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The crock method of building, embodying as it does an early form of 
fundamental timber framing, has been described in many works devoted 
to building construction. In the past, however, the bulk of literature 
published on buildings has tended to concentrate on already well-known 
examples of large country houses, castles and other notable monuments. 
Only in more recent years have the humble dwelling house and the barn 
been considered of sufficient importance to warrant monographs devoted 
entirely to them. Two notable works may, however, be mentioned, both 
of which deal exhaustively with the features of construction of the smaller 
buildings. These are C. F. Innocent's Development of English Building 
Construction (1916) and S. 0. Addy's The Evolution of the English House 
(1898). More recently Messrs. Batsford and Fry have written The English 
Cottage (1938), to which should be added Dr. I. 0. Peate's book The Welsh 
House (1944). In the last decade or so, one or two notable contributions 
have been made to this literature in the form of more specialised articles 
of a local character by James.Walton entitled "Crock Framed Buildings in 
Yorkshire".' Most recently Lord Raglan and Sir Cyril Fox have brought 
out, under the auspices of the National Museum of Wales, their detailed 
survey, The Monrrwuthshire House, Part I (1951). 

It is not the intention of the present writer to set out a thesis on the 
history of crock building. Those who wish to study the story of the 
evolution of the crock framework are referred to the publications already 
mentioned. The purpose of these notes is to set on record as much detail as 
possible concerning the surviving examples of crock buildings in Leicester
shire. No finality is claimed for the observations made and in many cases 
only the barest details have been procurable. So far as possible investi
gation into these buildings has been made for the additional purpose of 
obtaining a photographic record of each structure. 

The present enquiry into the cruck buildings of Leicestershire com
menced about fifteen years ago when, in The Wayfarer's Companion, by 
Arnold Fellows (1937), there appeared a photograph of cruck houses being 
demolished at Donington-le-Heath in Leicestershire. A house of brick 
construction was shown, the walls having been completely demolished at 
one end, and there, exposed to the sky, were two huge curved tree trunks 
meeting at the top and being connected by a short horizontal saddle of 
wood. Level with the lintel of the door on the ground floor, and therefore 
about six feet above the ground, was a gigantic tie-beam connecting . the 
main cruck timbers so that the whole appeared as an enormous letter "A" 
of rough form. A further pair of crucks was to be seen still encased in the 
brickwork awaiting demolition, but the ridge pole connecting these two 

1 Trans. Yorks. Arch Soc. (1948). See also article by· the same author on "The 
Development of the Cruck Framework" in Antiquity (1948). 
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pairs of crucks had disappeared entirely. One could only surmise that 
somewhere in the yet undemolished part of the building lay a l;hird pair 
of these gaunt timbers, as yet entirely concealed from view. 

About four years ago the enquiry was put on a fresh basis and was 
taken up by certain members of the Research Group of the Vaughan Col
lege Archa:ological and Historical Society and it is to these ladies and 
gentlemen, and particularly to Mr. J. A. Daniell, that the writer is now 
indebted for help in the discovery of fresh examples, and in some cases for 
notes and data thereon. In view of the illustrative matter which the 
adequate treatment of the subject requires, it was decided that the best 
presentation of these records would be in the Transactions of the Leicester
shire Archceological Society. So far over 40 cruck buildings within the 

· county boundary have been successfully traced. 
There is at the moment a growing appreciation of folk buildings in 

Britain and it is to the special credit of the National Museum of Wales, not 
only that they have published the book on Monmouthshire houses already 
mentioned, but that in the grounds at St. Fagan's Castle near Cardiff, they 
have set up a Welsh Folk museum, in which one of the outstanding exhibits 
is a barn which has been reconstructed in its original form, incorporating 
a pair of crucks in one end. 

Briefly, in order to clarify the notes which follow, it may be stated that 
the use of crucks represented and determined the form of the earliest rec
tangular house, whose origin is obscure. From a study of the distribution 
of these buildings in England, however, it would appear that the influence 
of the cruck was strongest in north-eastern England, the Midlands being 
reached predominantly along the river valleys, until the type of construc
tion tends to die out in the south and west. That it was an accepted 
method of building throughout Wales, however, is shown in Dr. I. 0. 
Peate's book The Welsh House. Innocent made a rather arbitrary state
ment that the cruck house was not found south of a line from Bristol to the 
Wash, though one of the earliest examples seen and photographed by the 
present writer was in Skirmett in Buckinghamshire. The "Barley Mow" 
at 'Clifton Hampden on the Berkshire side of the Thames is a well-known 
example and another building which is frequently illustrated is at Lacock 
in Wiltshire. This latter county, together with Dorset and Hampshire, have 
recently been explored carefully by Mr. James Walton and he has recorded 
many further examples,2 while Dr. Hoskins mentions one in North Devon.3 

With the development of research into cruck building, as into many 
other topics of historical interest, it happens that with the accumulation of 
data, writers are not always unanimous in their terminology. In order to 
clear up what is and what is not considered to be a cruck building, the 
writer has accepted the decision of a group of enthusiasts who met in May 
1952 and formed the "Vernacular Architecture Group". It was agreed at 
this meeting that a cruck be defined as "a principal springing from a point 
below wall-plate level". As a development of the true cruck as defined 
above, ~arious buildings have come to notice which comprise vertical tim
bers tied by a horizontal beam, surmounted by a crock-shaped truss. A 
good example of this type of building is seen at Thurcaston in the Eliza
bethan portion of the building known sometimes as "Latimer's House". It 

2 Unpublished MS. discussed with the author. 
3 Letter to the author. 
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has been decided to accept Sir Cyril Fox's definition and usage of the· term 
"upper-cruck" for this type of building.4 The term "collar" has been used 
to denote the short horizontal timbers (sometimes more than one) con
necting the crucks above the main tie-beam, while the term "saddle" 
denotes a short horizontal timber surmounting the crucks at their topmost 
extremities. Sometimes this saddle connects two crucks and . yet keeps 
them some two or three feet apart. On other occasions it does not sur
mount them, but connects them by dovetailing. . In this case the term 
"yoke" is employed in the succeeding notes. 

The principles of construction consisted simply of using a curved tree 
trunk, invariably oak, and more often a trunk and the first branch springing 
therefrom. This was felled and often split up the centre, so that when 
trimmed and with one half reversed, two exactly matching curved timbers 
were obtained. In some of th<:; more roughly constructed buildings which 
have been examined, the two crucks do not match, are sometimes un
squared, and are presumably taken from separate trees, as possibly no 
more suitable material was to be easily come by. Two or three and some
times several pairs of these timbers were used, the spaces between them 
being termed "bays". Thus a house of three pairs of crocks became a 
building of two bays. The crocks were secured at the top by various 
means. The earliest method was apparently to halve the timbers on 
opposite sides. These were then crossed and secured by a wooden peg 
(Fig. 1). The ridge-pole rested in the V thus formed. The main com
ponents of the cruck; framework are shown in Fig. 2. 

Fig. I. Detail of cruck-construction. 

4 Sir Cyril Fox and Lord Raglan, The Monmouthshire House, i. 67 et seq. 
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Fig. 2. General arrangement of cruck framework. 
Vine Cottage, Newtown Linford. 

In the British Isles in pre-Conquest days, houses were constructed on 
this principle, which involved the use of forked props which were straight, 
and supported a ridge-pole on which the leaning side walls of wattle, daub 
and thatch converged. Strictly speaking, side walls were thus dispensed 
with and the roof reached down to the ground in the familiar manner of 
many modern tents. A house built on this principle, but using later types 
of building material, existed at Scrivelsby in Lincolnshire, but was de
stroyed by fire in 1944. Its main timbers were straight and· 19 feet long; 
they stood on a 19-feet base and the house had a similar depth. It will be 
recognised that in a hou,se of this type, just as in the tent design, the 
entrance can only be made at one end or the other. No doubt, therefore, 
it became usual to build these houses so that they presented their gable 
ends to the street, a feature which is to be observed on some of the earlier 
cruck houses still extant in Leicestershire. 

The earliest buildings of the type were no doubt of one storey. In 
some . cases, a loft might be part of the design while, by building interior 
upright partitions, the "lean-to" space thus created could be used for 
animals or as a store space. In any case these lean-to spaces possessed 
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seriously restricted headroom. In due course, when additional height 
became desirable, the arch-form embodying curved timbers came into use 
along with tie-beams which projected outwards beyond the crucks, serving 
as a support for a wall-plate, which in its turn had an upright wall built up 
to it from the ground. 

Mention has already been made of the bay. Addy speaks of hay being 
sold by the "bay" in Derbyshires and expounds at length how its measure
ments became fixed at about 16 feet. It seems that this length was required 
for the normal stabling accommodation for two pairs of oxen and conse
quently became a sort of unit to be applied to houses and barns. Even 
grain came to be measured by the bay, and Chaucer's poor widow lived in 
a cottage which was dismissed by Bishop Hall with the words, "Of one 
Baye's breadth, God wot ! a silly cote". The term "bay" was, of course, 
equally applicable to other and later methods of timber construction. Its 
use will be observed in the following extracts from a survey of copy
holders in Woodhouse in the year 1656. "Thomas Lindford .... one 
mesage containing three bays of building, one farme of two bays one cow
house or stable of two bays one archard with a garden and yard in sever
allty half an acre the close of a croft adjoyning sometimes commonable 
three acres and a half with common in the fields and forests and payeth 
yearly rent iijs and two days work of a man in harvest .... " "Humphrey 
ffox .... one mesage with the appurtenances in woodhouse one close called 
squiers close .... one teniment of six bays of building one barne two bays 
one garden and orchard and backyard adjoyneing . . .. " 6 

In this list of copyholders almost all premises are thus described, 
though of course there is no proof that cruck buildings are referred to, but in 
the year in question it is likely that some buildings would have been so 
constructed. 

So far as this survey of the Leicestershire crucks is concerned, it has 
been found impossible to date with accuracy any one example. Dr. 
Hoskins7 quotes a Leicestershire lease, dated 31 December 1405, in which 
the lessee was required to make a house, upon a certain tenement, having 
three pairs of "forkes". No doubt at this period this was the accepted 
method of construction in the district. The walls would then have been 
completed with mud and the roof made of reeds. The use of these primi
tive materials in Leicestershire continued for a long time after that date. 
Cobbett speaks with derision8 on the subject of the labourers' cottages in 
"Hailstone" (i.e. Aylestone), which he says were " .. . . hovels, made of mud 
and of straw; bits of glass, or of old off-cast windows, without frames or 
hinges frequently, but merely stuck in the mud wall". This extract was 
dated 26 April 1830. 

