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Editorial:
Looking Back, Looking Forward

A paper in British Brick Society Information, 139, May 2018, entitled ‘Searching for the Tower of Babel: Ur,
Eridu, Babylon, Rome’ and Terence Smith’s ‘Guest Editorial: Those were the Days!” in BBS Information, 137,
November 2017, both suggest further points of interest to members. .

As the author of the paper on ‘Searching for the Tower of Babel: Ur, Eridu, Babylon, Rome’, BBS
Information, 139, May 2018, pages 13-23, I was unaware of the words spoken by the then candidate for the
Democratic Party’s nomination for the country’s presidency, Robert Francis Kennedy (1925-1968), who was
in Indianapolis IN on 4 April 1968, the night that Martin Luther King Jr (1929-1968) was shot on the balcony
of the Lorraine Motel, Memphis TN, Addressing a largely African-American audience, Bobby Kennedy quoted
the Greek poet Aeschylus:

Even in our sleep, pain which cannot forget falls drop by drop upon the heart, until in our own despair,
against our will, comes wisdom through the awful grace of God.

Surely these words are more appropriate to the dead of the Twin Towers, New York than those from Virgil
which are quoted (noted BBS Information, 139, May 2018, page 21). Bobby Kennedy’s wise words prevented
violence erupting in Indianapolis that night.

Terence Smith kindly contributed the Guest Editorial to British Brick Society Information, 137, November
2017, recalling his and my own schooldays at Luton Grammar School in the early 1960s, and, not least, the
examinations he and I took. It seemed when he wrote that A levels would no longer be offered in Archaeology,
Classical Civilization, or History of Art. The culprit in the ceasing to present these subjects was the examination
board known as AQA.

On two subjects there is better news than it seemed there would be in 2017. At the Leeds International
Medieval Congress in July 2017, I picked up a publisher’s catalogue. Pages therein informed me of textbooks
for both GCSE and A Level in Classical Civilization, as well as ones for the more expected subjects of Latin,
Classical Greek, and Ancient History. This was not for AQA but for a different examination board: OCR which
in part is the old Oxford and Cambridge Examinations Board — the examination board favoured by the private,
fee-charging schools — combined with the former examinations board of the Royal Society of Arts. But there
is something sad about the list of textbook authors, all “experienced teachers and examiners’ and generally
three per book; they are women and men employed at fee-charging or highly selective state grammar schools
in leafy places. There is nothing wrong with these schools: they do a good job both academically and
educationally, although they are somewhat too socially exclusive. In 2018, Classics subjects — Latin, Greek,
Classical Civilization, and Ancient History — are almost exclusively offered to pupils at these school.

Should the opportunity not be more widely available?

That opportunity was available in the post-1944 grammar school Mr Smith and [ attended. So much
so, that in the school generation before our attendance, Luton Grammar School produced a fine classical
scholar: F.R.D. Goodyear (d. 1987) became Hildred Carlisle Professor of Latin at Bedford College, University
of London, following both a State Scholarship and an Open Scholarship to study Classics at St John’s College,
Cambridge, where he was awarded every college and university prize available in his subject. And the school
had a most accommodating Latin master, Arthur Root, who would annually re-write his timetable so that all
those in the sixth form who needed his expertise — O’ level resits, ‘A’ level pupils, Oxford and Cambridge
entrance examinees — could be taught. So much so that one of our contemporaries, Peter Climance, was able
to take both “A’ level Latin and ‘A’ level Spanish, which were blocked against one another, as well as ‘A’ level
French, and achieved a decent pass in Latin, for which he was awarded the subject prize.

As one fortunate enough to spend much of his school life attempting to learn Latin, knowledge of the
language has served me in good stead, not just in debunking the Roman Empire as a “good thing” — it was a
brutal and dehumanising regime; no one with even the most remote connections with East Anglia can ever
forget that Boudicca was flogged and her daughters raped — but also in the base for acquiring an ability to
read a number of European languages other than English, something which having been an archaeologist
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Fig3  Weekly wages, in shillings, of two labourers assisting the bricklayers; conventions as for figure 2.

