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COB COTTAGES IN NORTaAMPTONSHIRE 

"COB" is, strictly speaking, a West Country word for a particular method of building in mud. 
Mud was, of course, very widely used as a vernacular building material and it is necessary to define 
exactly the technique of building with which this article is concerned. I am here concerned with 
farmhouses, cottages, barns and garden walls, constructed of solid mud, usually up to 2 feet 
thick, and always built up on a stone base or plinth, normally about 18 inches high (See, for 
example, the boundary wall at Nether Heyford illustrated on Plate I). This type of construction 
is to be distinguished from rubble stone walling on the one hand (where mud plays a subsidiary 
part in binding the stones together) and mud and stud or wattle and daub construction on the 
other hand (where mud is the main constituent, but where wood or wattle plays the key part in 
giving the wall the necessary stability),! 

C. F. Innocent has suggested-and in this he is followed by I. C. Peate-that cob, or 
solid mud without wood support, is a comparatively advanced technique which evolved from the 
more primitive practice of wattle and daub construction.2 He suggests that the walls of the 
earliest peasant houses were of wattle work only; later they were strengthened by daubing with 
mud, and later still, when it was found that the mud remained intact after the wattlework had 
decayed, mud alone was used. The mud used in the Midlands was the local soil, with certain 
other ingredients added to improve its adhesive quality. In most of the cob villages in North
amptonshire chopped straw was added, and I have noticed in some places a certain amount of 
grass and cow-dung in the mix. Frequently, too, small pebbles have either been added or were 
already present in the natural soil. One also occasionally finds pieces of pottery or broken clay
pipe stems, which no doubt found their way in accidentally. In a few places one finds in the mud 
small round objects which look like empty hazel-nut shells. I sent some to the Natural History 
Department of the British Museum and was informed that they were the seeds of the Corn Cockle 
(Agrostemma githago) which was a we,ed of cornfields, very common until about the end of the 
last century, modern screening of the corn seed and the introduction of discing having virtually 
eliminated it in the present century. It seems very probable that these 'seed heads would have 
been cut with the corn and survived the winnowing process, to be discarded with the straw and 
so introduced into the mud walls. 

It is also necessary to distinguish between "cob" walling, which is piled up layer by layer 
in a damp state and building with "pise", or rammed earth, which is kept dry and can only be 
built up with the help of shutter-boards, a technique widely used in Asia, Africa and America as 
well as in Europe since Roman times. I have found no evidence for the use of shutter-boards in 
Northamptonshire, or indeed in the East Midlands. Although the outer walls are often surprisingly 
straight, the inside walls are almost always irregular, and I have noticed a number of mud walls 
(for example at Welford and Teeton), where the courses of mud are clearly visible, resulting 
from the practice when building in cob of allowing one layer to dry out before adding the next. 
When the walls had reached the required height, the outer surfaces were trimmed and generally 
given a protective covering of plaster or limewash. This technique persisted until quite recent 
times. Mr. E. A. Tippler of Ravensthorpe was recently reported as saying: "It is some years ago -
since I last did any mud building but it was quite a straightforward job. You dug your soil, usually 
mixed with light rubble and stones, from out a bank. Then you wet it and mix in straw chopped 
in lengths of about six in.ches. It was a slow way of building because you could only add about 

1 The best technical description of the various 
traditional building materials is contained in Norman 
Davey, A History of Building Materials (Phoenix, 
1962). 

2 C. F. Innocent, The Development of English 
Building Construction (Cambridge, 1916), p. 134, and 
Iorworth C. Peate, The Welsh House (Liverpool, 
1944), p. 168. 
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18 inches every day. Then you had to move on t-o another se~tion while the first lot dried out. 
We built our walls about two feet thick. Naturally, to build a cottage it would take a long time
about six months I should think. But you hardly had any cost of materials, the only cost was 
for labour".3 

Two other essential characteristics of building in cob must also be mentioned. C. Williams
Ellis quotes an old Devonshire saying concerning cob walls: "Give them a good hat and pair of 
boots and they'll last for ever",4 that is, a solid base and some kind of coping, which in North
amptonshire meant a rubble stone plinth and a thatched roof. So long as the mud walling remains 
dry, it has extraordinarily good lasting properties, and I have heard people who have had to 
demolish mud walls remark on their rock-like solidity. Most of the ruined mud walls one sees 
today have become delapidated only through neglect, for once the rain gets in, they soon begin 
to develop large cracks and rapidly disintegrate. Examples of cob cottages which have survived 
in virtually their original state down to the present time are shown on Plates III and IV. 

