Historic Bridges to Add in the 2022 Review of the Compendium
A total of 26 possible qualifying bridges have been identified, since the previous version of the compendium
was posted in early-2021.
A few months ago I published a pamphlet referencing details in the 2021 version, so rather than removing the
alignment between the documents, by embedding them, I have placed the additional bridges in an Addendum.
The build-dates of the additional bridges fall into the following categories;
17/18th Century – 10 bridges; 17th century – 11 bridges;
The other 5 bridges are medieval, namely Newport Pagnell North Bridge, Larkbeare Bridge, Huntly Bridge, and
Eckington Bridge, and Fulham Palace Moat Bridge.
My working assumption is that half of the bridges with 17/18th build-dates, would be classed as 17th century
bridges, and half as 18th century bridges, if more information became available. I do not know which individual
bridges would fall into each class, but assume only that a certain proportion will do so. Making this assumption,
the additions comprise 5 medieval bridges, and 16 pre-modern bridges, so 24% of the additions are medieval.
This compares with 39% for those already in the compendium. This divergence is predictable, because medieval
bridges tend to be better known, and are easier to separate from the total population of old bridges. Thus it
would be expected that most of them would already be in the compendium, indeed I am surprised that there are
as many as 5 medieval bridges amongst the additions.
In this document, a tabulation giving basic information about each of the 26 additional bridges concerning their
locations and build dates is followed by 26 information sheets, one per bridge, providing photographs,
descriptions, and measurement data, in the same format as used in the remainder of the compendium.
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Historic Bridges to Add in the 2022 Review of the Compendium

No.

County/Region

Bridge

River

Build Date

R. Great Ouse

OS Grid
Reference
SP 818 443

1

Buckinghamshire

Newport Pagnell (N)

2

Cumbria

Barth

R. Dee

SD 695 879

17/18th C

3

Cumbria

Cowgill

R. Dee

SD 754 869

17th C

4

Cumbria

Ewegales

R. Dee

SD 754 849

17/18th C

5

Cumbria

Oliver/Haycote

Oliver Beck

SD 693 874

17/18th C

6

Cumbria

Stonehouse

R. Dee

SD 771 859

17th C

7

Cumbria

Straight

R. Rawthey

SD 677 923

17th C

8

Cumbria

Taythes Gill

Taythes Gill

SD 705 958

!7/18th C

9

Cumbria

Thwaite

Thwaite Beck

SD 892 981

17th C

10

Cumbria

Thwaite PH

Cliff Beck

SD 894 978

17/18th C

11

Devon

Larkbeare

Shutebrook

SX 924 920

13th C

12

Devon

Shipley

R. Avon (D)

SX 681 629

17/18th C

13

Fife

Ceres - North

Ceres Burn

NO 397 118

17th C

14

Gloucestershire

Cleeve Wood

R. Frome

ST 646 777

Pre-1700

15

Gloucestershire

Hanbrook PH

R. Frome (T)

ST 644 786

17/18th C

16

Gloucestershire

Nightingale’s

R. Frome

ST 663 814

17/18th C

17

Grampian

Huntly Castle

R. Deveron

NJ 533 410

15th C

18

Grampian

Milton of Crathes

Burn of Coy

NO 743 962

17/18th C

19

Gwynedd

Pont Llaeron

Nant Llaeron

SH 701 049

17th C

20

Gwynedd

Roman Bridge

Afon Machno

SH 806 539

17th C

21

Leics/Northants

King Charles I

R. Avon (W)

SP 587 789

17th C

22

Moray

Keith - Bridgend

Burn of Haughs

NJ 415 510

17th C

23

Tayside

Allt Da Ghob

R. Lyon(T)

NN 670 472

17/18th C

24

Wiltshire

Bull Bridge, Wilton

R. Nadder

SU 095 309

17th C

25

Worcestershire

Eckington

R. Avon (W)

SO 923 424

15th C

1M

London

Fulham Palace Moat

n. a.

