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Information sheets are provided for all the listed bridges.
The group of large bridges built between the Rivers Tees and Wear in the few centuries up to 1500 is unique in
the country, and reflects the power, wealth, and prescience of their promoters and financiers, the Bishops of
Durham who ruled the County Palatine through the Middle Ages.
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D1. Aldin Grange Bridge is 2km west of the
centre of Durham, and carried the road to
Bearpark

(Beaurepair),

over

the

River

Browney, until bypassed in the 20th century. It
seems that the first bridge on the site was built
in the 14th century, and is said to have been
where King David II of Scotland was captured
in 1346 after his disastrous defeat at the Battle
of Neville’s Cross. The present structure is
normally assigned a build-date in the 15th
century, though it has clearly been muchrestored. It is marked on Saxton’s 1575 map.
The fabric is coursed squared sandstone
rubble with ashlar dressings, and there are arch
rings built in two orders, both chamfered. The
unusually flat 3-centred arch spans c13.5m.
The roadway is just c3m wide, and has not been
widened; the parapets are modern and a
corbel supports that to the south-west which
sweeps outwards. Access was very difficult, as suggested by my own photograph above. The lower photograph
was obtained from the Durham Cow website and is a view from downstream with the present bridge behind the old
bridge.
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D2. Balder Bridge carries the B6277 over the River Balder, close to its junction with the River Tees in the village
of Cotherstone. Pastscape suggests that it dates from the 15 th century, but was ‘rebuilt’ in the 1680s. Certainly, I
can believe that it was refaced at the later date, and that bands above the arch, raked to either side, as in the
photograph of the downstream face below, were added as a part of this exercise. However, the single pointed arch
itself with a flush chamfered arch ring, and the four lightly chamfered ribs nearest the downstream face, appear to
be survivals from the earlier date, a statement supported by the fact that the bridge is marked on Saxton’s 1575
map. The bridge which spans 12m (according to Inglis) was widened upstream in 1896, probably from just over
3m to around 4.5m, and considerable effort was made to duplicate the main features of the existing bridge. So the
arch shape was preserved, as was the design of the arch ring and two additional ribs were added, (though they are
unchamfered); only the parapet on this face looks out of place, built with very large blocks. A corbelled square
refuge is above the crown of the arch at the upstream face. The fabric is largely sandstone ashlar with snecked
and rock-faced rebuilt sections. Refurbishment, especially of the parapets, was undertaken in 1983. Access is
possible, upstream and downstream, though a car will have to be left a little distance away; in spite of the confusion
about what was built when, this bridge is not a pastiche, and should be high on the viewing list of anyone interested.
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D3. Barforth Chapel Bridge now only carries a farm track over a small stream called variously Hell Hole, Black
Beck, or Chapel Gill, but the bridge is a survivor from the 14th century. Its existence is explained by the ruins of St.
Lawrence Chapel in the field above and to the east of it, and by the fact that there was a medieval settlement called
Barforth adjacent to the chapel. The stream flows north into the Tees a short distance away, directly opposite to
the town of Gainsford. The bridge comprises a single sharply pointed arch with a span of 2.7m, and a width of 3m;
the parapets are carried on corbel tables. The soffits can only be seen from downstream so the statement by
Jervoise that the three surviving ribs are chamfered on the upstream side cannot be confirmed, nor is it wholly
obvious that there was a fourth rib downstream, since it seems possible that the bridge was widened downstream
without incorporating a rib, albeit still in medieval times. It can be confirmed that the fabric of the two faces is
different with largely squared stone downstream and more random rubble upstream; though the single flush arch
rings are dressed and chamfered similarly on both faces. Access is by way of the aforementioned farm track,
reached by way of minor roads from the B6274.
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D4. Barnard Castle Bridge spans the River
Tees, in the shadow of the ruins of a large
medieval castle. It is late medieval in form and
most likely dates to 1500, give or take twenty
years, though it was substantially repaired in
1596, as implied by a date-stone now affixed to
a wall on the north bank. It sustained damage
again in a major flood of 1771, though the basic
structure remained intact. It is built of ashlar
stone blocks, and has two unequal slightly
pointed arches, the larger of which spans
17.1m, the smaller, 13.5m, separated by a
massive pier giving a total length of 40m. The carriageway is 4.5m wide as originally built. Each arch has double
arch rings recessed in two orders but unchamfered, and is supported by five wide ribs, also unchamfered. There
are large cutwaters, upstream and downstream, rising to refuges at road level. There are squinches at the northwest and south-east external corners which support the carriageway as it splays outwards. The bridge is easily
viewed, and in its setting there are few more attractive and interesting old bridges in the North of England. The