The distribution of cob building in this country is very wide.5 The cob cottages of the 
West Country are the best known, but the same technique was used in many parts of Wales, and 
also in the East Riding of Yorkshire, Lincolnshire, East Anglia and several other counties. In 
Buckinghamshire and Wiltshire the same technique was used with puddled chalk, and this method 
of building is closely related to the "clod-houses" of Scotland and Ireland and to the more 
sophisticated "clay':'lump" buildings of Norfolk, Suffolk and Cambridgeshire. 

When one looks at the present distribution of cob buildings in Northamptonshire, and in 
the adjoining counties (see sketch map, Fig. 1), one is faced with a number of interesting questions. 
It is of course possible that cob buildings were at one time common everywhere in Northampton
shire, and indeed throughout the East Midlands, and that they were swept away first in the 
Stone Belt when rebuilding in stone became fashionable with the growing prosperity of the 
Tudor and Stuart periods, and later in other parts with the coming of cheap bricks in the nine
teenth and twentieth centuries, to survive only in the remoter villages and as occasional boundary 
walls in more built-up areas. It is, I think, clear from the distribution map that cob walling 
survives mainly along the edge of the belt of good building stone. In the limestone area there are, 
of course, and for many centuries have been, famous quarries producing excellent stone for 
superior types of building. But there were also numerous small local quarries which provided 
the rough stones for the rubble cottages which are still so notable a feature of the limestone belt 
in Northamptonshire. Between the limestone belt and the area of the lower lias is the brown 
sandstone formation which again has produced many good buildings. But ironstone has not 
usually the durable qualities of limestone: it flakes and crumbles more easily and in many places 
along the western side of Northamptonshire it is little better than shale. It would, therefore, seem 
reasonable to suppose that the concentration of cob villages in this area is the direct result of the 
lack of good building stone. At the same time, it can perhaps be argued that cob-building is 
closely related to the building technique of the adjoining stone area. Cob walls, as mentioned above, 
need a good stone plinth, and in their general dimensions and characteristics the Northamptonshire 
mud walls closely resemble rubble-walling. Both types are about two feet thick and easily disin
tegrate when damp and in neither, of course, is use made of timber for support. There are also 
several surviving examples of cottages originally built partly of rubble and partly of cob (see for 
example Plate V), and it is interesting to notice a connection between stone and cob in two medieval 
churches in this area. P. B. Chatwin wrote in 1927: "When the church at Cold Ashby, near Wel
ford, was restored three years ago, a curious method of constructing the walls of the building 
was discovered during the progress of the work. The walls in question are of the late 15th century, 
and were found to be bulging in places in an unaccountable manner. On investigation it was ::. 
found that the walls were constructed of a rubble facing of stone, filled up in the middle with 
mud composition used ~o largely in this part of Northamptonshire".6 H. T. Traylen reported at 

3 Quoted in the Mercury and Herald, North
ampton, June 22, 1962, p. 1. 

4 Clough Williams-Ellis, Cottage Building in Cob, 
Pise, Chalk and Clay (Country Life Publicn., 2nd 
edn., 1920), p. 34. 

5 The best general treatment . of the subject is in 

the chapter on "The Unbaked Earths" in Alec 
Clifton-Taylor's fascinating book The Pattern of 
English Building (Batsford, 1963). _ 

6 Northamptonshire Notes and Queries, No. 3, New 
Series, Vol. 6, 313. (1 owe this reference to Mr. P. 
King). 
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about the same time that "in repairing the north west buttress and adjacent wall of the north aisle 
of Ravensthorpe Church it was found that a similar method of construction (to that of Cold 
Ashby) had been adopted".7 

