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A) INTRODUCTION AND OBJECTIVES

2. Historic landscape character & archaeological ash historical content
Highmead Farm comprises five holdings of land withouthwest Pembrokeshire.

Two holdings are in the community of Walwyn's CastWoodsend centred on NGR
SM8751004 and Lower Winsle centred on NGR SM8398088e westernmost
fields of the Woodsend holding lie within the MittbHaven Waterway Registered
Landscape included within the Cadw/ICOMOS Registdrandscapes of
Outstanding Historic Interest in Wales. It is algthin Historic Landscape Character
Area (HLCA) 345: Herbrandston while Lower Winslenghin HLCA 319: Hoaten-
Hasguard. These areas are intended to define pldeae local land-use patterns
have left particularly strong or distinctive evidenn the landscape (Murphy &
Ludlow, 2000).

The 1876 1st edition OS map shows the holdinggtorfaler a pattern of large,
generally regular fields of probable relativelyelatate, while the fields immediately
to the north of Woodend are much smaller and ileggindicating probable earlier,
medieval enclosure possibly associated with théesatnt of Walwyn's Castle. The
area is now predominantly under improved pastutlk seme rough-grazing.

One holding is located within the community of Milfl Haven, centred on NGR
SM92230551, between the town of Milford Haven te west and an oil refinery to
the east. It again lies within the Milford Haven ¥&favay Registered Landscape and
also within HLCA 322: Scoveston-Burton. The 1875ddition Ordnance Survey
map depicts a landscape of large, generally re@elds with, to the south of the
holding, a remnant of a medieval strip-field systhiat was possibly associated with
the documented nearby medieval settlement of Ne(#enton, 1811). The field
pattern has changed little to the present day sipdeidominantly under improved
pasture.

Two further holdings are located to the north &f #ilage of Portfield Gate within
the community of Camrose, centred on NGRs SM9243 Bxidd SM91871576
respectively. Again there is a remnant of a medistrgp-field system preserved in
the landscape, within the westernmost holding atd/éen the two holdings. The
fields further north and east are larger and megellar, suggesting later, possibly
post-medieval, enclosure.

Full descriptions of the relevant HLCAs are pre&ddat the end of this report.



Archaeological and Historic Content

Perhaps the most notable site of archaeologicadast within the farm boundaries is
the Scheduled Ancient Monument Woodsend burnt m¢8AdM PE475, PRN 3166).
These sites are generally thought to date fronBtbeze Age (c2000 - 500BC) and
may have been used as cooking sites or saunad.matmds are usually identified
on the ground as grass covered horseshoe shapedisnoiuneat shattered stone and
charcoal, located in wet areas. The Woodsendssdenell-preserved shield-shaped
mound lying a few metres south of a stream in baggynd. A further, substantially
intact, burnt mound, Great Hoarton (PRN 2989) e®rded at Lower Winsle.

A stone-lined underground chamber (PRN 8155) wasmed during a field visit in
1975 and it was suggested that it might be cist-siin isolated stone-lined pit
assumed to have held a human burial of prehistoriater date. However, further
investigation of the feature later in the same yaited to locate it at the position
recorded and it seems probable that this recoeds¢b the subterranean icehouse
(PRN 94333) within the woods several metres tonbst.

Icehouses were introduced into Britain in the mil tentury and were typically
underground chambers constructed near a sourcetd@nice. Doors or openings
usually faced to the north to help keep the icedroand it would help to preserve and
chill food all year round. It is possible that M&odsend icehouse is associated with
the nearby Robeston Hall, an™i&ntury mansion with early £Zentury origins,

which was badly damaged by fire in 1921.

Traditional buildings survive at High Mead (PRN 293 and Lower Winsle (PRN
93336) and there is a"1@entury cottage at Woodsend (PRN 94335) thatlis st
inhabited.

A gazetteer of all the recorded archaeology witheafarm boundaries appears below.
Key Objective

The farm contains a Scheduled Ancient Monument amdr@agement
priority is to preserve and maintain this monume&rtherwise, the key
objective for the farm is to retain the landscapetinuity and the upkeep of
traditional buildings.

B2) HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT FEATURES

All known historic environment features are markedViap 1 of this agreement

These are divided into three types:

i) Archaeological and Historic Features: Archaealabsites, earthwork monuments,
ruined structures and individual historic gardestiiees.

i) Traditional Buildings: Structures built befot®18 using traditional materials and
methods of construction.



iii) Historic Parks and Gardens: Discrete areasuod laid out in an ornamental way
for the pleasure of the owner.

All historic environment features have been alledatategories of importance:
Site Status A: Sites and Monuments of National Irtge.

Site Status B: Sites/Features of Regional Impoganc

Site Status C: Sites/Features of Local Importance.

Site Status D: Minor and damaged sites.

Site Status U: Sites requiring further investigatio

General requirements

Historic earthworks, stone structures, archaeodgites, traditional buildings, parks
and gardens must all be retained and protectedstigdgamage. The management of
these features must comply with the following gahezquirements.

