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1 Introduction 

This revised and extended report was commissioned by Castle Combe Parish Council and 

researched and written by Jane Root in 2017.  A first version, prepared in response to a 

brief produced by Historic England for documentary research to establish the nature and 

dates of previous repairs to the Market Cross, was completed in March 2016.  This report 

also considers associated issues including road surfacing, springs and drainage and 

contributes to a wider programme of project development works led by David Newton 

Associates: it should be read in conjunction with other project documents designed to 

inform the specification of future repair works.     

Extensive but not exhaustive documentary research was undertaken in 2016, within the 

limits of the available time and budget.  The source material then seen raised questions 

which the report could not answer, and this revised report sets out to complete the 

assessment of the relevant documentary record as far as is realistically possible.  It does not 

provide a comprehensive history of the Cross.  Material not seen in 2016 has been further 

investigated and where appropriate has been analysed and the findings written up in this 

report.  This includes material in the WANHS Library in Devizes which was closed for 

research and enquiries until Easter 2016, Parish Council and other public records at 

Wiltshire and Swindon History Centre and records of the Scrope family and their 

successors; material in the British Library has been reviewed and is unlikely to add any 

significant information about the Cross and recent records of the Castle Combe Estate 

remain in private hands.  Wiltshire and Swindon Archives are in active contact with a 

member of the Lysley family who currently owns them and this situation may change 

(information from County Archivist).            

For the purposes of this report, the four faces of the Cross are assumed to face north, 

south, east and west.  The piers are referred to using the numbering system in the 1951 

SPAB report (numbers 1-4 clockwise starting at the north east pier) and by compass points 

as appropriate (SPAB Market Cross file: WSA F14/424/11; Appendix I).   

2 Description  

The Market Cross is a Scheduled Monument (NHLE List Entry No 1019387).  According to 

the NHLE it is    

… a well-preserved and unusually fine example of a late mediaeval market cross, 

standing in its original position at the centre of the village.  It is a monument of 

considerable local importance reflecting the significance of the cloth industry in this 

area.  (NHLE List Entry No 1019387) 
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In 1852, George Poulett Scrope, who had married into the local landowning family and 

wrote a history of the village, described the Cross in terms very similar to the current 

statutory description:  

It consists of a square stone pedestal raised upon two steps, and ornamented with 

sunk panels quatrefoiled, with shields and roses alternately in their centres.  From 

this springs a slender quadrilateral shaft, which pierces the roof, and is capped by a 

finial.  At each angle of the platform is a massive stone pier, about six feet high, 

supporting the wooden lintels of a square, pyramidal, tiled roof.  These angle-piers 

seem as if originally intended to be carried higher, perhaps even to support stone 

arches and a vaulted roof, like those of the market-crosses of Malmesbury and 

Salisbury.  A closer inspection, however, proves that, though of imperfect design, the 

structure is complete as it stands, and has never been otherwise.  Want of funds 

probably prevented the execution of the original intention.  (Scrope 1852, 372)   

The NHLE does not refer to Scrope’s suggestion that the present roof is a modification of 

the original intention; nor does the NHLE description indicate that the roof structure is a 

later addition (NHLE List Entry No 1019387).  According to E J Cruse, whose history of 

Castle Combe was published in 1965, the shields at the top of the piers display the arms of 

Scrope and Tibetot although in 1965 the shield on the south west pier (Pier 3) was missing 

(Cruse 1965, 84).  John de Tibetot, or Tiptoft, and his wife Margaret were assigned the 

lordship and advowson of Castle Combe c1339-41 and it passed to the Scropes in the 

1370s (Scrope 1852, 70, 85).     

The so-called Butter Cross at Castle Combe immediately south of the Market Cross is 

separately listed at Grade II (NHLE List Entry No 1283541).  This nineteenth-century 

structure, also known as Weavers’ Steps and ‘the stone’, is made up from reused masonry 

and consists of two high rubble stone steps forming a plinth to a Perpendicular style 

window head reputedly taken from a demolished gatehouse (NHLE List Entry No 1283541).   

This is not to be confused with the seventeenth-century former Chippenham Butter Market 

structure incorporated in the Grade II Listed walled garden associated with the Manor 

House built c1890 (NHLE List Entry No 1199184).    

3 Historica l Introduction 

The statutory description of the Cross at Castle Combe provides a brief overview of 

standing crosses, which are usually of stone and were mostly built in the mediaeval period 

(NHLE List Entry No 1019387).  Over time, they served a variety of functions: religious, 

ceremonial, commemorative, as boundary markers and in market places where they may 

have had a role in validating transactions (NHLE List Entry No 1019387).  Pre-Reformation, 

there were probably more than 12000 standing crosses in England, but fewer than 2000 are 
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thought to remain and all which survive as standing monuments, especially in or near their 

original location, are considered worthy of protection (NHLE List Entry No 1019387).  A 

search of the current NHLE (all categories) using the thesaurus term ‘Market Cross’ 

produces 230 results, and for the Wiltshire local authority area brings up 11 results: 

allowing for duplication of listing and scheduling entries these refer to only eight Wiltshire 

sites.  In 1807 John Britton noted:  

Previous to the dissolution, there was scarcely a market town in England without 

one or more of these structures: and although a vast number of them have been 

destroyed, by neglect or wilful viciousness, there are still many remaining.  Some of 

these are beautiful specimens of the architecture and sculpture of the times, and all 

are interesting to the antiquary, who views them as relics of past ages and memorials 

of the customs, arts, and manners of our ancestors.  (Britton 1807, 14-15) 

Britton did not illustrate or describe the Cross at Castle Combe which seems to have 

attracted little attention before the middle of the nineteenth century, possibly because the 

village was not well known or the Cross itself was not seen as a rare survival.  The small 

scale and relative simplicity of the structure in comparison to other surviving crosses are 

also likely to have been significant factors in this.  John Leland travelled through Wiltshire in 

1542 and again around 1545 (Chandler 1993, 487).  His brief note on Castle Combe, which 

he had apparently not visited, made no reference to the Cross or indeed any other building 

in the village.  He did describe the market cross at Malmesbury:  

In the marketplace there is a very fine and elaborate structure built entirely of stone, 

which is to shelter the poor market traders when it rains.  It has eight large columns 

and eight open arches, and in the centre is a single large column which supports an 

intricate vault.  It was built by the townspeople within living memory.  (Chandler 

1993, 488) 

Leland also described the market cross at Trowbridge:  

In the centre of Trowbridge there is a good stand for the market men to shelter in; 

like the one at Malmesbury, which is much more attractive, it is eight sided, and has 

a column in the middle.  (Chandler 1993, 492) 

John Aubrey collected material for his topographical history of the county c1659-70, and 

this was corrected and enlarged by the Revd J E Jackson and published by WANHS in 1862.  

At Castle Combe, Aubrey noted the remains of the castle, which according to tradition was 

formerly the site of the market, the church and the market house (Aubrey and Jackson 

1862, 63-5).  Aubrey’s enigmatic note ‘Staple for wool’ has a footnote by Jackson:  
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Meaning perhaps a pitched market: for the “Staple” towns were sea-ports.  Castle 

Combe had once a flourishing clothing trade with its retinue of weavers, fullers and 

dyers, to whom the rapid brook was something better than a well stocked trout 

stream.  Of this trade every trace has disappeared; save the solitary emblem of a 

shuttle cut in stone near the battlement of the church tower, denoting the liberality 

of some successful merchant of the ancient village “staple”.  (Aubrey and Jackson 

1862, 65) 

Jackson apparently did not think that the Cross reflected the significance of the cloth 

industry in the area (cf NHLE List Entry No 1019387).  The decline of trade, if not of the 

cloth industry, in Castle Combe may have contributed to the survival of the Cross (Scrope 

1852, 3, 315-6).   An anonymous description of the village in 1852 provides a clear, if highly 

romanticized, sense of a place left behind:    

“And is it possible,” I mentally exclaimed, while standing in the miniature market-

place of this forsaken town, “that so unsuitable a spot could ever have been, as 

Aubrey describes it, the favourite resort of wool-staplers, wool-growers, and 

mercators of every description?  So out of the highway; and what is more than this – 

so thoroughly out of sight.  How could the farmers’ struggling teams have been 

forced up or down its precipitate approaches, and when once arrived, where could 

room have been found for them all?  Yet something of the sort there certainly was; 

for though everything is on the Lilliputian scale, there is an air of pretension in the 

houses ill-assorting with the silence which now shrouds them.  A market-cross and 

rostrum still survive; the inns are numerous and well built, and the sign of ‘The 

Salutation’ points to a period when the worship of the Virgin was a thing not quite 

out of date.  The shadow remains – the substance has for ever fled.  Enter the place 

at noon on a summer’s day, and look around for the representatives of the ancient 

burgesses.  They are all turned into haymakers or turnip-hoers.  Not one is to be 

seen.  A cat is quietly walking across the ‘forum’.  On the stone benches of the shed 

which protects the crumbling cross, two or three mothers are nursing their infants.  

