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EXPLANATION 
This information is based primarily on my experiences from my 22 years of 
work as a carpenter, restorer and researcher. Many of my assumptions 
related to the building about its changes and the temporal assignment will 
turn out to be right or wrong, through one dendrochronological study, which 
Mr. Alain Mariat kindly carried out. 

ON THE HISTORICAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE BUILDING 

The building is divided into three equal parts and separated from each other 
with partition walls. The .1 part - facing west - was the living room, as all the 
wooden parts there were very good worked on, there is a cellar underneath 
(see sheet 11) and this part is probably also included had an entrance area. 
The current entrance is on the side facing away from the courtyard 
was installed later. 
The 2nd and 3rd parts are at ground level. These were most likely the farm 
buildings. The second part is from the original building with raised windows 
and separate entrances provided and built without a false ceiling. This was 
most likely a stable building. 
The .3 part has a false ceiling, although it is not clear whether this was 
installed later became. This part could also have been a stable, but also a 
workshop or storage room. The part above could very likely have been a hay 
or straw store. The remains of a fireplace can be suspected in the wall 
between the living room and the stable (see sheet 12). The theory of an open 
fire pit can neither be confirmed nor negated, but from my observation there 
are no traces of soot on the wooden structure (ceiling beams). These should 
be recognizable at least after using an open fireplace for a few years. 
The entire building has undergone a radical renovation, especially on the side 
facing the courtyard, experience. There may also have been a second 
renovation. My guess is that the first conversion took place 
before the 17th century. Excellent carpenters were at work on the 
construction of the house, ensuring precise work have respected. This is not 
only shown by the beams worked with axes and pit saws:

- the main columns were specially processed in the interior, recognizable by a 
decoration (a triangle) with the pit saw; a very complex job, considering that it 
is involved only a board measuring 2.50 m x 200 mm x 30 mm came out (see 
sheet 10) 
- the entire ceiling beams were processed with an adze after being hewn (see 
sheet 10) 
- all wood is cut straight and without sapwood 
- curved beams have an extremely even swing 
- On the side facing away from the courtyard there is a continuous strip of 
beams with profiling, all connections are also tied very carefully. These are all 
signs of excellence carpentry work. The involvement of English carpenters, 
as suspected by the owner, is quite conceivable, but I cannot prove it. 



A special feature of this building is that the tenons of all half-timbered beams 
are included double chest were elaborated, while in Normandy it is typical 
that the tenons all truss beams, which play a secondary role in the 
construction, are set off with a breast (See sheet 5.) 
The marking of the wood is amazing as the craftsmen here use different 
systems have worked: both with the gouge, as well as with a straight iron and 
even with a Rainette. The marking indicates both a “point count” (for example 
Number 6 is marked with six dots, both in the main beam and the inserted 
half-timbered beam, see sheet 5) as well as Roman numbering. 
On the side facing away from the courtyard, all main stands are marked with 
points from 1 to 9. On this side, I can only see Roman numerals in the 6 field. 
However, on the on the side facing the courtyard, the main stands are not 
numbered, but the connections between them Main stand and latches in 
Roman numerals and in the opposite direction to the numbering of the side 
facing away from the courtyard. On this side was also a Rainette with a 
compass function was used (marked with semicircles in field 1). Only on field 
9  it's clear to me that point counting was used between the main beam and 
upper truss beams (see drawings of the side walls). 

The .1 conversion. 
As can be seen from the drawings, during the .1 conversion all sill beam 
changed. Many of the main stands, most likely all originally on 
Stone bases stood and were partly placed on the sill beam.  
For this difficult changes, many Fake tenons were used and wooden nails 
were used to connect the  Fake tenon with the old material. These  Fake 
tenons are now common in professional restoration. Old I know of very few 
role models for this. This way of working is proof that such a restoration can 
last for several centuries. It's a joy for any restorer to see something like this. 
In all likelihood, some windows were installed as part of this renovation. Out 
of  my opinion there are at least 3 reasons for this conversion: 
1. Damage to the sill beam area due to moisture. 2 a change in use (a sign of 
this is the changed entrance areas).3 the relocation of the main road from the 
side facing away from the courtyard to the side facing the courtyard, since the 
representative facade of a house usually faces the street. Excellent 
carpenters were also at work on this first renovation. In processing the 
Beams, as well as the work on the connections, have similar quality 
characteristics recognize, like when building the house. 

Possible 2nd conversion 
There was probably a second renovation, as it was on the side facing the 
courtyard in fields 5 to 8 There are some abnormalities regarding the quality 
and static change in these fields are questionable. Both are difficult to 
connect with professional meticulousness that were spent on the rest of the 
building. The Hewing is also much worse Quality of the half-timbered timber 
on the gable for a possible second renovation phase. 