The origin of cob building in Northamptonshire must, however, remain a matter of 
speculation, since we do not know what type of housing existed in these areas before the present 
cob dwellings, which, as we shall see,. date mainly from the 17$ and 18th centuries~ We can 
probably assume that either cob building was well established in the Middle Ages, or that medieval 
peasant housing was of the technically more primitive wattle and daub type which persisted in 
many parts of England and survives in Northamptonshire in a number of timber-framed houses 
and in the internal walls of many stone and cob houses. In the former case, the continued lack of 
local supplies of stone might have obliged the inhabitants to continue to build in cob, while, 
in the latter case, wattle and daub houses might have been replaced by cob because of lack of 
suitable timber for framing or because cob buildings were more durable and called for a technique 
already becoming familiar in the adjoining stone country. It is at least safe to conclude that, for 
whatever reason, a different tradition of vernacular building was evolved along the b()rd~rs of 
Northamptonshire and Leicestershire, alli6d to but distinct from both the rubble tradition of 
the Stone Belt and the timber-frame tradition of the West Midlands. 

The end of the period of cob building is somewhat easier to explain. There seems no 
doubt that it was the advent of mass-produced bricks and the development of railways in the 
19th century, enabling them to be distributed cheaply, which led to the decline of this form of 
construction, although as mentioned above, it continued to be practised until quite recently, 
perhaps mainly for boundary walls and for utilitarian buildings like the coal-store at Guilsborough 
shown on Plate H. The mass-production of bricks has also led to another feature, which often 
makes it difficult today to locate mud cottages, and that is the subsequent facing of mud buildings 
with brick so that they are effectively camouflaged from the outside (see Plate VI and Fig. 4(a)). 
I am sure that for this reason there are many mud buildings which I have missed in spite of a 
quite extensive search over a number of years, and, in this connection, I shall always be interested 
to hear from readers who know of mud buildings, whether masked by brick or not, in villages 
not noted on the map and in the appendix to this article. One of the remaining puzzles is why 
cob buildings do not appear to have survived in the south-west of the County, where the broad 
geological and physical features are the same as further north. C. F. Innocent mentions an example 
of mud building at Banbury in the last century,S but Dr. R. B. Wood-Jones tells me that he has 
not come across any examples in the region which is the subject of his recent book.9 

It is known from the m~norial records of Southampton and Bridport, 'Dorset, that cob 
building was used there in the 14th and 15th centuries,I° and it is also known that some of the 
surviving West Country cob buildings are of 16th century date (for example, at Hayes Barton, 
where Raleigh was born in 1552).11 But there appears to be no documentary evidence. relating to 
cob building in Northamptonshire before the 18th century. We are, however, fortunate in having 
some very interesting manuscript and printed material of the 18th and 19th centuries which 
throws considerable light on cob building in the County at that time. 

At Miss Wake's suggestion, and through the courtesy of the Vicar of Spratton, I have been 
able ' to examine the Account Books of the Overseers of the Poor at Spratton which run from 
1731 to 1749, 1771 to 1802 and 1818 to 1827. In December 1731 there is an entry "for hay for 
the mortar, 4d.", where "mortar" may well be a reference to cob; again in April 1774 is the 
entry "Paid John Clark for fetching morter and hay for the poarhoses, 2s.0d.". In July 1800 we 
find "Pd. Arthur Ceyer for 3 great Days work fetching stones and Morter & Mud stuff, £1.1s.0d." 
and in December 1821 "Carriage of a load of morter for the parish houses, Is.0d.". 

Mr. King has also drawn my attention to an Agreement with the Overseers of the Poor 
of Welford for the building of 8 cottages, dated April 1792. The Agreement provides "That the 

7 Ibid. No. 4, New Series, Vol. 6,317. 
8 C. F. Innocent, op. cit., p. 135. 
9 R. B. Wood-Jones, Traditional Domestic Archi

tecture in the Banbury Region (Manchester V.P. 1963). 