Ask them what has become of their market.  They have heard of such a thing, but 

evidently suspect some humbug lurking in the tradition.  In short, the present 

condition of Castle Combe is a striking memorial of the total change which has 

come over the industrial habits of the people of England.”  (The Wiltshire Independent 

5 August 1852 p3 col 6)  

Sir Stephen Glynne, who visited Castle Combe on 25 May 1867, adopted a more 

archaeological approach; he described the church and noted that the  
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… market cross of the picturesque village is remarkable, of Perpendicular character, 

beneath a pinnacled canopy or roof, having four pillars at the angles and paneling on 

an octagonal (-?) beneath.  (WAM 42, 182) 

Antiquarian and especially popular interest in Castle Combe and the Cross seems to have 

increased significantly in the early twentieth century.  For example, in January 1903 the 

County Surveyor provided the Charities and Records Committee with a list of ‘Ancient 

Market Crosses, Blind Houses and the like’ in Wiltshire, in response to a request for 

information about their existence and condition (WSA F1/100/15/2).  His report provides a 

brief description of the Castle Combe Cross but does not comment on its condition.  In 

1907 The Wiltshire Times published an article about Castle Combe, the first in a series on 

‘Picturesque Wiltshire’, in which the Cross was described as  

… no longer useful … [but] a picturesque feature and worthy of careful 

preservation.  (WT 18 April 1907, cutting in WBR B4708) 

In 1912 the Wiltshire Times produced a series of five pamphlets on local places of interest, 

including one on Castle Combe with a photograph of the Cross, priced at 2d each (WAM 

xxxvii, 629).  The series was reviewed in WAM and described as  

… very useful little books, with excellent illustrations, many of them from points of 

view, or of buildings not illustrated elsewhere.  The letterpress, too, though written 

in a popular way to meet the wants of the ordinary visitor, contains a good deal of 

historical information, for the most part carefully compiled (WAM xxxvii, 629) 

The rise of popular tourism, even before the First World War, had a significant physical 

impact on Castle Combe and brought national recognition to the village and to the Cross.  

Documents seen during research for this report suggest that tensions between the interests 

of visitors and wider conservation needs were evident at a surprisingly early date.   

Katherine Gorst, later Mrs Lysley, who inherited the Estate in 1916, had a proactive 

concern for the conservation of the village which probably explains a longstanding 

connection with the Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings.  In 1919 A H Powell, 

with the Society’s Secretary A R Powys and others, produced a Report on the Treatment of 

Old Cottages addressing the need for regeneration nationally but using Castle Combe as a 

sole case study (SPAB Market Cross file, Cottages and Cottages, Pamphlets files; WBR 

Castle Combe General file).  The Society had been invited to visit, presumably by or at least 

with the agreement of Mrs Lysley, and report on several cottages considered uninhabitable 

and beyond repair.  The report is illustrated entirely with photographs of Castle Combe, 

including the Cross, although this is not referred to in the text.  The commissioning of the 

1919 report suggests a degree of sensitivity to SPAB philosophy which is likely to have 
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influenced the maintenance of the Cross and other structures in the village, and in 1935, the 

Office of Works considered this to be sympathetic (SPAB; WBR Castle Combe General 

file; PRO WORK 14/284).  In 1933, the Wiltshire Times reported:  

Castle Combe, claimed by many to be the most beautiful village in England, is to 

undergo rejuvenation.  … it is now over one hundred years since last a house of any 

description was built in Castle Combe.  They do not want them there, and Castle 

Combe’s tranquil face is not marred by the unseemly blotches of slums which are to 

be found even in many parts of rural Wiltshire.  Of Council houses they have none.  

These would most probably contrast badly with the beautiful stone cottages for 

which the village is famous.   

But some houses in this fairy-like village have fallen into decay.  Wherever possible 

they have been restored and made habitable, losing none of their old-world 

appearance in the process.  But sometimes they have had to be pulled down, though 

the houses of this village have withstood the ravages of time far better than many 

since erected.   

… The first building to be dealt with is that block known as “Weavers’ Cottages,” 

standing just over the bridge.  These have been uninhabited for nearly 20 years, and 

have fallen into decay, but they are to be put into proper repair, and the ancient 

stone tiles on the roof strengthened, and the interior renovated as well as the 

exterior.  This is all specialised work, calling for great care and attention, if the 

preservation of the ancient style of the cottages and the village is to be ensured.  It 

will eventually be inhabited by a member of the Gorst family, one of whom, Mrs 

Lysley, is Lord of the ancient Manor of Castle Combe ….   

The ancient market cross, for which the village is justly famous, will next come in for 

attention.  It has been found that though the timber, and the stone pillars which 

support it are as good as ever, the wooden pegs which hold the stone tiles in 

position have rotted away, and are allowing the tiles gradually to slip down.  In due 

course, as we have stated, these tiles will all be taken off, and carefully replaced in a 

safe condition, and the old market cross will hope to continue in its stately 

splendour, destination of thousands of trippers, artists, and photographers from all 

over England.   

Castle Combe is expecting a large influx of trippers this Easter, although, from a talk 

I had to many villagers, I am doubtful whether they are particularly looking forward 

to that.  Artists come there literally in rows, and have to sit with their easels end to 

end.  Then there are cycling clubs, chara-bancs, motorists, motor-cyclists, and so on 
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until at last “Hikers.”  These walking folk are welcome as any to Castle Combe, but 

the rather rowdy behaviour of certain sections has aroused some annoyance.   

Castle Combe is probably unique in all England in its total exemption from 

advertisements, except those relating to trades carried on in the village itself.  For 

this reason, advertisements, posters, bills and the like are bar[r]ed by the owners of 

the village, the Castle Combe estate, and they are sufficiently zealous to see that 

their orders are obeyed.  Here is, therefore, a village which personifies the dreams 

of the Council [for the] Preservation of Rural England.  (Wiltshire Times and 

Trowbridge Advertiser 15 April 1933 p11 cols 6, 7)     

4 The History of the Market Cross: Ma intenance, Repa irs, 

A lterations and Setting 

4.1 Introduction 

Research for this report has identified little direct evidence for the maintenance and repair 

of the Cross before the twentieth century.  In a much-quoted reference from Scrope, in 

1590, the manor court ordered the inhabitants to repair the Cross by Christmas, but this 

work had not been carried out by the following October when the parish was amerced, or 

charged, for it (Scrope 1852, 333).   

The history of the Cross is bound up with the state of local trade and industry as well as 

issues of ownership and in his 1852 History Scrope summarised a long process of decline.  

He claimed that ‘the decay of the place as a seat of trade and industry had become strongly 

marked’ by the late seventeenth century, when John Aubrey described the market as ‘very 

inconsiderable’, although the clothing trade established in Castle Combe by the mid-

fifteenth century reportedly continued to flourish until the mid-eighteenth century (Scrope 

1852, 3, 315-6).    

Of late, however, the superior advantages of the vale of Avon and the 

Gloucestershire clothing districts have carried off the trade, and for some years past 

not a shuttle has been thrown in the parish.  The last of the old clothing-mills and 

dye-houses were pulled down about twenty-five years back.  (Scrope 1852, 3) 

The decline in local trade is likely to have been a major factor in further demolition also 

recorded by Scrope:  

A few years back a group of old houses stood insulated in the centre of the market-

place, near the cross, and formed a sort of open market-house, or shambles, the 

upper story being raised on stout timber posts, so as to afford shelter from the 

weather for the frequenters of the market.  This upper story of the building was 
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formerly called the Church-house, and was employed as a sort of guild-hall, or 

common meeting-place, to which the principal inhabitants resorted to consult for 

objects of general interest, such as the support of the poor, and where they 

occasionally feasted together, or distributed alms to the indigent, before the 

institution of the poor-laws.  Ale brewed for the purpose at this house, and called 

church-ale, was consumed on these occasions.  The court rolls contain many 

references to this practice.  (Scrope 1852, 372-3) 

According to Scrope, this building was taken down ‘about ten years back’ to widen the 

road, and it is not shown on the 1841 tithe map (Scrope 1852, 373; WSA T/A Combe, 

Castle).  A survey of property in Castle Combe made for G P Scrope in 1866 lists nine 

more houses which had been ‘pulled down’ since the Tithe Apportionment was made 

(WSA 1494 uncatalogued box).  This list does not include another house near the Cross 

which had also been demolished although Scrope still paid a rent of £5 per annum to the 

leaseholder for life (WSA 1494 uncatalogued box).  The market reportedly ceased in the 

early twentieth century (NHLE List Entry No 1019387).   

4.2 The Early - M id Nineteenth Century  

Part of the lost market building can be seen on John Buckler’s watercolour of the Cross 

c1809, which does not show the open ground floor described by Scrope (WANHS 

DZSWS: 1982.650).  It is difficult to reconcile the orientation of the Cross in this painting 

with the buildings behind, and the structure itself has an unnaturally tidy appearance.  Stocks 

are shown on the south west corner of the plinth, a feature also shown on an engraving in 

Scrope’s History but not on a mid-nineteenth century calotype (WANHS DZSWS: 

1982.650; Scrope 1852, 373; HE ‘England’s Places’ 6146_029).  In the Buckler painting, the 

pump appears to be standing a few feet west of Pier 3 but the 1852 Scrope engraving shows 

it close to the pier as it is now, and this is confirmed by the earliest known photograph of 

c1853-61 (WANHS DZSWS: 1982.650; Scrope 1852, 373; HE ‘England’s Places’ 6146_029).  

Buckler does not show the present finial on the Cross, but an entirely different design 

which apparently incorporated a sundial (WANHS DZSWS: 1982.650).  The current design 

is shown on the 1852 Scrope engraving and all known photographs (Scrope 1852, 373 cf HE 

‘England’s Places’ 6146_029).  The Bristol Museum calotype of c1853-61 shows the roof in a 

good state of repair, with light-coloured mortared hips (HE ‘England’s Places’ 6146_029).   