Even today, one can still see a considerable amount of mud in use in 
Leicestershire and it has been recorded that occupants did not like the new 
brick houses, complaining that they were cold. Certain it is that the mud 
houses were warm in winter and cool in summer and no objection seems to 
have been raised on the score that they housed vermin in their capacious 
walls. It has recently come to light that mud was used for the construction 

s S. 0. Addy, The Evolution of the English House (1898), 33. 
6 Leics. County Record Office: Records of the M anor of Beaumanor, IO Oct. 1656. 
7 Midland England (1949), 82. 
8 Rural Rides (Everyman ed., 1912), ii. 266. 
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of a wall in Long Clawson as late as the first decade of the present century. 
Nevertheless most of the mud walling of the old cottages has crumbled and 
has been replaced by brick. However this may be, the old timber framing 
has usually survived and many cases are known where a cruck framework 
exists, completely hidden and encased in a later brickwork wall. If any 
of these old cottages ever carried dates, they have perished with the original 
walls, and the earliest dated dwelling house which can be traced in 
Leicestershire is of the later post and panel type at Hugglescote, built in 
1583. 

On the other hand it must be conceded that conditions in the country 
districts of Leicestershire were backward, and it is likely that the older 
cruck method of building still went on in the more outlying districts after 
it had been superseded by the "post and panel" method generally. In 
their Monmouthshire work, Fox and Raglan make some interesting obser
vations on dating. They observe, too, that there are considerable deviations 
in local styles of cruck building, and the three dozen examples quoted by 
them have, with one or two exceptions, elbow-shaped crocks which stand 
upon tapered blades, which-are narrowed down to 5 or 6 inches at the base. 
After cutting and halving, these "elbow" crucks were inverted in order to 
obtain a greater throw from that section which originally formed the 
straight trunk. This was considered by the writers to be an advanced 
form and a development from the "clumsy heavy-footed" type which are 
narrower in span and are believed in Monmouthshire to cover the period 
1450-1550. 

The steeper pitch of the earlier cruck was obtained with the use of a 
foot about 12 in. broad, rather than with the narrower one, when the 
tapered blade was used. Some crucks were built when the open hearth 
was usual in the living room or hall, others when this was replaced by a 
stone fireplace at a gable end. In the city of Leicester we have in the old 
Guildhall an example of two trusses which belong to the old building of 
1343. It would appear that originally this was a four-bayed building having 
a centre hearth-remains, of which may still be seen. In this building the 
wall-plate is very low, but it is likely that the old timbers pierced this and 
were set into the ground. Thus they formed a type of cruck construction. 
The change-over to stone fireplaces took place about 1500. 

Further evidence of dating comes from the Herefordshire Reports of 
the Royal Commission on Historical Monuments. Several examples from 
this county are shown here, many resembling Leicestershire styles. This 
official record describes them as "medieval". "It is obviously impossible 
to date exactly any given example of this type," it remarks, "as it was in 
continuous use from the earliest times down to the close of the middle ages, 
if not beyond, and has no distinctive details."9 In Volume II (1932), there 
is a reference to two cruck barns, dated "XVth century" and "XIV or XV 
century",ro respectively. The introduction to Volume III of the same work 
states, "the type can seldom be even approximately dated". 

C. F. Innocent summarises the development of the cruck as follows 
(the inference being that generally speaking the more complicated methods 
of construction suggest a later date) : 

9 R.C.H.M. Herefordshire, vol. i, p. xl. 
IQ ibid,, ii, 82-3, 
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(a) In the earliest form, the crucks were halved at the top, the pro
jecting ends crossing and forming a fotk into which the ridge-pole was 
fitted. (See Fig. I.) A tie-beam connected the crucks at wall-plate level. 
In certain cases it was found that an additional tie was required and a 
shorter collar was used to connect the crucks at about the level of the 
purlins. 

(b) A development of the top part of the framework consisted of 
sawing off the top ends of the crucks, so that they met and formed a V in 
which the ridge-pole-of rectangular section-could rest. (See example 
of house at Normanton-le-Heath, Plate Illa.) This, of course, did away with 
the binding action which was previously obtained by pegging the crucks 
together so that the collar was moved much nearer to the ridge-pole and 
became considerably shorter. In certain cases, an additional collar was 
employed below the first. 

(c) The most advanced type of construction involved the use of 
mortising or dovetailing. The crucks were sawn off level at the top and a 
yoke or saddle was placed across to bind them together. 

At Queniborough the centre cruck in the well-known house in Main 
Street has a yoke which is rebated into the ends of the crucks, which are 
cut to dovetail shape. (See Fig. 3.) The house at Enderby, which in 
1952 was rethatched, has an interesting arrangement connecting the short 
saddle to the top of the crucks. The cruck tops are dovetailed to fit into a 
rebate in the saddle which is affixed by sliding it along into position, pegs 
being used finally to secure all the work. The rectangular ridge-pole rests 
securely on the saddle and is pegged thereto. Details of this construction 
are shown in Fig. 4. 

Fig. 3. Details of construction, Queniborough. 
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Fig. 4. Details of construction, Enderby. 
A. Oak pegs, holding saddle and ridge pole in positon. 
B-B'. Rebate cut in saddle-ends of crucks dovetailed to fit. 

Innocent and Walton have both suggested that the last variation (c) 
is a regional one, commonly found in the East and North Ridings of York
shire, but it will be noted that several e,xamples exist in Leicestershire. 

The Enderby house mentioned contains a fair amount of timber around 
the upper dormer windows. All this is straight, however, and it is usually 
accepted that the use of curved windbraces and other timbers in Leicester
shire suggests a date before 1575. On the other hand, the absence of 
curved timbers must not be taken as indicating the date of construction to 
be later than 1575, though in this case there is the advanced type of cruck 
building to be considered as well. It should be noted, too, that in this 
case, the tie-beam is about 10 feet above ground level and the height of the 
crucks is about 20 feet. 

Reference to the dating of Leicestershire cruck buildings should not 
omit to mention the barn at Cosby, which may be the one referred to by 
Hilton,u when he mentions a Leicester Abbey tithe barn from which the 
grain was collected at Cosby in 1408. It is possible that this is the cruck 
barn adjacent to the church, now, alas, mutilated by having not merely 
brick walls, but a corrugated iron roof. 

Fig. 5 shows the location of the forty crucks which have been dis
covered in Leicestershire and which are or were extant at the time the 
survey was made. One or two interesting point§ should be noted. Nearly 
one quarter of all the examples found were in Rothley (see map, Fig. 6). 
Exactly why so many buildings of this type survived to outlive the first 
half of the twentieth century, one can only conjecture. The village is, 
of course, situated near the confluence of the Rothley brook and the Wreak 

II Economic Development of some Leicestershire Estates, 81. 
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with the river Soar and the district is still well wooded. Without going 
too deeply into the history of the village, it is interesting to notice that it is 
by-passed by the main Leicester to Loughborough road and that it has two 
village greens. The older one, Town Green, is situated by the brook and 
near to the entrance to Rothley Temple, while the church occupies higher 
ground at the east end of Main Street, which connects the two. Leading 
uphill to the newer village centre and the main shops in Woodgate, is 

• North Street. From the present village centre this latter street leads south, 
so that its name, an apparent contradiction of terms, indicates how the 
village has moved away from its old centre. Several farmhouses and old 
co~tages still cluster together on the Town Green and up and down Main 
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Street, as in pre-enclosure days. Thus main road traffic and post-enclosure 
development have both by-passed the old village centre and the old houses 
have been left undisturbed by more modern trends. 

On the edge of the stone region of Charnwood Forest, Newtown Lin
ford still contains three cruck survivals which have been examined, though 
there are two other old buildings, at least, which are likely to contain 
features of this type of construction. The Forest area itself, having been 
a "waste" until the earl_y part of the nineteenth century, produces no par
ticularly old buildings, while the bulk of the remaining examples are dis
tributed fairly evenly up and down the river valleys and in the clay regions, 
where the natural vegetation provided suitable timber. 

In East Leicestershire, timber work appears to die out as one 
advances into the stone belt and many old cottages are of stone construction 
throughout. The example of Twyford, which appears as No. 24 on the map, 
is an outlier and represents the farthest penetration into the limestone 
region that has yet been located. It should be mentioned, though, that a 
house having a cruck framework has been noted in the Uppingham Road 
at Caldecott in Rutland. This house is partly of stone and partly of brick 
and has a thatched roof. 

While mention is being made of building outside the county boundary, 
we should notice the Nottinghamshire example at Sutton Bonington, now' 
demolished and mentioned later, and the Derbyshire specimen at Mel
bourne, within a mile or two of the Leicestershire border. 
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The derelict farmhouse at Normanton-le-Heath is in many respects 
the most remarkable specimen that has yet come to light in the county. 
It lies in line with the street and is now roofless and in a ruinous con
dition. This, however, has the advantage of exposing the timber frame
work to full view, and much concerning the making and erecting of the 
timbers may be gleaned from a careful examination of all that is visible to 
the discerning eye. (See Fig. 7.) 

The cruck portion of the buildings consists of two bays measuring 
together 31 ft. 7 in. in a line of buildings nearly 100 ft. long. An additional 
adjoining living room is separated from a shippon by an internal wall of 
post and panel construction with plaster filling, while there are also barns 
and lofts for storing, mixing chaff and so on. All these other buildings 
appear to be later in date, and the whole group, including the cruck por- , 
tion, has outside walls of brick. The different sizes of brick employed 
appear to indicate alterations at various times, but the internal timber
framed wall would be a survival of possibly the sixteenth century, if not 
earlier. Another almost medieval feature is that a living room and a ship
pon are here found under one roof. The latter has a feeding trough for the 
animals. 

Three pairs of crucks, each having a span of 15 ft. outside measure
ments, are spaced so as to give bays of 15 ft. 9 in. and 15 ft. 10 in. This 
conforms reasonably well to the accepted theory that a measurement of 
about 16 ft. was usual, representing stall standing space for oxen, as has 
previously been remarked. A glance at the building is sufficient to indicate 
that the cruck framework has been entirely encased in later brick walls and 
is a reminder that many similar houses must exist without betraying any 
external indication of their ancient form of construction. 