TQ 240 762

c1500

1380

In the bridge column, (N) ≡ North: In the river column, (T) ≡ tributary; (W) ≡ Warwickshire; (D) ≡ Devon;
n. a. ≡ not applicable
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1. Newport Pagnell North Bridge crossed
the River Great Ouse on the north side of the
town of that name which has now largely
been absorbed by Milton Keynes to its south.
It was drawn to my attention by Professor
Marshall Hall, author of a book, ‘Historic
Bridges of Buckinghamshire’. The bridge
replaced a wooden bridge in 1380, and is
shown in the upper photograph of an
engraving painted by J. Walker in 1798, just
before it in turn, was replaced and largely
demolished. Of its 3 arches, one survives,
part buried in Ouseburn gardens, and it can
be seen in the lower photograph that the
arches were Gothic, with single arch rings,
probably flush, and made of shaped narrow
voussoirs.

I

have

not

found

any

measurements of bridge dimensions taken
from the survival, and it may be that the arch
is too much buried to allow any definite idea
of arch span to be obtained, but a
measurement of the width would be most
useful.
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2. Barth Bridge carries a minor road over
the River Dee, a tributary of the River Lune,
just under 6km south-east of Sedbergh.
Having viewed photographs like the upper
one taken by Mr. Slater, I saw little to
disagree with in the Listing’s dating of late
18th century; it appears to be a neat coursed
rubble bridge with shaped voussoirs forming
single arch rings. The width of 5.5m also
seemed compatible. However, when I
received the lower photograph from my
friends, Andy and Jane Moore, I was
compelled to think again. Looking at the
soffits (underside) of the bridge there seems to be no doubt that the bridge has been substantially widened, and
that assuming the original part to be furthest from the camera, it was less than 3m wide. Unfortunately I can find
no photograph of what I assume to have been the original face. Nonetheless, bridges less than 3m wide were
not usually built later than in the first years of the 18th century, this one could have been a little older, so I shall
class it as 17/18th century and include it in the compendium.
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3. Cowgill Bridge carries a minor road
across the Cowgill Beck, a right bank
tributary of the River Dee, in the River Lune
catchment. The bridge is in Dentdale, 5km
east of Dent. The pre-1700 credentials of the
bridge are established by a plaque attached
to a parapet referring to a repair in 1702, and
assertions that the present width of c5m
resulted from widening. I have not visited the
bridge, nor has one of my friends, so I am
lacking in certainty, as to which face the
extension was added or when it took place.
The bridge has a single arch, spanning c8m,
is made of coursed rubble and has single arch rings formed from shaped voussoir, below hood moulds. There
is discoloration in the soffits which may result from widening, but the evidence is inconclusive; I am unsure
whether we see an original face, or that of an extension. Hopefully more certainty will emerge later, but I am
sure the bridge is of the 17th century.
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4. Ewegales Bridge carries a minor road
over the River Dee, a tributary of the River
Lune. It is immediately downstream of where
the Cowgill Beck flows into the River Dee, so
is just under 5km east of Dent, in Dentdale.
In appearance, as shown in Ms. Chadwick’s
photograph, which is of the upstream face, it
is very similar to nearby 17th century Cowgill
Bridge. The bridge is of coursed rubble and
comprises a single shallow segmental arch,
perhaps spanning c10m, with single flush
arch rings made of shaped voussoirs, below
hood moulds. The bridge is just less than 4m
wide, and has not been widened; a squinch
can be seen on the right in the photograph.
It is tempting to date the bridge similarly to
Cowgill Bridge, which is known to have been
built in the 17th century, but it could easily
have been built later than that, so I place it in
the 17/18th century category. Access is
good.
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5. Oliver’s Bridge also known as Haycote
Bridge is in the hamlet of Gawthorpe, which
is 1½km west of Dent. It carries Brackengill
Lane over Oliver’s Gill, a left bank tributary
of the River Dee. The fabric is coursed
rubble and the single arch ring in view is
flush and made up of graded stone slices.
The Oliver in question, is Oliver Cromwell
said to have pursued Royalist factions in the
neighbourhood in 1648, and to have had this
and another bridge, built then. This is
presumably the main basis for the dating of
the bridge to the 17th century, by the Listing,
but what can be seen in the photograph
taken by Andy Moore is more suggestive of
the late 18th century at the earliest. However
the bridge is just over 5m wide, and there is
a

