes. This could be done for small buildings,
but Brunskill agreed that some mechanical device would be needed for large buildings. The weight
of such crucks might easily be at least 840 lbs., so that two + the ‘collar’ could provide a combined
weight of around 1700 lbs., or 0.75 tons, and it would take 6 men to lift it, implying that some lifting
device would indeed be necessary. The basis for these calculations is given below.
Base-crucked buildings are essentially limited to ground floor accommodation, and the only way to
achieve a usable upper floor was to raise the crucks onto walls. This was commonly done, and many
buildings survive in the north of England, as may be seen, for example, in Ryedale, in North Yorkshire.
It may be that that region did not produce the tall oaks, which grew on suitable parts of the south, so
crucked buildings persisted much longer in the north than in the south of England.
Let us now consider a hall house with vertical posts of three bays and how it may have been erected
(Fig.5/3). The frame at each end would consist of two corner posts held at the top by a tiebeam.
The base of each post is provided with a tenon, which fits into a mortise in the soleplate. The space
between these four timbers forms the end wall, and also provides for support of an upper floor
within. A central post with horizontal beams (or bressumers) on each side at first-floor level will
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further subdivide the wall into four areas, which could be further subdivided by smaller studs and
rails to form a ‘box-frame’, or by vertical studs alone, according to the style and the actual size of
the building. The remaining spaces would be filled with lath and plaster, to seal the wall. As part of
the prefabrication, grooves into which laths could be sprung, would need to have been made before
assembly.
Fig. 5/3 Scheme for the
erection of a hypothetical
house of 3 bays, shown topright, as A/A’, B/B’,/C/C’,
D/C’, with sole-plates in
position.
1. 1st post raised into its
position on the corner of the
sole-plate and secured with 3
ropes.
2. 1st frame erected from A’
to A. Post A secured by ropes
and a temporary raking shore.
3. 1st wall erected from A’ to
B’, B’ secured with 3 ropes, 1st
wall-plate laid into mortises
on top of posts A’ and B’.
4. 2nd wall erected from A to
B, B secured with 3 ropes.
5. 2nd wallplate laid onto A
to B.
Having laid both wall-plates in the 1st bay, ties could then be lifted into position, firstly A/A’, and then B/B’ after any internal
walling between B/B’ had been completed, including any support for an upper floor between A/A’ and B/B’, all timbers then
knocked together and pegged. Similarly, any horizontal beams between B’/C’ and B/C would have to be fitted before posts C and
C’ could be knocked into vertical. A conjectural crane for raising ties. After completion of bays C/C’ and D/D’, the crane would
need to be partly dismantled and removed through the last wall before its completion.

Once the soleplates had been laid, the first post would need to be reared. A well-built man used to
lifting weights can lift a maximum of 290 lbs. Suppose that the corner post is 14 ft. long, is 12 in.
square, expanded at the top into a jowl to engage the tie beam. The total volume would be about 16
cu. ft. 1 cu. ft. of new English oak weighs around 56 lbs., so such a post would weigh about 896 lbs.,
so it would take three men to lift it, but four would be safer. Four men should be able to slide the post
off from the cart arriving from the carpenters yard, and to carry it to the point of erection. The next
questions are: 1. How would they raise it, and, 2. How would they hold it so that it remains vertical.
This is where the principle of the lever comes in. The post lying on the ground could be lifted by two
men on each side onto a carpenter’s trestle, which would act as a fulcrum, placed near the corner of
the soleplate. The weight is taken up by the other end, and the force exerted by the men decreases
as they ‘walk it’ into position, so that the tenon slips into the mortise in the soleplate. This could be
achieved by one or two others guiding in into position. Before this operation, however, it would be
necessary to steady the raising and to hold the post upright, and this could most simply be done
by attaching three ropes to the top of the post- probably using the peg holes already made to stop
the ropes from slipping down. For stability, the three ropes would be pegged out 120 ˚ apart, one
inside the building, and two outside. So, to erect the post about nine men are required – probably the
number of the carpenters team which had prepared the timbers.
The erection of the end wall could then proceed. Detailed examination of wall timbers and their
joints indicates how this was done, remembering that the post at the other end would need to be
knocked into position to complete the wall. Salzman (1952) gives evidence that hooked pins were
used to engage the joints. These could easily be withdrawn and replaced with permanent oak pins. A
raking shore could also be used, temporarily, to steady the walls, at points indicated by ‘scotch’ marks,
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usually about a third of the height of the principal posts from the top. Erection of our hypothetical
three-bay house in Fig.5/2, all the outer walls are shown to be similar, forming a box frame to be filled
in later with ‘wattle and daub’. Note that if the end bay was to have an upper floor, then a ‘summer’
or ‘bressumer’ would have to be fitted in between the central post of the end bay (A/A’} and the next
by {B/B’). Also, note that the placing of the wall-plates on top of the main posts (A to B, and A’ to B’)
would have be done before the next tie (B/B’) could be lowered into position, since the tie is not
only jointed to the post – usually by a dovetail type mortise to resist lateral tension, but also because
the tie clasps the wall-plate underneath to prevent it from rolling off. For this reason the wall-plates
project beyond the post and joints in the wallplates themselves must be between posts.
Details of jointing will be found in several books such as Charles’s ‘Conservation of Timber Buildings,
Brunskill’s ‘Timber Building in Britain’, Hewetts’s beautiful ‘English Historic Carpentry’, and Chatwin’s
excellent ‘The Development of Timber-framed buildings in the Sussex Weald’. Hewett’s own studies
demonstrated that carpentry was well developed before the Norman Conquest, as is evident, for
example in his analysis of the framing of the ‘Rhenish helm’ at the top of he tower of the Saxon church
at Sompting, some twenty-five miles south of Warnham.
Tiebeams are commonly the heaviest of the timbers in the whole construction process and unlike the
much simpler problems of raising frames in crucked buildings, ties must be lifted into the horizontal
and carefully lowered onto the posts at each end. Although the Greeks, and then the Romans, had made
pulley-systems and ‘blocks and tackle’, this was forgotten by medieval times. Windlasses, however,
were known and used in cranes as illustrated in medieval manuscripts. In a sense, a man lifting a
weight from the ground is using his own body as a crane. The force ‘F,’ (in Newtons, ‘N’) required to
lift a given mass (m) is given by the equation, F= ma ,where ’a’ is the acceleration due to gravity, g
= 9.8, and the force required to lift 1 kg. = 10 N. Converting these metric measures to the measures
used at the time, 1 kg =2.2 lbs., so a beam weighing 506 lbs. would require, 230 x 10 = 2300N to lift
it. A decorated dais beam could weigh 1012 lbs., a hall tie beam could be as much as 1,666 lbs., taking
that of Sands, as an example, so it would require 7,590 N to lift it. To generate this force, only two men
would be required, by reducing the force to an amount which could be exerted by two strong men,
a mechanical advantage of 10 would be given by means of a windlass reducing the force required to
759 N divided between them, each being able to exert 379 N. This was achieved by the diameter of
the windlass being 10 x the diameter of the wheel at the top. The weight of the main tiebeam at Sands
was estimated to be 1,666 lbs. This equals 754.7 kg. or, 0.743 tons. Ropes used at that time were
probably made of hemp. A rope with a girth (or circumference) of 3 inches, and thus a diameter of 1
inch, could bear a load of 0.9 tons, including an additional safety factor, so a rope with a diameter of 1
inch. should be sufficient. A crane would not be needed for the erection of small buildings, by taking
advantage of leverage, for a man standing on a horizontal timber at first floor height could bring one
end of a tie to another man standing on a ladder close to the top of the relevant post, the other end,
perhaps with the aid of ropes, being then slid up into position.
Hemp, (Canabis sativa) was grown locally, for sacking and clothing. Ropes were probably made by
specialist rope-makers. Cord or string, was required for various purposes in medieval households and
on the farm, for example, for tying bundles, or for tethering animals. Fibers, often of hemp and nettles
(Urtica dioica), were used at least from the early 13th. C. To make reliable ropes, fibers were spun
to form a thread or ‘yarn’ and these would be first twisted or platted into thicker strands, commonly
three, which would then be twisted again to form a rope. The length of the rope was determined by
the length of the ‘rope walk’ – outside on flat land in good weather, along a special gallery of a building
or in an isles of an isled barn, one man turning a kind of wheel to twist the rope while the other
walked towards him to keep the tension up and ensure an even twist to the rope. This was a highly
skilled process and it is likely that ropes of good quality would have been bought at ships chandlers
where most ropes would be required. Steyning, an important port at that time, seems a likely source.
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Medieval windlasses did not appear to need a ‘stop-ratchet, as the friction of the rope over the top
spindle was said to be enough to stop slipping, the men simply having to ‘hold’ the wheel. But, some
kind of stop ratchet would allow the men to relax if the load was particularly heavy or the load had to
be held for some time. Suppose the top spindle of a simple windlass had a diameter of six inches, and
this was the same as that of axle of the windless, then the diameter of the wheel to be turned by the
men would be 6 x 10 = 60 inches, or 5 ft. A hypothetical windlass and crane is shown in the illustration
(Fig. 5/2). Note that only one wheel is shown to clarify the operation. It could operate with two men,
one man on each side. Note too, that the height of the crane can be adjusted and secured by guyropes,
and that the whole apparatus would need to be dismantled to remove it from the building. When the
tie was raised into position, lowering onto the posts to engage the joints, would probably have been
done by men on ladders resting on the wallplates at each end.
Incidentally, from the experiences of re-erection of buildings at The Weald & Downland Museum
and elsewhere demonstrates how much easier original erection would have been if the invention of
pulley systems by the Greeks had not been overlooked. Even in Abbey and Cathedral building hoisting
up quantities of stone was not be done by cranes with pulley system, but by human tread-wheels.
The erection of the barn close to ‘Bayleaf’ at The Weald & Downland Museum was illustrated in their
Newsletter (Vol.2 No.2, 1989) from which it is clear that heavy beams were raised by a temporary
crane, by blocks and tackle, and guided by ropes into position by men on steel scaffolds. The method
is also illustrated on the cover of the Museums’ Newsletter of Autumn 2012, showing the erection of
the first frame of Tindall’s Cottage.
2. Roof Trusses
As already mentioned, roof trusses are intended to provide a stable support for the roof and to conduct
the weight to the ground down the walls, whether these are of timber, brick or stone. Clearly, the
pattern of the roof truss will vary according to shape of the roof, whether the roof space is designed
for use, and the actual size of the building. Different types of roofs are illustrated in (Fig. 5/4).
As far as different timber-framed buildings are concerned, variations are illustrated in Fig. 5/2, with
the forces indicated by means of arrows. It will be seen that in larger crucked buildings the roofs may
need three longitudinal purlins, the lowest taken up on a post with a short tie attached to it. This
is not unlike the situation in an isled, but vertically posted building. Here the weight is conducted
down the posts and, as mentioned already, in those built before around 1530 were commonly of
collar purlin type with crown posts under the collar and purlin, to the centre of the tie at each bay
division. In an open hall house the crown post spanning the hall could be handsomely decorated.
Fig. 5/4 Types of roof in timber-framed buildings
(a)

Fully-hipped

(b)

Fully-hipped with gablets

(c)

Half-hipped

(d)

Half-hipped with gablets

(e)

Simple gable end

(f)

Simple gable end with dormer

(g)

Simple gable end with simple gabled wing

(h)

Simple gable with two dormers

(i)

Aisled

(j)

‘Wealden’ with jettyes at front with flying
bressumer and braces

(k)

‘Wealden’ with jettyes at front and one side

(l)

Simple gable ended with butt-purlins with
wind-braces, convex (left) and concave (right)
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In fully hipped roofs the collar purlin would be
joined to the central rafter of the end bays, the
rafter being taken up at the top by a short upper
collar. (Fig.5/7). The space above could be left
open to provide a smoke hole for a house, or for
ventilation in a barn. Locally, these were often
referred to as ‘owl holes’, providing access for
barn owls for nesting.
In a wealden building, with a recessed hall,
the wall-plate becomes a ‘flying bressumer’,
the rafters being additionally supported by an
inner wall-plate with vertical ashlar posts over
the hall, and raking struts over the jettyd ends.
Fig. 5/7 Arrangement of rafters in a fully hipped end bay,
This is shown in Fig. 5/6.
with gablet.
Later, in the 16th. C. ‘half-hipped’ roofs were
constructed, the end wall being continued up
to the level of the collar, the collar purlin was
abandoned to give more roof space and the rafters
along the sides were supported with side purlins.
Earlier examples usually had ‘through purlins’
running from one end to the other, though often
in two pieces, in longer buildings. Later on, the
side purlins were more commonly the length of
each bay, being jointed to the principal rafters and
hence staggered to accommodate the jointing and
were then called butt purlins. Side purlins could
be taken up by a collar or by a raking strut, or by
a post. Variations are shown in Fig.5/3.
Simple end gables, occur throughout the timberframing period, sometimes original, or added – as
in the termination of wings at one or both ends,
not only to provide more accommodation but to
provide a handsome or imposing appearance to
the building. The development of the weaving
industry called for larger windows to give more
light for work at looms. On a smaller scale,
dormer windows were often added to provide
light to the roof space if this was needed to store
rolls of cloth, or for sleeping.

Note that, in this example, as the roof pitch is 45o . and so
is the hip, then the hip occurs about half way along the end
bay. Five rafters of diminishing length on both end and side,
are mortised to a ridge rafter which is mortised into the sixth
rafter which reaches the ridge above the gablet, on each side.
Three other end rafters are taken up at the top by an extra
collar, above the main collar, which rests on the collar purlin,
and is mortised to the central rafter of the three. Note, too,
that the end rafters are taken up on the end tie, which also acts
as a wallplate. (Not all the rafters are shown, for clarity).

Fig. 5/6 Support of rafters in ‘Wealden’ buildings
The wallplate becomes a ‘flying bresummer’ in front of the
recessed hall, with an additional wall-plate with struts to each
common rafter. There is no need of struts to the principal
rafters, as they are taken up by the ties. Ashlar posts are often
added (as shown) to support the common rafters over the
jetties.

All simple gables need restraint from their propensity to lean outwards. Though ‘picturesque’ such
gables either demonstrate poor construction, or to the removal of important timbers such as braces.
Such roofs too, are liable to ‘racking’ due to high winds, and curved or straight ‘wind braces’ are
needed. Winds of 10 mph. exert around 5 lbs. / sq. ft., at 45 mph. 10 lbs./sq. ft., and at 80 mph. (not
uncommon in the Southeast, and occasionally much more) will exert a pressure of 32 lbs. /sq. ft. A
simple gable end of 45 ˚ pitch, and a width of 20 ft. the gable end will have an area of around 100 sq.
ft., so that an 80 mph. wind would exert a force of around 3,200 lbs. A compression (wind) brace on
each side should, therefore be capable of resisting a force of 1,600 lbs. These are quite considerable
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forces and so it is advisable to brace such a gable, at least on the usually windward side. Locally, such
winds come most often from the southwest, or south.
Examples of framing will be found in the illustrations of this chapter, but more details will be found in
Brunskill’s ‘Timber Building in Britain’.
3. Roof Pitch
It has been emphasized that buildings with collar purlins and crown-posts, commonly had roofs
with a 45˚ pitch. If such a roof is covered with Horsham stone it is possible to walk up the roof in
dry weather, and an advantage if repairs are needed. Some of these buildings may indeed have been
originally covered with stone, but we really have little evidence of what the original covering was
made of, especially as it has recently been established that some buildings in West Sussex, including
the Clergy House in Alfriston were originally thatched, in that case in reed. Modern thatchers prefer
to thatch roofs with a steeper pitch of 50˚ or more, for the simple reason that thatch of either reed or
straw will drain better, and will last longer.
Increasing the pitch of a roof decreases the horizontal thrust resisted by the tiebeam, but increases
the area of the roof, and hence its’ weight. These two factors, however, more-or-less cancel out. But
such steeper roofs are usually tiled, as heavy stone slates, would put their fixings to the laths under
greater strain. It follows, therefore, that shallower roofs will create greater tensions in the tie. Very
shallow pitches and flat roofs of modern buildings commonly use steel and other materials in roof
covering. A large horizontal thrust can of course, be buttressed by outer isles. The classical example
of this is the first St. Pauls’ in Rome, built in 326 AD.
The weight (or load) of the roof-supporting timbers and the roof covering is conducted down the
two posts of each bay division, so each post takes up half the load at that point (Fig.5/5 (a). As shown
above, there is a downward push or force down the post, and a horizontal force tending to push each
post apart, which must be resisted by the tie, which is, therefore, in tension. By simple trigonometry,
if the angle of pitch is ‘a’, then sin a = CB/AC, and tan a= CB/AB. In practice, the easiest measurement
to make is the distance between the posts (2 x AB). If the distance from the top of the tie to the
ridge, is measured (CB), then the pitch can be calculated from sin a. Of course there are other ways
of measuring all the dimensions of a truss, but the diagrams show how important the tiebeam is.
Oak is particularly good in both tensile strength and compression, but it was clearly important that
tiebeams were selected for direction of grain and free of former branches creating weak points, and
were best cut from well-grown tall trees. Ties across open halls were often slightly cambered upwards
towards the centre, not simply for visual effect, but for resisting weight, where there was, of course
less support underneath apart from the braces down to the posts on each side. Such beams were
often much deeper than wide, while other ties are often square in cross-section.
Fig. 5/5 Forces in a Roof Truss
(a) Demonstrates the resolution of the forces in a roof truss
with a pitch of 45˚(a), where the total weight ‘L’ is
transmitted to the ground by vertical posts, each taking up
half the total weight. This is transmitted to the post ‘A’ down
the slope of the roof ‘P’ and vertically onto the tie at ‘B’,
resulting in an outward thrust ‘H’, resisted by the tie-beam
which is thus in tension ‘T’.
(b) Compares roofs with pitches of 45˚, and 52˚, but with
the same width of 5 units. As the pitch increases, the height
of he roof increases from 5 to 6.2, the volume of the roof void
increases, but the distance from eaves to ridge also increases,
from 7.07 to 8.12 adding to its weight.

37

The other important aspects of roofs are the height of the roof (BC), and the length of the slope (AC).
These dimensions are all calculable with the equations above. But, it is also instructive to look at
roof trusses from the point of view of simple geometry, as this provides a simpler way to look at two
important factors affected by the pitch: the actual area provided for the roof-covering and, the space
of the roof void below, important for accommodation as living space or for storage. In Fig.5/5 (b),
two triangles, with pitches of 45˚ and 52˚ are compared. It will be seen that the sharper the pitch, the
higher the ridge and the greater the space of the void beneath. It also demonstrates that the ’slope’
lengthens as the height and the angle of pitch increases. This ‘slope’ is of course the hypotenuse of
the right-angle triangle AB/BC, so that AC can also be calculated by using Pythagoras’s formula, that
the square of the hypotenuse = the sum of the squares of the other two sides. By these means we can
calculate that if, say, AB is 5 units in length, then a 45˚ roof, the ‘slope’ will be 7.07 units long and,
with a pitch of 52˚ the ‘slope’ will be approximately 8.12 units long. By measuring the length of the
roof, one can then calculate its area and its total weight. Which will be the oak plus the weight of the
roof covering, stone, tile, slate, or thatch. Before comparing these, let us return to the actual forces
exerted by the roof. Although, as already described, half the weight at each bay division is conducted
down each post, what exactly is this weight? This is where the number of bays comes in for, once we
know the total weight of the whole roof then the weight being transmitted down each post will be this
weight divided by the total number of posts, But, the more bays (and posts) there are, the longer roof
is, and so roof-weight is also increased. Do these increases actually cancel out? The answer is: No, not
quite. In fact the greater the number of posts the weight on each post is slightly greater. Compare three
buildings of 3, 4 and 5 bays. These will have 8, 10, and 12 posts, respectively. Assume that all bays are
if equal length, say 10 units, then each post will transmit 30/8= 3.75, 40/10= 4.0, and 50/12= 4.16
parts of the total weight. Not very different, and all could be around 4.0 if some bays were shorter. But
the principle remains that to calculate the forces operating in roof trusses it is necessary to bring in
the total number of posts. All these factors mean that the actual load on the soleplate will vary long its
length. There may also be posts between wallplate and soleplate, other than those bearing ties, and
such posts will also conduct some of the roof weight to the ground.
4. Roofing materials
Thatched roofs of straw or reed will not be seen now in the Parish, but some of the older timberframed buildings may well have been initially thatched. So we have thatch, Horsham stone, tiles, and
slates to consider.
A well-laid Horsham stone roof may last a hundred years or more and, therefore, it must remain
uncertain what the original roof covering was in older buildings, unless there is other evidence. When
the Clergy House in Alfriston was saved from collapse, a photograph at that time showed that it was
thatched, but it was then ‘restored’ with a stone roof, but it has recently been re-thatched. If a building
was initially clad with stone we still do not know how the ridge was done. It is possible that, since
the roofing stones are carefully graded, those at the ridge are quite small and it maybe it was simply
topped with lime mortar, or clay ridge tiles were used as they universally are now. Older ones are
evidently hand-made. Such ridge tiles were cast in wooden moulds and the slab of clay mix allowed
to set until was possible to knock it out of the mould and bend it over a ‘former’ of a smoothed log or,
more likely simply over the thigh of a seated tile maker, who could then slide it into a clamp on a longhandled tool, similar to those used in bread making. Such tiles are easily recognized today, as they ‘sit’
better on the ridge and are often slightly curled.
There are probably many houses in Sussex, which may, nevertheless, have been thatched initially. In
medieval times long straw would have been more likely to have been used than reed, since it would
be locally grown and available after threshing. Reed, though lighter and better, has probably always
been more expensive and would have to be carried from the then swampy levels south of Pulborough.
Straw is commonly laid to a thickness of 18 inches, and a 10 ft. length of roof of 45˚ pitch, would be 10
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x14.14 = 141.42 x 1.5 = 212.13 cu ft. (see Fig.5/5,b). Wheat straw weighs approximately 4.6 lbs. /cu.
ft. so that a 10 ft. ‘run’ of roof would, very approximately, weigh 212.13 x 4.6 = 975 lbs. Thatchers pin
down the straw in different ways and to different thicknesses according to the quality of the materials
and the roof pitch. Within living memory bales were commonly 4ft. x 1.5 x 1.5 = 9 cu. ft., so would
only weigh about 40 lbs. But in practice straw for thatching following threshing would be gathered
into loose sheaves. Whatever the type of thatch, this is by far the lightest roof covering, but it is the
least durable and needs frequent attention and renewal.
A good quality clay tile of standard size (6.5x 10.5 x 0.5 inches) weighs 2.5 lbs. or about 121 lbs. /
cu. ft. Tiles are commonly laid with a 4 in. overlap, so a house of 45˚ pitch with a 14.4 ft. slope, would
have 27 courses, with a double row at the eaves. A 10 ft. run of roof would take up 18.5 rows of tiles,
which would add up to 27 x 18.5 = 500 giving a weight of 500 x 2.5= 1,250 lbs. To this would need to
be added the ridge tiles, which if made from the same material would add another 50 lbs, so the total
weight would be 1,250 + 50 = 1,300 lbs., (slightly more than half a ton).
Horsham stone does not have regular dimensions, so the volume of several stones were measured by
displacement in water, providing an average weight of around 147 lbs./cu. ft. But, unlike tiles which
have regular dimensions, stones are laid in graded courses, with smaller stones at the top with a 25%
overlap and very much larger ones at the bottom, with a 50% overlap, and also with a double row
along the eaves. The thickness of the stones also increases, from about 0.5 inches at the top, to 1 inch
at the eaves. Unlike tiling, stones are healed along the lower edges with lime mortar, which will add to
the weight of the roof. Stones, well prepared and laid will last a long time, but repeated freezing and
heating from seasonal changes can gradually split or crack stones. For buildings several hundreds of
years old the stones we see cannot be original. Now such roofs are ridged with tiles, but these are
unlikely to have been used before tiles became commonly made towards the end of the 16C. Although
there is evidence that the Romans not only used stone for roofing and also made tiles, it may be that
buildings with Horsham stone roofs were probably ridged by using putty-lime, which is very durable
and waterproof, between each stone along the top course on both sides, as already suggested.
From the measurements above, we may calculate that our 14.4 ft. slope and 10 ft. run of roof, would
weigh 2,113 lbs. + 50 lbs. for the ridge tiles, would be 2153 lbs., slightly less than 1 ton. This ignores
the extra weight of the lime mortar healing, which, if added, could easily round up the total to 1 ton.
These calculations are based on Sands, by measuring the stones along the eaves and counting the
courses.
Two more types of roof-covering, may be seen in the village. Firstly, Welsh slate. When produced
in1738 it had a 20% Government tax was imposed on its transport by sea, the only real option at that
time, and the tax was only lifted in 183l. It then became very popular for builders throughout the great
expansion of population and need for housing during the latter part of the 19th C. Such slates were
regular, evenly cut, easily laid and very durable. Now available in different sizes and thicknesses, its
weight is commonly estimated at 6.55 lbs / sq. ft., with slates around 0.25 inch thick. So a roof slope
of 14.4 ft. x a 10 ft. run (as above), works out as having a weight of 944.4 lbs., and thus is lighter than
clay tiles. This, therefore, became a popular roofing material, for it provided an excellent cladding,
and required lighter wood for use as rafters – usually imported pine. An early example is No.2 School
Hill, on the corner of Bell Road, and with the usual fully gabled roof, but uniquely in Warnham, the
ridges are of formed of lead, and from the style of the building and its quality, probably dates from the
Georgian period, so the builder must have been prepared to pay the 20% tax at the time.
The other type of tile is the cement self-locking tile, often known as ‘49s’, as it was introduced in 1949
to help the enormous amount of building required after World War II. There are several types, of
which Single Roman was much used for the Council Housing around Lucas Road and for the houses in
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Friday Street near the Allotments. Because such tiles lock together, they are easier and quicker to lay,
provide a strong roof and are slightly lighter than clay tiles. Those most used are rated at 10.4 lbs./ sq.
ft. compared with approximately 12.9 lbs./ sq. ft., for standard clay tiles. They also are usually rated
at lasting 65 years, as against 50 years for modern clay tiles.
We can now turn back and look at the overall weight of a roof of Horsham stone, taking Sands as an
example.
Originally an open hall house of 5 bays, of Wealden type, it has timbers of particularly large scantling. The
roof is, therefore, fully hipped with gablets, so that the end rafters, are taken up by the end wallplates.
The distributed weight onto the ground via the soleplates is, therefore, distributed differently along
the sides and the ends. Both ends had central posts between tie and soleplate. Measurements relate
to what the building was like when first erected, and on the assumption that the roof-covering, was
of Horsham stone.
The total roof weight works out at 66,983,5
lbs., or about 17.5 tons, made up of 39,270.15
lbs., for timber, and 27,713.4 lbs. for the stone.
This weight is conducted down 12 posts, so the
average weight down each
P=Lpost = 5,582 lbs. With
- lbs.
a roof-pitch of 45˚, L/2 = 2,791
2 sine
45
By trigonometry we know that
T=L
P=L
and
- P=L
2 tan 45
2 sine- 45
2 sine 45
Sine 45 = 0.7071, and tan 45 =L1.0, from which we
T=L P = 3,947.6 and Tcan derive
2= 2,192. By simple
- T=L
2
tan
45
geometry we can
- also find P by using Pythagoras’s
2 tan
theorem since,
if 45
LL
L
--- L
2
2
- is also 2791, then P = 3947.
T = 2791 and
2

Fig. 5/8 Measurement of forces in a roof-truss:
(a) by trigonometry, (b) by geometry. ‘P ‘is the pressure, or
weight or load directed down a post by the roof, which exerts
outward thrust ‘H’ which must be resisted by the equal tension
‘T’ in the tiebeam.

LL
Both these
are illustrated in Fig. 5/8. Note that P is greater than T
---methods
LL
2 -Remember that2the resultant forces are conducted down the posts, for these are, so to speak, taking up
other weights connected to them below the roof truss. To calculate these one has to decide how these
forces are distributed. For example, a bressumer supporting an upper chamber may be inserted into
posts at each end, such as the central post of the house at one end, while the other end may be inserted
into a post bearing onto an internal soleplate laid crosswise within the house. Such a bressumer
would also be bearing joists supporting the floor above, and the weights of all these timbers will be
conveyed in different proportions to the ground by each post. But, of course, the weight of all the
wall timbers between the posts and the weight of the wattle and daub or brick infilling will also be
conducted down onto the soleplate between the main posts. With modernization and the weights of
furniture, water tanks above first-floor level and so on will all add to the total load on the sole-plate,
but probably not even then will it exceed the compressive strength of the soleplate.

The area of the soleplate bearing the outside walls was calculated to be 158 sq. ft., so the average
weight per sq. ft. on the ground, will be the weight of the roof already calculated above, plus all the
weights beneath the ties. As must be clear from the above, this load will differ along the soleplate.
For example, let us see what weight would be conducted down onto the soleplate by one of the posts
supporting the original arch over the hall, which is more substantial than any of the others. I calculate
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this to be 4141 lbs. (about 1.85 tons) well within the compressive strength of a 12 in. x 9 in. soleplate,
and the compressive strength of the underlying clay (2-4 tons/ sq. ft.).
Most houses of this age, including Sands, have severely rotted sole-beams. In the case of Sands
there was a layer of stone beneath, and two of the corner posts had large blocks of stone 6 inches in
thickness, but nothing more underneath. The soleplates had appeared to have sunk below ground
level in 1963, but it is more likely that the soil level had risen, due to natural and man-made causes.
Roman remains have been found locally at a depth of about a metre. The Romans left the country
1,600 years or so ago, suggesting that the ground level on such sites has risen at the rate of about an
inch in 45 years. A building erected in say 1500, 515 years ago, a sole-plate of 9 in. in thickness lying
on a stone plinth of 6 in. would have sunk by about 1 ft. At the site of Sands, probably more, for heavy
rain brings much mud down from the higher ground to the south.
The physics of roof trusses, their roof-coverings and weights are, of course applicable to all types of
building, but the transmission of weight to the ground, in most buildings with walls of brick or stone,
is more even and is more easily calculated, so that a solid foundation beneath the building can be
built.
5. Bricks
Arable fields around Warnham, when harrowed and ready for planting, have a l colour of a pale
ochre.. Put a lump into a bonfire and you will find that when burnt it becomes a warm orange, and this
is the colour of many local bricks and tiles. Bricks from the Warnham Brickworks are usually purplish
and have iron in them, hard and particularly good as stock bricks. However, some Warnham bricks
may be quite orange, especially in the frog, suggesting that the actual temperature and oxidation as
well as the time spent in the clamp may all affect the colour. Unless made on site from sandy clay near
the surface, those from the deep pit near Warnham Station is not suitable for tiles, so the roofs and
hung tiles in the village and round about, probably came from elsewhere and, if local, from either
Southwater or Ockley, both just beyond the parish boundary.
As already mentioned in Chapter 1, the abundance of local clay meant that there was no problem in
producing bricks, initially in simple clamps close to the building site. For older timber-framed houses
this may well have been done when, around 1600, better and safer chimneys were being built of brick.
Historically, very early bricks, as recorded by Brunskill from Little Wenham Hall and made around
1270-90, measured 8.25 x 4 x 2 inches but, by the late 15th C. when chimney building really began,
most measured around 9.5 x 4.5 x 2 inches. For stability, not only for chimneys, but also for brick
buildings, it was quickly realised that the length of a brick should be twice the width to allow for
bonding a wall, by laying the bricks in a particular pattern to provide no continuous vertical gaps
which could lead to dangerous cracking. The Brickmakers’ Charter of 1571 established a ‘statute’
brick of 9 x 4.5 x 2.25 in. Chimney bricks in Sands, are 9 x 4.25 x 2 in., slightly smaller than the
‘statute’ brick, and each weighs, when dry, 4.5 lbs. This translates to102 lbs./ cu. ft., over twice that
of matured oak. A modern Ockley ‘double diamond’ stock brick weighs about 5.5 lbs., translating into
124 lbs. /cu. ft. Some other stock bricks, without ‘frogs’ may each weigh as much as 6.5 lbs. Providing
a solid foundation was, therefore, vital for a house built entirely with bricks, unlike a timber-framed
one, which moves slightly from season to season because of the relative flexibility of its materials
and absorption and release of moisture. This is not tolerable for brickwork, and failure or collapse is
usually the result of inadequate foundations or, as a result of poor bonding of the bricks, especially at
corners. Sometimes this problem is met by using a different pattern of bricklaying, or by using stone
to provide quoins. Although these may add to the overall weight of the corners, it was soon realized
that the downward thrust of the walls could best be met by enlarging the area of the foundations
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beyond the lines of the wall, contrasting with the practice of timber-framing already described. The
Romans did this with stone ‘footings’ under their immensely heavy buildings of stone and concrete. ‘
Safe loads’ for brickwork are usually taken as around 8 tons / sq. ft. Remember that the compressive
strength of clay is half that, so, concrete foundations have to reflect the size, and hence the weight of
the building, both in depth and by spreading the load outwards from the wall as just mentioned.
The outward thrusts from the roof trusses must also be properly fixed to the top of the walls, but
builders would be familiar with this from experience with churches and abbeys in which the walls
were usually of stone. Brick chimneystacks dating from17th C. are usually only one brick thick, but
the fireplace beneath is often of stone up to the bressumer, the diminishing chimney above being
more easily built up with bricks. The corners would have to be carefully made to bond the courses
of bricks, especially in the stack above the roof, to resist winds. It also became necessary to provide
’drip courses’, that is, by laying a course, or courses of bricks slightly protruding from the vertical line
of the stack to direct rain away from the stack where it protrudes from the roof. All these features of
chimneystacks, and the number of flues into them, led to different styles, and allowed builders freereign to use the chimneystack as a decorative feature, especially in the larger and more flamboyant
houses, which were built in 16th -17th C.
As far as bonding in walls is concerned there are many different ways of building a 9 in.-thick wall,
the minimum thickness for load bearing. Brunskill gives details of bonding, of which, we may mention
two: Flemish bond, in which each course has alternate stretchers and headers providing a particularly
strong bond, and English bond in which each course consists entirely of stretchers, alternating with
one entirely of headers. There are commonly changes in pattern at the corners of most types. It is
instructive to walk down Church Street and look at the bonding patterns. Some of these are illustrated
in the photographs shown in Figs. 5/9-19.
Warnham brickworks is nominally outside of the parish and even when started in1888 it was at first
west of the railway line but east of Boldings Brook, which defined most of the eastern side of the
parish at that time. It was an important national source of bricks supplying local needs and by means
of railway to other parts of the country. This was illustrated by the number of sidings, all now gone,
in the Warnham Signal Box (Fig.3/3), now demolished. Although many who worked there lived in the
village, some lived in Station Road along with others connected directly with the railway. When the
clay pit opened on the other side of the line, all the buildings and kilns were, therefore, in the parish
of Rusper. All the brick making was then on the east side, while the up-line to London was on the west
side, so bricks were carried over the line by a gantry for loading into the railway trucks.
The history of the brickworks is described by M .S. Whitehouse in a Warnham Historical Society
publication (available on line). A Mr. Robert Peters bought the Warnham site in1880, sold it to William
Belcher who established the Sussex Brick Company, which became the Sussex Brick and Estate Co.
Ltd. in 1903. Later mergers formed the Redland Group in 1958/9. The Weinberger Company has now
bought up many of the older individual brickworks across the Country, including Warnham.
Because of the availability of clay across the parish the production of bricks was no problem and
initially clamps could be set up close to the site where needed. Three cubic yards of clay would yield
around 1000 bricks. Clay was usually dug in autumn, piled up in a heap to weather during the winter
and made into bricks the following year starting as soon as there was no likelihood of frost, and
continued until autumn, so the actual making of bricks was a summer job. The weathered clay was
bashed down, or trodden, stones removed and then water added to make a slightly sloppy dough-like
mass which would then be pressed by hand into a wooden mould, striking off the top with a wooden
bat, and then turning it upside-down onto a thin piece of wood or pallet. A little sand was commonly
thrown into the box mould before the clay to prevent it from sticking to the mould when it was turned
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Fig’s, 5/9 – 5/14 Examples of brickwork in the village

Fig. 5/9 The south facing end of the extension to the Village Hall (Hollands
Way), 2015. Simple stretcher bond. Note the random laying of light-coloured
bricks with very dark stocks showing surface blisters. U-shaped grouting
(done with a finger).

Fig. 5/12 No’s. 16/14 School Hill. No. 14 laid in Flemish bond – alternate
stretchers and headers in each course. Note decorative effect achieved by
using more highly baked ‘blue’ headers. No.16, added later, joins No. 14 about
a half a brick left of the main electricity cable. Note that at the bottom the
courses are out of step with those of No.14, but come in line towards the top,
probably due to a slightly thicker layer of mortar. Near the thinner cable to
the left that the headers are laid on edge, and that lighter blue headers giving a
decorative effect, are more random than in No. 14.

Fig. 5/10 Brickwork beneath the ground-floor window of School House
(School Hill). English bond – alternating courses of headers and stretchers,
with a damp course of machine-made tiles sandwiching a layer of mortar.

Fig. 5/13 South facing wall of the Butchers shop, Church Street, probably
built in the late 1860’s in stretcher bond using a thin lime mortar. Note the
blue diagonal marks indicating that firing was in a clamp.
Note too, that the wall is devoid of windows.

Fig. 5/11 Corner of No.24 School Hill. The south facing wall is in stretcher
bond, with the corner strengthened by
alternating courses of headers and stretchers.

Fig. 5/14 North side of No.14 Church Street showing a fairly light-coloured
wall in Flemish bond, but with two separated courses of blue headers, for
decorative effect.
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Fig’s, 5/13 – 5/19 Examples of brickwork in the village

Fig. 5/15 The wall in front of the churchyard (Church Street) in Sussex bond,
a local variety of Flemish bond with three stretchers between each header,
and capped with semicircular coping bricks.

Fig. 5/18 A gate-pillar, Holland House (Hollands Way). Fine (wire-cut) light
orange bricks, with alternate headers and stretchers at each corner with additional cut headers in the top two over-sailing courses topped by a double row
of machine-made tiles and capped by a single row of headers laid on edge. The
same bricks have been used for the house.

Fig. 5/16 Upper part of No. 36, Church Street. Note that the corner of the
building is strengthened by a ‘half-header’ above and below each stretcher,
and that the headers are slightly darker than the stretchers. Also, that two
headers are laid towards the window opening which again is edged with
‘half-headers’ and stretchers. Above the window the slanting bricks help to
distribute the load above, down the sides of the window.

Fig. 5/19 Wall on the south side of the approach road to Wyvern Place.
Stretcher bond facing of 9 in. block-work, capped by a double layer of tiles
with headers laid on edge, much as at Holland House. This is a high non-load
bearing ‘garden wall’ with vertical cuts made at intervals after laing, to compensate for local subsidence resulting in cracking of the brickwork.

Fig. 5/17 South side of No.82 Church Street. The end of the house is in
stretcher bond, but to the right, the single storey shop extension, in the same
bond but with more well-burnt stocks used randomly.
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over. Skill and experience was also required in judging when the brick was ready to be fired. There are
various ways of firing bricks, but at first this were done in clamps on a level area close to the area from
which the clay had been dug. The ‘green’ bricks were packed into a pile interspersed with fuel, such
as furze or light coppice wood, into round or rectangular clamps. These could be as much as 14 -15 ft.
high, which would produce as many as 30,000 bricks. The earliest clamps for chimneys around 1600
were probably much smaller, the size of the clamp being determined by the number of bricks needed.
The main chimney at Sands, has three flues, and required about 6,000 bricks, including a bread
oven (since removed). But, since many chimneys were being erected around that time, brickmakers
produced large numbers of bricks in clamps at particularly good sites, for later distribution. It was
likely that brick-makers also worked as bricklayers but as time went on and there was a need for
more bricks, the two trades separated. Whitehouse records that in the late 1960’s and early 1970’s,
100 million bricks were being made at Warnham brickworks each year.
The colour of clamp-fired bricks varied according to any oxides, such as iron oxide, common in weald
clay, which produces a warmer (reddish) colour, and these, if fired for a longer time turn blue. Some
bricks made in clamps often show diagonals of blue showing how they were stacked in the clamp.
These variations could, of course be used for decorative purposes, such as using blue headers against
orange stretchers, to give a diapered effect, and sometimes elaborated further to provide a particular
pattern. This is common in Warnham and in neighbouring parishes.
Tiles were made of finely sieved clay, but essentially in the same way as bricks. Plain tiles about half
an inch thick would be made in a simple mould, and when firm enough, pierced at one end for nail
hanging. Tiles for hanging on walls could be shaped into ‘rounds’, ‘shouldered rounds’ or ‘fishtails’, for
example, when the clay was firm enough to do so. Later, moulds were made with two small projections
or nibs, close to the nail holes, which would assist hanging over the laths. At first tiles were made in
clamps, but later, in kilns. Because of their thinness, earlier or modern ‘hand-made’ tiles often have a
slight curl to them giving character to a roof when hung and weathered.
Ockley or Southwater clay-pits produced a lighter coloured and finer clay, suitable for tiles. The Ockley
Brick Company’s bricks were usually referred to as ‘Smokejacks’, the name deriving from ‘Smokejack
Hill’ close to the quarry. While the Company was founded in 1920, bricks and tiles were made there
much earlier. Rudgwick Brickworks was founded before the First World War, and used coke-fired
kilns. Southwater Brickworks produced as many bricks in its heyday as Warnham. Opened in 1890,
it became famous for its engineering bricks which were used for building Victoria Station, in London,
and for the London sewage works designed by Bazalgette, Southwater Station being built principally
for that purpose. The brickworks closed in the 1980’s and the site now lies in Southwater Country
Park.
Although modern bricks measure 8.75 x 4.25 x 2.75 in. to allow 0.25 in. mortar between bricks,
these are commonly provided with a hollow ‘frog’ which reduces the weight, but also provides better
binding by the mortar, such bricks being laid frog-side up, except of course, at the top. It is common
practice for different brick companies across the country to identify their bricks by name or by some
symbol. Ockley stocks are marked O B and the frog itself forms diamond-shaped depressions on each
side, so are commonly known as ‘double diamonds’. Warnham bricks with a plain frog and marked ‘S
B C ‘date the brick to the time when the Warnham works were part of the Sussex Brick Company (see
below). Those from Ewhurst, in Surrey, are usually marked ‘E B C’. Beswick, in his book ‘Brickmaking
in Sussex’ shows some interesting photographs of Warnham Brickworks at different periods. He
notes that stock bricks had been produced from 1899, while in 1992 kiln-stocks were produced at
the ‘Wealden’ works and perforated wire-cuts at Holbrook, in Rusper. These, were more orange in
colour, very hard, and used as engineering bricks, the perforations performing the same function as
a frog, and made of fine clay.
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The shape of the frog, and also the actual size of the brick, varies slightly from one Company to another,
probably for historical reasons, or from the actual equipment used. ‘Stocks’ are so called, not only
because of the original way in which they were made, but also because burnable material, often just
rubbish, was incorporated within the clay, so that the brick was burnt internally as well as externally
in a clamp, or later, in a kiln. This is what produces the characteristic bluish marks on such bricks
and, when overdone, forms blisters on the surface. You can see all these features in various walls in
the village. Warnham stocks got their rubbish from Horsham, which was delivered to sidings off the
up-line to Dorking and London.
6. Stone
Horsham stone for building walls, flooring or for splitting into roofing ‘slates’ was quarried from
many sites around Warnham, but today only that at Lower Broadbridge Farm, just south of the parish
still operates under the name of ‘Horsham Stone’ which now also provides imported stone. Within
the parish, stone may well have been retrieved from a number of sites. There may have been one near
Warnham Lodge, and although roughly indicated by Roger Birch in his ‘Sussex Stones’ the exact site
cannot easily be located. However, some of the pits around the parish may indicate small quarries, but
some were for sand, or simply for ponds, dug for the purpose of providing drinking water for cattle.
The suspected site of a quarry near Warnham Lodge might even have been used as a source by the
Romans, for a line drawn between the site along Northlands Road and the footpath past Chatfolds and
Butlers Farms, is the shortest route from Stane Street to any possible or known quarry as pointed out
elsewhere. Other quarries nearby, but outside the parish, were at Nuthurst, Strood Green, Christ’s
Hospital, and Sedgwick.
Horsham stone for roofing comes from evenly laid sediments which can be split, using a hammer and
chisel, trimming to a neat rectangle of particular thickness and size, and drilling holes for hanging
from laths. Initially oak pegs were used, but when relaid, hand-made iron cut nails were often used,
eventually rusting at the top. Laths were originally of riven oak, usually replaced with imported pine.
Stones for walling came from different deposits, and yielded stones of different sizes, so were laid
as in freestone walling in the north of England, but stabilized with lime mortar and dressed on the
outer face, and plastered on the inside. This work demanded skilled craftsmen, but these masonry
skills had, of course, been passed down from the Romans via the Church. For ordinary work on small
buildings, stonework was probably undertaken by craftsmen from the local quarry supplying the
stone. When quarried the stones have much the same colour as burnt clay, but oxidize to a dark grey
in two or three years. As discussed above, these stone ‘slates’ are heavy, affecting not only their use,
but in transport, and are rarely found beyond a radius of about fifteen miles from Horsham.
Stone from different quarries vary in their application for walling, or roofing, or for provision of large
slabs for flooring, depending mainly on the depth and hence age, rate of deposition, and pressure.
The Lower Weald Clay, although often now quite near the surface, is different from the sandstones
laid down over 100 million years ago in the Lower Cretaceous, or with the quite different freshwater
limestone deposits including marble. Although most marbles are better known from the High Weald,
such as Bethersden marble in Kent, some quarries close to Warnham, in Ockley and Petworth, also
produced marble.
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Chapter 6
THE VILLAGE

Warnham is a typical English village in the centre of the parish and is still largely surrounded by
farmland and woodland. The settlement which gradually grew into the village of Warnham occupies
a relatively flat platform between 175 and 200 ft. above ‘Mean Sea Level’ between two ridges, Bailing
Hill to the South, and Knob Hill to the North, as already mentioned in Chapter 1. Even today, if you
look southwards, from near Threestile Corner, the whole village can be seen nestling in the hollow
below.
When entering Warnham from the south up the Broadbridge Heath road, there is a gentle incline
rising to 227 ft., with a sharper descent on the north side to the junction of Church Street and Friday
Street. The road over Bailing Hill has three S-bends, with steep banks on either side near the top,
indicating that the road has been used for many centuries. Church Street is also gently S-shaped with
a more pronounced bend south of Hollands Way. This suggests that these gentle bends are the result
of people following the driest route towards the junction with Bell Road. Beyond this point the road
rises steadily towards the A 24, while the junction left up Knob Hill onto Threestile Road ascends
steeply up another S-bend reducing the incline for the benefit of horse-drawn carts, and passing Old
Manor at 250 ft. Threestile Road continues with a more gentle swing up the ridge to Threestile Corner
at 295ft. The highest point (305 ft.) is in the corner of the field at the top of Tilletts Lane, within Sands
Farm, and more or less where the mobile phone mast is now. Turning down Tilletts Lane there is
a sharp descent to Friday Street at 150 ft. This gradient is not even, however, as there is a sudden
increase about half way down, as cyclists coming up will know well. Although there is a gentle swing
from top to bottom, the incline was probably too
much for a horse and cart, though manageable
by a pack animal. The land rises at the bottom of
Tilletts Lane both up Byfleets Lane leading to the
south, and up Friday Street to the junction with
Church Street which is about 50 ft. higher than at
the bottom of Tilletts Lane (Fig.6/1).