- Do not remove any material from archaeologicaksitehistoric features, or
deposit spoil, farm waste or rubbish.

« Ensure contractors and all other workers on tha fare aware of the historic
environment features and comply with the requiresienthis agreement.
They should take appropriate measures to avoidiectal damage.

- Do not carry out any excavation, erect any newcstine or plant any trees
without the prior approval of the Project Officer.

« Do not site new fencing or vehicular tracks on aegflogical or historic sites
without the prior approval of the Project Officer.

« Ensure that the use of metal detectors and thetnegof discoveries
complies with the Treasure Act 1996 and associabeés of practice. The
Portable Antiquities Scheme website (http://wwwdBrorg.uk) provides
valuable guidance and information.

« Please report all discoveries of archaeologicakredt to the Dyfed
Archaeological Trust (01558 823131). This enalihesrt to maintain an up-to-
date record of archaeological discoveries.

"Scheduled" Ancient Monuments (SAMs) have statutoryprotection and consent
from Cadw may be required for works to these monumets. Consult the Project
Officer for advice.

"Listed Buildings" also have statutory protection and permission from the Local
Planning Authority may be required for some works.This also applies to
buildings within the curtilage of a listed building. Consult the Project Officer for
Advice

In addition to these general requirements you roostply with the specific sets of
prescriptions set out below:

1) ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORIC FEATURES:

Archaeological sites, earthwork monuments, ruinedtsuctures and individual
historic garden features.



Location and description:

A search of the regional Historic Environment RelcER) held by the Dyfed
Archaeological Trust has identified the followinges and monuments which are
indicated on Map 1.

Other sites may be known to the landowner and thleseld be identified to the
Project Officer who will pass the information tetDyfed Archaeological Trust.

Name (& PRN) Period/Site type  NGR Status SAM/listing Management
required
1 WOODS END Prehistoric burnt SM8789101: A SAM PE475 Specific
COTTAGE (3166) mound

A low mound lying a few metres south of a strearhaggy ground at the foot of a north-facing slopee
mound measures 7.5m x 5.5m x 0.4m high and cortdistsiall burnt stone and black spoil. The mound is
partly grass and partly scrub-covered. (R.C. Tur@adw IAM, 13/07/1995). One of the best-preserved
prehistoric burnt mounds selected from a groupQoéthidied in the area of Milford Haven. These cogki
places are common in Dyfed and are one of thedmestes of evidence for prehistoric settlement.

-
-

ght), looking northwest,

(Left) Looki g northeast across the area of the burn mound, which is hidden benh thick oergrh. (Ri
showing part of the mound under grass before the scrub takes over.

The site was seen during the 2009 Tir Gofal arcloggmal farm visit to be within an area of waterdegl
marsh at the northern edge of a pasture field cadjato the field boundary. The mound itself idicifit to
see as it has become very overgrown with thickisand thorns, although it was possible to disdsrn i
limits. The areas of the mound free from overgroar under thick grass but the area around the dhoun
base near the fence are heavily poached..

2 GREAT ?Prehistoric burnt SM8369088¢ B Specific
HOATON;EAST mound
WINSLE (2989)

A natural mound, 9m wide x 0.3m high, adjacent sdraam, with overlying black soil and burnt staéts
eastern end (JH based on GW 1995). The locatitimeainound was seen during the 2009 Tir Gofal
archaeological farm visit to be within a fenced s#ttion of a pastoral field alongside a streanis Ténced
off area is heavily overgrown with impenetrablerbbdes and trees, which totally obscured the paénti
archaeology.
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Location of the possible burnt mound (PRN 2989), ol

3 WOODSEND (94333) Post-Medieval ice  SM8760102¢ B Specific
house

Ice House recorded on the 1876 1st edition Ordn&uniceey map, within woods surrounding Woodsend
Farmstead.

.

(PRN 94333)

The site was seen during the 2009 Tir Gofal arcloggmal farm visit, although the interior of theatere

was not looked at due to accessibility and vidipfliroblems. The subterranean, circular ice-hosi$eciated
on the high southern bank above a stream flowingugh broadleaf woodland. Little of the featurelddee
seen from the surface other than the square-steatlre, on its northern edge, constructed ofhigug
dressed sandstone that angled steeply to theant@tie top is under a cover of earth, now thickly
overgrown. The owner had previously been into tieehiouse and described it as having a domed ceiling
and niches within the sidewalls. Winter ice wasspreably available from the nearby stream.

WOODSEND (8155) Unknown SM8778102¢ U Generic
unknown

Record of a stone-lined, underground chamber. Rifhigt 2001 The recorded area of this site was seen
during the 2009 Tir Gofal archaeological farm visit no features were noted. It seems likely thist t
record refers to the stone-lined icehouse (PRN S¥RB®ated nearby at NGR SM87601026.