Repairs and alterations to the Cross in the mid-nineteenth century may have been 

undertaken in conjunction with the construction of the so-called Butter Cross after 1840 

and the extensive rebuilding of the parish church in 1850-51 but no documents have been 

seen to confirm this (Scrope 1852, 361; NHLE List Entry Nos 1283541, 1022864).  Several 

nineteenth and early twentieth-century photographs show Pier 3 in a lighter colour and 
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with relatively sharp definition suggesting that it may have been rebuilt (HE ‘England’s 

Places’ 6146_029; HEA AL0410_039_04, AL0282_051_03).  It may be significant that this 

was the only pier of the four not requiring repair in 1951, and in 1965 the only one without 

a shield on the outside angle (SPAB Market Cross file; Cruse 1965, 84).  The Bristol 

Museum Calotype of c1853-61 does not show the outside face of Pier 1 but other 

photographs confirm that the outside angle had been chamfered off by the late nineteenth 

century, significantly reducing its volume (eg KGA D9X1A8).  This was presumably related 

to the passage of traffic.   

The plinth stones have not been analysed in detail but the calotype shows that the road 

level on the south side was higher than it is now in the mid-nineteenth century.  This is 

consistent with the Buckler watercolour of c1809 but not the 1852 Scrope engraving, which 

shows the road at a lower level with an uneven surface (WANHS DZSWS: 1982.650; 

Scrope 1852, 373; HE ‘England’s Places’ 6146_029).     

Circumstantial evidence and subsequent events both suggest that the Cross was maintained 

by the Castle Combe Estate in the nineteenth century although contemporary evidence is 

lacking.  The Cross is shown on a plan of the village in an Estate survey book dated 1842 

prepared by the Chippenham surveyors Little and Weaver, but does not have a reference 

number implying it did not have a commercial value (WSA 1494 uncatalogued box).  It 

reportedly remained in limited use under the auspices of the Scrope family in or before the 

1860s:   

In the beams of the old roof there can be seen many old nails, which are supposed 

to have been used for hanging the blankets on market days.  While blankets and 

woollen cloth were doubtless displayed there in the olden days, the story of the 

nails can be remembered today by one of the old parishioners, whose uncle (Mr. 

Clark a butcher) drove them into the beams during Squire Scrope’s era, in order to 

hang up the joints of meat which were cut and carved on trestles under the Cross.  

For the right to sell, he paid a small yearly rent to the squire, and it is also 

remembered that another butcher, “a foreigner” came out one Market Day and set 

up his trestles by the Castle Inn, where he hung the meat joints on the wall – but 

this was soon stopped by the Lord of the Manor.  (Cruse 1965, 84-5) 

4.3 Late Nineteenth- Early  Twentieth Centuries 

When the Scrope family sold the Estate in 1867, the particulars included a passing reference 

to the Cross but it was not explicitly listed for sale and it would appear that it was simply 

treated as an integral part of the Estate property (WSA 137/125/95).  In 1867, the Estate 

was purchased by a Lancashire businessman E C Lowndes (Bishop 1997).  Lowndes, who 

had changed his surname for inheritance purposes, died in 1909 and the Estate passed to his 
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brother Sir John Gorst: on his death in 1916 it was inherited by his granddaughter Katherine 

Gorst, subsequently Mrs Lysley and later Mrs Maurice (Bishop 1997; PRO WORK 14/284).   

The Cross must always have been vulnerable to damage from passing vehicles and in 1868 

Lowndes was himself involved in a serious accident:  

Whilst returning from hunting by himself in a gig, the horse, which was a very 

valuable one, took fright and galloped down the steep hill, leading to the village of 

Combe, at a fearful pace.  On arriving at the bottom of the hill, the animal in 

swerving to the right towards the stables came into violent collision with a pillar of 

the ancient Market-cross.  Mr. Lowndes endeavoured to pull the horse to the left to 

avoid the Cross, but failing to do so, and seeing the danger, he let go the reins and 

held firmly to the gig, which was dashed to pieces; the animal received such injuries 

that it died on the spot.  Mr. Lowndes, although seriously injured about the head and 

body, is doing well.  (The Bath Chronicle 19 March 1868 p3 col 5) 

The village was an established tourist destination before the First World War, and the 

traffic this generated soon became a significant problem.  In 1905, a young woman cyclist 

lost control on the hill descending into the village and was killed when her bicycle hit the 

kerb in the village street (The Wiltshire Times 16 September 1905 p7 col 5).  In 1912, after a 

head-on collision between his wife’s car and a visiting motor car on the private road west of 

the Cross, Sir John Gorst erected a swing bar to prevent further accidents (Bath Chronicle 6 

July 1912 p2 col 1).        

On 8 January 1914 the Parish Council were asked to consider the congestion caused by 

‘Motor Vehicles &c’ visiting the village and whether they should be ‘compelled to put into 

some yard or place off the High Road’ (WSA 1642/2, 84).  On 2 March a motion that the 

unnamed owner of the land near the Market Cross (which was not part of the public 

highway through the village) should be asked to let it to the Parish Council to enable them 

to put traffic control measures in place was lost, and an amendment that the owner should 

be asked to forbid parking on it carried unanimously (WSA 1642/2, 85).  In April Mrs Mary 

Gardner wrote to the Parish Council complaining about ‘Motor & other vehicles’ standing in 

front of her windows (WSA 1642/2, 86).  In 1916, the Parish Council resolved to write to 

the proprietors of visiting charabancs asking them to stop visiting on Sundays, as it was not 

only a nuisance to the residents but  

… not patriotic as the Government were asking every one to save so as to enable 

them to finish off this Terrible war as soon as possible (WSA 1642/2, 97) 

In 1923, the Parish Council again resolved to write to the companies ‘who send out their 

big cars with Trippers to this Village’, this time asking them to drive to the Cross to put 
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down passengers and not to stop in the narrowest part of the street (WSA 1642/2, 148 cf 

149, 151).  However, in 1927 the village shop and refreshment house proprietors asked the 

Parish Council to erect a notice board advising all charabancs to unload by the church ‘so as 

to give them all a fair chance of the trade’.  The Council decided that they had no powers 

‘to say to any party you must unload at a certain place’ (WSA 1642/2, 171).      

In July 1924 the Parish Council resolved to write to the Agent of the estate asking for a new 

top lid to be fitted to the village pump to prevent wilful damage from stones and rubbish 

being put into it (WSA 1642/2, 154).  In April 1925 it was reported that the pump was out 

of order and villagers had found there was no water ‘several times each day’ (WSA 1642/2, 

160).     

At least some roads in the parish had been tarred by 1920, but in June 1933 the Parish 

Council asked the County Council that ‘something should be done with regard to the dust 

which causes such a nuisance when motor vehicles pass through the Village’ as there had 

been many complaints (WSHC F4/300/73 1 of 6; WSA 1642/2, 125, 206).  The County 

Surveyor noted that the Parish Council had previously requested that the roads should not 

be tarsprayed, and this was confirmed by the Highway Surveyor at Chippenham RDC:  

… great objection is raised by the Castle Combe Estate to any tarred or bituminous 

materials for highway maintenance because of the alleged danger to fish life (WSA 

F4/300/73 1 of 6) 

In May of the following year, the Castle Combe Women’s Institute requested the Parish 

Council to take steps to control the dust nuisance by providing a village water cart and 

maintaining it in use (WSA F4/300/73 1 of 6 cf WSA 1642/2, 216).  In July the Roads and 

Bridges Committee of the County Council decided to surface dress the roads in Castle 

Combe, using a covering material ‘as far as possible acceptable to the Estate’ and avoiding a 

black surface.  When Mrs Lysley was informed she  

… suggested that it would be preferable if the County would use similar gravel, a 

yellow pebble, as used in Hampshire … & she would be pleased to take anyone to 

see the roads in that district, as the roads are splendid, & no sign of Tar or Bitumen 

is visible.  (WSA F4/300/73 1 of 6) 

The Committee Chairman spoke to Miss Gorst, evidently a close relative of Mrs Lysley, in 

person and a further letter from Frank Newman & Son, the Estate’s agents in London, 

reiterated their concerns about the trout fishing: the County Surveyor confirmed that a 

non-toxic bitumen approved for use near fishing streams would be used.  The County 

Council decided in August to proceed with the resurfacing using ‘Hotrin with ¾” quartzite 

chippings’, taking particular care to leave the road with a coating of clean chippings and 
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avoid discolouration of the kerbs and adjoining buildings.  However, there still seem to have 

been some communication difficulties and on 10 August, Miss Gorst wrote to the CPRE 

complaining that the County Council contemplated resurfacing the road with  

… a modern-looking tarmac top surface, which in the opinion of those who value 

the few remaining old bits of a vanished England will spoil the old-fashioned 

appearance of the village.  (WSA F4/300/73 1 of 6) 

On 18 August, Mrs Lysley wrote to the County Surveyor reiterating her concern about the 

danger to fish and objecting to his perceived determination ‘to spoil my Village in spite of all 

protests’ (WSA F4/300/73 1 of 6).  The work appears to have proceeded without further 

incident.   

4.4 Twentieth Century : 1935- 50 

The Cross was Scheduled as an Ancient Monument on 17 January 1935 and in August the 

Castle Combe Estate was served with what the land agents, Frank Newman & Son, 

described as ‘a notice for the preservation of the old Market Cross’ under the Ancient 

Monuments Act (NHLE List Entry No 1019387; PRO WORK 14/284).   