Fig. 6/1 Sketch map showing the initial settlement of the
village on a roughly level platform between Knob Hill to the
north and Bailing Hill to the south. The levels (heights above
sea level) are based on O.S. 6 in. and 25 in. maps. Arrows
indicate general directions of surface water.

Houses were built from time to time along
these naturally curving tracks, the first, almost
certainly along Church Street on the relatively
flat platform, and later down Friday Street, few
at first, but further houses were added over the
centuries. The oldest houses in School Hill are
No’s 4+6 and 8. Further buildings were added
from time to time up to the junction leading to
Threestile Road. Neither Bell Road nor Tilletts
Lane had any buildings until very recently. Nor
did Threestile Road beyond Old Manor. The
suggestion in the Victoria County History that a
separate community developed at the bottom of
Friday Street, which only later merged with that
of the main part of the village, is not supported
by recent work.
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By common consent, rather than from regulation, the buildings in the village, and most noticeably in
Church Street, are set back to enable tenants to have front gardens. The only transgressors were the
Cokelers who built shops on their front gardens, one in front of Glebe End, the other in front of No’s.
50/52. It is only in the 20th C. that building regulations came in under local authority control. Usually,
extensions were made at the back, here, as elsewhere, because not only was there more space, but
also additions did not spoil either the view, or the aspect from the street. In recent times, oak picket
fences border the street, but some brick houses, mostly Victorian, have brick walls with brick piers
and iron gates. The front gardens are still mostly well maintained, and provide pleasure to passersby. Most of the buildings in Warnham are vernacular, that is, constructed by local builders according
to the styles or needs of the times. This naturally led to local differences, and this is why vernacular
buildings are so interesting, in contrast with many modern developments which are not. There are,
of course, some buildings designed by architects in the village. The Old School, and the buildings
skirting the village green, of which Farmbrick, is the most visible, and those introduced by Henry
Harben in Church Street and Bell Road.
Some surface water coming off Knob Hill finds its way down to the junction of Church Street and
Bell Road, across the village green, and more substantially down the deep ditch leading down the
east side of the present School, where it turns down another ditch on the south side of the footpath
between ‘The Sussex Oak ‘ public house and Farebrothers. There is also a spring behind No’s. 4+6
School Hill, which mainly drains eastwards, well behind the houses now lining the north side of Bell
Road, and ducted under the A 24 to join Bolding’s Brook . Inevitably, some of this would have added,
in wet weather, to the water draining both onto Bell Road and into Church Street. Flooding at this
corner was quite common before the drainage alongside the footpath next to The Sussex Oak was
ducted under the road. There is a slight decline from the corner down Church Street towards Friday
Street, and before drainage was improved, this was enough to generate two ponds on the east side of
Church Street. All this water drained down the north side of Friday Street by means of a deep ditch
now mostly ducted in, gathering more drainage water from Knob Hill to cross Tilletts Lane to Ends
Place, and into the fish-ponds. These were probably dug in medieval times.
Mains water did not reach Warnham until 1933, so any house built before then would either have
a well, or have access to one. Many are still visible in School Hill, Church Street, and Friday Street.
Perhaps the most picturesque is that in the front of No.16 School Hill, restored with winder and tipbucket. Amongst many others, there is one locatable by an iron cover, at the top of Friday Street on the
south side. Its position suggests that it was dug for public use. There were years before the arrival of
mains water when some wells along Church Street were, sometimes, too polluted to be useable. This
was most likely to occur when the well was behind the house and contaminated by an earth closet,
or later, a cesspit. It is interesting that an old photograph shows a water-cart drawn up alongside the
well at the top of Friday Street which, while being a ‘public’ well, might have provided both clean and
reliable water, tapping, as it does, the geological fault where it abruptly turns down Friday Street,
described in Chapter1, and shown in Fig.1/2.
Mains water supplied to Warnham village still comes from the works at Hardham, which yields at
least 2.2 million gallons per day, mainly conducted to the north of the works. The supply up Knob Hill
to Sands Farm and beyond necessitated a pump to boost pressure at Knob Corner. The pump there in
the 1960s was later replaced with a more powerful one, but recent replacement of the original piping
with larger plastic pipes together with increased water pressure, obviated the need for a booster
pump.
The development of the village over the last 175 years, may be judged by comparing what is shown
in the Tithe Map of 1840 (Fig.6/2) and in 2015, shown in Fig. 6/3.
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Fig. 6/2 The village in 1840 as shown in the Tithe Map. The identity of the buildings will be
found in the text.

Fig. 6/3 The village in 2015 drawn to the same scale as the Tithe Map in Fig. 7/2 for
comparison. Houses recorded in 1840 and which remain, are shown. Later buildings are
indicated only in their relation to their access roads, for clarity.
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Descriptions of some of the buildings within the village, starts with School Hill, then around the
junction with Bell Road, down Church Street, and then down Friday Street, followed by some more
general remarks on recent developments which make up the village as it is today.
School Hill
School Hill starts from the junction of Church Street and Bell Road, and all the older buildings are on
the east side as far the junction with Threestile Road, but actually known as ‘Knob Hill’. Ian Nairn,
in Pevsner’s original Sussex volume, famously described these houses as “ a potted history of the
English small house . . . and dating from the early 15th C. to the 20th C”. As mentioned elsewhere, old
roads, are often worn down by traffic, resulting in banks on each side, well seen between the village
green on one side and the Old School on the other, since, before 1750, this was the direct route from
Horsham to Dorking and London. This could also be the reason why several important buildings were
built there.
West side
The western side is mainly occupied by the ‘Village Green’, not registered as such, but donated to the
local authority and looked after by the Parish Council. It was formerly one of the fields belonging
to Street Farm, now known as Old Manor, but a ring of buildings have been built on the west and
north of the Green, and continue up Knob Hill up to the corner in front of Old Manor. These have all
been built on Plot 866 of the Tithe Map,‘ The Cottage’ (No.3), No.’s 5/7, ‘Apple Garth’,’ Single Cross’,
‘Hawthorns’, and ‘Robins Green,’ in clockwise order, followed by ‘Lowood’ and ‘Oakridge’ on Plot No.
875; both plots originally belonging to Street Farm. Most if these houses are not readily visible from
School Hill, save for No’s. 5 and 7. Built to resemble a local medieval building with a fully hipped roof
with gablets, stone covering and tile hung upper
storey, it might be mistaken for ‘the real thing’ but
is given away by its’ symmetry. Both No.5 amd
No.7 have been later extended, most obviously by
No.7, but in keeping with the original (Fig.6/4).
‘Farmbrick’, also recently extended, was designed
by the architect Claude Kay, and occupies Plot
865 on the Tithe Map was built in the late 1960’s.
Mr. Newcombe, who was much interested in local
history, named Singlecross is to celebrate Single Fig. 6/4 No.’s 5 and 7 School Hill. Note that the original roof
is of Horsham stone, and that of the extension of No.7 is not,
Cross Hundred, which included Warnham in though similar to those on the Church. Photograph taken in
Anglo-Saxon times.
2008.
East side
School Hill No. 2
Was once known as ‘The Firs’, one of which remains. No.2 is an early slate-roofed house, possibly
dating from 1830 or earlier and, as noted in Chapter 1. It has a fully hipped roof with formed lead
ridges, which are made by lightly hammering down the lead over a wooden rod, most likely of
coppiced ash or hornbeam, which needs, of course, to be left in place. The building is roughly square,
with a slate-hooded porch in keeping, with sash windows and looks Regency. It is a shame that in the
1890’s it was pebble-dashed, for there is a double string- course at first floor level and probably has
good brickwork. It is shown in Fig.6/5, together with No’s. 4+6. 8 and 10, and occupies Plot 1018 of
the Tithe Map.
50

School Hill No’s, 4+6, 8, and10.

Fig. 6/5 General appearance of No.’s, 2-10 School Hill. Note
the hooded doorway between No. 2 and 6, leading to the back.

Detailed surveys of No.8 and 10 were made in
1966, and No.6 + 4 in 2007-08, No’s. 4 and 6 then
being reunited after an earlier division to provide
two dwellings. They occupy Plot 1017 on the
Tithe Map.

No.’s 10, 8 and a part of No.6 were part of a
medieval hall house of three or, possibly four bays, a small part of No. 6 having been remodeled as a
cross wing. Later, a separately framed post-medieval extension was built abutting the southern end
of the cross wing. Although separately framed and with less than 1 ft. between them, there were
doorways (now blocked) on both floors, between No.’s 6 and 8, confirming that the whole complex
was originally used as one house (Fig. 6/6 and 7). There appears to have been at least two main
phases of development, with several much later additions on the eastern side. The first house with
two recognizable bays: AB, BC, each of 10 ft. and, possibly two further bays, CD and DE also of 10 ft.
by 19ft. across. The original southern wall was demolished and modified, incorporating a chimney
occupying about 4 ft. at the base, and extending the building by 14 ft. this is shown in Fig. 6/6 .The
axis of the extension was built at right-angles to the original and raising the ties and the ridge to form
a wing facing the street, further enhanced by a small jetty.

Fig. 6/6 Section of No.’s, 10, 8, 6, 4, School Hill.
Note, mouldings of cross beams, supporting joists of upper
floors in DE and GK.

Fig. 6/7 Plan of No.’s 10, 8, 6, 4 School Hill.

The original house has a collar purlin roof with plain crown posts with curved braces to tie and
purlin, and is hipped at each end. The cross-wing has queen posts with through side purlins and with
simple gable ends. The cross wing has a central tie with curved braces to the principal rafters. The
attic is provided with a floor of wide lapped oak boards, the level of the floor being 1 ft. lower than
that of the later separately framed, building (Figs. 6/7 and 10).
The north end of the original house abuts No.12 by means of a framed extension with a simple gable
end. Within the roof void the tenon of the tip of the collar purlin and the tenon on the top of the
original corner post (A) are clearly visible. The wall plates of this short extension are halved onto the
original and support the additional rafters, which are of poorer quality. The original tie (AA’) has been
removed. A chimney, external to the frame and within the extension at the north end of the house is
on the west side of the ridge but is partly concealed from the front by No.12, an extension of No.14.
At the southern end, the insertion of a chimney within the frame (CD) referred to above, necessitated
breaking the collar purlin, the end of which is jammed against he chimney, and demonstrates that the
original hip must have extended into what became the cross-wing (Fig. 6/6). This is confirmed by
the fact that there are many blackened rafters reused in that section of the cross-wing. Although the
whole of AA’ was demolished, BB’ has a central post and arched braces to a cross beam at first floor
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height, suggesting that the bay AB had an upper chamber. CC’ clearly spanned the open hall. The hall
arch is complete although the hall was later ceiled over to provide upper rooms. The tie is cambered
with curved 14 in. braces secured by two pegs to the tie and decorated with 2 in. flat chamfers carried
over the central part of the tie which, very unusually, has a short strut between each brace and the
tie-beam. These details suggest that the original house was of high status. Unfortunately, there is no
evidence of exactly where the southern end really was, except that it was certainly within what is
now the cross wing. It is tempting to conjecture
that the original house was of four equal bays of
10 ft., with the hall arch at the centre of the usual
square open hall, and had floored bays to give an
upper chamber at one end, and a service bay at
the other. These possibilities are indicated in Fig.
6/6 and 9. Owing to the complete demolition of
earlier structures in building the chimney and the
cross-wing, however, we shall never know. The
fireplace built within the original building has a
fine 11 in. bressumer with a 1.75 in. flat chamfer
with simple drawn filets. The base is of the
chimney is of stone with a brick stack, heightened
Fig. 6/8 West front of No.’s 6 and 4, School Hill, with
probably when the post-medieval building, with
timber-framing mostly concealed by pebble-dash rendering,
its higher ridge, was built.
but now by hung tiles.

The post-medieval building, already mentioned, was then added and structurally joined to the crosswing, providing more accommodation for No. 6, and all of No.4, when the building was divided. It has
three slightly unequal bays: FG, 9ft.9in., GH, 8ft.6in., and HK ,9ft.4 in. The chimney occupies much of
FG, plastered externally within the roof void and rebuilt externally. The roof is of through purlin and
wind-brace type, and while the secondary rafters are laid on the purlins, the principals are halved
to them. The ridge of the roof is substantially higher than the cross-wing and the floored attic a foot
higher and is floored with nominally 12 in. lapped oak boards supported by 6 x 4 in. joists. This
suggests that the roof void was intended for accommodation or storage. The gable facing the street,
spanning bays GH/HK was a later construction, suggested by rearrangement of the rafters. It was
provided with a window similar to that of the cross-wing, the soffit of the lintel having 1 in. square
mullions. The gable was provided with a small jetty with brackets mirroring that of the cross-wing,
Fig. 6/9 Sections of No.’s
10, 8, 6, 4 School Hill. Top
left, BB’, showing inserted
side-purlins. Top centre,
original hall arch, with
inserted cross-beam. Top
right, exposed timber-framing
of end wall (KK’), with
internal detail of extension.
Lower left showing stair turret
and chamfered frame of
possible doorway, now
blocked. Lower centre, GG’.
Note bresummers of earlier
fireplaces on both floors.
Lower right, (a) section of
moulded jetty beam GK, (b)
bracket under jetty, front view,
left, side view, right.
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although both have been repaired, and the south end, which is now supported by a brick pillar. The
bargeboards are nicely moulded (Fig.6/10). There is no indication of a separate access to the roof
so, from the beginning this must have been from the cross-wing. There is no sign of weathering on
the northern side of timbers of F/F’, suggesting that the building was erected with the cross-wing,
and the two roofs integrated. During restoration in 2008, a handsome window was revealed on the
upper floor centred immediately under H/H’ and aligned, therefore with the window in the gable at
the front. It measured 6ft.4 x 2 ft. 6 in., with a 4 in. moulded frame divided by a transom with a series
of diamond-leaded lights above and below, and much more elegant than that in the gable, which was
probably inserted later to improve the lighting to the end of the attic.
The ground floor room of G/G’–KK’ has a fine
spine-beam with 2 in. flat chamfers with 2 in.
plain stepped stops, rather similar to that on the
other side of the chimney. A staircase was built
alongside the fireplace effectively blocking the
door from No.6, but this was removed when No.
4 was reintegrated, but this confirms that No.4
was created much later to provide a separate
dwelling, with a separate door from the street
into HK. Access to the upper floors was achieved
by the addition of a square dog-legged stair turret
on the east side, with a 45˚ roof continuing the Fig. 6/10 Above. Photograph of No.’s 10, 8, 6, and 4, taken in
main roof, the rafters probably being taken up 1966. Below, gable of No.6. Note mouldings of bargeboards,
on the wallplate of the main building, but now and fire insurance plate, made in Claygate, Surrey between
concealed (Figs. 6/9,10). The landing on the east 1820 and 1890.
side of the chimney provided ample space for
access to the roof both of the cross wing and the
new building, by means of a ladder. That this was
the only way into the attic suggests that it was
used only for storage. In the 1960’s the roof of the
outshot was raised to provide better headroom
to the upper floor. The framing of the stair turret
at ground level showed considerable weathering,
indicating that the extension which now encloses
it, was built much later. The cross wing must, therefore have been extended later, since the gable
end, with bargeboards similar to those at the front of the house, are flush with the extension, which
at least at the north end, is timber framed (Fig.
6/11). Removal of plaster during restoration in
2008, revealed an old oak ledge door, obviously
plastered over when the outshot was built.
Further modern extensions have been made on
the east side to No’s. 6, 8, and 10.
The original hall house may well date from the
early 15thC. or even earlier, The cross-wing and
the post-medieval building may all date from
around 1600, including the stair turret. All
the other extensions are later, or modern. The
provision of No.4 as a separate dwelling was
likely to have been made in the late 19th C.
Fig. 6/11 Sketch of rear view of No.6, after restoration in 2008.
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School Hill No’s 12, 14, and 16
On first inspection No.14 looks like a Georgian building, with a central roundel with the date 1752.
If Georgian, one would expect that the front door would open into a passage with rooms on either
side, with a staircase at the back. Instead, there
is a drop down onto the floor of the living room
of a timber-framed cottage. So the date refers,
maybe, to the date it was Georgianised. It is also
evident that No.14 was later extended at both
ends to form two new separate dwellings. No.16
Fig. 6/12 Sketch of No.’s 12 – 22, School Hill. Note that No.18
retains a weather-boarded building for a pony and trap. No.20 is older than No.12, but all are harmonised by
has an elegant bow-fronted window, and No. 22, a rectangular their windows, roofs, and brickwork. A detailed
bay with tiled roof.
examination was carried out in 2003 (Fig. 6/12).
The original timber-framed cottage (No.14) was built with two bays, AB, 14.ft. and BC 10 ft. by 15
ft. 6 in. across., with chimneys external to the frame at each end, with the stacks on the west side of
the ridge. The pitch of the roof is 45˚ with through 5in. square side purlins, and with queen posts at
the gable ends (Figs. 6/13 and 14). There are additional 3 in. struts above the collar to the principal
rafters at the gable end, perhaps in relation to the chimney, which was built at the same time (Fig.
6/14). Much of the timbering at the northern end (AA’), however, was removed when No.16 was built
on, but some remains at ground floor level within No.16. The purlins are jointed above the central
tie (BB’), with raking struts from the centre of each joint to the tie (Fig. 6/13). Some, but not all, of
the rafters are pegged at the top, and simply lie on the purlins. An additional collar, without struts is
found in line with XX’, within the northern bay (AB) and an additional post (X’), applied to the wall
post, presumably to strengthen the internal wall of the staircase. The original house was box-framed,
but has been completely replaced with brickwork. On the east side, the wallplate is 13 ft. 2 in. above
the existing floor level, and has a side-halved and bridled scarf joint to one side of the post (B’). The
main posts are all double-pegged, while others are all single pegged, all indicating good carpentry
practice. The solebeam rests on a 2ft.plinth. The doorway on the east side, now leading into a modern
two-storey extension (not shown on the plan in Fig. 6/13) may be original. If so, then the original
staircase was either steeper, or had a high first step, since the present lowest step is slightly in front
of the doorway.

Fig. 6/13 No.14, School Hill, showing timbering of original
two-bay cottage.

Fig. 6/14 No. 14 School Hill. Sections. Note that the walls
(dotted, C, B, X), represents the brickwork at the front
replacing the timber-framing when the house was
Georgianised.

At ground floor level BB’ has a lath and plaster wall, dividing the two bays with slender vertical posts.
The doorway in this wall looks original with a framed and plastered panel above. At 2 ft.9 in. from
the west front of the house allows sufficient space for the existing front door to be swung open.
It is possible that the original front door was, therefore, in the same position. On the east side of
AB/A’B’, the staircase is hidden by a plastered wall meeting the party wall (AA”), but this may be a
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later addition. The upper floors are supported by 9 x 9 in. spine beams to which the joists are single
pegged.. The spine-beam in AB has 1.5 in. flat chamfers with stepped reflexed tonged stops. There is
a similar spine beam in BC but the ceiling has been plastered up to the soffit, covering any decoration
(Fig.’s 6/13,14).
The brickwork on the front of No.14 is in Flemish bond with orange-red stretchers and blue headers.
The voussoirs above each window are made up of a single row of headers canted outwards from the
centre of each window, with a row of headers above (Fig.6/15). The quality of the brickwork and
some other exterior details are shown in Fig.6/16.

Fig. 6/15 Sketch of Flemish bond brickwork and voussoirs,
above the sash windows of No.14, School Hill.

Fig. 6/16 No.14 School Hill. Left, south gable end and part of
No.12. Right, chimney of No.14 with added chimney of No.16.
Note that both chimneys of No.14 are similar and probably
original, and that No 16 is only 2 bricks wide with blue headers. Note too, nicely moulded, and white painted cornices and
gable end.

Because of the general quality of the work, No. 14 may date from the late 17th.C. If the date of 1752 is
not simply fanciful, this could well define its Geogianisation, with No.16 added in the late 19th.C, and
No.12, perhaps, in the early 20th.C.
No. 16 around 1900 served as a laundry with
a large copper boiler on the ground floor and
a steam-pipe venting the steam through the
roundel in the gable. Ted and Amy Andrews who
lived there until recently had in their possession
a watercolour signed ‘CAM’ painted in 1902,
illustrated in Fig.6/17. The windows are not,
however, like the sash windows now inserted
in No’s. 12-16. The painter obviously had an eye
for detail and if these windows are accurately
depicted, then all the sash windows are more
recent replacements, perhaps relatively recently.
Sir. Henry Harben died in 1911, and it maybe that
the sash windows were put in between 1902 and
1911. There is a suggestion of the roundel above
the door of No.14 in the painting, which also
Fig. 6/17 Watercolour of No.’s 14, 16, and 18, painted in 1902,
includes No.18, described below, which looks as (photographed by kind permission of Mr. and Mrs. Andrews).
if the front was then rough-cast, and had been
given a yellow-ochre wash.
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School Hill No’s, 18, 20, and 22.

Fig. 6/18 Above, No.’s, 22, 20, and 18 School Hill. Note the
end gable of No.18 with hung tiles, of 4 rows of plain
alternating with 4 of fish scales, all windows are simple
casements, with shutters on No 22, Below, No. 18 from the
back (east side). Photographs taken in 1965.

No.18 was inspected in detail in 1965, while a
brief inspection of No.22 was made in 2006. The
appearance of this complex building in 1965
is shown in Fig.7/18. The original building was
timber-framed and consists of five bays: AB, 11ft.
6 in., BC, 4 ft. 6 in., CD, 11ft. 6 in., DE, 9 ft., and EF,
4 ft. 6 in., by 16 ft., and composing what is now
No.18 (Kingshead Cottage) and No.20 (Fig.6/18).
Little of the timbering is visible, except at ground
floor level on the east side of No.18. A two-storey
timber-framed wing was added at the southern
end of No.18, and an additional outshot, all
weatherboarded and painted white, facing the
street. This addition was extended across the
southern end of the original building, and a
further addition was built later as shown in Fig.
6/19.
The main chimney built across BB’ is evidently
not original, constructed of stone and brick it
provides substantial fireplaces on both sides.
The fact that BC and EF are both only 4 ft. 6 in.,
suggests that there were two original chimney
bays, BC being replaced, and that occupying
EF being removed, perhaps when the wing and
southern outshots were constructed.

The principal posts are 9 x 7 in. and rise 13 ft.
from sole-beam to wallplate, those of DD’ being
slightly larger (10 x 8 in.). Some parts of the
sole beam have been removed, but what does
remain is 8 in. square. Box framed walls, with 5
-6 in. studs and 9 in. rails, providing roughly 3ft.
square panels, and in many positions these have
3-4 mortises for riven oak laths. In FF’ the solebeam is cut to provide headroom for a door into
the outshot (Fig.6/20). While the north end of the
house (AA’) is mostly concealed by No.22, much
of the timbering is visible internally, save for the
corner post A, which has been removed. And,
elsewhere, various timbers have been removed,
Fig. 6/19 No.’s, 18, 20, and 22, School Hill.
as, for example, studs in EE’, and DD’ (Fig.6/20),
in relation to later modifications. There are matching mortises in the soffits of the cross-beams at
ground-floor ceiling level, indicating former door positions, and possibly a staircase close to E’, with
a diagonal mark on the studs on the east wall which suggests a stretcher bearing the steps. There are
no spine-beams, in the original house, the substantial upper-floor joists spanning each bay, being
taken up on the cross bressumers (see plan in Fig.6/19). The exception is that in AB, but this, of
course is not original, being taken up at one end on the inserted chimney at one end and mortised
to the centre-post of the north wall at the other. Many of the original timbers on both floors have
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been removed for its construction. Fireplaces
were built at ground-floor level on both sides. On
the north side (No.20) the bressumer is 7 ft.10 in.
with a flat chamfer with flat, stepped stops and
fillets, and supported by 8.5 x 2 in. brick piers, and
4 ft. above the stone hearth. The fireplace on the
other side (No.18) is larger, with a bressumer 9
ft. 6 in. in length with similar chamfers and stops,
and tenoned to D’. Although now changed, the
original had a saltbox on each side. An additional
fireplace was added later, probably in the 19th.C.
in the room above.
The original gable ends (AA’. And FF’) have centre
posts, and all are well mortised and pegged. FF’
had a framed window, now blocked and with upbraces from the posts to the tie and an additional
stud to the ridge from its slightly cambered collar.
The roof is of queen-post construction, with
wind-braces (Fig.6/20).
There have been a number of later extensions,
mostly on the east side. Some of these are timberframed, but more recent ones are of brick. At the
south end of No.18, timber-framed extensions,
indicated in Figs. 6/19,21 and 23, included the
base of another chimney, now removed, with
another addition, which in 1965 was a boilerhouse of brick construction. The timber-framed
part is well constructed, some timbers evidently Fig. 6/20 No.’s, 18, 20, and 22, School Hill.
used from elsewhere, and may, perhaps, be
derived from those removed from the original
building.
The first addition to No.18 after the wing was built
was probably the outshot on the west side. The
west wing extends 12 ft. by 14ft. 4 in. across. The
outshot must have been built much later than the
wing, for the posts at the base show weathering.
Also, he wing had a door to the outside at ground
level, now blocked, alongside a newer doorway
opening into the outshot. There is no evidence of
a staircase within the wing, for access to the first
floor being by means of the staircase within DE of
the original building.
All these features suggest that the original
building dates from the mid 17th C. and possibly,
but not necessarily, planned as two dwellings. The
west wing, undoubtedly added later, probably
still within the 17th C. and the outshot, perhaps Fig. 6/21 No.’s, 18, 20, and 22, School Hill.
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Fig. 6/22 No.2O/22 School
Hill. Left, Back of house,
showing east wing extension
of No. 20, and outshot.
Right, ground floor of the
north wall of No.20 (AA’).
Note that the spine beam
bearing the joists is halved
into the centre post, and the
door (now blocked) cutting
the mid rail. The door
painted white leads into the
outshot.

in the early 18thC. No.22 was clearly added
later, and may, from the first have been of brick,
but possibly not. Some timbers of the original
house (No. 20) may be seen within No.22, and
these do not look much weathered. There is a
doorframe in the north wall of the original house
(AA’), shown in Fig. 6/22, and looks more like an
internal doorway into No.22, suggesting that the
house may, after all have been timber-framed
initially. If that were the case, then it may have
been constructed, say, around the end of the
17th.C. What we see today may, therefore, be an
extensive rebuild in brick in the 19th or 20th C.
The roof has simple butt-purlins, with later
collars and a ridge-board, with free rafters
alongside the chimney (Fig.6/22). The use of
a ridge-board, slightly raised the ridge, and to
maintain the same pitch of the roof caused the
roof to show an edge slightly overlapping that of
No’s. 20 and18. This is likely to have been done
when No.22 was bricked up.
Timber-framed buildings often served their
purpose well when built, when needs were
simple, but as the population grew, with greater
relative affluence and changes in expectations,
the original space often proved inadequate. The Fig. 6/23 Sketches of No.’s 18, 20 and 22 School Hill, showing
many additions to the original house are, in this the various additions. Above, east side (back). Below, west side
case, particularly complicated, but all were built (front).
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within the curtilage, at the back and on the ends, illustrated in Fig.6/23. At the south end, the weatherboarded shed, probably dating from the late 19th C. housed a pony, trap, and hayloft.
School Hill No’s 24 and 26
No’s 24 and 26 are semi-detached, well built brick houses dating from the beginning of the 20th
C. and constructed by Standford’s, the building firm based in Church Street. They appear to have
remained exactly as they were built, and are more gracious than anything in Church Street, built then.
School Hill The ‘Old School’
Designed by A. W. Blomfield and built in 1873. It replaced the earlier school, which was built at the
top of the hill in 1851, designed by W. Mosely, and was then demolished. The Old School was replaced
by a new building off Freemans Road, and the Old
School was then converted into two dwellings
plus the Headteacher’s house, now separated
from the former school premises. The external
appearance remains much the same as when
it was built (Fig.6/24). The large gabled wing
housed the school hall. Although girls and boys
were taught separately, they all entered the school
by the same steps, turning left along a path at the
top of the bank, leading to separate doorways.
There was a small area at the back, serving for
‘breaks’, which still overlooks the large field
behind, on which it was built, and corresponding
Fig. 6/24 The Old School, School Hill. Photograph taken in
to Plot.1014 of the Tithe Map.
2008.
Bell Road
South side
Forge Cottage
Strategically placed on a busy corner, what is now known as ‘Forge Cottage’ provided the forge
and wheelwright facilities as well as living accommodation for the smith. It is of timber- framed
construction with weatherboards painted white, and has been recently extended in keeping. It was
built on ‘marginal waste’ which belonged to the
Lord of the Manor, who was, at that time, Edward
Cowper, of Strood Park. He gave permission in
1724, “that a smith’s shop or forge facilities built
upon a piece of land. . . . . of about five roods . . . and
dwelling . . . “. Today, the paved area outside, and
originally opening out onto the corner, is where
horses could be shod. There remains a circular
area on which there would have been a tub for
shrinking a hot iron rim onto a wheel. Several old
photographs survive, one of which is illustrated
in Fig. 6/25, showing a horse being shod, and a
small wheel in the tub, and may date from around Fig. 6/25 The Forge and Cottage, Bell Road. Photograph
1900. What looks like an early telephone box is probably dating from around 1900.
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in front of the smithy at the far end may have been put there by the A.A. The door from the original
house is now blocked, and the recent extension is set back, and has a lower ridge, but the chimney is
original.
Bell Road No’s 4, 6, 8, and 10
No’s 4 and 6 now form ‘Orchard Cottage’, 8 and 10, ‘Bell Cottage’
These were built on land well back from Bell Road with access up a private drive, with a ‘permissive’
gate into the churchyard. On he Tithe Map this corresponds with Plot No. 1021 and is described
as containing eight tenements and gardens. Plots No’s. 2020 and 2021 look as if both were carved
off Plot No. 1032 for building purposes. Both 1020 and 1032 are described as Bell meadows, the
name taken from the Road, like that of the cottages, ‘Orchard Cottage’ was named when the range of
tenements became just two separate dwellings.
There may have been at least two phases of building, but both cottages as they are now, have extensions
on the ends, and at the back. Fig.6/26 shows what it looked like, probably in the late 19th.C. It is said
that Henry Harben removed the roofing stone for one of the houses he had built opposite, and the
cottages were then tiled. Presumably, the four doors each provided access, maybe, for two separate
families, one on each floor. There is a building at the back of No’s 12, 14, and 16, which is said to have
provided kitchen facilities, for the many families then accommodated in Bell Cottages. The photograph
shows a uniform series of doors and windows, much as it does today. Plot 1020 had no buildings in
1840, but there were by around 1900, for No’s 12, 14 and 16 can be seen in Fig. 6/27, and these may
have been built well before that date.

Fig. 6/26 Bell Cottages. Old postcard, probably dating from
late 19th C.

Fig. 6/27 Bell Road. Copy of a postcard, probably dating from
around 1900. Note, on the right, the two Harben houses. On
the left No.’s 12, 14 and 16, the white weather-boarded Bell
Cottages, and the alleged kitchen building, in front of the
church.

The opportunity to examine Bell Cottage was in 1972, when it was empty, and again in 2003, when a
more detailed examination was made also of Orchard Cottage. The front of the cottages is in brick, in
Flemish bond with some random blue headers, providing a 9 in. load-bearing wall, with a three-brick
stepped cornice, under the eaves, measuring 50 ft. in length, by 16 ft. across. The brickwork conceals
a timber-framed building, and while the wall timbers have been removed from the front, some boxframing can be seen on the east side, including the east wing and its outshot. It looks weather-boarded
in Fig.6/27, but now the panels are mostly filled with brick. The whole building appears to be of five
bays: AB, 10 ft., BC, 12 ft., CD, 10 ft., and EF, 9 ft. A single-storey, brick extension has been added on the
east side (D’E’) and recently also at the southern end. The north end has also been extended in brick,
together with an attached brick garage. The chimney alongside BB’ is on the east side of the ridge and
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has an additional flue
added more recently
to serve a fireplace at
ground level in the east
wing. This chimney may
have replaced an earlier
smoke chamber, and is
clearly older than the
other chimney within
DE, in which the stack is
on the ridge (Fig.6/28).
The cross-beam (BB’)
is taken up on the
fireplace, which has a
9 ft. bressumer and,
at its western end has
deep cross-cut of 2-3 in.
about 1 ft. from the wall. Fig. 6/28 No.’s 4 + 6 (April Cottage), and No.’s 8 + 9 (Bell Cottage).
Could this have been for
an earlier doorframe?
The oldest part of the
house is within Bell
Cottage, for BB’ and CC’
are bridged by a crown
post and collar purlin
roof truss (Fig. 6/28
and 29). As the chimney,
just mentioned is on
the east side of the Fig. 6/29 East wing of No. 8 + 10 (Bell Cottage).
ridge, this would have
enabled a collar to pass the chimney (or former plastered flue) towards AA’. A former flue is suggested
by the complete blackening of the plaster seen when the roof in this section was stripped in 1998.
The rafters too, within AB are sooted, though overlain with newer, clean rafters, so the whole bay
above the ceiling at collar level, may have acted as a smoke chamber. The gable CC’ has clearly been
modified, for while it has a crown post, there are later collars to take up the side purlins.
The west side is entirely of brick, but within bays C to F there is evidence that the whole of the west
side may have been jettyed. The main bay (BC) has substantial cross beams at first floor level. A 10
in. square spine-beam with 1.5 in. flat chamfers with stepped stops and bearing 4 x 4 in. joists borne
by a the 11 in. square cross beam (BB’) at one end, and by the cross beam supported by the original
centre post (CC’) at he other. The joists have similar chamfers and stops, which, on the west side are
2 ft. 1 in. from the present brick wall, suggesting that there was a 2 ft. jetty on that side. This cannot
be confirmed, because the ceilings are plastered up. The later bricking up would have increased the
ground floor living -space.
Bay AB contains a staircase close to the present front door and, while an original stair may have been
roughly in this position, either or both have been moved. A simpler staircase would have given access
to the upper chamber alongside the smoke chamber, which was (probably later) provided with a
fireplace, now blocked.
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The east wing consists of a single bay, approximately 16 ft. square, linked to the main house by a
substantial beam onto the wallplate (AA’). The walls are of box-frame construction at first floor level,
but replaced with brick below, the main posts on the north side (ZY) having been cut and taken up on
oak plates at the top of the brickwork (Fig. 6/29). The roof truss has side-purlins taken up by a collar
with a central post bearing on the slightly cambered tie at the gable end (ZZ’) and is wind-braced at
both ends. This roof retains the original stone covering. The south facing wall (Z’Y’) has been modified,
probably when the outshot was added. The framing is all of good quality, and the ground-floor room
has a fine 12 x 12 in. cross-beam with 2 in. chamfers bearing 4 x 6 in. (up) joists supporting the floor
of wide oak lapped boards. A staircase, close to C’, gave access to this upper room. Much of the gable
end at ground-floor level has been since removed with the addition of a conservatory (not shown in
the plan).
The original parts of this complex may date from the first half of the 16th C. The jettyed extension
also, probably added within the same century. The east wing, probably dates from the late 17th C. and
the outshot slightly later. The orientation of the cottages in relation to the churchyard suggests that
the initial building may have provided for a priest before the reformation, which was later extended
to provide cottages, and was eventually sold off.
No’s 12, 14 and 16
No’s 12,14, and16 form three dwellings in a wellbuilt brick house tile-hung at first floor level, with
dormer hoods above a window. They may be seen
in Fig. 6/25, and when the photograph was taken
the only house facing Bell Road on the south side.
No’s 18 and 20
A pair of houses with a shared access, built at the
same time in the late 20th C.
North Side

Fig. 6/30 Above, No.’s 3, 5, and 7, and. Below, No.’s 9 and 11,
Bell Road. Photographs, taken in 2008.

The north side of Bell Road is now completely
built up, save for two plots left to provide access
to the fields behind, and notable for the variety
of its buildings. All are set back from the road,
down a slope, and lower than road level, which
increases towards the corner with the A 24. The
slope continues behind all these houses to the
brook, which runs under the A 24 to join Boldings
Brook. “The Corner House’, however, is at road
level. No.1 is a good modern house, No’s. 3, 5
and 7, and No’s 9 and 11, are shown in Fig.6/30.
These two houses were built on the instructions
of Henry Harben, and the upper photograph (No’s
3, 5, and7), follows the ‘Tudoresque’ style with vertical studs, gables, and with a stone roof. The lower
picture (No’s 9,and11), shows a pair of semi-detached houses that are tiled, with tile-hung gables,
and are, so-speak ‘left and right’, each with an end chimney and a shared stack in the middle. A nice
comparison between the different styles that Harben favoured, and built around 1900.
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Church Street
West side
No. 2 ‘The Sussex Oak’
The ‘Sussex Oak’ public house marks the
beginning of Church Street on that side. The
building has been extended at various times,
but much remains of the original timber-framed
house with its’ stone roof, and black weatherboarding, partly enclosed within later additions
and fronted by the handsome Georgian addition Fig. 6/31 The Sussex Oak. Note the Georgian building, with
brickwork now painted white partly conceals the earlier
with its small beer-garden. The original building building with weather-boarding and stone roof, with partly
is in line with a cart-house, which reveals some tile-hung gable end. Stable and cart-shed with a pitch-door.
of the original box framing, now with a tiled roof Photograph taken in 2008.
and black weather-boarding above, and with a
pitch door in the gable to the hay loft. The cart-house has a stone plinth, is partly bricked up and may
date from around 1700 or before (Fig. 6/31).
In 1840, this was the only public house in the village, and occupied an important site for travellers,
with the forge opposite with wheelwright facilities and, before 1775, on the main route to Dorking
and London. In the early 20th C. the brickwork of the Georgian front was revealed, but is now painted
over. A field at the back, No. 867 on the Tithe Map, was accessible from the footpath between the yard
of the public house and the Glebe land. It seems likely that this field of around six and a half acres
provided grazing for the horses. It is now the site of the Village School and the Football Pitch.
‘Farebrothers’
The first Vicarage we know of was a large timber-framed house shown in the photograph taken in
1868 (Fig.6/32) shortly before it was demolished and the imposing Victorian Vicarage, now known
as Farebrothers (Fig.6/33), which was built on the same site. This Vicarage was built when James
Wood was Vicar, but it became known as Farebrothers in commemoration of Felix Farebrother, Vicar
from 1921-1957.

Fig. 6/32 The old vicarage, demolished for the erection of
Farebrothers.

Fig. 6/33 Farebrothers. Photograph taken in 2008.
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The earlier Vicarage evidently had two south facing wings, that nearer the street being jettyed. It
is not clear, due to the growth of ivy, whether the jetty was extended along the front. The framing
was concealed by later rendering, but as far as may be judged from this photograph, the stone roof,
gablets, and massive chimney all suggest that this may have originally been built in the 15th C. as a
hall house and later floored over, as commonly occurred around 1600. The ‘footprint’ of this building
is clearly shown on the Tithe map (Plot No. 861).
Farebrothers was converted into Sheltered Housing with the addition of bungalows in the former
garden and orchard in 1976, when a new Vicarage was built somewhat to the north and behind
Farebrothers in the former Glebe field shown on the Tithe map as Plot No. 861a. When street
numbering was introduced, the Vicarage site was No.4, though always known to postal services
simply as ‘ The Vicarage’.
Church Street No.’s. 6, 8, and10.
No.’s. 6 and 8 originally formed a single timber-framed dwelling, with a two-storey extension at the
back of No. 6. The wall framing is of the box-frame type, later concealed by a thin white-painted stucco
with a dentillated cornice under the eaves along the front. The timbering is, however, visible along
the north end of the house and from this it is clear that the extension at the back is part of the original
building. The ridge of the roof is slightly lower on that side, simply to integrate the two similar roof
trusses built at right angles. These are of the queen post and side-purlin type visible in the gable end
at the back. The framing at first floor level suggests that the original window serving the upper floor
may have been T-shaped, a pattern often adopted to provide extra light, as for weaving.
Provision of a cellar at the back, now part of No.8, and now filled in, may indicate that the building
once served as a shop, but it may have been simply for storage of kegs for use in home brewing, since
it was common practice to sell ale to others as an extra source of income. Whether the cellar was part
of the original, is uncertain. A side door, now blocked, in the original back extension of No.6 could
have provided access to the cellar. The soleplates in front of the ground floor window of No.6 have
been cut away. This might have been done to provide access to a large bay window for display of
goods. All the windows at the front have been renewed, with well-made casements, some with nice
iron furniture, which probably date from the time when the front was rendered, perhaps in the early
19th C. when No. 6 was divided.
When this occurred, further extensions were made at the back to provide more ground-floor space
for No.8, the stone roof being extended down and joined to the roof of the original back extension of
No.6 by an outshot. This still left No. 8 with less space than No.6, so probably at the same time, a twostorey extension was built at the south end, projecting at the front and capped by a stone roof, which
joins the original slightly lower than the main ridge. There is a 4 ft. gap between this new extension
and the original, which enabled a staircase to be
built to serve all the upper floors of No.8. This is
not visible from the outside, since the gap was
bricked up, at the front, rendered, and the cornice
extended (Fig.6/34). The purlins and rafters in
the roof clearly reflect this extension.
The front door of the original house was likely to
have been in line with the central chimney, but
was moved slightly to allow partitioning when the
house was divided, the new door to No 8 leading
directly into the front room of the original house. Fig. 6/34 Sketch of No.’s 10, 8, and 6 Church Street.
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The fireplace in No.6 may have served as the
original kitchen, for there is evidence that there
may have been a bread-oven on one side.
The photograph (Fig. 6/35) shows that the
adjacent site which was to become No.10, was
formerly occupied by the village butchers. This
picture must have been taken in the 1860’s, for it
is known that these butchers closed at that time
and a new butchers shop and house, was opened
on the other side of the road next to Freeman’s
Stores. After the old butchers premises were
demolished, No.10 was built, and while this Fig. 6/35 No. 8 Church Street with the adjacent butchers,
demolished in mid- 1860’s, and replaced by No. 10.
was done in an entirely different style, it was
structurally linked both at the front and the back with No.8. For many years in the 20th C. it was the
‘District Nurse’s House’. All three houses No’s 6-10 are now private dwellings.
Two further points of historical interest may be mentioned. First, the well in front of No 8, obviously
served the original house, and retains the winding gear for a bucket and provided clear water when
recently tested. Secondly, the broad drive on the north side of No 6 passes the house and enters a
short section described as ‘the lane’, being Plot 859 on the Tithe Map. This led across what is now the
Cricket Pitch, and was the route, which led directly to the furthest point of the Parish in Rowhook, to
and from the Church. The footpath now leading up between the present vicarage and The Sussex Oak
serves as its’ replacement (see Fig. 6.1).
No.12, ‘Cobblers’

Fig. 6/36 Cobblers. Above, viewed from the street, below,
from the back. Photographs, taken in1973.

