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191h-20th centune.' 

In Ihe 19th (entu., the inn underwent a number of additions and alterations. perhaps the most 
Important of which was the replacement ofalmosl all the roofstrucwres on the west and north ranges. 
("he bl'id .. cellar under the west and south ranges "-'cre 19th--<.entur) additions and the stabling at the 
rear also appears to be largely 19th- century in date although it IS presumably built on the siles of earlin 
buildings with the same function (see above), 

111e 20th-century alterations were mostly Imernal and included at least two major re-orderings of 
the guest accommodation. the kitchens and the bar alea. Ihe arch ..... as blocked in ( 1925 and at 

perhaps the same time the new glaled dining area was provided on the ground noor of the south wing. 

ConclUSion 

Ihe White 1 (;;II"t is a fine example of a large country' town inn which developed from at Jeast the (6th 
tcnlu,'Y (.md possibly earlier) to the lalc 20th century. Llrlier activity of some nature stretching ba<.k as 
far as the 11th-12th century was identified on thc silc. 

The building has undergone successive phases of addition and embellishment to meet changing 
tastes and circumstances. Despite some major .altel'ations however, it z'etained a number of carly 
fcatmes which have allowed some analysis of the history and developmenl of this \:enerable building. 

Parlicular!) significant survivals included the sllccess,,'e ~hemes of decoration in the large (south) 
chamber of the first floor. These indicale changes in the appearance of the room from a brightly 
paimed Tudor or Stuart phase. through a panelled 18th-ccnllll) phase to sub-division into slllall hotel 
rooms and bathrooms in the 20th centun'. 

rhe most impol'tant suni\ing element of the historic building howc\·el' must be the timber-framed 
gallery in the 110nh wing, AJthough this area was clearly expected to retain some early features. its slolle 
of preservation and scale was unexpected and quite remarkable. TIle gallel)" was so intact that it 
allowed the creation of a reconstnaClion drdwing showing the galler), as it may have looked III C 1540 
(Fog. 6). 
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