It should be remembered that a long article describing the proposed regeneration of the 

village including the repair of the tiling on the Cross had appeared in the local press in 1933 

(Wiltshire Times and Trowbridge Advertiser 15 April 1933 p11 cols 6, 7: quoted in the 

historical introduction to this report).  In July 1935 the Parish Council resolved to write to 

the County Surveyor asking for an opinion on the provision of notices forbidding cars and 

charabancs from parking in the Market Place (WSA 1642/2, 224).  The minutes of the same 

meeting note that ‘the Council would like to know who owns the Market Cross (see 

letter)’ suggesting that regular maintenance had not been undertaken for some time.   

In October 1935 Frank Newman & Son wrote to the Chief Inspector of Ancient 

Monuments about the Cross:  

The stone slates on the roof of the Cross are continually slipping and falling, and are 

of course a source of danger to pedestrians and cars which pass through the Village, 

and it is necessary that the whole roof should be stripped, the laths and battens 

renewed and the old stone tiles replaced.  (PRO WORK 14/284) 

An estimate from a local builder for repairs costing £39.16.9 was enclosed with the letter, 

but is not on the file, and the agents asked for permission to proceed with the work and 

enquired about grant aid (PRO WORK 14/284).  A Technical Officer, R W Wardill, met the 

local agent R I Robinson on site on 29 October and prepared a brief report:  
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… There are a few stone tiles which are missing or have slipped, and the cement 

fillet to the hips is defective.   

The lead flashing at the apex is defective and some of the timbers have been 

attacked by wood boring beetles: but, generally speaking, the structure is in a good 

state of preservation.   

The proposal to strip the roof and refix the old tiles on oak battens is sound, as the 

tiles are insecure. 

Non-corrosive nails will be used.   

The plaster on the underside, between the rafters, would automatically have to be 

renewed.   

The roof is mainly supported by four large hip rafters and in order to ensure their 

greater protection from decay, (by ingress of wet through cracks which invariably 

develop in cement fillets) I advised that lead soakers should also be inserted.     

I also advised that: 

1. The timbers should be treated with insecticide, as it is highly probable more 

extensive attack will be revealed when the roof is stripped. 

2. Any soft decayed wood should be cut away and the cavities filled with a wax, 

resin and sawdust mixture or the timber spliced as may be necessary. 

Practically the whole village is under the care, locally, of Mr Robinson and from my 

conversation with him and what I saw, I soon came to the conclusion that we can 

rely upon these repairs being carried out sympathetically.  

It is proposed to put the work in hand very shortly.  (PRO WORK 14/284) 

Frank Newman & Son were unhappy with the Office of Works’ response which they felt did 

not give clear consent to the proposed works, and took exception to suggestions in the 

report which would involve additional expense:     

Our client, Mrs. Lysley, has of course in the past suitably maintained not only the old 

structure of the Market Cross, but the whole village of Castle Combe, and will 

continue to do so to the best of her ability, and we venture to think the subject is 

one which you can safely leave in her hands.  (PRO WORK 14/284) 

It is clear from a series of internal notes on the file that officers were surprised by this 

reaction and unsure whether the real problem was the refusal of grant aid.  A conciliatory 

letter was sent on behalf of the Commissioners and on 10 December 1935, Frank Newman 
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& Son reported that Mr Robinson had already made arrangements to proceed with the 

repairs, and the Office of Works could ‘rely that every care will be taken of the structure’ 

(PRO WORK 14/284).   

The file does not explain the extent of the work actually carried out, but photographs 

provide some useful evidence.  A photograph taken by R J Collins in 1939 and received by 

the National Buildings Record in 1959 shows the roof in a good state of repair, with no 

obvious mortar on the hips although this may be partly because of the angle of view (HEA 

‘England’s Places’ 6146_155).  The south face of the plinth and Pier 3 are visible in this 

photograph: the stone against the plinth east of the pier has been removed and the road 

level is significantly lower than in another photograph taken in 1912 (HE ‘England’s Places’ 

6146_025).  Photographs show that the wooden pump casing was also removed in the mid-

twentieth century (Appendix V).  A photograph taken by Reece Winstone received by the 

National Buildings Record in 1943 apparently shows the roof pre-repair (HE ‘England’s 

Places’ 6146_041).   

On 4 August 1939 the Roads and Bridges Committee of the County Council considered an 

application from the Castle Combe Estate for the erection of posts and chains around the 

Cross (WSA F4/300/73 1 of 6).  The Committee had no objection provided that the posts 

and chains did not encroach on the County road.  However, after ‘a very long discussion’ at 

their meeting on 14 August the Parish Council objected unanimously on the grounds that 

any form of fence would be a danger to the public (WSA 1642/3, 7).  Mrs Lysley – who had 

remarried and become Mrs Maurice - and her agent wrote to the County Surveyor asking 

who had authority to stop her proceeding, and commented  

Since cars have been kept out of the Village Square & parked in the Estate Yard … 

the village has been much quieter & most people have appreciated it.  (WSA 

F4/300/73 1 of 6) 

The outcome of this application is not known but no photographic evidence of posts and 

chains has been seen.   

In April 1946 the Annual Parish Meeting discussed car parking, with the apparent intention 

of lobbying for a dedicated car park (WSA 1642/3, 50).  The level of the road surface 

through the village was another continuing concern.  In November 1946, Mr Smith wrote to 

the County Council from the Post Office at Castle Combe drawing the Council’s attention 

to the state of the pavements in the village, which were lower than the road suggesting that 

the road surface had risen:   

You have put us a good road the best we have ever had, but have left the paths in a 

bad state of repair especially in front of my house, the kerb stones have been rose 
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six inches above the path, and the only thing that has been done is to put a little tar 

and small chip round the step which tread into the Post Office making a terrible 

mess.  (WSA F4/300/73 1 of 6)   

Negotiations with the Estate over the discharge of rain water from the houses led to an 

agreement in principle to repair the footpaths, involving a rise in their level, but the Estate 

did not complete their part of the work before the end of the financial year in March 1947 

and the Council had no budget for footpath work in the following year’s estimates (WSA 

F4/300/73 1 of 6).   

The Castle Combe Estate was offered for sale on 30 September 1947 (WSA 1409/15/146).  

The ‘General Remarks’ in the particulars include a brief reference to the Cross and the 

adjoining pump, which had been the village water supply until the arrival of the mains and ‘is 

still preferred by many of the inhabitants’ (WSA 1409/15/146).  ‘The Market Cross, Village 

Pump and Stone’ was one of several lots which would not be offered for sale if not sold 

with the entire village.  A plan shows the boundary between the freehold property and the 

public road aligned with the east side of the Cross so that Piers 1 and 2 abutted on the 

highway (WSA 1409/15/146).  In the event, property in the village was purchased piecemeal 

and the Cross therefore remained unsold.  According to a cutting from the Daily Telegraph 

dated 3 September 1951, the Cross was ‘taken over a few years ago by the parish council’ 

although evidence discussed below shows that the legal position was still in the process of 

resolution at that date (HE AA070564/2/PT2; WSA 1642/3, 127).      

In October 1948 the Parish Council were informed that the ‘Trough near the Cross’ had 

been removed and Mr Maurice undertook that it would be ‘cemented in’, suggesting that 

the Estate were still taking responsibility for this item (WSA 1642/3, 75).  In 1949 the Parish 

Council again raised concerns about the state of the pavements, and in September 1950 a 

Mr R F Partridge of Castle Combe wrote to the Minister of Transport about the problem.  

This matter was finally resolved by negotiation with the adjoining property owners at the 

end of July 1951 (WSA F4/300/73 1 of 6).   

4.5 Twentieth Century : 1950- 52 

In October 1949, the Parish Council was concerned about rumours that the Chippenham-

Chipping Sodbury bus service might be withdrawn from the village following unspecified 

complaints about the turning of buses which reversed at the Cross (WSA 1642/3, 94).  In 

March 1950 the Council heard that their fears were groundless, since the complaints had 

been dealt with by changing the turning procedure (WSA 1642/3, 98).  The end of petrol 

rationing renewed concerns about car parking and litter which were discussed by the 

Annual Parish Meeting in May 1950 (WSA 1642/3, 99).  On 24 August the Parish Council 

for the first time discussed the  
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… dilapidated condition of the Market Cross and the Chairman undertook to 

ascertain the owners with a view of their attention being drawn to the condition 

thereof.  (WSA 1642/3, 104) 

The continuing uncertainty in the village about ownership of the Cross again suggests that 

no regular maintenance regime was in place.  However, the Chairman of the Parish Council, 

F E King, promptly contacted Mrs Maurice about ownership and she ‘referred him to an 

Organisation who might be willing to assist in the matter’ (WSA 1642/3, 106).  On 31 

August 1950 Mr King wrote to the SPAB expressing concern that the Cross was ‘getting in 

a very bad condition at the base’ and could be lost if it deteriorated further.  He asked for 

assistance in getting it repaired and the SPAB Secretary, Monica Dance, replied on 8 

September that the Society was unable to provide financial help but would be happy to 

offer technical advice (SPAB Market Cross file).  Mr King reported back to the Parish 

Council on 9 November, and at this meeting  

Reference was made to the serious position which had arisen as a result of the 

removal of skid blocks from round the base of the Cross and the Chairman was 

requested to ask Mrs. Maurice if she claimed ownership thereof otherwise the 

Parish Council would take steps to arrange for it to be repaired.  (WSA 1642/3, 

106) 

Mrs Dance referred the case to Humphrey Gimson, who visited Castle Combe in late 

November 1950 and discussed repairs similar to those eventually specified (SPAB Market 

Cross file; WSA 1642/3, 108).  However, Mr King wrote to Mrs Dance on 1 February 1951 

to say that he had heard nothing further from him, and after some further correspondence 

which established that Gimson had been ill, Mrs Dance referred the matter to another 

architect, James Burford, who made a site visit in June (SPAB Market Cross file).  In the 

meantime, the Parish Council again discussed the Cross and  

… agreed that the work should be ultimately carried out by a craftsman and that the 

beauty of the Cross must be preserved.  Major Allen urged that anyone found to be 

wilfully damaging the Cross be exposed and prosecuted.  He said that in past years 

damage had been done, repairs had been effected, but no-one had endeavoured to 

find the culprit.  It was agreed that efforts should in future be made to find the 

persons responsible for such damage.  (WSA 1642/3, 116-7)     

In November 1951 two youths were fined 10s each for damaging the Cross (WSA 1642/3, 

128).   