John Charman was the village cobbler in the late
19th C. and no doubt the porch added to the front
of the house was built to provide light for work
outside the main part of the house, a common
practice at that time. Around 1900 this workshop
extension had a door to the left of the front window,
now bricked up. His son Walter then continued
the business. The house itself may well be one of
the oldest in the village. Its appearance when it
was up for sale and empty is shown in Fig. 6/36.
The roof, covered with stone is fully hipped, with
a gablet at the south end, but with a simple gable
at the north end. The pitch is 45˚ or slightly less,
the wallplates only 10ft. 6in. above the sole. The
original house consisted of two bays, AB, 11.ft.,
BC, 9.0 ft. by 15 ft. 6 in. across. The house was
extended much later by the addition of a further
bay CD, of 16 ft. (Fig. 6/37). The view from the
street shows the house rendered and painted
at second floor level, with three equally placed
three-casement windows, with brickwork below,
and the southern end with fishscale hung tiles
above more recent brickwork. All the windows
suggest that extensive repairs have been done,
probably in the late 19th C.
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The back of the house, however, reveals much
of the timber framing of the original (Fig. 6/38).
Each bay has long, curved braces, those in A’B’
rising from the principal posts to the wallplate,
with a single stud between. Similar, but straighter
braces with a horizontal rail between, strut bay
B’C’. The central posts, B and B’ are 12 in. square
at the top, cut back above floor level and supports
a cambered tiebeam with a depth of 10 in. This
has been cut through, adjacent to B’, to provide
sufficient headroom to permit access between
the upper floors. While the upper floor has good
oak floorboards, these may date from a later
construction, especially as a brace from B to the
tiebeam arises slightly below the floor. Ties AA’
and CC’ are straight. Post B’ has a scotch mark
near the top for a raking shore, and there are two
smaller ones on A’.

Fig. 6/37 Cobblers. Above, plan, showing ceiling joists
supporting inserted upper floor. Below, central arch (BB’).
Note surviving up-brace, and deep cut-back jowls of posts.

Fig. 6/38 Cobblers. Note scotch marks on A’ and B’

Without any evidence which may be found in the roof, it is tempting to speculate that the original
house may have been a simple open hall-house of two bays, later floored over and provided with a
chimney exterior to the frame serving fireplaces for a kitchen and the upper room. Later still, when
the extra bay (CD) was added another chimney was provided on the western side of the ridge to serve
fireplaces on both floors. The floor joists with a trimmer in front of the main fireplace (CC) supports
these conjectures.
Glebe End
Glebe End, earlier called ‘The Bakehouse’, is so named from having been built on land identified on
the Tithe map as plot 856 in front of the Glebe land, plots 868 and 869. Glebe End is slightly skewed
to the west. In the 19th C. the house was occupied by Cokelers who then had shops built in front of
Glebe End in line with the street, and now converted into two separate dwellings, retaining the shopfronts (No’s 14 and 24). A photograph taken in 1931 showed that the shop was then joined to Glebe
End and had a narrow upper doorway with hoist above, which probably enabled stores to be dropped
into the cellar below. The join was later removed, revealing the timber framing of Glebe End, and its
later timber-framed extension, with a new doorway, now closed, into the yard.
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Fig. 6/39 Glebe End. Plan with, on the right, extension
beyond AA’, as seen from the street.

Glebe End is a timber-framed building probably
dating from the late 15th or early 16th C. and
subsequently extended and reconstructed at
different periods. The original timber-framing
is concealed, save for the north end which may
be seen from the way of access to the Victorian
warehouses at the back, now housing a gym and
studio (No.18), and flats (Fig’s. 6/39 and 40).
The timbering at the north end shows braces
from the corner posts to the cross beams at first
floor level, originally symmetrical but disturbed
by later insertion of windows (EE’ in Fig.6/40).

The original house had an open hall with a crown post roof and consisted of four bays: AB, 13 ft. 3in.,
BC, 7ft. 6in. CD 10 ft. and DE 11ft. 6 in. by 18 ft. 6 in. across. The two central bays together formed
the open hall, which, as commonly found, was approximately square. The hall was later floored over
to provide an upper floor with insertion of a chimney within bay BC (Fig.’s. 6/39 and 40). Note that
the north end has a central post between sole-beam and wall-plate, with 9 in. rails 6ft.6 in. above the
solebeam, relating the central post with the corner posts and with curved braces above, now partly
cut by insertion of later windows.
The spine beam supporting the upper floor in DE
has 2 in. chamfers with simple fillets and stops
at each end, but the joists are probably later
replacements. The ground-floor fireplace (CC’) ,
has a slightly cambered 10 ft. by 10 in. bressumer
with a simple 1 in. chamfer, 4ft. 8 in. above the
hearth at the centre, supported by 8 in. x 2 in.
bricks, and with an inglenook on one side.
Few of the original wall timbers are visible at
ground-floor level. Note that in the section of
BB’, that while there is a crown post pegged to
the tiebeam, there is also an angled rising strut
on one side. No access was possible into the roof
at that time, but this strut might support a purlin
carried through to the narrower, but fully hipped
extension to the house at the south end.
The shops facing the street and obscuring Glebe
End, is an impressive, well built Victorian building,
with many interesting features in the brickwork.
There is a substantial cellar at the north end of
what is now No14, and this was extended into the
open area between it and Glebe End (Fig.6/39),
presumably serving for delivery of goods. In the
20th C. the bread sold in the shop was baked in
the large fireplace in Glebe End.

Fig. 6/40 Glebe End
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The Red House
This was built, together with Holland House and Tanners up a new road, now known as Hollands Way,
acquired by Henry Harben. His intention was to build substantial family houses to attract wealthier
residents who could benefit the village and employ servants. All are ‘Tudoresque’ in style, but are
individually different. By 2017, The Red House remains as it was, with pebble-dashed panels, Holland
House has the panels washed in cream, and Tanners has the panels washed in white (Fig.6/41). Only
the Red House and Holland House, together with
the Village Hall are in Batterbury and Huxley’s
drawing in ‘The Builder’ in 1894, so perhaps
Tanners was built only slightly later. All have been
restored recently or renovated. The Red House
has a substantial garden and occupies Plot 854
on the Tithe Map. The adjoining field, Plot 853,
described as ‘arable’ in 1840, is what Harben
acquired. This field had a frontage onto Church
Street, enabling an access road to be created and
Fig. 6/41 Two ‘Harben houses’ at the junction of Church
in which both Holland House and Tanners, were
Street and Hollands Way with Holland House, on the left, The
built in 1892-4.
Red House on the right.

The Village Hall
The first Village Hall was also provided by Henry
Harben, on the south side of Hollands Way in
the corner of the same field (853 on the Tithe
Map). The Hall was completed in 1892. Initially
it was designed as ‘The Men’s Club’, and the
library formerly collected “ for those wishing to
extend their education” and housed in the Village
School in School Hill, was then moved to the
new Club and was, no doubt, supplemented. The
Club had a smoking room, a large ’concert hall’,
gymnasium and all “the necessaries”, with lavish
use of white glazed wall-tiles. The photograph
(Fig.6/43) was taken shortly after its completion.
Accommodation was provided for a resident
warden, marked by the dormer window. At the
beginning of the 1st World War and the formation
of the Women’s Institute, their meetings and
demonstrations were held there, and it was then
that it became known as ‘ The Village Hall ‘. This
was demolished in 1972, and replaced by three
houses., a new Village Hall being built at the same
time in Hollands Way, which was extended in
2015 (Fig.6/42).

Fig. 6/42 Village Halls. Upper, postcard of the old village
hall, Church Street, from a photograph taken shortly after its
completion. Lower, the present village hall in Hollands Way.
Photograph taken after its extension in 2015.

Church Street No.’s 40 and 44
What are now No. 40 and 44 present several puzzles in interpretation arising from change and
extensions at different times, and some of these puzzles may remain, unless some documentary or
other evidence comes to light.
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Fig. 6/43 No.’s 44 and 40 Church Street. Plan.

Fig. 6/44 No.’s 44 and 40 Church Street, showing the buttpurlin roof structure, and wall-framing of No.40.

The two buildings are sandwiched between much later, bulky Victorian buildings, No.’s 52/50 on one
side, and No.’s 38/36 on the other (Fig.6/43). The present door of No. 44 is actually the door of the
former No. 46, the door of the former No. 44 being blocked up and replaced by a window in the late
1970’s. (Fig’s. 6/45,46,and 47).
The door of No. 42 was to the right of the ground floor bay window, and was blocked up during extensive
renovations in 1983 joining 42 with 40, a later brick building adjoining No.38, and, therefore, what
was the door to 42, became No.40. So, what, you
may ask, became of No. 48? I can only suggest that
the extensions at the back of what now is No. 44,
may have provided for another tenant who had a
separate door accessible from the south side of
the extension. The main extension certainly predates street numbering.
No. 44

Fig. 6/45 No.’s 44 and 40 Church Street. Upper, Photograph
used as a Christmas card, probably dating from the early 20th
C. Note that No.40 was then white weather-boarded and had
only one first floor window, and had an iron gate and brick
wall continuous with that of No. 38. Lower, Photograph taken
after restoration of No. 40 in the late 1970’s. No. 38 is on the
right.

This is a timber-framed house, known as ‘The
Old Cottage’. It has apparently three bays, AB
and BC of 8 ft. and CD, of 3 ft. 6 in. by 14 ft. 6 in.
across. The walls are of box-frame construction.
The timbers are of good quality and scantling,
the main posts being 9 x 9 in. expanding to 12 x
12 in. at the top with simple jowls, and with wall
plates of 9 x 8 in. Post D is cut at first floor level
and is taken up on brickwork which has replaced
the original timbering at ground floor level which
extends along No. 40. At the back of No 44, post
D’ has a curved brace at first floor level which was
revealed during restoration of No.40, suggesting
that D/D’ marks the northern end of the original
No. 44. Also, while the ties AA’ and BB’ are straight,
BB’ is cambered, and maybe marked the centre of
the house. With eaves 12 ft. above ground level,
the roof of stone, with a pitch of 45˚ is of crown
post and collar-purlin type. The crown posts are
plain without braces, with rafters halved and
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pegged at the top. The most likely interpretation
is that No.44 had simple gable ends, and that
the crown-posted roof is a conservative feature,
and, because it had a chimney the house may
date from the late 16th C. or around 1600. The
chimneystack has older 2 in. bricks, which could
date from that time, and while the chimneystack
as it now stands, has been rebuilt more than once,
it is likely that the fireplace in the upper chamber
of No.44 was added later adding another flue to
the chimney. The chimney at the south end of
Fig. 6/46 No.’s 44 and 40 Church Street, viewed from
the back, showing the gable end of the original west wing
the house is within the frame, and was likely to
extension of No.40, the further extension added in the late
have been inserted in Victorian times. The stack
1970’s, with the framing of the original north end of No. 44
once reached above the gable end of No.50, but
(D’). Note too, the surviving crown-posts in No. 44.
it is now shortened to below its’ roof. A likely
position for the original staircase would have been in the corner next to post A’. The upper chamber
has fine oak floorboards which are borne by the joists displayed in the living room below are certainly
original. These are cut short by a trimmer above the fireplace which has a width of about 7 ft.
(Fig’s. 44 and 46).
The main extension at the back is of uncertain date, extending 10 ft. by 17ft. 6in. and providing more
accommodation. The timbering was largely removed in both floors of A’B’/B’C’, and a new staircase
inserted to provide access to the whole of the upper floor. This is supported by plain joists laid at right
angles to those of the original house. The end wall is a mixture of stone and brick, with brick quoins,
but the gable end is filled with plain brickwork. Two further extensions were made, to provide storage
or workshop space, and known to have been used for trug-making in the early 20th C. (Fig.6/43).
No. 40
The main part of this house is also timber-framed, and while now joined with No.44 is of completely
different construction and built later, possibly in the late 17thC or early 18th C. It has precisely the
same width of 14ft.6in. but the framed length is only 15 ft.6 in. The accommodation, as mentioned
above being increased, not only by acquisition of the adjacent brick building, but by building an
extension at the back in 1983.
Earlier photographs show that the front was weather-boarded at first floor level, with only a single
3-casement widow to the right hand end of the bay window beneath, which had a sloping roof tucked
up under the upper window and in front of the weatherboarding. At that time there was a brick
wall and iron gate to the street, but this was replaced by a picket fence as in front of No. 44. The
weatherboards were then removed revealing the box framed wall and the upper window doubled to
match the ground floor bay window, which was then provided with a flat roof (Fig.6/45).
The main roof of the house has a pitch of 45˚ and is of stone, overlapping that of No.44 and rising to
a slightly higher ridge by the chimney but slumping down slightly towards the north, the small peak
revealing the ridge in line with a back extension, then rising so that its gable end fits snugly under that
of the brick building at the north end. The fact that the ridge of the back extension is visible from the
street is due to the wall plates having been laid on top of those in the front. The timbering of the roof
is of butt-purlin type and, and while much reconstructed suggests that the roof was in three equal
sections, with a hipped end, so that it could be that the extension at the back may be original. The
brick part (formerly No.40) must surely have been built after No’s 36/38, and the raising of the ridge,
already mentioned, lead to the insertion of three longer rafters and a diagonal timber to strengthen
70

the roof after the original butt purlin had been removed. The rafters at the southern end are related
to the chimney by simple struts. The chimney has two flues to serve upper and lower fireplaces. The
stack has been reconstructed and raised in consort with No.44, and, therefore, has 4 pots.
Post A is mainly buried and there is no post visible under the tie BB’ on the eastern side, but the
tie is slightly cambered, measuring 10 in. x 4 in. and borne by B’, a simple 5in. x 4in. post. The main
upper floor has oak boards supported by plain 4 x 4 in. joists, with a trimmer in front of the groundfloor fireplace, much as in No.44. The wall plates
of the west wing rest on those of the main house,
with a cross bresummer at first-floor level. This,
together with a remnant of the sole beam with
vertical posts at the gable end of the west wing
supports the idea that this is part of the original
house, while the other wing, adjacent to No.44
was added, as already noted, in 1983.
Church Street No’s 58 to 66
To the south of what was the access to Stanford’s
builder’s yard from the 19th C. to the 20th C. is a Fig. 6/47 No.’s 58-66 Church Street. Plan.
series of buildings, and while now all joined up,
are on the same frontage line but were built at
very different periods (Fig. 6/47). Viewed from
the street, No. 58, currently ‘Warnham Interiors’
is a handsome Victorian building with a slate
roof, oriel sash windows with leaded and slated
caps rising above the eaves, and a central door
with bay windows on either side with fixed lights
for display. Built as a shop, probably in the second
half of the 19th C. and early 20th C. it was for
many years Godley’s Greengrocery and General
Stores, which was remodeled in the 1960’s.
Behind the shop and attached to it is a much older
building with a complex history. The original
building was timber-framed and consisted of
only two bays, each of which was 12ft. 6 in. by
15 ft. across. Wall timbers are visible inside the
present house only on the east side, with irregular
vertical studs between the main posts. The west
side has been replaced with stone. The roof has
been largely renewed but its’ 52˚ pitch suggests
that tiles were used for the original roof covering.
The wallplates and ties bear queen posts with
continuous side purlins. Some timbers have been
replaced, the main rafters look original but there
are additional rafters carried on short extensions
of the purlins strutted to the chimney. Additional
collars have been inserted in the centre of each
bay to add support to the purlins on each side
(Fig. 6/48). Both gable ends are now bricked up. Fig. 6/48 No. 58 Church Street.
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The southern bay (AB) is floored with stone, and some are large – around 6 ft. square. A stairway
arising outside the original building, but within the later addition, reveals that the main posts show
considerable weathering, indicating a long time gap between the original and the shop in front. The
ceiling joists are plain but are taken up by an 8 x 8 in. spine beam, which has 1 in. chamfers with 1 in.
roll-stops and lodged at one end above the chimneybreast. The soffit of this beam is 7 ft. above the
floor, providing a lofty room. The bressumer above the fireplace is chamfered, 9 x 9 in. square, and 7ft.
6 in. long between the supporting piers. It may originally have had ingle-nooks. While the base of the
chimney has been renewed, the bricks above the 9 x 9 in. bressumer, are hand-made, 2-4 in. x 6-7 in.
and bedded in lime mortar. It is unclear where the original staircase was situated.
The later building has the same length as the
original house (25 ft.), but is 4 ft. wider (19 ft.,
as compared with 15 ft.), which provided a
passageway between the two buildings, and
stairs between floors and, additionally to an attic
in the new building. The roof is slightly higher
than the original house, with a slightly steeper
pitch of about 55˚, and has through purlins with
raking struts to the ties. The gable ends are
bricked up, but the attic has windows at each
end, and the stairway was extended to provide
easy access, providing garret accommodation.
At roof level the two buildings are united by a Fig. 6/49 No. 58 Church Street. Sketch, showing the
flat valley draining to the south, and the rafters relationship of the original building to the shop and the later
on the later building rest on the wallplate of the laundry building at the back. The roofs of No.’s 60-66 are
original building (Fig.6/49). At ground level there shown towards he top right.
is a stone stairwell down to a cellar beneath the original building. It is not clear when this cellar was
dug out, but the position of the steps suggests that it might have been made for storage when the
shop was added. Shortly before 2004, the floor over the cellar was replaced. What was there before
consisted of a spine-beam with 4 in. mortises and peg-holes on the underside, suggesting that this
was a re-used beam, in a sense supporting the idea that the cellar was made later. The stone steps
appear to have served another cellar, now bricked up, under the shop.
A completely separate building was added behind the original building and the shop, which provided
extra accommodation at first-floor level, and for a laundry on the ground floor. The guttering of
the roofs on the west side conducted rainwater to a large metal cistern (Fig. 6/47). The rainwater
was presumably used for rinsing the washing. Plot No. 844 on The Tithe Map, was a long narrow
field immediately behind No.58, and this was used by the launderers for a washing line, shown in a
photograph probably taken in the early 20th C. from the field on the south side of Friday Street.
The original building probably dates from the late 17th C. including the chimneys. No.58 occupies Plot.
No. 847of the Tithe Map, described as ‘ two tenements’ and does show that the building extended in
front of those now numbered as 60-66. It is not clear when the shop as it is today, was built, though it
is clearly identified in the O.S. Map of 1875.
Church Street No. 60 ‘Cross Cottage’
Cross Cottage was built around 1900 filling the gap between No’s. 58 and 62. ‘Tudoresque’, with
vertical studding and panels, now painted white. The end chimney of No. 58 was broken into to
provide a flue for a fireplace at the north end. There is another chimney at the south end adjoining
No. 62, and an extension at the back alongside the ‘laundry’ building of No. 58.
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Church Street No. 62
This is the oldest of the buildings surviving along this stretch of houses in Church Street. It consists of
a single bay of 14 ft. by 14ft.6 in. across and is joined on either side by buildings of later construction
(Fig.6/50). The roof facing the street is half-hipped but, because it is built at right angles to the street,
the wind-braces bear on the ties at each end, not on the wallplates. The side-purlins are supported by
collars at each end and pegged to vertical queen posts on the ties. There is an extra (replaced) collar
mid-way between. The attic above has a window facing the street, but the upper storey was originally
plastered over at tiebeam height, since there are 7 x 2 in. mortises in the centre of each tie, presumably
for a spine beam bearing joists taken up on the wall-plates. Its’ later removal and raising of the ceiling
to collar height, provided an attic for extra accommodation. There seems to have been a half-hip end
to the roof on the western side, judging by the rafter arrangement with the chimney external to the
original frame, for the house was extended by 11 ft., enclosing the chimney, and with a fully hipped
gable end at the back. An additional external chimney was then built on the south side (Fig. 6/50).
The timbers within the roof at the western end of the original building show considerable weathering,
indicating that the extension was made long afterwards. The rafters in this extension are of relatively
poor quality and there is an inserted ridge-board. Wall timbers are mostly plastered over inside and
concealed by weatherboarding outside. The original chimney was opened up to provide a bake-oven
within the extension. A further single-storey extension has been built more recently to enlarge the
kitchen area.
The upper floor of
the original house is
supported by joists
lodged into a transverse
beam taken up by a
replaced post on the
south side. Some of the
joists are old and these
measure 3.5 x 4.5 in.
with half-inch chamfers
without
fillets
or
stops. Some have been
replaced, allegedly from
‘Bornes’ in Horsham,
Fig. 6/50 No. 62 Church Street.
demolished in 1972.
The original cottage was planned with an upper floor, which was provided with a fireplace, since
closed. Stones providing the hearth remain alongside the trimmer in front of the fireplace on the
ground floor. The original staircase probably occupied the same position as the existing staircase
rising alongside a studded partition at first-floor level. In the upper room there is an oak mullioned
window on the south side, which must be medieval, but now is blocked by No. 64. The windows
facing the street, are all sash windows and not only look genuinely Georgian, but are similar to those
of No’s. 64 and 66, and may all have been inserted at the same time. The framing was of the box-frame
type, mostly concealed by rendering outside and by plaster inside. The panels at the back (west side)
are neatly filled with 9 x 2 in. bricks, similar to those of the earlier chimney.
All these details suggest that the ‘original’ building may date from the early 17th C. but the presence
of a medieval window suggests that the building was much earlier.
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Church Street No’s. 64, and 66.
The view from the street shows a symmetrical pair of houses, with a central chimneystack serving
both houses, each with a similar door, a tiled roof, the tiling integrated with that of No. 62, fully hipped
and with an external chimney at the southern end. These houses seem to correspond with Plot 846 on
the Tithe Map, but their design suggests that they had been built before1840. While nicely rendered
and painted on the front, the backs present a quite different picture (Fig.6/51). No doubt the original
roof was as it still appears at the front, but it has been extended by about 9 ft. at the back, and the
extended roof has a much shallower pitch, and is slated. This is easily seen from Friday Street where
the back corner of No. 66 has a narrow parapet showing the eaves level of the original house which
serves to support the gutter from the end of the
house into the downpipe. The back wall is of brick
with paler headers giving a diapered effect, Back
doors and simpler casement windows suggests
that this was all done in the late 20th C., access
onto Friday Street being provided by slicing Plots
846 and 847 of the Tithe Map in half, and now
providing garages, which explains why there is
no No’s 2, or 4, in Friday Street.
On the corner with Friday Street there is a small
building with a chimney, shown on the right in
Fig. 6/51 is in the curtilage of No. 66. It is said that
at one time it served as a laundry, but it may also
have served as a separate dwelling. A building is
shown in Plot 845 of the Tithe Map, described as
‘two tenements and gardens’.

Fig. 6/51 No.’s 58-66 Church Street, as seen from Friday
Street. The building on the right occupies Plot 845 on the
Tithe Map. The main building in the centre is No.’s 64 and 66.
The hipped roof of No. 62, with the higher ridge of No. 60,
with No/58 still higher, may be seen at the left hand edge of
the picture. Photograph taken in in 2007.

East side
The Church
The Church is well documented with a series of guides. As Ian Nairn says in Pevsner (loc.cit.), “inside
terribly restored . . .(by A W. Blomfield). . . . “not a good architect, and he does not show up well here.”
The oldest part is the north aisle, which probably dates from the 13th C. The tower was added just
after 1525 on the south side of the nave, with corner buttresses and a castellated top, with a nicely
carved Tudor doorway with delicately carved spandrels. The tower has been restored several times,
in 1847, 1885 and also very recently. A spiral stair to the right of the door gives access to the bell
chamber. A chapel was added to the east of the tower, on its completion, which now serves as the
vestry. The south aisle, and the extension of the nave and part of the north aisle, aligned them at the
west end, was done in 1847/8 by William Mosely. A large dormer window was added to the roof,
which is of stone, but this is not local. Blomfield made the extensions at the eastern end, remodeling
the chancel and adding the rectangular apse. The porch was also built in 1885/6. The marble font
may survive from the earliest church and has been thought to date from the12th C. and made of
Purbeck marble. Barry Jackson has recently confirmed that the bowl is indeed from Purbeck, but the
outer support shafts are of Sussex marble, which could have come from one of many local sources.
The Parish Room was built in 1979, to the south of the Church. A well designed building, and
unobtrusive within the church precincts, serving for meetings, including secular ones, such as those
of the Parish Council.
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Church Street No. 1. ‘Church Croft’
Separated from the churchyard by a narrow footpath, ‘Church Croft’ presents a charming front to the
street, with white-painted and stuccoed brick, a fully-hipped tiled roof, sash windows and an elegant
trellised porch, with a rectangular fanlight above the door, and with a low stone wall in front of a
narrow front garden. It occupies Plot No. 1025
on the Tithe Map, described simply as ‘house
and garden’. Originally a timber-framed building,
perhaps of only two bays of which one survives,
and is seen from the churchyard (Fig.6/52). The
other bay was absorbed within the later, probably
early Victorian building, facing the street. By
the late 19th C. it seems to have been closely
associated with the Village Stores, next door, for
it has a very large cellar, which the Village Stores
do not have.
Church Street No.’s. 3, 5, and 7
The Village Stores is No.3, the butchers, is No.5,
and the former butchers own residence was No.7.
As already mentioned, the butchers business
situated where No.10 now is, closed down in
the 1860’s, and was replaced by a new butchers
shop next to the village stores. These buildings
probably date from the same time. It is not clear
when the photograph (Fig.6/52) was taken, but
the style of building of both the Village Stores and
the butchers suggests that they were all built at
the same time, improving or replacing what was
there before, and both then run by F. W. Freeman,
although in the 1920’s to at least 1939, the butcher
was a Mr Hammond. The site corresponds with
Plot No. 1026 on the Tithe Map, described as ‘a
house and garden’, with no mention of a shop.
The new butchers shop and house were built on
Plot No.1027, described in 1840 simply as a yard.

Fig. 6/52 Above, Church Croft, Church Street, as seen from
the churchyard The timber-framed part is to the left and may
have extended as far as the external chimney on the right.
Photograph taken in 2008.
Below, Church Croft on the left with Freeman’s shop and
butchers with iron railings in front of the butchers residence.
Note the entrance between the two buildings to the yard
behind for the horse and cart, and the hoist above the upper
door.

No.’s. 9, 11, 13, 15, and 17, 19, 21, 23
A pair of cottages, each providing four tenements, built by the Lucas’s for their estate workers. They
replaced the Victorian Workhouse, described in the Tithe Apportionment Book, as “a house, garden
and orchard”.
Warnham Court Farmhouse
As seen from Church Street, Warnham Court Farmhouse presents a symmetrical appearance with
similar windows on each side of a central, slightly projecting, porch. The upper level is tile hung, and
all obviously 19th .C. The roof is of Horsham stone with an approximately 45˚ pitch articulated with a
range on the north side with a slightly higher ridge indicated by a gablet-like step (Fig.6/53).
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The north side of the building is now partly
obscured by the high garden wall along the
approach road to Wyvern Place. The building is
fully hipped at the eastern end. The windows are
unlike those at the front and are irregular. There
is a large external chimney near the front of the
house suggesting that this northern range is,
or was, timber-framed. There was also another
external chimney towards the eastern end.
Its stack has been removed and capped by an
extension of the roof at eaves level.
The plan of the whole house is revealed by the Fig. 6/53 Sketch of Warnham Court Farmhouse as seen from
Church Street.
view of the eastern end seen from the car-park of
the terrace on the south side of Wyvern Place. The range on the southern side is somewhat shorter
than that on the north side and has a simple gable end with a plaque proclaiming that the house
dates from 1547 and was restored in 1888, presumably by C. T. Lucas at the same time that extensive
work was being carried out at Warnham Court itself, initially built by Nathaniel Treadcroft, who died
in1825. This simple gable end is pebble dashed.
The two ranges behind the front of the house are linked by the front door leading into a passageway in
between them, roofed by a flat valley. This solution provided convenient access at both floor levels of
each range and cleverly provides for abundant accommodation. It is quite clear that it is the northern
range, which dates from 1547. The ‘gablet-like’ step at the front is not an original feature since there
is no functional reason for one in a building of this date, and has resulted simply from the need to link
it with the slightly lower ridge at the front.
The original house clearly consisted of 3 bays approximately 15 ft. square, two of which provided a
large living room on the ground floor with a large fireplace serving the external chimney. The ceiling
timbering is of good quality for the period, the main timbers are simply chamfered with running stops.
Two of the beams bearing ceiling joists are taken up above the fireplace bressumer. The fireplace has
been obviously completely rebuilt, but the original would have been wide enough for inglenooks.
The kitchen and service bay has been completely remodeled, and contains a large cellar, probably
added later. Wall timbers are either concealed or have been partly or wholly removed and replaced
with brick. One tie visible in the service bay reveals the base of a king post with typical straight rising
struts.
Plot No. 1029 of the Tithe Map was described in the Tithe Apportionment Book, as “house, garden
and orchard”, probably referring to the Workhouse, as mentioned above. Other buildings shown in
the same plot (No.1029), towards the southern end may represent the two barns, and Warnham
Court Farmhouse, The shape of the house on the Tithe Map indicates the present outline, and if this
is correct then the southern range may have been added by Henry Treadcroft, who owned Plot 1029
in 1840, and who may also have been responsible for linking the two ranges, while C. T. Lucas carried
out necessary restoration work in 1888 sixty years later.
Friday Street
Friday Street served to connect Church Street with two important lanes running north and south,
Tilletts Lane, and Wapple Way, on which stood End’s Place, and it’s fish ponds.
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In 1840 there were only four buildings on the north side, but rather more on the south side and all of
these were lower down the hill, beyond the large meadow, Plot No. 826 on the Tithe Map, called ‘Well
Crutches’. It is possible that the name refers to the well near the corner, already referred to, and the
word ‘crutches’, is from the French ‘cruche’, meaning a pitcher or a jug, the word ‘crutch’ being used in
this sense in Sussex dialect. Much of the land on the south side was probably part of Bailing Hill Farm.
Perhaps for a hundred years the only building on the north side was No.38, now known as ‘Oak Beams’.
Building on one side of a lane, rather than on the other, may simply reflect different ownership, but
in this case it was probably due to the fact that the fields on that side benefited from the constant
denudation from Knob Hill, draining into the ditch from Church Street, providing areas for grazing
or for arable use. The ditch must have been high in nitrogen, from both animal and human origin,
and fine for carp. The south side, on the other hand, has a narrow shelf rising quickly up to the ridge
of Bailing Hill, to half way down the street, then tailing off westwards to the bottom and, therefore,
only possible to farm on the south side of the ridge, while leaving the narrow shelf on which houses
could be built. The four buildings on the north
side recorded on the Tithe Map were, No.’s.8/6,
on Plot 843, No.’s.32/30, on Plot 842, No.42 (‘Oak
Beams’), and No.’s.64/58, on Plot 839. On the
south side No’s. 21/23, (Bank and Rose Cottages),
on Plot 838, No. 29, on Plot 837, No.33, on Plot
836, No. 37, on Plot 834, No. 47, (‘The Greets’)
and No. 49 (attached to it), on Plot 832. Plot No.’s
831 and 830 seem to been merged more recently,
and now include No.’s. 55 to 67. While buildings
were shown on these plots on the Tithe Map,
some have been demolished and replaced. No.’s
55 and 57, for example are modern, and replaced
the Smithy, which occupied he whole of Plot 831
in 1840.
North side
Friday Street No.’s. 6/8.
Although No’s 6 and 8 are described in the Tithe
Apportionment Book as ‘a house and garden’, if
it were a single house originally, then the whole
brickwork on the front would be a replacement.
While there has undoubtedly been some
replacement, or rearrangement of the brickwork,
the original would surely have had a central
door, but this is unlikely, because the base of the
chimney is only two feet behind the front wall.
Nor is there any evidence of timber-framing.
Apparently No.6 and No. 8 are ‘mirror images’ of
each other, and while the chimneystack is central,
the fireplaces are towards the front, with angled
flues, perhaps to allow for straight staircases at
the back. The front brickwork and windows are
symmetrical (Fig.6/54). A photograph, probably
taken around 1900, shows that at that time, there

Fig. 6/54 No.’s 6 and 8 Friday Street. Above, sketch. The
windows in the upper story near the middle are probably
original. Note the different voussoirs, window levels and
double string-course. Below, main features of No.8, viewed
from the southwest. Not all the timbers are shown, for clarity.
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were doors at the front of each house. These were replaced with windows and the access doors were
moved to the sides of the building.
The front is of brick, while the back is of stone. The ground-floor brickwork has been partly rebuilt,
below the elegant stringcourse, which has two courses of blue bricks with one of orange between,
and is carried round the ends. The back extensions may have been built when the access doors were
moved to the sides.
The upper sash windows on the right in No.8, and left in No6, may be original. These windows have 4
x 2 panes in each part and have an extended wooden frame above. All the others have 3 x 2 panes in
each part, and those at ground-floor level have similar voussoirs, those on the right of No.8, and left
of No.6, are slightly higher. Clearly all these changes were done at the same time.
The roof has, on each side a single butt purlin between the two principal rafters taken up on the two
ties (BB’, CC’), with lower collars of essentially queen post construction with an additional centre
post, now removed in BB’, and later raking struts. As far as could be seen, there are raking rafters to
each corner (AA’), braced by a short butt purlin with a slanting strut, to provide the fully hipped gable.
The roof covering is of stone.
The two bays AB/BC are each of 7 ft. 3 in. provided a single ground-floor room of about 15 ft. square.
The main cross-beam is precisely in line with the tie AA’, and is 7 in. square, with flat chamfers and
stops, and bears joists at 1 ft. 2 in. centres, some of which have been replaced. The original stairway
was probably taken up on the trimmer on the north side of the chimney, the main cross beam being
cut away. The original stairs have been replaced.
The oak fireplace bressumer is 7ft. 6 in. in length,
and has a flat chamfer with simple drawn stops,
the brickwork above it supports a oak plate to
take up the joists. The fireplace has inglenooks,
with double-doored saltboxes on each side.
All these details suggest that the original building
probably dates from the late 17th C.
Friday Street No’s., 14/16, and 18/20
These two buildings
were vacated in 1964,
and demolished in 1966,
and were replaced by St.
Margaret’s Court, well
designed by Goodman
and Kay. A detailed
examination was made
in 1964, for while
they were built in the
latter part of the 19th
C. they were probably
the last timber-framed
buildings to be built in
the village. Although
they looked identical,
78

Fig. 6/55 No.’s 14/16, and 18/20 Friday Street (demolished).
Above, right, 16/14, below 20/18. Left, moulded and
dentillated cornice above iron casement window. Photographs,
taken in 1964.

No.’s 18/20 was of slightly better quality, and it
is possible that it contained the remnants of the
‘house, garden and orchard’ recorded in Plot 842
of the Tithe Map.
Both houses were 27 ft. by 20 ft. with simple
gable ends. There was no access to the roofs.
The photographs shown in (Fig. 6/55), suggest
that they were both remodeled with identical
Victorian trellised porches, ad with similar
weatherboarding and chimneys, but the
windows were different. No.’s, 14/16 had a tiled
roof, while 18/20 was of stone. The top right
window of No.18 was of iron, with good fittings,
and evidently older than the wooden casements
elsewhere. Also 18/20 had a nicely moulded and Fig. 6/56 No.’s 14/16, and 18/20 Friday Street. Above, oak
dentillated cornice. No.18 also had some oak paneling in No.18, with section of coving. Below, left, No.14.
paneling and remnants of a stone floor, indicative Note posts and rail mortised and pegged, diagonals were
halved and nailed to main frame. Below, right, No.’s 14/16,
of an earlier house. However, both houses had showing framing at the back. Note that the sole-beam was cut
identical chimneys, external to the frame with for later doorways.
long sloping shoulders clad with stone, and oak
lapped and tarred, weatherboarding. The quality and scantlings of the timber-framing was slightly
better, in 18/20, the sole-beam 6 in. square, and the main posts being 5-6 in. square, all properly
mortised and pegged. No.’s 18 /20 were completely weather-boarded on both floors but the wall
framing could not be determined, although close to the sole-beam at the front of No.18, a missing
board revealed a series of posts mortised to the sole with previously white-washed rendered bricks
in the panel above, suggesting that the framing might be different from that of 14/16. The general
pattern in 14/16 is shown in (Fig.6/56). The diagonals were simply fixed with heavy stinged nails,
which may have been added later. The oak paneling in No.18 was identical with that used in Broomhall,
and since Plot 842 had been acquired by the Lucas’s when they bought Warnham Court, No.’s 18/20
were remodeled, and No.’s 14/16 were newly built in keeping, to provide four dwellings.
No. 38, ‘Oak Beams’.

Fig. 6/57 Oak Beams, Friday Street, as sketched by Lewis
Andre (1886). Note the two central doors, and window in the
western outshot, and that there was then no outshot beyond
the chimney on the eastern side, Note too, the Horsham slab
pavement in front of the house, and the use of stone to fencein the garden on the right.

J. L. Andre included a charming sketch in his
short account in S.A.C. vol. 34, p.38- 39, published
in 1886 (Fig. 6/57). At that time, there were two
doors at the front, so the house must have been
divided. He also shows three equally placed
pairs of windows with diamond leaded lights.
The doors have, since then, been bricked up,
and the windows reduced to two, but each with
three casements. His drawing also shows the
tilehanging as it is now, with four courses of plain
tiles alternating with four courses of fishscales.
In the Tithe Apportionment Book it is described
as ‘ three tenements ‘ and, in 1936, it was sold
as ‘No.’s 1-3 ‘Bay Cottages’, but after this sale, it
was re-converted into a single dwelling by W. H.
Godfrey.
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The original building was half-hipped and, like
No. 62 Church Street, was built at right angles to
the street, with two bays of 12 ft. 3 in. by 20ft.
across. The main roof has a 45˚ pitch, and is stone
covered, though some areas have been replaced
with tiles. The roof truss is typical of a half-hipped
building, with 10 in. wide butt-purlins, taken up
on the collars supported by posts onto the tie.
There are two additional posts at equal intervals,
providing four equally spaced posts between
collar and tie. At each gable-end the central pairs
are joined by a rail to frame a window which
lights the attic. (Fig.’s.6/58 and 59).
There have been several additions and changes
affecting both the external appearance and
Fig. 6/58 Oak Beams, Friday Street. Top left, plan, showing
internal arrangements, but from the street, the
cross-beams and first-floor joists. Bottom left, general layout
house is dominated by the massive chimney
of outshot and gabled extension on west side. Top right, west
wall of the original house modified by fireplaces in the outshot built outside the frame on the east side of the
and extension. Bottom right, framing of the original house,
building. This is built of stone up to the shoulder,
external chimney, later outshot on the eastern side. Note offwhich is also stone-covered, with brick above. It
centre post between A and A’.
is reminiscent of those at Old Denne, and of Swan
Ken (q.v.). This chimney probably replaced an earlier and simpler one. The bressumer above the
fireplace may be seen from outside. There is a rail above, which takes the joists (Fig.6/58, and 59).
The walls are of the box-frame type, mainly visible at the back (north side), but there are irregularities,
such as the main post between the corner posts between each tie and the solebeam of the original
building, is off-centre. That between AA’, is on the western side; between CC’, on the eastern side. The
straight down braces are related to these posts, and this also contributes to the lack of symmetry.
On the north side, the
wallplates have been
chocked up by short
timbers, mortised to the
corner-posts (CC’). This
implies that the framing
at the back has had to be
modified, due perhaps
to subsidence, for the
ground slopes rapidly
behind the building, a
possibility supported
by the insertion of the
sole-beam of the later
extension on the west
side, being under the
solebeam of the original
building. The plinth
under the sole at the
Fig. 6/59 Oak Beams, Friday Street. Top left, showing original partition with modifications
back is also higher.
(hatched), and position of new stair in west outshot, with curved brace supporting purlin.
Bottom left, north elevation. Top right, south elevation. Bottom right, section of original
house, showing butt-purlins, and fireplaces related to external chimney.
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While the timbering is largely concealed by tile hanging at the front of the house, much is revealed
inside (Fig.6/59). The tie AA’ has 1.5 in. flat chamfers with plain fillets and stops, posts are 12 in.
square, the ground-floor rooms with cross-beams which are also 12 in. square with 2 in. flat chamfers,
fillets and stops, supporting 4 in. square joists are similar, but have half-inch chamfers. There are two
supporting cross beams 10 ft. in length with a post in the middle, visible within BC. Because of earlier
provision for separate dwellings, there is much evidence of earlier partitions, which have since been
removed. However, some of the internal oak ledged doors may be original.
The first addition to the original plan was probably the chimney on the west side. The possibility that
it was not original, however, is suggested by the cutting of some of the joists above the fireplace, with
a trimmer simply secured by nails. It seems likely that the next change was the addition of the outshot
at the western end, and the building of another chimney within it. This was no longer used when the
house was examined in1973, but the fireplaces remained. The extension on the west side together
with another chimney was probably built later. It is separately framed but is linked to the original at
the corner post C, and by an oblique strut to the wallplate (BC). The last addition was the small outshot
between the massive chimney and the northeastern corner of the house. It is also timber-framed, and
may have been added by W. H. Godfrey. All these different additions, were in response to the need for
more accommodation, and led to changes, such as a new staircase to provide access to upper floors of
both the original and the various additions, by removal of some wall timbers and construction of new
partitions. Godfrey probably renewed all the windows, and added the oriel window on the north side
in 1936. The original, from the half-hipped roof and the quality of carpentry suggest a date of the mid
17th C. the additions probably following soon after.
South side
There are two medieval buildings, the Public House known as ‘The Greets’, and Rose and Bank Cottages
(No’s 2l/23).
No’s 21/23 ‘Rose Cottage’ and ‘Bank Cottage’
These Cottages were
built as a single house
built on Plot No. 838
of the Tithe Map. It is
known from a Deed of
1731 that the house was
then owned by Edward
Shelley. (see also under
‘The Greets’ below).
The original building
was a timber-framed
hall house of four bays:
AB, 11 ft. BC. 8ft.9 in. CD
and DE, of 7 ft. 6 in. by
17 ft. across. The roof is Fig. 6/60 No.’s 21 and 23 (Rose Cottage and Bank Cottage), Friday Street.
of the crown post and
collar purlin type with a pitch of 45˚ and is now tiled, each Cottage having been tiled differently.
All three crown posts survive, but the collar purlin has been cut and removed on the west side of
DD’, revealing the axial tenon securing the crown post to it by two pegs, the roof being supported in
DE by side purlins extending through the later brick extension with a simple end gable. These side
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purlins, are clasped by arched braces from the tiebeam. The upper ceiling of DE, continuous with the
extension has, therefore, been dropped to a level just above the ties (DD’, EE’), whereas the upper
ceiling in Bank Cottage is at collar level, so that the crown posts and their braces may be seen in the
upper rooms (AB, BC, CD). The braces above the central hall tie (CC’) between post and tie could not
be seen as the wall is plastered above the tie on both sides. The whole roof is blackened as far as the
later extension, indicating that the gablets acted as smoke–holes (Fig.6/60).
The main posts are nominally 9 x 9 in. with simple curved jowls. Those of the central hall arch (CC’)
being 12 x12 in. Most of the posts have been cut just below the level of the existing upper floor,
although B’ and C’ remain, as the ground floor walls have been replaced with brick, in a rough rattrap
bond. Both sides of the house show slender vertical posts, often interrupted by later windows, with
some straight bracing which may be original.
The open hall was of two bays (BC, CD). The partition between hall and parlour and upper solar (AB)
remains with a cross solebeam cut towards B, possibly indicating the position of the original door.
The parlour has original 9 x 6 in. joists laid flat at 2 ft. intervals supporting the solar above. The tips of
these joists may be seen from the hall side. There is a trimmer alongside A’B’ supporting the modern
stairway, which may have replaced the original.
The hall was ceiled over and has a fine 9 x 9 in. cross beam with 2 in. flat chamfers with stepped
hollow-drawn fillets. The 5 x 6 in. joists are similarly decorated and are mortised but not pegged
to the cross beam. As this beam is across the hall the jousts supporting the floor above is slightly
above the floor level of the solar, so there is a step up from the short passage provided by a division
of the solar into these rooms. There is evidence of an original solar window on the west end (AA’).
A chimney was then added, external to the frame to serve the parlour. A further chimney was added
within the hall at the original service end, providing fireplaces on both sides of DD’.
As already noted the house was extended at the eastern end in brick laid in Flemish bond with
random blue headers. The windows appear to date from different periods, but it is possible that the
three windows at the front of the house in BC, indicate the position of the upper part of the original
hall window. Some of the differences in the style of window relate to the division of the house, Rose
Cottage having mainly Georgian-paned casements, while Bank Cottage has casements largely with
diamond leaded-lights.
A carved finial, 14 in. in height had been preserved in Rose Cottage, and may have come from the
staircase built around 1600. Two similar, nut cut down, were used in the reconstructed staircase in
Bank Cottage (Fig.6/60).
The original building may date rom the 15th C. or earlier. The ceiling over of the hall and provision of
chimneys is likely to date from around 1600, and the eastern extension of Rose Cottage may date from
the late 17th. or early 18th. C. The extensions at the back of Bank Cottage look 20th. C.
The Greets’
‘The Public House known as ‘The Greets’ occupies Plot No. 832 on the Tithe Map, and was then
described as having “three tenements and gardens”. This description probably applies to ‘The Greets’
as being one tenement, and No.49, which is attached to the west side, as providing the other two,
since it was divided into two cottages at that time.
‘The Greets’ was examined in detail by A. F. Hughes in 1984, and her description is available in the
Reference Section of Horsham Public Library. Drawings and explanations of the building are also
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displayed in the passage between the Public and Private Bars on entry to the house. The following
short account is based on her findings.
The original building was a hall house of four bays probably dating from he mid-15th. C., with a
later, two-bay cross-wing at the eastern end probably dating from the end of the 16th.C. The original
house had fully-hipped gables with gablets and is of the crown post and collar purlin type. All three
of the plain crown posts survive. The two ends of the original hall are plastered up to the ridge. The
hall was of two unequal bays: a short bay at the service end probably acting as a smoke bay, the hall
arch, having one remaining, chamfered brace to the post. The upper end of the hall has a simple
undecorated cross beam, with slightly arched braces above from the centre post to the corner posts,
which have deep-cut jowls. The centre post divides this end wall into two, with a single post above,
crossing the braces, and each in line with a stud below.
The chimney built within the service bay is now absorbed into the timber-framed cross wing which
is of two bays and also has a fully hipped gable at the southern end, and projects beyond the back of
the original building. Further extensions have been to the back.
A Deed of 1731 showed that he house became the property of Theobald Michell. The date is the same
as that of the Deed to Edward Shelley for Rose Cottage. The two men were distantly related, and while
the reason for this coincidence is not within the confines of this book, it may be of interest hat this
was when Edward Shelley’s mother died. She had married again, to John Michell of Field Place, who
later sold it to Edward.
No.49
This is a stone building attached to the western end of ‘The Greets’. A visit in 1993, confirmed that
the house was formerly divided into two cottages, and may have been built as such. The roof is tiled
with simple gable ends supported with side purlins, and has been re-roofed, the ridge now supported
with a ridge-board inserted between the older rafters which rest on a wallplate on top of the stone
walls. The roof is supported by side-purlins taken up on two equally spaced collars between the two
gable ends. The ridge is extended onto the hipped end of ‘The Greets’, and the eaves pass under those
at the front. There are chimneys at each end; that at the eastern end has older bricks than the other
at the western end. The roof has a roughly 45˚ pitch, with an outshot running along the length of the
building on the south side, supported by arched down braces onto cross-pieces from the house onto
the wallplate of the outshot. At the eastern end of the outshot, a long curved brace arises from the
corner post, close to its base, belonging to the end wall of ‘The Greets’. The back of the house now
(2017), appears to have a brick extension with a chimney at its gable end.
The front of the house shows the remaining door with a wooden hood below a shallow arch of bluish
brick duplicated to the left marking the position of the former doorway, now filled in. The upper
windows are casements opening in the middle, each with a pair of roughly square panes. The lower
windows, in line with those above, are wider sashes, each half with two rows of four almost square
panes.
‘Newmans Cottage’
Although technically in Tilletts Lane, Newmans Cottage is right on the corner and looks up Friday
Street. This handsome building celebrates the former Newmans Farm, and may indeed have been the
farmhouse, as part of Ends Place estate.
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The house has fully-hipped gables, a tiled roof, and has a central chimney on the west side of the
ridge. The walls are of stone with brick quoins and voussoirs above the windows, which are wooden
casements with diamond leaded-lights, and are replacements. The original accommodation has been
extended at the back by the addition of a small dormer and a larger gabled dormer, tile hung, and both
added on the north side of the chimney. Inside, there is a large fireplace with saltboxes, and which
may have had inglenooks. The ground-floor rooms have good cross beams and joists, supporting the
upper floors.
Above the front door is a stone plaque with the date of 1716. In the early part of the 20th C. the door
was approached by a double wooden gate, with picket fences, but now has low, decorative stone
walls, with a single wooden gate.