upper photograph is taken from slightly upstream and above, on a castle walkway, the lower from downstream.
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D5. Chester New Bridge over the River Wear originally carried the road from Chester-le-Street to Sunderland,
(A183), at the eastern edge of the former town, but now leads only to an arched gateway into Lambton Park. It
was probably built in the15th century, and the name implies that it had a predecessor. It is marked on Saxton’s
map of 1575. The fabric is coursed rubble of closely graded and shaped stone and at some time the parapet was
partly-rebuilt. The total length is approximately 50m and the roadway is just less than 5m wide. The upstream and
downstream faces look similar with two orders of chamfered arch rings on each of the four pointed arches, which
are of near equal span, with the largest, 9.6m. Each arch rests on 5 ribs, also chamfered, and there is evidence of
some restoration work on a few of them. The large cutwaters at both faces, (6 in all), are triangular in plan, with
multi-chamfered plinths, and slope inwards to meet the parapet band, so there are no refuges. The bridge rises
slightly in a curve from each side towards the middle, and overall is attractive to view. The bridge was used by the
Scottish army marching south to join the parliamentary forces before the Battle of Marston Moor, and was the
easternmost (furthest downstream) bridge over the Wear, until the 18th century. Just downstream, there was a ford,
and a chapel, Bruggeford, which survived as a ruin until the early 19th century, inside the Lambton estate. The site
is linked to the legend of the Lambton Worm, a dragon. The bridge is easily viewed from the adjacent road, but as
can be seen in the photograph, it is much obscured by trees, so disappointingly, cannot be viewed as a complete
entity.
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D6. Croft Bridge carries the A167 over the
River Tees, 3km south of Darlington. Overall,
the 7-arch bridge and its approaches are about
160m long, with six pointed arches each
spanning 11.4m; the carriageway is now just
over 10m wide, but was originally c4.2m wide.
The northern arch is rounded downstream, but
slightly pointed at the other face, and is smaller,
as compared with the other arches; the parapet
walls splay out at the ends. There are
references to a bridge here as early as 1356,
but the present bridge most likely dates from
the 15th century; it appears on Saxton’s 1575
map. Many repairs are documented during
the 16th, 17th and 18th centuries, but the form
and main features of the bridge clearly remained largely unaltered. The last of these exercises took place after a
great flood in 1753, and then in 1795 the bridge was widened upstream by 6m. The engineer, John Carr, made
special efforts to preserve the form of the medieval bridge, so that apart from a colour difference, between the
coursed rubble on the two faces, (redder on the original) the structure as a whole remained coherent. The
spectacular appearance of the soffits is shown above, indicating the extent of the widening, with 5 old unchamfered ribs (to the left) and 6 newer chamfered ribs. On the top right of the photograph can be seen the
brackets supporting the corbelled-out parapet downstream. There are triangular-plan cutwaters on each broad
pier which rise to form semi-octagonal refuges. Viewed from upstream, as in the photograph below, (access cannot
be gained to obtain a comparable downstream view), the bridge is flat in profile, and most features are similar to
those on the original bridge but this is the 18th century extension. The single chamfered arch-ring on this newer
face is below a hoodmould, whereas downstream there are double chamfered arch rings in two orders. The
parapets, which look fairly modern, are corbelled out on both faces. Regardless of its hybrid status, part 15th
century, part 18th century, the bridge at Croft is magnificent.
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D7. Deanery Bridge crosses the River Gaunless, a tributary of the River Wear, at the southern end of Mill Lane, in
South Church, Bishop Auckland, and gives access to two dirt roads leading to farmhouses with medieval origins.
The village is dominated by its fine ancient church which was made collegiate in the late 13th century. With funding
from Bishop Bec, accommodation was built for the resident canons in a building which became known as the
Deanery, and has become East Deanery Farm on the opposite side of the River Gaunless to the nearby church.
The bridge which gave access there survives in part according to the Listing in the abutments built of coursed,
squared rubble, and a bridge here is marked on Saxton’s 1575 map, though the low segmental arch of the present
bridge dates from the 18th century. However, little of this is easily seen because in recent years a concrete platform,
with metal railings, has been laid over the top, and a number of pipes and girders are either attached, or cross the
river in close proximity. On my first visit I failed to obtain a photograph to confirm any of this, because of a
combination of pouring rain and chest-high wet vegetation. A second visit was more successful, at least in relative
terms, and the features described are all visible to some extent in the photograph below. It is worth adding that it
would be nice if something could be done to tidy the bridge and its surrounds so that at least one face, and the
ancient abutments can be better seen.
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D8.