Not only that, but both men could earn the full rate of 84. per day in winter and summer alike (fig.4),
Just as their labourers could earn the full rate of 5d. per day in both seasons, despite the fact that (official) hours
of work were significantly shorter in winter than in summer: the 1538 regulations (probably following
established custom) specified a working day from 5 am to 7 pm (with a total of 1% hours for breaks) in summer
and from 6 am to 6 pm (again with 1'% hours for breaks) in winter."”® These regulations may not always have
been strictly enforced (or indeed enforceable) but Tudor working hours were certainly long, as noted by Thomas
More’s Raphael Hythloday when he contrasted the ‘common lot of workmen almost everywhere” with the more
felicitous situation in Utopia, where work was limited to six hours a day and ‘no one has to be exhausted with
endless toil from early morning to late at night like a beast of burden [velut iumenta}’, his situation ‘really worse
than slavery’ .14

More’s nicely gauged irony is that such freedom from exploitation occurred Nowhere: 'Ov Tomoc (Ou
Topos) — with an added piquancy from the hint of an alternative etymology from "Ev Torog (Eu Topos): Good
(or Happy) Place. As a contemporary judgement, his velur iumenta may serve as a corrective to a modern
insistence that things were not so bad: ‘the pace of work was slow,’ it is claimed, and ‘men did not exert
themselves overmuch but adapted their pace to the long day ahead’."* Admittedly, their ot was not the machine-
driven, clock-governed grind of the Factory Age. And yet, the assertion (for which no evidence is offered) is
less than convincing when one reflects on those twelve hours in, say February, when, as a later Tudor writer
expressed it: ‘a dry and withering cold ... congealeth the crudled blood, and frieseth the wetherbeaten flesh
...”.1% The point is not significantly affected if Swynson, Chorleton, and their labourers actually worked less
than the official working day and even if much of their winter work was indoors (see below).

Such men might ‘Quake in ... winter’s state, and wish / That warmer days would come’.!” They must,
nevertheless, have been glad of the opportunity for winter work, for all its hardships. Without it, they would be
forced to seek other employment, with, of course, no guarantee of success. At worst, they could be unemployed
for more or less long periods: and their wages were hardly sufficient to enable them to save for those lean
months, even if they had the will or foresight to do so. On the other hand, as the cases of Chorleton and Hogett
suggest, continued work in a particular winter offered no assurance of lasting work, even into the summer. Even
with the possibility of alternative employment (or dual occupation), insecurity was endemic: work might fail
and men be laid off at any time.

THE PATTERN OF WORK

Swynson’s pattern of work in 1537-38 is shown in figure 5. He worked for 70.4% of the year. Sundays account
for 14.2%. Of the rest, it seems (as previously suggested) that 3.3% represents his being temporarily laid off for
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Some of the work for the Bridge Wardens was certainly indoors, such as ‘paving cellars [selers}] at the
new building’ in Cheapside, although this was not carried out until the week ending 13 April 1538. Indoors too
may have been at least some of the work (much of it carried out in February and March 1538) on ‘chimneys’,
since at the time the term included not only external stacks and shafts but fireplaces as well. It is only in the last
sense that we can understand the term in, for example, the childhood reminiscences of Ben Jonson’s Squire
Cokes: ‘the ballads over the nursery-chimney at home o’ my own pasting up’.22 Similarly, work on flues of
privies [twells of wedraughts]’ in the week ending 26 January 1538 was probably indoors. In fact, ‘chimney’
could also be used for a shaft serving a privy rather than a fireplace, as at Holywell, Oxford, in 1516: ‘1) chemnes
and ij dores [=doorways] of stone for the widdrawts’.?