David Verey, then an Investigator for the Ministry of Local Government and Planning, was 

also approached by Mr King and wrote to a colleague on 22 May 1951:  
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I am rather worried about the Market Cross at Castle Combe, Wilts.  I suppose it is 

14th Century and I have graded it I on the interim list you have for Calne and 

Chippenham R.D. 

It does not look at all safe.  It has had one or two knocks from buses, and one of the 

four supporting columns is very badly damaged.   

The Chairman of the Parish Council approached me because he does not know 

what to do about it, so I went to see Mrs. Morris of Shrub House, Castle Combe, 

who is the owner.  She sold the village a year or two ago and the lot which included 

the Cross and another object in the Market Place were not sold as nobody bid.  She 

says she cannot afford to do any repairs and does not in fact wish to keep it.  She 

does not know what to do with it.  Can you suggest it is made an A.M. and taken 

over by the Ministry of Works? (HE AA070564/2/PT2) 

On 29 May 1951 the Cross was again discussed by the Parish Council and although the 

question of ownership was still unresolved, Mr King had obtained estimates for the 

proposed repairs from two local contractors, the lower of which was £325 (WSA 1642/3, 

119).  Potential costs of this magnitude caused ‘grave concern’ and Mr King was asked to 

pursue his enquiries with the Ministry of Works and ask them to schedule the Cross as an 

Ancient Monument – which it had been since 1935 (NHLE List Entry No 1019387; PRO 

WORK 14/284).   

David Verey’s letter was forwarded to the Ministry of Works and the indefatigable Mr King, 

who had also been in contact with Lord Methuen, wrote to the Ministry himself on the 

latter’s advice on 11 June 1951 (HE AA070564/2/PT2).  James Burford reported back to the 

SPAB promptly on 21 June 1951 (Appendix I); Gimson’s earlier report is not on the file but 

Mrs Dance sent Burford’s report to him for comment and noted that they had apparently 

reached ‘the same conclusion’ (SPAB Market Cross file).   

On 28 June Mr King reported to the Parish Council that Mrs Maurice would like to ‘hand 

the Cross over to a permanent body representing the parish’ and, recognising that the 

Parish Council was the only such body in existence, the meeting voted unanimously to 

assume responsibility for it (WSA 1642/3, 121).  The meeting was informed that the Cross 

had now been scheduled as an Ancient Monument, and that grants might be obtained 

towards its repair.  It was suggested that white posts could be erected on the north side of 

the Cross by the Castle Inn ‘where most of the damage was apparent’, and Mr Maurice 

promised that the deeds would be ‘handed over as soon as possible’ (WSA 1642/3, 121).  A 

copy of a deed of gift for the Cross was produced at a Parish Council meeting on 27 

September 1951 (WSA 1642/3, 127).      
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At the behest of the SPAB committee, Mrs Dance wrote to the County Planning Officer 

asking if alternative parking arrangements could be made to protect the Cross (SPAB 

Market Cross file; WSA F14/424/11).  He replied on 30 November 1951 that, after 

consultation, highway widening appeared to be the only realistic option and this was under 

consideration by the County Surveyor (SPAB Market Cross file).  Further correspondence 

in a planning file at Wiltshire and Swindon Archives concluded in February 1952 that the 

only solution to the traffic problems in the village was ‘a proper car park’ (WSA 

F14/424/11).      

In the meantime, the Inspector of Ancient Monuments P K Baillie Reynolds had visited 

Castle Combe with R W Wardill, the Technical Officer who had reported on the Cross in 

1935, on 23 June 1951 (HE AA070564/2/PT2; PRO WORK 14/284).  Wardill again prepared 

a brief report:  

… It is true that the roof structure is not very safe owing to serious damage to the 

N.E. pier from passing vehicles & unless steps are taken soon to temporarily shore it 

up collapse may result & bring down the shaft with it.  It will be necessary in this 

case to take down the pier and rebuild it, carefully reusing as much as possible of the 

old stone which is sound.  In addition to this some consolidation work is necessary 

to the masonry platform where many joints are open & a few stones loose.  Some 

making good is also desirable where a few stones are badly worn.  Although some 

roof timbers show decay by the wood-boring beetles there was little evidence that 

attack was active, nevertheless some treatment with an insecticide such as clear 

Cuprinol is desirable as a precautionary measure.  We also considered it would be 

desirable to erect some bollards to protect the structure in future.                     

(HE AA070564/2/PT2)     

Two photographs taken by Wardill on 23 June 1951 are on the file and there are copies in 

the Historic England Archive (HEA ‘England’s Places’ 6146_022).  At the meeting, Mr King 

produced two quotations for the repairs and Wardill advised him that the one from the 

(unnamed) firm who had repaired the Malmesbury Cross was the most satisfactory.  Both 

Wardill and Baillie Reynolds agreed that given the interest in the Cross in the village, and 

Mrs Maurice’s willingness to convey ownership to the Parish Council, the question of 

guardianship need not be pursued (HE AA070564/2/PT2).  In the circumstances, the 

Ministry of Works should offer as much help as possible.   

The Parish Council launched a high profile and very effective fund-raising campaign, claiming 

in an appeal document that the Cross was ‘in dire need of repair and may fall at any time if 

not repaired at once’ (SPAB Market Cross file; WSA 1642/3, 121, 123-5).  The appeal was 

publicised in local and national newspapers including the Wiltshire Times, The Times and the 
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Daily Telegraph, and a collecting box was set up by the Cross (SPAB Market Cross file).  On 

3 October 1951 an item about the Cross in the Wolverhampton Express & Star prompted a 

letter from a local resident to the Prime Minister questioning the effectiveness of ‘all the 

machinery for the preservation of ancient buildings’ (HE AA070564/2/PT2).    

In or before the beginning of September, Mr King approached the Pilgrim Trust who 

eventually offered a grant of £300 in November 1951 (SPAB Market Cross file; WSA 

F14/424/11; WSA 1642/3, 130).  The case generated a large amount of correspondence 

between the Parish Council, the Pilgrim Trust, the Ministry of Works and the SPAB and 

there is evidence of some confusion on the files (SPAB Market Cross file; HE 

AA070564/2/PT2).  On 3 October, Wardill reported to Baillie Reynolds on the SPAB 

report which had finally arrived at the Ministry via the Pilgrim Trust at the end of 

September (HE AA070564/2/PT2).  Wardill was in general agreement with Burford but 

thought that external damage was the main cause of failure of Pier 1.  In terms of 

philosophy of repair:  

Our policy is to renew only when absolutely necessary & to conserve as much as 

possible of the original stone which is sound but it may be desirable to renew 

certain moulded stones in order to preserve or restore the design to its original 

form.  If this is not borne in mind when repairing such buildings, features of this kind 

would eventually become shapeless masses.  (HE AA070564/2/PT2) 

Wardill agreed that bollards were ‘a desirable protection against traffic’ but should stand 

free of the piers so as not to transmit vibration and shock directly to the structure.     

It was agreed between the interested parties that the work should be overseen by the 

Ministry’s Superintendent of Works, G C Bushell, who attended a Parish Council meeting 

on 27 September to consider two tenders, received from Downing, Rudman & Bent in the 

sum of £450 and T Merrett at £415.  In December 1951 the Parish Council resolved to 

accept the latter (HE AA070564/2/PT2; WSA 1642/3, 127, 130).  The repair work started 

before the end of March, when the Parish Council agreed to undertake essential but 

unspecified extra work, and the repairs were complete by mid-May 1952 (HE 

AA070564/2/PT2; WSA 1642/3, 133).   

On 27 May 1952 the Parish Council voted unanimously that moss should be cleared from 

the roof, and agreed extras for treating and distempering the underside of the roof were 

noted by the meeting (WSA 1642/3, 135).  A schedule plate was attached to the west side 

of the plinth (HE AA070564/2/PT2).  A brief analysis of the visual evidence suggests that the 

hip detail of the roof may have been altered at this time since there is no visible mortar on 

later photographs, but this is not conclusive (eg HEA AA98_12755, ‘England’s Places’ 

6146_039 cf 6146_053, 6146_022).  In June 1952, the Parish Council resolved that the 
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Cross should be insured and that the Pilgrim Trust should be asked whether they would 

like the surplus funds invested as an endowment for future repairs or returned to them 

(WSA 1642/3, 138).  This was agreed in May 1953 (WSA 1642/3, 149, 152).   