suggestion

of

possible

widening,

upstream, in the photograph, though I have been unable to find more convincing evidence. If this is the case,
the later visible face could be explained, and there could be a 17 th century bridge here, and on that basis I will
include it as 17/18th century in the compendium.
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6. Stonehouse Bridge carries a minor road
over the River Dee, high up Dentdale, 6½km
south-east of Dent. The fabric is sandstone
rubble though the newer parapets are of
coursed rubble. The segmental arch may
span c7m, and the flush arch rings are made
of graded slices, larger in the jambs than on
the arch itself. The bridge is 3m wide, and
the Listing is wrong to say that it has been
widened in a conventional sense, but as
indicated in the photograph, taken from the
Old Cumbria Gazetteer website, two very
large squinches, to the south-west and the north-east, allow larger vehicles to snake across the bridge, though
I believe that the parapets are not immune from damage. The Listing attributes the bridge to the 17 th century,
and the width and appearance convince me that the dating is correct. This is undoubtedly one of the most
interesting pre-modern Cumbrian bridges.
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6. Stonehouse Bridge carries a minor road
over the River Dee, high up Dentdale, 6½km
south-east of Dent. The fabric is sandstone
rubble though the newer parapets are of
coursed rubble. The segmental arch may
span c7m, and the flush arch rings are made
of graded slices, larger in the jambs than on
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the Listing is wrong to say that it has been
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indicated in the photograph, taken from the
Old Cumbria Gazetteer website, two very
large squinches, to the south-west and the north-east, allow larger vehicles to snake across the bridge, though
I believe that the parapets are not immune from damage. The Listing attributes the bridge to the 17 th century,
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8. Taythes Gill Bridge carried a path over
Taythes Gill, a left bank tributary of the River
Rawthey; it is 6km north-east of Sedbergh. It
has a segmental arch, made up of a ring of
voussoirs, selected rather than shaped,
supported

on

rubble

abutments.

The

photograph shows the south (upstream)
face, but apparently the bridge has partially
collapsed at the north face. I can obtain no
dimension measurements, but perhaps the
bridge is c2m wide, and spans c3m. The
Listing pronounces that the bridge dates to
the 17th century, and that it is on the line of
an ancient route across the moors, but there
is little to confirm this so I class it as 17/18th
century.
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9. Thwaite Bridge carries the B6270 over
the Thwaite Beck, from which water flows to
the River Swale. The bridge is in a hamlet
called Thwaite, adjacent to Muker to its east,
and 15½km west of Reeth. The bridge has a
single segmental arch, which is c5.5m wide,
and spans c8m; the fabric is coursed rubble,
and it has single arch rings made up of
shaped voussoirs, below hood moulds.
There is no real difference between the two
faces. This is a common configuration in
Cumbria, which appears on bridges ranging
in build-date between the 17th and early 19th
centuries. However, the photograph taken
by Andy Moore, which I have slightly overexposed, tells a different story. The view from the west (upstream) shows that the bridge has definitely been
widened at the east face, and suggests that the same has been done at the west face, though the evidence is
much less convincing. I have looked at other photographs, and although the evidence is not quite conclusive, I
do think that the bridge has been widened at each face; this would explain the similarity referred to above. If
this is the case, an original bridge has been sandwiched between two extensions; this bridge cannot have been
greater than 2.5m wide, which is evidence for a build-date no later than the 17th century.
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10. Thwaite Packhorse Bridge carries a
track over Cliff Beck which flows by way of
the Muker Beck to the River Swale. It is
380m south-east of Thwaite Bridge, and
15km west of Reeth. The bridge is quite
roughly made comprising a single arch ring
formed of selected, rather than shaped,
narrow slices, with stones laid across the top
to form a walkway. It was apparently
stabilised by the national trust about a
decade ago, though what they actually did is
unclear from photographs taken before and
after. The bridge is a segmental arch
spanning c4m, and it is c1.5m wide, there are no parapets. Dating such bridges is little more than an educated
guess where, as in this case, there is little more than the appearance to go on. It is marked on 19 th century
maps, but the amount of wear in the centre suggests that it is a century older at least. I am sufficiently uncertain
to place it in the 17/18th century category. It cannot be linked with a known packhorse route.
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11. Larkbeare Bridge which is 2.5m below
the surface of Holloway Street in Exeter, is
undoubtedly the most remarkable structure
of

those

to

be

noted

now

for

the

compendium. It was drawn to my attention
by Celia King, the Librarian for the Devon
Archaeological Society, and she supplied a
copy of a report written by Stewart Brown for
the Society, from which the photograph and
information presented here, are drawn.
Originally, the bridge carried a road between
Exeter and Topsham over the Shutebrook
(the polite version of the name), which
flowed to the left bank of the River Exe. The
stream was culverted, and the bridge was
incorporated,
condition.