Work on such shafts would have included rendering the internal faces with mortar, a task reflected in
the outburst of Shakespeare’s Earl of Kent: ‘I will tread this unbolted villain with mortar and daub the wall of a
jakes with him’.2* Such work was typically done by bricklayers themselves, a circumstance which led later in
the century to disputes with the plasterers. Resolution was sought in a ‘settlement of dispute between the
Companies of Bricklaiers & Tylers, and Plaisterers by Lord Mayor & Court of Aldermen meeting at Guildhall’
on 3 March 1579. Plaster was understood to include hair as one of its ingredients, and it was agreed that “The
Bricklayers [are] not to meddle in any wise with haire. Can rough cast, pargett walls with Lyme & Sand so that
it be without haire. And that it shal be further Lawfull for them to pargett all chymneys both within & without’;
if the owner of the building ‘will have the same done with Lyme & hayre, Then the Playsterers to do the same.
And if he minde to have it done with Lime and Sande [= mortar] Then the Bricklayers to do it ...". The matter
however, was still a cause of dispute as late as 1613.7 It is Shakespeare, again, who reflects both these methods
(and a third) of rendering walls when he has Bottom the weaver declare: ‘Some man or other must present Wall;
and let him have some plaster, or some loam, or some rough-cast about him, to signify wall’ 26

Small-scale interior tasks and even the building of chimney shafts, with the possibility of lighting a fire
in the hearth, would have avoided the deleterious effect of frost on lime mortar, which was the principal reason
for stopping work on large-scale building projects in winter. Without that problem, building could proceed even
in the coldest months.

Fig.5 Swynson’s pattern of work: 1: work at 84. per day; 2: work at 7d. per day; 3: Sundays; 4: two weeks
laid off?; 5: holidays and other days not worked.
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and continued throughout the summer. In 1625, but probably reflecting earlier ‘best practice’, it was stipulated
that bricks in the London area should be made ‘onely between the Feast of the Annunciation of the blessed
Virgine Mary [25 March] and the last day of August yerely, and at no other time or season of the yeere” ** The
fact that Brampson was able to supply the Bridge Wardens at various times of the year, including December,
implies that he was building up stocks for future sale, rather than just manufacturing to order.

The repeated purchases from Brampson suggest that the Wardens were satisfied with his products
despite the fact that at precisely this time the Common Council of the City of London was complaining about,
and legislating for, both the quality and the size of bricks — presumably those supplied by commercial yards:
the document, of 1538, claimed that bricks (and some other materials) were ‘not so good & well made as hath
bene accustomed nor kepyng measure as of olde tyme’; it went on to insist that in future they ‘shalbe as well
made & kepe the measure as hathe bene accustomed at any tyme withyn theys fowerty yeres nowe last past,
upon payne of forfeiture for every suche defaut iijs. iiijd.*! Perhaps Brampson was one of the better brickmakers.
Spitalfields remained an important brickmaking area and the industry there gave its name to Brick Lane (along
which the bricks were transported), recorded as early as 1485.4

The ability, within urban areas, to obtain a regular supply of bricks throughout the winter period perhaps
lends credence to a contention made long ago by T.D. Atkinson: in rural districts, ‘carriage [of materials,
including bricks] must have been impossible during the winter’ because of the poor state of the roads. But it is
unwarranted to suggest that this is “is probably all the explanation needed of the cessation of much building
work during the winter months’.** The effect of frost on lime mortar was also important, as, in large-scale
projects, was the need to allow masonry (brick or stone) of a certain height to settle and for the lime mortar to
set before continuing. London may have been better off with regard to roads than more remote rural districts,
although even in the former the repeated carriage of bricks might itself cause damage, as happened in the Old
Street area in the immediately post-Fire period.*