The crocks themselves do not display the oldest method of joining 
by halving and crossing. In the case of two pairs of forks, the tops are cut 
to a V in which the ridge-pole, itself in two parts, rests, a strengthening 
collar being added about 2 ft. below the ridge. The third cruck, at the 
west end and adjoining the other buildings, is interesting, as the timbers do 
not curve in so sharply but are adapted to embrace the massive fireplace 
which incorporates a bake-oven projecting outwards into the road. These 
features will be seen in the photograph, Plate Illa. This fireplace has a 
wide rectangular chimney having timber framing which was no doubt 
originally covered with and concealed by plaster. This pair of crucks is 
therefore rather straighter and is sawn off at the top and surmounted 
and spaced by a saddle about 3 ft. 6 in. long, upon which rests the ridge.a. 
pole, and to which it is secured by pegs. 

The three pairs of crucks bear the carpenter's marks "I", "II" and "III", 
which may clearly be seen in the close-up photograph of the middle cruck. 
(Plate Ia.) The cipher "II" appears on the tie-beam, on the cruck and 
also on the collar. This numbering of parts indicates that, as has been 
pointed out by Mr. Innocent, all component timbers were measured, shaped, 
and cut and numbered in the carpenter's yard before being taken to the 
site and erected. The carpenter's marks appear only on the side on which 
the assembly of the timbers was made. This was always done on the same 
side on each pair of crucks. In addition to the ridge-pole, the purlins are 
also in two sections, that between numbers I and II being very roughly 
pegged above the other section. The lower collar or tie-beam on cruck 
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III has · apparently been removed at a later date and a more slender one 
inserted, which does not bear the carpenter's mark, assuredly an indication 
of later work. This may have been due to some modification of the chim
ney stack or to the construction of the adjoining buildings. This cruck 
displays the very ancient tie-beam, rather lower down than in the case of 
the other crucks, cut to an unusually severe natural curve in the grain of 
the wood. Equally interesting and significant is the long mortised collar 
on the westernmost cruck, which clearly bears the mark "III", thus indi
cating that it is apparently part of the original framing of the building, 
notwithstanding the fact that it does not conform to the other two crucks 
in the way the ridge-pole is supported. 

Remaining parts of the upper floor of this building are of plaster 2 in. 
thick, laid upon rushes in the usual Leicestershire fashion. Bricks are 
mostly 2¼ in. thick, though there are some very narrow ones of 2 in. A 
ground-plan is appended in Fig. 7, to show the main features of the layout 
of this interesting series of buildings. 

Reference has already been made to the unusually interesting col
lection of cruck-framed buildings in Rothley and to the development of the 
village which has involved the centre being moved from the low ground 
near the brook to the top of North Street. Since the old "Main Street" 
and its extensions contain no less than eight . of the ten examples in the 
village, it will be convenient to deal with this area first. 

Starting from Town Green End, where a footpath continues through 
the grounds of Rothley Temple, we find a small ancient house known 
as "Keeper's Cottage" which contains one bay of cruck building at 
its east end. Adjoining are two newer sections of building which now 
provide access to the upstairs room from the cruck portion. The house 
has been considerably altered and it has become difficult to trace exactly 
what has happened. The gable wall facing east is exposed to view, and 
while newer brickwork has concealed all but the very feet of the crucks, 
the building "improver" has come along and, not to be outdone, has 
painted the remainder of the crucks on the brickwork to give the appearance 
of an "A" shaped frame with straight timbers. Actually the crucks lean 
inwards and vanish beneath the brickwork. 

The two pairs of crocks have a span of 16 ft. and form a rather smaller 
bay than usual, measuring only 13ft. 6in. from truss to truss. A rubble plinth 
surrounds the house, which is 3 ft. deep at the back, where may be seen 
the wall-plate now embedded in brick about 8 ft. above ground level. The 
roof having been raised by the insertion of further brick courses, the eaves 
are now about 3 ft. above the wall-plate. Inside the house, the do~stairs 
living room is now seen to extend about 4 ft. 6 in. beyond the cruck bay 
into the newer part of the house. Wirqin the cruck bay a narrow strip is 
partitioned off at the rear providing a kitchen and a store 5 ft. wide. Beyond 
this partition the living room opens out to the full 16 ft. width of the 
house. A small portion of the N.E. cruck is seen in the kitchen, while just 
to the left of the front door the S.W. cruck measuring in section 10 in. by 
11 in. is exposed free of masonry. 

As frequently happens, however, it is upstairs that the structural 
features are seen at their best. Here the partition wall is in line with the 
cruck span and the upper room is 13 ft. 6 in. long by 16 ft. broad. The 
ceiling slopes to within 4 ft. of the floor and in the inside partition wall the 



PLATE I 

a. COTTAGE AT NORMANTON-LE- HEATH : b. NO. 3 NORTH STREET, ROTHLEY: WINDBRACES 
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Fig. 8. Keeper's Cottage, Rothley. Inside elevation of east wall. 

timber construction consists of closely-spaced upright studs between the 
crucks. The latter are cut off at the top and joined by a saddle beam 14 
ft. above ground level, no less than 7 ft. long and 8 in. thick. From the 
centre of this saddle an upright post, 2 ft. high, remains, though the ridge
pole which rested on it was removed when the roof was raised during some 
alterations. The main features of structural interest are shown in Fig. 8. 
The remaining parts of the house are newer and have no features of special 
interest. 

Proceeding now towards Town Green, two cruck houses are seen next 
to each other on the left of the road. This is an unusual sight-possibly 
unique in the second half of the twentieth century----:and a photograph is 
reproduced (Plate IIIb ). The first, a small brick b~i_lding, consists of two 
cottages of no particular architectural merit. Standing on a rubble plinth 
they have been rebuilt in brick, and, as in the case of the "Keeper's Cot-
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tage", the crucks, now appear to sink inwards until their upper portions are 
covered entirely by brickwork. Here there are two bays of building, the 
house measuring 32 ft. in length. 

"Old House", Town Green, Rothley, is the most noteworthy example 
of a cruck house that has yet been examined in Leicestershire. A late 
medieval or early Tudor yeoman farmer's house, it is L-shaped, and a fine 
specimen of cruck construction in the grand manner. In its earliest days, 
it would have been open to the roof and the two bays of the hall, with the 
cruck trusses rising to a height of nearly 24 ft., must have presented an 
imposing sight. Situated on ground formerly belonging to Rothley Tem
ple, it is likely, to judge from its liberal proportions, that it was a house of 
some importance. (See Fig. 9.) 

There are three bays of cruck building, each having a length of 16 ft. 
and a span of 17 ft. At right angles to the western bay is the kitchen 
portion consisting of one bay of cruck building 16 ft. 4 in. in length and 
having an overall span of 15 ft. 3 in. 

The tie-beam is as a rule on the same side in all the pairs of crucks 
and in the examples so far examined it has been found that the numbering 
takes place so that with the tie-beams on the side facing the viewer, the 
numbers would appear to decrease with each pair of crucks. Owing to 
the application of preservative to the outside timbering and the restriction 
imposed by plaster and other building materials inside the house, no sign 
of any carpenter's marks has yet been traced in the main building at "Old 
House". It is therefore assumed that cruck I is at the east end and the 
truss shown in the photograph is cruck IIII. 

Entering by the front door into the centre bay, a large central fireplace 
is seen to be situated between the first and second bays, beyond which there 
is a stairway. The right-hand room is entered by descending a step, and 
the ceiling is rather lower than in the other rooms. Part of the second 
cruck truss has been removed to make the entrance to this room, which 
seems to suggest that either the fireplace or the stairway, or both, are not in 
their original position. In the room formed by the third bay, a new central 
beam, spanning the width of the room and supporting the rafters in the 
ceiling,<>'is 16 in. deep and 6 in. broad and these measurements are scored 
on the beam. 

From Fig. 9 it will be seen that there is a complicated cruck frame, 
of which the following are the main features. The pre-existence of a main 
tie-beam 6 ft. above ground-level is indicated by the marks which may be 
observed on the crucks. The original height of the walls is indicated by 
part of the old wall-plate. Above this may, be seen the outline of the 
earlier dormer windows. The wall-plate, 11 ft. above the ground, is secured 
to the crucks by short horizontals about 3 ft. long. Above these horizontals 
is a collar 14 ft. 6 in. from the ground which extends outwards beyond the 
crucks, giving support to extra rudimentary timbers which are secured to 
the backs of the crucks and terminate on the short horizontals at wall-plate 
level. The crucks are joined by a saddle about 2ft. 6in. long which supports 
a ridge-pole of deep section. The purlins, 6 ft. above wall-plate level, are 
7 in. by 5 in. and may be seen in the centre bay to be joined to the collar
beam by curved windbraces of similar depth. At the rear of the house, 
visible both inside and outside, are the discontinuous remains of a lower 
wall-plate, 7 in. deep, at original tie-beam level. 



F.r. 

CROCK-FRAMED BUILDINGS OF LEICESTERSHIRE 

K,tclu,,.. 
A. "'""c.k. bulld.cn':l' 

16'4" L,,,,_<f Ele'llat,on -~ end.. 

41 

,s'~" w,dR.. 
( L.efl: std.t lwlJ.n ~ adjotnl~ b..i.ldlng~ 

Sc>.l.< of fat '2 ' ' • • ~ 

Fig. 9. "Old House", Rothley. 

,P. 
Newer 
13utlding' 

In the case of the kitchen portion, only one pair of crucks is visible, 
that being in the outside wall facing the garden. This pair of trees rises 
almost vertically for about 8 ft. and then bends abruptly. Since the foot 
of the cruck which could be examined was only 5 in. broad and these 
crucks are considerably broader at their apex, it would seem to suggest that 
they have been inverted, so that the branch forms the foot, and the trunk 
of the tree is thus made to give the greater "throw" here desirable. This 
portion of the house has a huge kitchen chimney which passes through the 
upper room. The ridge-pole would be about 18 ft. 6 in. above the ground 
and would appear to have been supported in a V formed by the crucks. 
This, however, is conjecture, as the upper part of the right-hand cruck has 
been removed. During later alterations the width of this building has been 
increased by 4 ft. 6 in., by rebuilding the east wall, so that the cruck truss 
is now "off centre". The left-hand cruck bears the carpenter's mark "II". 
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The house still stands on a stone plinth, though the walls, together with 
those of the annexe, are now entirely rebuilt in 2¼ in. bricks in their lower 
portions. Above the wall plate, the walls have been raised and a larger 
3 in. brick is used. A single string-course of moulded bricks is inserted at 
about first-floor level, and another where the brick wall joins the stone 
plinth. The main building is now roofed with pantiles while the "annexe" 
has also had the roof raised by the insertion of newer 3 in. brick courses, 
the wall-plate removed, and a slate roof put on. 