10 L. F. Salzman, Building in England down to 1540 
(Oxford, 1952), p. 88. 

11 Cited by C. Williams-Ellis, op. cit., p. 45. 
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foundation Stones shall be laid in dirt mortar and shall be 18(inches) Deep and Twenty two 
inches wide, that the back wall and both ends shall be built of mud and shall be two feet thick 
at the bottom and twenty inches thick at the top, that the front walls shall be nine inches thick 
to the underside of the Chamber (i.e. bedroom) floors and shall be four inches and a half thick 
above the Chamber floors". The Agreement excludes frQm the work to be done by the contractor 
"the finding of the foundation Stones and getting and laying the Dirt Gravel and Coinpas for the 
making of the Mudwalls", which probably implies that this was a comparatively unskilled oper
ation involving the use of purely local materials. The Agreement also provides for partition walls 
of 4·r brick, and it is clear from the dimensions given for the front wall that it also was to be of 
brick. It is also provided "That the roof on the southside shall be covered with good wheat straw 
and on the Northside with part stubble and part wheat". It is, therefore, apparent that the front 
of this row of cottages was to be of somewhat superior materials, and it would seem that brick 
was insisted on for the front elevation of what were, after all, public buildings, on account of its 
appearance rather than any technical deficiency in the mud walling, which in any case was used 
for the rear and end walls. There are also surviving examples at Clipston and Scaldwell of stone 
cottages with original rear walls of mud, while, to judge from the later brick facing of many mud 
cottages already referred to, it appears that after about 1800 mud came to be regarded as a 
"plebeian" material to be avoided or disguised wherever possible. 

This point of view finds support in the account of the buildings of Naseby published by 
the Vicar, the Reverend John Mastin in 1792.12 He tells us that the village consisted of one hundred 
dwellings and about six hundred inhabitants, and that there was open field farming consisting of 
about two-thirds pasture and one-third arable. Then follow two very interesting passages about 
the construction of the local cottages ~ 

"The village stands nearly in the centre of the lordship .... and if we except a few of the 
modern and best houses, it is built principally with a kind of kealy earth dug near it; 
excellent in its kind, and the best calculated for building I ever saw; walls built with this 
earth are exceedingly firm and strong, and, if kept dry, are said to be more durable than 
if built with soft stone or indifferent bricks. There are walls in some of the houses said to 
be 200 years old built of this earth; and were they drawn over with lime-mortar, and marked 
or lined to appear as stonework, which might be done at a moderate expense, their appear
ance would be respectable (but instead of this, the new coat which they have once a year 
consists of cowdung spread upon them to dry for firing); but as the present occupiers are 
only tenants at will, improvements of this kind are hardly to be expected". 
The reference to cowdung as a fuel is interesting; no doubt the inhabitants were also 

aware of the excellent setting properties of this material, which, I noticed, \Y.as used to coat the 
external face of the mud cottages at Braybrooke shown in Fig. 3. The Reverend John Mastin 
then goes on: ' 

"I should presume (if I may hazard a conjecture) that this part of the country hath been 
very woody; for the oldest houses in Naseby are, as to the wood part, mostly oak, and 
some of them of the most antique architecture, called forked buildings, which forks are all 
of oak, very rough, strong, uncouth, and put together in a rude manner, and of a magnitude 
which certainly implies their growing in the neighbourhood; for if we take into consider
ation the badness of the roads, and the want of proper vehicles for the removal of heavy 
timber, at the time these houses were built, it must be supposed that the wood grew near 
the spot". 
Here Mastin is clearly referring to the cruck form of construction. It is not absolutely clear, -

however, whether these crucks were in the cob-walled houses which made up most of the village. 
It is perfectly possible that this was the case, since I have recorded (Fig. 2) a mud house at Ravens
thorpe with substantial raised crucks, "and have noted upper crucks in mud cottages at Braybrooke 
(see Figs. 3 and 4(a)) and elsewhere. On the other hand, these old houses in 18th century Naseby 
might have been survivals of full cruck wattle and daub dwellings, many examples ?f which 

12 Revd. John Mastin, The History and Antiquities of Naseby (Cambridge, 1792), pp. 6-9. 
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PLATE 1. NETHER HEYFORD 

Cob boundary wall on stone plinth, with a coping of thatch, which is now a 
rarity. Most copings have been replaced with tiles or corrugated iron. 

PLATE II. GUILSBOROUGH 

A small cob building said to have been used to store coal for the poor of the village. 
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PLATE Ill. HOLLOWELL 

A small cob cottage, recently demolished. The plan of the building is shown in Fig. 4(c). 

PLATE IV. SPRATTON 

A pair of typical cob cottages in virtually their original state, each with two rooms on 
the ground floor and two bedrooms above. 

221 
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PLATE V. GREAT 'CREATON 

An example of stone walling used for the ground floor walls, 
with cob walling for the first storey. 