Deepdale

Bridge

comprises

one

segmental arch built of coursed rubble and
carries the B6277 across a beck of the same
name, close to its confluence with the River
Tees, in the village of Startforth. Jervoise refers
to its being in a ruinous state in 1605, and to
various repairs carried out in the next two
centuries. On the basis of that evidence, it
would be reasonable to suppose that it dates to
the mid-16th century, and it probably appears
on Saxton’s map of 1575. The view in the upper
photograph, of the soffits, taken from the west
(upstream), shows that the older masonry is
sandwiched as a result of widening to each
face, first downstream (on the left) from just
over 2m to 3m, and then upstream to close to
6m. The older downstream face to the east has
three stepped arch rings to the segmental arch,
and the fabric is squared blocks with tooled
dressings, as shown in the lower photograph.
On the newer west face, broad flanking
pilasters are carried up as pedestrian refuges,
and there is a band below the parapet. It is impossible to date the extensions with certainty, but perhaps that to the
east was made as early as the 17th century, a statement made mainly on the basis of the arch ring arrangement, while that
to the west and the rebuilding of the parapets took place more than a century later. Access to the west is difficult
but possible though the view is greatly impeded as can be seen. When I visited, engineering work prevented any
access to the east, but that has been completed. It should be possible to obtain a better photograph of the soffits,
but no-one has done so.
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D9. Deepdale Footbridge carries a track across the Deepdale Beck, a small tributary of the River Tees and is
also known as Nabb’s Bridge. It is approximately 150m north-west of the homestead of Nabb’s Farm, but it is
probably most easily reached from the minor road between Bowes and Cotherstone, by way of the access road to
Low Crag Farm, just north of Deepdale Beck. The bridge is rubble-built and comprises a single segmental arch of
span 9.9m, with double arch rings in two orders. The parapets are 0.75m high and splay out markedly at the ends
of the bridge, enclosing a rough trackway that narrows to 1.6m. Hinchcliffe, to whom I owe these dimensions,
attributes the bridge to a William Hutchinson, who was apparently saved from drowning at the spot, and dates the
bridge to 1699, which seems reasonable. It is in excellent condition, as shown in the photograph below, obtained
from Wikipedia because my own were ruined by random reflections on a sunny day. Hinchcliffe associates the
bridge with a long-distance packhorse route, but given its apparent origins it may have done no more than link two
farms.
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D10. Eggleston Bridge carries the B6281 over the River Tees between the villages of Eggleston and Ronaldskirk.
The two high arches have a suspicion of points at the crown, so might be described as Gothic; the bridge is 36m
long, so the individual arches probably span c14m each. The fabric is a mixture of coursed squared sandstone,
and sandstone rubble. There are double flush arch rings of shaped voussoirs, and horizontal bands at carriageway
level below parapets of coursed stone, which are later replacements. The single massive pier carries large
triangular cutwaters, upstream and downstream, which extend upwards to provide refuges. The carriageway is
3.3m wide only. There is some agreement amongst the authorities, that what can be seen dates from the 17th
century, and certainly the appearance at first sight could align with that view. However the slightly pointed arches
and the fact that a bridge here appears on Saxton’s 1575 map, suggests to me that it is older, dating to the mid16th century. Access is not particularly good, being confined at river level to the downstream left bank from where
the photograph below was taken, and the long view from there is masked by trees.
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D11. Egglestone Abbey Packhorse Bridge (also known as Thorsgill Packhorse Bridge) lies just off a minor road
which runs between Startforth and Egglestone Abbey, south of the River Tees. The bridge is immediately below
the abbey buildings, and crosses the small beck from which it takes its alternative name, a few metres above where
the stream joins the River Tees. The single hog-backed arch is segmental and spans 8.1m. The track-way is 1.6m
wide and paved with large cobbles; the parapets are less than 0.5m high. The fabric is squared roughly-tooled
stone, with single flush shaped arch rings. The bridge is thought to date from the 17th century, though it may have
had precursors associated with the abbey. It is easily viewed from beside the nearby road, which can just be seen
on the photograph, in the background.