FURTHER DEVELOPMENT IN THE VILLAGE

The village has grown gradually during the last one hundred years, with increasing demand for more
housing, particularly after both World Wars. Hollands Way was extended into the fields for Council
Housing, forming Gardeners Close and Lucas Road, which opens onto Tilletts Lane. Although some
houses are now privatised following the ‘Right to Buy’ policy introduced in the 1970’s, good groups of
Council houses remain, notably on the south side of Lucas Road, in Gardeners Close, and immediately
on turning left from Lucas Road into Tilletts Lane, where there is a particularly interesting and
diverse group of houses. Gardeners Close leads round to the entry to the village allotments, now
much reduced in area, which is also accessed from Friday Street where there is a similar row of
Council Houses, all recognizable by the use of interlocking cement tiles, known as ‘Roman Singles’.
Further Council housing was extended up Tilletts Lane on the east side, terminating in the only block
of flats built as such in the village in its own cul-de-sac.
It is instructive to compare the maps (Figs. 6/ 2 and 3) to appreciate the original fields in which
these developments were made. For example, perhaps the best and earliest ‘Close’, and also of Council
design, was that on the west side of Tilletts Lane, where the houses are arranged in a square with
‘green’ in front. Immediately north of it is Gregsons, a less appealing development, and rather hidden
away, but forming another small community, bordered on the north side by the historically important
footpath from the centre of the village to Rowhook. Both these developments are within field No.
504 of the Tithe Map, leaving a smaller field to the north. Freemans Road leads, in effect, to another
small ‘Close’ of houses filling up Field No. 873 on the Tithe Map, behind the houses on the north side
of Lucas Road.
At the time of writing, the most recent developments have been made in the former Warnham Court
farmyard areas: Farm Close, and Wyvern Place, which is actually another ‘Close’, of which the best
part, architecturally, is undoubtedly the terrace on the right on entering, and behind Warnham Court
Farmhouse.
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Chapter 7
BUILDINGS OUTSIDE THE VILLAGE

The location of the main buildings in the parish, which are of historical or architectural interest and
lie outside of the village, are shown in Fig. 7/1. Not all these buildings are described or pictured here,
for a variety of reasons. Those that have been examined in some detail, are described together with
any associated buildings, such as barns or sheds, if these are of particular interest.
The descriptions follow a roughly anti-clockwise route, starting down Byfleets Lane, turning left down
Strood Lane, onto the Broadbridge Heath Road,
then down Robin Hood Lane to the A24, up to
the County Boundary at Shiremark, back down to
Marches Road to the A29, down to Clemsfold, and
then finally, down Northlands Road to Threestile
Road back into the Village. ‘Country Houses’ and
any other buildings associated with them, on this
route are described in Chapter 8.
Byfleets

Fig. 7/1 Map of the parish as in Fig. 3/7,
The names of the more important buildings outside of the
village are identified by numbers, excluding those referred
to in Chapter 8. Roads shown in double lines, footpaths
and bridleways in dashed lines, emphasizing the (probably
medieval) communication network between farms. Wapple
Way is shown by alternate dashes and dots
1 . Shiremark, 2. Kingsfold Place, 3. Durfold Manor, 4.
Geerings, 5. Cox Farm, 6. Lower Chickens, 7. Andrews Farm,
8. Westons Place, 9. Great Daux, 10. Salmons, 11. Warnham
Mill, 12. Rookwood Farm, 13. Powers Farm, 14. Rowhook
Manor, 15. Rowhook Farm, 16. Westbrook Hall , 17.
vCharmans, 18. Butlers Farm,19. Chatfolds, 20. Scotts Farm,
21. Dawes Farm, 22. Northlands Farm, 23. Stone Farm, 24.
Denne Farm, 25. Marches Cottage. 26. Joanland Farm, 27.
Tickfold Farm, 28. Brookhouse Farm, 29. Maltmayes, 30.
Mayes Farm, 31. Old Manor, 32. Cidermill Farm, 33. Sands
Farm, 34. Little Mayes, 35. Ends Place, 36. Field Place, 37.
The Church, 38. Tanners Farm, 39. Old Denne, 40. Broomhall,
41. Bailinghill Farm, 42. Goosegreen Farm, 43. Hills Farm,
(site), 44. Swan Farm (site), 45. SwanKen, 46. Little Daux.

At one time called ‘Pan’s Garden’. The name of the
lane relates to the house, and this suggests that
‘Byfleets’ was the original name, and the house
of today may have wholly or partly been rebuilt
on the same site. The door opens into a timberframed building, largely concealed at the front by
fish-scale hung tiles. This part of the house has
extensions to the south, north, and on the east
side, at the back. The timber-framed part has a
stone roof, with a pitch of 45˚, simple gable ends,
with queen posts and with joined through sidepurlins supported by collars bearing on four tie
beams. This part of the present house is 30 ft.
long by 16 ft. across, with three bays: AB, 8ft. 6
in., BC, 9 ft., CD, 12 ft. 6 in., but, the wall-plates are
supported by five posts on each side, at 7 ft. 6 in.
intervals, so the two central ties (BB’, CC’) do not
correspond with the posts (Fig. 7/2). The north
end (AA’) had braces between tie and corner
posts, one of which has been removed, while
the southern end (DD’) had down braces from
the posts to the cross beam at first floor level.
Both of these have been removed, that on east
side because of an upper fireplace, the other in
relation to steps into a later extension. The upper
floor, in CD, has lapped oak boards, supported by
6 x 4 in., joists bearing on decorated spine-beams.
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These are 12 in. square, with 2 in. flat chamfers,
and 3.5 in., rolled fillets and stops. On the east
side of the spine-beam there are two trimmers,
suggesting that there may have been an earlier
chimney, since removed. The beam at first floor
level at the north end (AA’) is simply chamfered.

Fig. 7/2 Byfleets

No’s 9 / 11 Chapel Cottages

Clearly,
there
has
been
considerable
reconstruction, and possible re-use of some
earlier timbers from an earlier house. It is possible
that the rearrangements were done in the 18th
or 19th C. some, perhaps, when the relatively
modern extensions were made. But the solebeams, well-built plinths, and heavy scantling
and quality of the decorations suggest an earlier
date. The roof was re-laid in1970, Horsham stone
being hung by oak pegs on riven-oak laths, but
strengthened with hand-made cut nails at each
gable end.

The cottages clearly antedate the chapel. The
chapel was built around 1860, by the Cokelers
(The Society of Dependents), who must have
owned No 9 in order to do so, having extended
the cottage on the north end and then built the
chapel. The Chapel was sold in 1977, and the
new owners then restored the chapel. No. 9 was
then sold again in 1978. The Cokelers owned
properties and had shops in Church Street,
but were known to have assembled here for
religious purposes.
Fig. 7/3 Chapel Cottages, Byfleets Lane
No. 9 /11, are a pair of picturesque timber-framed cottages (Fig. 7/3), They are box-framed with
white panels facing the road, but partly weather-boarded at the back. The roof has simple gable ends
with queen posts and side-purlins.
The roof has a pitch of about 52˚, and is now tiled, although recorded as having a stone covering in
1959. The two cottages are separated by a massive, and mainly stone chimney, also painted white.
No.9 consists of two bays AB, of 12 ft., and BC of 15 ft., by 11 ft. across. The chimney occupies a bay of
7 ft., and the cottages together, have an extent of 30 ft. The brick chimneystack is on the west side of
the ridge. The fireplace has an 8 in. square bressumer with a plain 1.5 in. chamfer, without stops. The
joists are 6 in. by 4 in. supporting the upper floors and bearing on cross beams and, at the southern
end, onto the chimney. There are trimmers at both ends, suggesting that there may have been another
chimney at the northern end, since removed. The stair to the upper floor is within AB, and the tie
BB’ appears to have been cut for a door into BC, and an ‘upper tie’ inserted much as in Goose Green
Farm. This may mean that the roof has been raised at some time. Both cottages have similar doors
with shallow hoods supported by curved brackets, and have picket fences and gates along he lane.
Various out-shots have been made at the back. No 11, has an additional, and much later, chimney at
the southern end, which appears also to serve a further extension. To the south, there is a separate
building, which must have been a stable, since a pitch door is visible in the gable end.
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It is difficult to judge when the cottages were originally erected, but possibly this might been in the
late 17th C. On the Tithe Map, they occupy Plot No. 819, and are described as “two tenements and
gardens”. The plot has clearly been sliced off field No. 818 along its former frontage to the lane. This
was a very generous allocation of land for the two cottages, and whatever the exact date that this
was done, the land would probably have been owned by the Michells, and may, perhaps, have been
to provide for a couple of families who worked in that area of their estate. The garden area is now
neglected and has reverted to scrubland and trees.
Olde Denne
Olde Denne stands at the junction of Byfleets Lane and Strood Lane. The name is relatively new, and
it was called Fowlers Cottage in the early 20th C. The original cottage was timber-framed, and of two
bays, AB, 12ft. 6 in., BC, 13 ft. 9 in., by 20 ft. across. The roof is of queen post and through side-purlin
construction, each bay having a separate purlin. Those in BC are slipped above those of AB to bear on
the same collar. The roof pitch of the original, and all of the additions, although these have a different
ridge height, is 45˚, and all are covered with stone (Fig. 7/4). The house was examined in 1973.
The wall framing is of the box-frame type, but this is mostly concealed by later brickwork and by
tile hanging in the upper storey. The tile hanging is modern, and has been adopted also in the later
extensions to harmonise the whole building. The front door is enclosed by a large Victorian porch,
and the west end of the original building has a massive external chimney reminiscent of that at ‘Oak
Beams ‘in Friday Street. The chimney is mainly of stone with brick quoins between the lower and
upper shoulders, which are also stone covered, and extended at the back, perhaps for an additional
oven. The fireplaces have been modernised. The
framing of the original cottage is, however, mostly
visible inside. The tie beams of AA’ and BB’ are
cambered, but CC’ is straight. Both AA’ and BB’
have up-braces from the posts to the ties. There
are additional struts above the ties of BB’ and CC’,
added to support the roof at the back of the house
in relation to the extension of the window above
the eaves. The same extension of the window
at the front has been solved differently, by the
insertion of a beam spanning AB, so it maybe
that these windows were modified at different
times (Fig. 7/4). All the windows are modern
replacements with diamond leaded lights. The
upper floor in BC is supported by joists between Fig.7/4 Olde Denne, Byfleets Lane
the cross beam (BB’) and an inserted cross beam, Top left, sketch of south side. Top right, structure of the
just to the side of the front window with joists original house. Note that not all the timbers are shown, and
taken up on the chimney. The walling of BB’ has the upper floor omitted, for clarity. Bottom left, details of
been removed at ground-floor level. The inserted external chimney. Note extension for possible bread oven.
Bottom right, north side of the house. Note that the upper
cross beam is10 in. square, with 2 in. flat chamfers floor is tile-hung, concealing the timbers, and the later
with 1.5 in. rolled fillets.
extension on the left.
The house has undergone considerable reconstruction. It is possible that the original cottage was
built in the late 16th or early 17th C. Many of the enlargements and modifications were made around
1900, but there have been detailed changes by subsequent owners since 1973.
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Field Place
Field Place is famous for being the birthplace of the poet, Percy Bysshe Shelley, and is one of the most
historically complex group of buildings in the parish, lying between the Broadbridge Heath Road,
and the old Guildford Road to the south, and Byfleets Lane (Grandmothers Lane) to the north. An
opportunity to examine the house came in 1983 when a new owner initiated extensive restoration
work. The house was examined also by A. F. Hughes in the same year, and her account is available
in the Horsham Public Library (see ‘Further Reading’). An article on Field Place was also published
in the West Sussex County Times (9th. March, 1984), together with an additional report by Caroline
Toms, in the same issue. The house is described in Pevsner’s ‘Buildings of England’ volume on Sussex
(1965). There are also several old farm buildings of interest, which were examined on a different
occasion.
There are three timber-framed buildings which at some time formed a courtyard open to the west.
This courtyard was closed, by a later building, and then the courtyard itself became largely filled up
with further extensions (Fig.7/5). The building on the west side was probably built in the late 17th C.
and further modified. Each of the others were built at different times, and have been much modified
externally, most of the wall framing being replaced
by stone. They are referred to here as the North,
East, and South ranges following A. F. Hughes in
her account. The roofs are all of the crown-post
and collar purlin type, covered by stone, and all
initially had open halls (Fig.’s 7/6, and 7).
The East range is of five bays: AB, BC, 9 ft., CD 10
ft. 6 in., DE, 7 ft., and EF, 12 ft., by 18 ft. across.
This provided a roughly square hall (CD + DE).
The crown post of BB’ is cut short, and turned
though 90˚, probably in relation to the North
range, when this was added. The crown post of
Fig. 7/5 Field Place
Bottom right, linkage of the east range with the other timberthe central hall truss DD’, has 3.5 in. chamfers
framed ranges. Top right, old doorpost reused as a floor joist
with shallow curved, stepped stops, and the
in the attic.
collar-purlin is similarly decorated (Fig. 7/6).
The crown post of EE’ has chamfers, with simple run-off stops joining the tips of the stepped stops of
the collar purlin. The braces from the crown posts to the collar purlin are, however, not chamfered. It
is clear that both gable ends of this range were fully hipped. The outside walls to north and east have
been replaced with a 1 ft. 9 in. stone wall, but some timber-framing remains on the west side (facing
the later courtyard), and indicates close studding, with 6 in. studs separated by 6 in. panels, with
some passing braces inside. The posts are mainly 10 in. square, the cross-rails at first-floor level are
6 ft. above the sole-beam, and the wallplate is 12 ft. above the sole. It seems likely that AC represents
the former parlour end, for there is a nicely decorated post, supporting the spine-beam, and there is
also a moulded centrepost supporting the spine beam in AA’. This implies that the service end was
in EF, now dominated by the external chimney on the east side. What is likely to have been have been
the sill or lintel of an original hall window has been reused to provide a lintel for the recessed window
inserted in the stone wall, when this was later built. The mortises indicate a central post and four
mullions on each side.
The South range appears to have consisted of five bays, GH, 13 ft., HJ, 14 ft., JK, 9 ft.. KL,11 ft., and LM,7
ft., by 16 ft., across, approximately. The east end is in line with the East range, but separated from it by
1 ft. 6 in. The eaves are higher by 1 ft. and clearly fully hipped at the eastern end. At the western end
there is not a pair of rafters with an upper collar. Whether this implies that there was a simple gable
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Fig. 7/6 Field Place. Top left,north face of CC’. Centre, crown post, DD’. Top right, BB’,
showing cut post and raised tie. Below, inside view of west wall of the east range

Fig. 7/7 Field Place. Upper, south range. Lower, west range.

at that end is uncertain.
However, the collar
purlin is halved at MM’,
suggesting that there
may have been a further
bay, removed when the
Jacobean West range
was built, so that the
South range could
have been fully hipped
at both ends, like the
others.
The
North
range
appears
to
have
consisted of three equal
bays, NO, OP, PQ, of 11
ft., by 14 ft., across. The
main posts have simple
curved jowls, the ties
slightly cambered, the
crown-posts are 6 x 6
in., and undecorated,
supporting
collar
purlins of 6 x 4 in. There
is clear evidence for a
fully hipped eastern
end at NN’, separated
from the East range
by 3ft., the two ranges
being joined and linked
also in the corner by
a timber-framed stair
turret. At the other
end, the collar-purlin
is cut in PQ indicating
a fully hipped gable
but, as with the South
range, the older roof
was interrupted by the
addition of the Jacobean
building.
The joining of the
three
timber-framed
ranges is not without
interest. Each range
had a different height
and width and erected
at different times, and
were only later related,
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the roofs joined, and repaired. The original East range and the South range were relatively easy to
join at both floor levels and the roofs also by insertion of side purlins in HH’. Further linkage was by
insertion of a beam on the tie EE’/FF’ to the wallplate of the South range, and also by the collar purlin
to the central rafter of GH. This may explain why the collar purlin was repaired between DD’ and EE’,
the original collar purlin having been shunted round.
Joining the East and North ranges was solved at roof-level by cutting the crown post at BB’ and turning
it to take up an extension of that of the North range. There is also a diagonal beam bearing at one end
on the wallplate close to A’ and onto the top of the tie CC’. The different roof levels are clearly visible
from outside (Fig. 7/8).

Fig. 7/8 Field Place. Top left, east range. Bottom left, west range. Top right, south range. Bottom right, west range. Note that
this shows the loggia, later removed. Photographs taken in1983.

The drawing has been simplified, the rafters of the two ranges have their end rafters changed in two
directions, with valley-boards, which are not shown in the drawings (Fig.7/5). The way in which
the East range is joined with the others, suggests that it was the first to be built. Which came next
is uncertain, but it may well have been the North range, as A. F. Hughes suggests. All three ranges
have blackened rafters over their original halls. Presumably the various chimneys were added around
1600, or later, but the inserted chimney in the South range in F’H, may have been preceded by a
smoke bay.
The publication in 2000 by the Horsham Museum of “The Shelleys of Field Place”, by Susan Djabri,
with the assistance of Jeremy Knight and Annabelle Hughes, provides helpful information about the
probable dates for the building of the different parts of Field Place, and when the later changes were
made. The family of the Fields, appear to have been well established in the vicinity by 1251, but the
earliest record of a house in Warnham belonging to one of them, was in 1353, which might apply to
the East range, and “possibly the North range.” A.F. Hughes drew the attention of the Listed Buildings
Authority to the historical importance of these buildings, and in 1991, a date of mid-14th C. was
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Fig. 7/9 Field Place barns.
Note that in the plan of the
complex that the cart-house/
stable is positioned to
allow access to the cart-bay
entrance. Above centre,
shows the original barn A
extended above the tie with
curved braces supporting
the later side-purlins. Above
right, note that at CC’ the
posts have seatings for an
upper floor (replaced).
Below, barn A, and barn B,
showing end wall and gable.

suggested for the East range, and late 14th C. to the North range. The West range was built in 1678,
with extensive remodeling in 1752, when it was Georgianised by replacing the casements with sash
windows. The Loggia was added, possibly, in 1846, and the West range was then stuccoed. Nairn and
Pevsner, (loc.cit.), also mention that more work was done on the West range in 1931, and the present
appearance of each end dates from then. An engraving of the West range as it appeared originally, is
reproduced on p.153, of Djabri et. al.‘s book.
Field Place was, for centuries, approached from Byfleets Lane. Indeed, before the 20th C. Byfleets
Lane petered out into a series of tracks across the Heath. The gates and the avenue of lime trees
leading to the door of the South range dates from 1922. An entrance lodge was also built, but this has
now gone. It was also around that time that improvements were made to the garden, and the chain of
three fishponds, commonly associated with important medieval estates became simply ornamental.

Fig. 7/10 Photograph, top
right taken in 1983, shows
barn C (cartshed) in front
of barn A. Barn B is behind
the cartshed (see plan in Fig.
7/9)
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A. F. Hughes has also drawn to the attention of the Listed Buildings Authority to the survival of
several farm buildings close to the house. These include a 16thC. carthouse and stable , a barn,
dendrochronated to c. 1470-80, and an attached hovel probably dating from the 17th or 18th C. This
barn complex was examined on another occasion in 1983 (Fig’s. 7/9 and10). The barn later dated to
1470-80, is described here as Barn A, Barn B is the later barn built at right angles to it at its southern
end, and Barn C, built alongside is the carthouse and stable assigned by A. F. Hughes to the16th. C.
Barn A
A barn of four bays, AB, 13 ft., BC, 15 ft., CD 12 ft., and DE 17ft. by 21 ft. across. Originally, with a
crown-posted and collar-purlin roof, with fully hipped gables, now replaced by side through-purlins,
without wind-braces, and with simple queen-posted gable ends. The roof pitch is 45˚, and was probably
covered with stone, though now with corrugated asbestos. The posts are substantial, ranging from
9 x 12 in. to 9 x 17 in., with a 9 x 9 solebeam on a high plinth, probably originally of stone, but now
with some brick. The timbering of the walls was originally the same in each bay, with a central post
between sole and wall plate with a rail on each side, with two vertical studs, above and below, with
curved up braces on the inside. Bay CD provided an entry and exit for wains on each side, both with
an upper bressumer, as expected, immediately below the wallplate, perhaps to provide high doors
on both sides. Posts C and C’, which measure 9 x 14 in. have a seating for a cross beam supporting an
upper floor, now replaced. The soffit of the tie has a series of lath mortises, so this upper floor may
have been wholly or partly plastered up. While there has been much reconstruction, especially in
regard to the roof, some of the original collars remain. (Fig.7/9).
Barn B
This barn consists of two equal bays of 10 ft. 6 in., in line with Barn A, but at right angles to it and thus
having a length exactly equal to the width of the original barn A. The roof pitch is also 45˚, and was
probably stone covered originally, but is now tiled. The roof has queen posts and through side purlins
supported by collars at each end and by raking struts from the tie in the middle bay (BB’), and curved
wind-braces at each end. The principal posts are 8 x 8 in. at the ends, 9 x 9 in. for BB’, with simple
jowls and down braces from the central tie to the posts. The southeast end (AA’) has a central post
with vertical studs above and below a mid rail taking up curved down-braces from the corner posts,
which is cut for an access door close to A.
Barn C
This was clearly built as a stable, and possibly also as a cart shed, and is of two bays (Fig.7/10). The
roof is half-hipped, with butt-purlins, and is now tiled. A later restoration included the insertion of a
narrow ridge-board. As with the other barns the walls are weather-boarded, but there is a pitch door
in the gable formed by vertical weatherboards. The north end may have been open or had doors, but
is now weather-boarded. The original carpentry was of a high standard, the posts having decorated
jowls, with straight braces to the tie and a curved brace down to the mid rail. The walls are vertically
studded with straight diagonal braces from rail to wallplate. While there is a continuous brick plinth,
the sole-beam is in sections, each post being strutted to it, on both sides of B, and, obviously, only one
for each corner. The corners are also triangulated at the top by 4 ft. horizontal struts mortised into
the tie and fixed to the upper surface of the corresponding wallplate.
The photograph taken in1983, demonstrates that the barns were still being used for storage of
hay bales. There was no evidence for a high door on one side and a low door on the other, and bay
CC’/DD’, was used simply for entry and exit of a haywain. Note that Barn C was sited so as not to
obstruct such manoeuveres. So, it may be that the whole complex was, from the beginning, planned
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for horses. If the upper floor of CC’ /AA’, was plastered up, this might have been to provide security
for harness, and the attached hovel, was for an ostler.
Swan Ken
The name dates from 1927, when the remnants of the derelict Swan Farm were added to the former
Kennel house. Both are marked on the Tithe Map. Swan Farm occupied Plot 790, which included a
duck pond, with a large group of farm buildings to the north, and a cottage, described as unoccupied.
It was clearly an important farm with an ‘old lane’ entering Broadbridge Heath, with tracks leading
to Broom Farm (now Broomhall) and to Field Place. Broadbridge Heath remained as a Common until
the Enclosure Act of 1858. The Shelleys of Field Place acquired parts of the Common adjacent to the
estate, and gradually bought other areas, to own all the land down to what is now the Old Guildford
Road. So it must have been in1858, that the pattern of the main roadways across the former Common,
were laid out. Dog Kennel House occupied Plot 1178 on the Tithe Map, 1179 being designated as ‘dog
kennel field’, and the kennels in Plot 1180.
A photograph of a postcard of ‘Dog Kennel House’ dated to 1915 is reproduced by J. England on p. 296
in his history of Broadbridge Heath, published by The Horsham Museum. At that time the tile-hung
south wing with its massive chimney had a much lower building extension to the north. This was
totally removed, and mainly replaced by timbers from Swan Farm together with some new timbers.
Recently, a two-storey building has been added on the north side and tile-hung to harmonise with
that on the south end. The ground floor of this recent addition is extended at the back.
Swan Ken was examined in 1984 (Fig. 7/11). A. F. Hughes also examined the building, and her account
will be found in the Horsham Public Library (loc. cit.). This strange amalgam of a building is interesting
for two reasons. First, the southern wing must have been a part of an important timber-framed
building, probably of crown-post and collar purlin type, of which we know nothing. Secondly, that the

Fig. 7/11 Swan Ken. The photograph shows the front of the reconstruction. Note the height of the sole-beam as compared with
that of the south wing. Bottom left shows the hall arch and detail of crown post from Swan Farm. Bottom right shows details of
south wing. The plan, top left, is as it was in 1984, the outshot being replaced with the north wing.

93

beautiful hall arch with its distinctive crownpost, must have come from Swan Farm, indicating that it
also was an important building.
The south wing is 11 ft. 6 in, by 15 ft. 6 in. across and was jettyed at the front and along the end, with
a dragon beam and a curved bracket under, at the corner. The reconstructed part of the house is on
a raised plinth 2 ft. higher than that of the south wing and this raises the ridge by the same amount.
The reconstructed part is composed of the two central bays from Swan Farm, which formed the hall,
as suggested by A. F. Hughes, these bays measuring 11 ft. by 21 ft. across. The external walling of
the reconstructed part shows the three posts quite clearly, on both sides of the house, including the
fancifully reversed curved braces. There is a good down brace from the tie CC’ to the corner post
C’. The other feature, on each side is the extension of the two windows on the upper floor above
the eaves as shallow dormers. The reconstructed part is quite independent of the south wing, with
weather-boarded gable ends, brick nogged ground-floor panels and white-painted panels above. The
front of the south wing is covered with plain square hung tiles on the upper floor level, and from
ground to ridge at the end and at the back. This wall covering is repeated in the upper floor of the
recently added north wing in harmony with the south wing. At the back, the north wing also has tile
hanging at first floor level, and its extension has a tiled roof, with some weather-boarding. Both the
south wing and the reconstructed part have stone roofs, while the north wing is tiled.
The existence of the jettyed part of an original building, as pointed out by A. F. Hughes, surely indicates
that this was all that remained of an earlier house. It seems most likely that this may have been a
wing, either original, or possibly added later, to a hall house with a ridge in line with the south wing,
of unknown length or number of bays, but with a width of 15 ft. 6 in.
Broomhall
The house was referred to as Broomland in 1724, and before that, simply as Broom Farm, but called
Broom Hall by Lewis Andre when he sketched it in 1877, when it was bought by C. T. Lucas, becoming
part of the Warnham Court Estate. Substantial additions in the Victorian manner were then made,
but it was sold off in 1968, when a new house, in the Sussex style was built within the seclusion of the
deer park. An opportunity, therefore, occurred to examine the original buildings in 1967, which had
been cleared in readiness for sale in the following year.
There are two timber-framed buildings, both with crown-post and collar purlin roofs, and covered
with stone. Building ‘A’ is fully-hipped, with gablets, and is earlier in date from a larger building ‘B’, built
at right-angles close to it, and which were, at some time, joined together (Fig. 7/12). The drawing by
J. Lewis Andre from the east side is important in showing the external details before alterations and
additions were made after 1877. Andre, who in 1881, lived in Hurst Road, Horsham, was a member
of the Ilem Anastatic Drawing Society, whose aims were accurately to record buildings and objects of
archaeological interest. He, and R. G. Rice, another member of the Society, record that in1883, there
was, in building A, “a fragment of a staircase of triangular pieces of oak for steps on strong carriages
still exists.”
Andre’s sketch shows that building A had an outshot at the north end, clearly for outside use, which
was removed, revealing the framing of that end. The framing has partly been changed, although AB is
substantially the same, the panels are now filled with horizontal brickwork, and the plinth replaced.
A porch has also been added, with a sloping roof of stone. Building B shows the upper windows
unchanged, with a simple gable end with queen posts and side purlins and the external chimney
towards the western end. The roof of the additional link between building B and the west side of
building A is also shown, without the chimney added later. In 1967, building B had plain tilehanging,
and a sloping stone roof covering the outside walkway linking it to building A.
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Fig. 7/12 Broomhall. Bottom
right, plan of buildings A and
B. The Victorian front (not
shown) is in line with EE’.
Top, J. Lewis Andre’s sketch of
1877. Bottom left,sketch of the
same view in 1967. Note that
the outshot has been removed,
and an outside covered way
links A and B. The back of the
Victorian addition on the far
left.

Building A, consists of three bays AB and CD of 10 ft., and BC of 12 ft., by 19 ft. across (Fig. 7/13).
The carpentry is of high standard and of heavy scantling, the posts of the hall arch, BB’ are 13 in.
square with simple, chamfered, jowls with the arch braces similarly decorated supporting the slightly
cambered tie with a simple chamfer with drawn fillets at each end. Bay CD accommodated the original
service area and the parlour with solar above, although the upper floor has been removed. The dais
beam is undecorated. The hall probably occupied the two bays AB/BC, the original entrance door
being in AB. The building may date from the early 15th C. or possibly earlier.
Building B, though originally crown-posted has a roof with a pitch of slightly less than 45˚, at the
eastern end, but this is evidently rebuilt, with side purlins (Fig. 7/ 14). Bays AB and BC have upper
floors supported by a spine beam, 9 in. square with 2 in. chamfers and stops and the joists pegged
to it, also with similar 1 in. chamfers and drawn
stops. It is possible, however, that this was not the
original position. A first examination suggested a
building of four or five equal bays of 10 ft., and
the details indicating a central hall CD/DE. At the
eastern end if the roof was fully hipped this could
end at either AA’ or BB’. If this building had been
erected as an addition to building A, it would
seem logical to put it close to the original. Maybe,
the parlour and solar were at the eastern end. The
collar purlin extends to EE’, so there must have
been a further bay (EF) later removed. At the
beginning of the 17th C. building A remained as a
kitchen with insertion of a chimney. Comparison
of Andre’s drawing and what was seen in 1967,
suggests that, the original connection related to
Fig. 7/13 Broomhall. Building A
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BC, and AB was extended later. The equal 10ft.
bays of building B suggest that this was originally
a barn, perhaps removed from another site,
placed close to building A, and then converted for
domestic use. It may be significant that a barn
in Robin Hood Lane, also dating from the early
17th.C. was called ‘New Barn’. The details of the
presumed central arch DD’ however, suggests
that it is possible that building B was ‘improved’
when rebuilt, and that these central timbers were
chamfered then.
In 1967, bay AB served as a dairy with tiled walls.
The paneling (CC’), is very fine, but also provides
a problem. A date is incised on it of 1686, by
the same hand as that on the paneling in No.20
Friday Street, now destroyed, and referred to in
Chapter 6.
A. F. Hughes also suggested that building B “
was either an ancillary building converted to
a dwelling . . . . or, a purpose-built addition of
five bays”. This included the extension at the western end, beyond EE’ as described here, and would
include bay AB at the eastern end.

Fig. 7/14 Broomhall. Building B. Top left shows detail of oak
paneling

It seems likely that this building dates from the 15th C. the initial conversions made around 1600, and
further changes and additions soon after 1878. At the corner of Robin Hood Lane and the Broadbridge
Heath Road, there are a number of farm buildings and a farmhouse, dating from the late 19th C.
New Barn, Robin Hood Lane
An interesting barn, examined in 1980 before it
was removed and re-erected at Parsons Farm,
Coltstaple Lane, south of Horsham, in1983/4.
It occupied Plot 1143 on the Tithe Map. The
adjacent fields,
No’s. 1144 and 1142, are
described as ‘Little Broom Hooks’ and ‘Broom
Hooks’ respectively, the name probably derived
from the Anglo-Saxon word for a heal, or
something heal-shaped, for ‘hock’ or ‘hook’ was
used in Sussex dialect for heal-shaped pieces of
meadow. The barn-yard was defined by the two
tributaries which drain to the southern border
of the parish with Broadbridge Heath, forming
the ‘ducky pond’ on the east side of the road. The
drainage around the barn may have determined
the interesting angled cowshed (Fig. 7/15, and
16).
Fig. 7/15 New Barn, Robin Hood Lane. Top, shows the angle
in the cowshed. Below, the barn as it appeared from the west.
Photographs taken in 1980.
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The barn was of five bays, the central bay of
11ft. 6 in., the others 10 ft. 6 in. by 20 ft. 6 in.

across. Evidently a
threshing barn, the high
door having a ground
clearance of 12 ft. from
the lane and 8 ft. into
the yard. The roof was
tiled, with a pitch of 45˚,
and was half-hipped,
with
wind-braces,
and while provided
with butt-purlins, the
central bay (CC’/DD’)
had kingposts pinned
to the principal rafters
on each side, and so
without a ridge-board.
With the additional
bressumers on each
side, this provided an
exceptionally
sturdy Fig. 7/16 New Barn, Robin Hood Lane. Note that in both AA, and DD’ there are mortises
for earlier studs and braces, now replaced. Below, the ‘section’ is composite, showing the north
structure for the open (road) side A-D, but the south side of E-F to show the attachment of the cow house.
bay (Fig. 7/16). The
barn was supported on a 2 ft. stone plinth, with 12 x 9 in. posts, with 8 x 8 in. mid-rails, with vertical
studs above and below. There had, however, been some reconstruction, probably in the 19th C. though
the barn may date from the late 17th C.
The cow-house consisted of four bays of 10 x 10 ft. but with an angled entry at the back. It is also
attached to the barn in an unusual way. Both complications were solved with elaborate carpentry, all
due presumably to the two streams already referred to above.
Goose Green
Goose Green is a small hamlet between Bailing Hill Farm and the junction of the Broadbridge Heath
Road with Robin Hood Lane, but it is not immediately obvious why it developed. Presumably the
name derives from one or more of the fields being used for fattening geese. On the Tithe Map, Goose
Green Farm occupies Plot No.802, and the other buildings of the hamlet are on Plot 804, described
as a ‘Cottage and garden’, and 803 is described as ‘Four tenements and gardens’. Just south of Goose
Green Farm, Plots 801 and 800, are both meadows, and belonged to the parish of Rusper. So, it maybe
that all these plots were once in the ownership of Rusper and were sold off after the Reformation.
The buildings on 803 have fine carpentry suggestive of the late 17th C. and were clearly built as a
coherent block. ‘Cowmans Cottage’ at the north end, is built in front of the other buildings, and dates
from the late 18th C. A substantial modern building with a hipped roof, providing two semi-detached
residences, has been added at the north end, narrowing the gap between the settlement and Bailing
Hill Farm.
Goose Green Farm
An interesting timber-framed farmhouse, extended in 1962, and with further extensions made in
1968/9, when the building was examined, together with its small cart-house, since converted into a
separate dwelling.
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The timber-framed part
of the house appears to
consist of four bays: AB,
4 ft. 6in., BC, 11ft., CD, 7
ft., and DE, 8ft. 6in., by
12 ft., across. However,
there has clearly been
a major reconstruction,
with some timbers
being
moved
to
different positions, and
raising the roof by 2 ft.
This was achieved by
addition of 2 ft. posts
at the level of the tops
of the ties, the and the
original ties raised to
the new position, with
the exception of A/A’, Fig. 7/17 Goose Green Farm. Top left shows addition of post onto the tie (AA’). Top right the
where the tie remains east side of the house, the gable end towards the right indicates the 1962 extension. Bottom
in its original position right, the framing inside of the original west side. Note post X’, reaching from the original
sole-beam to the new wallplate cut by the doorway, into the new extension at the back.
and a post fixed on top.
This was done because of the chimney. New wallplates were inserted, supported by posts which bear
onto the original wall-plates. These look intact, and at the front of the house, free from alterations due
to modern extensions, it is halved (B/C) and there is a shore mark in the post underneath. Post X’ is
the only post bearing on the sole-beam to support the new wall-plate (Fig.7/17).
It seems likely, therefore, that AB had an earlier smoke chamber, BC was only 6 ft., (complying with BX
in the plan), and CD, 12 ft. 6in. This 6 ft. bay could have provided the main cooking area, XD the main
living area, and DE a withdrawing chamber. The cross beam (DD’) at first floor level has mortises for
studs with lath mortises between, suggesting a wall beneath with a door adjacent to D’. It will be seen
from the plan that there is a short cross beam framed to the joists, which may mark the position of the
stair to the upper floor when the roof was raised, to provide an upper floor, implying that the original
house had one floor only. The living area retains a stone floor. The fireplace has a nicely cambered
bressumer with a 2 in. stopped chamfer with fillets, and encloses a bread oven 3 ft. in depth on the
west side, built from 2 x 9 in. bricks.
The roof has a pitch of 45˚, and is stone-covered at the front, but replaced with tiles at the back, and
supported by side purlins and queen posts, without wind-braces. The rafters are rather rough, only
5 x 4 in. but laid flat and halved and pinned together at the top. The original building may date from
the early 17th.C.
The cart-shed and cowshed
The cart-shed to the south of the farmhouse, is set back ‘a carts length’ from the road and consists
of two bays, 13 ft, and 10ft., by 15 ft. 6in. across. An outshot was added later, at the north end, with a
cowshed extending at right angles from the northwest corner, but structurally separate.
The cart-shed has a butt-purlin roof in three sections, the purlins being taken up by collars with four
posts bearing on the end ties and with kingposts above, and wind-braces at each end. The roof has a
45˚ pitch with stone on the east side, replaced with tiles on the west. The wall-posts are 9 x 9 in on a
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Fig .7/18 Goose Green Farm, cart-shed and cowshed. Cart shed, left, cowshed left. Photographs, taken in 1969. Upper, taken
from southeast, showing the gable-end and chimney of the farmhouse on the right. Lower, taken from the west side. Note the
inserted modern floor, though originally horse and cart had access from both sides. Note the angled roof covering the outshot.
The roof of the cowshed is shown on the left.

