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Introduction And Objectives

The farm of Llystyn is centred on NGR SN53023083hie community of
Llanfihangel Rhos-y-corn, Carmarthenshire. Thenfaas already been subject to an
archaeological farm visit in October 2000 and failog this a report was compiled in
which detailed management recommendations werdisddpr each of the identified
sites on the farm (Page 2000). A Tir Gofal Managei®lan has subsequently been
drawn up and implemented.

A further call out visit was undertaken by Cambkighaeology on 8 October 2006
at the Tir Gofal 5 year review, following an exged intention by the owner to carry
out restoration work to a traditional barn. Thatwgas carried out with the aim of:
e carrying out a rapid survey of the barn to provadeasic record of the
building,
« to obtain information about its historical signditce,
* to make an assessment of its condition and prapéeific management
recommendations relating to the proposed works,



General Description of Farmstead

The farmstead is centred on two detachell,cEhtury, stone built and slated ranges
at right angles to one another on two levels, ¢edanto a steep south facing slope,

with the house and a former pond (see Ordnancee$2%’ map, 1889) to the south.
Modern sheds lie behind the historic core to theétmand west.

The origins of the farm are unclear but a rentaéagent of 1738 names a farm
called Llys Tyn David amongst the properties of Tladiaris estate. Early ihgcentury
maps (Ordnance Survey Old Series 1831, Tithe Mdg@)Jl&cord Llystyn, but not in
sufficient detail to clarify its early developmeWl¥hat is certain is that the present
layout was already established when the Ordnanpee$ & edition map was
published in 1889. Llystyn is typical of many siarikestate, or at least estate
influenced farms which became widespread from #wrining of the nineteenth
century.

Ordnance Survey 1889 Carmartenshire Sheet 24.11, 25"
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This map is reproduced from the Ordnance Survey map by the National Assembly for Wales with the permission of Ordnance Survey on
behalf of the Controller of her Majesty's Stationery Office, Crown copyright. All rights reserved. Unauthorised reproduction infringes

Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. License number: 100018813



TheBarn

This early-mid 18 century, stone built, slate roofed barn rangeitiopogd across the
slope, is situated above the yard at Llystyn anttithern end of the group. The barn
is divided by a partition wall into two units of @sj size, each with the characteristic
high opposing doorways and slit ventilators of @shing barn. Doorways had
wooden lintels originally, although those in thestviateral wall were later reduced in
size, part infilled with stone, with yellow bricktels, in the late 1®/early 24"
century. Linking the two units internally is a ramw doorway at the western end of
the stone dividing wall. The roof timbers are AAfratrusses with raking struts.

The barn is historically interesting in its unuslagiout when compared to other
threshing barns in the region, distinguished byasble threshing floors, yet with
little provision for storage. Grain was probablgred in the loft of the adjacent stable
range situated at right angles, further down tbpeslto the south. A footbridge links
the yard behind the threshing barn to the loftll@¥¢his range through a dormer
doorway.

The barn has experienced little significant chashgreng its lifetime and its
proportions remain essentially unchanged. Recgatininclude re-roofing and a re-
inserted lintel above the south east threshingwlaprNone of the threshing doors
survive. The most visible modifications are in #rea of the north threshing floor,
comprising concrete cattle stalls, feed passageaandinly glazed opening to the
former east threshing door, inserted during the-26ff century. The opening now
includes a low wall of brick, a standard width (datoorway and wooden glazing
bars above.



Building Restoration
The following advice respondsto specific management concer ns highlighted by
the owner:

1. Repointing

Repointing is premature until mortar has weathéask to a depth equivalent
to the joint width or is very loose. Based on thesieria some areas of the
building would require localised repointing.

New pointing should match the material and fini§lexisting pointing as
closely as possible. A nearly flush finish is agprate for the barn at Llystyn.
Cementitious pointing has been used on some wadkféeg. around the area
of the south east threshing doorway.) Cementitpmisting can potentially
lead to faster deterioration of the stones as leepme the most permeable
part of the wall and more vulnerable to weatheioactRemoval of
cementitious pointing should only be carried odutidl indicates that it can be
worked loose without damage. Otherwise is woulthdst left to work loose
naturally. It would be acceptable to leave cemaeistioointing to work loose
naturally in this instance.