PLATE VI. BRAYBROOKE 

A pair of cob cottages, the one masked by brickwork and the other by pebble
dash. The original thatch has been covered with sheets of corrugated iron. 
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have been discovered in Leicestershire in recent years, though I know of none in Northampton
shire. 

Mastin's comments about the lack of incentive for improvement because of the form of 
tenancy, and his criticism of the appearance of the mud cottages, are further elaborated by W. Pitt 
who toured Northamptonshire in 1797 and 1806 and published an account in 1813.13 He writes: 

"It is the practice for the proprietor to furnish materials (except straw for thatch) and the 
tenant to be at all the expense of other repairs; and therefore considering the uncertainty 
of the tenure on which he holds them, it is no wonder that he should allow the houses to 
fall into a ruinous condition". 

. He then says of the farmhouses, by which he means the dwellings of the more substantial 
farmers, that they "are built either of stone or brick and covered with slate or straw", but of the 
labourers' cottages he says: 

"I observed in various parts of the county, particularly in the open parishes, a great number · 
of tenements built with mud and covered with thatch. It is very possible that sufficient 
shelter and warmth may be afforded by these materials, and that they may afford health 
and comfort to the humble inhabitants; but they certainly have a miserable appearance 
and are hardly consistent with the dignity of a rich county". 
He goes on to surmise that "The primitive building materials in the Northamptonshire 

villages were mud-walls and thatch" and comments that "The old cottages seem to have had very 
little design, respecting either convenience or comfort; shelter from the weather, and room to sit 
or sleep in, rather in a promiscuous manner, seems to have been the whole extent of the object in 
view in their construction". 

Pitt's phrase "particularly in the open parishes" is interesting and may provide a clue to 
an economic or social explanation for the existence or at any rate the survival of these cottages. 
I do not know whether the enclosures in the area of the cob buildings are later than elsewhere but 
it certainly seems that the usual form of tenancy in this area obliged the poorer inhabitants to use 
the cheapest possible form of construction for their cottages. 

This view is re-inforced by the comments of William Bearn, whose Prize Essay on the 
farming of Northamptonshire was published in 1852.14 Bearn also has something to add to Pitt's 
description in the design of the labourers' cottages. Bearn writes: 

"The dwellings of the agricultural labourers are very diversified in their style, size and 
accommodation; some of them being built with mud and pla~ter, very low, having dirt or 
stone floors, and covered with thatch; others are built with stone or brick, but very small, 
and thatched; one room on the ground-floor, with a pantry under the stairs, and one 
room above, are all the accommodation· which many of them contain, for the parents 
and a family of children. In some of the larger villages, where the land is good, and the 
materials for building nigh at hand, there are some very good comfortable cottages, with 
two rooms below and two above; but the greater part of the abodes of the farm-labourers 
throughout the county are in a neglected state .... One great barrier to the improvement 
of them arises from many of the cottages being nominally the property of the occupier. 
The labourers having been permitted to run up mud cottages on the waste ground, upon 
paying an annual quit-rent to the lord of the manor, become very tenacious of any 
interference and .... bid defiance to all sanitary measures of improvement. Others again 
are freeholds, legally belonging to the occupier, but who is frequently saddled with the 
yearly payment of interest to the mortgagee, equal probably to its annual value, and he 
therefore cannot keep the property in tenantable repair, still he clings with fondness to 
.... his own 'clayey tenement' ". 
The reference to "mud cottages on the waste ground" may be another clue to the apparent 

persistence of this type of dwelling in the open field villages, while· the reference to the freeholder 

13 Wm. Pitt, General View of the Agriculture of the 
County of Northampton (London, 1813), pp. 26-30. 

14 William Beam, Prize Essay on the Farming of 

Northamptonshire (London, 1852), from the Journal 
of the Royal Agricultural Society, VoI. XIII, pt. I, 
p.47. 