9 x 7 in. sole-beam, the larger bay with mid-rails, studs and upper braces. The smaller bay provided a
9 ft. clearance from ground level for a cart, though bridged by a later floor for storage in 1969., with
modern doors on both sides, so that a cart could be unhitched in the shed, and the horse released
jnto the field, or tethered in the cowshed. Both buildings are clad externally with weatherboarding.
The heavy scantling for such a small building, and quality of carpentry, suggests that these may also
date from the early 17th C. (Fig.7/18). The outshot, also weather-boarded, has a steeply sloping roof
supported by rafters taken up by the collar and, lower down, by the end rafters of the cart-shed.
The cowshed is a simple two-bay structure, each
of 12 ft. by 10 ft. across. The roof has a pitch of
45o, tiled, with side purlins and queen posts at
the gable ends, and with curved down braces
between. It is of good quality and may also date
from the 17th C. Although referred to here as a
cowshed, it may have provided shelter for oxen,
as the flat fields around Goose Green may well
have been used more for arable, than for pasture,
as some still are.
The cart-shed together with the former cowshed
was converted recently into a dwelling, and is
now fenced off from the farmhouse. Further
details will be found in Chapter 9.
Bailing Hill Farm
The house stands well back from the road, and
while presenting plain brickwork, is evidently, a
complex building, extended at different periods.
All the roofs are of stone with a gablet at the
north end, a simple gable at the south end, with a
half-hipped extension at the back, and the several
chimneys all confirm this first impression. The
door, sheltered by a modern porch, is approached Fig. 7/19 Bailing Hill Farm. Plan, with details of the original
by a long stone path, the garden sheltered by house, and the western extensions.
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shrubs from the yard on the north side, which has separate access to the road, with an assortment
of farm buildings. When the farm was examined in 1976, these were of traditional construction, and
while some of these survive, others have been replaced, with further additions to the north and west
(Fig’s. 7/19, 22 and 23).
The original house had two bays of 10 ft. (AB), and 11 ft. (BC), by 16ft.6 in. across, with wall plates 13
ft. above the sole, and built at right angles to the road. The central tie beam (BB’) is slightly cambered,
with solid braces secured by four pegs, and to the post by three, and decorated beneath (Fig.7/19).
The crown posts, however, are plain, and braced only to the collar purlin. The rafters are blackened
throughout, the gablet at the east end being concealed within the roof void by the later extension
(A/L) with a slightly higher ridge, centred close to BB’, the other gablet being visible from the north
side. The extension on the west side (DE), with a large chimney beyond, also has a crown post and
collar purlin roof, the tie DD’ only 1 ft.3 in. from CC’, and 1 ft. 3in. lower. It could be that the original
house was L-shaped, or that this extension at right angles, was soon added, to be later concealed by
the addition of further bays with side-purlin roofs. This possibility is reminiscent of Cheals, (formerly
Little Buckswood Farmhouse), in Crawley. There are mortises in CC’ which suggest an upper window
with 2 in. square mullions immediately below the tie and a centre rail 2 ft. 6 in. beneath. So the crownposted extension must have been later. The original west wall (CC’) is considerably weathered, so
the extension may have been made at least a hundred years later. Though now reconstructed, DE
was provided with a substantial external chimney, suggesting that this provided a kitchen, while the
flooring over with access to the upper rooms by an external stair turret may have all been done at

Fig. 7/20 Bailing Hill Farm. Details of timbering in the
western range, with the northern addition shown below.
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Fig. 7/21 Bailing Hill Farm. Details of timbering in the
southern range

the same time. The chimney was then enclosed
by the much later extension, EF/FG. The soffit of
the tie FF’, shows a mortise for a centre post, and
the existing braces are straight replacements
(Fig.7/20).
Further building was also extended to the south,
a 4 ft.6in. passage leading from the front door
(A’Y’), to the stairway in the former turret. It is,
however, impossible to tell when the bay YZ was
added (Fig.7/21). Although now a passageway,
could it have been a smoke bay, or contained
Fig. 7/22 Bailing Hill Farm. Perspective sketch showing the
a chimney, in which the stairway would have
main structural details of the existing building
been in the vyse between XZ and the western
extension of the original house? Bay YZ is 13 ft. by 17 ft. across, ZL only 10 ft. extended later by an
outshot LM of 12 ft., the rafters of which are taken up on the end tie LL’. The main room (YZ) has a fine
10 in. spine beam with 3.5 in. soffit, 3.5 in. chamfers, pegged to 8 joists on each side with 5 in. fillets
and stops, at each end. The ceiling of ZL, however, is plastered over. The end of this southern range,
LL’, clearly had a window to one side of the centre post, indicated by 2.5 in. mortises for mullions at 9
in. centres, so the end chimney must have been added later, perhaps when the outshot was built. This
is in accord with the centre post being cut just below the cross beam, to allow access to a fireplace.
The roof is of the queen post and through side-purlin construction, with collars at each bay division,
secured by a single peg to the purlin, with a simple gable at the southern end, above the outshot. The
walls, as in the western range, are of box frame type, with appropriate braces, as will be seen in Figs.
7/ 19, 20 and 21).
The last addition to the house was the picturesque
north gable, which extended the accommodation
on both floors. While the wall is of brick and stone
at ground floor level, exposed timbering above
contains a handsome three-light oriel window
with a simple gable partly concealing the tie, and
almost reaching the collar above (Fig. 7/20, 23).
The earliest part of the house may well date from
the early 15th C. or possibly even earlier, with
later additions before around 1600 when the first
chimneys were built, with later reconstructions
as the house was gradually extended.
Farm buildings
In 1976, there was a range of cowsheds consisting
of five bays, each of 10 ft., between the house and
the main access of the yard to the road. The ties
had arched braces double pegged to each post,
supported on short sole-pieces on brick piers.
There were six rafters in each bay borne by the
wall plates, with a pitch of 45˚, and covered with
modern tiles. They may have dated from the early
19th C. or even the late 18th C. (Fig.7/24).

Fig. 7/23 Bailing Hill Farm. Upper, view from the NE. Lower,
view from the SW. Note that the ridge between the two main
chimneys, is that of the northern extension.
Photographs taken in 1976.
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Fig. 7/24 Bailing Hill Farm. Above, cowsheds. Below, bothy

Perhaps the most interesting of the group is
Fig. 7/25 Bailing Hill Farm. Details of the bothy.
‘the bothy’, probably a cart shed, with living Top, east side. Bottom series, cart-shed.
accommodation above. It may have served
originally as a granary, but no evidence of storage bins remains. An external stairway rises to a door
in the gable end of the building, which has three bays. On the east side of the southern bay is a round
mullioned window, with a 2 in. groove on the outside in the lintel and sill, for a shutter. There is also,
on the east side, the remains of a much later leaded-light window, in the centre of the middle bay (Fig.
7/24). The photograph shows that the building was then bricked up at ground level, though one of
the principal posts reaches the ground and bears on a short plinth. Above, the square panels are now
filled with brick. The roof is of butt-purlin and queen post type, now tiled, the rafters, double-pegged
to each purlin and with up-braces to the ties from each principal post (Fig.7/25). This building may
date from around 1700, or possibly earlier.
Across the yard from the bothy and behind the cowsheds was a small barn or cart-shed of two bays
of 11 ft. by 12 ft. across, used at that time as a granary. The roof is queen-posted but with a single
through purlin on each side with wind-braces at both ends and in the central bay division, and with a
45˚ pitch, covered with tiles (Fig.7/25). Although the rafters are roughly finished, they are all properly
mortised and pegged. Although the corner posts reach to the ground at one end, most are now cut
and the lower walls are mainly of stone, while the upper floor is mainly weather-boarded. It may be
early 19th C.
Salmons
The house was the only one on the north side of Robin Hood Lane, and more or less on its highest
point, until the Lucas estate cottages were built, and the new entrance and gate-house was erected
around 1888, to provide a new grand entrance to Warnham Court, directly opposite Warnham Road
into Horsham, now offset by the dual carriageway and roundabout.
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The name derives from the tenancy, by Mr. J.
J. Salmon, gamekeeper to C. E. Lucas. Known
before, as Roberts Cottages, and before that as
Randalls, and it is so named on the map of 1816,
and shown, but not named on the 1795 map. On
the Tithe map of 1840, the field behind the house
(Plot 1118) is named as Randalls orchard, and it
is likely that Randalls was the original name. of
the house.

Fig. 7/26 Salmons.
Top, Plan, detail of dais beam. Below, section.

Though much changed, it retains some early
features of extraordinary quality, and is probably
one of the oldest houses in the parish. The
opportunity to examine it came in 1965, when it
was empty.

The original house is of four bays, AB, 15 ft. BC 11 ft. CD, 12 ft. and DE, 13 ft. 6 in., by 22 ft. across, BC
and CD providing an open hall (Fig.7/26). The roof, is of the crown-post and collar-purlin type with
gablets, a 45˚ pitch, and covered with stone. The crown posts at each end of the original hall are plain,
but all are exceptionally tall (5ft. 6 in.), that forming the centre arch being beautifully carved below
the braces to the collar purlin (Fig.7/27). The hall is now ceiled over with the usual insertion of a later
floor. Only the rafters over the hall are blackened,
suggesting that the hall was plastered to the ridge
and that originally there was a central louvre. A
cross-wing at the western end was added later,
enveloping AB and, after that an outshot on the
northern end.
The principal posts of the original house are 10 x
12 in., others are 9 x 9 in. The central arch of the
hall has a finely cambered tiebeam with hollow
chamfers carried down the posts, the down braces
having flat chamfers. The dais beam is stopped at
each end has rolled castellations at the top, with
peg-holes for studs beneath at 3ft.10 in. intervals
except at the north end, indicating the position of
the original door to the chamber. The dais beam
now rests on a plastered brick wall (Fig. 7/28).
It seems likely from the age and quality of the
building that there was a stud and panel wall,
but this must remain uncertain. The spine beam
bearing the joists of the inserted floor when the
hall was ceiled over, is 11 x 11 in. with 4 in. flat
chamfers with stepped curved fillets and stops.
It is taken up on the dais beam, with similarly
decorated joists, with one joist laid directly above
the dais beam. This arrangement was probably to
lift the ceiling by 1 ft., to 7 ft. above floor level.
At the other end it is supported by a cross beam,
halved into C and C’, and now taken up by brackets
onto the bressumer of the inserted fireplace. This

Fig. 7/27 Salmons. Top, moulding of brace and post C,
detail of crown post, and hall arch CC’. Middle, left, DD’
showing likely position of door to parlour, and studs below the
dais beam, right B’G showing cross wing queen posts. Below,
cross-wing, (outshot added between AF, is not shown.
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has been reconstructed, the chimney also serving
a fireplace on the upper floor, now no longer used.
There may have been another fireplace, at ground
level on the service side, as the chimneystack
suggests three flues. The service bay (AB), while
completely reconstructed, may include the
original wall dividing buttery and pantry.
The later cross-wing, has three bays of 11 ft., with
a queen post and side-purlin roof with straight
wind-braces. It is covered with stone, has simple
gable ends with a 45˚ pitch, and a lower ridge
than the original house. Later extensions have
been built on the north side, with out-shots to the
west and north. The roof has been extensively
rebuilt, probably in the late 19th C. to integrate
the whole building.

Fig. 7/28 Salmons. Dais beam, with inserted spine beam.
Upper, shows hollow chamfer and stepped stop. Lower, shows
the joists inserted above the dais beam. Photographs, taken in
1965.

The original building may date from around
1400, or possibly from the late 14th C. The
original parts of the cross-wing and the central
chimney with the ceiling in the hall, may all date
from around 1600.

Salmons Barn
This building is now associated with Salmons, but may originally have belonged to one of the farms
on the south side of Robin Hood Lane, such as Broomhall or Rookwood. Now with much modified
and restored stone and brick plinths, it was originally a threshing barn, of five bays, the central bay of
11 ft. with two bays on each side of 10 ft. by 20 ft. across externally, and with wallplates 14 ft. above
floor level. The roof is half-hipped at both ends, with a 45˚ pitch, and is now tiled, with straight struts
to the through-purlins which are halved in the central bay, and double-pegged to the ties. The gable
ends have four struts beneath the straight collars. The central bay has curved up-braces, each with
four pegs to the slightly cambered ties. The two bays on each side have mid-rails with vertical struts
above and below, and straight struts above to each post. The centre bay has the usual cross beam just
below the wall plate with five posts above the lower lintel, all later renewed. This was on the east
side, the high door enabling a loaded wain to enter directly from the field. The barn may date from
the 17th. C.
Great Daux
Variously spelled as Dorks, Docks, and Dolkes, the name is now celebrated as a roundabout on the
Horsham Bypass. Great Dolkes Farm is thus identified on the Tithe Map, occupying Plot 1056, which
shows an L-shaped farmhouse and a number of outbuildings, and described as a “farmstead, garden,
and orchard”. One of the outbuildings looked like a large barn. The Tithe Map shows that the A24 had
an elbow-shaped kink in the road, midway between Great Daux and Westons Place, skirting the field
numbered 1062. This still remains as the way in and out to the barn presumably removed from Great
Daux, and re-erected in the late 19th C. to provide tenements as part of the Warnham Court Estate,
the road being realigned as it remains today.
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The farm in 1840 extended on both sides of the
Horsham to Dorking Road, now the A24. What is
seen today, are the extensive renovations carried
out, probably in the 1880’s after Great Dawks
became part of the Lucas’s extended Warnham
Court Estate. The house was divided into two
tenements, with a symmetrical front, pebbledashed panels, hung-tiles, and a central porch,
all in a style reminiscent of Warnham Court
Farmhouse (Fig. 7/29). The house was examined
in 1973. Great Daux was a small farm with few
acres, and was so called by comparison with
Little Daux, on the west side of the A24, south of
Bell Road. Curiously, in Billingshurst, seven miles
south of Warnham, there was a wealden building
called Great Daux, and to the east of the village
there is Little Daux Farm.

Fig. 7/29 Great Dawks. Below, external appearance, after
rebuilding. Note scotch mark on original post (A).

maintain a perfect symmetry and to provide
fireplaces for each cottage, No.1 north, No.2
south. The original farmhouse was timberframed, but the very extensive rebuilding poses
many problems of interpretation. However, the
southeastern range (A’YZ) shown on the plan (Fig.
7/29), has a lower ridge than the western side,
and may represent an older part of the original
house. This consists of two bays of 9ft. 6in. by 18
ft. across. A cross beam (YY’), at first floor level,
has 7 x 1.5 in mortises for joists now removed,
with an inserted post with bracket supporting a
spine-beam bearing joists. These have, 2.5 in. flat
chamfers with scroll fillets and stops. All the wall
timbers at ground-floor level have been replaced
with brick. The timbers in the upper floor at the
east end (ZZ’) have been replaced, but peg-holes
suggest that the original wall was box framed.
The south end of the front-range has a higher
ridge, original posts with curved jowls supporting
wallplates, although the tiebeam has been
removed (Fig.7/30). The wall is of box-frame type
supported on a new soleplate at first floor level
supported on brickwork. The roof has a 45˚ pitch
with side purlins. The east wall (B’A’) has down
braces at first floor height and may belong to the

If the indication of shape of the farmhouse in
Warnham shown on the Tithe Map is correct,
then the extensive building works may have
determined the west front of the house, an older
chimney on the south side being rebuilt, and
a similar one on the north side being added to

Fig. 7/30 Great Dawks. Above, east end showing tie with for
original wall framing. Below, original framing of the south
end of the rebuilt west range, and its relationship with the east
range.
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older part of the house. As reconstructed, the front range is divided at ground level, to provide similar
passages providing access to both ground floor rooms, with evidently new staircases to upper floors.
The two passages together span about 7 ft., suggesting the possibility that the front-range may have
had two bays of about 14 ft., separated by a chimney bay with a stairway providing access to the
upper floors. The first floor room of No. 1 has old 10-14 in. oak floorboards, presumably original.
What survives suggests a building dating from the late 17th C.
Little Daux
A simple cottage probably restored at the same
time as Great Dawks, was examined in 1973.
It consists of three bays, AB, and BC, 12ft. 4in.,
and CD, 11ft. 6in., by 17 ft. across. The roof has a
pitch of slightly less than 45˚, now covered with
stone. The two equal bays have side purlins and
have queen posts, but the tie between has curved
braces supporting the purlins, while the gable
end (DD’) has simple raking struts above the
collar (Fig. 7/31). While there has clearly been
much restoration, the gable end has a slightly
cambered tie with a central post pegged to both
the tie and the collar, immediately below the
two raking struts to the principal rafters. The
end bay is slightly shorter than the others, and
this suggests that bay CD may have been added
later. The tie BB’ is also slightly cambered. The
spine beam in AB supporting the floor above is
10 in. square, with 2 in. flat chamfers with plain
fillets and stops, and has 6 x 4 in. unpinned and
plain joists, supporting 9 x 0.5 in. oak square-cut
boards, which might be original.

Fig. 7/31 Little Dawks. Hatched timbers show replacements.
Note scotch marks on posts A and B.

The original cottage may date from the 17th C.,
and if the bay at the eastern end was added later,
then this may also date from later in the same
century, or the early 18th C.

Westons Place
Westons Farm, as it was known until recently, was described by J. Lewis Andre, in Volume 43 of
the Sussex Archaeological Collections published in 1900, under the title of ‘Two Farm Houses at
Warnham’ (the other being Hill’s Farm). There are two other farm buildings both of which remain. A
bothy and cart shed on the north side, known then as the ‘granary’, recently converted into a separate
dwelling, and a barn to the southeast. The original farmhouse was later enlarged, and considerably
reconstructed around 1898, when it became part of the Lucas’s estate. It was after this work had been
completed, that Andre visited the farm. The house and the ‘granary’ were examined in 1978.
Andre described the front of the house “as modern”, but while the windows, porch, identical chimneystacks, and two-storey bay-windows at the front and at the south end, date from the reconstructions of
1898, this later part of the house, although much altered, is timber-framed (Fig. 7/32). A rectangular
plaque commemorating that the house dates from 1450, refers to the original range at right angles to
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Fig. 7/32 Westons Place. Above, the west front. Below, the
south front. Note the height of the ridge of the west front,
as compared with that of the original building, and the stair
turret connecting the two. Photographs taken in 1978.

Fig. 7/33 Westons Place. Plan.

the front at its north end (Fig. 7/33). The timber-framing of both parts is concealed by tile-hanging,
which also dates from 1898, and indeed the front has all the hallmarks of a Lucas restoration.
The walls of both parts conform to the box-framed type, the original part having a lower ridge, and
linked by a stair-turret (Fig.7/32, lower), providing access to the inserted upper floor of the original
building, and to all three floors of the later addition. The roofs are of stone throughout, with a pitch of
45˚, and now with simple gable ends, although the original was surely fully hipped. All the out-shots,
however, are tiled. From their positions, these may have been added as coal stores, for the various
fireplaces, and probably also date from 1898.
The older building appears to have consisted of four bays: AB, 15 ft., BC, 10 ft., CD, 8 ft. and DE, 10 ft.,
by 17 ft. across., subsequently floored over with the insertion of a chimney on the south side of CD.
The external stack is of 2 in. bricks, and the base is of stone. The ground-floor level, AB and BC form
a single room, the floor above being supported by a cross beam BB’, mortised and double pegged to
a spine beam bearing joists at 1ft. 5 in. centres concealed by plaster as in the other bays. The cross
beam BB’, is cut into the posts on each end. These have chamfers, 2 ft. 6in. below the cross-beam, and
4 ft. above the sole (Fig.7/34), perhaps indicating that BB’ may represent an original hall arch, the hall
occupying AC, and the chimney indicating the service bays EC, and the chamber and solar above being
absorbed into MN of the later part of the house. This possibility is supported by the two posts X/X’
which extend from sole to wallplate, and might have framed one side of a hall window. In the soffit of the
wall plate adjoining XX’, there are mortises for three, square mullions and four round ones, consistent
with this possibility. The north wing (JK/J’K’), may have been added before the later building at the
front of the house was constructed. The ridge is the same height as the original building and the end
wall is well framed (Fig. 7/34). The east wall of the wing (K’J’) is set back from EE’ and the upper floor
is accessed by a staircase between the buildings. This supports the suggestion that that the original
house did extend to EE’, and may have been built before the later building with its stair turret. The bay
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window alongside (KL’)
was probably added in
1898.
Unfortunately,
it was not possible to
access the roof during
examination of the
building in 1978.
The later building,
forming the present
front of the house,
consists of four bays,
LM, 10 ft., MN, 18 ft.,
adjoining the original
building, NO, 10 ft., and
OP, 12 ft. 6 in. by 17 ft.
across. The roof is of
butt-purlin type with
Fig. 7/34 Westons Place. Below, the north front. Above, details of paneling in the later
wind-braces, doublebuilding, and the moulding on post B of the original building.
pegged to both purlin
and principal rafter, with substantial collars at each bay division. The ties MM’, NN,’ and 00’, have all
been cut to give access at second floor level. On the ground floor MN and NO now form a handsome
room, with the cross-beam NN’ bearing spine-beams double-pegged on each side, and taken up on
the chimney breasts at each end, with 4 in. joists at 1 ft. 6 in. centres supporting the floor above.
NN’ is 10 in. square with 2.5 in. chamfers with fillets and roll stops. That in NM is 9 in. square, and is
similarly decorated, but that in NO is a replacement. The cross beam NN’ has a blocked out mortise
for a doorpost 3ft. 3in. from N’ with grooves for laths, implying that there was a door in that position,
which may also imply that that NO/OP formed a separate room, before the chimney alongside OO’
was built. The main room has oak paneling and, while partly repaired, is probably original (Fig. 7/34).
There is a fine carved over-mantle measuring 7 ft. x 2 ft. 6 in., which was noted by Andre, but only
roughly sketched, which looks Jacobean. Within OP, there is another fireplace with an over-mantle
echoing the original, measuring 8 ft. x 3 ft. with Delft tiles and a Victorian grate. This room has a
decorated spine beam and joists, partly rearranged.
The first floor rooms also have substantial spine beams, decorated in a similar manner to those on
the ground floor, but the joists are plastered over. The Cross beam NN’ has chamfers with fillets and
stops and the wall-framing beneath clearly had panels beneath, confirming that the fireplace at this
level was a later addition.
Andre found the stair turret “unworthy of the house``. This is 10 ft. square, with 8 in. x 6 in. corner
posts and square panels and a central framed newel, formed from 4 in. posts with cross-pieces, and
with good oak spiral steps with high risers, and landings at each floor level. The turret is secured to
the wallplates of the original building at first floor level, and to that of the later building at second
floor level, and cleverly integrated with the access doors between each building.
The older building was likely to have had an open hall ceiled over around 1600. The north wing might
have been added at the same time, or added later in the 17th C. with the addition of the chimney. The
later building may date from the mid- 17th. C., together with the addition of the stair turret to relate
the two buildings. The interior has recently been completely remodeled.
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The Granary
This building looks like a bothy, with cart sheds,
but it may have had seed bins, as at Tickfold
Farm. It was later extended, with a cross wing at
the northern end (Fig. 7/35). It is also possible
that some of the bays provided stabling for
horses or oxen. Both the main part and the cross
wing were originally timber-framed from ground
level, although now mostly of brick. The main
part consists of three equal bays of 10 ft. by 18 ft.
across (Fig. 7/36). The cross bay is aligned with
the main part, and therefore has a length of 18 ft., Fig. 7/35 Westons Place Granary. The front, (west side).
Note the cross wing to the left, the steps on the right, and the
by 16 ft. across, accessed at first floor level from narrow brick-filled panels. Photograph taken in 1978.
the main part. This was achieved by the removal
of two posts in BB’. This implies that when the cross wing was added, it had a separate entrance
served by another set of stairs on the east side, possibly where there is now a window and a rail
beneath, which are clearly insertions.
The roof of the cross wing has a through purlin with straight wind-braces, and with raking struts to
the collar at the gable ends, which have four posts beneath, pegged above to the collar and below to
the tie . The collar in the centre is double pegged to two posts, which are also doubled pegged to the
tie. The main part, on the other hand, has queen strutted gable ends.
The front, or west side, has narrow, brickfilled panels (Fig. 6/35). These are evidently
replacements, probably dating from 1898, for the
original would have been about 2 ft. 6in x 3 ft.
(up), and probably plastered (Fig. 6/36).
The construction suggests that the main and
the slightly later crosswing, may date from the
17th C.
Barn
This was examined in 1985. A substantial barn,
42 ft. in length and 22 ft. 6 in. across with five
bays, the central bay with the high door providing
a clearance of 12ft.6 in. Whether the other door
was lower, defining it as a threshing barn, could
not be seen, owing to storage of equipment. The
central bay was 10ft. the others 8 ft. The tiled roof
has queen posts at the simple gable ends, with
through side purlins, and curved wind braces at
each gable end. The straight struts on each side of
the central bay were replacements for there were
three peg-holes in the tie for larger, probably
curved down braces. The walls of the end bays Fig. 7/36 Westons Place ‘Granary’. Top, plan. Below, left, west
have curved down braces at the corners between wall of main part, right, east gable end, bottom, left, north
each corner post and the mid rail, with vertical gable end of cross wing, right, west wall of cross wing.
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studs above and below, and clad externally with tarred weatherboarding. In a rather sad condition
when examined, it might date from around 1700.
Andrews Farm
There has been a farm on this site since medieval times, just north of Westons, when it was approached
by a track off the end of Bell Road, and continuing through the farmyard to Rusper. After the building
of the railway, the brickworks, and Station Road in the19th C., a remnant of this track remains, leading
to the farm off Station Road, and just to the east of the toll road of 1775, now the A24.
The farmhouse was extensively rebuilt in the 19th-20th C. The walls are of brick, with hung tiles
at upper floor level, but the roof and internal features reveal that the house was originally timberframed. A series of repairs, reconstructions and extensions, have been made. It was examined in 2008.
The house is of four bays, AB, 7 ft., BC, 11 ft., CD 7 ft., DE, 7 ft. 8 in., by 16ft. 6 in. across. The roof has
a 45˚ pitch, with collar
purlins and crown posts
which remain on BB’
and CC’. The collar purlin
is cut, and replaced
with
side
through
purlins in CD and DE,
with massive raking
struts to the tie (DD’),
no doubt in relation to
the chimney inserted
in CD, suggesting that
he original building,
had a further crown
post on the tie DD’. The
roof has been rebuilt, is
fully hipped, and stone
covered on the west
side and over the hipped
ends, but tiled on the
east side probably
when the roof was
recently extended over
an outshot, to provide
Fig. 7/37 Andrews Farm. Above, plan; right, BB’. Note rehoused post and panel screen, with
more accommodation.
present access to chamber in AB. Below, left. Note the two remaining crown posts and side
There is no evidence
purlins alongside and beyond the chimney. Below, right, CC’. Note braces removed, and side
of
former
gablets
purlins taken up on original collars.
(Fig.7/37).
The main ground floor living room (BC) has some interesting features. The fireplace of the chimney
built within CD, has a good bressumer, with a 2 in. chamfer and stops with saltboxes and inglenooks.
The spine beam above, bearing on a plain cross beam, is taken up at the other end by a fine cross
beam (BB’) with a 1.5 in. flat chamfer, 9.5 in. stops and 3 in. fillets at each end, the joists supporting
the floor above are 4.5 x 6 in., of good quality and, like the spine beam, are similarly decorated. The
joists in the chamber (AB) are similar, but this room has been divided and the ceiling mostly plastered
up. BB’ has the remnants of an oak post and panel wall, with posts of 10 in., and panels of 12 in.
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suggesting that, if this is in its original position,
AB may represent a chamber with solar above.
However, the paneling has been rearranged, with
the base boxed in with a skirting board, and the
tops of the posts not housed into the cross beam.
Within living memory, there was a door against
B’. It is possible that the two posts now forming
a 6ft. wide arch providing access to the small
chamber in AB, could be part of a former doorway,
for they are slightly curved at the top, and have
double mortises on each side, which could, when
moved together, have formed a former doorhead
with spandrels. These changes have clearly been
made recently, and it is equally possible that the
paneling came from somewhere else.
There is also an outbuilding in line with the
north end of the house and at right angles to it,
which, although now bricked up, was originally
timber-framed, and with an external chimney.
This building has recently been extended
(Fig. 7/38). It is possible that this building served
as the kitchen for the farmhouse, at least for
Fig. 7/38 Andrews Farm
Above, west front. Below, east side. Note extended kitchen
the initial preparation. Such buildings are not
building contiguous with later outshot, also revealed on the
uncommon in the wealden area, and David Martin
left of the photograph above. Photographs taken in 2008.
has reviewed them in the Weald and Downland
Museum magazine for Spring 2003. This raises the possibility that, bearing in mind the fireplace
within the farmhouse, that this might date from the end of the 16thC., or around 1600. If this were
so, then the use of crown posts and collar purlins was either a conservative feature, or that they came
from an earlier building. This would comply with the absence of gablets.
Without further evidence, all one can conclude is that the house contains features of a medieval house,
and was substantially rebuilt around 1600.
Barns
The farmyard had a number of timber-framed barns, briefly examined in 1985. A barn of three
bays, each of about 10 ft., by 20 ft. across, weather-boarded and with a corrugated iron roof with
side purlins supported by straight struts at the gable ends. Little detail could be made out because of
storage material. Another building at the eastern end of the barn, acted as a cart shed, This also had
three bays, weather-boarded, about 23 ft. in length by 17 ft. across, with a tiled roof supported by side
purlins with raking struts to each tie and at the gable ends. Access was through the eastern gable end
with an owl hole (Fig.7/39). Both these buildings were sold off before 2008, and were replaced by
modern barns to the north of the site.
A more interesting barn, built at right angles to, and closest to the house, remains. This barn was
originally a threshing barn, of three bays AB, 10 ft. 6 in., BC, 11 ft., CD, 11 ft. 6in. The high door with
the usual lintel above, provided a 14 ft. clearance from ground level, and had short struts pegged
to both lintel and wallplate. The tiled roof is of the crown post and collar purlin type, with a single
curved brace between crown post and tie on different sides of the central bay BC (Fig. 7/40). A floor
at first floor level had been inserted later, with tall doors above and below, and also an outshot at the
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Fig. 7/40 Andrews Farm, barn.

eastern end. Little of the original walling could
be seen when examined because of storage, and
while the external weatherboarding remains, the
barn was converted for residential use in 2009.
The similarly tiled shed, which abuts AB of the
barn, remains. It is not clear whether this barn
originally had five bays, with hipped ends.
Lower Chickens
The house is timber-framed, and has some
Fig. 7/39 Andrews Farm, barns. Above, barn with corrugated interesting internal features. It was examined
iron roof and cart shed from the north. Below, barn with tiled
in 1980. Originally a three bay hall house with a
roof and attached shed on the south side.
crown post and collar purlin roof covered with
Note the double doors above and below the inserted floor.
stone. Bay AB, 12 ft., BC 15 ft. and CD, 16 ft. by 18
ft.6 in. across. A later outshot was added at the western end, including a chimney. The house is clad
externally with a decorative pattern of hung tiles in the upper storey, consisting of plain tiles with a series
of lozenges of fish-scale tiles, and two courses of harder-baked tiles along the bottom edge. The ground
floor is of brick and stone, with a porch, and probably all this was done in the late 20th C. concealing the
timbering within, though post D on the northwest corner, may be seen. This post has three mortises
on the north side, perhaps indicating an extension since removed. It has a central chimney with three
flues, and an additional
chimney, with tiled
shoulders, has been
built at the eastern end,
outside of the frame
(Fig .7/41).

Fig. 7/41 Lower Chickens. Top left, plan, middle, details of ground floor ceiling within CD,
right, dais beam, moulding, screen and doorway. Under shows moulding of the beam at the
service end of original hall. Below, left, section of house from south side, right, BB’ showing
upper end of original hall.
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The original stud and
panel
screen
with
doorway remains in
position
under
an
elaborately decorated
dais beam, which is 13
in. square (Fig. 7/41,
top right). Both studs
and panels are 9 in.
across, the studs having
flat chamfers on each
side. This confirms that
the parlour, and solar

above, occupied AB, entered by the doorway against post B. A similar doorway has been moved
from the service end to B’, confirmed by the peg-hole for a stud removed. The floor of the solar was
supported by a spine beam, with 2 in. flat chamfers, borne by and inserted into the dais beam. The
joists on the south side are at 18 in. intervals, and are out of line with those on the north side, which
are more widely spaced. The first joist behind the dais beam is the only one inserted in the north wall
(AB), and it has a stopped chamfer. This probably indicates the foot of the original staircase to the
solar. The staircase has been renewed in the same position.
The chimney was inserted at the lower end of the original hall, and the joists supporting the upper
floor are inserted into a new cross beam with a trimmer above the fireplace. The cross beam at this
end of the hall is also moulded, but largely obscured by the later chimney. Within the service end, the
spine beam is chamfered with simple stops, and the third joist, 5 ft. behind CC’, shows mortises for
laths, a post, and a long mortise possibly for a door-head (Fig. 7/41, above, centre). Of interest also, is
that what was evidently a plastered wall, is in line with the present door and porch, suggesting that
this was also the original entry to the house, and that there may have been a cross-passage behind
the decorated cross-beam. The door-case inserted into the screen at the upper end of the hall (BB’),
may have come from this position, with the stair serving the upper floor within the north corner of
CD. The cross beam at the service end is commonly plain, but here it was evidently moulded, and this
is reminiscent of Sands, where the beam in front
of the cross passage is identical with the moulded
dais beam.
Barn
A threshing barn, situated on the north side of
the house, consists of three equal bays of 10 ft.
by 16 ft. across, and is weather-boarded. The roof
is half hipped, with plain tiles, and supported by
through purlins scarfed in the central bay, borne
on the collars, and with wind-braces and straight
struts on each side of the central bay. The high
door is on the north side, providing a clearance of
13 ft. The lintel of the low door has nicely carved
brackets. Not all the details could be seen owing
to storage. Outshots added later, are not shown
in the plan (Fig. 7/42). A well-built barn, possibly
dating from the17th C.
Geerings

Fig. 7/42 Lower Chickens, barn

Geerings, spelt as Gearings on the Tithe Map, and formerly known as Thatchers, was repaired and
extended in the 1930’s, and was examined in 1977. The farmhouse is approached by a track on the
west side of the A 24, at the top of Little London hill, which also serves a pair of timber-framed
cottages, also restored, with half-hipped roofs and probably dating from the late 17th C. Geerings was
formerly an extensive farm with barns and other outbuildings.
The original house was of three bays, AB, 10 ft., BC, 15 ft. 6 in., and CD, 14 ft. 4 in., by 17 ft. 6 in. across.
The central bay (BC) was an open hall, bay AB the parlour, and CD the service end. The roof was of the
crown post and collar purlin type, with fully hipped ends with gablets. The roof, however, has been
rebuilt and, since a later, timber-framed wing was added on the north side (A’G), the gable end (AA’)
appears half-hipped, the north wing, while in line with AA’ was 13 ft. 6 in. across is not, therefore, in line
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with BB’ (see plan in Fig. 7/43). However, most of
the rafters of the hall house are original, and only
those over the hall are smoked, confirming that
the roof had end gablets, which acted as smoke
holes. Parts of the house have stone roofs, laid
in the 1930’s, but the extensive additions made
at that time, are tiled. The front of the house,
on the south side, has been replaced with brick,
probably in the 19th C. with weather-boarding or
tile hanging above, while the modern extensions
using old timbers in keeping with older parts of
the house. Sufficient timbers remain in the upper
floors to indicate that the walls were box-framed.
The principal posts are 10 x 10 in., and the few
original ones which survive (such as C’) have
simple jowls with curved down-braces to the
cross beams at first floor level. The ties at each
end of the hall are cambered supporting plain
crown posts. At the parlour end (BB,) the tie is 14
in. deep in the centre, tapering to 10 in. at the tips,
the down braces are curved and single pegged

Fig. 7/43 Geerings. Top, left, plan, right, BB’, note inserted
side purlins and struts (hatched), dais beam supporting joists
for upper inserted floor. Middle, left, note upper part of
original hall window, right, moulding of dais beam. Bottom,
left, CC’, note inserted spine beam (for CX) on original cross
beam, with peg-holes for studs below, right, DD’, note position
of original window, and rearranged timbers.

to the crown post and tie, with curved braces to
the collar purlin, as they are also at the service
end (Fig. 7/44). The tie BB’ is undecorated on
the hall side, but is flat-chamfered with shallow
stops and arrowhead fillets on the solar side.
The collar purlin is, however, chamfered over the
hall. The dais beam is nicely moulded, but not
castellated, and mutilated at the lower edge, with
mortises for studs removed and indicating a door
against B’ (Fig. 7/43, centre right). On the north
side of the hall, the soffit of the wall plate has
square turned mortises indicating the upper part
of a hall window, framed on one side by X (Fig.
7/43, centre left), probably extended beneath to
provide a square window, of approximately 7ft.,
and probably repeated on the south side, which
has been completely replaced with brick, so that
this must remain conjectural.
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Fig. 7/44 Geerings. Above, section of original house, note
the rebuilt end hips, and position of the originals. Below,
present appearance, note the position of original door, and the
modern oriel window beside the end chimney,

Photographs taken in the 1930’s before restoration, show that the main front door opened into the
hall at the lower end (XC) with a corresponding door, which remains on the north side, opening into
what was then an outshot, which now leads to a staircase giving access to the inserted upper floors of
the north wing and the original house. The central chimney was built within the service bay providing
a fireplace on the hall side, probably built around 1600. The fireplace in the upper room was added
later opening into the flue on that side, while an end chimney was built in the 1930’s, since removed.
The north wing was presumably added some time after the insertion of the central chimney and
ceiling over of the hall. The wing consists of two bays, EF, 4 ft. 6 in., and FG, 10 ft. 6 in., by 13 ft. 6 in.
across. The roof has through side purlins without wind-braces, with queen posts at the gable end,
and is stone-covered. The principal posts are 8 in. square, the walls rather irregular, but basically
square-paneled, with an end chimney. Although
the walls are now bricked up at ground floor
level, timbering remains above (Fig. 7/45).
All the present casement windows are of the same
pattern, with ‘Georgian’ leaded lights, mostly in
threes, with a top opener in the centre, and date
from the 1930’s. The front of the original house
was on the west side, but the orientation of the
house was changed, so that the front of the house
faces east, and the front door is in the modern
extension. The timbers showing in the upper
storey at the north end have, therefore, been
inserted to give character in keeping with the
house’s history.
Farm buildings
Close to the house there was a cow-house, and
from photographs taken before work commenced
in the 1930’s, this had four bays of 10 ft., by 12ft.
across. Two bays were retained and adapted for
garden use. They have the usual roof pattern with
tiles and through purlins supported by straight
struts to the ties at each bay division.

Fig. 7/45 Geerings. Above, left, AA’, note some of the original
timbering, left, E’G’, note timbering and relationship with
original house. Below, present appearance of front of the
house, note position of main door, and the re-used timbers at
east corner.

There is also a well-made cart shed in front of the house, conveniently situated with regard to the
track to the highway. The walls are entirely of stone, 1ft. 8 in. thick, with two equal bays of 10 ft. by 17
ft. across. The central tie is cambered, and is 9 in. x 10 in. at the centre, with queen posts to a cambered
collar above. A similar pattern is shown at each gable end, but the posts and ties are straight. The
rafters are double-pegged to the butt purlins, and halved and pegged at the top, with short ashlar
pieces to the top of the stone wall. The roof has a pitch of 45˚. There is a carpenter’s mark of 1761 on
the central tie. There is a semicircular arch, now blocked, on the south wall. This could have served as
an opening to wash out the floor. Also, in photographs of the 1930’s, there was an outside stair to the
loft above. It could have housed both pony and trap. In 1977, it was being used as a garage.
There is also a large barn, just to the southwest of the house on the east side of the track leading down
and over Andrews Gill, to join that of Cidermill Farm onto Threestile Road. This was not examined for
it was, at the time, completely filled with hay, and as all the walls were weather-boarded, structural
details could not be seen.
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Cox Farm
Cox Farm, variously spelt, but called Hillside
Farm (referring to Little London Hill), on recent
large-scale maps, the name Cox is, nevertheless,
used in fields No’s 989-993 on the Tithe Map. The
house is reached by a lane on the east side of the
A24, almost opposite to that serving Geerings,
and occupies Plot 981. It is not there named, but
is described simply as a “homestead, garden and
lane”. The farmyard looks accurately drawn and
includes a number of farm buildings. It was an
extensive farm at that time, stretching from the
highway to Boldings Brook, and southwards to Fig. 7/46 Cox Farm. Front of the house, facing west.
Andrews Farm. At its sale in 1965, the disposition Photograph taken in 1967.
of the farm buildings was, however, different. It
was examined in 1967.
The house presents a striking appearance with a west-wing with a jettyed gable, with intricately
carved bargeboards (Fig.7/46). The interpretation of the whole building, however, is an architectural
conundrum.
The west wing appears to consist of three bays, AB/BC/CD, of 7 ft. 3 in by 17 ft. across, the end gable,
AA’, jettyed-out by 3ft. 3in., the decorated tips of the wall-plates supported by elaborately moulded and
carved, brackets. The end tie is straight and square above the double row of windows, which together
with the four windows at ground level, form a two-storey bay, bricked up between, and provided with
one window on each side (Fig. 7/47). A further three windows light the attic. All have diamond-leaded
lights, as are those of other parts of the house. The walls are of the box-frame type, and remarkably
regular, the west gable
end
having
struts
above the loft window,
concealing the buttpurlins
supporting
the roof. The carved
bargeboards are joined
at the top, with a carved
and pierced drop in the
centre. The roof has
a 45˚ pitch and, like
the rest of the house
is covered with stone.
The bricks under the
first floor bay are 2 x
8 x 4 in., and laid in
stretcher bond, while
those at ground level
are modern, and laid
in English bond. Some
Fig. 7/47 Cox Farm. Details of the north wing. Top, left, plan, right, additional post support
changes have been
for the ‘tie’ against post B, with details of moulding. Below, left, details of the western gable,
made to this part of the
showing pierced ‘drop’, centre. Detail of decoration along lower edge of ‘tie’, and wall plate and
house, for example a
bracket, right, west wing showing central bay window.
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doorway now blocked up, and the ground floor bays AB/BC have a shallow void under floor-boards
with two stone steps adjacent to C’. Perhaps this was to accommodate a tall piece of furniture, or
even an organ. Houses either built or adapted for weaving, reserved the ground floor for residential
use, with workrooms above, partly for better light. The cross-wing has been regarded as having
been built in late Elizabethan times, perhaps around 1600. On retrospect, this is questionable, for
the following reasons. 1. A weaver’s house in an isolated possition, is unusual. Most are associated
within a village. 2. The ‘T-shaped’ window at first floor level forming a bay extended to the ground
floor is also unusual. Although the ‘Weavers Hall’ in Biddenden, (Kent), looks superficially similar,
these are not bay windows but oriels, resembling those in the high street and were probably built at
the same time. At Cox farm there was no need for this, as the gable faces west. 3. The timber-framing
is unconventional, the joists supporting the first floor are at right-angles to their usual direction,
with additional decorated posts under the tie, and at ground level, under the cross beam supporting
the floor joists. These cross beams are also decorated (Fig. 7/47, top left). The ties are square, as
are the wall plates. 4. The decorations are in very good condition, and do not show weathering
as one might expect if made around 1600, and subjected to 400 years of exposure. Furthermore,
a farmer at that time who needed to take advantage of weaving as a livelihood, would be unlikely
to commission such detailed decoration, for their would be no passers- by to impress. There are,
therefore, two possible interpretations. First, that the cross wing does indeed date from around
1600, but was largely rebuilt and decorated when the rest of the house was replaced, perhaps in
the late 19th or 20th C. Secondly, that the original farmhouse was completely replaced, and built
to appear as a particularly handsome late Elizabethan house in the local vernacular style. In either
case there would be local timber and stone available. The farmhouse there in 1840 would have
been timber-framed, in addition to barns, which would no longer be needed providing a source of
suitable timbers.
Documentary evidence may elucidate the problem. If the second option were found to be correct, the
house remains remarkable. For example, note the chimney at the south end of the house (Fig.7/46).
It is external, shouldered, and the stack turned
diagonally above the ridge with drip-courses on
all sides, and has a simple top.
Durfold Manor
Also known as Darvals, and is so named on the
Tithe Map. The ‘homestead’ is in Plot 444, with
orchards in Plots 443 and 445, and is shown
having a number of farm buildings close to the
house, reached by a lane from the west side of the
A24, on which a lodge was built later on its north
side, probably in the 20th C. The farm extended
westwards to Mayes Lane, where there is a house
referred to as Durfold Barn on recent large scale
maps, but this house is relatively modern and
perhaps derived its name when the former field it
partly occupies, may have had a field barn, though
none is shown on the Tithe Map. On the west side
of the house was a large barn, now converted for
residential use, while the original farmhouse, has
been divided to provide two residences. Both
the barn and the house were examined in 1979,
Fig. 7/48 Durfold Manor
before these conversions were made.
Above, plan, below, south front, with some roof details.
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The original house has been much reconstructed
and extended on various occasions, but contains
a medieval hall house, later ceiled over with
the insertion of a chimney in the service bay.
Evidence of a hall window remains, as well
as the doorhead to the parlour, though that
end of the house has been replaced by a later
cross wing. The service end was also replaced
later, by a relatively modern extension. Much
of the timber-framing is concealed externally
by white weatherboarding and brickwork,
but sufficient is revealed internally to enable
reconstruction of the original and its early cross
wing. The roofs have ben largely reconstructed,
and while generally with a pitch of 45˚, are now
tiled (Fig.’7/48).
The remaining bays of the hall are BC, 10 ft., CD,
7 ft., by 18 ft. across. The inserted chimney may
occupy the whole of the service bay, which is 8
ft. 6 in., in length and abuts a modern extension
with a higher ridge. However, the wall plate is
Fig. 7/49 Durfold Manor Above, left, north front, showing
halved alongside the chimney, and has been cut
position of hall window, right, DD’ showing fireplace on hall
side, and modification of roof support. Below, left, BB’ showing in line with the extension. Since the inserted
dais beam, and parlour door-head, with details in centre-right,
chimney provided fireplaces on each side, the
CC’. Note curved down braces from crown post , with inserted
service end must have extended into the area
beam, as in BB’.
later rebuilt. What the length of the original
service bay was, however, must remain speculative. The parlour end, however, could have been 17 ft.
6 in. in length, coinciding with the width of the cross wing, though this must also remain speculative,
especially as the roof has been reconstructed (Fig. 7/48). Nevertheless, there are collar purlins and
crown posts above the hall. The crown posts above BB’ and CC’, are plain, though the tie CC’ across
the hall, although undecorated, is nicely cambered. Post C’ is chamfered and shows a ledge, possibly
to support part of the hall window, the position of which is suggested by the chamfer and stops on
the lower edge of the wallplate (B’C’). The dais beam is partly concealed between later floors, and
only 3 in. may be seen in an upstairs room showing that it was castellated, and reminiscent of that in
Salmons (Fig. 7/ 49). The wall beneath was probably plastered. The tie (BB’) is also chamfered with
stops and fillets at each end, on the hall side. The joists inserted into the spine beam (BD) supporting
the upper floor have simple chamfers, fillets and stops.
The cross wing consists of two unequal bays, FG, 16 ft., and GH, 11 ft., by 15 ft. across. The roof could
not be examined in detail, but is obviously of the side purlin type, and while, as in the original part of
the house, much of the timber-framing is concealed by white weather-boarding, the walls are clearly
box-framed, and internally, the heavy scantling and quality of the timbering which is visible, suggests
that the wing was added perhaps in the mid 16th C. The front gable (FF’) facing south, shows what
was probably a series of windows, providing the T-shaped array typically for weaving, and this might
explain why the cross wing was built. The windows had nicely carved mullions, the central three
having been rebuilt at a lower level. There is also evidence of a similar window in the north gable
(HH’), (Fig. 7/50 and 51). A doglegged staircase built in the northeast corner (B’H’), linked the two
parts of the house.
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Fig. 7/50 Durfold Manor. West wing. Above, left, F’F
showing likely ‘weavers window’ in upper floor, with details
under, right, GG’ showing timbering in upper floor.
Below, right, HH’ with staircase, and cat-slide extension H’J.