The development of this house can now only be conjectured. The two 
bays forming the hall or house portion are likely, originally, to have had a 
central fireplace with an opening in the roof for the escape of the smoke. As 
was customary by about 1550, the third bay (the eastern one), would have 
been separated from the main hall by a partition to form a parlour, and 
would have had a ceiling inserted, to provide a sleeping loft above. That 
this happened in the case of this house is indicated by the eastern bay 
having a lower, and presumably older, ceiling than the other two 
bays. In the latter half of the sixteenth century it became usual 
for the more wealthy houses to have a kitchen added in the rear, thus 
making the L-shaped house, of which this is an example. The wide chim
ney in the rear portion is probably original. To judge by the brick moulding 
already referred to, brick walls would have replaced the original wattle and 
daub walls about 1700 and the great tie-beam and other timbers would 
have been removed. In the meantime, the present stairway would have 
been put in, together with the large open fireplace between the eastern and 
central bays, and an intermediate floor inserted over the first two bays and 
the rear kitchen, with increased headroom downstairs. 

Within the memory of one or two local persons, the dormer windows 
have been done away with (though their form has been retained in the 
plaster interior walls) and the roof raised to its present level by the 
addition of a few courses of 3 in. bricks. At this time, too, the larger 
windows would have been inserted, though it is possible that some im
provement here was made when the walls were originally rebuilt in brick. 
It is worth noting that the old ceiling in the easternmost bay of the house 
hangs rather lower than the top of the newer window, though it was 
obviously deemed preferable to suffer this defect rather than allow the 
windows to lose uniformity. From inquiries made, it seems that these 
latest alterations were probably carried out during the first decade of the 
present .century. 

Continuing along Town Green towards the church, an ancient brick 
and timber farmhouse p_resents its gable end to the street. At the rear of 
this house is a cruck barn. This, however has been much restored and the 
lower portions of the crucks have been removed and a brick wall substituted. 

At the corner of Wellsic Lane, an empty space is passed, concerning 
which there is a rather dismal tale of a group of long-derelict stone-built 
houses. Nuisance caused by these vermin-infested old houses whh sag
ging thatched roofs resulted in the local authority scheduling them for 
demolition. This was carried out in January 1952. News of their demoli
tion and the revelation of a cruck framework was received too late and a 
Sunday-morning inspection of the site revealed that there had been a cruck 
framework without doubt. The timbers had been sawn up, the longest 
length of curved cruck remaining being about 6 ft. and the maximum 
width of these timbers was found to be I I in. 



PLATE III 

a. COTTAGE AT NORMANTON-LE-HEATH 

b. TWO CRUCK HOUSES, TOWN GREEN, ROTHLEY 



PLATE IV 

a. COTTAGE AT NEWTOWN LINFORD 

b. COTTAGE AT QUENIBOROUGH 
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Now comes a curiosity at No. 49 Main Street, a house built mostly of 
stone, in which the crucks have been entirely plastered over, but their form 
is clearly indicated by a discolouration of the plaster. Crucks, tie-beam, 
collar, upright studs in the lower part, and the wall-plate running along 
the length of the house are all clearly visible. Oddly enough, the building 
bears the legend "De Lisle Cottages 1886". This is, of course, not the 
original date of construction but doubtless the date when the walls were 
made higher by building brick courses on top of the old wall-plate. Modern 
chimneys, guttering and an even later pantiled roof complete the illusion. 

The last house in Church Street, Rothley, at the entrance to the 
church, provides another example in this village. To all intents and pur
poses, this brick cottage, on a freestone plinth and having a slate roof, 
appears by inspection of brickwork, windows, door and other features to be 
a typical Leicestershire late eighteenth-century building. The cruck ex
posed in the gable end facing the church no doubt indicates the incorpor
ation of an earlier framework, and is a forcible reminder that the most 
unpromising-looking house may have unmistakable proof of ancient foun
dation hidden within its brickwork and obscured from view. There must 
be many more unsuspected examples throughout the county and only an 
intimate knowledge of the house interiors will reveal these relics of ancient 
construction. The timbers used in the crucks of this house will be found 
to be of the roughest form imaginable. Little has been done to "dress" 
them and they appear in all their roughness, round in section like the 
trunks and branches of the trees themselves. Moreover, since these 
crucks are apparently not split down the middle, they are not a pair and the 
unevenness of the left-hand one is not repeated in the other. This may 
not necessarily be an indication of a very early building, but may indicate 
a shortage of suitable wood or a more humble dwelling of cheaper work
manship. 

Passing now through the churchyard and proceeding via School Street 
into Fowke Street, at No. 13 will be found an old house on a high rubble 
foundation having bri~k walls covered with plaster, with steps leading up 
to the front door. 1,?he roof is of slate. There are patches of the wall 
which would appear;to indicate old wattle and daub construction, but by 
the side of a much leaded ground floor window, the unmistakable foot of a 
cruck protrudes through the wall and rests on the rubble foundation. Not 
a very classical specimen, but one of interest in that it is only the angle at 
which the timber protrudes .that gives away the method of construction . 

. Towards the end of 1952 an important group of picturesque old 
buildings occupying the corner of North Street and Woodgate, Rothley, 
became vacant and fell due for demolition. Early in 1953 it was possible 
to visit these premises and examine them. They form the subject of a 
pleasant pencil drawing by F. L. Griggs.12 The corner premises, just 
shown on the right of the pictuJe mentioned, have more recently been 
reconstructed into a bay-window shop and evidence of its ancient · con
struction may be examined in the timbering visible in the room above. 
Here massive horizontal tie-beams running the width of the gable in front 
and in rear are not straight but have elbow joints, though being in one piece. 

Adjoining the shop with its gable facing North Street, and at right 

12 Reproduced in J. B. Firth, Highways and Byways in Leicestershire (1926), 395. 
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Fig. 10. No. 3 North Street, Rothley. First floor, south end wall. 
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Fig. II. No. 3 North Street, Rothley. First floor, north wall. 
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angles to it, is a single-bay cruck house at the entrance to which a figure is 
seen seated in the illustration previously referred to. There is very full 
timbering with closely spaced uprights. The crucks have an internal span 
of 16 ft. 10 in. and the bay between the two pairs of crucks measures 
16 ft. 2 in. inside measurement. The main timbers measure 20 ft. in 
length, the ground floor ceiling being 9 ft. 6 in. above floor level, the first 
floor 9 ft. o in. and about 4 ft. 6 in. is hidden above the upper ceiling 
plaster. Additional principal rafters are fixed to the backs of the crucks 
at the north end in order to allow a higher pitch to the roof. Another 
feature of interest, the curved "free" windbraces, is shown in Plate lb. 

Both of these cruck spans formed a partition wall separating the one
bay house thus contained from adjoining premises. In both cases the 
panelling was easily visible in the upper room and as interesting features of 
construction are incorporated, drawings of both ends of the building at 
first floor level are reproduced. (Figs. 10 and II.) Curved windbraces 
are secured to the purlins at right angles to the crucks. The timbers in 
the north wall show interesting carpenter's marks on the right-hand cruck 
and on the collar-beam. 

In the south wall of the cruck building is a bricked-up passage-way 
leading into the adjoining premises. Adjacent to this is another portion of 
wall which appears to have been altered, as though at two separate, and 
possibly remote, periods these ranked as one house. This is a reasonable 
supposition since the next house, jutting out into the street, is of remarkable 
proportions. It consists of one room upstairs and one downstairs. The 
house is 25 ft. from front to rear, the downstairs room being II ft. wide 
(this being the entire width of the edifice) by 10 ft. 3 in. long. From the 
downstairs room, an enclosed staircase 4 ft. wide rises to the rear, alongside 
which is a 3 ft. 10 in. passage leading to rear scullery 8 ft. wide by 6 ft. 6 in. 
The width of 8 ft. is now the entire width of the house, since the adjoining 
two-bay heavily timbered house (No. 7 North St.) juts into it. No water 
is provided in the scullery, and at this point it may be mentioned that no 
less .than seven dwellings shared one water pump and a single common 
privy in the yard at the rear. 

The adjoining timbered house facing the street (No. 7 North St.) con
tains two bays of close-studded timbering of fifteenth or sixteenth-century 
date, with curved windbraces and upright posts and beams on which is 
mounted a form of upper cruck construction in the end walls of the upper 
floor. The whole being covered externally with a nondescript plaster, the 
house has a rather doleful appearance, though the timbering may be seen 
to be in good condition and structurally sound from within. 

The remaining houses in the group, Nos. 9 and II, are late eighteenth 
or early nineteenth-century cottages on the foundation of older buildings 
(no doubt contemporaneous with the timbered buildings, Nos. 1, 3, 5, and 
7 already described), and have the refinement of a lean-to scullery and 
wash-house projecting into the rear courtyard. Two similar buildings, one 
an extension of the corner premises, lie in Woodgate and form part of the 
group. Like Nos. 9 and H, North Street, these houses contain no special 
features of constructional interest, though certain interior fitments such as 
cupboards and fireplaces are of good solid construction and contain features 
of design which are not without taste. 

Since the foregoing notes were written these houses have been de
molished (April 1953) and the crucks have been examined in detail. ~ach 
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was 20 ft. long and stood on a stone plinth, except the one in the S. W. 
comer, which was embedded in a stone wall about 5 ft. high, and measured 
14 ft. 6 in. long. The maximum dimensions, about 12 in. wide and 10 in. 
thick, occurred approximately 5 ft. from the ground where the thrust would 
have been greatest, while the feet were generally tapered in somewhat, in one 
case to 8 in. by 8 in. and to 10 in. by 8 in. in the others. The southern pair 
narrowed to 6 in. by 7 in. at the tops and were then cut to a thickness of 
2½ in. to fit the saddle. The corresponding measurements of the other 
truss were 10 in. by 5 in., cut to 1½ in. for insertion into the saddle. In 
the foot of each cruck was a rectangular slot 4 in. long, I in. wide and 
having rounded ends. These, it is thought, aided the erection of the crucks 
and will be mentioned again later. Purlins, 16 ft. 6 in. long, were 8 in. by 
8 in. in section. 