The Parish Council took their new responsibilities as custodians of the Cross with 

commendable seriousness.  Mr King was personally involved in hands-on maintenance and in 

May 1954 reported to the Parish Council that he had recently weeded around the base of 

the Cross and found it impossible to prevent earth from dislodging.  The Council resolved 

to obtain tenders for laying a narrow strip of tarmac around the base of the Cross (WSA 

1642/3, 150).  In August 1952, the Parish Council discussed their response to damage to the 

‘small stone’ or Butter Cross caused by a coach from Southdown Motors Co Ltd (WSA 

1642/3, 140).  The repairs had been completed by mid-November but the stone was 

damaged again by a service bus in February 1953 (WSA 1642/3, 142, 147).  In May 1956 the 

Parish Council resolved to draw the attention of the police to the defacing of the Cross 

(WSA 1642/3, 178).  In March 1959 Mr King reported to the Parish Council that a litter 

basket had been placed in the water trough at the Cross, and the trough filled with ballast 

‘to prevent it being used as a depository for rubbish’ (WSA 1642/3, 192).   

In November 1959 Major Allen wrote to the Parish Council suggesting that ‘the stone’, 

which had again been damaged, should be removed to facilitate parking (WSA 1642/3, 196).  

Mr King pointed out that it was ‘registered together with the Market Cross as an Ancient 

Monument’ and the meeting resolved to repair both the stone and the Market Cross, which 

had also been damaged, from the funds available.  On 21 May 1963 the Parish Council 

concluded their meeting with an inspection of the Cross, when they decided that ‘some 

minor restoration work’ was required (WSA 1642/3, 226).        

Road maintenance and surfacing were a continuing concern in the village and an incident in 

1954 provides some insight into local highway management practices.  In August 1954, R G 

Maurice, agent to the Castle Combe Estate, wrote to the County Surveyor about damage 

caused at Goulter’s Mill Farm by water running off the main road after torrential rain on the 

night of Saturday 12 June (WSA F4/300/73 2 of 6).  Mr Maurice attributed the problem to 

the ‘waterproof surface of the roads and to the inadequate drainage’ and suggested that ‘in 

the old days when all these roads were flint, enough was absorbed’.  Following a meeting 

with Mr Maurice, a surveyor, Mr Gadd, acting for the Sun Insurance Office Ltd reported the 

observations of the Divisional Surveyor, Mr Tomkins, on the absorbency of the former flint 

road surfaces:  

Mr. Tomkins says that when the Council took over various roads around 1936 and 

resurfaced them with tar macadam, they found that even in the winter the old 

surface, which was dug up, was never wet more than half [an] inch down, and often 
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not more than quarter of an inch.  The rate of absorption must have been very slow, 

and was cumulative, in that it would have needed a very long dry spell for the surface 

to dry out sufficiently to accept any further quantity of water, and after a short 

amount of rain would have become saturated again and unable to accept any more.  

(WSA F4/300/73 2 of 6)    

A record of subsequent discussions shows that road surfacing techniques current in 

Wiltshire in 1954 involved very little scarifying, which may suggest that road levels were 

likely to rise.  In March 1960 the Parish Council discussed the issue of road levels and Dr 

Royal pointed out that ‘the continuous resurfacing would ultimately result in the disposal of 

water into residents property’ (WSA 1642/3, 202).   

In June 1961, Roger Allen of Castle Combe Manor wrote to the County Surveyor to say 

that he had recently had the ground he owned around the Cross surfaced with tarmac, and 

as it was now in good order he hoped that the County would take responsibility for it 

(WSA F4/300/73 3 of 6).  An internal memo from the County Surveyor refers to much 

previous correspondence about this: the County had hitherto refused to take it over 

because the surfacing proposed by Mr Allen was inadequate, and there was a possible need 

for drainage works (WSA F4/300/73 3 of 6).  On 30 June 1961 the Divisional Surveyor 

reported on the work that had been done and issues surrounding it (Appendix II).      

The ‘Jolly Farmers Cellar Bar’ in the basement of the Castle Hotel immediately north of the 

Cross flooded in December 1965, reportedly at a rate of 650 gallons an hour (WSA 

F4/300/73 3 of 6).  A report from Edward Tebbs, the Divisional Surveyor, confirmed that 

this was not related to highway drainage; colouring matter had been placed in the drain on 

the opposite side of the road at the time, and none came through into the cellar.  Mr Tebbs 

noted:  

I understand that the trouble is caused by springs on the north side of the Inn, the 

drain from the springs flows under the Inn garage, on the east side of the Hotel, and 

thence to a well, situated near the old cross.   

I am quite satisfied that the flooding, which I am told has occurred on several 

occasions in the past, is not due to the highway drains.  (WSA F4/300/73 3 of 6) 

The hotelier Ewan Shaw disputed this analysis and maintained that the water was following 

the line of the road drains, running beneath the pipes which themselves remained dry.  At a 

meeting in the office of the Clerk to the Calne and Chippenham RDC, Mr Witham of the 

RDC  

… spoke of his experience with the nearby pumping station and from his local 

knowledge explained that the cause of the trouble was the unusually wet period 
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when the subsoil water had risen to an unusual degree.  In further discussions it 

transpired that the Post Office had also had considerable trouble in the area and the 

telephone system had been flooded out on several occasions, again due to subsoil 

water.  (WSA F4/300/73 3 of 6) 

On 29 August 1966 there was a very heavy storm in Castle Combe and ‘a considerable 

amount of water flowed down the county road … outside the Castle Hotel’ (WSA 

F4/300/73 3 of 6).  This flooded the bar of the White Hart opposite, but the cellar bar in 

the Hotel remained dry thanks to a sump and pump installed after the earlier flooding.  

During the storm, Mr Shaw inspected a catchpit on the highway drain and again maintained 

that the pipes were dry and the water was flowing underneath them.  An internal report 

recommended that the County Surveyor should reinvestigate the highway drainage, 

although his deputy maintained  

… there is no doubt whatsoever that the flooding of the cellar bar is caused by 

subsoil water.  Most of the properties in Castle Combe are built on a side-long slope 

on a sub-soil susceptible to water bearing.  I understand that any excavation in the 

Castle Combe area immediately fills with water.  This fact has been substantiated by 

Mr. Hales, Clerk of the Calne and Chippenham R.D.C., from experience they have 

had when carrying out works in the area.  (WSA F4/300/73 3 of 6) 

The Deputy County Surveyor inspected the surface water drainage on 4 September 1966 

with Foreman Mann of No 4 Division and Chargehand Gough who had been responsible for 

the Castle Combe area for 12 years and had known the village all his life (WSA F4/300/73 3 

of 6).  He reported that all the gullies in the village connected into a 12” stoneware pipe on 

the east side of the road, laid at least 15 years earlier, which was the main surface water 

drain.  The drains were dry on the day of the inspection but running water could be heard 

faintly in a gulley adjacent to the Castle Hotel:  

On information of Gough I also inspected a manhole in Mr. Shaw’s garage (unknown 

to Mr. Shaw) and found a pipe under the floor in which clear water was flowing 

quite strongly.  According to Gough there are several springs and wells in the higher 

ground at the rear of the Castle Hotel.  In the past these were the main source of 

domestic water supply for the village.  With the provision of a piped water supply to 

the village these sources are now no longer used and therefore more water from 

them runs to waste.  This could account for the flooding complained of having 

increased in recent years.  Gough also stated that to his knowledge the cellar of the 

Castle Hotel had flooded on previous occasions.  (Before Mr. Shaw’s purchase of the 

property).  (WSA F4/300/73 3 of 6) 
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It was suggested to Mr Shaw that there may be pipes or culverts designed to carry the 

spring water on private land, including his own property, and these may be faulty.   

The village continued to manage both new and longstanding challenges.  In the summer of 

1966, a temporary peat and dirt surface was proposed on the area around the Cross during 

filming for Dr Doolittle (WSA F4/300/73 3 of 6).  A plan and estimates were prepared to 

bring the condition of the private road leading to the Manor House Hotel up to a standard 

suitable for adoption by the Highway Authority in February 1967 (WSA F4/300/73 3 of 6).  

In April the provision of a car park for 300 cars was considered by Calne and Chippenham 

RDC (WSA F4/300/73 3 of 6).  Local residents and businesses protested vigorously against 

associated restrictions on parking in the village, although Flt Lt J T Mercier RAF (Retd) did 

agree that ‘Car Parking near the Market Cross is chaotic and needs investigating’.  Separate 

notes about traffic congestion record that at 9.30 pm on Saturday 11 February 1967 57 

vehicles were parked in the vicinity of the Cross, the road to the Manor House Hotel was 

blocked and the bus delayed for 20 minutes (WSA F4/300/73 4 of 6).    

In June 1967 a ‘No Waiting Order’ was imposed before the RDC had provided a car park 

(WSA F4/300/73 4 of 6).  A report on a visit made by J C Collier of the Ministry of 

Transport to inspect traffic conditions in the village on 3 August noted that the area around 

the Cross was consistently beset by unauthorised parking.  Control of this was complicated 

by private ownership of part of the road but the report concluded that additional limited 

waiting space around the Cross ‘could be justified’ and a schedule of proposed restrictions 

dated 4 December 1967 set out to limit daytime parking in this area.  However, O R Clegg 

of the Manor House Hotel objected on the grounds that he owned the land between the 

Cross and the Butter Cross and land west of the Cross which had been included in the 

proposed restrictions without consultation.  In February 1968 his solicitors noted that, inter 

alia, his objections included probable ‘further damage to the ancient Market Cross, which 

has already been damaged on its Northern side’ (WSA F4/300/73 4 of 6).  In March the 

Parish Council wrote to the County Council:  

As Trustees of the Market Cross – a designated Ancient Monument – we wish to 

draw attention to the fact that damage has been caused both to the Castle Hotel 

and the Cross in recent months by lorries – and indeed by buses – passing between 

or trying to turn by backing between the Castle Hotel and Cross, and their upper 

structures hitting the Cross.  We ask that this fact be considered in the light of the 

proposals and if possible means be found to restrict this throughway to cars, which 

because of their size, have at no time caused any damage.  (WSA F4/300/73 4 of 6) 

The Parish Council also expressed concern that parking near the Cross would spoil views of 

it.  A further letter from Mr Clegg’s solicitors noted that the County Council proposed to 
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eliminate the proposed parking between the Cross and the Butter Cross (WSA F4/300/73 4 

of 6).  In support of this, they reported that  

… there are “massive drains” beneath the land between the Market Cross and the 

Mounting Stone and this might well be another reason for deletion of the proposal 

to allow car parking between these two ancient monuments.  (WSA F4/300/73 4 of 

6) 

A public inquiry into the parking restrictions was held in the Village Hall on 12 March 1968, 

and the subsequent painting of double yellow lines in the village generated considerable 

correspondence (WSA F4/300/73 4 of 6).   