Mr.

remaining
Brown’s

in

excellent

investigations

revealed that the single stilted 2-centred
(Gothic) arch spans 1.4m, and that there are
6 robust chamfered ribs. On the upstream
face, part of double, chamfered arch rings in
2 orders survive; they have probably been
destroyed on the other face. The bridge
carried a track, 3.7 m wide, assuming 0.5m
thick parapets. The fabric is a mix of sandstone and volcanic basalt ashlar, most likely quarried locally. The
shape and ribs immediately mark the bridge as pre-1500, and Mr. Brown has used his knowledge of stone in
use at different times in Exeter, and the similarity of the arches to those on the Old Exe Bridge to conclude that
it was most likely built in the 13th century, and I certainly concur. This is early in a national context; it is unusual
in having been apparently little modified since its construction, and for the region in having chamfered ribs. Apart
from the Old Exe Bridge, only Yeolm Bridge near Launceston show this feature. Although the location of the
bridge makes it inaccessible, it ought to be better known, especially in the light of the high quality of Mr. Brown’s
report.
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12. Shipley Bridge carries a minor road
over the River Avon, 3km north-west of
South Brent. According to the Listing it is of
the 18th century, and was a packhorse
bridge; it has apparently been widened in the
19th century at the upstream face and is now
3m wide. So the original face is in view in the
photograph taken by Mr. Collins; the fabric is
coursed rubble, and there are double flush
arch rings made of shaped voussoirs,
unusual embellishments for an 18th century
packhorse bridge. The arch rings are similar
to those of Lydia Bridge, a 17th century bridge, a short distance downstream. Given that, and the narrow width
after widening, I would prefer a scenario in which the bridge was built in the late 17 th century, and widened fairly
early in the 18th century. There cannot be certainty, as documentation may contradict such a history, so I will
class it as 17/18th C. For completeness the single arch is near-semi-circular. As can be seen, foliage makes
getting a good view of the bridge difficult.
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13. Ceres North Bridge is in the north end
of the village of that name, which is 4km
south-east of Cupar; the bridge carries an
unclassified road over the Ceres Burn, a
right bank tributary of the River Eden. There
are few clues to the possible age of the
bridge when it is viewed from the roadway,
and from the riverbank, though the 2 faces
seem to differ other than in their flush
dentilated arch rings, neither could be
reasonably dated as pre-1700. However, the
upper photograph of the soffits, taken by
Alastair Robertson in August 2021, changes
perceptions. The picture is puzzling in some
regards, but it is clear that the arch
comprises 3 parts, such that the outer
arches, visible as faces, sandwich a central
section, which can be estimated to have a
width of just over 3m, given that the present
width is 6.8m. It is surprising that the upper
jamb does not show the same junctions, but
it must be concluded that there was
considerable rebuilding, probably at the time
of the more recent widening. In fact a bridge
is shown on the maps of both Blaeu and
Adair, drawn in the 17th century, and it is reasonable to assume that the central portion is that bridge, albeit
refurbished. It was probably widened on the west face in the 18th century and on the east face in the 19th century.
Mr. Simpson’s photograph of the former, shows the random rubble fabric, and a double hood mould over the
dentilated dressed arch ring.
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14. Cleeve Wood Bridge crosses the Bristol
River Frome 7½km north east of the centre
of Bristol. Driving over the bridge, which
looks to be about 8m wide, with generous
footpaths there is no suggestion of great
antiquity. Viewed from upstream as in the
upper photograph the bridge is shown to
have 2 near-semi-circular arches, each with
single flush arch rings made up from dressed
voussoirs. The fabric is coursed rubble, and
it is noteworthy that the bridge has been built
up to a considerable height above the
crowns of the arches. Turning to the lower
photograph taken by Mr. Buxton, much
becomes

clearer. The

present bridge,

thought to date from 1800, resulted from
adding a higher extension, which added
perhaps 40% to the width, while at the same
time

building

carriageway,

up
above

the
the

height
older

of

the

portion.

Looking at the visible portion of the lower
bridge, the arch ring, which may be below a
hood mould, has a prominent keystone,
which marks it out as probably no older than
the early/mid-18th century. However it is
clear that the lower bridge has been
widened, perhaps by 50%, and given the sequence of dates, this downstream portion is almost certain to be
pre-1700. There are hints in local websites, that this original low bridge, which may have been c2.5m wide, is
medieval, but without having visited, or having found any photographs, taken from downstream, I cannot
comment further.
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15.