The saddle of the truss at the south end of this building was examined 
in detail. Unfortunately part of it had been split off in the process of 
demolition, but one side was undamaged and measured 3 ft. 4. in on the 
underside, narrowing to I ft. 9½ in. on the top, and having a vertical depth 
of 10 in. A chamfered section I ft. 10 in. long on the underside seems to 
suggest that at some time this was visible inside the building. The rebates 
cut away to receive the crucks were 4½ in. deep and 2½ in. wide. One was 
8 in. long with the end part cut away while the other was a totally enclosed 
slot 9½ in. long on the underside, tapering to 6 in. at the top. Peg-holes 
were perfectly circular, 1 in. diameter, and having their centres 2 in. from 
the underside of the saddle. A vertical hole 1¼ in. diameter, slightly out of 
alignment, pierced the saddle so that the ridge-pole could be secured on ' 
top. A completely unweathered oak peg was extracted from this hole. In 
spite of the damage, the sapdle weighed about 30 lb., which is a good 
indication of the robustness of these timber frames. 

On the evidence already set out suggesting that houses with their 
gable-ends facing the street rest upon older foundations, it would appear 
that the cruck-framed houses at Cossington, Hoby and Remington, the 
well-timbered cottage at Newtown Linford and the older part of the L
shaped house at Cadeby would be among the oldest examples in the county. 
It is, however, necessary to consider another point of construction : in the 
older buildings the feet of the crucks rested on the ground itsdf and those 

· mounted on stone bases represent a later development. One of the New
town Linford buildings; Vine Cottage, to be described later, does appear 
to exhibit this primitive feature, though it is set lengthwise to the i,treet. 

The Cossington house is one of the best known and possibly one of 
the most drastically altered. Its · past history has proved difficult to verify, 
but from local information it is said to date from about 1520, and at a later 
date to have been made into two small cottages. It is now once again one 
house of two bays' width, the roof having been altered on two occasions. 
The crucks visible in the end wall have their feet set upon rough boulders. 
They are set 16 ft. apart and are joined at the top by the earliest method, 
being halved, crossed and secured by a peg, all other cross-timbers having 
been removed. The cruck blades are of 11 in. maximum width at 4 ft. 
6 in. above ground level and are tapered down to stand on feet only 5 in. 
wide. The original side walls appear to have stood about 8 ft. high, as 
here are found the peg holes indicating the position of the main tie-beam, 
which has now disappeared. Furr.her peg holes appear about 2 ft. higher, 
this presumably marking the position of a collar-beam. The wall filling 
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is now partly of granite blocks and partly of brick, the tops of the crucks 
crossing at about 16 ft. from the ground. The house measures exactly 
32 ft. from one end to the other, so that the two bays would have been 
of about 16 ft. each. The ox-stall measurement seems particularly signi
ficant in the construction of this building. At a later date, additional 
height has been secured by brick courses which have raised the gable ends 
about 3 ft. above the joining of the crucks. What appears to be a twen
tieth-century development is the addition of about another 18 in. in height 
at the front of the house only, so that the roof pitch at the front is more 
gentle than at the back. Larger windows have thus been possible upstairs, 
while pantiles have been used on this part of the roof. 

The diminutive post office at Remington consists of but one bay, the 
gable end being heavily timbered and having upright studs close together 
indicating possibly Tudor origin. The foot of the cruck facing the street 
has in each case been truncated about 3 ft. 6 in. from the ground and is 
now encased in cement, which forms the entire lower part of the wall from 
ground-level to the lintel of the door. The upper part of this wall is now 
covered with plaster between the upright timber studs. The house is con
nected to a row of adjacent ones, which face the street lengthwise, and a 
thatched roof covers the whole group. The gable end of the thatch above 
the cruck position is protected by barge-boards. 

The building at Cadeby has many most interesting features. When 
visited in 195 l it was very dilapidated. The cruck portion, with gable 
facing the street, is heavily timbered, suggesting Tudor date. All the 
early wall-filling has been replaced by brick : various sizes are employed, 
indicating that the work has been done bit by bit. The cruck portion is 
,not now lived in, though the rear bay, open to the roof, is in use as a 
kitchen. Here the full height of the crucks, about 17 ft. 6 in., may be 
seen, as in the case of a barn, from the inside. A curious feature of the bay 
nearer the road is that it incorporates a cellar, though this is no doubt of a 

. later date. As will be seen from the photograph (Plate Ila) the arrange
ment of the timbering suggests that there was once an entrance in the 
front. Also clearly to be seen are the holes in the foot of each cruck. 
These were pierced through the base of the cruck in order that ropes 
might be passed through, to enable the timbers to be lifted on to their 
foundation stones. In some cases, a wooden lever might have been inserted 
to assist in the erection of the crucks to the upright position. This was 
known as "rearing the house" and Addy quotes a Sheffield householder, 
who in 1575 paid £2 6s. 8d. "for meat and drink that day the house was 
reared".r3 It appears that it was the custom for neighbours to assist in 
this work after which they were feasted. 

Newtown Linford is a village which has proved comparatively rich 
in old timbered houses, although its situation on the edge of Charnwood 
means that there is a plentiful supply of stone. In the majority of districts 
in ,which there are outcrops of old rocks of slaty character, there is also an 
abundance of timber and it is notable that timber-framed houses were quite 
usual throughout Wales and even in Snowdonia. In fact, the cruck houses 
with their interesting local peculiarities in this region of Wales have been 
referred to at length in works devoted entirely to that subject. The so
called "three free timbers" of old Welsh cottages, which was a cottager's 

13 Addy, op. cit., 107. 
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entitlement under Welsh laws dating from Saxon times, comprised one set 
of forks (or crucks) and one ridge-pole. The latter was supported at either 
end by a stone end wall. This system, according to Hughes and North,14 

was usual during the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. 
To return to Newtown Linford. There are in this village three cruck 

buildings extant known to the writer. The best known ranks as one of the 
finest in Leicestershire and is one of a row of three cottages set back from 
the road on the left-hand side and opposite the hotel. These three thatched 
cottages consist of a heavily-timbered one of cruck construction, with the 
crucks facing the main road, a timber-framed brick cottage, and a cottage 
of Charnwood stone with no visible timber outside. (See Plate !Va.) 

The cruck building has upright studs of timber close together with 
narrow panels of plaster only a few inches wide. The uprights rest on 
thick longitudinal timbers resting on a heavy stone base, which extends 
into the adjoining brick filled building. Unfortunately the lower part of 
the cruck is obscured owing to outbuildings, which have been constructed 
against the end wall. It is likely that this house is of Tudor period. 

At this point, it should perhaps be mentioned that, generally speaking, 
the more timber used, the older is the house. During Queen Elizabeth I's 
reign, much timber was used for ships and generally much wooded land 
was cleared for agriculture, so that suitable wood for house construction 
became scarcer. Improved methods of building, too, meant that the tim
bers were spaced farther apart and the panels between them were bigger. 
The panels, instead of being solid mud, frequently had thin laths of wood 
inserted, which were interlaced basket fashion, and then covered with clay 
or mud. A coating of lime-wash was added to make the wall weatherproof 
and to preserve the underlying mud, hence the white colour of the walls. 
Thus, as the seventeenth century was reached; while in the Leicestershire 
village it was quite usual for timber-framed cottages to be built almost ex
clusively, the tendency was for larger spaces to occur between th~ timber 
framing, which had the desired result of using less timber. 

By its external appearance, Roof Tree Cottage, Hoby, .is probably one 
of the better known cruck houses in the county. Its gable end faces the 
main street at the corner of the road which leads steeply downhill out of the 
village to Brooksby station and the main Leicester to Melton Road. In 
form it is long and low and has a thatched roof which sweeps perceptibly 
downwards as if to match the descending side road along which it lies. Its 
external walls are of plaster or whitewashed brick and its whole appear
ance archaic. Only, however, when it is examined internally is its extreme 
antiquity revealed. (See Fig. 12.) It consists of three main portions, a 
two-bayed cruck-framed building, 32 ft. long, joined by a low single storey 
portion measuring I I ft. 9 in. outside, after which, reached by descending 
two steps, coµies a barn-like structure, 12 ft. 7 in. long externally, and open 
to the roof. 

Much speculation might be offered on the-history of this house. In 
the wall of the centre portion, facing the Brooksby lane, is an ancient 
walled-up doorway which could have given ac_cess to the house imniediatelf 
behind the ample fireplace which lies at the rear of the cruck pw-tion. If 
this fireplace is an original feature, and if the building was always one 
house, then in form there is a type of "long house" in which the livestock 

14 Old Cottages of Sn-owdonia . 
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would have been accommodated in the "barn" which would in truth have 
been a byre or shippon. There are, however, reasons for doubting that 
the fireplace is an original feature, as will be explained. The front portion 
of the cruck house has an upper floor reached by a step-ladder from a recess 
by the side wall. The floor is of cement on rushes and the rather slender 
appearance of the rafters on which it rests would seem to suggest that it is 
a later addition- possibly of the eighteenth century. Moreover, one of the 
windbraces connecting the centre cruck with the purlin has been removed 
in order to make headway for the ascent of the ladder. Its cut-off stump, 
however, is still embedded into the purlin, which shows that the step
ladder was, at any rate, not an original feature in that position. It is just 
possible, then, that this cruck bay,' if not the whole of the cruck portion, 
was once open to the rafters. The upper floor over the rear cruck is supported 
by rafters of considerably more massive type, and; by the roughness of 
their squaring, they are obviously more ancient though they support a 
modern boarded floor. This latter is, of course, a more recent replace
ment of an older floor. The chimney-piece over the wide fireplace 
mentioned is timber-framed and projects upwards through the upper floor 



50 LEICESTERSHIRE ARCH£0LOGICAL SOCIETY 

of the rear cruck bay. Since it is in the way of the ridge-pole, that is cut 
off and its free end supported in a V, formed by two heavy struts resting on 
the purlins. The rear crucks appear also to have been interfered with, 
only small portions of them being traceable; so it is reasonable to suppose 
that the fireplace was a later insertion involving alterations to crucks and 
ridge-pole. Thus the cruck house may have started with an open hearth 
in the centre of the first bay and a rear sleeping loft may have been entered 
by a step-ladder leading therefrom. 