In November 1969 Mr Clegg reopened negotiations for the adoption of the road around 

the Cross, which he owned but according to his title documents was not required to keep 

in repair; the surface was now breaking up rapidly. A further specification for repairs to 

bring the surface up to the standard required for adoption was prepared by the Divisional 

Surveyor at the end of 1969 (WSA F4/300/73 4 of 6).  In April 1970 the County Council 

offered to meet one third of the estimated cost of £900 but Mr Clegg was not willing to pay 

the remaining £600 without a contribution from the Parish Council and instead proposed to 

fill in the potholes and possibly apply a light surface (WSA F4/300/73 6 of 6).  The Chairman 

of the Parish Council wrote at length to the County Surveyor pointing out that the state of 

the surface was almost entirely attributable to tourist traffic; it was ‘most unfortunate’ that 

this area of road had been retained as private property when the village was sold in 1948 

and residents had already contributed to its repair.  He also suggested that the Cross itself 

was ‘in danger of being knocked down by lorries’ passing between it and the Castle Hotel 

(WSA F4/300/73 6 of 6).  On 25 September 1970 the Roads and Bridges Committee agreed 

to make up and take over a defined area of the roadway, subject to a maximum 

contribution of £300 from the Parish Council, and make arrangements to close the road 

between the Cross and the Castle Hotel to vehicles (WSA F4/300/73 6 of 6).  A plan 

showing the area to be adopted owned by Mr Clegg and in part by Mr Lysley is not on the 

file (WSA F4/300/73 6 of 6).   

At the request of the Parish Council, the road immediately north of the Cross between it 

and the Castle Hotel was closed to vehicular traffic for a length of six metres in the spring 

of 1972 (WSA F4/300/73 5 of 6).  Later in that year the County Council erected three oak 

posts near the Cross, increased to four when it emerged that cars could pass between the 

existing posts and park on the closed area.   
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4.6 Late Twentieth Century  

In March 1970, M D Glover wrote to the Ministry of Works asking for permission to make 

a measured drawing of the Cross for the RIBA Intermediate Examination, but was informed 

that this was not something they were in a position to give and advised how to proceed 

(HE AA070564/2/PT2).     

In 1985, the Parish Council wrote to English Heritage to ask for advice on repairs (HE AA 

070564/2/PT3).  An Inspector of Ancient Monuments, I Stuart, visited in the following 

February and noted that the monument was ‘in fair shape’ although a Technical Officer’s 

condition report was required (Appendix III).  Stuart thought that the roof was ‘fairly stable’ 

but the base was in need of attention 

… repointing and replacement of rotten and damaged stone in particular.  The plinth 

of the cross has been pointed very unsympathetically & if funds permit this should be 

cut out & done properly.  (HE AA 070564/2/PT3) 

The Technical Officer reported in August (Appendix III) and Scheduled Monument Consent 

for repairs subject to a visit and advice from the HBMC Area Superintendent was granted 

on 9 February 1987 (HE AA 070564/2/PT3).  A note on the file from A A Mackenzie, the 

South West Area Superintendent, asked if the pump was scheduled as it was in a very bad 

state of repair. An estimate produced by a local builder, L F Wickham of Ford, dated 26 May 

1987 for minor works totalling £1200 ex VAT was submitted for consideration for grant 

aid, and a 40% grant of £480 was offered on 16 September.  However, the Cross was 

reportedly in much the same condition in January 1988, except that erosion of the plinth 

which was being undermined by water scour from the road was becoming serious in some 

places.  English Heritage’s Chief Architect, B V Field, advised that  

… a small amount of new stone needs to be inserted where decay is becoming 

extensive and other interstices made good in an appropriate mortar, but more 

importantly, the tarmacadam road surface needs to be reinstated and properly 

‘ironed-in’ to the profile of the base course of the plinth to avoid a water trap.  (HE 

AA 070564/2/PT3)  

The road surface did not form part of the works for which the Parish Council were 

responsible and they were advised to take this up with the local authority.  In reference to 

the 1986 report (Appendix III) Field asked about the type of timber preservative to be used, 

and recommended that the iron cramp or ‘retaining strap’ should be removed rather than 

refixed, leaving the chase as evidence (HE AA 070564/2/PT3).  On 23 June 1988 the Parish 

Council were advised that a further application for SMC would be required to cover the 

additional works to the plinth, but there is no evidence on the file that this work was 
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carried out since the grant claimed on 16 August 1988 related solely to the original estimate 

(HE AA 070564/2/PT3).  Mackenzie reported that a few open joints still needed attention 

and recommended a retention of £20 until this was done.  The file was closed on 27 

October 1988 (HE AA 070564/2/PT3).       

B ibliography 

Primary Sources 

Adrian Bishop, Castle Combe Historical Society: personal information, photographs and 

postcards 

Historic England (HE): registry files 

Historic England Archive (HEA): photographs 

Public Record Office (PRO): Office of Works file 

Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings (SPAB): archive files 

WANHS Library, Devizes (WANHS): library, photographs, Wiltshire Archaeological 

Magazine [WAM] 

Wiltshire Buildings Record (WBR): archive files 

Wiltshire and Swindon Archives (WSA): Parish and County Council records, tithe map 

Secondary Sources 

Aubrey, John and Jackson, John Edward 1862 Wiltshire: The Topographical Collections of John 

Aubrey … AD 1659-70 … corrected and enlarged… [Wiltshire Collections] WANHS, Devizes 

Britton, John 1807 ‘An Essay Towards a History and Description of Ancient Stone Crosses’ 

in The Architectural Antiquities of Great Britain Volume I Longman, Hurst, Rees and Orme, J 

Taylor and the author, London 

Chandler, John 1993 John Leland’s Itinerary: Travel in Tudor England Alan Sutton, Stroud 

Scrope, G Poulett 1852 History of the Manor and Ancient Barony of Castle Combe…. privately 

printed 

 

 



 

27 
 

Online Resources [accessed February/M arch 2016: * reviewed/ accessed 

M arch 2017] 

Historic England Archive: http://archive.historicengland.org.uk/  

Historic England Archive photograph collection ‘England’s Places’: 

https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/archive/archive-collections/englands-places/  

The British Newspaper Archive: http://www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk/search 

The Keasbury-Gordon Photographic Archive: http://www.k-gpa.co.uk/  

*The National Heritage List for England: http://www.historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list  

*WANHS:  http://www.wiltshireheritagecollections.org.uk/  

Appendix I: Report to the SPAB , Jam es Burford 1951 (SPAB 

Market Cross file)   

The timber structure of the roof and the stone tiling appear to be in good condition.   

The four stone piers, the paving and the stone base below the paving in various degrees 

need attention.   

Pier No. 1. 

Pier No. 1 is in a serious condition.  Vertical cracks, which appear on two sides of the 

three-sided pier, are not confined to the joint lines but on the outer face pass through the 

stones.  These cracks have opened from ½” to as much as 1½” in the worst places.  Judging 

from the evidence the original piers had only just sufficient area to support the load.  Pier 

No. 1 has suffered the removal of the square angled buttress (see drawing) which the other 

piers retain and has had this angle cut back to a splay.  It is possible that the reduction of 

plan area of this pier is the primary cause of its cracking.  It is doubtful whether any of the 

stone work of this pier is fit to re-use for weight bearing purposes.  It seems inevitable that 

this pier should be rebuilt.  The form which this rebuilding should take will doubtless be a 

question of opinion dependant on the way the structure as a whole is regarded.  New 

stonework could follow the lines of existing stonework as closely as possible or it could be 

given a much simplified form and treated as a purely structural repair.  Whatever method is 

followed substantial shoring to hold up this corner of the roof structure whilst the work 

was in progress would be required.   
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Pier No. 2. 

The inside face of the base stone of the pier at floor level is undercut for its whole width 

and needs the insertion of two stones each about 6” high let into inverted step cuttings; 

front to back depth of courses about 8” and 4”.  About I’-0” vertical run of one stone shaft 

near the base of pier is detached by cracking, but this would have no structural significance.  

The edge paving stone next to pier needs resetting and one stone replacing below it.   

Pier No. 3.  

Pier No. 3 appears to be sound and needs no treatment except as suggested under 

“General Observations” (below). 

Pier No. 4. 

This pier is undercut at the inside base at floor level for the full width of pier and needs 4“ 

vertical by say 2’ 6” horizontal stone set into inverted step cutting.  The outside angle of the 

pier overhangs the angle of the base wall below paving.  The pier does not appear to be 

affected but the base corner might be strengthened by a fitted bollard.   

General Observations. 

Attempts at repairs have been unskilfully carried out at various times by heavy pointing to 

cracks and various joints in a very hard cement mortar.  This has hastened the decay of the 

stone surfaces.  This cement mortar should be removed and the whole of the stonework 

properly repointed.   