COB COTTAGES IN NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 227 

saddled with the repayments of a large mortgage is reminiscent of one of Dr .. Hoskins' themes in 
his book about the peasant economy of Wigston Magna, Leicestershire.Is 

We turn, finally, to a consideration of the buildings themselves. I think it is highly 
improbable that any of those which survive date from before the late 16th or early 17th century. 
What I consider to be the earliest I have come across is a cottage at Ravensthorpe shown in Fig. 2. 
The front wall, which appears to be wholly of mud, is 2' 2" thick along most of its length and 
rests on a stone plinth 2 feet high. One gable wall and part of the rear wall have been faced with 
stone, with some later brick patching. The main feature suggesting an early date is the raised 
cruck shown in Section B of the plan. It will be noted that there is no tie-beam, nor were any 
peg-holes visible to suggest that there originally was one. The cruck is entirely supported by the 
side walls, and by a short collar (now removed), as in the early stone houses with raised crucks 
mentioned in my article in the last issue of Northamptonshire Past and Present. It will also be noted 
that the fireplaces are quite modern, and it is highly probable that at least the eastern half of this 
dwelling was originally a single-storey cottage with a central hearth, in the medieval tradition. 
The other truss shown in Section A is a later form, but in essence it is a cruck derivative, and is 
of the same type developed for stone houses, as explained in my previous article. 

Next in order of date-probably the second half of the 17th century-come the cottages 
(recently demolished) at Braybrooke, shown in Fig. 3. Although they appear as a row, they are in 
fact three separate dwellings, two of two rooms downstairs and one of one room. The central 
dwelling, shown also in Section B, would appear to be the oldest, since it has slightly thicker 
walls and roof timbers. However, the eastern pair, shown also in Section A, must be of about 
the same date, since the walls and roof timbers are of similar dimensions and of essentially the 
same form of construction. The remaining room, at the western end, is clearly a later addition, 
since it is separated from the rest by a straight joint, the mud walls are thinner and the roof beams 
are of much inferior timber, though the form is the same. 

As to the date of this row of cottages, at least one of the brick fire-places appears to be 
original and the brickwork is not inconsistent with a 17th century -date, while the stops on the 
ceiling beams are of a common 17th century type. But the main clue is the form of the roof trusses, 
which may be called upper crucks. This is a type fairly common in mud houses both in North
amptonshire, where I have noted examples at Ashley, Braybrooke and Clipston, and 4I Leicester
shire, where there are examples at Great Easton and Mowsley. They are also apparently common 
in timber-framed houses in Leicestershire, where, Mr. V. R. Webster tells me, there is an example 
dated 1692 at Diseworth. It is important to note that these upper crucks are tenoned into tie
beams and it follows that these cottages were originally designed as two-storeyed dwellings. This 
form of construction, although clearly derived from the cruck, differs from the cruck derivative 
roofs of the Stone Belt described in my previous article. In stone houses the lower ends of the 
blades are supported by the mass of the side walls, without the use of tie-beams. This, however, 
would not be possible with mud walls since the outward thrust near the top of the walls would 
almost certainly push the walls outwards. The roof timbers of mud buildings, therefore, usually 
rest on tie-beams, or have collars near the lower ends, so that the weight of the roof would be 
taken by the side walls in a downward instead of an outward direction. It is true that not all the 
roof trusses of mud cottages have tie-beams, although it is of course quite possible that such roofs 
may be later replacements. In the example from Cold Ashby (Fig. 4(b ),) there is a short projecting 
timber which may be the remains of a tie-beam, and in any case the collar is much nearer than 
usual to the base of the truss. The cottage at Hollowell (Fig. 4(c)), now demolished, was without 
a tie-beam but it was an exceptionally small building (also shown in Plate Ill) where the outward . 
thrust may have been of little consequence. 

My examination of mud buildings bears out Bearn's assertion that the ordinary labourers' 
cottages were frequently only of one or two rooms downstairs with the same upstairs. The cottage 
at Hollowell with only one ground floor room is a now rare example of a type which was no doubt 
formerly very common. Many mud cottages with a two-room ground plan still survive, with the 
main roof truss usually dividing the two rooms upstairs. It is also usual for the fire-place to be 

15 W. G. Hoskins, Midland Peasant (Macmillan) 1957), p. 265. 
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on the end walls, as shown in Figs. 3 and 4 Ca) and illustrated from cottages at Spratton on Plate 
IV. Central fire-places are, however, also fairly common, as in the cottage at Cold Ashby shown 
in Fig. 4 Cb). Fire-places are usually of brick, although an interesting example of a wattle and 
daub flue in a house built partly of cob recently came to light at Ashley.16 