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D12. Elvet Bridge is now essentially a very
wide footbridge crossing the River Wear in a
north-westerly direction towards Durham city
centre. There are 5 pointed (Gothic) river
arches, and another 3 visible arches which
cross land; Leland referred to fourteen in total
and it was the view of Jervoise that the missing
six still existed (in the 1920s), buried in cellars,
and beneath the roadways on each bank of the
river. The pointed arches, of span c8m, have
double arch rings in two orders, as viewed from
downstream, and rest on 5 unchamfered ribs.
The bridge was widened from 4.5m to 10m by
adding a structure with semi-circular arches,
but no ribs, at the upstream face in 1805. The fabric is coursed, squared sandstone with ashlar dressings. At the
south-east end of the bridge there are partially-buried semi-circular arches with 5 ribs, possibly on a different
alignment but adding 6.9m to the 10m width of the rest of the bridge. These arches, one of which is to the right on
the old postcard above, were probably part of the original bridge, begun in c1160, and attributed to Bishop Hugh de
Puisset (Pudsey). There was a chapel here, remains of which may survive in the foundations of present buildings.
The river arches of the original bridge were replaced by the Gothic arches, visible from downstream, were probably
built in the 13th century, as indicated by the Listing, which also refers to refurbishment and some rebuilding, after
a flood in 1771. So the key dates for the configuration are c1160, c1250, c1171, and c1805; this bridge can be
classed as one of the oldest in Great Britain, and a 12th century Romanesque arch, and 13th century Gothic arches,
can still be seen. The bridge, is marked on Saxton’s map of 1575. Access is reasonable, and the bridge can be
viewed from many angles; the photograph below was taken from downstream, on the left bank.
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D13. Framwellgate Bridge crosses the River
Wear to the west of Durham city centre,
negotiating the river after it has looped round
the high promontory occupied by the cathedral
and castle. The first bridge on the site was built
in c1130 for Bishop Flambard, but it collapsed
during a flood in 1400, to be replaced by the
present bridge during the next few decades.
According to Jervoise, the original bridge had 5
or 6 semi-circular (Romanesque) arches, and
the easternmost became a 3rd arch of its
replacement, seen by Leland, and on old prints
to the left as above, but hidden now by
buildings and a raised carriageway; I am
unclear as to whether it is possible to view it, but if it stands, it has a claim to be the oldest bridge arch in Great
Britain. What can now be seen from downstream is a bridge with two flat segmental arches, of span 25.5m each
of which carries two chamfered arch rings, in two orders, and rests upon 7 unchamfered ribs, though only 5 of these
are medieval; the bridge was widened upstream in the 19th century and 2 extra ribs were incorporated, along with a
close replication of the arch rings and central cutwaters. The latter are capped by pyramids below the level of the
modern parapets. The present carriageway width is 8.1m, so it is reasonable to assume that it was 5.7m wide prior
to the widening. The fabric is coursed, squared sandstone with ashlar dressings, smoother on the rebuilt face. The
bridge is now pedestrianised save for service vehicles, and access is good all around. The photograph below is
from downstream showing the15th century build; the bridge is marked on Saxton’s 1575 map.
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D15. Headlam Packhorse Bridge across the Langton Beck is on the village green in Headlam, a few kilometres
north of Gainford on the River Tees. As can be seen from the photograph, the bridge is overgrown, and the same
observation was made by Hinchcliffe, decades ago. It comprises a single rubble-built arch, close to semi- circular
in profile which is approached at each end by stone-built ramps raised above the surroundings which are probably
boggy at times. The span is 2.7m, and the low parapets, which may be a late addition, enclose a grassy track of
width 1.7m. There are flush single arch rings, accurately shaped and close fitting. The bridge is dated to the 17th
or 18th century; contrary to Hincliffe’s observations, the bridge now looks well maintained, though its surrounds
are not. Its function is a puzzle, though it must presumably have been the main way into the village from the west
and south at some stage. Easily enough found and accessed, the lush vegetation around it is the main problem,
limiting viewing.
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D15. Ketton Hall Packhorse Bridge is
reached by way of a minor road branching off
the A167 to the east, in the village of Beaumont
Hill just north of Darlington. The bridge used to