Barn

Fig. 7/51 Durfold Manor. Above, west side of west wing,
showing remaining post G and framing. Below, north side
of original house D’C’, and of the west wing, showing wall
timbering. Note scotch marks on both posts.

This was a threshing barn and probably originally of three bays, each of 10 ft. by 20 ft. across, the
centre bay having high and low doors. Not all the details could be seen, but the barn had evidently been
extended at both ends, two further bays, FG, GH, also of 10ft. being added at the southern end, and a
longer bay, AB of 12 ft. 6 in. at the northern end. To this was added at right, angles, a range of cowsheds,
with a larger building at
the western end, which
may have served as a
cart-shed (Fig. 7/52).
The
two
southern
bays (FG, GH) look as
if they were added at
different times, and
are separately framed,
the tie on EE’ having
been moved onto the
adjacent posts FF’. Also
GG’ has a central post,
now cut, suggesting a
previous end wall. This
suggestion is supported
by the separate wall
plates. The end bay Fig. 7/52 Durfold Manor. Barn Left, plan. Above, left, CC’ , right, GG’, showing centre post.
(GH), had a series of four Below, barn from the east side. Note, posts E’F’, and cuts in wall plate, indicating extensions,
stalls with iron rings for and seating in posts C’D’ for a screen to assist winnowing.
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halters, and from their dimensions, were probably
for oxen. The roof was half-hipped at both ends
with through purlins and wind-braces, and may
have been rebuilt after all these additions had
been made. The gables, and walls are studded,
the end gables with five studs between the collar
and tie, the central stud in line with a centre post
below, with mid rails with straight braces to each
corner post. This pattern is followed along the
sides, which were covered with tarred weatherboarding, some of which was of oak. The original
barn may date from the late 16th C.
Shiremark Farm

Fig. 7/53 Shiremark Farm. The mill and mill-house. Copy
of an old postcard of unknown provenance, probably dating
from early 20th C.

As the name implies, the farm is on the Surrey border, the farmhouse and outbuildings being on the
west side of the A24. A windmill, technically just over the border, was a landmark, and at 334 ft. on the
highest point in the parish. The miller’s house apparently straddled the border, for on the Tithe Map,
Little Mill field, Plot 376, is described as having “part of a cottage” (Fig. 7/53). An earlier post mill,
belonging to the Manor of Dorking, was replaced by a smock mill in 1774, which was still working in
the 1930’s, but had become ruinous thirty years later. It was run by the Stone family, who farmed both
in Capel, and at Stone Farm, on the north side of Marches Road. By 1840 the farmhouse, on Plot 378,
was described as “two cottages and gardens”, as shown by the two doors at the front of the house.
The farmhouse had fallen into some disrepair by
1967, when both the house and the outbuildings
were examined.

Fig. 7/54 Shiremark Farm. Top, left, plan, right, DD’. Note
decorated post under spinebeam. Middle, left, BB’. Note
evidence of screen and door to parlour, right, CC’. Bottom,
south aspect of house. Note remaining crown post.
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The original house was clearly a medieval hall
house, possibly of four bays, AB, BC, 10ft., CD, 14
ft., and DE, 8 ft. by 20 ft. across. A considerable
part of the house has been reconstructed at
different times, with reuse of some of the original
timbers. While the roof was of the collar purlin
and crown post type, the collar purlin survives
only within AB/BC, with the one surviving crown
post on BB’. Much of the roof is now supported by
side purlins, and is tiled. Most of the posts have
been cut and bear on brickwork, but post C is
visible at the front of the house, supporting the
wallplate. At the north end (DE), the framing has
been turned at right angles in relation to the axis
of a cross wing, added later (Fig. 7/54). Halls in
houses of this size were often roughly square, and
a chimney inserted later within the hall would be
built towards the service end to provide a fireplace
on each side. The rafters were heavily smoked
within BC/CD. This implies that the framing
between CD has been changed in relation to the
building of the cross wing, obliterating an original
bay within CD, with the further implication that
the original house probably did extend to EE’, and

that it consisted of four bays. The lengths of CD
and DE must remain in doubt, and while tie DD’
may be original, it may not necessarily be in its
original position. One side of the ceiling of the
parlour (AB), looks original, with a 10 in. square
spine beam with 1 in. flat chamfers bearing plain
5 x 7 in. joists, one of which has mortises for studs
removed, which might indicate a stair to the solar
above. The spine beam of the inserted ceiling
in CD, is 12 in. square, with 4.5 in. flat chamfers
with hollow drawn stops and fillets leaving a 4.5
in. soffit, the joists are 4 in. wide, with 1.5 in. flat
chamfers, and are pegged to the spine beam, the
top of which is at floor level of the room above.
While the ridge of the roof of the cross wing joins
the rebuilt roof of the original house, the eaves
are higher, so that rain drains down the valley
into the gutter of the original house on that
side (Fig. 7/55).
It is difficult to assign dates to the different parts Fig. 7/55 Shiremark Farm. Above, north side of the house,
of the house. As it had become two cottages by showing wing. Below, barn with cowshed on northeast corner.
1840, it may be that most of the reconstruction Photographs taken in 1967.
was done in the late 19th or the early 20th C. and
after the mill was rebuilt, and the owner decided
to repair what had by then become a redundant
farmhouse.
Barn
This was a well-constructed threshing barn of five
bays, the two bays on each side of 8 ft., the central
bay of 12 ft. by 20 ft. across. The roof is of through
purlin and wind-brace type, with a 45˚ pitch, and
stone covered on the east side, replaced by tiles
on the other side. The rafters are evenly tapered
towards the top, each pegged to the side purlins,
which are supported by curved down windbraces to each principal rafter. The walls have mid
rails with studs above and below with fine curved
up-braces from alternate posts to the wallplate.
In the central bay, there is only one up-brace on
the low door side. There are similar braces at the
gable ends, from each post to the tie. The barn
was clad in tarred weather-boarding and, on the
east side, showed a small pitch door above and
an access door below within F’E’, showing a later
change of use. The barn may date from the late
16th C., but could be later (Fig. 7/56).
Fig. 7/56 Shiremark Farm. Barn.
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Two ranges of cowsheds extended from each end
of the barn on the east side, that on the southern
corner in line with the gable end, while that on
the north end was built in front of the barn. These
consisted of three bays of 10 ft. by 10 ft. across,
with straight struts from each tie supporting the
side purlins, the roof being covered with tiles.
The cowsheds may date from the late 18th or
early 19th C.
Brookhouse Farm
The farmhouse is on the south side of Marches
Road close to the junction with the A24 in
Kingsfold, and the house is so named on the
Tithe map, on Plot 408, with farm buildings on
adjacent plots. The house and the main barn were
examined in 1983 (Fig.7/57).
The house originally had four bays, AB and BC,
10 ft., CD 6 ft., and DE, 14 ft., by 17 ft. 6 in. across.
The roof was of crown post and collar purlin
type, and is covered in stone, but the roof has
Fig. 7/57 Brookhouse Farm. Above, view of south front,
been reconstructed, and the later timber-framed
below, view of wing. Photographs taken in 1983.
addition is a sympathetic extension of the roof
with a gablet at the eastern end, which does not mark that end of the original house (Fig. 7/58). The
upper collar marking the western end also remains, but the rafters at that end have been removed,
and the collar purlin is taken up on a beam bearing on the two valley boards and a vertical post on the
cross wing a later timber-framed addition. A chimney was inserted on the southern side of the service
bay (DE), with a spine beam inserted into the dais beam (BB’), and on one side and above the fireplace
bressumer at the other
(DD’). The spine beam
has 2.5 in. chamfers
with 4 in. rolled fillets
and stops, bearing 6
in. joists at 18 -19 in.
centres. The parlour
ceiling (AB), appears to
be mostly original, and
has a central trimmer
suggesting the position
of the stair to the solar.
The moulded dais beam
is partly concealed, and
only the lower 6 in. may
be seen. The spacing of
the peg-holes suggest
a plastered panel wall
beneath, and also a 10
in. doorpost framing Fig. 7/58 Brookhouse Farm. Top, left, roof framing of original house and cross wing, right,
plan, below, section showing fully hipped gable ends and integration of cross wing. Note
the parlour door with moulding of the lower part of dais beam.
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an arched doorhead
against post B, plastered
over on the hall side.
The hall arch (BB’) has a
12 in. slightly cambered
tie with a plain 2 in.
chamfer carried down
the curved braces, only
one of which remains
(Fig. 7/60). Evidence
of what might be part
of the original hall
window, is indicated by
mortises in the soffit
of the wallplate, C’D’
(Fig.7/59).
The cross wing is in line
with the original house
on the south side, but
projects 4 ft. on the front
of the house, facing the
road (Fig.7/58). All the
crown posts and braces
Fig. 7/59 Brookhouse Farm. Upper, north side. Note position of front door, and curled brace remain, but the ceiling
of the upper floor is
above. Below,south side. Note details of part of probable hall window.
supported by a series of
longitudinal beams inserted into the crown posts
below their braces to the ties beneath. The wing
consists of two bays, XY, 8 ft., and YZ, 13 ft. 6 in.,
by 15 ft. across. The framing is largely concealed,
or replaced with brick, and plastered over inside,
but what can be seen suggests that the walls
were of the box-frame type and partly bricknogged. The roof has side purlins, supported by
queen posts at the gable ends, and is without
wind-braces. The later chimney which emerges
on the south side near the dormer window, was
provided with a bread oven, suggesting that the
old usage was reversed, the original parlour end
serving as a kitchen, while the cross wing was
built to provide more living rooms.
Barn

Fig. 7/60 Brookhouse Farm. Bay-divisions of original house.
Above, left, note inserted beam. Below, braces to crown post,
decorated tie and remaining brace of hall arch. Below, right,
note position of parlour doorway.

The main surviving barn, close to the road,
originally had three slightly unequal bays, the
central bay of only 10 ft., while others were
12ft. 6 in., and 11 ft., by 20 ft. across. The central
bay appears to have high doors on both sides,
providing a clearance of 11 ft. 6 in. The roof is of
123

butt-purlin type, the purlins double-pegged to the principal rafters with a roof pitch of 52˚, and tile
covered. The eastern gable end is studded, with three studs above, and five below the collar. The main
posts have curved braces to the ties, and the sides are also studded, the ce ntre posts with curved
down-braces from each post to the cross rails. The western gable has been removed in relation to the
addition of a further bay of 12 ft. This also has side purlins linked by two equidistant collars within
the bay, which has an upper floor. A well-built barn dating, perhaps, from the 18th C., the additional
bay being added later in the same century.
Tickfold Farm
The farm is reached by a track from the north side of the junction of Marches Road with the A 24 at
Kingsfold. The house and a series of farm buildings occupy Plots 403 and 404 on the Tithe map and
are so named. A. F. Hughes includes a short entry on the farmhouse (loc. cit.). The house has been
much rebuilt in brick, retaining a stone roof and with simple gable ends, but there are remnants of
timber framing., dropped ties indicating extension of the living space to the attic. Footings were also
found to the north end of the house.
The farm buildings were examined in1985, and briefly again, in preparation for a visit by the Vernacular
Architecture Group, in 1999. By then, while these buildings had been preserved, they were being used
for other purposes, Tickfold still being an active farm and requiring more modern structures. These
are not shown in the sketch plan (Fig. 7/61).
Barn A
This was a three bay threshing barn, AB, and CD, 14 ft., and the central bay 10 ft. 6 in. by 21 ft. 4 in.
across. The tiled roof is of the crown post and collar purlin type and fully hipped, but now provided
with simple gable ends. The crown posts have curved braces to the collar purlin, but only one, on
alternate sides of the ties of the central bay (BC). The high door was on the north side, with a lintel
with 1 ft. posts below the scarfed wall-plate above, and providing a
12 ft. clearance, the low door having the usual longer straight struts between wallplate and lintel.
Externally weather-boarded, an outshot with a cat-slide roof had been added later
Barn B
This was another three bay threshing barn, AB, and CD, 12 ft., and central bay, BC 10 ft.9in. by 20 ft.
across, also tiled and weather-boarded, some boards at the southern end being of oak, and possibly
original. The roof is of the queen post and through purlin type, without wind-braces, but with curved
down braces supporting the purlins to the ties of the central bay (BB’/CC’), which have straight braces
double-pegged to the posts, and the high door providing a clearance of only 9 ft.
Granary
The Granary consisted of three bays, AB, CD, of 11 ft., and a central bay (BC), of 10 ft. by 20 ft. across.
Although this was recently used as a granary with cart-sheds beneath, from its dimensions it is
possible that it was initially another threshing barn. Tiled and with through side purlins and queen
posts and half-hipped gable ends, with straight wind- braces on both sides and ends. The slightly
cambered ties are supported by posts of 12 x 12 in. and by 12 x 3 in. curved braces, with straight
struts above clasping the purlins. An outshot with a catslide roof on the west side, was added later,
and is supported by a brick wall. The building is now floored over to provide an upper floor, with
grain bins, and accessed by a door on the south side. Before the outshot was added, the cart sheds
may have been arranged to open on the long side, as at Westons.
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Fig. 7/61 Tickfold Farm. Top, left, house. Note two vertical posts to right of building, and the stable to the left of the entrance.
Right, plan. Middle, left, barn B, right, barn A. Lower, left, stable, right, granary. Photographs taken in 1985.

Stable
A square building, externally weather-boarded, consisting of two equal bays and a width of 19 ft.
6in., the tiled roof with through side purlins, half-hipped with straight wind-braces, and with straight
braces from the corner posts to the tie at the simple gable end. The posts of the bay division have curved
braces to the tie. The attic is floored over, and presumably acted as a hayloft, with accommodation for
a pair of horses, beneath with access from the east side.
Marches Farm (Marches Cottage)
Marches Farm occupies Plot No. 306 on the Tithe Map and is described as “a homestead, orchard
and garden.” The map shows an L-shaped building with farm buildings to the north and a threshing
barn close to the house to the east. All these buildings are on the north side of Marches Road, close
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to the junction with Mayes Lane, which continues
northwards, and known locally as ‘smugglers
lane’, forming the most northerly part of Wapple
Way leading to Dorking. In 1840, the farm was
quite extensive, with fields adjoining those of
Tickfold Farm to the east, and Stone Farm and
Denne Farm to the west.
The site of the house is not ideal, for the land
slopes down to the brook to the north. In the
days of the Milk Marketing Board, following the
Second World War, there was a wooden platform
on Marches Road for milk churns, as elsewhere,
but long since gone. Both the barn and part of the
cowsheds have been converted for domestic use,
and these are described in Chapter 9.

Fig. 7/62 Marches Farm (Marches Cottage). Upper, front
of the house. Lower, northeastern aspect. Note the shallow
roofed ground floor extensions. Note also, the nearby barn,
previously converted for residential use. Photographs taken in
2012.

The front of the house presents a Georgianised
appearance, with symmetrically placed windows
at ground and first floor levels, and a central
door with a Victorian porch, whitewashed
rendered walls, a tiled roof with simple gable
ends, measuring 33 ft., by 14 ft. across. The
window frames are recent replacements. The
house was examined in 2012, and again in 2013
after extensive renovation when the roof was
retiled with three lozenges of rounds, providing
a decorative effect, and a brick porch to provide
an external door. The photographs shown in
Fig.7/62 were taken before these improvements
were made.

The roof has a 45˚ pitch, and is constructed with three equal bays of 11 ft., with through purlins
supported by queen posts at each gable end, with straight struts and clasped collars at the two
intermediate bay divisions. The rafters are taken up on a wall plate resting on a 9 in. supporting brick
wall. There is a northern extension, or bay, of 9 ft. by 17 ft. across, and its gable end is also queen
posted, concealed externally by waney-edged elm boarding, now replaced with hung tiles. Below
the tie the wall is nicely framed, the timbering being taken up on a wallplate bearing on brickwork
extending 6 ft. above ground level. The square panels above are nogged with horizontally laid bricks
(Fig. 7/ 63). The brickwork on the west side of the house is of good quality with random blue headers.
Accommodation has been increased by further extension of the ground floor on the west and north
sides provided with a shallow tiled roof, extended as an outside shelter on the north side. Because of
the sloping site, there are steps down from the front part of the house to these northern extensions.
The roof timbers are of variable quality, suggesting a rough cobbling together of old and new to provide,
nevertheless, a sound structure. Internally the joists supporting the upper floors are replacements,
but some may be from earlier structures. In bay AB there is a ceiling beam with large square mortises
for window mullions likely to have come from a medieval house.
If the shape of the house shown on the Tithe Map does correspond with the present house, then the
single bay northern wing was in place before 1840, and it is possible that the brick walls replace earlier
126

timber-framing.
The
main chimney emerges
from the north side of
the ridge, and has been
extended, for in the
roof void there are drip
courses of 2 in. x 8-9
in. handmade bricks,
as there are beneath,
suggesting that the
former ridge was 2 ft.
lower. In the main living
room there is a large
fireplace with an 8 in.
bressumer,
evidently
for cooking. There is
a second bressumer, 1
ft. below it, suggesting
that at a later date an
iron grate was installed
for warming the room, Fig. 7/63 Marches Farm (Marches Cottage) Above, plan. Centre, plan of possible original
and the upper part was dwelling with ground floor below, and upper floor, above. Right, southern elevation. Note
plastered over, but later purlin halved in central bay. Below, left, western elevation, right, northern elevation, showing
bay and modern addition.
removed, leaving both
bressumers exposed. This was, perhaps, done in the 1920’s or 1930’s. It is possible, therefore, that
the earliest house on the site was a very simple building with a ground floor living room of 12 x14
ft. A staircase to an unheated upper floor would most likely have been in the southeastern corner.
Extension of the house to the west enabled a new staircase to be built, serving both the original
parts of the house and the north wing by steps up or down from the top landing. The supports of this
staircase may be original, but the treads appear to have been widened. The western extension has an
external chimney, perhaps added later, now serving fireplaces at both floor levels, but the brickwork
suggests that the fireplace on the upper floor was added later.
It would appear that a very simple house, possibly dating from the 18th C., was extended to the west,
and north, and certainly well after this, that the ground floor extensions were added in the 20thC. The
original might have been considered as sufficient for a cowman. It would be interesting to know the
history of the farm, and whether it was originally part of Denne Farm.
Denne Farm
Denne Farm, spelt Den on the Tithe Map, occupies Plot 268, and is described as “house and
homestead”, with Plot 271 on the south side being an orchard, and 272 described as a “pond garden”.
Farm buildings occupy much of the ground on the north side, being approached by a lane from the
A 29, which continues eastwards to join ‘smugglers lane’ alongside Marches Farm. The house and
farm buildings were examined in 1980. The house was evidently of importance, and has many early
features. A. F. Hughes also examined the house in some detail in the later 1980’s. She suggests from
her historical researches, that the house may represent the ‘Manor of Denne in Warnham’, possibly
associated with Denne Manor in Horsham, all part of Washington Manor, and that the house may date
from the mid 14th C. It is interesting that the field just to the northwest of the house is still called
‘moat field’ (Plot 270), suggesting that this may have been the site for an earlier house.
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The house has a collar
purlin and crown post
roof, with a 45˚ pitch,
and is now tiled on
the north side, but
stone covered on the
south side. Though
substantially
rebuilt,
the original house was
of at least five bays, and
probably six: AB, BC, 17
ft., CD, 14 ft., DE, 8 ft.6
in., EF, 10 ft., and EG,
13 ft., by 18 ft. across
(Fig.7/64). The walls
were apparently of box
frame type, and while
now largely covered
by later brickwork and Fig. 7/64 Denne Farm. Above, plan. Below, south elevation.
tile hanging on the
south side, and also on
the north side, and is
notable for the heavy
scantling of the older
timbers. The wallplates
are 16 ft. above the
soles, which are 10 x 12
in. The principal posts
of the central hall truss
are 10 x13 in., and are
moulded from the base,
and obviously carried Fig, 7/65 Denne Farm. North elevation, and section.
up the braces, now
removed, for the central section of the soffit of the tie is similarly decorated. This tie is 18 in. deep at
the centre, and is slightly cambered. This supports the 4 ft. 6 in. crown post, which is 12 in. square, with
3 in. flat chamfers and stops and originally with ascending curved braces to purlin and collar, which
is similarly moulded (Fig’s. 7/65 and 66). The hall, CD/DE, has been ceiled over with a cross-beam
supported by inserted posts dividing the hall into two equal halves with joists taken up on the dais
beam at one end and on the cross beam of EE’ at the other. Unfortunately most of the dais beam is now
covered. The inserted chimney was built on the south side of the hall. The two more eastern bays EF/FG
have been completely rebuilt, but post F appears to support the original wall-plate, and together with
the fact that the central post with 2.5 in. flat chamfers, has been cut and blocked out beneath the new
wall-plate (GG’), adds credence to the likelihood that GG’ formed the original eastern end of a house of
six bays. There is no evidence for a cross-passage, but the existing front door could be in the original
position. Although the dais beam is covered, the lowest 1 in. runs over what remains of the parlour
doorcase, which reveals half of the doorhead with a delicately carved four-petalled flower and rather
ragged foliage within its spandrel. An inserted bressumer beneath, frames a later oak plank door with
iron strap hinges (Fig.7/65). On the north side of the house within CD, there is a decorated post, which
may have been part of a hall window. The original parlour and solar above, evidently occupied AB, BC,
and when improvements were made, probably in the late 16th C., handsome fireplaces were built of
stone with four-centred arches with spandrels showing sprays of leaves. The chimney serving these
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Fig. 7/66 Denne Farm. Upper, left,west end of house. Note decorated centre-post, middle,
base of post D (hall arch), right, details of parlour door. Lower, left, CC’. Note remaining studs
of screen and position of door. Middle. Note centre post with chamfer and stops, and details of
inserted fireplaces. Right, DD’. Note details of hall arch.

fireplaces emerges on
the south side of the
ridge, thereby avoiding
the
collar
purlin.
Unfortunately
there
was no easy access to
the roof void above in
these end bays. The
windows have stone
mullions and are carved
and, on the south
side, have ingenious
fasteners to the leadedlight openers. On the
north side, the large
5-light window may
mark the position of an
original solar window.
While the walls were
rebuilt in brick, these
are hand-made 2 in.
bricks, and on the
south side there is a
stone
stringcourse
roughly at first-floor
level. The whole wall
rests on a stone plinth
deepening
towards
the west, suggesting
that subsidence had
occurred before around
1600.
Barns

Fig. 7/67 Denne Farm. Farm buildings. Above, 5-bay threshing barn. Middle, left, DD’ of
threshing barn, right, cart shed. Below, left, detail of threshing barn, with post D turned to
show jowl, right, cart shed.

There was a range of
farm buildings to the
north of the house,
and when examined,
included a five bay
threshing barn with a
collar purlin and crown
post roof. This was later
replaced by a modern
structure. Other timberframed
buildings
included a granary, and
a cart shed (Fig.7/67).
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The five bay barn was filled with straw when examined, and was weather- boarded, so some details
could not be seen. The outer bays were 13 ft., the centre bay 12 ft., giving a length of 64 ft. by 24 ft.
across. The collar purlins were supported by braces on each side, but there appeared to be no down
braces to the ties. The low door of the centre bay (CD) was on the south side, the high door on the
north side each with short curved brackets between posts and wallplates. The roof was tiled and with
simple gable ends, but it was not possible to see whether these were original or were added later. In
the centre bay the braces between each post were straight, but these may have been replacements.
These posts were 12 in. square with gently curved jowels. The wall of DE, was divided into four panels,
with curved down-braces from the posts to the cross rail.
The granary is of two bays of 12 ft. by 14 ft. across, the tiled roof with side purlins supported by
straight raking struts, the posts bearing on flat stones on brick piers, and may date from the 19th C.
The cart shed consists of three bays of 10 ft., by 17 ft. across, the tiled roof fully hipped and supported
by side purlins and queen posts on the ties of the centre bay. Posts are about 6 in. square and, as far as
could be seen, have straight up-braces to the wall plates. A well constructed shed, which might date
from the early 19th C.
Woodbarn
Woodbarn is in Plot 317 on the Tithe Map, described as” barn and yard”, on the lane (315) from
Denne Farm to ‘Smugglers Lane’, and opposite a cottage (316), described as a “cottage and garden”.
The barn is well constructed, with ranges of cowsheds at each end, forming the yard. It housed Italian
prisoners during the Second World War, who worked on the farm.
The barn was a threshing barn of five bays, the
two end bays of 10 ft., and the centre bay of 11ft.
6 in., by 18 ft. across. The high door was on the
north side, the low door, as usual, on the yard
side. The high door gave a clearance of about
12 ft. from ground level. There was evidence of
repair work, and it had fallen into some disrepair
when examined in 1980, but much of the frame
was original, and may have dated from the late
18th or early 19th C. The roof, covered with
corrugated iron, had side through purlins with
simple gable ends with queen posts with three
additional posts between, and with up curved
wind-braces. Ties were straight 12 x 8 in. bearing
on wall plates of similar dimensions. The walls
had 8 x 9 in. corner posts, those of the central bay
6 x 13 in., and 8 x 8 in. intermediate posts with
similar cross rails with slightly curved or straight
braces to the main posts, and externally weatherboarded. The wallplates were halved in the centre
bay, but the scarf joints were different, arguably Fig. 7/68 Woodbarn. Above, left, plan with cowsheds, centre,
end bay, right, centre bay with scarf joints of wall plates.
the stronger, above the high door. (Fig.7/68).
Below, south side showing low door.
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Garmans
Garmans occupies Plot 602 on the Tithe Map on
the south side of Marches Road, and curiously
remote, but that was not always so, for it was built
by the side of the road before it was realigned
to improve the connection between the two toll
roads, now the A24 and A29. This is confirmed
by the field boundaries, numbered 302, 594 and
301, 600 on the Tithe Map. No. 599 is described
as an “old lane”, and Garmans, as a “cottage and
garden” (Fig. 7/69). Modern buildings have since
been added close by.
Garmans was examined in 1983. Originally, it
was a timber-framed cottage of two bays later
extensions concealing its original nature. The
bays measured 11 ft. and 8 ft. 3 in. by 13 ft. across.
The tiled roof had a 51˚ pitch supported by single
purlins and queen posts at the gable ends, and by
curved braces from the centre tie. The gable end
(CC’) was half hipped, AA’ having a simple gable
Fig. 7/69 Garmans. Above, view from SW. Below, view from
against the external chimney. The walls were of NE. Photographs taken in 1983.
the box-framed type with straight braces from
the rails at first floor level to each corner post (Fig. 7/70). Much of the frame at ground floor level is
either covered by plaster internally, or replaced with brick. The chimney is of stone with brick quoins
at the base, the stack
wholly of 2 in. bricks
with shoulders, one of
which is of stone. The
brick oven was probably
added later. The large
ground floor fireplace
has an undecorated
bressumer, and ingles
on each side, and is
slightly
off-centre.
There was another
fireplace in the upper
chamber, now plastered
over. The stack is in
two parts, the two pots
perhaps reflecting this
anomaly.
The original cottage
may date from the late
17th or early 18th C.
The various extensions
are relatively modern.
Fig. 7/70 Garmans
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Stone Farm
Once an important farm, and named as such on the Tithe Map, Plot 287, being described simply as a
“homestead “. The Stone family, were also owners of Shiremark Mill, and Bonnets, over the border in
Surrey. Many of the farm buildings, including two substantial barns, a cart shed, and a brick granary
with attached barn and stable, have survived, but the farmhouse has not. Lewis Andre visited the
farmhouse, but did not describe it, though he drew two carved spit-racks above the fireplace, which
are included in his publication of 1886 (loc.cit.). The barns were examined in 1980, before their
conversion into separate dwellings.
The two main barns
were threshing barns
built at right angles,
with the low doors
opening into the yard,
the far side being used
as pigories at that time.
Barn A, was of five bays,
AB/EF, 9 ft.6in., BC/DE,
10 ft., and the centre
bay DC , 11 ft. by 20 ft.
across. The roof had a
pitch of 45˚, and covered
with corrugated iron
in the centre, but
otherwise tiled, and was
supported by through
purlins with curved
Fig. 7/71 Stone Farm. Barns
wind-braces at each
queen posted gable end. The end collars had three posts on the tie with central posts with rails with
straight struts to the posts with curved jowls (Fig. 7/71). The principal posts were 9 x 8 in., but those
of the centre bay were 9 x 10 in. Extra collars had been added in the centre of each bay. The centre bay
(CD) had an original lintel with 2ft. 6 in. studs above, giving a clearance of 10 ft. 6 in. from the floor.
But an additional lintel with studs reduced the clearance to less than 8 ft. The high door provided a
clearance of 12 ft. 6 in. Externally weather-boarded, this barn may date from the early 18th C.
Barn B, was of four bays, the threshing bay (BC) of 11 ft., with AB/CD, 9 ft.6in. and DE, 10 ft. by 19 ft.
6in. across. The tiled roof was of butt-purlin type with wind-braces, the walls with studs and mid rails
with curved down-braces. The principal posts had nicely moulded jowls. Door-hinge pins were still in
place for the original high door. This barn might date from the late 18th or early 19th C.
The Cart shed, was sited on the edge of the road, and was of tree bays of 10 ft. by 17 ft. 6in. across with
a 4 ft.6in.outshot, with catslide roof on the north side. The tiled roof is supported by queen posts and
butt purlins, with braces from the posts to tie, removed on the open side, which gave a clearance of
about 7ft. 6 in.
Northlands Farm
Northlands Farm is now approached by a track off the west side of the A29, just north of the
junction with Marches Road. This track evidently continued to the east, along what is now a footpath
joining Marches Road, and to the west towards Dawes and Butlers Farms, and joining the Roman
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Road near Monks Farm. Much later, access to
Northlands farmhouse was established with a
lodge on entry from the A29 south of Northlands
Corner. These changes were a result of the toll
road improvements at the end of the 18th C.
The farmhouse and farm buildings are clearly
marked, but not named, on the Tithe Map, Plot
224 being described as “homestead and garden”.
Some of the farm buildings survive, but the old
farmhouse, as marked on the Tithe Map has been
demolished and may have been replaced on the
site by what is now described as the cottage, it
too being modernized when the Tudoresque
Fig. 7/72 Northlands Farm. Sketch, 1985
mansion was built, perhaps around 1900. The
house is mentioned here, rather than in Chapter 9, because of its origin and history. It has some
interesting features, including finely scalloped bargeboards on the several gable ends, and two
‘Elizabethan’ chimneys, each with three stacks with appropriate tops and drip-courses. All the walls
are of brick, and the upper floors and gables, have vertical studding, very reminiscent of Harben’s
conversion of Warnham Lodge (Fig.7/72).
The extensive farm
buildings included a
five bay threshing barn,
with a later porch, close
to the house. Originally,
with bays of 10 ft.3 in.
at each end and of 10ft.
5 in. on each side of the
door bay of 12 ft. 5in., by
18 ft. across. The tiled
roof has butt purlins
supported by queen
posts at the simple
gable ends, and slightly
curved
braces
or
straight replacements
from each tie, with
curved
up-braces,
with some straight
replacements from the
principal posts. There
are arch braces from the
posts beneath the ties of
the centre (threshing)
bay. A single bay porch
was added later, to this
centre bay on the north
side, the roof supported
by side purlins, as in the
main part of the barn,
labeled (p) in Fig. 7/73,

Fig. 7/73 Northlands Farm.
Barn. Above, view of barn
showing the high door (right).
Below, views of the porch.
Left, within the porch, with
the main barn on the left.
Right, within the main barn,
with the porch on the left. See
text for details. Photographs
taken in 1985.
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and also an outshot aligned with the two bays on the west with an attached barn and stable. The barn
may well date from the late18th C. while the porch was probably added in the late 19th or 20th C.
The later addition of porches to former threshing barns presents various ways of solving the problem
of maintaining structural stability. Note that in Fig. 7/73, that the ridge of the porch is the same at that
of the barn. Valley boards (vb) take up the sawn-off rafters of both porch and barn, which are nailed to
it. There are thus two boards on each side, at angles to each other all coming together to join a cross
board (cb) under the ridge. The valley boards of the porch (vb), rest on the tops of the posts of the
original barn. Those of the original barn (eb), bear on the wall plates. Although the porch is of only
one bay, it extends for about 16 ft., an extra collar (c) being inserted, over which a rope was passed
to support part of the machinery below, when the photograph was taken. Note also that the rafters in
the porch are also strengthened by a diagonal strut (s), from this extra collar onto the tie beam above
the doors. The barn has since been converted for residential use.
Within the area between Northlands and the
Roman Road, there are, or were, other farms
with interesting barns, which deserve mention,
Whitelands Barn to the northwest, associated
with Ruckmans, and to the west, Scotts Farm and
Dawes Farm, both of which were also reached
by a track past Chatfolds, now only a footpath,
which also extended eastwards past Maltmayes,
to Northlands Road. This track was cut by the
Toll Road forming the A29, from Clemsfold
to Northlands Corner. All these barns were
examined in 1985 (Fig. 7/74).
Dawes Farm buildings occupy Plot 250 on the
Tithe Map, described simply has “house and
garden”, and Plot 251, as “barn and yard”. The barn Fig. 7/74 Dawes, Scotts and Whitelands Farms. Barns: Above
left, Dawes Farm,showing low and high doors. Note that
was a five bay threshing barn, in good condition, above the low doors, the wind brace to the purlin is on the
and particularly interesting in that the floor right, while the upbrace from the post is on the left. Above,
of the threshing bay still had the original stone right, plans of barns cowsheds. Below, left, Scotts Farm, right,
floor. The stones were exceptionally large, and Whitelands. Note that the high doors of both Dawes and
comparable in size with those formerly outside Whitelands open from the yard, since both have ample field
space on both sides.
the west door of St. Mary’s Church in Horsham.
The centre bay while only 10 ft. 7in. gave a clearance of 11 ft. 6 in. on the high side, and 7 ft. 9 in. on
the low side into the yard with cowsheds on each side. Two bays on one side were 13 ft. 6in., and
13ft.9 in., but those on the other side were smaller, being 9 ft.2in. and 8 ft.6 in., providing an overall
length of 55 ft. 6 in., by 19ft.3 in. across. The tiled roof had simple gable ends with through side
purlins and wind braces, and also by curved braces above the doors on the high side, but only one on
the low side. Externally weather-boarded, the sole beams lade on a good 2 ft. stone plinth. A range of
four 10 ft. cowsheds extended from each end to form a yard on the south side. All may date from the
early 18th C.
Scotts Farm buildings occupy Plots 129 of the Tithe Map, described as “homestead”, and 130,
described as “house yard and garden”. This included a five bay barn, probably originally of four bays,
of 7 ft., 12ft. 3 in., 9ft. 8 in., 9 ft.10 in., (threshing bay) and 9.ft.7in., giving a total length of 46 ft. by
21ft.7in., across. The tiled roof had through purlins without wind braces originally, but with long
straight braces added later in each bay, with queen posts at eastern gable end, but also across the last
western bay, suggesting that this end bay was added later. A porch was also built onto the threshing
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bay on the south side, and a range of three cowsheds on the eastern end. A separate range of four
cowsheds was, built at right angles to them. Some large stones remained on the threshing floor, but
others had been removed and were lying in the grass outside. The barn had been much restored,
using some old timbers, perhaps in the 19th C.
Whitelands Barn is so named on the Tithe Map, but Plots 185 and 186 are described together as
“homestead and orchard”, suggesting that there was a separate farm of that name. The plots show
both a house and a group of farm buildings, but only a single barn remains, indicating that it was not
built as an isolated field barn. This was another five bay threshing barn with bays of 10ft.10 in., 11 ft.
(threshing bay), with high doors on the north side, giving a clearance of 11ft. 6 in., the low doors 8ft.6
in., and other bays of 9 ft., 11ft. and 8ft. 6 in., giving an overall length of 50ft. 6in., by 21ft. 6in., across.
The tiled roof was half hipped at each end, with butt purlins and wind braces, and slightly curved
braces from ties to collars. The main posts were 9 in. square, without jowls. Cowsheds were added
on both ends. The range of four on the southeastern corner (later demolished), were attached to the
end bay which had an upper floor of oak boards supported by three oak beams with a small door on
the north side, which may have provided a stall for a pony, with a loft above. Although on a good stone
plinth, this was not a barn of very high quality, but may date from the late 18th C.
Dawes Farm has since acquired modern buildings and has recently united the farms, apart from
Northlands, into a single agricultural unit.
Chatfolds
Chatfolds, marked on the Tithe Map as Chaffields occupies Plot 118, and is described as “house,
yard, and orchard”. Formerly, Ryelands, taking the Saxon name for the river, until it passed to John
Chatfold in the early 14th C., and was visited in 1977. A. F. Hughes examined the house around 1985.
Restorations and extensions were carried out in 1928 -30 after a careful examination by the owner,
who left notes and sketches of the house before the work began. What was immediately apparent
was a two bay hall, of 8 ft .6 in., and 12 ft. 6 in. by 21 ft. across. An original door with a three-centred
arch, with plain spandrels, mortised and pegged to a bressumer above, was echoed by the remains
of a similar door on the other side indicating a cross passage. The roof above had crown posts of an
early type in which the purlin is clasped, and pegged to, and what A. F. Hughes has described as a jowl,
on one side of the crown post. The other posts are also jowled. The crown post over the hall arch is
not elaborately carved, but has broad flat chamfers, providing an octagonal cross-section. The hall
arch had curved braces with short horizontal struts above to the post, with flat chamfers carried over
onto the central part of the tie, that on the north side being a replacement. The position of the cross
passage implies that there must have been a service bay, later replaced by a cross wing, probably
in1610, when the house was sold by the Chatfold family. It follows that the parlour, with solar above
must have been at the other end. The position of the hall window, and part of the window itself, has
survived on the south side. The transome is original with mortises for turned square mullions above
and below, and with holes at either end, which may have been for iron hinges for inner shutters, and
fasteners. The notes left for subsequent interest, included a sketch of the timber framing of the south
side and eastern end of the hall. This shows curved down braces from a centre post under the collar
above the tie, with inverted braces down to each corner post visually continuing those above. This end
wall has a cross beam with centre posts above and below, either being a plain dais beam, which seems
unlikely, or a replacement, with box panels below. A. F. Hughes found evidence of a parlour door at
the southern corner. Obviously, the replacement of the service end, and the parlour end removed any
evidence of an original hipped roof. However, it would be reasonable to assume that there was one,
and if so, then both parlour and service bays would have extended for about 12 ft., resulting in a four
bay building of approximately 45 ft. in length, by 18 ft. across.
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The timber framing on the on the north side, presents some problems, recognized by A. F. Hughes,
who identified a crown posted roof, which originally extended in both directions, and showed no sign
of soot. These very confusing problems might be explained by the use of a dismantled barn, which
was crown posted. The little girl in the photograph (Fig.7/75), maintained that an old barn was used
for extensions, referring not, of course to the cross wing of 1610, but to the north of the house. The
Tithe Map shows a barn close to the house, which had evidently been dismantled, though what look
like the attached cowsheds, converted for garden use, remained in the 1980’s. The sketches of 1928,
also showed a stair turret on the north side, presumably built to access the upper inserted floor of the
original house and the cross wing, including the loft. An external chimney on the outside of the wing,
and an additional fireplace on the ground floor of the wing, accounts for the third flue of the stack,
and built, as was the stair turret, within the original cross passage. In 1977, it was noticed that post
framing the west side of the door to the north, appeared much weathered on one side, suggesting that
it had been turned, which would explain the groove on the other side, which might have housed a bar
to secure the door from the inside.
Fig. 7/75 Chatfolds.
Above right, view of the
south side of the house.
Note that the porch has
diapered brickwork, as on
the ground floor of the cross
wing, with square hung tiles
above. Note also that there is
what looks like a chimney on
the right of the porch, which
has weather boarding, above,
similar to that in front of the
hall, with a modern window
frame. At the far end there
is a well, with large winder
and tip-bucket. Photograph
believed to have been taken
in 1918.
Above left, the side wing,
showing timber framing.
Below, the house from the
southeast, drawn in 1977.

The photograph shown in Fig. 7/75 indicates that in 1917/18, the house was in the condition acquired
by the new owner in 1928, and complying exactly with the footprint of the house on the Tithe Map
of 1840. Apart from the likely date of the cross wing, based on documentary evidence, it is also an
appropriate date for the chimney to have been built, with the ceiling over of the hall. Three-centred
doorways continued to about 1470, but because of the crown posts of the original hall, the building
might date from the early 14th C. or earlier and, by comparison with other buildings outside the
parish, with similar features, A .F. Hughes has suggested that it might well date from the 14th C. More
recently, most of the farm buildings have been swept away.
Charmans
Charmans Farm, as named on the Tithe map, occupies Plot 94, described as “house and garden”, with
the’ homestead’ containing barns and other farm buildings,occupied Plots 92 and 93. The farm was
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reached by a track from Cradles Farm (now known as Rowhook Manor) on Plot 69, on the west side
of the A29, via Bucketts Farm (Plots 36 and 37), which had disappeared by 1960.
In the first decade of the 19th C., the farmhouse was greatly enlarged into a country house, and a
drive was constructed giving direct access from the A 29, with an entrance lodge, built in Plot 110.
The building was examined in 1968. At that time the farm buildings were still being used. Since then,
the Edwardianised house has been further modified and subdivided into several residences, and new
buildings added alongside the original lodge, and along the drive.

Fig. 7/76 Charmans. View from southeast, the original
house in the centre, with inserted chimneystack on the ridge.
Photograph taken in 1968.

Fig. 7/77 Charmans. Plan, showing original house and wing,
with outline of Edwardian extensions. Bottom, right, hall arch
(CC’). Middle, left, wing (GG’). Note chamfer of spine beam.

The enlargement and modernization of the
original farmhouse was considerable, but
remnants of a collar purlin and crown posted room
survive. Externally the original is recognizable by
the central section of the house, with an inserted
chimney with two flues. The numerous wings
on all sides are all Edwardian, nevertheless with
some timbering, and all the roofs being covered
with stone. The walls are mostly of stone at
ground floor level, but with tile hanging above.
Internally, much of the original house is concealed
under plaster, but there is evidence of box-framed
walls and two bays of 12 ft. by 20 ft. across, which
remain. At one end a separately-framed cross
wing of 15 ft. 6 in. may have replaced an earlier
bay, probably at the parlour end, implying that the
original house consisted of four bays, with a hall
of two bays, CC” forming the hall arch (Fig. 7/76).
Commonly, chimneys were inserted towards the
service end, and a centre post in EE’ suggests an
end wall. Both DD’ and CC’ have fine cambered tie
beams, 12 in. deep at the centre. Post C’, with a
simple jowl has a 1.5 in. flat chamfer carried up
the brace and over the tie to which it is secured
by three pegs. Only the base of the crown post is
revealed, so it is not certain whether this is also
decorated. The collar purlin and the up-brace
from the crown post are, however, visible, and are
undecorated. The framing of the wing is separate,
and consists of two bays, FG/GH, both of 11 ft.,
by 15 ft. 6in. across. Bay FG is open to the ridge,
revealing through purlins supported by a collar,
later cut by a door into the attic (Fig. 7/77). The
spine beam supporting the upper floor in bay GF,
has 2 in. flat chamfers with interesting double
filets and stops.
The original house probably dates from the 15th
C. The cross wing may date from around 1600
when the hall was ceiled over, and a chimney
installed.
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Westbrook Hall
Westbrook Hall, named from the West Brook, which joins the river south of the house, is identified
as Mayes Farm, on the Tithe Map occupying Plot 667, together with a group of barns and other
agricultural buildings. Situated on the east side of the A 29, it is approached by a lane, named as a
road on Plot 666 of the Tithe Map, and by a bridge over North River, sadly wrecked by a tank when the
military occupied the house in the Second World War. Formerly known as West House, or West House
Farm, the original farmhouse must have been demolished, for the footprint of the house in 1840
is not dissimilar to the house as it now appears, although substantial changes were made in 1882,
and evidently on further occasions. The house encloses a former timber framed cottage, suggesting
that the original house may have been on a nearby site. The house was examined in 2003. The farm
buildings included a barn of some quality, was examined in 1985. The group of farm buildings, have
now been converted for residential use.
The imposing house has some fine details, elegant windows, with Venetian shutters on the first floor,
a porch with fluted columns, and paneled doors above which is a semi-circular fanlight. The roof of
the house has a nicely dentillated cornice, but the walls are faced by stucco and roughcast.