CONCLUSION

Clearly, an urban-based corporate body responsible for a number of properties was able, at least on occasion, to
provide all-year employment for bricklayers and their labourers. (The same is true of other building craftsmen
employed by the Bridge Wardens in 1537-38.) Moreover, in this particular year, when there was a fall-off in
work, it occurred in high summer rather than in the depths of winter. A commercial brickyard like Brampson’s,
by stockpiling supplies for future sale, was able to supply materials, as required, for winter work. Employment
by a corporate body, and in London, may not be typical of Tudor England as a whole; but it does suggest that
the accepted picture of a building season, with ‘layers’ in brick or stone and building labourers laid off for a
quarter of the year or so, needs to be nuanced: winter work was certainly available — under favourable
circumstances — for at least some of them. Lear’s Fool — who was no fool — was thus uttering only a half-
truth when he observed “there’s no labouring i’the winter’.** Even so, such work provided no guarantee of secure
employment for building crafismen and their labourers. Fast-forward nearly five centuries and we have zero-
hours contracts and unpaid internships: “There’s glory for you!” as Humpty Dumpty said to Alice.*

NOTES AND REFERENCES

1. Cymbeline, 1V .ii.257-60 (Arden edn, ed. V. Wayne, 2017, p.302); of course, this refers to the end of /ife, not of
the working day or week.

2. Complex shaped bricks in medieval and Tudor England were typically cut from standard bricks: N.J. Moore,

‘Brick’, in J. Blair and N. Ramsay, eds, English Medieval Industries: Craftsmen, Techniques, Products, London and New
York: Hambledon Press, 1991, pp.227-8; T.P. Smith, ‘The Early Tudor Brick Chimney Brick from Bridewell Palace and
its Significance’, BBS Information, 76, February 1999, pp.3-8.

3. For a balanced account: M. Airs, The Tudor & Jacobean Country House: a Building History, Stroud: Alan Sutton
Publishing, 1995, pp.173-4. For an immediately pre-Tudor example: A. Hamilton Thompson, ‘The Building Accounts of
Kirby Muxloe Castle, 1480-1484, Trans. Leics. Archaeol. Soc., 11, 1913-1920, pp.193-345.
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Fig.2 Location of churches with work done in brick in the Archdeaconry of Cleveland.

Between 1660 and 1836, thirty-one churches in the Archdeaconry of Cleveland were rebuilt either completely
or in part. Of these thirty-one, at twenty-three stone was the principal walling material and the use of brick was
either extremely limited or totally non-existent: the secondary sources used for this paper make no mention of
its use. Brick was used at only eight churches: five where both nave and sanctuary were reconstructed in brick
and at only one of these five was a new brick-built tower provided, although two retain a stone-built medieval
tower; one church was a new, towerless building; and at two churches a new brick tower or portion of the
tower was provided. One church was rebuilt in two phases in 1710 and 1719, after which there is a considerable
hiatus in church work in brick in the archdeaconry until three new churches and a new belfry stage to a tower
were built in brick in the 1770s. Thereafter, work in brick on churches in the archdeaconry is limited to
complete buildings of 1792 and 1803 and a new tower of 1822.3 In contrast, in the same century and a half,
work in stone on the churches of the Archdeaconry of Cleveland has been recorded for eleven of the fifteen
decades between 1680 and 1830 (see below).

At Thorganby, St Helen’s church (fig.3) was rebuilt in two phases for Francis Annesley, the lord of
the manor. The nave and a south porch were rebuilt in brick with stone dressings in 1710 and the chancel at
the end of the same decade in 1719. The church at Thorganby was built in an orange-red brick. The fourteenth-
century chancel arch was retained as the fifteenth-century tower. Retention of these two fixed points, the tower
with its arch into the nave and the chancel arch gave the builders guidance as to the scale of the rebuilding.
Quite apart from considerations of finance, rebuilding in two seasons separated by almost a decade gave an
opportunity for the new walls of the nave to settle. The gap in the reconstruction also allowed worship to
proceed relatively smoothly in one part of the church whilst the other part was being rebuilt.

