
 
 

 

Boundary Stones of East Stonehouse: see PPP series BSES 
 

A Domesday manor also owing duties to Buckland Abbey, 

East Stonehouse, on the Devon side of the Tamar, passed 

by marriage into the Edgcumbe family around 1493. The 

Edgcumbes were Lords of the Manor into the twentieth 

century, owning the freehold of the Stonehouse peninsula 

and controlling the grant of leases and ensuring such things 

as the maintenance and good operation of the quay. The 

town had a substantial trade with France by the end of the 

sixteenth century. 
 

There are five clearly identified Manor of Stonehouse 

stones, which are probably of mid to late nineteenth 

century date. They are of limestone, have no numbers 

incised and are undated. The inscription in each case is of 

“Manor of Stonehouse”. BSES 25 (pictured right) is now 

in the garden area of flats at the junction of King Street and 

Stoke Road. It has been coated in a grey material at some 

time. Several other stones are shown in an 1832 estate map 

(now in the Plymouth & West Devon Record Office. Ref. 

81/X65). These were presumably also Manor boundary 

stones, but they have not survived. 

 

East Stonehouse developed significantly in the eighteenth century when the Edgcumbe’s laid out 

Durnford Street and other streets for the new officer-class serving in the Dockyard, the Navy and in the 

Devonport garrison. It had assembly rooms by 1756 and the Naval Hospital was built in 1762. The 

Marine Barracks in Durnford Street was constructed in 1785, “and by then Stonehouse ranked as an 

attractive and fashionable town of almost 4,000 inhabitants”. (See: Mark Brayshay in ‘Plymouth: Maritime City 

in Transition’, 1961). The population continued to grow, peaking at 15,111 in 1901. 

 

In the nineteenth century the Board of Guardians were the organ of local government in the town, until 

on 3rd December 1872 the East Stonehouse Local Board was constituted under the Local Government 

Act of 1858. The Board also took over responsibility for the town’s water supply and the upkeep of the 

Stonehouse leat, erecting several leat stones with dates of 1883 and 1884 - see the section here on the 

Leat Stones of East Stonehouse.  

 

The Local Board successfully opposed the Borough of Plymouth’s proposal to take over Stonehouse in 

1894. Later that year, the Board was replaced by the East Stonehouse Urban District Council. This body 

continued to resist the claims of Plymouth to extend eastward and take over the 190 acres of 
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Stonehouse. However with the advent of the Great War, there was pressure from the military 

commander to have a single civilian authority for him to deal with, and amalgamation of the ‘Three 

Towns’ was ordered. East Stonehouse, always the smallest of the Three Towns, finally lost its 

independence on 1st November 1914. 

 

Five stones are inscribed “East Stonehouse” and are each dated 

within the period of the East Stonehouse Local Board (1872-1894): 

three are dated 1883 and two are 1892. They are all of limestone. 

The one shown left is BSES 29 and is in Victoria Park, in front of 

Polruan Terrace. 

 

Other East Stonehouse stones existed at one time. The 1907 

Ordnance Survey map shows several on the west and north quays at 

Millbay Docks, as well as in the Manor Street area and at Millbridge.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

One further stone on the East Stonehouse boundary 

should be mentioned. It is a limestone fragment on the 
foreshore at Eastern King below the eastern end of the 

footpath from Admiralty Road. It is the smaller of the 

stones shown right, and in the survey is numbered 

BSES 3. It has been included as a Stonehouse stone 

because of its position. There is a date inscribed which 

may be 1813 (or possibly 1843) but due to the stone 

being incomplete and very worn its exact origin is not 

known. It stands next to a Plymouth stone BSPCX 

16. These two stones are considered in more detail 

here in the Boundary Stones on Plymouth 

Extensions - see “Pair of stones posing a problem of 

interpretation”. 

 