Ivy covers much of the south gable wall of the bafegetation root growth
can potentially threaten stability by expanding amag joints. Monitor ivy
growth. Consider cutting ivy off at ground levdlpaving it to die followed by
removal then repointing and masonry consolidation.

Mechanical or hand pointing?

The owner has enquired about the suitability ofezimanically repointing
service using a mechanical grinder to remove @ggtiointing and pumps to
refill joints. The following advice is provided folwing consultation with a
traditional buildings specialist from Cadw.

It is a concern that the use of a mechanical gritwl&rake out” old pointing is
potentially damaging to the surface of the masohinys risk may be more
acute on rubble stone walls with uneven joint widthy raking out of
existing mortar should be done by hand.

Filling and finishing off joints should be carriedt by hand to ensure a
consistent fill and finish using mortar that mattiee material and finish of
existing mortar as closely as possible.






2. Structural concerns. Structural concerns wegblighted above the internal
doorway between the former threshing floors whieedlintel is rotted through
and there are movement cracks in the wall aboweit Stooden posts now
provide additional support.

* Any replacement materials used should be on ddikkke basis.
» If in doubt about structural integrity seek spastahdvice (eg. from a suitably
qualified builder or a structural engineer).

Facing north towards the internal doorway.

3. Woodworm. Evidence of woodworm activity was highted on the timber
roof structure. It is not known if the woodworm raim active.

» Establish whether woodworm is still active. Actiméestation is difficult to
confirm but some idea can be established by claploles with furniture
polish or tightly covering holes with paper. Actilbeetles will create new
holes.

« Conditions favouring woodworm infestation may hgassed since the barn
was re-roofed. Woodworm require more moisture ieagenerally found in a
well maintained building. The drier the wood, tbader it takes the larvae to
grow; the adult beetles are smaller and they lewefeeggs.

* Insect damage, is often historical and does ncaydwequire treatment. The
insects often attack the sapwood but are rarely abbenetrate heartwood
unless it has been chemically modified by fungiisTig particularly the case
in older softwoods which were slower grown with podionately more
heartwood growth.



If in doubt seek specialist structural advice fegm a suitably qualified
builder or structural engineer).

Door replacement. Threshing barns typically laage doors to enable carts to
enter. None of the large doors or their framesigarat Llystyn although an
imprint from one of the frames is embedded in tlogtar in the south east
threshing doorway. Standard sized doors opposit@irebut are decaying or
damaged.

Replacing the doors is not considered essentiaf dohe sympathetically it
would be a welcome enhancement to the barn.

Where possible replacement features should be heddah the originals
using the same materials and methods of construdfihere possible old
door furniture such as hinges and latches shoutéth@ed.

As the appearance of the original threshing daoreot known it may be
necessary to seek replacements based on compaitsoother threshing barn
doors. Photographs of some examples are included.
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An imprint of the threshingdoor frame remains eddes in mortar.



5. Future usage. The barn is currently used foagt Options were discussed
for its future use including:

a. removing mid-28 century concrete cattle stalls, feed passage aialyn
glazed opening within the northern threshing fltwreinstate a level, more usable
surface with good access.

* As a general rule characteristics and featuresiwtafttect the history and
function of traditional buildings must not be reredvduring the lifetime
of the Tir Gofal agreement.

* The scheme also promotes the sympathetic useditidrzal buildings
within sustainable farming practice.

* The concrete cattle stalls, feed passage and nglagd opening to the
former east threshing door are all contemporasgned during the mid-
20" century. They are non-traditional features ansieh are of lesser
historical significance.

» Standard conservation guidelines recommend thetaad is made in the
event that historic features are to be removed.skké&h plan, field notes
and digital photographs taken during the visit@mesidered adequate if
these features are to be removed.

The glazed frame in the north east threshing dopmitn contemporary cattle stalling in the
foreground.



b. Opening up the original threshing doorways mrest wall ie. removing late
19" /early 28" century modifications when the threshing doorwagse partly
infilled to standard size with yellow brick lintel§he stated intention is that this
will provide easier access

* Though not an original feature of the building,sbenodifications are
nevertheless traditional and historically signifitabeing carried out with
traditional materials and traditional methods afistouction before ¢.1918.

» Ideally these doorways should be retained unless @listification is
given for not doing so.
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