cross the River Skerne, a tributary of the River
Tees, but the watercourse is now some
distance to the south, and as a result the bridge
is isolated in the corner of a field adjacent to a
bridle-way. The bridge is largely made of
squared sandstone with dressed voussoirs, but
the rest of the soffits are made of small grade rubble, as can be seen in the photograph above. The single
segmental arch has a span of 7.2m and the width is just over 1.4m between parapets 0.6m high. There are
single arch rings below a hood mould on each face, with protruding keystones. In medieval times a bridge here,
then crossing the river, formed part of a salter’s route. The present bridge is assigned by the usual authorities to the
16th or17th century, but its general appearance and especially the prominent keystones are strongly indicative of
either substantial modification or a rebuild at a later date; I retain it in the compendium, with doubts, as a 17/18th
century bridge. One face of the bridge is easily enough observed, though the occupiers of the land seem to have
gone out of their way to diminish the spectacle since a gate and barbed wire impinge on the field of view. Access is
via the bridle-way referred to above, by foot preferably, to avoid annoying the said land-occupiers.
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D16. Newton Cap Bridge now carries only local
traffic across the River Wear, southwards into
Bishop Auckland It is built of rubble with ashlar
dressings and has two unequal arches, each
with three unchamfered arch rings in three
orders; the north arch is segmental with a span
of 30m, and the south arch is slightly pointed
with a span of nearer 27m. The segmental arch
has been stated to be the longest of its time in
Great Britain. There is a massive central pier
with pointed cutwaters carried up to halfhexagonal refuges. A string course runs across
at parapet base level. The roadway was
originally just less than 4m wide, but cantilevered footpaths were added on both sides in c1900, to the slight
detriment of the appearance; otherwise as the photograph above shows it has not been widened. Apparently, a
gatehouse stood at one end. This is a truly magnificent bridge, and its condition is remarkably good, given the
likely date of its construction. It is also known as Bishop Skirlaw's Bridge, and the bishop died in 1406, so a late14th century build-date is always assumed, though it must have been restored at various times; it is marked on
Saxton’s map of 1575. Access is easy to view the bridge from river level.
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D17. Piercebridge Bridge carries the B6275
road across the River Tees, in a hamlet of that
name, 8km west of Darlington, a short distance
upstream from where remains of Roman
bridges have been found. The first bridge on
this site may have been built in the 13th century,
but comments by Leland, plus the similarity of
the structure, as far as it can be seen in the
picture alongside, to the bridge at Barnard
Castle, suggest that both were built around 1500; Piercebridge Bridge is marked on the Saxton map of 1575. In
1781 the bridge was greatly widened downstream, essentially by building a bridge of quite different appearance,
albeit of the same ashlar sandstone fabric, adjacent to it; the original width had been just less than 4m between
the parapets to which 5.5m was added. Unfortunately there is no access upstream of the bridge now, so I have
had to use a poor copy of a photograph supplied by Jervoise. This shows the two outer Gothic arches and central
segmental arch of the late medieval bridge with double unchamfered arch-rings in two orders, not dissimilar to the
triple arch-rings at Barnard Castle, but there are no supporting ribs; there is however a squinch on the northern
arch. Stepped triangular cutwaters flank the central arch and rise to form pedestrian refuges. The parapet, which
has a band at road level and chamfered coping, is clearly a more recent addition. The central arch spans 22.5m,
and the bridge is 68.5m long. The photograph below taken from downstream shows an 18 th century bridge, with
segmental arches and single recessed arch-rings surmounted by hood moulds; the change in shape in the soffits,
marking the transition from the medieval bridge profile can be seen. The town is worth visiting to see the Roman
remains including those of an ancient bridge, but sadly because of the lack of access, the medieval bridge is hardly
on display.
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D18. Sherburn House Bridge is alongside the
A181 which, it carried across the Sherburn
House Beck until 1930, a stream whose name
changes many times in its short course before
joining the River Wear. What might be termed
the medieval credentials of the bridge, which
has a single segmental arch of span 4.8m, are
shown in the photograph alongside. There are