In the two upper rooms the crucks, ridge-pole, purlins, and rafters sup
porting the thatch are plainly exposed. The crucks are secured at the top 
by a short saddle, mortised and pegged in position. 

The centre portion and the rear"barn"may have been one building. The 
former will be seen from the plan to consist of a room 10 ft. by 8 ft. 9 in. 
separated by a passage way 2 ft. 8 in. wide from a storeroom on the other 
side of the building. The passage way descends two steps, thus tending 
to conform to the falling level of the ground, and, passing through a par
tition, leads into the open section at the rear. At the partition is a pair of 
cruck beams rising only about two-thirds of the distance to the roof, which 
are joined by a collar-beam 7 ft. 6 in. above ground level and having a 
length of about 8 ft. Over the room, passage and store is a ceiling, which 
may have been inserted at a later date; the rear portion is completely ex
posed to the underside of the thatch. The ceiling rafters of the room slope 
considerably, so that the level of the plaster decreases from 7 ft. 2 in. at the 
back of the main cruck house to 5 ft. 10 in. at the partition end. 

A short king-post is mounted on a collar supporting the ridge-pole. 
In this respect the arrangement is basically similar to that at the Keeper's 
Cottage, Rothley, as shown in Fig. 8. The ridge-pole, together with the 
purlins, is joined on to the rear of the main cruck house in a rather obscure 
fashion and supported by a brick end wall at the rear. One of the purlins, 
though squared top and bottom, forks and still retains the stump of a 
branch. As if this primitive structure has at some time required strength
ening, two upright unsquared trees have been inserted to give extra 
support under the ridge-pole and one purlin. The other purlin has been 
supported by a piece of squared timber as shown in Fig. 12, which shows 
the general arrangement at "A.A" on the plan. An additional horizontal tree 
is laid alongside the collar-beam and is tied to all timbers. 

"Vine Cottage" in the main street of Newtown Linford has already 
been referred to. Here, lying lengthwise and parallel with the street, is a 
cruck-framed cottage which is not easily visible, as it is partly screened by 
other buildings. It is, however, interesting as, like the house in Church 
Street, Rothley, the crucks are unsquared and round in section and are, 
therefore, not halved. A most interesting point, which would indicate an 
early method of construction, is that the cruck feet at the S.E. gable end 
do not appear to rest upon stones. In the case of the left-side cruck, the 
base has actually rotted away and it is possible to insert one's hand under
neath. There is nothing to indicate a stone base beneath. Between the crucks 
the wall is built of rough-hewn Charnwood stone and granite to the level of 
a rather slim tie-beam about 6 ft. 6 in. above ground level. Above this 
point the wall has been daubed with a recent composition material while 
the side walls of the building and the end wall outside the crucks have been 
rebuilt in brick. This cottage is · shown in Fig. 2. 
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Next door to "Vine Cottage" is "Rose Cottage"-pleasantly situated, set 
well back from the road and selling excellent teas all the year round. This 
is an example of a cruck-framed building which conceals almost every 
detail of its construction to the passer-by on the main road. It has walls 
of brick and stone and is mounted on a heavy rough stone plinth. 

Remains of two crucks are visible in the kitchen. That at the front 
of the house has been tapered off and made to terminate about 4 ft. above 
the floor, while the one at the back projects to the outside and may be seen 
at the rear of the house. Inside the house, this cruck measuring 15 in. by 
15 in. is grooved to receive a tie-beam at about 6 ft. 6 in. above the floor, 
which, however, has been removed. 

At the rear of the house an outshot has been built on to the external 
wall of the kitchen and a kind of niche made into the external wall of the 
living room forming a recess outside. In this recess may be seen the 
remains of one cruck of the centre pair, cut off about 4 ft. 6 in. above ground 
level, measuring IO in. by 10 in. in section and situated precisely 15 ft. dis
tant from the previously-noted pair of crucks in the kitchen. Only about 
13 in. of this cruck remains and crossing it is a tie-beam 7 in. by 7 in., 
which runs across the house beneath which is a deep bressummer extending 
across the living room. Remains of the cruck on the opposite side of the 
house can be seen above the doorway, and, as a mere fragment, in an 
external position beside the front door. 

On the east side of the Soar valley there is, as has been mentioned in 
the notes accompanying the distribution map, a paucity of timber-framed 
buildings. Such buildings as there are lie mostly in the valleys of the 
tributary streams of the Soar. The Liassic and Oolitic limestones which 
underlie this part of the county account for its less wooded appearance 
today, while in the past it is certain that good timber was scarcer in these 
parts than in the clay districts. Furthermore, the underlying rock, which 
contributed to the scarcity of timber, also provided much building stone 
which could be easily worked. Thus, generally, there was less timber and 
more stone in the East . Leicestershire villages and-a fact which also per
sists today-East Leicestershire is much more sparsely populated than the 
clay and sandstone regions of the west. 

The village of Queniborough, which has contributed two known speci
mens, lies at the foothills of the high ground, and one of these examples is 
an outstanding building in the main street. (Plate IVb.) It has already 
been mentioned and some details of its construction are shown in Fig. 3. 
It is a well-restored house, kept in good condition, though it would appear 
that in the process of restoration the lower part of the crucks has been 
removed and replaced by stonework. A fairly advanced type of construction 
is indicated, embodying dovetailed joints and rudimentary timbers mounted 
on the backs of the crucks, giving greater height to the roof. All timbering 
below wall-plate level has been removed or concealed and the walls consist 
in the main of 2½ in. bricks mounted upon a freestone plinth about 2 ft. 6 in. 
high. 

Almost opposite the village inn is an attractive-looking building known 
as No. 50, Main Street. When visited in March 1951, it was found to be 
an L-shaped house with the larger portion facing the road. At right 
angles and in the rear there was a partially demolished cruck building with 
one pair of crucks, in poor condition, still standing. Nothing of importance 
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was revealed in the details of the cruck construction, but this would seem 
to be the oldest portion of the house, while the larger section facing the road 
showed traces of Elizabethan timbering with dose uprights and curved wind
braces. It is possible that, in the evolution of this house, an Elizabethan 
timbered house replaced an earlier one contemporaneous with the cruck 
structure at the rear. The two existing crucks were at the time of inspec
tion intact right down to the ground and did not appear to rest on stones. 
A later portion has been added on the left of the main building, which it 
matches, being built of brick and having a thatched roof. The porch is 
hooded in the Georgian style and sash windows (probably enlarged) are 
incorporated downstairs, while the upstairs windows are of the sliding type. 
It is thus possible that when this newer section was added (maybe in the late 
eighteenth century), the whole was rebuilt in brick and the Elizabethan 
timbering on the outside was removed or encased in brick and plaster. The 
curved windbraces visible inside the main building would put its date 
somewhere about 1575 or earlier, so that it seems reasonable to suppose 
that the cruck building is older still. Thus it is possible in this case to 
suggest that the cruck is of the fifteenth century, since it is probable that 
the Elizabethan house replaced one which had become inadequate or incon
venient as a result of its increasing age. 

Among the East Leicestershire examples is an interesting house at 
Hoton, where what appears to be a centre pair of crucks has been revealed 
by partial demolition. In the front of this brick house, the only timber 
now visible is the wall-plate,and one upright stud. A high-pitched roof is 
covered with pantiles, but the end wall exposes a complicated cruck
timber frame, which is notable in providing sufficient headroom for ground 
and first floors and an attic or loft. A short saddle is mortised on to the 
ends of the crucks, below which a collar projects beyond the crucks and 
supports both purlins and timbers fixed on the backs of the crucks to give 
extra width. These timbers terminated on short horizontals extending from 
the crucks outwards to the walls, while below this is the main tie-beam at 
wall-plate and first-floor level. Other timbers relate to earlier interior par
tition walls. (See Plate Va.) The generally slender appearance of this 
structure may be compared with Quorn (Plate Ilb) which is of unusually 
robust build. 

In Nottinghamshire, but close to the Leicestershire border and within 
a few miles of Hoton, lies the village of Sutton Bonington. Here, in days 
gone by, existed a fine example of an early type of cruck building-unfortu
nately demolished in 1935. The gable end faced the road and the crucks 
rested on the earth. It represents a regional type. 1s 

A curiosity was recently discovered in the predominantly limestone 
village of Twyford, which represents the "farthest east" penetration of the 
cruck-framed building yet seen by the present writer. At the junction of 
the road from Queniborough there was a pair of cottages constructed of 
early materials, including a cruck framework, interior walls of mud and 
wattle sticks, exterior walls of rubble and mud (partially replaced with 
brick), plaster-covered rush-floors upstairs, and a thatched roof. About 
1949 these premises were partly destroyed by fire, and they had lain derelict 
until visited in November 1952. By the time these notes are printed they 
will no doubt have been demolished. 

15 Illustration in W. G. Hoskins, Midland England, facing p. 80. 
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a. COTTAGE AT HOTON 

b. BUTCHER'S SHOP, HIGH STREET, KEGWORTH 
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These cottages were interesting in affording another example where 
carpenter's numbers on the timbers could be seen--crucks I and II almost 
complete. The saddle was secured to the tops of the crocks by mortise and 
tenon joint and wooden pegs driven horizontally. The ridge-pole, of rect
angular section, rested upon the yoke, yet was separated from it by a flat 
block acting as a distance piece, the whole being fixed by a long wooden 
peg. Some 4 ft. below the apex of the crocks was a collar-beam, the 
intervening space being filled with mud supported by upright stakes inserted 
into the main timbers forming an internal wall. The distance between the 
feet of the crocks was 14 ft. 3 in. and length of the bay between crucks I and 
II 16 ft. exactly. The crucks were of unusually stout construction, one set 
measuring near the foot no less than 16 in. across, while the width was 
8½ in. 

Returning now to the other side of the Soar valley, there are two other 
notable crucks which must receive attention. One of these is a solitary 
fork to be found in the remains of an old house in a small passage known 
as Church Lane, Quorn. This is a narrow turning off Station Road. The 
main building, facing the main Station Road, is probably a reconstruction 
of later date and its erection possibly involved the removal of other crucks. 
Only ro ft. and an end wall remain of the old cruck building at right angles 
to the main portion. The 14 in. crucks are held together with a tie-beam 
15 in. deep. Although largely concealed by smaller outbuildings, the upper 
portion of the crucks appears to be almost straight, whilst the most pro
nounced bend. corresponds with the region of maximum thickness near the 
eaves of the house. The ridge-pole is of deep section and rests in a slot 
grooved into the short saddle which is mounted on the tops of the cruck 
beams. Externally there is a mixture of brickwork and lath and plaster. 
Inside there are upright timber studs set close together with wattle and 
daub filling. 