Hambrook

Packhorse

Bridge

is

something of a mystery in a number of ways.
It carries a narrow path across the very small
Ham Brook, about 100m upstream from its
junction with the Bristol River Frome, c7½
km north-east of the centre of Bristol. As can
be seen in Mr. Kerton’s photograph, it is best
described as a small 2-centred culvert in a
high stone causeway, built up from rubble
stone slices. Such structures are often built
up in stages, to reduce the dip in the
pathway but there is no sign of that here,
though there is an indication that the upper
parts, topped by coping stones, are a
comparatively late addition. This seems to be
confirmed in the second of Mr. Kerton’s
photographs, in which the parapets look
relatively modern, but it is hard to imagine
that they did not have predecessors, as
crossing would have been precarious in their
absence. The photograph shows that the
bridge is narrow, probably less than 0.5m
wide. It is difficult to imagine packhorses
being taken across; the bridge is shown as
on a pathway parallel to the River Frome in
19th century, and seems most likely to have given local access. It is referred to as of the 17 th century in a number
of sources, though no provenance is given, and its appearance offers few clues. I will class it as 17/18th century.
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16. Nightingale’s Bridge carries a track
over the Bristol River Frome, just south of
the village of Frampton Cotterell, and 11km
north-east of the centre of Bristol. It
comprises two semi-circular arches, to
which a third has been added, with masonry
built around a metal pipe. The bridge is
sometimes referred to as on a route for pack
horses, but its width of just under 3m, and
parapets (though they could be a late
addition), militate against that. It is very
difficult to date with no more to go on than its
appearance, and references to its being old.
I shall place it in the 17/18th century
category.
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17. Huntly Castle Bridge (also called
Elgin’s Bridge) is on the approach road into
the said castle, and crosses the River
Deveron. I had walked over the bridge at
least