chamfered arch rings, and 4 chamfered ribs,
supporting the arch. The longer view from
downstream, below, shows that the fabric is
rubble with stone blocks squared quite evenly,
rising towards low parapets which are clearly of
relatively modern construction. The width of the
track across the bridge is 3.9m, slightly greater
than stated by Jervoise. When the upstream
face is viewed, the picture seems very different, with large reddish, almost brick-like, stone blocks which extend
down to repairs in the arch rings. Jervoise states with notable confidence for him that the bridge was most probably
constructed in 1335, following the destruction of a predecessor by an invading Scots army. I am willing to accept
that the arch rings, and soffits of the arch, together no doubt with the unseen internals date from then, but
everything else which can be seen on each face, seems to be much later, and later even than 1616, when repairs
are documented. Unfortunately, the bridge is overgrown and dilapidated. Access is reasonably easy, though cars
will need to be parked some distance away.
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D19. Stanhope Bridge over the River Wear
carries the B6278 south from Stanhope to
Eggleston. The western (upstream) portion of
the bridge may date from the 15th century,
though it is not shown on Saxton’s map of
1575. It has a single near-semi-circular arch
spanning 10.75m, partly resting now on 3 very
narrow chamfered ribs, and there are traces of
a fourth. The bridge width was originally 3m, but
that was doubled downstream in 1792, and new
parapets were built in 1837. The fabric of the
original bridge was random rubble, but the
eastern face is ashlar with large dressed blocks
of sandstone; the arch rings, though single and
flush are also different on the two faces, with
those on the upstream face, shaped but not dressed and smaller. The bridge is accessible but unfortunately trees
greatly limit the view of the medieval parts of the bridge from upstream, as in the photograph above. The
photograph below is taken from downstream, and shows the ribs more clearly.
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D20. Sunderland Bridge carried the A1 over the River Wear until it was bypassed in 1924, and it now sits just
west of the renamed A167 a few kilometres south of Durham. The central 2 arches would be attributed without
much question to the 14th century, were it not for the fact that Leland, in the middle of the 16 th century, spoke of 3
rather than the present 4 arches. However, there seems to be no evidence for a rebuild after that, until 1770 when
the outer 2 of 4 arches, were replaced, following the collapse of the southern one, so it is sensible to stick with the
a build-date of around 1350 for the central arches, and assume a rare error by Leland. The bridge is marked on
Saxton’s map of 1575. The fabric is of coursed, dressed sandstone blocks, and all 4 arches are semi-circular; the
central 2 each rest upon 5 chamfered ribs, and have two chamfered arch rings in two orders. The outer arches have
dressed double unchamfered arch rings in two orders and are without ribs. The 3 triangular cut-waters on each
face rise to form refuges; for some reason, that on the left in the photograph, (the north-west), has been canted
in, so that the refuge is rectangular. The 19th century parapets are raked downwards over the outer arches. The
central arches span 9.45m and the carriageway is 5.4m wide, very wide for its epoch, but there is no evidence of
widening; I suppose this raises another cautionary note about the dating, but not enough of one to change my
mind. Access is limited at river level, but this fine bridge can be viewed from the adjacent main road, as in the
photograph.
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D21. West Hope Packhorse Bridge is now bypassed, but still crosses Hope Beck which flows eventually to the
River Tees by way of the River Greta. It is beside a farm road leading east from a road called the Stang connecting
the A66 to Reeth. It actually has two arches, one as described by Hinchcliffe, a shallow segmental arch, the other
much smaller, and apparently rectangular beneath lintels. The larger arch spans 3.6m, the other little more than a
metre. The segmental arch is made up of voussoirs only in a single ring, with slabs laid above it, and the other arch,
forming a track 1.05m wide; there are no parapets. The abutments are of rubble. A wooden bridge with railings has
been located above the bridge, on its own supports such that there is daylight between its floor and the stone
bridge. Hinchcliffe is convinced that the bridge lay on an important packhorse route between Bowes and
Richmond; the bridge looks older than many of its type, and though there are no features to fix the build-date, I
am fairly convinced of its 17th century origins.