(94328) Post-Medieval SM9257157C C Generic
quarry

Recorded as 'Old Quarry' on the 1889 1st editialn@nce Survey map and presumed disused before the
end of the 19th century. This site was not seemgduhe 2009 Tir Gofal archaeological farm visit.

(94332) Post-Medieval well SM9174155- C Generic

Well recorded on the 1889 1st edition edition OrdreaSurvey map. Still shown on modern mapping. The
site was not seen during the 2009 Tir Gofal arcluggcal farm visit.

WOODSEND (94334) Post-Medieval SM87621027 C Generic
quarry

Recorded as 'Old Quarry' the 1876 1st edition Ordnance Survey map and preswlisused before tt



end of the 19th century.

> e )

Looking southeast across the quarry crate (PRN 94334).
The quarry was seen during the 2009 Tir Gofal aolagical farm visit, located within the woods et
west of Woodsend cottage. It is an extensive feattrere the rock has been removed from the hikslop
leaving a large, open crater. The edges and babe gfuarry have now become overgrown and wooded.

EAST WINSLE; Post-Medieval well SM8366089¢ C Generic
LOWER WINSLE

(94337)
Well associated with East Winsle Farmstead (PRN88YtBcorded on the 1876 1st edition Ordnance

Survey map. Still shown on modern mapping. The wall seen during the 2009 Tir Gofal archaeological
farm visit to be a spring by the nearby stream wighstructure built around it.

Historic Environment Objectives:
The purpose of the management is to:

« Ensure the survival of visible features.
- Ensure archaeological deposits beneath the grawufate are not disturbed.
« Prevent progressive degradation by adopting swdibgrfarming practices.

In order to achieve this you will need to obsehe following:
Generic Management Prescriptions see also General Requirements - Section B2

1. Maintain the agreed stocking level to encouegeund grass sward or low
growing vegetation, without poaching or causingse&no.

2. Do not install new drains or underground semszice

3. Locate feeding and watering stations away frathaeological and historic
features.

4. Avoid using heavy machinery on sites or closarttaeological and
historic features, especially in wet weather.

5. Do not plough archaeological or historic feasyuie cultivate so close as to
cut into the remains. A minimum buffer zone of Zradvised. In the case of
monuments already under cultivation and where ¢ineeament does not
exclude the monument from cultivation, ensure thatdepth of cultivation is
not increased.

6. Remove any dead and unstable trees from theityicif archaeological and
historic features with care, leaving roots to rositu. Ensure that machinery
does not cause further disturbance. Agree withPtiogect Officer a suitable
method for repairing any damage caused, for exarbgle/ind-throw.

7. Control scrub on archaeological and historit¢uiess by cutting. Roots must



be left in the ground and must not be pulled or duig Treatment with an
approved herbicide may, exceptionally, be permiittealgreement with the
Project Officer. (Capital Works Option).

8. Do not burn materials on site.

9. Ensure that rabbits are kept under controlpbtiby excavating within an
archaeological or historic feature.

10. Consult your Project Officer a suitable metfardrepairing any damage
caused by burrowing animals. (Capital Works Option)

Specific Management Requirements for individual arbaeological and historic
features.

The following individual sites and monuments arbjsct to specific management
prescriptions which are in addition to and (in tlase of conflict) take precedence
over the generic requirements:

Site 1 on MAP 1 WOODS END COTTAGE (3166) SM87891013

In addition to the Generic Management Prescriptions listed above the following management is
recommended.

The site is a Scheduled Ancient Monument (SAM PE¥&Bd specific management recommendations
were sought from the Cadw Field Monuments wardeheatime of the HE1 report. The requested
recommendations (13/01/2009) were as follows:

The archaeological description of the monument nesnanchanged from the previous reports. The site
lies by a stream on the northern edge of field @&ler 0016. The field is grazed by cattle. The
permanent pasture has not been ploughed for at38agars. Hawthorn, blackthorn, reeds and
brambles also grow on the mound. The conditiomefrhonument has been recorded as stable, since
the condition is unchanged from the preceding visitwever, the monument would benefit from some
clearance of vegetation.

Current Management:

The field had not been ploughed during the 6 ypems to the last FMW visit, so Agricultural Class
Consent is not applicable. Ploughing within theestthed area is not permitted.

The current condition of the monument is not id&ale growth of scrub within the scheduled area is
potentially causing root damage to sub-surfaceasclogical remains.

Grazing of the monument is beneficial, though mayehto be avoided during periods of wet weather
to avoid stock erosion.

Recommendations for Management within the Tir G8iteme:

Tir Gofal General Requirements and Historic Envinemt Objectives should be applied to the site.
The aim of the management should be to retain d goass cover within the scheduled area.

The monument would benefit from the following:

1) Continued grazing by cattle, and sheep if pdssib

2) Cutting of vegetation from the mound, cuttingms$ at ground level, leaving roots in-situ and
undertaking work when ground conditions are dryaftoid damaging the ground surface). Cut
vegetation should be removed from the scheduledl are

3) The scheduled area should not be ploughed.