Work on rebuilding two churches in the archdeaconry was done in the 1770s: the towerless St Peter,
Birkby (figs.5) in 1776, which utilised the foundations of the earlier, twelfth-century, church and St Helen,
Wheldrake (fig.4), in 1778-79, which seems to have been built against the fourteenth-century tower but not on
carlier foundations. At the former the fenestration was replaced in a Gothic style in 1872 but no such misfortune
befell the latter. At the early-fourteenth-century tower at Wheldrake the top was replaced about a century after
its original construction. Possibly either a lack of finance or the availability of labour due to depredations of
the plague had delayed construction of the belfry stage. Materials used for the church at Wheldrake area pale-
coloured for the bulk of the construction, aa much darker brick for dressings above the doors and windows.
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BRICK IN PRINT

Between February and December 2018, the Editor of British Brick Society Information became aware of a
number of articles and books of interest to members of the society. ‘Brick in Print’ has been a regular feature
of BBS Information for several years with surveys usually appearing twice a year. Members who are involved
in publication or who come across books and articles of interest are invited to submit notice of them to the
Editor of BBS Information. Websites and television programmes may also'be included. Unsigned entries in

this section are by the editor.
D.H. KENNETT ) -

Seth Barnard, Building Mid-Republican Rome: Labor, Architecture, and the Urban Economy,

New York and Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2018,

336 pages, black-and-white illustrations,

ISBN 978-0-19-087878-8, price £55-00, hardback.
Caesar Augustus (r.31BC-AD14) claimed to have found Rome and city of brick and left it a city of stone, but
brick only became the building material of the city of Rome in the final third of the second century BC. Before
that, Rome was built of stone, so the volume considers clay tile manufacture but not brickmaking. Having said
that, Bamard’s work is valuable for its detailed examination of the process by which a great city was built in
the period 396 to 168 BC. The author examines the close links between the expense of building and the
implications for a nascent urban society, with the development of slavery as a means of hewing the stone and
transporting the blocks from quarries several miles away.

John Goodall, “You’ll never be bored: Chenies Manor, Buckinghamshire’,

Country Life, 11 April 2018, pages 64-69.
The British Brick Society visited Chenies Manor in May 1999. What members saw in the two surviving outer
ranges is only a fragment of a once much larger courtyard house. These, and particularly the south range, were
the accommodation provided for the retainers: a single room either on the ground floor or on the first floor,
each with a fireplace and a latrine. These rooms are marked on the south wall by six substantial projections
with stepped gables and within the building envelope of the main range massive chimneys, substantial stacks
reaching almost to the level of the ridge of the main roof and topped by tall, orate carved chimneys. From the
west the stacks read 2 — 2 — 4 — 3 — 4 — 2. Those with four stacks have much larger gables. There has been
dendrochronological work done on both ranges. The south range was probably built around 1552.

The fragment of the west range is older, with a dendrochronology suggesting construction in 1537 or
1538. This range was part of the new work seen by John Leland, the early Tudor antiquarian:

The olde house of Cheyneis is so tanslated by my Lorde Russel ... that little or nothing of it ...
remayneth ontranslatid; and a great deale of the house is ... of brike and timber: and fair lodgings be
new erected in the gardenin ...

‘My Lorde Russel’ was John Russell, the son of a Melcombe Regis shipowner and aspirant to join the
local gentry in 1506; he spoke Spanish, a rather useful attribute when the ship carrying the king and queen of
Castile was blown off course into Weymouth Bay in 1506. As interpreter, the young man accompanied the
Castilians to Henry VII’s court at Windsor and his career had begun. He just rose up the social scale. In 1525
or 1526, John Russell married a Buckinghamshire heiress, Anne Sapcote of Chenies. Within a decade, the
courtier, as he now was, had developed the house to sufficient size and splendour to receive Henry VIII and
again in 1542. Politically astute, he served Henry’s son, Edward VI, and Henry’s daughter, Mary Tudor, with
equal ease. Edward made him Earl of Bedford, gave him the site of Woburn Abbey, whence in fleeing the
London plague of 1625 the family removed itself. They are still there.
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examples of bricklaying. But the later ones — mainly in concrete, steel, and glass — seem to have lost that
control.