twice

over

the

years,

without

appreciating its age, but Mr. Simpson of the
Scotland’s Oldest Bridges website, found
reports that it was older than previously
thought, and I am indebted to him for a
photograph and information. The evidence
for an earlier build date than had been
thought, was obtained when a partial
collapse necessitated repairs, and a cobbled
road was found beneath the present surface.
Pits excavated in that road yielded medieval pottery. Putting that together with the fact that the castle was
sacked in 1452, and almost completely rebuilt in the ensuing decades, does suggest that the bridge may date
to the late 15th century as some sources suggest. The wedding of Perkin Warbeck, pretender to the English
throne, was held in the castle in the presence of King James IV in 1494, and this implies a decent ceremonial
way in to the castle. In fairness, the turbulent history of the castle thereafter, did necessitate further rebuilding,
with which a bridge could have been associated, but that would leave the medieval pottery unexplained. The
arch, which spans c12m is near-semi-circular, rather than Gothic but that is not conclusive dating evidence nor
is the slight chamfering of the voussoirs making up the single flush arch rings. The width is just over 2.5m, but
this would only be significant if there were suggestions that the bridge could have been post-1700. The
stonework is quite rough, though the voussoirs are dressed. There may have been fairly substantial repairs, but
the bridge seems to have survived later floods, so I am content to assign the bridge to the late 15th century.
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18. Milton of Crathes Old Bridge crosses
the Burn of Coy, close to the left bank of the
River Dee, 4½km east of Banchory. Crathes
Castle is nearby to the north-east. The
rubble-built bridge, in the foreground of the
photograph, has a single near semi-circular
arch, with dressed voussoirs in a single arch
ring; it is barely 2.5m wide. Most 18th and
early 19th century maps show a bridge at this
location carrying the main east/west road
along the north bank of the River Dee (Roy’s
map differs in placing the main road further
to the north). The route did not change when the road was turnpiked in c1770. However, the railway came
through in 1853, crossing the bridge in the background of the photograph, taken from the website,
https://notesfromcrathes.com/2021/02/19/travellers-tales/; it has survived the railway’s closure in 1966. The line
of the road was changed before the 1860s, to cross the burn further upstream, probably by way of a widened
bridge, which had previously given secondary access to Crathes Castle. There can be little doubt that the bridge
in the photograph carried the main road before the 1860s, and the Listing states that in so many words, though
now it carries only a track. It has obviously been refurbished in recent years, which is puzzling given that it can
serve no important function, but its width suggests that it might date to the 17 th century, and that is the primary
reason for its inclusion in the addendum to the compendium, as a 17/18 th century structure. There is a plethora
of bridges crossing the short length of the Burn of Coy, immediately upstream, with the most recent being that
built in 1939, to carry the A93. I am not confident that all the information presented here is entirely correct, as
various sources of information disagree.
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19. Pont Llaeron is 12km north-east of
Aberdovey, near to the workings of Bryn
Egylwys Slate Quarry. It crosses the Nant
Llaeron, a left bank tributary of the Afon
Dysynni. The segmental arch comprises
mainly a single arch ring made of shaped
slice voussoirs. There were parapets, but
only a few 0.3m wide stubs remain, at the
sides of a paved track, 1.8m wide. Repairs
to the bridge are recorded in 1756, it is
thought to be much older than that, though I
will record it as 17th century, for want of evidence of a greater age. It is surmised that it might have been on a
number of important medieval routes.
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20. Roman Bridge crosses the Afon
Machno, a left bank tributary of the River
Conway, 4km south of Bettws-y-Coed, close
to the B4406. Of course, the name is not a
reflection on reality, but this is an old bridge.
There is a single segmental arch spanning
c8m; the single arch ring below a hood
mould, made from shaped voussoirs is
visible, but there is no upper structure. The
bridge is c1.8m wide, and there are some
cobbles on the trackway. It is said that there
was once a datestone, for 1680, but that has vanished. The consensus seems to be that it was erected in the
17th century.
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21. King Charles I Bridge crosses the
Warwickshire River Avon just to the west of
the hamlet of Stanford, 9km north-east of
Rugby; the bridge links Leicestershire and
Northamptonshire. The Listing suggests that
it dates to the 18th century, but it is called,
King Charles I Bridge, on the grounds that
he used it on his way to defeat at Naseby. A
suspiciously exact build date, of 1636 is
proposed by local sources. The bridge had
become totally overgrown and dilapidated
before it was refurbished about a decade ago, and signs of new brickwork associated with this operation are
obvious in the photograph; the bridge as built was mainly lias stone ashlar, with single flush arch rings. The 4
stilted segmental arches each span 2.3m, separated by very narrow piers, and the width is 2m, sufficient to
allow passage of carts provided a good surface was maintained. The bridge gives access from Stanford to the
grounds of Stanford Hall, south of the latter building. It was not the main access to the hall, which is to its north,
but would have been used by staff and tradesmen living in the village. As for King Charles I, presumably the
bridge enabled him to cross dry-shod, but his army will easily have forded the small river. I think 17th century
dating is credible, though the appearance does not provide strong confirmatory features.

24

22. Bridgend Bridge, Keith is on the
western outskirts of the small town, crossing
the Burn of Haughs, a tributary of the River
Isla, which in turn flows to the River Deveron.
I owe the information and photograph
presented here to the identifier of the bridge,
Mr. David Simpson, creator of the Scotland’s
Oldest Bridges Website. The bridge is now
very overgrown, as can be seen in the
photograph, but presumably carried a track
used by local traffic. The semi-circular arch
spans c5.4m and is of random rubble, of thin
granite slices; the single arch rings comprise
voussoirs, also thin granite slices and undressed. It is not clear if there were ever parapets; the track is 1.8m wide, and the bridge has not been widened.
Mr. Simpson identified a bridge at this exact location, on a map produced by Robert Gordon in the years after
1636, and the appearance, form and dimensions are compatible with a build-date in the early 17th century.
Locally it is known as Charlie’s Bridge after the Young Pretender, because his soldiers were victorious in a
skirmish here in early 1746, before the Battle of Culloden. The bridge is easily accessible from the nearby A95,
but though the condition of the arch is good, the remaining masonry is crumbling and the vegetation ought to
be cleared from an important historic artefact.
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23. Allt Da Ghob Bridge crosses a small
right bank tributary of the River Lyon, close
to the confluence. It is 4½km west of
Fortingall.