ON THE HISTORICAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE ROOF 

In the three drawings I show the structural principle of the roof structure. The 
original one Roof was torn down in the 1930s and replaced with the current 
roof. There isn't any Record or photos of the original roof pitch and 
construction. Except for the roof pitch, which is the same as that of the 
outbuilding, which is either the same time or was built during the first 
renovation, the dashed lines are the ones for me only options for what the 
original construction may have looked like (see section AB). I don't have find 
mortises or other connections for other roof constructions (sheet 6 shows the 
remains of the original main rafters, sheet 7 shows the mortise holes 
Recording the main rafters).What is surprising about the existing construction 
is that there is no brace under the ceiling beams to support the main rafters 
(as in the outbuilding, which was designed as a stable, see sheet 4). 
Since the ceiling beams of the .1 part of the building and those of the .2 and 
3rd parts are on different levels. I made three drawings for the height levels. 
Furthermore, in my notes there are three variants of what this roof structure 
could have looked like. To me it seems that apart from these three variants 
there are no others possibilities exist. 
Since most Norman roofs used crooked timbers for the main rafters, 
the variant with the crooked timber the most likely (see possible roof 
constructions) 

ON THE HISTORICAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE GABLE 

The four main stands are most likely original, while the 
Horizontals as well as the crosses and diagonals as well as the small beams 
in the upper one Part were all inserted later. 
The stands were probably all continuous and stood directly on the stones 
below , as can still be seen on the sides of some stands. That means the sill 
beam were only inserted between the uprights by means of an “offset tenon”. 
The gable was probably changed more than once. This can't be seen just by 
looking at it  poorer workmanship of the wood. About the original condition of 
the gable wall.In my opinion, little can be said and hardly anything can be 
assumed. All stands have peg holes at intervals of 10 to 30cm throughout. 
This mortes holes can be seen on the left stand, which is why damage is very 
likely the reason is that part of the stand was removed during a renovation 
(there is also Traces of work on in the upper part of this stand, see sheet 3). 
These mortis holes leave as It is assumed that there were horizontal beams 
or struts on the gable wall could (ornamental framework). Since the frame 
wood originally has many tenon holes on the top,it can be concluded that 
there is another half-timbered construction in the upper part of the gable (see 
sheet 3)It is not possible to determine whether it is boarded or not. The 
window is probably added during the .1 renovation phase. 



ON THE HISTORICAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE SIDE AWAY FROM THE 
COURTYARD (see drawing"Probable original condition“) 

All of the sill beams were subsequently replaced, probably during the first 
renovation. This can be explained mainly by the many  Fake tenon used. The 
mortis holes in the upper part of the main stand lead to the assumption that 
the slide-on plates were supported by a sill beam and associated braces (as 
in the drawing "Cut AB" can be seen). There could also be other 
explanations. The marking of the wood, which were used to build the side 
facing away from the courtyard, runs from left to right and ends at the current 
entrance area. 
1 segment 
This segment is original in the upper part. The horizontal beam in the lower 
part also, while hardly anything can be said about the shape of the 
intermediate part. All truss beams in the lower part is subsequently inserted 
without a pin using Phillips screws. Due to the lack of mortis  in the main 
stands, there can be no horizontal timbers or braces. 
2 segment 
This segment is also in its original state with the window area. 
3rd segment 
This segment is difficult to interpret. Leave the multitude of mortises in the left 
stand the assumption that there was an ornamental framework here. But 
since there is no one on the right stand. A possible explanation is that there is 
an entrance to the stable building found with half an ornamental framework, 
similar to segment .7 
4 segment 
This entrance area was added later. The window area certainly went, as in 
the 6th segment, through. 
5th segment 
The upper part of this segment has been preserved in its original form. The 
window at the bottom was installed later. Based on the existing tenon holes, it 
can be assumed that it is in Originally there was a window similar to that in 
the 2nd segment. 
6th segment 
This segment is also in its original condition except for the sill beam. A very 
nice detail here the late medieval window area. 
7th segment 
This segment is in original condition except for the sill beam. 
8th segment 
The window was most likely added later. The horizontal beam was certainly 
also inserted later ( Fake tenon). It stated in the original there is no 
continuous profiled  at this point, as in the other segments. It can be assumed 
that the original entrance was at this point. 
9th segment 



This segment was completely changed in the first renovation phase. The 
horizontal beam was subsequently inserted using  Fake tenon.This was 
certainly the original here too profiled beam  at the same height as most other 
segments continued (tenons and mortis holes can be seen). 