One may question the premise of Adams” subtitle, “The Man Who Built America’. Yes, Frank Lloyd
Wright designed buildings in about half of the states of the United States of America and when he died, he had
lived through over half the history of his nation as an independent country, including a second phase of his
career after the shocks caused by the Wall Street Crash had disappated. But the USA is too large for one man
to have ‘built America’, even if he did work there for almost eighty years.

Watching programmes on each man a day apart brought out an essential contrast in their personalities:
the modesty of genius in Charles Rennie Mackintosh and the underlying bombastic arrogance of Frank Lloyd
Wright. Portrayal of the latter was not helped by the presenter’s obvious adulation of his subject.

Taco Hermans, ‘Tower Houses in the Netherlands’,

in R. Orman, ed., 4 House that Thieves Might Knock At’, [ Tower Studies, 1 & 2], pp.47-61,

Donington: Shaun Tyas, 2015,

ISBN 978-1-907730-40-5, hardback, price £45-00
The sub-title of the volume is Proceedings of the 2010 Stirling and 2011 Dundee Conferences on ‘The Tower
as Lordly Residence’ and ‘The Tower and the Household’. A contribution to the Stirling conference, the paper
considers and illustrates a series of tower houses in brick built along the Langbroekerwatering and other areas
of land reclamation in the late twelfth and early thirteenth centuries but the towers were built between c. 1250
and ¢.1350. Most are square in plan: those at Duurstede (p.53), Heenvliet (p.59), Holy (p.57, with plan and
cross-section), and Lunenburg (p.52) are illustrated by colour photographs. The tower at Hinderstein (p.54)
has been incorporated in a later dwelling, and that at Dever (p.50) is D-shaped. The tower at Heenvliet (p.59)
is unusual in having four small circular towers at the corners.

The author concludes that the tower house, a solitary tower whose rooms are stacked and undivided,
in the Netherlands is the smallest castle which has all the characteristics of a castle in it. The patrons were
members of the ministerialis class or members of the lower nobility. Whilst there was a defensive intent, the
main function of the tower was to proclaim the status of the builder.

In the same volume, a contribution by Hermans to the Dundee conference, “Towers and Households:
Eating at Polanen Castle’ (pp.189-197), provides a fascinating insight into the meat component of the diet of
the three separate buildings on the moated site of this demolished brick tower. A photograph (p.197) of the
site under excavation, from which these results are reported, shows the lowest courses of the foundations of
the complex originally begun before 1295 and demolished after a siege in 1351; thereafter a ruin, it was totally
razed in 1394.

Anne F. Sutton, ‘The Lands of Richard of Gloucester in the Counties of Lincolnshire and

Nottinghamshire 1471-837,

The Ricardian, 28,2018, pages 69-115.

This is the third of Anne Sutton’s explorations of the patrimony of Richard HI when Duke of Gloucester; the
earlier ones were published in L. Visser-Fuchs, editor, Richard Il and East Anglia, 2010, pages 19-30, and
The Ricardian, 26, 2016, pages 41-86. These articles are necessary background reading to understand the
impetus to build in brick in Yorkist England (1461-1485).

Like its predecessors, the article is concerned more with land and landowners than with buildings but
it offers interesting sidelights on the social structure of England’s second largest county. A generation after the
Income Tax of 1436, death in battle had temporarily removed the powerful Beaumont and Welles families
from influence in Lincolnshire: John Beaumont had built Rochford Tower, near Boston, and Lionel Welles
had married into the Willoughby family of Spilsby, where there was an early brick house, now demolished.
The builder of Hussey Tower, Boston, had been succeeded by his son, Sir William Hussey. a chief justice; and
the owner of Ayscoughfee Hall, Spalding, Nicholas Alwyn, was Mayor of London in 1499 when aged 70.
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