The

bridge

is

sometimes

described as a packhorse bridge, but with a
width of 2.7m, it is better described as a cart
bridge. The track surface is now grassy with
protruding stones, but was perhaps laid with
cobbles. The bridge shown in Alastair
Robertson’s

photograph,

taken

from

upstream, has a single segmental arch
spanning c8m; the single arch rings are
formed from shaped narrow stones. It is
unlikely that there were ever parapets. In
fact, as shown by the lower photograph of
the underside, the bridge was very well put
together, for all that the stones, varied in size
and shape. Dating is certainly problematic;
the bridge is not marked on any pre-19th
century map, but it is certainly older than that
would imply. There do not seem to have
been any made routes along the south bank
of the River Lyon, before the 19th century,
though there were farms to which access
was required. The bridge is locally known as
Roman Bridge, and like many others sonamed, it is nowhere near as old as that, but
the name does covey that it was thought to
be comparatively old. I think it most likely to
be of the 18th century, but I am uncertain, not
least because it is so well built, so I have
classed it as 17/18th century.
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24. Bull Bridge, Wilton carries South Street
over the River Nadder in the south-west of
Wilton, the ancient capital of Wiltshire, which
is 5km west of Salisbury. From the roadway,
the bridge appears to be unremarkable,
perhaps 7m wide, with modern parapets.
However, viewed from the side, as in the
Historic England photograph, it is clear that
a concrete slab has been placed on top of
the 3 segmental arches of an older, much narrower bridge, from which the parapets and carriageway have been
removed. It looks as though extra supports have been affixed to each pier. The original bridge has been dated
to the 17th century, but I can provide no information about its dimensions, though a guess from the photograph
would be that it was about half the width of its successor, (c3.5m). The engineering solution to a need to widen
an old bridge is unusual, and certainly unattractive, though better than knocking the old bridge down and building
anew. I guess that somewhere, there are drawings prepared for the reconstruction which would yield more
information about the old bridge.

27

25. Eckington Bridge carries the B4080
over the Warwickshire River Avon, 4½km
south-west of Pershore. When I was
carrying out a desk top survey to develop an
itinerary of visits to old bridges, I identified
Eckington Bridge as of interest. However the
Listing and other sources agreed that it was
built in 1728, to replace a medieval bridge,
and presumably that it is not the result of
modification of an older structure, so I did not
include it in my itinerary of visits, or in earlier
versions of the compendium. Eckington
Bridge has 6 arches, constructed from
coursed sandstone blocks with red and blue
brick and some concrete; the overall
configuration

is

shown

in

the

upper

photograph; the fabric and other detail in the
lower, old photograph. In profile the bridge
rises smoothly from both banks towards the
centre. The bridge is orientated north-east to
south-west and is approximately 44m long
and c3.7m wide. The arches are segmental,
with single flush arch rings, and each has
been reinforced by two iron tie-rods with circular anchors. They vary considerably in span and shape, with the
high central arch spanning c6m. On both faces of the bridge, there are pointed cutwaters, rising up to provide
small pedestrian refuges. No features of this bridge are commensurate with a build date of 1728 on a fairly busy
route, and whatever building work was done must have left the main features unchanged; the profile, the width,
the large piers with cutwaters rising to refuges, and the general appearance all proclaim medieval origins, and
the fabric is compatible with that. I would suggest that the bridge was built in the 15 th century, and refurbished
in 1728, but I emphasise that it carries no features which would be regarded as typical of such a late build-date.
I note also that a bridge at Eckington is marked on Saxton’s map of 1583.
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1M. Fulham Palace Moat Bridge crossed
the moat which once surrounded the palace,
giving entry to the country residence of the
Bishops of London. It is beside Putney
Bridge, close to the left bank of the River
Thames, a short distance upstream from the
centre of the city. The moat which once
stretched for 1.4km and encircled the whole
palace complex, was filled in during the
1920s, and the bridge was buried. A length
of 90m, including the bridge, was dug out in
2011. The upper photograph, looking southwest, shows the ceremonial entrance bridge
which is attributed to c1500, though the moat
is over 2 centuries older; the bridge may
have been preceded by a drawbridge. The
span is approximately 2m, and the width of
the roadway which the bridge carries is just
less than 5m. The ornate gate posts on the
right of the photograph are 19th century
additions, and it may be that the parapets,
above prominent string courses date to that
period as well. The Gothic archway, shown
best in the lower photograph, looking northeast taken by Mr. Webster, rests on a
complex array of arch rings, and hood
moulds,

which

defies

description

in

conventional terms. There may be ribs, in
the soffits; the lodge is of the 19th century. Unfortunately, I have not been able to visit this bridge, so some
questions cannot be answered.
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