23

D22. Yarm Bridge connects Egglescliffe and
Yarm. A wooden bridge was documented in the
early 13th century, but the first stone bridge was
built for Bishop Skirlaw of Durham in c1400.
Leland probably erred in saying that the bridge
had 3 arches; it certainly has 5 now. The
segmental northern arch is newer than the
others. In common with many bridges, the civil
war saw a permanent arch here replaced
by a drawbridge which remained in place till
nearly the end of the 17th century, when a pointed replacement arch was built. The segmental arch replaced it as
part of a complete rebuild in the early 19th century, when the bridge was more than doubled in width from 3.6m to
approximately 7.5m. As regards the other 4 arches, the southern flood arch may be a slightly later addition, but
the one next to it, shown in the photograph above, carries four well-worn supporting ribs near the upstream face,
the only arch to do so. In spite of the comment by Jervoise that both faces of the bridge have been rebuilt, the
location of these ribs, and the appearance of all but the northernmost arch, suggest that 4 arches of a medieval
bridge can be viewed from upstream, albeit that there is some patching. Attention is drawn to the arch-rings
surmounted by rolled hood moulds, the cutwaters which taper inwards before rising to form small pedestrian
refuges, and the variously decorated string courses below the parapets on the different arches. The segmental
northern arch spans 15m, and the medieval ones are estimated to span c11.5m. Viewed from downstream, the
bridge has flattened, if still very slightly pointed, arches, large arch-rings surmounted by hood moulds, and
generous cutwaters rising to refuges; this aspect is something like a pastiche of a medieval bridge. The fabric on
both faces is ashlar, sandstone. A replacement metal bridge was built before Yarm Bridge was widened early in the
19th century, but the new bridge collapsed almost immediately, otherwise the stone bridge would probably have
been dismantled, because it was thought to contribute by obstruction to the flooding to which Yarm was prone. The
bridge is easily viewed from different angles and there is the added attraction of the fine railway viaduct built in
1850, alongside it. A view of the upstream medieval face is shown below.
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D1M. Dinsdale Manor Bridge crosses the
moat, now dry which surrounds the house of
the Surtees family in Low Dinsdale, and is
shown in the right-hand lower corner of the
Google Earth view; it is not visible from outside
the property, and searches have not uncovered
a useful photograph. All sources characterise it
as late medieval, albeit modified since, so I
shall designate it 15th century. The bridge
narrows to 3m wide, and is not now part of the
main access to the property. The fabric is
sandstone rubble. Only the east face is visible
and there is a segmental arch with a single arch
ring made of dressed voussoirs; it may span
c5m. The west face is hidden by banked earth, but it is unlikely that it differs, as the bridge is unlikely to have been
widened.
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D2M. Low Butterby Moat Bridges are in a
farm steading on the right bank of the River
Wear, 3km south of Durham. The moat ran
north-east to south-west, east of the main farm
buildings; the upper photograph shows the
bridge to the north-east, spanning a moat c5m
wide with a single segmental arch. The bridge
has single flush arch rings, made from shaped
voussoirs; it has apparently been widened
greatly to c10m, but its width before is
unknown. The lower photograph shows the
bridge to the south-west, where the moat has
been largely filled in, burying most of the bridge
aperture. The bridge is again segmental, with
single arch rings, and seems to be c1.5m wide.
The bridges are said by the listing to date from
the 17th century, but apart from the changes
already mentioned, it does look as though the
upper parts may have been reconstructed fairly
recently. It seems that there is a public right of
way, from which the bridges might be visible,
but I have not been there, so the photographs
come from the Wikipedia and the Pictures of
England websites.
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Note on Survival Rates.
In the information sheets, I make many references to older bridges appearing on Saxton’s map of 1575. If a
surviving bridge is thought on the basis of other evidence to have been built in the 16th century or earlier,
appearance on this map is useful confirmation that a bridge was there on the date in question. However, there is
more to be gleaned from Saxton’s extraordinary maps which cover most counties of England. I have counted 25
bridges in Durham on his map. Of them, it is my judgement that 13 still stand, at least in part, and are thus in my
compendium, a 52% survival rate. This is an exceptionally large value, probably not exceeded in the whole country.
Undoubtedly this is in part due to the fact that so many of the old bridges in Durham are outstanding examples, of
great robustness, but there have probably been elements of good fortune to prevent their being demolished. One
example is Yarm, where the old bridge is implicated in flooding, and a metal bridge was built, presumably as a
replacement, but collapsed soon afterwards.
Otherwise, I have identified 16 standing bridges built before 1600 in Durham and Cleveland, (excluding a moat
bridge),which can be compared with 13 still standing out of Saxton’s 25. So 3 bridges, were not included by Saxton
for various reasons that can be imagined, and no doubt there are others in the category which have since
disappeared. I am not willing to try to quantify the number but it is sufficient to say that there were probably more
than 30 bridges in Durham and Cleveland towards the end of the 16th century.

27