4) The scheduled area may need to be protectelbblyie fencing during periods of wet weather, to



avoid poaching of the ground surface.
5) Licks or feeders should not be placed on thendou

Site 2 on MAP 1 GREAT HOATON; EAST WINSLE (2989) SM83690884

In addition to the Generic Management Prescriptions listed above the following management is
recommended.

The fencing off of the stream edge of the field pastected the possible burnt mound from potential
poaching by cattle but the resulting overgrowtlikisly to cause root damage to any sub-surface
archaeological remains.

Preventative maintenance
This possible burnt mound would benefit from theachnce of vegetation, cutting stems at ground

level, leaving roots in-situ and undertaking workem ground conditions are dry (to avoid damaging
the ground surface). The cut vegetation shouldigmoded of away from the area of archaeology.

Site 3 on MAP 1 WOODSEND (94333) SM87601026

In addition to the Generic Management Prescriptions listed above the following management is
recommended.

The icehouse appeared to be well preserved arzhtiiégmmediate threat was from encroaching
vegetation and some control would be advised.dtse understood that the feature has been used in
the past for the dumping of rubbish.

Preventative maintenance

Monitor trees close to the feature and considéinéeature trees that are at risk of windthrow and
remove branches that pose a threat from falling.

Rubbish should be removed and the area kept clear.

i) TRADITIONAL BUILDINGS:

Location and Description:

Traditional buildings are those built before c.1k#g traditional materials and
methods of construction, to serve the needs obmesty farming practices. Typically,
they will use locally available materials and skithough mass-produced materials
(bricks, corrugated iron) may sometimes be loogtlgracteristic.

The following traditional buildings have been idéat:

Name (& PRN) Period/Site type  NGR Status SAM/listing Management
required
4 EAST WINSLE; Post-Medieval SM8374090( B Specific
LOWER WINSLE farmstead
(94336)

An 'L'-shaped farmstead complex is recorded on the 18&7dit®on Ordnance Survey map with a sepa



farmhouse and garden to the west. The farm wasdgérg the 2009 Tir Gofal archaeological farmwisi
Only the north-south range survives of the L-shagmdplex, originally comprising a threshing barigsty
and cart shed - the latter two have subsequendy benverted into stables. There is no discerrtadte of
the east-west range. A further cart shed and asted initially stood adjacent to the farmhouse fzancke
been converted for domestic use.

The threshing barn at Lower

The northernmost building in the farmstead comfdeke threshing barn, a two-storey, gable-ended
building of rubble stone construction. The origiakte roof has since been replaced with box-erdifil.
There are two wide groundfloor doorways in the tlcand, in the rear wall, a double-door access and
external steps leading to the loft access. All daoe red-painted solid wood planking. There are
groundfloor and loft windows in each gable, therapes now boarded up, and loft ventilation windamws
both front and rear walls. The interior floor ha&eh concreted and the building is now used foagmrThe
loft was not looked at and it is understood thatftbor timbers are unsafe in places. The accesk to the
farmstead runs between the southern gable of teshimg barn and the northern gable of, what was
originally, the pigsty.

Lower Winsle gatepost

Between these two buildings is a gateway flankedubstantial cylindrical stone gateposts cappéid wi
concrete. The pigsty has been converted to a dvédud&, which has raised the height with breezeiddo
almost that of the adjacent cart shed and re- coibfeith box-profile tin.



Converted pigsty and cart shed at Lower Winsle

The raised facade and north-facing gable have fa@ea in stone to blend in with the buildings eitkide.
The adjacent building to the south was originalbea shed with two bays and a doorway in the facat
a further cart bay in the rear wall. The buildisgyable ended and slate roofed. The bays havericd b
arches above and the two in the facade have subisiyjbeen partially blocked and dressed with neckb
when the building was converted to a stable bldtiere are diamond shaped apertures - possibly aeth
- high in the gable walls. The interior is operthie A-frame roof timbers and there is a remnarodibling
within the middle bay. Breezeblock walls now pastitthe building into three stables.

HIGHMEAD (94329) Post-Medieval SM9231154¢ B Generic
farmstead

Farmstead recorded on the 188%tiition Ordnance Survey map with farm buildingsalied around a yard
and a separate farmhouse and enclosed garden. Modg@ping suggests that traditional buildings survi
The farmstead was not seen during the 2009 Tirl@othaeological farm visit but it is understoodrfr the
owner that the buildings are now rendered with cetecand there are no present plans for renovation
restoration.

PROVIDENCE PLACE Post-Medieval SM9161155¢ B Generic
(94330) chapel house

Recorded on the 1889' &dition Ordnance Survey map and still shown onemodnapping. The site was
not seen during the 2009 Tir Gofal archaeologiaahfvisit.