While it has been possible only to guess at the origin of cob construction in Northampton
shire, I hope that this article has shown that, at any rate since the 17th century, it has been an 
important element in vernacular building in the County. Cob as a building material has many 
virtues, and it is also perfectly possible to keep it in good repair with the judicious use of modern 
materials.!' All the occupants of cob cottages with whom I have spoken have been full of praise: 
"so cool in summer, so cosy in winter". One can, therefore, readily agree with the latest writer 
on the subject, who suggests that "the steady destruction year by year, of these old clay-built 
country cottages is indeed something to be deplored" .18 

M. V. J. SEABORNE. 

APPENDIX: LIST OF COB VILLAGES 

The following list of 71 villages, as marked on the sketch-map, includes those with only very 
fragmentary mud remains e.g. derelict barns, garden walls etc. The main concentration of existing mud 
cottages is in N .W. Northamptonshire, although even here many are now derelict. In the case of villages 
where I have not myself seen cob remains, but where they are known to exist or have existed, the name of 
my informant is added in brackets. 

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE-Ashley, Badby (local informant), Barby, Braybrooke, Brixworth (T. C. Garland), 
Broughton, Clipston, Cold Ashby, Crick, Great Creaton, Guilsborough, Hollowell, Kettering (A. Mac
Cormick), Kilsby, Long Buckby (local informant), Naseby, Nether Heyford, Ravensthorpe, Rothersthorpe, 
Scaldwell, Spratton, Teeton, Thornby, Watford, Welford, Welton, West Haddon, Weston by Welland, 
Yelvertoft. (29). 
LEICESTERSHlRE-Billesdon, Earl Shilton, Great Bowden (local informant), Great Dalby, Great Easton, 

• Hallaton (local informant), Harby, Husbands Bosworth (local informant), Kibworth Beauchamp, Long 
Clawson, Mowsley, Nether Broughton, Queniborough, Rearsby (V. R. Webster), Saddington (local informant), 
Scraptoft (G. Barnes), South Kilworth, Swinford, Syston (V. R. Webster), Thurlaston (local informant), 
Tur Langton, Walcote (A. MacCormick), Wigston Magna (A. Cossons). (23). 
NOTTINGHAMSHIRE-Aslockton, Bingham, Cropwell Butler (A. Cossons), Granby (A. Cossons), Scarrington, 
Upper Broughton, Whatton (A. Cossons). Mr. M. Barley informs me that there may have been a mud cottage 
at Maplebeck, but I have not been able to confirm this as it has now been demolished. (7). 
RUTLAND-Caldecott, Langham, Oakham. (3). 
WARWICKSHIRE-I have noted remains of cob buildings at Clifton upon Dunsmore and Wolvey. Mr. S. R. 
Jones informs me that there are also cob buildings (often fragmentary) at Budbrooke, Claverdon, Great 
Packington, Little Packington, Norton Curlieu, Temple Balsall and Walsgrave on Sowe. (9). 
(These appear to run along the edge of an area of good building stone). 

16 Recorded by Mr. A. MacCormick of Nottingham 
Castle Museum. 

17 I have had an interesting correspondence on this 
subject with Mr. T . C. Garland, Corporate Architect 
and Surveyor of Northampton, who has had consid-

erable experience of restoring cob cottages in the 
County. 

18 Alec Clifton-Taylor, The Connoisseur Year Book, 
1962, p. 108. 
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THE continued delay in the publication of volumes in our main series, owing to the illness of 
editors and other unavoidable circumstances, is deeply regretted by the Council of the Society, 
but they are glad to say that the situation is now improving, and that they are confident that one 
or two new volumes will be out in 1965. 

In the meantime members will be pleased to hear that Welling borough Manorial 
Account Rolls, which had long been out of print, has now been reprinted with a valuable Note 
on the Dating of the Rolls by Mr. T. H. Aston, Fellow of Corpus Christi College, Oxford, to 
whom our thanks are due. This volume is now obtainable at the pri~e of £2.lOs.0d. (Members' 
rate: £2) from the Hon. Secretary of the Society. 

We are grateful for many appreciative letters received each year about Nort~amptonshire 
Past and Present, which is sold to the general public at the purely nominal price of 2/6d., and 
which members receive gratis, thereby, 'as we venture to hope, getting good value for a great 
part of their subscriptions. 

DrOR 
. , 

on 

Baxters the" Butchers 
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