Fig. 7/78 Westbrook Hall. Cottage

The timber-framed building inside was a simple
cottage of two bays, of approximately 15 ft. 6in.,
and 10 ft. by 18 ft. across. The ground floor level
is bellow that of the present house, since this was
leveled up, and the whole of its roof, has recently
been removed. For such a small cottage with
what appears to be an original staircase serving
an upper floor and the attic, suggests that this
was used for storage, or other uses. This staircase
Cottage and Barn
is housed in a 6 ft. square box in the southwest Fig. 7/79 Westbrook Hall.
Above,
details
of
staircase.
Left
to
right,
top finial and newel
corner of the house (Fig. 7/78), rising 7 ft.4in. to
post, balusters, chamfers and stops on newels between floors,
the upper floor with a ceiling height of 6 ft.10in., arrangement of staircase. Below, left, part of barn showing
into the attic,, implying that it must have had bracing between crown posts and collar purlin, and the
simple gables. It is significant, therefore, that the threshing bay (CD), right, details of post C.
final steps into the attic are 3 ft. from the wallplate,
providing sufficient headroom on the top step (Fig. 7/79). The staircase is separately framed, with a
fine central newel post extending 17 ft. 2 in., and 4.5 in. square, with 1 in. flat chamfers with 1.5 in.
drawn fillets and stops at each floor level, similar to those of the ceiling cross beams, with a nicely
carved finial at the top. The balusters are finely turned, and are identical to those in the Library of St.
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Johns College, Cambridge, which dates from 1628. The staircase is also interesting, for at each level it
has four straight steps followed by spiral steps, so that it is both spiral and dog-legged between each
floor, and providing 24 steps, 3 ft. wide with 6 in. risers into the attic. When the house was enlarged
in the 19th C. the staircase was extended down to give access to a cellar entirely contained in the
new house at its northern end. These steps are of stone, and an inserted stone also supports the
corner post.
Much of the original timbering has been removed or covered, but sufficient remains to indicate the
original plan and appearance of the house. A chimney within the smaller northern bay probably
served as a kitchen. There may have also been a fireplace above, indicated by a cross beam of identical
height to that on the ground floor, the stack being on the east side of the ridge. The original entrance
door is likely to have been on the west side of the northern bay, now the door into the present house.
The two rooms were linked by a passage with the staircase at the southern end. The cross beam
bearing the joists supporting the upper floor has 2 in. flat chamfers with drawn fillets and stops, the
4 x 4 in. joists being plain.
It is interesting that this timber-framed cottage was conserved within the house when it was extended
in the early 19th C. indicating, perhaps, some sensitivity and appreciation of its quality. But, one must
question whether such a cottage would have had such an elegant staircase. More likely, perhaps, is
that it was put in when the house was being aggrandized in the 19th C. to provide a wine cellar.
Barns
Among the farm buildings was a fine barn of five bays, with a crown posted roof. The central bay of
12 ft., had 12 in. square posts, with 16 in. rootstocks with a clearance of 12 ft. on both sides, with
curved brackets pegged to each post and directly to the wallplate above, all the other bays being of
10 ft. by 20 ft. across. The barn roof had simple gable ends, but one end was originally fully hipped,
as shown by the upper collar for a gablet, with the substituted simple gable supported by side
purlins. The roof was stone covered and had a 45˚ pitch. At the other end the collar purlin has been
cut at the gable end, and it maybe that it had a further bay, which was also fully hipped. The collar
purlin was supported by curved braces from each crown post, and in the central cart bay, at least,
the posts had straight 3 ft. sloping jowls with the post cut back to house a curved brace to the tie
beam. The barn was weather-boarded, and much of the detail could not be seen because of storage of
materials (Fig. 7/79).
Another barn, originally a threshing barn of five bays, with high and low doors, and simple gable
ends, showed that it originally had a crown post and collar purlin roof, further modified at one end
with an outshot, could not, however, be examined in more detail.
Maltmayes
Maltmayes lies on the west side of Northlands Road on the track crossed by the A 29 leading to
Chatfolds. It occupies Plot 362 on the Tithe Map, where it is named as Bookers Farm. Also known
earlier as Mayes Farm, Little Mayes, and Mouldmays, in the late 17th C. ‘Moulder, in Sussex dialect
means ‘decayed’. The farm was acquired by Henry Harben, together with other farms, after he had
bought Benland Farm nearby, to create the Warnham Lodge Estate. While much work on the house
was done then, some of the repairs to the house may be earlier. The Tithe Map shows a group of farm
buildings close to the house, which have since been swept away. Extensive restoration was done in
2002. The house was examined in 1965, and visited again after the work in 2002 had been completed
(Fig.7/80).
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The house is a wealden of four bays, AB, 11 ft.6
in., BC, 12 ft,, CD, 7 ft., and DE, 17 ft. 6 in., by 19 ft.,
across. Bays CD and CD formed an open hall, AB
the parlour with solar above, and DE the service
bay, both jettyed at the front.. The roof is of stone,
with a crown post and collar purlin roof, fully
hipped with gablets acting as smoke holes, since
the whole roof was smoked. The wall plates are
halved, above D on one side, and close to C’ on
the other. Crown posts plain with curved braces
to the tie and collar purlin, that over the all arch
(CC’), with flat chamfers. A large chimney was
later inserted within CD, occupying the whole
bay on one side. The principal posts are 12 in.
square, those of the hall arch have 2 in. hollow
chamfers from the base to the base of the cutback jowl, with a stop and a hollow drawn fillet,
and the tie similarly decorated. Both braces from
the posts have been removed but were mortised
with three pegs to the tie, which is cambered, 1
ft. 7in. deep in the centre, and 9 in. across. The
dais beam is finely moulded, and had a spere
against the parlour door, but the top of the dais
Fig. 7/80 Maltmayes. Above, photograph taken in 1965.
beam is concealed as it has been plastered over.
Below, photograph taken in 2008.
The wall beneath of stud and plaster is a modern
replacement, with a new door at the opposite end. Within the parlour the spine beam supporting the
upper floor is halved into the cross beam and is additionally supported by a post with flat chamfers
carried over onto a curved bracket.
The chimney is entirely of brick, originally with
two flues serving the ground floor and the room
above. The inserted ceiling has a spine beam 11
in. square with 4 in. flat chamfers with stops and
hollow fillets. It is inserted into the dais beam
at one end and taken up above the fireplace
bressumer at the other. A bread oven was
revealed on the east side of the main fireplace in
2002 (Figs. 7/81 and 82).
Externally, the timbering of both jettyes are
similar, and while many of the timbers are
replacements, it appears that the original pattern
has been followed, though with the addition
of facing boards on the tips of the ceiling joists,
The tie beams AA’ and EE’ at each end of the
house, are straight, the others are cambered.
The brackets under the jetty look original. The
ground floor wall has been reconstructed, but a
peg hole in the bressumer bearing the joists of the Fig. 7/81 Maltmayes. Above, plan. Below, the front of the
service bay, indicate the position of the original house showing timber- framing. Note that the end chimneys
door. In 1965 this had a window, now replaced are omitted.
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with a door. There is a
well at the back of the
house, so if there were a
cross-passage, it would
be under the jetty,
reducing the length of
the service bay to 12ft.
There is a post with a
bracket under the spine
beam, perhaps marking
the position of a service
screen. The spine beam
is 12 ft. square with flat
chamfers and stops,
and the joists have
now been revealed.
The back of the house
has been extensively
reconstructed, some of
Fig. 7/82 Maltmayes. Bay divisions. Moulding of dais beam, top right.
the timbers appear to
have been taken from another building, perhaps the demolished barn. The southern end (AA’) has
retained the original timbering, but the ground floor is entirely of stone, including the chimney, with
the stack passing outside of the tie beam. The scotch mark on the centre post was probably made
to shore up the wall when this stonework was done. The northern end retains more of the original
framing, but this is partly concealed by the stone chimney, presumably built at the same time. Much
of the walling was replaced with stone, with a flint-rubble infill being used for parts of the upper
floor including the jettyes. This was replaced with a more appropriate plasterwork, in 2002. The
present appearance of the house from the front is in other ways little different from that in 1965,
the movement of the door to its original position, and filling the ground floor panels with stone to
match the others, while the windows remain unchanged. In 1963 there were two doors at the front
of the house, then divided to provide for two tenants, and this division may also explain the addition
of stone chimneys at each end. It maybe, that these alterations were made before the house was
acquired by Harben (Fig. 7/80). The house may date from the first half of the 15th C.
The outbuilding at the back probably dates from the reconstructions in the late 19th C. and may
include timbers removed from the house, or the barn. One corner post has a hollow chamfer, and
might have been a doorpost.
Sands
The original farmhouse of Sands Farm, so marked on the Tithe Map in Plot 546, is described as “house
and garden”, yet the map shows the house on Plot 547, with the barn and other agricultural buildings
on 543a. The farm is reached by a track on the south side of Northlands Road, but there was once
another track, marked as “old lane” (Plot 537) leading to ‘Wapple Way’ (Bridleway No.1433). The
house was acquired in 1963, and personally restored over a long period.
The farm was acquired by Harben in 1892, and became part of the Warnham Lodge Estate, which was
broken up in 1963/64. Sands was separated from the farm, with a slice of the neighbouring meadow,
a new house to serve the farm having been built just to the north of the farm buildings. At that time
the farm was a dairy farm, but is now The Equestrian Centre.
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Sands is a wealden house of five bays, AB, BC,
15ft.6in., CD,7ft. DE,10ft., EF,11 ft.6in., by 21ft,
across. AB formed the parlour, with jettyed solar
above. BC and CD the hall, and DE and EF formed
the service end also jettyed with a 5ft. cross
passage under the jetty (Fig.7/83). The wall plate
is 16 ft. above the sole beam. These generous
dimensions allowed good ceiling heights for both
parlour and service areas, and the building is
noted for the very heavy scantling of the principal
timbers. Most of ceilings and the addition of
internal walls and plaster needed removal and
repair, before many interesting details of both the
initial structure and subsequent modifications
were revealed. In 1963, the house was divided
into two, this division probably dating from
before Harben’s acquisition, which then provided
for two estate workers.
The front of the house faces west, the roof is fully
hipped with gablets, stone covered, and with a
central chimneystack (Fig.7/84). Viewed from the
front, the parlour end is on the left, with a jettyed
solar, the service end is on the right, also jettyed,
but the jetty has been extended, partly concealing
the original brace supporting the flying bressumer
on that end of the hall. The corresponding brace is
Fig. 7/83 Sands. Ground plans: Above, of original house.
Below, as today.
a smaller replacement rising from the post (above
B) and above the three peg holes for the original.
The studs of the solar are original, but the window is a modern replacement. The parlour below has
a similar window but the studs on each side are original, but have been replaced below the midrail. Post B had slumped
before 1600, and the
sole and the plinth have
been renewed, joining
a new plinth and sole
beam along the north
end of the house. The
stone hooded porch
and oriel window are
Victorian, the door
itself being replaced
in 1964. To the right,
much of the walling
has been replaced with
brick. The glass door
replaced a former door,
and the two ground Fig. 7/84. Sands. West front. Note the solar window between A and B reflecting that of the
floor windows are of parlour, the present door position and Victorian oriel window. Note also the original window
iron, with iron fasteners next to E, probably repeated on the other side, the extension of the jetty partly concealing the
original brace to the flying bresummer, the other being a replacement, indicated by pegholes
and stays and look early below. Note scotch mark on C.
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Victorian, as does the brickwork. This was later lime-washed, most of which has now weathered off.
The three-light window on the first floor is similar to the others, but the two-light window is older,
and was retained when the wall of the upper floor (EF) had to be replaced. The peg holes above the
three-light window showed that there were studs in that position, while the wallplate, next to post E,
had mortises for three mullions, with a seating below, which was probably echoed on the other side
of the post. The bricks came from a cottage, just demolished in Ockley in 1964. At the north end of the
house a chimney with three flues was built inside the frame, and dates from Harben’s reconstructions.
The chimney at the southern end, however, is older, and is built outside the frame with hand-made
bricks set in lime mortar.
The south end of the house was evidently studded originally, but was extensively bricked up at ground
floor level, and modified later, on various occasions. The upper floor retains the studding covered
externally with square and fish-scale hung tiles, a few more modern shouldered rounds being inserted
when an upper bathroom with a wooden casement window, was installed in the 1930’s. The window
on the ground floor has a similar oak frame to those on the front, but the frame has been replaced.
The left hand opener is modern. The southeast corner of the house had to be rebuilt in 1964, and the
brickwork on the east side integrated with the existing brickwork on the south side.
The back of the house (east side) was largely weather boarded in1963, extending to the ground from
the southern corner to the two-storey wing, also weather-boarded, but the lower parts bricked up
and with a brick buttress. The rest of the house was also weather-boarded, except for the kitchen at
the northern corner, added by Harben. The boarding was removed to examine the state of, as well as
to reveal, the timber framing (Fig.7/85). Against the corner post and to the right of the later inserted
window, was a small original window with two wooden mullions, now rendered over. The upper
windows are all similar, save for that of the added kitchen, which, though with nicely moulded frames
have, unlike the others, diamond leaded lights. The ground floor windows on both sides of the wing,
have plain wood frames, but with steel Crittall windows which date from the1930’s. The dormer was
added much earlier in relation to a spiral stair leading into the attic, with facing boards in sympathy
with the studs beneath. The kitchen was extended in 1984.
The north end of the house has studs above and below a cross rail extending from the back corner
post to the jetty supporting the upper post. Wooden framed windows have been added at ground
level, and there may have been one in the solar, indicated by a short cross rail with two short studs
above and below. The
back corner post (A’)
has been blocked out at
the top and has a sawnoff tenon, above a cross
rail with short studs
clearly added later,
indicating a garderobe,
to which the little
window
mentioned
above is related.

Fig. 7/85 Sands. East front. Note mortises in the tie beam of the east wing for oriel window,
and the pegholes in the moulded beam for the doorway. Note also, the original window next
to A’ in relation to the garderobe on the north side of the house.

Internally, the parlour,
in the original house
was divided from the
hall by a post and
panel screen, with an
elaborately
moulded
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and castellated dais
beam, with a similarly
decorated
spere
against
the
fourcentred doorhead with
plain spandrels, at the
eastern end (Fig.7/86).
The parlour spine beam
is 12 in. square with 2.5
in. flat chamfers with
stops and hollow drawn
fillets. It is inserted
into the centre post of
the north wall at one
end and into the back
of the dais beam at the
other. The joists are
9-10 in. pegged to the
spine beam, and rest
Fig. 7/86 Sands. Left, below: Hall arch CC’, Above, base of C’, moulding carried up post to
brace and soffit of tie. Above, centre, BB’, dais beam and parlour door. Note, on left Victorian
on the beam above the
door, replaced with stud and panels, Victorian parlour door next to B. Right, moulding of dais parlour window on the
and service screens (DD’). Extreme right, re-positioned screen (E’E) with blocked doorway
west side, projecting to
to stair on left. Above, details of the spandrels of all the original doors. Below, right, DD’ with
support the jetty, and
east wing. Note, moulding of bracket to the ridge beam.
onto a similar beam on
the other side. The beam on the west side is 10 in. deep, to which the wall studs are pegged, and
is decorated identically to that of the spine beam. The solar has 11-12 in. lapped floorboards. The
original parlour window is obscured by a modern replacement, but the absence of pegs above, suggest
that it was 5 ft. across, and about 4 ft. 8 in. high, in line with the solar window above. The parlour was
later divided, and the chimney inserted by Harben, provided a fireplace with a large iron grate across
the corner. A similar dividing wall was built in the solar, and also provided with a fireplace, with a very
small grate on the other side for a separate bedroom. These grates have been removed, but the small
one on the east side, identified by a stone cut into the floorboards, is supported by a brick pillar for,
with the addition of the kitchen at the same time, the corner of the parlour became a cold larder, with
a narrow window with three openers, on the north side. The east side had already been divided by a
cross partition to accommodate a spiral staircase, the solar floor forming a landing, to continue into
the attic, lit by the dormer window. This later staircase rose from the old parlour door, which was then
blocked up, and two panels and a stud were removed from the screen on the left for a pine door. This
has now been removed and the screen restored. The inserted door into the parlour at the western
end, however, has been retained to give access to the main part of the original parlour. The inserted
pine door was later used to provide access to the kitchen when this was extended. The position of
the original stair to the solar was behind the screen, the foot of the staircase being immediately on
the left of the original door, rising to a landing at mid-height, and turning at right angles,to avoid the
spine beam. Later, when the solar was divided by a party wall, the original stair well was covered with
straight, un-lapped 9in. floorboards. There was clearly an external garderobe on the northeast corner
(A,) as mentioned above, and the window suggests that this was probably secluded by a screen or
curtain. The solar window, facing west, though now replaced, is clearly marked by the chamfered
posts on either side. The attic above the solar has lapped oak boards similar to those below, with
thermal lagging between the joists. This lagging was identified by Fred Rumsey at the Natural History
Museum, London, as chaff from a crop based on wild oats, with Black Medick weed seeds. Both still
occur in the garden, and oats, was one of the main crops grown in this region, Dorothy Hartley, in her
classic ‘Food in England’, records that “oat chaff is an excellent filling for children’s mattresses . . . . is
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non-conductive, and being porous, is both warm in winter and cool in summer”. Obviously an ideal
material for lagging.
The hall (BC/CD), now ceiled over with the insertion of a chimney, was contained by BB’ and DD’
being plastered above the first floor, the plaster in the attic, which was pargetted, is only blackened
on the hall ends. This implies that there must originally have been a louvre, but the stack replaced
it, so there is no evidence of its size. There was a cross passage, 5 ft. across, under the jetty, though
details of doors has been obliterated by later brickwork. What is remarkable, is that the cross beam of
DD’ is elaborately moulded, with a castellated top as in the dais beam, and with identical mouldings.
This has been partly left exposed by lifting the ceiling during restoration. The beam has mortises in
the soffit for screening the cross passage doors, but providing a view of the doors to the buttery and
pantry beyond the cross passage. These are similar to the parlour door, the walls being studded, but
apparently plastered between, the screen being 5 ft. behind DD’. The doorway to the stair to the upper
floor is at the eastern end of the screen with a simple lintel, leading to a straight staircase of oak steps
and risers to the upper floor. This remains, the top indicated by a trimmer across the joists in what
was the larder, and rests on the mid rail of E’F’. Another step has been added with a 9 in. riser to what
is now the upper floor level, and this must have been done to level up the floor when bathrooms were
added in the 1930’s. This floor is continued to the solar. The original floor, inserted across the hall,
and the upper room of the service bays remain beneath, with step down onto the original floor.
Amusingly, the carpenters inserted the spine beam between D and E, the wrong way round, indicated
by chamfers with stops and hollow drawn fillets, evidently intended to be over the cross passage,
for there are no decorations to the timbers in the service areas. This mistake didn’t matter as far
as the joists were concerned, they, and the joists had corresponding carpenters marks, and the free
ends simply rest on mid rails of the walls on each side. When the chimney was inserted there was
insufficient working space for a kitchen, so the screen to the service bays was moved back to EE’, and
the short screens at either end of DD’ were removed. This meant that the doorway to the original
stairway was plastered up, and the lower steps were turned to enter the buttery at right angles. The
centre post between the doors was pinned to the spine beam, the studs being simply nailed to the
edge of the joists. The outer doorposts were also pinned to the joists. These details were revealed
when the later plastered ceiling was removed, and are now clearly visible.
The chimney, with an exceptionally large fireplace close to the cross beam DD’, meant that the ceiling
above had to be extended from the fireplace to the beam along its whole length including the jetty,
as already mentioned. On the south side, the fireplace used for cooking, has a bressumer 12ft. 10 in
in length, and is made from a tree trimmed to 12 x 12 in. cut diagonally on the side of the fire so as
to present the heartwood the heat of the fire. The bressumer is 4ft.7in. above the hearth, which is
8ft.4in wide, including an ingle seat on the right and a small saltbox at the back. The left side although
with seat, shows evidence that there may have been a bread oven on the side. The bressumer has 1.5
in. chamfers with drawn down ends, shows ‘magic marks’, and has been cut into to support a crane.
There are also two bacon hooks in the chimney, one on each side at a height to which a side of bacon
could be lifted onto a hook and would be well above the level of the bressumer. The fireplace on
the north side has a similar bressumer, but it is without marks and was clearly intended simply for
warmth. Both fireplaces had oak mantelpieces, but that on the kitchen side has been removed, as it
was a late addition. The floor above (BC) also had a fireplace, its flue being broken into that from the
kitchen. This proved an expensive mistake, for a fire in the upper room destroyed the ceiling, which
was repaired with new joists and plastered over. The mortises for the original ceiling joists are visible
in the tie beam (DD’).
In the ground floor room next to the parlour, the inserted ceiling was carried by joists inserted into a
new spine beam inserted above the chimney bressumer at one end, and to the dais beam at the other.
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To manoeuver this beam into position, a stud and a panel were cut and, after the new beam was in
position, the cut panel was inserted horizontally underneath, with a cross piece bearing on the cut
post and blocked out with a smaller vertical piece to close the gap. This spine beam is 12in. square
with 3 in. flat chamfers and hollow drawn fillets, with 4 in. joists which are similarly decorated. These
are mortised into the spine beam but simply rest on the rails on each side. The rail on the east side
divided the original hall window. This was framed by 9 in. posts with flat chamfers, and a seating 3
ft. above the floor, and extending to the wall-plate above, which has 3 in. flat chamfers and hollow 5
in. drawn fillets, the window being 6ft.10in.,wide. It seems likely that that the window would have
been divided by a central post, with perhaps three mullions each side. During restoration, a sill was
uncovered, which had been used to support a plastered wall between the chimney and the east wall.
This is a 1.5 by 9 in. board with 2.5 in. square mortises 9 in. apart, which may well have been part
of this window. This has been left uncovered. There is an identical moulding on the wallplate on the
west side, implying that there was a similar window on that side.
The insertion of such a large chimney and the ceiling over of the hall had a further consequence, due
to the loss of the original entrance doors. A two-storey wing was built on the east side, to provide a
new entrance, with a chamber over.
The north side of this wing was in line with side of the hall window, the other being in line with D’. The
entrance hall would have led into a passage alongside the chimney, turning one way into the kitchen,
and the other way into the newly created living room. The outside door was probably four-centred,
judging from peg-holes in the moulded cross beam above. The upper chamber had an oriel window,
now replaced, the tie beam above with a centre post with a ridge beam at the top, and supported by a
solid curved and decorated bracket. The ridge is higher than the eaves of the house, so that there are
short valley boards taken up on a cross board fixed to appropriate rafters. The upper chamber,was
reached by four steps from the inserted floor over the hall. The wing later subsided, and the front
was bricked up under the moulded cross beam, and supported with a brick buttress, and a new door
provided on the south side. A new floor was put on top of the original floor to level up, reducing the
number of steps down, to three.

Fig. 7/87 Sands. Changes to the house as seen from the east
side.

The insertion of the chimney and the addition of
the east wing lent itself to the later division of the
house into two separate dwellings, dividing walls
being then built on either side of the chimney.
The addition of a kitchen in the east wing, may
initially have served both sides, and there is
evidence for an external chimney, on the north
side of the wing, Harben later added a new
kitchen at the north end of the house, and the
main entrances were then moved back again to
the west front. The ground floor of the house was
probably stone covered throughout, but the only
original part is between the chimney and post C’.
Sketches of how the house as changed over the
centuries as seen from the east side, are shown
in Fig.7/87.

A brick building on the east side of the house, was provided with a flush toilet and coalbunker for
each cottage, built over a duck pond, then filled in with rubble and concrete. It must have been built
in 1893/4, but was demolished in 1964. The well in front of the house is of stone and fed from springs
from the south and is never dry. Harben added an iron pump, and a shelter with oak shingles, since
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repaired. The cast-iron guttering was probably added in the 1930’s. Before then, a French Drain
directly under the eaves, still there in 1964, served to carry rainwater away from the north side of the
house.
The east wing must have been erected around 1590 – 1600, and enclosed post D’, which provides
an interesting contrast in weathering with B’, which was exposed for another 400 years before it
was enclosed by extension of the kitchen in 1984. While post D’ is much less weathered than B’,
it is, nevertheless, well weathered. Four-centred doorways are certainly original, and first became
common around 1475 and, together with the different degrees of weathering of the posts, suggests
that this is the likely date for the original house.
Barn
The farm buildings included a fine five bay barn
with equal bays of 12 ft. by 20ft.10 in. across. The
tiled roof was half-hipped with side butt purlins
10 by 6 in. pegged to the principal rafters with
straight struts to the ties, and with one windbrace on opposite sides of the central cart bay.
The ties had fine 12 by 5 in. curved braces, pinned
to the principal posts. Each corner post had
straight struts to the mid rails, which had straight
posts, above and below, and weather-boarded Fig. 7/88 Sands. Barn.
externally. The central bay had a 12 ft. clearance Note, corner struts, studded walls, and curved braces in centre
on both sides, so this was not a threshing barn. bay. Photograph taken during dismantling in 1988.
Some division and additions were made later,
probably in the 20th C. It was sold off in 1988,
and replaced with a modern open barn for hay
storage. Along the west side was a range of cowstalls, converted to a milking parlour after the
Second World War, which remain, and are used
as workshops and for storage. Other buildings
have since been added with the development of
the Equitation Centre. The barn may have dated
from the 18th C. but could be earlier (Fig. 7/88).
Hill Farm
Hill Farm was south of Sands Farm, approached
by a lane from Wapple Way (Bridleway 1433)
and lay on the north side of Footpath 1428,
which connects the Church with Rowhook. It was
not named on the Tithe Map, but occupied Plot
526, described as “house and homestead”, Plot
524 was an orchard, and the lane was was within
Plot 529. The house was bought and shipped t o
the U.S.A. in 1920, but two pictures of it survive
(Fig.7/89).
These two pictures are fortunately of different Fig. 7/89 Hill Farm
Above, a sketch of the west side, by Lewis Andre in the 1880’s.
sides. The upper drawing shows part of a barn, Below, copy of a postcard of the east side, date unknown.
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which on the Tithe map is on the west side. The house had a stone roof with simple gable ends and
probably with side purlins. Evidently the house was of three bays with box-framed walls, with some
later bricking up on the east side, with ground-floor outshots at each end. Both chimneystacks were on
the east side of the ridge. The handsome oriel windows, shown in Lewis Andre’s drawing, supported
by curved brackets were surely late 19th C. additions, and perhaps it was their charm that attracted
the American purchaser.
Cider Mill Farm
Cider Mill Farm was also known as Three Stiles Farm and is so named on the Tithe Map. It lies on
the north side of Three Stiles road, and also has a field gate on the west side. It is connected with an
old track to Geerings, and thence to the A24 and across to Rusper. The Tithe Map shows the house
and a barn with cowsheds on the west side on Plot 490, described simply as “house and garden”. The
current name presumably refers to a cider mill, which the farm may have had at one time, for there
was an abundance of orchards in the area. The house has many recent additions and has been divided
into two dwellings. It was examined in 1979, and again in 2002, when further work on the house was
being done.
The house consists of four bays, with two-storey brick extensions on the west end and on the north
side, and a ground–floor, flat roofed extension on the eastern end (Fig’s. 7/90-92). The main roof is
half-hipped at the western end, but has a simple gable at the eastern end, is tiled, and has a 45˚ pitch.
There are through side purlins with wind-braces, and with queen posts at the gable ends. The walls
were originally box-framed, but much of the detail inside is plastered over, and is concealed externally
by brickwork and tile-hanging. Nevertheless, the ties are nicely cambered, the rafters tapered and

Fig. 7/90 Cider Mill Farm. Photograph taken in 2002.

Fig. 7/91 Cider Mill Farm. Above, plan. Below, north side
drawn from inside, western extension on the left.
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Fig. 7/92 Cider Mill Farm. Bay divisions.

pinned at the top, and the posts have simple jowls and, where visible, curved braces to the ties. Some
posts are cut and supported on brickwork. The bricking up of the original house used light-coloured
stretchers with random blue headers, while the extensions are in stretcher bond suggesting a modern
cavity-wall construction.
The four bays, AB, 9 ft. BC, 5 ft. CD 7 ft. , and DE 14 ft., by 18 ft. across. This is puzzling, and suggests
that DE is a modern rearrangement, to make the front appear symmetrical. The two wind-braces in
DE are wide apart and, if they were originally arranged as in AB, this would reduce DE to 9 ft., equal
to that of AB, with a hipped gable at the eastern end. But this is conjectural, for DE has a fine spine
beam 12 in. square, with chamfers and drawn fillets, lodged into the chimney at one end, and into
the cross beam at the other. Also, it will be noticed that the house is symmetrical for, AB + BC = DE,
with an entirely usual central chimney and doorway for the likely period of initial construction. It is
not possible to resolve this problem, because of the covering up of the timbers. The original house,
whatever its initial appearance, probably dates from the mid-17th C.
Barn
This undoubtedly is earlier than the house, which thus adds to the problem outlined above. It was
briefly examined in 1963, and measured in 1979. This was a perfectly preserved threshing barn of
three bays, each of 15 ft. by 21 ft. across. The roof was stone covered in 1963, but later replaced by
tiles, and has a 45˚ pitch, is fully hipped, with crown posts and curved braces to the purlin, and with
down braces on alternate sides of the threshing
bay (Fig. 7/93). The high doors provided a 12 ft.
clearance from the floor, and the posts on either
side have mortises for boards to control the
winnowing process. The walls are studded with
sinuous braces between the mid rails and the
posts. In the 19th C. it was completely floored
over with oak boards, and was much used for
dancing by local families, but these boards were
removed around 1930, and the barn was returned
to agricultural use. It was repaired and converted
to a dwelling in 2013-14.
Fig. 7/93 Cider Mill Farm. Barn
Old Manor
Old Manor was built half way up Knob Hill, above the village on Three Stile Road east of Cider Mill
Farm. On the Tithe Map, it is called Gardens Farm, and occupies Plot 877, described as a “House
and homestead”. In the 17th, 18th, and into the early 19th C. it was known as Court Farm or Court
Hall, and also as Nob, or Knob House, Knob Hill Farm and, from the late 19th C. as Street Farm. The
name ‘Court’ probably reflects the fact that Courts Baron, were held there. The farmhouse was both
restored and extended in the early 20th C. (Fig.7/94).
The original house was a wealden of four bays, jettyed on the east side with a fully hipped roof with
gablets, crown posts and collar purlin, with a 45˚ pitch, and covered with stone. A hall of two bays
was added, slightly later, on the east side and in line with the southern end of the original house.
The gable end of this addition also has a fully hipped roof with gablet and with crown posts and a
collar purlin. It is this that one sees from the road. The bays of the original house were AB,11 ft. the
service bay, BC 12ft and CD 7 ft. the hall, and DE 15 ft. for the parlour, by 19 ft. across. The hall has
been ceiled over with the addition of a chimney which was built,, unusually, at the parlour end of the
hall, suggesting that the addition of the hall on the western side of the service end entered by a door
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next B’, suggests that this additional hall, might
have been originally used for court work, and
which was known to continue here for another
250 years.

Fig. 7/94 Old Manor
Above, house seen from the southeast. The later hall is seen
on the left. The end chimney was removed when the house
was restored and extended. Photograph taken around 1900,
or shortly before. Below, the east front, part of the barn on the
right. Note the main chimneystack rebuilt at the top, original
gablets and extension on the right.

The hall arch (CC’) has a finely cambered tie beam
with a moulding in the soffit, evidently carried
down the curved braces to the post, to which each
was pinned, and to the tie, with three pegs. Only
small pieces remain, for both braces have been
cut away. The crown post is very handsome, not
carved, but has stepped flat chamfers. The spine
beam bearing the joists for the inserted upper
floor is 11 in. square with 2.5 in. chamfers, with
stops and hollow drawn fillets, with similarly
decorated joists. The wall BB’ which marked the
end service end of the hall has been removed,
but the soffit of the cross beam at first floor level
has mortises for posts and for laths between,
indicating a single door at the eastern end into
the service bay (AB). The moulded dais beam
(DD’), is partly covered, and only revealed above
the doorway adjacent to D. At first floor level
within the solar, there is a centre post in line with
the crown post above, the lower edges of the tie
having stopped chamfers and drawn fillets on
each side. The ceiling of the parlour (DE) has
been reconstructed, but the spine beam looks
original, being 12 in. square with 3 in. stopped
chamfers with flat fillets. The three original joists
on either side next to DD’, are similarly decorated.
The other joists have been rearranged, partly in
relation to an added external chimney (Fig. 7/95).

The most likely position for the original door would have been into the hall next to post B, with a
similar door on the other side, remaining as the entrance to the later hall adjacent to A’B’. Much of the
wall pattern appears to have been of the box-framed pattern, but some studs seem to have been used
for the hall, perhaps in relation to original windows. Evidence for the upper part of the hall window
on the west side is indicated by a beam below the wall-plate, separated by two short studs, which may
be seen from outside the house above the sloping roof of the present kitchen. No evidence remains on
the other side, owing to later work (Fig.7/95 and 96).
The additional hall, certainly had box-framed walls, and consisted of two bays of 10 ft. by 15 ft. across,
with a fully hipped roof, with crown posts and collar purlin, taken up on the frame of the original
house, creating a roof valley on each side, both the ridge and the eaves being lower than those of
the original house. The details of this construction, confirms that this hall was indeed a slightly later
addition. While much of walling at ground floor level has been replaced with stone, the upper floor on
the south side of the hall shows a pair of windows with 3 in. wooden mullions on either side of the bay
division (M’). While the mullions are probably replacements, they probably do represent the upper
part of the hall window for, on the other side of the house the wall plate on either side of post M, is
decorated. A separate door was made on the south side. It has a bench mark on one post, probably cut
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at the same time as that on the pillar box at Pound Corner, indicating, incidentally, that it would have
been visible at that time from the road. After removal of the chimney built outside the frame shown
in Fig. 7/94, was later replaced by a chimney on the west side of the house (A’B’), the stack emerging
from the south side of the ridge of the later hall.
The original house probably dates from the last
quarter of the 15th C. The later hall, may have
been added at the beginning of the 16th C.

Fig. 7/95 Old Manor. Above, right, plan, left, soffit of hall tie
beam, below, moulding of dais beam. Centre, left, hall arch
CC’, right, detail of crown post. Below, west wall of house
from the inside. Note, wall-plate chamfers in hall and solar.

Fig. 7/96 Old Manor. Above, bay divisions of original house.
Below, later hall. Note arrow, indicating attachment to post B’
of the original house.

Barn
Of the farm buildings, a large barn survives. It stands close to the northeastern corner of the house,
consisting of five equal bays of 10 ft. by 20 ft. across. There is a later addition to the eastern end, but
this is not structurally related, and has a lower ridge. The barn was a threshing barn, with simple
gable ends, and a butt-purlin roof with wind-braces and a pitch of 45˚. The rafters are all doublepegged to the purlins. The principal posts are 12 x 12 in. with simple jowls, and with curved braces
between post and ties, which are straight. Some of the braces are replacements and there are many
later changes. A modern entrance door opens into the centre bay on the south side. The high doors
opened from the fields behind. The end walls are strutted with braces from the posts to the mid-rails,
which are double-pegged to the centre post on each side. This was a well-built barn, probably dating
from the late 18th C.
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Cart-shed and Granary
Amongst other farm buildings, which have now disappeared, was a cart-shed and granary just south
of the farmstead on the wide verge to the east side of the road. For this to be built, permission had
to be given by the Lord of the Manor. This was J. W. Commerell, of Strood, and the owner of Street
Farm, at that time was Timothy Shelley who was given permission to build it in 1821, on payment
of an annual rent of six pence, at Michaelmas. It was built of stone with a tiled roof and was only
recently demolished.
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Chapter 8
COUNTRY HOUSES AND PARKS

The distinction between a ‘Country House’ and an aggrandized or simply gentrified farmhouse is
inevitably vague. And perhaps, the word ‘mansion’ may be inappropriate, and yet would clearly apply
when a large house was built on a new site, such as Warnham Court, and Mayes Park. Westons Place,
Field Place, and Westbrook Hall all became ‘mansions’ but have been described or referred to in
Chapter 7. The houses described here, may not have been examined in detail, but are included here
when they are of interest in their connections with farmhouses already described or alluded to, or for
the part they played in the parish and its building history.
Building a ‘country house’ required wealth. Historically, this came from royal patronage, which
became extensive with the dissolution of the monasteries. This was followed by the exploitation of
the Americas, soon to be followed by the industrial revolution at the end of the 18th C. By the Victorian
period entrepreneurs were doing quite well, taking advantage of a booming economy, partly based
on exploitation by a growing British Empire. In the second half of the 19th C., London was becoming
an intolerably polluted place, coal fires causing the notorious fogs at that time, which were not cured
until the Clean Air Act of 1956. At the end of the 19th C. the new elite seemed inclined to ape the
habits of those who had inherited estates, a romantic penchant which swept across central Europe at
that time. A ‘pheasantry’ was merely to produce as many birds as possible to be shot, and Warnham
Millpond provided duck, which could also be shot. Then there was the Crawley and Horsham Hunt.
Henry Harben, perhaps, was an exception, simply having a love of cricket, and wanting to improve
the village, rather than in indulging in ’country sports’. The west wing of Warnham Lodge was added
primarily to entertain visiting cricket teams, and was provided with rooms for billiards, smoking
and exercise. But two world wars left the affluent without staff, and the days of long weekends and
shooting parties were over. Turn to Mark Girouard’s book, “Life in the English Country House” and,
if you will, to his companion volume “Life in the French Country House”, for interesting parallels and
differences.
The Warnham Lodge Estate, the Warnham Court Estate, and Mayes Park, all influenced the landscape
or the village itself, in different ways. Warnham Place no longer exists, but has an interesting history.
So does Strood Park, while only very recently brought into the Parish, as a result of road ‘improvement’,
creating a new parish boundary, as rivers and streams had done in the past. Then there is, or was,
End’s Place. Perhaps all these buildings followed others, and, perhaps, others before them, leaving no
trace, or none yet discovered. Records are often lost, or were simply not kept.
Warnham Lodge
The title ‘Warnham Lodge’, was created by William Franklin of Northlands Farm. He bought Benland
Farmhouse, and the farm buildings as described on the Tithe Map, with a little more than 41 acres, in
1854. It was offered as Lot No. 2, in the sale of Warnham Court, and was shown on the auctioneer’s
location map, as Little May’s Farm. On the Tithe Map, the farmhouse was on Plot No. 562, described as
a “ house and garden”, with Plot 564 including a barn and yard. William Franklin put Warnham Lodge on
the market in 1878, with the same acreage as before. What Warnham Lodge was like then, is described
in some detail in the sale particulars, and the layout with the yard, nearby pond, and Benlands Cottages,
are all clearly marked. The description of the house suggests that he had demolished the original
farmhouse and created the Lodge on the same site. The agent’s description in the sale particulars
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of 1878, suggests
an
elaborate
and
luxurious building. The
porch, for example,
was described as a
“Large Gothic Porch, or
gabled entrance, paved
in red and black tiles,
with seats on each
side”, and may be seen
in Fig.8/1. Presumably
it was at that sale that
Henry Harben bought
it.
Fig. 8/1 Warnham Lodge. The drawing of Warnham Lodge by Battersby and Huxley, exhibited

Messrs.
Batterbury at the Royal Academy, and printed in ‘The Builder’ in 1892.
and Huxley designed
substantial additions to the house, and their drawing of the front of the house was exhibited at the
Royal Academy Exhibition in 1892 (Fig. 8/2). The drawing includes a Ground Plan, which is not easy
to correlate with the drawing. Comparison with the plan shown in the sale particulars, suggests
that the shaded areas are those of Franklin. In the drawing, the gabled porch and the bay in front
of the dining room, and the gable end with the external chimney also belong to Franklin’s building,
while those to the left, and extending off the drawing is the large additional wing. The whole of the
façade on the right is also what was to be built in front of the yard, beyond which the two gable
ends of Franklin’s house remained. The sale particulars also mentioned a “Cottage for gardener in a
convenient position, and surmounted by a vane”. This could have been the separate building shown
close to Franklin’s house. This seems to have been demoted to a coalhouse, and a new cottage for
Harbens’ Head Gardener was built to the west of the old farmyard. There were many coalhouses, each
serving boilers to heat the various greenhouses, and even the stables had heating, but not the house.
Rooms were kept warm by fireplaces with iron grates and, as was common at the time, a bath could
be had only by maids bringing jugs of water from the kitchen to fill a tub, or a hip-bath.

Fig. 8/2 Warnham Lodge. Sketch of the Lodge and its gardens, including the New Lodge,
based on an aerial photograph taken by Aerofilms Ltd., just before demolition in 1961.
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The main entrance
of the house was on
the east side, with
the track through the
woodland to the gates
on Northlands Road,
then called Ockley
Lane, and this track
was clearly marked in
the sales particulars, so
was put in by Franklin.
The
gateposts
are
12 in. square with
carved finials, and are
still in remarkably
good condition, with
evidence of an iron
fitting, presumably for
the original gates.

The builder employed to do the work for Batterbury and Huxley was Joseph Potter of Horsham. The
stone came from Mannings Heath, and bricks from Southwater. Building was extended to what was
required for the gardens, and the other buildings associated with the old farmyard. This looked as
if it followed the usual pattern, with a barn on the west side, with cowsheds enclosing a yard. The
barn was used first as a gymnasium but was later replaced by ‘Five Gables’, and the sides of the
yard converted, but mainly rebuilt, around the former yard, which was then paved with bricks. These
buildings were offered separately for sale, when the Harben Estate was put on the market in 1963
and 1964. The house was demolished in 1961, the last part to go being the entrance lodge by the
track leading up to the old farmyard past the water tower.
A new Lodge was completed by 1939, retaining much of the land originally acquired by Franklin.
Typical of 1930’s Art Deco style, it is still in private hands, and has recently been extended.
The buildings around the old yard which, although adapted and improved since 1963, has retained its
general appearance, and forms a distinct community. The site of the Old Lodge was divided to provide
two plots for new houses. The most westerly was alongside the access route to the old yard, and was
formerly part of the garden with glasshouses. The other plot was subsequently divided to provide for
two new houses (Fig. 8/2).
Harben bought up many of the surrounding farms, and after a few years owned all of the land on
both sides of Northlands Road, the only exception being Hoopers Barn. He also bought up all the land
on the south side of Marches Road to Marches Farm, and down Mayes Lane to Three Stile corner.
The Estate, by the early 1900’s, thus included Sands Farm, Maltmayes, Peartree Cottages, Joanlands,
Garmans, and Tanners Farm, where ‘Home Farm’
was built.
Home Farm was erected on the northern corners
of Plots 553 and 554 on the Tithe Map, with access
from Mayes Lane, and also by another track from
Northlands Road, opposite the lane leading to
Sands Farm. Plot 554, was described as “a barn
and a yard’, and the Map shows a barn with two
cowsheds. These were probably demolished,
but the barn, survived and was integrated with
the new brick buildings (Fig. 8/3). The barn was
originally a three bay barn with cart entrances
of 12 ft. with 14 ft. bays on each side, by 20 ft.
across. The tiled roof had through purlins,
without wind-braces, and queen posts at the
simple gable ends. The walls were studded above
and below the cross rails with curved braces
between the plain principal posts and the rails.
The centre cart bay had curved braces between
posts and ties. Various alterations had been made
when examined in 1972, including an added bay
of 10 ft. for stallions. This addition had straight
struts between the tie and the collar. The original
barn may date from around 1700, or the early
19th C. (Fig.8/4). The’ Turkey House’, was built
much later, and has recently been converted into
a dwelling.