METHODIST CHAPEL Post-Medieval SM9163155¢ B Generic
(94331) chapel

Wesleyan Methodist Chapel recorded on the 188#8dibn Ordnance Survey map. Building marked on
modern mapping but not named. The site was notdaeng the 2009 Tir Gofal archaeological farm tvisi

WOODSEND (94335) Post-Medieval SM8772103¢ B Generic
cottage

Cottage site recorded on the 1876 1st edition Orcm&urvey map and it is still lived in. A gableded,
slate-roofed, lofted building with a red brick chmiay at either end. There are extensions to botraaads
west that appear contemporary with the main buildaithough the eastern side has been reroofeatlin r
tiles. There are modern farm buildings to the e&#ie cottage, constructed from breezeblock and
corrugated-iron. The cottage was seen during th&dfal archaeological farm visit but, as a dontesti
residence, it does not form part of the scheme.

Historic Environment Objectives:

The purpose of the management is to:

Promote the survival of traditional buildings o flarm
Prevent progressive decay of traditional buildittgeugh neglect.



« Promote the sympathetic use of traditional buildimgthin sustainable
farming practice.

In order to achieve this you will need to obsehe following:
Generic Management Prescriptions - see also Genefdequirements section B2

1. Those traditional buildings in a weatherprodd arstructurally sound
condition must be maintained in a weatherproof dmrd

2.Those traditional buildings or parts of tradiabbuildings that have not
been previously modified must be maintained usiaditional materials and
methods of construction.

3. Characteristics and features which reflect hystmd function of the
traditional buildings identified in this agreememtst not be removed.

4. Wherever practicable, repair original featuagber than replace them.
(Capital Works Option)

5. Repairs should be unobtrusive and make usepsbppate traditional
materials and methods of construction. (Capital K& @ption)

6. When repair is not possible, replacement featomest be modelled on the
originals, using the same materials and methodsmdtruction. (Capital
Works Option)

7. Ensure the retention and sympathetic repairsdbhic coverings and
finishes such as lime-wash, lime-render or wealioarrding. The appropriate
traditional materials must be used. (Capital Wd@lsion)

8. Do not disturb protected species (such as bdiaro owls) that use the
building. If these species are present you willbhedéicence from CCW to
carry out any work on the building.

Specific Management Requirements for individual Tralitional Buildings:

The following individual traditional buildings aseibject to specific management
prescriptions which are in addition to and (in tlase of conflict) take precedence
over these generic requirements:

Site 4 on MAP 1 EAST WINSLE; LOW ER WINSLE (94336) SM83740900

In addition to the Generic Management Prescriptions listed above the following management is
recommended.

The farm buildings at Lower Winsle are all in gamahdition and are weathertight, two through the
fitting of modern box-profile roofs. Although themrversion of the pigsty into a stable block has now
disguised the look of the original range, carebieen careful to blend in with the buildings eitbiete.
Ideally its roof, and that of the threshing baroewd be returned to slate but this would obviousdy
expensive. The following recommendations are verglsscale, designed to stop minor problems
from escalating and to help maintain the traditidnaldings in a stable condition.

Grant aid is available through Tir Gofal for theintanance and repair of traditional buildings. Tir
Gofal advice advocates the use of materials thathhthose used originally. Repairs should be
undertaken on a like for like basis, modelled andhiginals using similar materials and methods of
construction. Future maintenance should considerbiest to keep the character of the farmstead
group as a whole, rather than focussing on onécpéat building at the expense of the others.



Repair

As a general rule remedial work should be guidethkbyneed to ensure long-term survival, whilst
maintaining the character of the building. It stiblé noted that this report does not comment or
advise on the structural state of the buildings.

There is little repair work that is obviously recpd on the farm buildings, with just some very mino
repairs to dislodged slates and ridge tiles orctiteshed possible. Repair is always preferable to
replacement, keeping as much of the original fabfithe building as possible replacement is only to
be carried out where necessary.

Preventative maintenance

The exposed stonework of the threshing barn staps tegetation growing on them and there is some
limited vegetation on the southern gable end otdre shed and on a gate post.

Consider cutting back vegetation on the walls, ilggthe roots in situ. Spot treat to prevent rewgio

i) HISTORIC PARKS AND GARDENS:

There are no Historic Parks and Gardens in the Dyfe Archaeological Trust Historic
Environment Record for the application area
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Fig 3: Map showing the Lower Winsle holding
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MILFORD HAVEN WATERWAY

HISTORIC LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA:
319 HOATEN — HASGUARD