ON THE HISTORICAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE COURTYARD-FACING 
SIDE (see drawing"Probable original condition“) 

The entire sill beams were subsequently replaced, in a first renovation phase 
and probably some also in a second renovation phase. Here too, many  Fake 
tenon can be seen. 
There are no mortis in the upper parts of the main stands, such as on the side 
facing away from the yard. The height of the sill beams are partly changed in 
level. The marking of the wood, which were used to build the side facing the 
courtyard, runs from left to right and ends in the straw-covered cultivation. 
1st segment 
This segment is in its original condition except for the sill beam. 
2nd segment 
The window in this segment was added later. The phases on the main stand 
and the original main horizontal beam suggest a window like the Segment 8 
However, it did not extend across the entire segment. The upper part of this 
segment is in Original state. 
3rd segment 
The upper part as well as the main beam are in their original condition. The 
lower part was original a reflection of the upper area. Presumably the lower 
part was during the first renovation changed, the sill beam was also moved 
up, probably by around 35 cm. 
4th segment 
The upper part as well as the main beam are in their original condition. The 
lower part was original a reflection of the top area, except for the window. 
Presumably the lower one was Part changed during the first renovation, the 
sill was also moved upwards, probably around 35 cm. The window in the 
upper part is original. This detail repeats itself in segment 9. 
5th segment 
The upper part of the segment is in its original condition, while the main 
horizontal beam and sill are newer dates are. This means that no statement 
can be made about the original half-timbered of the lower area. 
6th and 7th segments 
Within these segments there is a post in the upper part next to the windows 
was certainly ongoing. These stands extend beyond the frame in the upper 
part and were subsequently cut off there (the flame was tapped into these 
stands, see Sheet 8). The windows in between are original. The cross of the 
window in Segment 6 was probably removed because it was damaged. 
These continuous Stands are the only ones of their kind in the entire building 
and are a structural weak point. 



The only explanation to me for the original use of these beams is that it was 
ons there was a bay window in the roof at this point. This bay window could 
have be used to be possible to bring the hay from the wagon directly to the 
hayloft. Shape and the height of this bay window cannot be interpreted based 
on the few remains found.The main beams of both segments are original, 
everything underneath is later been added. Hardly anything can be said about 
the shape and form of this area. There main column between segments 6 and 
7, is at the same time the partition wall between the stable and assumed 
workshop or storage room. has been a door below each window. 
8th segment 
In the upper part of this segment, the first truss beam is most likely a later 
addition, while the rest is original. The right part of the main horizontal beam 
is original. It can be assumed that the window is part of the original structure. 
About the rest of the segment Hardly anything can be said. 
9th segment 
The upper part of the segment is in its original condition, as is the main beam, 
while both the door and the half-timbered details were most likely added later. 

CULTIVATIO 
This building could be original as the working marks on the beams identically  
to the marks of the main house. The studs are constructed in the same way 
as in the main building and the surface of the ceiling beams is in the same 
way inside show the same traces of processing as in the main house. But  
It is possible that this building was built during the first renovation. 

DAMAGE ANALYSIS 

All wood marked on the “Damage Analysis” sheet must be made of static and 
replaced or reinstalled for structural reasons. 

CONCLUSION 

I think this building is definitely worth preserving for the following reasons: 
1. Marking: 
The marking of the wood clearly shows the transition from "point counting" to 
Roman Number marking. This transition, which occurred in French cathedrals 
in the 13th century, I think that what took place  can hardly be seen again with 
such clarity find. This building can be used to carry out a dendrochronological 
study even determine an exact year for this transition (Annotation 2024 quite 
similar marking systems are known from England it is not absolutely clear it is 
the mission from pointing to Roman marking) 
.2 Significance of construction 
The entire construction of the house is well thought out, excellently executed 
and with the „Kniestock“ not typical for Normandy. The separation of rooms is 
clearly visible.Late medieval stable windows are still there, the ones that are 



pushed through and wedged Ceiling beams are preserved and well finished 
and the original condition of the building remains are definitely 
understandable. 
3. Type of conversion 
In the course of the renovation of this building, first-class restoration methods 
were used, What should be particularly mentioned here is the abundance of  
Fake tenon, which are difficult to find on other buildings can be found, 
especially since this restoration probably took place before the 17th century. It 
is a very important visual object for all aspiring and existing restorers.
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Marking off the wood, the opposites of the courtyard site
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double-sided tenon breast of the truss beams
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Remains of the main rafters with ceiling beams in the living room
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Tenon hole in the ceiling beam to accommodate the main rafters
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Continuous Post on the side facing the courtyard
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The holes to accommodate the rafters
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Longitudinal connection of the frame
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Ceiling beams finished with adze
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Log saw marks on the main column
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Beam support with basement
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Beam support with basement
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Wall between living room and stable
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Evaporation off a  main beam in the stable
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Ceiling with living room with split oak shingles and clay floor above
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