Fig. 8/3...Warnham Lodge. Home Farm. Showing the original
arrangement of the buildings. Note that the barn was the field
barn belonging to Tanners. Bottom, right, pencil sketch of the
well in Sands Farm.
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The original layout of the buildings was still
recognizable in the 1960’s, then mostly used for
pigs, cattle being concentrated at Sands Farm.
The original Home Farm buildings were adapted
or removed over the years, and became known
as Warnham Lodge Farm. Tanners Barn was
repaired and joined onto the house in 1972, and
jacked up on a brick plinth and plastered between
the studs. By the year 2000, it had become a large
and attractive country house, the ground plan
suggesting that what was the bull house and the
bailiffs house having been absorbed or rebuilt,
with a new range built at right angles from the
southwestern end, and across the former chaff
house. It is mainly within this angle that further
additions have more recently been built. To one
side of the barn is a brick building, which could
be the original duck house. Much of the land,
which was part of Tanners Farm, was also added
to Warnham Lodge Farm.
Tanners, itself, however, remains, and is a good
example of ‘Harbenization’, with vertical studs
and, in this case, pebble dash (Fig.8/4). This
style was used for all the buildings within the
main estate, with elaborate flourishes for those
Fig. 8/4 Warnham Lodge. Above,Tanners. Photograph taken
in 1983. Below, Tanners barn during stripping. Photograph
considered important. The name probably
taken in 1972.
derives from Adam Tannere, who bought the
house and sixty acres, in 1477. Peartree Cottages,
are an exception, and were not changed by Harben. Each is a mirror image of the other, so that the
building itself is symmetrical, with two large upper dormers with formed gable ends with stone
above four windows, with two smaller dormers with two windows, at each end. These details reflect
those of Warnham Court and were most likely to have been designed by Arthur Blomfield. Peartree
Cottages provided the name for the present farm. The farmhouse is a recent building, for the land
once belonged to Chatfolds, including the fishponds.
Most of the farmhouses acquired by Harben, were modernized or divided, to provide accommodation
for estate workers, as already noted. It has also been pointed out that Harben not only built several
houses in the village to bring more wealth and employment, including No.’s. 3, 5, and 7 Bell Road, but
he also purchased the land from the Lucas Estate on which to provide Hollands Way, with the Village
Hall on one side and, three substantial houses on the other.
As far as his own Estate was concerned, he provided, as far as the geography permitted, both a
water system, and a sewage system. These were installed by the engineering firm Tuke and Bell.
Unfortunately their records of this period were destroyed during the 2nd World War, but by then, the
Estate was assisted by King and Chasemore, for whom Geoffrey Hodgson of Geerings, then worked,
and who was helpful in supplying details. The various ’wells’ found around the estate, were made
to locate good streams. Sometimes a group of these are found together, perhaps to locate the best
source, as at the entrance to the present drive to Warnham Lodge. The wells are round, built of stone,
about 6 ft. in diameter and protected at the top with ironwork. Water was drawn from this group, and
from another nearby in Sands Farm, by means of a pump situated near the top corner of Plot 552 on
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the Tithe Map. The elevation at that point is about the same as that of the water tank in the tower,
but the water pipe was directed to the ‘engine house’ built away from the main part of the Lodge, and
presumably providing Home Farm en route, with a spur down to Sands Farm. The engine house was
presumably a coal-fired steam engine, so smoke would tend to be carried away from the house by the
prevailing southwesterly wind. The engine house was also surrounded with cypresses, presumably to
reduce noise. From there a pipe led to the water tower, from which the different buildings were then
supplied. The well in the field on the west of the Lodge, and close to a pond near one of the tributaries
of the brook in Slade Bottom Gill, may have been dug to supply Maltmayes. But, to the west of the
track near Benland Cottages, there are storage tanks. These are in line with the water tower and,
while serving perhaps as an overflow, could also have provided a header tank to supply Maltmayes.
The Water tower is a superb example of brickwork, with stone steps, leading past the water tank to
the clock, protected by a plate-glass case. There are two slots on each side of the tower to allow for
the bell to be heard, with a clock face on the north and south sides. The tower is square, the spiral
stairway being applied to it, with doorways to each level opening into the tower. The top originally
had oak shingles, since replaced with cedar, and remains as a picturesque landmark. It is said that its
design was inspired by the clock tower in Newbury. This is part of the Town Hall, designed by James
Money, who may have been known to Batterbury and Huxley, as it was built in 1878-81, when Harben
bought Warnham Lodge. This elaborate water system became redundant when mains water reached
the area in 1933.
Drains for a sewage system were put in from the Lodge and all the cottages in the centre of the Estate,
including Home Farm, and Sands Farm, which led to a filter bed behind No.2 Benland’s Cottages,
draining into West Brook. It still serves the buildings close by. The drain from Sands necessitated
digging a trench across the field in front of the house, which at one point is 20 ft. below the surface,
with a brick-lined well with iron rungs for inspection or rodding. At Sands, the water supply must
have been taken across the road to the building with flush toilets and coalbunkers, referred to in
Chapter 7, which dates that building to 1893/4. Maltmayes lost out on the sewage system, being
much lower than the filter bed, and presumably continued with a septic tank.
The Harben Estate lasted only a lifetime, but
Harben’s vision and wealth made a significant
contribution to the area.
Warnham Court
Ian Nairn, in Pevsner’s ‘Sussex’, describes
Warnham Court as “. . . original parts decent neoElizabethan . . . the tower with its pretty, wayward
details. Big additions of 1866, by A. W. Blomfield,
. . . the lodge by his son, Arthur Blomfield, in
1889”. Ian Nairn, had thought that the house may
have been designed by P. F. Robinson, but recent
research has identified the initial architect as
Henry Harrison.
Fig, 8/5 Warnham Court. The extent of the estate in 1854

The land, which was to become the nucleus of the
Warnham Court Estate, was bought by Nathaniel Treadcroft in 1828, and passed to his son, Henry
Treadcroft. The estate was then bought in 1854 by Sir John Pelly, who died in 1865, having, the year
before, commissioned Edward Milner to lay out the gardens. Fig.8/5 shows part of the auctioneer’s
plan, Lot 1 being the Warnham Court estate as it was in 1854, and was then bought, by C. T. Lucas,
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after Sir John Pelly died. C. T. Lucas and his brother, Thomas, were builders, and their company was
responsible for many of the huge projects in London and elsewhere in the Victorian era. And, like
others who had accumulated immense wealth at that time, they sought to acquire a country estate.
The house and surrounding land amounting to13 acres, was sold to the London County Council, in
1947, but the park, famous for its deer, and the farm, were retained within the Lucas’s Estate, and now
referred to simply, as ‘Warnham Park’. The Lucas’s, at that time, occupied Broomhall, but a new house
was built, within the deer park, screened from view by trees to cut the noise from the new A24, and
moving there, and also into Salmons, around 1965. This new house has since been greatly enlarged.
The original mansion is illustrated in Horsfield’s History of Sussex, of 1835, which was reproduced
in the Horsham Society’s Newsletter of April 2009, and shows the south and east fronts, without the
tower built later by Henry Treadcroft. The auctioneer’s plan of 1854 shows that the estate not only
included the mansion and gardens on Bailing Hill, but also the farmhouse, farm buildings and the
whole area on the east side of Church Street, where the estate houses were later to be built, and, more
recently, Wyvern Place. Also of interest is that it also included the plot in Friday Street later occupied
by two Victorian Cottages, each providing two tenements, of which No.18 had some oak paneling, the
same as was used by the Lucas’s in Broomhall. With this purchase the Lucas’s also acquired Great
Daux and much of he land on the east side of the A 24. On acquisition there was already an entrance
from the A 24 with a Lodge just south of a fishpond. When the new Lodge was built facing Warnham
Road, this track branched off from the earlier one
at a point marked in later maps as ‘Coachroad
Clump’ (Fig.8/5).
Much of the early history of the estate, has
been summarized by Susan J. Djabri, in Issue
No.23 of Horsham Heritage (2015). The work
commissioned by C. T. Lucas and designed by
A. W. Blomfield, included new stables, a billiard
room, conservatory, and the tower, which
increased the number of rooms for guests, were
all carried out in 1866-67 (Fig. 8/6 and 7). The
stables were associated with the riding school,
which presumably was also built at this time.
A.W. Blomfield also designed the original Lodge
from the village, built at the same time. The
lodge facing Warnham Road into Horsham was
designed by by his son, Arthur Blomfield, and
built in 1889, with the same fanciful formed
gables of the mansion over the bay windows and
over the Roman archway of the lodge into the
park, creating a sense of grandeur (Fig. 8/8). Just
to the south, two cottages were built (No.’s 1 and
2, Robin Hood Lane) replacing cottages which,
on Plot 1093 of the Tithe Map were described as
‘Five tenements and gardens. Perhaps the Quince
tree in the garden of No.1, is a survivor.

Fig. 8/6 Warnham Court. The mansion. Above, the east
front in 1860, based on an etching. Note the lower three
formed gables between the bayed ones, have three storeys,
with a pair of upper windows in the gable, with dormers above
and between them in the roof. Note also the main door was to
the left, under a ‘gothic’ porch. Below, the south front in 1965.

The east and south fronts of the mansion are
clearly shown in the engraving reproduced
in Horsefields book , the entrance door being Fig. 8/7 Warnham Court. Comparison of the ground plans
of the mansion. Right, in 1876, based on the O.S. map. Left, in
between the two-storey bays, and under a gothic 2013 after redevelopment, based on agent’s plan.
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porch, the whole east front being higher than the south front, for there are four main floors and
dormer windows in the roof between the formed gables. There are only two floors on the south
front, carried round the corner onto the west face to the left of the door. On an Engraving of 1860, the
balustrade is shown more simply decorated and, because the ground does not slope away as rapidly
as on the south side, has a four-rail iron fence in front of it.
The gardens of Warnham Court were exceptional,
and the first Warnham Flower Show was held in
the Riding School, built on the north side of the
mansion, and illustrated in Susan Overton’s book
on the Warnham Flower Shows, published in
2006, for the first show was in the Riding School.
The 25 in. map of 1876 shows the riding school,
but also details of the gardens, a ‘pheasantry’,
is marked behind the house, and also a covered
water reservoir. This map shows on the south
side, the main drive to the house from the village,
which gave separate access to the gardens. These
were well known and much photographed, and
had several walks ending with a statue. There
was also a clock tower, with clock-faces on each
side, with a square canopy and bell above, topped
by a tall pyramidal cap, which must have been
built sometime after 1866. The south side of the
gardens had a stone balustrade separating the
gardens from the park. Although there was then
an avenue within the gardens towards the road
on the south side of Bailing Hill, it terminated just
short of the road. This later became another entry
Fig. 8/8 Warnham Court. Above, garden showing Gardeners’ to the gardens, after Warnham Court was acquired
Cottage. A copy of a postcard probably dating from around
by the L.C.C. This was in response to the I.L.E.A.
1900. Below. The southern entrance Lodge. Photograph taken
for the need for a school for children in need of
in 1965.
a healthy environment, such as asthmatics, away
from London. New school premises were added to the south side of the mansion. Eventually, the school
was passed over in 1990, to Lambeth B. C., who could not justify the expense, and the gardens became
a nursery for raising plants for London Parks, with the building of new greenhouses and frames.
Susan Overton reproduces photographs of this from the London Metropolitan Archives, in her book.
The school was closed in 1995, and the whole site redeveloped, although retaining the south front
of the mansion. A major part of this redevelopment was the creation of the ‘Mews’ (Fig. 8/6 and 7).
Parts of the original garden were still recognizable, including the rock garden and a grotto, after these
developments had been completed. The nursery, and what was the ‘wild garden’, was sold separately,
and parts have recently been developed for further housing, with access from Bailing Hill, using the
track opened by the L.C.C. Some of the garden, however, survives alongside the road. Concern for
its preservation led to an investigation by the Parish Council, with advice from The Tree Register of
the British Isles, and other experts, who found that not only that the tree collection was of national
importance, especially for its collection of oaks, but that there was an equally important collection
of bulbs, 36,000 of which had been planted in 1906/7, of many varieties now not known elsewhere.
Comparison of maps reveals the effects of ‘emparking’. Hedges were removed, and avenues and
clumps of trees added for effect. The Tithe Map shows a large cleared space (Plot No.1070) around
the mansion, and eighteen further fields were added, later. Some old field-boundaries are still marked
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by residual oaks. But, while the tree planting is interesting, this, combined with the incessant grazing
by deer, means that indigenous plants and animals are largely absent.
It is regrettable that the original mansion and its magnificent gardens were so despoiled. The site was
wonderful, and the original concept had a whiff of
Cheverny about it, and deserved to be preserved
in its entirety. What an asset that would have
been to Warnham!
Mayes Park
Mayes Farm was put up for sale in 1873, and
the sale’s particulars suggested that it offered
“a splendid site for a residence”. The farm
provided the name for the lane, and lies on the
east side, bordered on the south by Geerings Gill
and extending north almost to Tanners. On the
Tithe Map, the farmhouse and another building
occupied Plot 469, 468 described as “ a garden”,
467, as “an orchard”, and named on the map
as ‘May’s Farm’. The extent of the farm in 1873
was the same as that in I819, when surveyed
for the then owner, James Piggott, of Fitzhall.
The names of the fields are the same as in the
later Tithe survey, and is notable for the large
shaws, between fields, the surveyor in 1819,
giving ‘inner’ and ‘outer’ areas for each field,
amounting to around 50 acres for the former,
and 67 for the latter. From available documents, Fig. 8/9 Mayes Park. Above. The front of the building (north
side). Below. South side. Photographs taken in 2008.
it is not clear who the purchaser was, nor the
architect employed, but the 1821 Census names
Arthur Labueshere as resident there. It is a large
Victorian brick house, unexceptional but honest,
built to be lived in and enjoyed, and without any
pretentious Lodge by the gates (Fig.8/9). It was
completed almost twenty years before Harben
arrived at Warnham Lodge.
At the sale in 1873, the farmhouse had already
been divided into two, and the agricultural
buildings to the south had already been replaced
with other buildings. The ground plans of the
buildings in1876, and 2009, are compared in
(Fig. 8/10), together with the survey of the whole
farm in 1819. This survey drew attention to a long
building at the north end of the farm, describing
it as “an open shed over 100 ft. in length, used for
storing bricks made on the farm”. There were two
deep pits close by which were probably dug for
the clay, the shed being alongside the lane for ease
of collection. This building was later converted, or
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Fig. 8/10 Mayes Park. Sketch maps. Left, based on the O.S.
map of 1876, with field numbers from the Tithe Map of 1840.
Note farm buildings and brick shed and pits. Right, mansion
and other buildings in 2009. Note removal of hedges to form
the park. Between, plan of whole estate in 1819. Dotted areas
show extensive shaws and woodland.

replaced, to provide residential flats. The original
farmhouse drawn on the Tithe map shows a
simple building, which was replaced by another
at sometime between 1840 and 1873, when it
had ceased to be a farmhouse. This building was
also demolished and recently replaced by two
buildings, each providing two dwellings. After the
Second World War, the Horsham District Council
bought the mansion to provide ten flats, as well
as the other buildings for the same purpose.
Ends Place

Fig. 8/11 Ends Place. Above, copy of a postcard, a
photograph, probably taken around 1908. Below, plan of the
house and outbuildings as shown on the Tithe Map of 1840.
The buildings on the right of the lane belonged to Hill Farm.

Fig. 8/12 Ends Place. Bushcroft barn.

We know little about the succession of buildings
on the site, now occupied by a modern gated block
known as Warnham Manor. The private drive
from the bottom of Byfleets Lane dates from the
last phase of Ends Place as a mansion, together
with a lodge, now extended, on the south side.
The estate was bought by C. B. Gregson in 1901.
The house was re-designed by C. T. Miles in 1908
(Fig. 8/11). Before then, the only access was
from Wapple Way, sadly now cut by the gates to
‘Warnham Manor’. On the Tithe Map, Ends Place
is identified as ”Old House Farm”, on Plot 729,
and is described as a “house and garden”, with
orchards to the south divided by another old road,
which continues westwards to Slaughter Bridge.
On the south side of this track is a substantial
barn known as Bushcroft Barn, associated with
Old House Farm, which was examined in 1985.
The chain of three fishponds suggests that there
was an important building on the site in early
medieval times.
Bushcroft Barn was a three bay threshing barn,
with the centre bay of 10 ft., with two longer
bays of 16 ft.9 in., on one side, and 19 ft. on the
other, by 21 ft. 8 in., across, and weather boarded
externally. The low door of the centre bay was on
the east side. The roof had through side purlins
both scarfed in the centre bay, with curved braces
to the ties but without wind-braces. The roof with
a 45˚ pitch, and stone covered and with simple
gable ends. The walls were studded above and
below mid-rails, the long side bays with an extra
post between the sole and wallplate on each side,
an unusual arrangement, with an extra tie (Fig.
8/12). Unfortunately, details of bay CD could not
be seen because of storage. A building containing
loose-boxes extending for 76 ft., with a 26 x 10
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ft.6 in. store and tack room at right angles at the
end, was built adjacent to A’B’ of the original
barn (Fig. 8/13). It is possible that this building
was originally a range of cowsheds, adapted for
horses, with the tack room in the early 19th C.
The well-constructed and unusually original barn
may date from the 17th C.
Warnham Place
Warnham Place was built on a wonderful site
between the village and Boldings Brook, leading
down to Warnham Mill. The first building we know
of, was destroyed in the Civil War, the second was
pulled down as soon as it was finished, and then
a dual carriageway was cut through the site. But
the history of these unlucky events is intriguing.
The first house was may have been built by Sir
John Caryll, in the early 16th C. who died in1566,
and is buried in Warnham Church. It is known
that the Caryll’s estates had good iron deposits,
Fig. 8/13 Ends Place. Bushcroft barn. Above, barn on the
and it is known that Warnham Mill was an iron
left, with attached stables. Below, the stables, with tack room at furnace in 1609. The Caryll’s were Royalists,
right angles. Photographs taken in1985.
and were, it is said, then producing cannons, so
Cromwell ordered its destruction, and the troops destroyed the house as well. The Tythe Map also
names Plot No. 1088 as “chapel field”, but this field borders Warnham Road and is unlkely to have
had any association with the house. It seems that the mill was rebuilt after the Restoration, for millers
are named there in 1700. It would appear that the mansion was not rebuilt until 1772, when Sir
Bysshe Shelley planned a new building close to the site of the earlier house. A watercolour painting
of this building was made in 1788 by Samuel Hieronymus Grimm, and is preserved in the British
Library (Fig.8/14). Timothy Shelley, who owned Warnham Place and the Mill, illustrated the position
of the house on his map included in his ‘Field Book”, in the WSRO in Chichester, and is reproduced by
Rosie Ansell in Horsham Heritage No 10, p.52 (Spring, 2004). The Field Book is not dated, but must
date from the late 18th C. Sir Bysshe was an ambitious man, and decided to demolish the Warnham
building in order to build ‘Castle Goring’ in
Worthing. The classical front of that house is
remarkably similar to that built in Warnham, but
grander, with an imposing front entrance, ionic
pilasters and an elaborate tympanum, making his
previous design seem rather plain and basic in
comparison. The watercolour, depicts on the left,
what looks like a group of Elizabethan chimneys.
If the Parliamentary soldiers simply burnt down
the house, as seems likely, the chimneys could
have survived, and Sir Bysshe possibly used them
to make an updraft brick kiln. It was well known
that he liked to use local materials, and it would
not have been difficult to produce all the bricks
Fig. 8/14 Warnham Place. Watercolour painting by Grimm,
required for his mansion, from the site. The house showing the south and west facades. Note the Elizabethan
was demolished around 1797.
chimneys on the left.
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A new house was built probably in the 1920’s,
for the O.S map of 1932 shows a building, so
named, approached by a tree-lined avenue from
the A24. This also shows a track to the farm
buildings, which are shown on the Tithe Map
(Fig. 8/15). In 1994, a survey was conducted
of the suspected site of the earlier house by the
SEAS and HDC., following the decision to build
the dual carriageway between the Warnham
Road junction and Great Daux. This revealed a
cellar of the Shelley house, but also some remains
of the earlier house. After the dual carriageway
was built, access to the 1920’s building had to
be diverted and now comes off the Geat Daux
roundabout.
Warnham Mill
While Warnham Mill became a corn mill after
1700, the area below the pond, where there
was a double blast-furnace is still recognizable.
The Mill had become part of the Lucas’s estate
in the later 19th C., when the two Mill Cottages
to the north of the mill, were built. The miller’s
house is much earlier, and still has some old
millwheels outside (Fig. 8/16). Charles Lucas had
the wheels restored by Ernest Hole, a millwright
from Burgess Hill, in 1982, along with other
machinery. Apparently, while the wooden parts
were badly rotted, the spokes were of iron and
may date from 1700, if not before. The control of Fig. 8/15 Warnham Place. Copy of part of the Tithe Map.
the water level and flow was operated from the The site of the original house was within Plot 1082, marked
buildings to the north, while the water flow from by a square. Note also that the last house has been inserted in
the mill itself is directed under the more southerly Plot 1058, with the track to the barn in `lot 1047a, and that
bridge. After the building of the dual carriageway, Rookwood Farm was labeled Lookwood Farm’ on the map.
the mill and adjacent parts of the estate were
acquired by the Council
in 1988, with major
work on strengthening
the pond and control of
the water level, which
is
now
automatic,
being undertaken in
2016-17. The area
around the Mill Pond
had already been made
into the the Warnham
Nature Reserve, while
those alongside the
new dual carriageway
Fig. 8/16 Warnham Place. Sketch of Warnham Mill buildings today, with the two
became part of the golf semidetached cottages on the extreme left.
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course, reached by an underpass constructed
under Warnham Road. Most of the golf course
occupied the land belonging to Rookwood Farm.
The farm, labelled ‘Lookwood’ on the Tithe Map,
this name being simply an error, the house and
barns being in Plot 1111. One of the barns and
a cart-shed were examined in1985, before the
barn was converted for use by the golf club. The
clubhouse, also a barn, came from Warnham
Place farm (Plot 1047a, on the Tithe Map). It
was examined in 1983, and then in 1984 during
dismantling (Fig.8/17).
The Rookwood barn was a three-bay threshing
barn, of 39 ft. by 20 ft. overall, with roughly equal
bay lengths. The tiled roof, had a simple gableend, with queen-posts, but was hipped at the
other end, suggesting that the roof may have been
reconstructed. The roof had through purlins, and
wind-braces on each side of the centre bay, with
curved braces from posts to ties. The walls were
box-framed, and probably originally weatherboarded, but later brick-nogged on the north
side, with a neat square owl-hole in the upper
panel towards one end. The high door of the
centre bay was on the south side. An outshot had
been added at the eastern end. The barn has been
reconstructed and forms part of the golf-training
centre. The original farmhouse also remains, and
was examined in detail by A. F. Hughes who found
that it was originally a medieval hall house with
17th C., and later additions (loc. cit.).

Fig. 8/17 Warnham Place. Barn. Above, during stripping
before removal to Rookwood. Photograph taken in 1994.
Below, roof. Note wind-brace. Top left , replaced braces from
tie to purlin, and long mortise under the tie, and mortises in
the post, indicating that it is not original. Photograph taken in
1993.

The Warnham Place farm barn forms the main clubhouse, open for dining and available for other
functions. In 1983, it had ceased to be used as a barn, and looked as if it had been reconstructed,
perhaps when Sir Bysshe was re-building Warnham Place. The barn had five bays with an overall
length of 60 ft. by 20 ft. across, the roof tiled with through purlins and end wind-braces. The renewed
doors were high on both sides. Many of the timbers had clearly come from other buildings, probably
from a house rather than another barn. Nevertheless the original barn, though much reconstructed,
looks to have been of high quality, and lent itself to form a clubhouse, in which odd mortises and other
incongruities of construction are still evident.
Strood Park
Strood Park referred to earlier as Strood Place, came within the parish as a result of the realignment
of the parish boundary with the building of the dual carriageway which also resulted in the loss from
the parish of Warnham Mill.
Originally a late Elizabethan mansion, it was later Georgianised, and only the two central bays of the
house between rounded bays with large sash windows on the south side, belong to the original house,
which was then topped by a stone balustrade to coordinate the façade with the rounded bays on each
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side, and the whole of the front being rendered with cement. These central three-storey bays are
square, with four-light windows on the sides, and six-light widows on the front. These contrast with
the huge sash windows
of the two rounded
bays on either side
(Fig 8/18). It was the
home of the Cowper
family in the early
18th C., when William
Cowper was Lord of the
Manor in Warnham. It
may have been in his
ownership that the
house was Geogianised.
The mansion and the
park became Farlington
School in 1955, and
other separate buildings
have been added with
the expansion of the
Fig. 8/18 Strood Park. Sketch of south front, with profile below.
school.
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Chapter 9
BARN CONVERSIONS

With an abundance of oak, barns and other farm buildings throughout the parish were timber–
framed, their structure and size little different from those of the farmhouses to which they belonged.
Furthermore, dismantling for repair, or removal to a different site did not present particular problems.
Many have already been mentioned, or described in Chapter 7, including the group at Stone Farm
(Fig.9/1), Tickfold, Northlands, and Dawes, where barns which were no longer needed as not fit for
modern purposes, have been put to other good uses. Dawes Farm has more recently built modernized
farm buildings and absorbed most of the other farms between Northlands and the northwest corner
of the parish. The barn belonging to Cidermill Farm has also been converted recently into a separate
dwelling.
Few barns are Listed, yet local authority policy
insists, that if converted for residential use,
it should remain recognizably barn-like. This
illogical decision means that when converted it
should remain weather-boarded, and original
barn-door positions should be recognizable. In
practice, since a high door was inevitably close to
a road, this mostly led to a glass enclosure, which
is permanently curtained by the occupants, for
obvious reasons. The conversions of both Marches
barn, and Goose Green barn illustrate this. There
is no doubt, however, that the conversion of Fig. 9/1 Stone Farm barns. The two main barns at right
Hoopers Barn, briefly described below is, thanks angles with, on the right the brick granary added to another
small barn. Photograph taken in 2008.
to a good architect, superb.
Marches barn
This was examined in 1979 when it was still in use. Originally a small three-bay threshing barn, with
each bay, 10 ft. by 15 ft. across. The roof had a 45˚ pitch, half-hipped, with through-purlins and windbraces, and was tiled. The high door on the south side had a lintel immediately under the wall plate,
giving a clearance of 10ft., the low door opening into the yard gave a clearance of only 6 ft. (Fig.9/2).
The barn was extended by a further bay of 15 ft. This was joined to the original barn by neatly halved
and pegged wall plates, and the purlins halved to bear onto the original collars, with the addition of
an extra tie to restrain the walls. The bay was provided with a loft of plain 6 in. oak boards supported
by chamfered joists from a 10 in. square spine beam tenoned to the centre posts at each end (AA’/
BB’). Not all the details could be seen, because of storage. There were cowsheds forming a yard at the
back. The carpentry was of good quality, and the original barn might date from the 17th C., while the
extension was built slightly later.
As noted in Chapter 7, the site falls away rapidly from the road. On conversion, the frame, after
stripping, was jacked up and leveled, providing better headroom to the ground floor, as well as
providing a higher plinth (Fig. 9/2). Part of the range of cowsheds extending from D’E’ were also
restored to extend the accommodation. The result is shown in Fig. 9/3.
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Fig. 9/2 Marches Farm barn. Above, left, photograph of barn taken in 1973. Note cowsheds on the left. Above, right, plan of
barn and cowshed yard. Below, left, photograph taken in 2007 during conversion. Note blockwork and leveling up. Below, barn
as measured in 1973. Note original hip and extension on the left.

Goose Green Farm cart-shed
This was both a cart-shed and a stable, with an
outshot added at the northern end. A range of
cowsheds extended at right angles close to the
northwestern corner of the cart-shed. These
were first examined in 1969, when the cart-shed
was used as a garage, and has been described in
Chapter 7 (Fig. 7/18}.
It was converted into a house and integrated with
the cowsheds, to provide a dwelling, separate
from the farmhouse in 2008. Fig.9/4 shows the
rebuilding and the finished house. The original
cart opening is curtained, and there are no
windows at the front, all are at the back. What a
charming little house it would have looked, with
washed plaster panels between the studs, the odd
little window, and an appropriate door fitted in
the obvious place.
Hoopers Barn. ( ‘The Old Barn’ ).
Fig. 9/3 Marches Farm barn. Photographs of the barn on
completion, taken in 2008. Note the attached two cowshed
bays on the right.
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Hoopers Barn is on the north side of Northlands
Road near the junction with the A 29 and
Marches Road, and is now known as ‘The Old
Barn’. On the Tithe Map it occupies Plot 615 and

is described simply as a
”barn and yard”. There
probably was never a
farmhouse on the site
because for many years
it was part of Stone
Farm, and with the
many fields associated
with it justified a
barn and associated
cowsheds and other
farm buildings. The
main barn was in good
condition, well built,
and of four bays, of 10 ft.
by 20 ft. across, and was
originally a threshing
barn with the high door
on the north side, the
lintel just under the
wall plate, giving a 12
ft. clearance from the
floor. The roof is halfhipped and tiled, with
through purlins and
curved wind-braces on
either side of the centre
bay position, but not
elsewhere. The main Fig. 9/4 Goose Green Farm cart-shed. Above, left, removal of outshot. Note the separate
posts are 10 in. square cowsheds behind. Beneath, attachment of cowsheds. Below, completed conversion. Right,
with curved braces to above, shows raising of cowsheds on new stone plinth. Below, cart-shed after stripping. Note
the mid-rails from each west side doorway.
end post, but on one
side only of the threshing bay, which retained the original floor of large stone slabs. This has been
converted for residential use on changing hands in the late 1990’s. The ancillary buildings, including
another barn have also been retained, providing extra accommodation, and for other purposes. In
1985 these could not be examined in detail, because of storage of hay and other materials, and formed
an extensive piggery.
In conversion of the main barn, an upper floor has ben inserted, and while this crosses the high door
of the threshing bay this is completely glazed to provide light, and a view, from each floor, The entry
door has be inserted into the position of the low door at the front of the house with a window above.
Chimneys serving both floors have been inserted within the frame at each end. Windows have been
cleverly placed so as to maintain the integrity of the building.
The present owners have landscaped the grounds around the buildings and planted a vineyard,
known commercially as Warnham Vale Vineyard.
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GLOSSARY

Definition of terms used in the text, are arranged alphabetically. All those relating to measurement, of
whatever quantity, will be found under Weights and Measures at the end of this glossary.
Arable

A field suitable for ploughing.

Bargeboard

A vertical board, usually decorated, on a gable end concealing the roof timbers.

Bay

1. In timber-framed buildings the distance between each principal post
bearing a tiebeam.
2. In brick or stone buildings, between repetitive features in the façade.
3. Bay windows, which are in front of the main line of the building. These may
be square, bowed or half-hexagonal, and may serve one or two storeys. If only in
the upper storey, this is referred to as an oriel (q.v.).

Bench mark

A mark on structure, shaped as an upward arrowhead, as a reference point
for leveling.

Blinding

Mixing limey sand to help binding of a gravel track or road, = ‘metalling’,
succeeded by tarmacadam (‘tarmac’) in 20th C.

Bond

The manner of laying bricks and mortar.

Brace

A curved or straight timber between two timbers to strengthen, or resist forces
on a building, as in ‘wind-braces’, or between post and tiebeam in a
timber-framed building.

Bracket

A small curved or straight stone or timber supporting a projection such as
an oriel window, or the horizontal beam of a jetty, and commonly decorated.

Bressumer

A beam over an open space, as over a fireplace, supporting the weight of a
wall above and being supported on piers, usually of brick or stone at each end.
Similarly, the ‘flying bressumer’ in front of the recessed hall of a wealden
building, supporting the rafters, and supported by braces to the posts of the
jettys on each side.

Buttress

A structure of brick or stone built to resist outward pressure on a wall.

Cambered

A beam which is higher in the middle than at the ends, as in tiebeams.

Castellated

Literally, a ‘castle-like’ carving, usually at the top of a horizontal beam resembling
a ‘battlement’, as on some dais beams.

Catslide

A roof extended from the eaves over an outshot.
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Chamfer

Taking off the edge of a square-cut beam, usually at right angles, commonly on
the lower edges of a ceiling beam. Chamfers may be flat or hollow and may be
used as a decorative feature with stops and fillets (q.v.).

Collar

A beam joining the rafters on each side.

Cornice

An ornamental moulding projecting from the top of a wall.

County

The chief unit for judicial, and political purposes. The County ‘court’, is
concerned with major pleas for justice. Commonly equivalent to a ‘Shire’, but
not in the south of England which reflects the Saxon names, but the role of
‘sheriff, or ‘shire-reeve (Saxon) was refined in Norman England.

Courts

Where administrations of justice, were held, initially under a ‘Lord of the Manor’.
And in practice, subdivided into Courts Baron, which met to consider matters
of ownership etc., and Courts Leet, for minor offences. Courts Baron continued
until the mid 19th C. In both 1828 and 1851, they were held in ‘The Court House’
(Old Manor). Some matters later came under the local Church, such as Poor
Law administration.

Crownpost

A vertical, and sometimes decorated post at the centre of the tiebeam and which
supports the collar purlin.

Cruck, crucked

A type of roof-truss of a timber-framed building, in which the principal posts are
curved and meet at the ridge. The posts may be supported by plates, commonly
of stone, at ground level, or by a wall.

Curtilage

The area attached to a dwelling and forming an enclosure. (Anglo-French).

Demesne

Commonly, the land associated with a building belonging to the owner.
(Anglo-French). See also ‘Curtilage’ (above).

Dormer window

A gabled window joining the main roof from which it projects. This was often
added when the attic was needed for sleeping purposes (hence the French
name). Sometimes the top of the gable was embellished with a finial.

Dumpy- level

A surveyor’s telescope invented by William Gravatt for both horizontal leveling
but also, by sighting on marked poles, for measurement of inclines and declines.
The telescope, often had a spirit level screwed to it and was mounted on a tripod
with a plum- bob in the centre. By the mid late19th C. measuring poles with
sliding extensions were made, calibrated upside-down. For triangulation,
measurements were made at either end of a baseline, measured by a chain or,
later, a tape. Measurement of inclines could be checked by backsighting, and
measuring the distance between.

Finial

A decorative, and usually carved, vertical piece, at the apex of a gable, or an
internal post, such as a newell post of a staircase.

Folde, or Fold

A field (Anglo-Saxon) or fields associated with a place, hence ‘Kingsfold’.

French drain

A channel formed from un-mortared bricks to receive rain from the eaves of a
building.
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Frog

A hollow on one side of a brick, often with the makers name.

Gable

A vertical, or simple, gable-end of a roof.

Gablet

A small vertical end of the ridge of some timber-framed buildings, with fully
hipped roofs, and sometimes serving as smoke-holes in hall houses, but also in
some barns for ventilation and to attract barn owls. The feature is sometimes
used as a decorative feature in modern buildings.

Garderobe

A privy, often a structure projecting from a building.

Glebe

Land belonging to the Church and serving to support the appointed priest for his
use and as a source of income.

Ham

Simply a village, or an enclosed place, as in Warnham.

Header

In a bonded brick wall where bricks are laid in two directions, the end of a
brick being referred to as a ‘header’, and one laid lengthwise as a ‘stretcher’, and
often arranged in a patern.

Hide

Roughly 120 acres, and used as a basis for tax (Anglo-Saxon).

Hip

The end of a roof , usually with the same pitch as the sides, and commonly in
such roofs at 45˚. Fully-hipped, may or may not have gablets, and half-hipped
roofs slope down to the collars which then act as wallplates.

Hundred

Roughly, 100 hides, used as the basis for administration (Anglo-Saxon).
Warnham was in the Hundred of Singlecross.

Hurst

A wood, often applied to a village, which developed from a clearing in the forest,
as in Billingshurst.

Joist

A beam supporting an upper floor, commonly decorated.

Jowl

The top part of a post enlarged to accommodate two sets of mortises at right
angles to engage with the wall plate and a tie-beam, often taking advantage of
the expansion of a tree at the base, so is erected upside down, and, therefore,
sometimes called the ‘rootstock’, the Jowls being extended under the tie-beam.
Jowls may be simple expansions, or shaped in various ways and sometimes
have decorated chamfers.

Kingpost

In a timber-framed building a post seated at the centre of a tiebeam and
extending to the ridge, often clasping a ridge beam and with straight struts at
the base on each side.

Lintel

A horizontal timber above a doorway

Louvre

A timber structure above a fireplace to allow the escape of smoke and prevent
entry of rain. In timber-framed buildings this was articulated with the
appropriate rafters.

Meadow

A field of grass used for hay.
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Mortar

A mixture of sand, water and lime, or cement, to bond bricks.

Mortise or mortice

A hollowed-out part in a timber to form a joint with a tenon (q.v) on another
timber.

Moulding

Decorative treatment of a chamfer, which might be hollow and simply ‘drawn
off’ at the ends, or with or without a stop, which might be ‘stepped’ and ending
in a fillet.

Molds, Molding

Such as a wooden box, into which clay might be slopped to shape a hand-made
brick.

Mullions

Vertical posts dividing a window. In timber-framed buildings these were
commonly square-cut timbers turned at 45˚ and fitted into mortises in a cill
below and a lintel above.

Newel

A central post supporting a winding staircase.

Nogged, Nogging

The panels of a wall filled with bricks in various ways.

Oriel (window)

A projecting window supported by brackets and commonly with additional side
windows to improve light within, and to provide a side view.

Pargetting

Decoration of a plastered wall or daubed panel, often a pattern produced by a
comb inside, or a rendered wall outside, where decorations may be added to
the initial render, before lime-washing or a applying a coloured wash.

Pasture

A field used for grazing.

Pebbledash

A type of external rendering of a wall or panel with either lime or cement and
sand mortar, which is applied first, followed by small pebbles, which are thrown
or ‘dashed’ onto it.

Pitch

The angle of a roof against the horizontal.

Planetable

A flat table on which a simple telescope could be mounted, for horizontal
measurement of areas, by sighting from either end of a baseline, which was
commonly measured by a chain. The table was mounted on a tripod, and
in common use until around 1830, when superseded by the Dumpy-level.
Various improvements were made in accuracy, the tripod having adjustable legs
for use on uneven ground, and then for the telescope itself to have adjustable
screw feet.

Plat

A small flat pasture.

Plinth

A raised wall to support the soleplate above ground.

Post

A vertical timber.

Purlin

A longitudinal timber or timbers supporting the rafters in different types of
roof.
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Quoin

A block, usually of stone, inserted into the corner of a brick building to strengthen
the bonding. More rarely, of brick into stone.

Rape

A group of several Hundreds (Norman). Sussex was divided into 6 rapes:
Hastings, Pevensey, and Lewes (East Sussex), and Bramber, Arundel and
Chichester (West Sussex), each rape with a castle, instituted after the Norman
Conquest, and is used in the Doomsday Book (1086). Warnham was in the Rape
of Bramber.

Rail,

A horizontal timber of a timber-framed building between principal posts
dividing the wall into two similar areas (hence, ‘mid-rail’) and commonly further
subdivided by vertical secondary posts.

Reu, or Rew

Locally a wooded boundary of a field, less wide than a shaw, principally to
provide shelter for stock, and for faggots etc.

Rootstock

See ‘Jowl’.

Roughcast

A cement or lime mortar mixed with small pebbles or chippings used as an
external render to a wall.

Scantling

The size, or weight of a timber.

Scarf

Jointing of two timbers in the same plane, vertical or horizontal. There are many
types, such as ‘bridled’ where one member has a tenon fitting into a mortise in
the other, or in more complicated scarfs in which the joints are also fixed with a
peg or pegs.

Scotch mark

A cut made in a timber to receive a shore or prop during construction.

Shaw

Locally, a wide belt of woodland between fields, used for production of timber
and often coppiced.

Shore

A prop used to support a timber frame during construction.

Shire

See ‘County’.

Soffit

The underside surface of a beam.

Sole, Soleplate.

In a timber-framed building the horizontal beams on which the principal posts
and other wall timbers, are taken up. The soleplates have mortises to receive
tenons from the posts and lie on a plinth of brick or stone,

Spandrel

A space above an arched door, below the lintel and often decorated, Fireplaces
of stone with an arched lintel are often decorated by carvings.

Spine beam

A beam in the long axis of a building, commonly bearing joists supporting an
upper floor.

Stretcher

See ‘Header’.

175

String-course

A row, or rows of slightly projecting bricks, commonly at first floor level of a
brick building used as a decorative feature.

Stucco

A smooth lime or cement and sand covering on the whole or part of a brick wall
and sometimes moulded, decorated or ‘pargetted’ (q.v.).

Stud

A vertical wall post.

Tenon

A projecting piece of a timber cut to fit into a corresponding mortise to form a
joint., often pinned to prevent the timbers from ‘parting company’.

Theodolite

A surveyor’s instrument for measuring angles both horizontally and vertically
(up and down), with an accuracy of seconds of arc. Usually mounted on an
adjustable tripod as used for dumpy-levels (q.v.) and based on Ramsdon’s
theodolite of 1787, highly accurate instruments were available for builders and
architects by the late 19th C.

Tie, or Tiebeam

A cross-beam ‘tieing’ two posts together and resisting the weight of the roof
above causing outward thrusts. In earlier roofs often finely cambered.

Tithes

Literally, a tenth of one’s agricultural production, which was obligatory for
landowners in medieval England to support the Local Church and clergy. The
Commutation Act of 1836, converted payment into a kind of ‘rent charge’. This
led to a National Commission to measure the value of production of the
agricultural holdings by area of woodland, pasture, meadowland and arable
land.. This entailed accurate surveying, field by field, and recording the use of
each area in the year of the survey. In Warnham this was completed in 184O,
and agreed in 1844.

Transom

A horizontal bar dividing a window.

Trimmer

A cross beam fixed against cut joists, often in front of a fireplace or to take up the
carriers of a staircase.

Truss

The roof-truss, of various patterns is designed to stabilize the forces of
the roof and the walls. This is an obvious requirement of all buildings, and
varies according to the dimensions and materials used.

Voussoir

The arrangement of bricks of various patterns above a wooden window frame
in a stone brick, or brick-faced building (Old French).

Wallplate

A beam placed on the top of a wall on which the rafters of a roof rest.

Wealden

A type of hall house characteristic of the Wealden area, in which there are jetties
at each end of the house, so that the central hall is recessed. The style includes
houses in which jettyes occur only at the front, or the front and ends, or (rarely)
on all three sides. Those with jetties on two sides are related by a ‘dragon beam’,
or dragging beam, supported at the corner by an angled, and often decorated
bracket.
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WEIGHTS AND MEASURES
There is much information on the Internet, and only measurements used in the text are mentioned
here, for convenience.
Old measurements have been used in the text for that is what was used, until very recently, by builders.
It didn’t matter if a ‘yard-stick’ was slightly longer or shorter than an actual yard, providing it was
used throughout a particular building. And the same goes for strings, often used to check diagonals.
Measurements of weights may be as ‘Troy weight’– the term derived from Troyes, the important
trading centre in medieval France; or as ‘Avoirdupois’, which is Anglo-Norman for “goods of weight”.
‘Imperial’ measurements date back to Elizabethan times and are somewhat larger than those still
used in the U.S.A. Metric equivalents are also given.
LENGTH
1 foot = 12 inches. An inch = the length of 3 barleycorns. 3ft. = I yard = 36 in.
1 rod, pole or perch = 5 and a half yards (5.5 yds.)
A Gunther’s chain has 100 links, and is 22 yards. 10 chains = 220 yards = 40 rods, poles or perches =
1 furlong’.
1 mile was 5000 ft. in medieval England, but became 5280 ft.= 1760 yards = 8 furlongs = 80 chains,
in Elizabethan times.
1 foot = 30.480 cm. 1 mile = 1.60934 km.
AREA
1 acre = 4840 sq. yards = 4 roods = 160 sq. perches, poles or rods, = 10 sq. chains.
An acre is what a team of 8 oxen could plough in a day.
1 sq. mile = 640 acres.
1 hectare = 2.471143 acres.
WEIGHT
1 pound (lb.) = 16 ounces (ozs.), Avoirdupois. = 12 ounces, Troy (Apothecary’s), otherwise, 14 oz.
1 ton (Avoirdupois/ Imperial) = 12 hundredweights (cwts.)= 2240 lbs.
1 stone = 14 lbs.
1 ton (Imperial) = 0.984207 tonne (metric)
1 lb.= 453.59 g. 2.205 lbs. = 1 kg.
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FURTHER READING

Much information may be found on the Internet, in local libraries, and in the Horsham Museum.
Archives are housed at the West Sussex Record Office, Chichester, at The National Archives, Kew, and
English Heritage. The Horsham Public Library has an excellent reference collection of all aspects of
local interests.
The following list is of publications referred to in the text, and others which are particularly informative
and relevant to particular chapters in this book. A second date in a citation indicates a later edition,
revision or a reprint.
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