GRID REFERENCE: SM 835092
AREA IN HECTARES: 2557

Historic Background

A large character area lying on the north sidéhefilford Haven waterway, in the parishes of
Hasguard, Marloes, St Bride’s, and Walwyn's Castieich lay within the medieval Barony of
Walwyn'’s Castle. It also includes most of the gladf St Ishmael’s, roughly coterminous with the
Sublordship of St Ishmael’'s which was a membehefltordship of Haverford. The majority of the
present farms and landholdings can be identifigd miedieval manors, which were subject to a
complex process of division and sub-infeudatiofofeing the break-up of the Earldom of Pembroke
in 1247. Mullock and Bicton farms are the successbidetached holdings, lying within the
Sublordship of St Ishmael’s, representing the “gti's fee held of the Lordship of Pembroke by the
Lords of Dale from at least 1247. By the latd' t@ntury, Great Hoaten and Little Hoaten each
amounted to % knight's fee, held of St Ishmaelssmirents from the former were assessed at £4 3s
10%d. Sandy Haven represented % knight's fee fedkbof St Ishmaels. Held of the Barony of
Walwyn's Castle were theaput itself at Walwyn’s Castle village, with its ringwocastle and parish
church, 1 knight's fee at Hasguard (adjacent tgoirésh church and glebe), % knight's fee at St&si
and 9/10ths knight's fee at Ripperston. Differemtividuals held all these manors, while Butterivids
the property of Haverfordwest Priory. However, ¥iagious ownerships did not result in differing
tenurial arrangements, and there was a homogerttespof enclosure. By the "L 8entury, a number
of these holdings had been acquired by the Allamiljavho became the major landowners in the area.
The earliest maps of this area, which date to tlietonlate 18 century, show a landscape almost
identical to that of today. Virtually every farmdly then been established and the landscapegef lar
regular fields laid out. Land holdings were substdnand the farmers clearly wealthy as many could
afford to commission estate maps that depictethaltletails of their estates, including gardens,
orchards and parks. The situation has changesl dittr the past two and a half centuries, as m1sho
by 19" century estate maps, tithe maps and Ordnance \soraps. The origin of the f&entury and
modern landscape landscape is not clear. It iSlgeghat the medieval hamlets employed open field
systems that were engrossed into single holdindgtemland enclosed in the late medieval period or
early modern period. A group of small farms towest of St Ishmael's — Whiteholm’s Farm, Slatehill,
The Gann — do not fit this pattern and appear t@ lieeen carved out of common land perhaps in the



18" century, as early focentury maps show these as apparently newly cteateall-holdings. Also,
the farm-names West Lodge and Newfoundland indisiatédar late origins, and neither is mentioned
until the 18" century, while Kensington Place was establishetheyld' century owners of St Brides
mansion.

Description and essential historic landscape compents

This is a large historic landscape character atiag between the coast of the Milford Haven watgrwa
and the coast of St Brides Bay. Essentially it jdeieau between 30m and 60m which is dissected by
small, narrow valleys. It is an agricultural landge, and apart from small stands of deciduous
woodland on some of the steeper valley sides, amtalsstandards in hedges and shelterbelts around
settlements, it is virtually treeless. Farmingighly intensive, of both arable and improved passtur
with very little rough or under-utilised land. Fdslare large and regular, and bounded by high earth
banks topped by hedges. Hedges are generally a@itamed, and because of the windswept nature of
the area are rarely overgrown. In more exposeditotathe hedges are very low, but are more
substantial in some of the sheltered valleys. Tdw&t Brides Bay there are occasional mortared
walls, but these are rare. The settlement patteoné of dispersed farms. Farmhouses and outbgsidin
are generally large, a reflection of the past amdgnt relative agricultural wealth of the arean8tis
used almost exclusively in both the older dwellamgl older farm buildings. These buildings have
machine cut slate roofs, although a few examplestarfe tile roofs, possibly of local origin, surgiv
Many of the houses are cement rendered, but aam@es of slate-hung walls are present,
particularly in the more exposed locations. Mosides are two-storey and possess features that
indicate that they were remodelled or construatetthé late 18 century or early 19century in the
Georgian tradition. However, many houses have featwhich indicate earlier origins. such as Sandy
Haven Farm. Included in this area are very suhisidmuses such as the semi-derelict earl§ 18
century and 19 century mansion of Butterhill, the similar houséaarson with its walled garden, and
the house at Windmill Park which is grade Il list&analler farmhouses and other older dwellings are
present and are generally of latd"t@ntury or 18 century date, with examples in both the vernacular
and the polite Georgian tradition. Included in thisa is the hamlet of Sandy Haven with severl 19
century and 20 century houses. This was originally a small figffiat-building hamlet, although
there are no formal quays or jetties. Substardiagjes of stone-built outbuildings usually accompany
the larger farms, often set around a courtyardyVage collections of late 30century farm buildings
are a distinctive feature of the landscape. Sommad#ave reused World War 2 military structures as
outbuildings such as reconstructed aircraft hangargeneral the smaller farms have less substantia
old and modern outbuildings. There are no settlémlesters in the area and few modern houses. An
exception are the mid #@entury houses at Walwyn’s Castle. Apart fromrtteglieval church of St
James at Walwyn’s Castle with its substantial towaigious buildings are not a major component of
the historic landscape. However, of note is thelidrchurch of St Peters at Hasguard which isgrad
B listed, and a small {&entury chapel on an arm of the Sandy Haven imidividual archaeological
sites provide only a minor component of the histtandscape, but they include iron age forts, beonz
age standing stones, round barrows and burnt mpsadsral prehistoric flint working floors, and
traces of a windmill at Windmill Park from the pesedieval period.