The interior floor upstairs is of rushes covered with plaster and the 
building is roofed with Swithland Slates. At this juncture it is worth 
pointing out that the use of Swithland slates represents a formidable load 
placed on the timber framework. Records show that the great hall of 
Leicester Castle was re-roofed with Swithland slates in place of shingles 
in medieval times. This action put so much additional weight on the 
Norman timber framing that some strengthening had to be carried out. There 
is no proof that the Quorn cruck house was slated when built (maybe in 
Tudor times), but in connection with this possibility the ample proportions 
of the crucks and tie-beam are worth noting. (See Plate IIb .) 

At Thurcaston, near the church, one finds the interesting old house 
designated on some maps "Latimer's House". To determine the exact 
history of this house is difficult, as another ancient house formerly stood 
near by which is said by some authorities to have been the true birthplace 
of the martyr in 1485. Hugh Latimer said that his father was a yeoman who 
had "a walk for a hundred sheep", and that his mother "milked thirty 
kine". Dr. Hoskins mentions a fine example of an Elizabethan yeoman's 
house at Thurcaston built by Nicholas Gravenor in 1568 "according to 
Nichols".16 It seems, however, that the house illustrated by Nichols differs 
materially in appearance and structure from the one now extant in the 

16 W. G. Hoskins, The Heritage of Leicestershire (1946), 82. 
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village. As now standing, the house under review is an L-shaped building 
adjoining the old forge. The oldest part of this house, facing and lying 
back from the street, is of cruck construction, and might well have been 
built when Hugh Latimer was born. 

The end wall may be studied in detail from just inside the big gate
way of the smithy, and reveals two very fine crucks having a maximum 
width of 14 in. standing on huge boulders. About 9 ft. 6 in. from ground
level a tie-beam 8 in. deep is affixed by wooden pegs on the face of the 
crucks, and bears the carpenter's mark "III". About 5 ft. higher on the cruck 
face is a collar 5 in. in depth with a further short collar securing the crucks 
near their apex about 3 ft. higher still. The meeting-point of the crucks is 
hidden by later building. It should be noted that, as at Normanton-le
Heath and Twyford, already described, the carpenter's marks appear on one 
face of the timbers only, i.e. the side on which the tie-beam and other 
cross-members are fixed. This is done on the same side on each pair of 
crucks in the building. 

The centre pair of crucks may be seen inside the house. This would 
be cruck II though the number has become obliterated by subsequent plas
ter. Cruck I has disappeared entirely, having been dismantled when the 
newer and larger section of the house was built on at right angles. 

The newer portion of the house is higher than the old cruck building 
and retains all its timbering exposed outside. The gable roof is formed by 
upper crock construction, two curved members springing from the main 
horizontal at eaves level and being halved and pegged together at the top. 
This upper crock feature contains a kind of attic above the first floor, and the 
very fine timbering may be examined at close quarters inside the building. 
Some of the beams are chamfered and carved in a most delicate way forming 
a work of artistic merit, and at the same time retaining strength combined 
with a reduction in weight. 

This portion of the house, the gable-end of which abuts closely on to 
the roadway, is thatched like the older crock portion. Narrow bricks fill the 
panels between the timbering whereas the older crock portion exhibits no 
timber in the external side walls and the bricks are somewhat larger. No 
doubt the old plaster walling was removed at a later date after the newer 
portion was built. The end wall where cruck III may be seen is, however, 
of older material. Much is of rubble but underneath the lower collar 
appear several courses of very narrow bricks-about 1½ in. thick. There 
is a strong similarity between these bricks and those of the Tudor period 
made for Kirby Muxloe Castle, Bradgate House and one or two other large 
buildings, when brick building was reintroduced into the district at this 
time. Dr. Hoskins mentions 11 that for Kirby Muxloe Castle, built between 
1480 and 1484, no less than 1,342,500 bricks were made locally. Bradgate 
House, nearer to Thurcaston, was built a few years later, also from bricks 
made on the site. It was abandoned by the Grey family about the middle 
of the eighteenth century, and during the subsequent ruination of the 
building it is likely that some cannibalisation set in and that some of its 
materials strayed to patch up neighbouring buildings. 

In a county such as Leicestershire, with a widespread agricultural 
industry, it might seem reasonable to expect to find some genuine building 
antiques among the farms and barns. Most of the isolated farmhouses and 

r7 Midland England, 47, 
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their attendant buildings, however, are products of the eighteenth-century 
enclosure movements and it has been possible to locate only three barns 
which are built on crucks. One of these is at Old Hall Farm, Diseworth, 
where there is a large building of this type set with its gable-end facing the 
street, though lying somewhat back from it. It stands on a rough stone 
foundation but nearly all trace of its ancient construction is hidden. A new 
asbestos roof replaces the former thatch and the walls are entirely of brick. 

It is to the better-known barn at Church Farm, Cosby, that we 
must turn for a more satisfactory example of this type of building. The 
possible antiquity of this building has already been mentioned, for, lying 
as it does adjacent to the churchyard, it may well have been the tithe barn 
from which grain was collected for Leicester Abbey in 1408. In this barn, 
as in the house at Cadeby already mentioned, one may see the unusual sight 
of a complete cruck formation rising to its full height inside the building. 
Although now containing brick walls and having a corrugated-iron roof, 
its timber framing remains visible, as do the huge stones on which the feet 
of the crucks are mounted. Several points of interest are seen in the north 
end of this building which may readily be examined from the churchyard. 
The width of the barn is 14 ft. o in., this being the measurement over the 
feet of the end pair of crucks. Immediately beneath the ridge-pole is a 
small section of wattle and daub filling down to a collar beam about 4 ft. 
6 in. lower. The tie-beam is about 8 ft. above ground-level, while the 
crucks are an exact pair 3 in. thick and 12 in. across, bearing exactly the 
same pattern of knots and grain. A prominent knot may be observed on 
the inside edge of both crucks just beneath the collar beam. 

Internally the barn presents a fine sight. There are two bays, while a 
later building, used for animals, also of two bays, has been joined on at the 
south end. The adjoining upright stud is made to fit on to the foot of the 
cruck by halving and pegging these timbers together. The inside measure
ment of the cruck span is 12 ft., the crucks of the centre truss measure 
11 in. by 7 in. at 5 ft. above ground level, and an unusual feature is that 
the bays are of uneven length. That at the south end is 15 ft. 10 in. while 
the other is 13 ft. 6 in. The ridge-pole is 16 ft. above ground level, 
rectangular in section, and rests upon a saddle mortised to the top of the 
crucks and secured by pegs. Ridge-pole and purlins are in two sections. 
The centre cruck is most noteworthy, as, in order to give ample headway, 
it has no tie-beam. At tie-beam level, 8 ft. 4 in. above the floor, short 
horizontal timbers I ft. 9 in. long and I r in. broad, run outwards to sup
port the wall plates. 13 ft. above ground, a horizontal collar supports the 
purlins spaced outwards by additional timbers that have been mounted on 
the crucks. 

The numbering on the timbers is plainly seen, cruck I being at the 
south end. Windbraces are pegged to the back of the centre cruck (II) sup
porting the purlins. As a rule one windbrace is shorter than the other, 
but, rather unusually, in this case the two windbraces are pegged one on 
top of the other. The one pointing towards the south bay is marked "II" 
while on top of it is pegged that which bears the mark "III". 

Having dealt at some length with the most important examples of 
cruck building that have come to light in Leicestershire, it becomes necess
ary to record and mention those examples where the construction is not 
.obvious. It should be mentioned again that crucks are frequently completely 
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obscured by rebuilding and the old timber framework may be covered 
by plaster or completely encased in newer brickwork. No doubt many 
cruck frames exist unknown and their presence will only be revealed by 
demolition. A case in point concerns a group of old cottages in Turn 
Street, Syston. Their external brickwork embodies moulded bricks, hooded 
doorway and a diamond pattern on the walls made by the use of different 
coloured bricks. These houses are thus classed with a collection of brick 
cottages having similar features at Mountsorrel, Anstey, Seagrave, two at 
Sileby, and a further group near the church in Syston. The most dis
tinctive feature is the curved hood of moulded bricks over doors or windows. 
Only one example is dated: one of the Sileby ones was built in 1699. 

In 1946 one of the Turn Street cottages in Syston was demolished to 
make way for a new bungalow. A partition was exposed to view revealing 
a perfectly good pair of crocks. There is no doubt that these cottages, 
containing very late seventeenth or early eighteenth-century brickwork, 
were actually rebuildings of earlitr crock-framed houses on the rubble 
foundations that may still be seen. 

In the butcher's shop in High Street, Kegworth, all the old timbering 
has been completely obscured by a liberal application of plaster and stone 
chippings. The outline of the crucks, however, remains unmistakably 
visible in the gable end nearest the main road while in the further end wall 
the tops of the crucks and the little saddle securing them are just visible. 
(Plate Vb.) 

Both the Plough Inn, Diseworth, and the Fox and Hounds, Syston, 
contain, in part, crock-framed buildings. The oldest portion of the Dise
worth inn is in the centre and contains one bay of cruck building, well 
seen inside but invisible from the road. The Fox and Hounds at Syston 
also gives no hint of its ancient construction, being completely rebuilt and 
faced with modern tiles. 

Of houses containing but slender evidence of cruck construction, two 
have come to light. The Post Office, Old Woodhouse, reveals a round 
untrimmed timber partially emerging from beneath plaster in the lower 
part of the end wall facing Woodhouse Eaves. At the rear, however, are 
remains of a fairly elaborate timber structure, possibly of Elizabethan 
period, being of post and panel construction and having upright timbers set 
close together. 

Another example is in Bull Head Street, Wigston Magna, where, next
to the Bull's Head Inn, is a dwelling-house of brick construction and plain 
appearance. It has sliding windows and modern slates, and its sole em
bellishment is a brick billet moulding string-course under the eaves. In 
the slight gap between this building and the adjoining public house can be 
seen part of a tie-beam, and the lower part of a cruck. The projecting 
plinth of the building is covered with plaster, and in the end wall the foot 
of the cruck disappears behind similar material. 