Pier No. I has one fixed and one loose bollard-stone. 

Pier No. 2 has a fixed bollard-stone. 

Pier No. 3 has no bollard-stone. 

Pier No. 4 has no bollard-stone. 

The Market Cross is bounded on two sides by a public road and on the other two by a 

private road, the roads on each face being coterminous with the structure.  

Castle Combe is visited by a very large number of people in cars and coaches, particularly at 

week ends.  The principle [sic] car and coach park is against the structure which is in 

continual danger from collision.  The structure, and in particular the steps and shaft of the 

cross and the inside of the roof where accessible, has been much defaced by the scratching 

of names etc, much of this of recent date.   
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A firm estimate has not, and probably could not, be obtained, but conditions suggest that a 

sum of between £300-£400 would be required for the more urgent work.   

Date 2I June I95I      [signed] James Burford 

        JAMES BURFORD 

        F.R.I.B.A., A.M.T.P.I. 

Drawing attached.   

Appendix II: Report from  Div isiona l Surveyor to County Surveyor 

on road surface around the Cross 30 June 1961 (WSHC F4/300/73 3 

of 6)   

… I have delayed sending you a report so that a reasonable time would elapse to enable me 

to consider the ‘effect’ of the ‘patching’ work recently done on the above site.   

In my opinion the work that has been done does not bring the road up to the standard 

required before a road can be adopted.   

Captain Allen’s main premise for his application is that the road is used extensively by 

persons visiting the ‘Village’, he considers this use to be essentially a public one and does 

not think he should be responsible for maintaining the road any longer.   

In fact he is quite adamant on the position and he told me quite categorically that he does 

not intend to spend another penny on the road, and “he does not care what happens to it”.  

He tells me also that he has made strong representations to the Police as he considers it is 

the duty of the Police to stop people obstructing it by vehicles, he claims that he has known 

up to fifty vehicles being parked on it, mainly by persons visiting the public houses in the 

village.   

All the work recently done consists of laying 3/8” tarmacadam, supplied at his estimated 

cost of £60, and laid and rolled (with a garden roller) by his own men.   

Part of the surface has not been re-surfaced at all, and small areas around the Village Cross 

remain untreated at all, just local water bound stone.   

He has not provided any new drainage facilities but claims that existing drains are adequate -

-- these are mainly at the junction with the maintained section of carriageway in the Village 

Street.  In places the water must obviously drain on to adjoining property, not owned by 

Captain Allen.   
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The 3/8” tarmacadam has obviously been laid in places at much too great a thickness, the 

consolidation proves this as the new work is at an uneven level.   

The profile of the whole area is equally irregular in places the crown of the road is lower 

than the channels.   

I have tried to explain to Captain Allen that whilst one must be sympathetic with his 

position, and particularly the fact that the road is mainly used by interests that do not 

concern him, these facts are really private matters, and in my opinion are not sufficient to 

allow any Highway Authority to relax the standard of work required before a road can be 

adopted or taken over for maintenance as a public highway.   

Appendix III: English Heritage Report, R Burke HGTO Bristol Area 

Works Office 1986 (HE AA 070564/2/PT3) 

The cross is square on plan, mounted on a stone dias [sic] approx. 500mm high, at each 

corner there are carved stone columns which support the roof, the feet of the roof 

members are carried on timber plates which have a bearing on the stone columns.   

Inside this enclosure is a further stepped dias [sic] elaborately carved in stone approx. 1m 

high which supports the column to the cross, where the hip rafters meet at the apex to the 

roof this column pierces the roof which is surmounted by a carved stone finial.   

The which [is] made up of stone slabs is in excellent condition. 

The timber beam to the right hand side of the North East Column is showing a soft area 

but there is no sign of fungie [sic] or mass deteration [sic] of the timber structure.   

On the west side of the monument the timber beam end is showing some kind of rot this 

can be seen from the North side of the monument, this is not serious at the moment but 

some preservation treatment is required.   

The timbers in general show signs in a mild form of wood boring insect attack again this is 

not extensive but does require treatment by I would suggest brush applied preventative.   

Over the years nails and screws have been driven and left in the timber these should be 

withdrawn.   

All timbers are in Oak.   

The face of the stone on three corner columns is showing wear which can only be expected 

on a monument which was erected around the 14th Century, the North East Column has in 

the past been replaced, the stone is a local limestone through out.   
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There are a good number of open points on the external face of the lower plinth these 

should be repointed in a weak mortor [sic] mix.   

INTERNAL 

Roof timbers are in a sound condition as is the plaster infill between, however the flat 

plastered area around the column to the cross where it pierces the roof should be 

inspected from a scaffold this is showing extensive cracking.   

On the base plinth to the cross itself there has been some pointing repairs carried out to 

the stonework which is not in keeping with the remainder of the pointing, this should be 

removed and repointed.   

There is a retaining strap to one of the corner stones to the base of the cross, one end is 

hanging in mid air this should be removed or a new piece of stone produced and fitted and 

this retaining strap refixed to the new piece of stone.   

In conclusion this Market Cross is in a remarkably sound condition however I would 

recommend that minor defects I have reported on do receive some attention, plus the 

rotten and friable stonework to the columns is replaced.   

Appendix IV: Summ ary of Maintenance, Repa irs and Alterations by 

Elem ent    

Roof  

The evidence of the Buckler watercolour of c1809 is difficult to interpret but a mid-

nineteenth century calotype shows mortared hips (WANHS DZSWS: 1982.650; HE 

‘England’s Places’ 6146_029).  Amounts of visible mortar on later images vary and the 

sequence of events is difficult to disentangle given the large number of undated images and 

the unknown dates of maintenance and repairs.  Mortared hips are generally visible on 

photographs until the 1950s but not thereafter suggesting this detail may have been altered 

in 1951-2, but this is not conclusive (Appendix V).  The present finial is a mid-nineteenth 

century replacement of an earlier design incorporating a sundial (WANHS DZSWS: 

1982.650; Scrope 1852, 373; HE ‘England’s Places’ 6146_029).    

P iers 

Pier 1 was altered in or before the nineteenth century when the outside angle was 

chamfered off, and was rebuilt in 1951-2 (KGA D9X1A8; SPAB Market Cross file; HE AA 

070564/2/PT3).  Pier 3 may have been rebuilt in the nineteenth century and was the only 

one not requiring repair in 1951 (Appendix V; SPAB Market Cross file).  The shield on this 
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pier was missing in 1965 and a photograph published in the same year shows small and 

apparently recent repairs (Cruse 1965, 84, Fig 3).   

P linth 

Early non-photographic evidence about the plinth is probably not reliable.  The 

photographic evidence suggests that ground levels around the Cross have fluctuated and 

those on the south side are now lower than they were in the mid-nineteenth century 

(Appendix V).  Until 1970, the public highway on the east side of the Cross was maintained 

under a different regime from the road surface on the other three sides (WSA F4/300/73 6 

of 6).  Scarification of the highways had been largely discontinued in or before the 1950s; in 

1946 the surface of the highway in the village was above the level of the pavements and in 

1960 the Parish Council discussed concerns about continually rising road levels (WSA 

F4/300/73 2 of 6; WSA F4/300/73 1 of 6; WSA 1642/3, 202).  In 1961 the road surface 

around the remainder of the Cross was not well maintained and had not been resurfaced 

for some time (Appendix II).  In 1988, English Heritage recorded serious erosion of the 

plinth by water scour from the road (HE AA 070564/2/PT3).        

Bollard or guard stones 

The Buckler watercolour of c1809 does not show any stones around the feet of the piers 

but later images show bollards or guard stones at the feet of the piers in varying 

configurations (Appendix V).  At least one existing stone was removed in 1935 and an 

unknown number c1950: in June 1951, James Burford reported that Pier 1 had one fixed and 

one loose bollard-stone.  Pier 2 had a fixed bollard- stone and Piers 3 and 4 had no bollard-

stones (Appendix IV; HE ‘England’s Places’ 6146_025; WSA 1642/3, 106; SPAB Market 

Cross file).     

Pump 

The Buckler watercolour of c1809 appears to show the pump standing a few feet west of 

Pier 3, but the 1852 Scrope engraving shows it close to the pier as it is now, and this is 

confirmed by the earliest known photograph (WANHS DZSWS: 1982.650; Scrope 1852, 

373; HE ‘England’s Places’ 6146_029).   In April 1925 it was reported that the pump was out 

of order and villagers had found there was no water ‘several times each day’ (WSA 1642/2, 

160).  A photograph probably taken c1930 shows the pump trough lifted out of position 

and an area of excavation in front of the pump (HE ‘England’s Places’ 6146_046).  The 

wooden pump housing was removed in the mid-twentieth century (Appendix V).  The 

pump was still in regular use in 1947, despite the provision of mains water (WSA 

1409/15/146).  In 1987 English Heritage noted that it was in poor repair (HE AA 

070564/2/PT3). 
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The pump was reportedly fed by springs rising on the hillside north of the Cross (WSA 

F4/300/73 3 of 6).  Episodes of flooding in the mid-1960s were attributed to these springs 

and to the water bearing qualities of the subsoil; it was thought that more water from the 

springs was running to waste since the introduction of a piped domestic water supply, and 

this may have contributed to increased complaints of flooding (WSA F4/300/73 3 of 6).  In 

1968 there were said to be ‘massive drains’ beneath the ground between the Cross and the 

Butter Cross (WSA F4/300/73 4 of 6).   