To the west, south and east this area is genavallydefined as it borders character areas thataon
distinctively different components, except to theth against St Ishmael's area where there isewr cl
boundary. Similarly to the north this area mergéh areas yet to be defined.

Conservation priorities

The majority of the historic landscape componemthis area are well managed and in good condition.
However, the condition of field boundaries shoutdnhonitored to ensure no deterioration takes place.
Some consideration should be given to the possghise of those historic farm buildings that may be
coming to the end of their agricultural life.

Sources Charles 1992; Jones 1996; Marloes Parish tithe 184 3; NLW MAP 7575; Nash 1986;
Owen 1911; Owen 1918; PRO D/ER/3/6; PRO/D/RKL/1184%17; PRO HDX/80/66; St Ishmael’'s
Parish tithe map 1839; Walker 1950; Walwyn’s CaBteish tithe map 1842



MILFORD HAVEN WATERWAY

HISTORIC LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA:

322 SCOVESTON - BURTON

GRID REFERENCE: SM 926082
AREA IN HECTARES: 2550

Historic Background

A large character area lying the north of the Miffélaven waterway, within the ecclesiastical passh
of Llangwm, Llanstadwell, Rosemarket and SteyndMuch of the area formed part of the medieval
Manor of Pill, part of the larger Manor (or Sublshib) of Pill and Roch, which was created under the
de Roches between 1100 and 1130. Its relationsittipthe Lordship of Haverford, of which it was
notionally a member, was always a matter of disgeiléwas a large and important manor with a
caput at the head of Castle Pill (pill is a local teron & tidal inlet) at the west end of the area —
possibly on the site of an iron age hillfort antkiea Civil War defence. The southeast end ofdles
lies within the parish of Burton, which represenéedetached portion of the Lordship of Pembroke.
Burton parish church was present by 1291. The Méaadt parish) of Llangwm, to the north, was a
holding of the de Vales until a Roche kinsman, &illile la Roche, acquired it in the latd' t&ntury.
The Roches granted ‘six bovates of land in Studdapd five acres of land with half a carucate of
land in the same township’ to the Tironian Pilld?yiin its late 12 century foundation charter.
Hayston was present in the"ldentury. The present settlement pattern appedrs af relatively late
origin as only a few of today’s farms and landhieg can be identified with medieval manors and
townships. Scoveston is not recorded until the tafticentury, while the remainder — Jordanston,
Norton, Milton, Westfield etc — were not recordetilthe 16" and 17-centuries. Some, such as
Oxland, are 18 century in origin. Nevertheless, these diffeqgatiods of origin are not reflected in
any differing tenurial arrangements, and a homogemattern of enclosure has resulted. By the time
of the first estate maps in the laté"k&ntury and the tithe survey in the 1840s thedaaple of today
had been established. There are hints that atpesist of the area had evolved from open fieldesyst
For instance, enclosed strip fields are shown tatesnaps on the east side of Castle Pill and ¢tse
the very small village of Burton. No traces of thasrips now remain. The area has remained priynaril
agricultural but its military potential has longdmeapparent. Castle Pill was fortified by Roydistes

in 1643, with an 18 gun fort garrisoned by 300 nEre massive inland Scoveston Fort was the only
defensive work to be constructed after the 1860aR@pmmission report on defence proposed a ring
of forts around the Milford Haven waterway to prewi from landward attack. Railways also crossed
the area, to Neyland in 1856 and Milford Haven&59.

Description and essential historic landscape compents

This very extensive historic landscape characts axtends from the town of Milford Haven in the
west, along the northern shore of the waterway [dagtand and up to and past the village of
Llangwm. Despite its size it is a remarkably cohétandscape consisting of large farms, dispersed
houses and large, regular fields. Although it tikese to Milford Haven waterway, this area only
directly borders the sea at a few locations neatdduand Llangwm. Pasture is the dominant land-use,
with a little arable land particularly in the westgart of the area. There is virtually no rougwaiste
ground. Apart from deciduous trees on steep validgs, such as at Castle Pill and Barnwell Pill, in
some sheltered hollows, and on the banks of théoMilHaven waterway, this is not a landscape
characterised by woodland. Occasional trees aoepaésent in some hedgerows. Earth banks topped
with hedges are the main boundary type. Hedgegaarerally well-maintained, although in the
northern part of the area some are becoming owergamd a few are derelict. Burton Mountain and
Williamston Mountain, once one of the few operaaren the Milford Haven waterway is divided into
large fields by banks and hedges. Apart from Buvitiage the settlement pattern is one of dispersed
farms and houses. There are several mansions i@adffams within this area, including Jordanston
Farm, Williamston, East Hook and Studdolph Hallorfeoof these houses are of some antiquity, such
as East Hook, a f7century and 18century house next to the ruins of &' b@ntury house, and others
indicate the minor gentry origins of the largemfiar such as the three storey Georgian house of
Jordanston. Some of the larger houses, Castlefdtakample, have been demolished. Attached to
most of these large houses are ranges of stone-t@liicentury, and sometimes earlier, outbuildings,