The foregoing notes will be found to cover most of the cruck buildings 
having features of interest which have been revealed by examination. 
Reference to the table will indicate that other houses, which are known 
to be of cruck construction, have not received extensive notice. The 
writer has not yet been able to visit the building at Narborough. Others, 
including Went"s Cottage, Birstall, and the small gabled portion attached 
to a newer farmhouse on the left of the green at Anstey, present no 
features of interest which have not occurred in buildings already noted. 
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De Lisle Cottages 

Church Street 

Fowke Street 

3, North Street 

Thurcaston 

Birstall (Went's Cottage) 

Enderby, Broad Street 

Narborough, Coventry Rd. 
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76, Main St. / Two 
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" 
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One 

One* 
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Two 

One 

One 
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" 
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Cropston, "The Thatch" 

Diseworth, Clements Gate 

" 
Lilly's House 

One 

Two 

One 

Two 
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TABLE OF LEICESTERSHIRE CRUCK BUILDINGS 

as recorded up to September 1954 

Length 
of Bay 

13' 6" 

16' O" 

16' 4" 

16' O" 

16' O" 

16' O" 

16' 2" 

18' 6" 
& 19' 6" 

13' 6" 
& IS' 10" 

16' O" 

16' O" 

16' O" 

I 

Width of 
Cruck Truss 

(External 
measure-

ment) 

16' O" 

17' O" 

15' 3" 

14' O" 

16' 10" 

20' 6" 

14' 6" 

16' O" 

16' O" 

16' 11" 

16' O" 

13' 3" I 16' O" 

17'9" & 17'0" 16' O" 

10' O" 

15' O" 

15' 9" 15' O" 

17' O" 

15'6" & 13'9"1 17' O" 

16' O" I 16' O" 

19' O" 

Height to 
(a) 

wall-plate 
(b) ridge 

(a) 8' O" 
(b) 16' 6" 

(a) 11' O" 
(b) 23't 

(a) 9' 6" 
(b) 20' O" 

(a) 9' 6" 
(b) 19' 6" 

(a) 9' 6" 
(b) 19' O" 

(a) 8' 4" 
(b) 

(a) 8' O"* 
(b) 16' O" 

(a) 8' O" 
(b) 16' O" 

(a) 9' O" 

(a) 6' O" 

(a) 6' O" 
but now 
removed 

(a) 9' 6" 

(a) S' O" 
(b) 16' O"t 

(a) 6' 6" 

(a) 8' O" 

w~~ 
wrr~ 
W7'~ 
WW~ 
w~~ 
Wl~~ 
W7'~ 
w1r~ 

Type of 
ridge 
joint 

Saddle 

Saddle 

Removed 

(invisible) 

Saddle 

Saddle 

V 

(invisible) 

Saddle 

(invisible) 

Saddle 

Halved 
and 

Crossed 

Saddle 

Removed 

Yoke 

Saddle 

Saddle 

Saddle 

Removed 

(invisible) 

Saddle 

Saddle 

Halved 
and 

Crossed 

(invisible) 

V 

V and 
Saddle 

Saddle 

Saddle 

V and 
Saddle 

Saddle 

Cruck 
Beam size 
width X 

thickness 
(max.) 

11" X 10" 

12"X 12" 

S":j:x 8" 

11 '' X 7" 

irregular 

? X 10" 

12" X 8" 

14" x 7" 

X 9" 

12" X 3"* 
11" X 7"* 

11" X 7" 

12" X 6" 

16" X 8½" 

10" X 9" 

15" X 7" 

14" X 15" 

\ 10" x 10"* 
( 15" x IS"* 

12" x S" 

12" X 

11" X 7" 

ll" x 9" 

12" X 7" 

Remarks 

Height is given to the ridge-pole. Special type of ridge joint, see Fig. 8. 

t estimated. 

:j: at foot. Crucks probably inverted. 

(Not yet visited.) 

Demolished January 1952. 

Crucks unsquared. House length 20'. 

Demolished March 1953. 

House 31 ft. long. 

Rethatched July 1952. 

* North end cruck. 
* Centre cruck. 

* The cruck truss in the south end has been replaced. Reputed to be Tudor date. 

* removed. 

House demolished for new construction. One cruck truss left in wall of 
adjoining house. 

Derelict and ruinous when seen Maorch 1951. 

Lower portion of house rebuilt and cruck feet removed. 

Awaiting demolition November 1952. 

One bay believed demolished. 

* One cruck truss only remaining-much altered. 

Lower part of one truss removed in alterations made June 1954. 

A third bay of later construction adjoins. May have been cruck construction. 

Ridge-pole of deep section rests in notch cut in saddle. One pair of crucks only 
remains. 

Close upright studs and narrow plaster panels. The whole on massive uncut 
boulders. 

t estimated. 

* West end cruck. 
* Centre cruck. 

Crucks believed to rest on the ground. 

At least one further bay removed. 

One bay rebuilt and cruck truss removed. 

One further bay (16 ft.); possibly rebuilt and cruck truss removed. 

Derelict remnant of three cottages. 

One cruck truss only stands inside later building of two bays. 
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The house at Packington is a distorted brick building on the corner of the 
road to Measham. The Humberstone cottage is the well-known thatched 
building at the corner of what is now called Tennis Court Drive. It is 
reputed to date from Tudor times, but it has been partially reconstructed, 
using the later post-and-panel method. One gable-end shows a cruck 
truss which is partly hidden by an outbuilding. It is stressed that the list 
must under no circumstances be considered to be complete and in the course 
of time further examples will no doubt come to light. (Even as this is 
being written, news comes of a cottage built on crucks at Market Bosworth.) 

That the table of particulars is incomplete is to be regretted. It must 
be remembered, however, that most of the buildings are occupied and while 
owners and tenants have, with hardly an exception, been most helpful, it 
has not always been possible, for one reason or another, to enter every 
building and examine it closely.18 

Since the main part of this paper has been set in type three new exam
ples and a certain amount of additional information have come to light. 
The building at Tonge has been visited and it is found that one pair of 
much-altered cruck timbers remains in a modern brick-built farmhouse. 
It appears as though the saddle has been removed and the crucks opened 
out. Surmounting them, two new pieces of timber have been joined on 
meeting at an apex nearly 30 ft. from the ground. Modern tie-beams and 
studs have been inserted as also has a wooden plinth. 

A familiar cottage called "The Thatch" at the west end of Cropston 
village proves to be a notewo_rthy example. Standing at the corner of the 
old bridle road to Swithland, which disappeared when the reservoir was 
made, it has an exterior front wall ornamented with a wooden balustrade 
set in plaster. This, however, is only a shell covering older brickwork, 
which in its turn replaced older material set in a fine timber framework of 
three bays. The timber has been removed from the end walls which have 
been rebuilt of stone. The west bay measures 16 ft., the centre one 15 ft. 
6 in., and that at the east end 13 ft. 9 in. On either side of the centre bay 
is a well-preserved pair of crucks, that at the west end marked in several 
places "YI", while the other truss bears the mark "YII" on crucks, 
tie-beam, and windbraces. Interesting carpenters' marks may be seen at 
several places on the timbers. 

Two particularly outstanding features havd been preserved in this 
cottage. Foremost is a fine timber-framed chimney piece measuring 8 ft. 
by 4 ft. on the ground floor and situated against the eastern cruck truss. 
The chimney framework is filled with day and plaster, and continues up 
through the upper floor, tapering to suit the line of the roof. Of interest, too, 
is the transverse passage running across the house, at the back of the east 
end cruck and the chimpey piece just referred to, and giving access on the 
right to what was apparently a byre (to judge by the massive stonework 
used for wall and partitions). 

The writer has also had his attention drawn to two further crucks in 
Diseworth. The first is a one-bay derelict remnant of three cottages which 

r8 Reference has already been made to those who have helped ' the writer in com
piling these notes and it remains to be added that Dr. W. G. Hoskins has been 
good enough to read them through and comment thereon. The writer is indebted 
to Dr. Hoskins for his kindness. · 
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once stood back from the road in Clements Gate beyond the church. The 
cottage standing was the middle one of the three; the crucks now seen 
must have been internal ones, yet the weathering which has taken place 
indicates that they have been exposed for a long time. The building nearest 
the road has been demolished except for the lower part of the end wall, 
which serves to support a cow-shed roof. In this brickwork is embedded 
a fragmentary remnant of the foot of a main cruck beam. The surviving 
bay of cruck building is notable as it contains one truss of straight timbers, 
making with the tie-beam a true "A" frame and being an indication of 
early construction-though the timbers are joined by a mortised saddle 
and not halved and pegged in the earliest form. The main timbers are 
largely unsquared, while clay filling and upright wooden stakes, similar 
to those noted at Twyford, still partly form the partition walling. 

Near the cross-roads in Diseworth exists the very fine timbered house 
in which it is recorded that William Lilly, the astrologer, was born in 1602. 
It is of two bays, 15 ft. 6 in. and 21 k 6 in., the outside walls being of 
closely-studded upright timbers with curved windbraces and plaster filling 
as hard as stone. The timber framework . is similarly well exposed inside 
the house. From the point of view of the present paper the interest 
centres around the fact that at the east end the timber framework described 
adjoins, and is built around, a cruck truss of earlier date. The framework 
of the 15 ft. 6 in.-bay of Lilly's house is extended to the left of the main 
upright truss by 4 ft. 6 in. in order to encompass this earlier cruck frame
work. No numbering is visible on the cruck so it is not possible to say 
where it stood in relation to earlier buildings. It may well be that the 
adjoining building on the left (east) of Lilly's house was built on crucks, 
but all trace of timber framework on this site has now gone and given 
place to a brick building. 

Mr. J. A. Daniell mentions that the inside partition walls of Lilly's 
house are similar to those in the Chantry House, Leicester (1512), and 
that the pointed openings cut in the plaster fillings below the wall plate 
are to let out the smoke. This being so, Lilly's house would be of Tudor 
date, having a central hearth in its original form. The remnant of cruck 
building adjoining can thus be dated as fifteenth century. 

With this, it is hoped, not insignificant remark it is necessary to draw 
to a conclusion this survey of some of the oldest domestic buildings in 
Leicestershire. The observations set out in the foregoing pages are, with 
the postscript, brought down to the end of September 1954. 