often arranged around a courtyard, and sometinteoe®e distance from the dwelling. The wide range
of buildings at Castle Hall Farm are a good exampkhis type. Gardens and parkland survive at some
of these larger houses. Interspersed across ttsdape are smaller farms. The houses take a vafiety
forms, but in the main they date to thé"x@ntury, and are stone-built, rendered, slateethadnd
broadly in the Georgian tradition. Many have beedarnised. Older farmhouses and modern
farmhouses are also present, presumably replacemieérlier structures. Old outbuildings are also
stone-built, but usually of just one or two rangdsst farms of this size have large ranges of moder
steel and concrete outbuildings. Dispersed modeusds are present in this area, but are not aimgfin
characteristic, apart from west and north of Jostam Here mid 20century semi-detached houses in
a fairly dense scatter are a distinct feature efldmdscape. At Burton, the only village withinsthirea,
the medieval parish church of St Mary together \&ittiuster of late 8century and 19 century
dwellings is surrounded by late2@entury housing, including a small estate. Othgidngs include

the massive remains of Scoveston Fort, an elenf¢heonid 19" century military defence of the

Milford Haven waterway. Given the large extenttugtarea it is not surprising that there are adarg
number and variety of archaeological sites. Howetherse do not greatly characterise the landscape.
Of interest are: several prehistoric funerary andal sites, including standing stones, chambered
tombs and round barrows, an iron age fort withslight remains of a Civil War fort, several

prehistoric find spots, medieval mill and windngites, and World War 2 defensive features.

To the south and east the boundary of this areariswell-defined against the Milford Haven
waterway, the town of Milford Haven, the town ofyiend, an Oil Refinery and a large tract of
woodland. On other sides this area is very diffitaidefine, and any boundary should be considared
zone of change rather than hard-edged.

Conservation priorities

The majority of the historic landscape componemthis area are well managed and in good condition.
However, the condition of field boundaries shoutdnhonitored to ensure no deterioration takes place.
Currently the boundary between this area and tighbeuring urban areas is precise. Careful
management of this urban fringe should continumamtain the present distinction. Some
consideration should be given to the possible ezlud those historic farm buildings that may be
coming to the end of their agricultural life.

Sources Burton Parish tithe map 1840; Charles 1992; J48988; Llangwm Parish tithe map 1841;
Llanstadwell Parish tithe map 1849, LlanstadwelrdPart tithe map 1830; Ludlow 2002; NLW
PICTON CASTLE VOL 1; NLW R .K. LUCAS NO. 17, 19 &2 Page 2001; Price 1986; Pritchard
1907; PRO D/RKL/1194/4; PRO RKL/841; Rees 1975;dRaarket Parish tithe map 1843; Saunders
1964; Stainton Parish tithe map 1843

MILFORD HAVEN WATERWAY

HISTORIC LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA:
345 HERBRANDSTON

GRID REFERENCE: SM 866088
AREA IN HECTARES: 782

Historic Background

This character area is situated on the north shiottee Milford Haven waterway, within the paristafs
Herbrandston and Robeston West. Most of the préaems and landholdings can be identified with
medieval manors, which were subject to a complexgss of division and sub-infeudation following
the break-up of the Earldom of Pembroke in 1247st\d Herbrandston parish was a member of the
medieval Barony of Walwyn's Castle, which comprig#scarucates held of the barony ‘by homage'.
The settlement, the medieval ‘Villa Herberanditrsunds the parish church that belonged to the
Augustinian Haverfordwest Priory. Robeston Wesiigely coterminous with the medieval Manor of
Robeston, a member of the Lordship of Haverford wes probably not established until thé'14
century; during the T6century, it was held by the influential PerrottdHaroldston. The parish church
is associated with the site of the shrunken vilRobeston. Rickeston comprised % of a knight's fee,
held directly of the Earls of Pembroke as theirstad the lordship. St Botolph's lay within the Man



of Pill, whose lord granted it, along with a tenemi@ Robeston, to the Tironian Pill Priory in timéd

13" century. The chapel at St Botolph's (St Budoc’aw possession of the priory and appears to
have had burial rights; it may therefore be a pngd&-Norman Conquest foundation. These various
ownerships are not reflected in any differing téamlusrrangements, and a homogenous pattern of
enclosure existed. From the"&entury, when the first large-scale maps wereesua, the landscape
history of this area is similar to that of Hoatehlasguard to the west. These maps show an agraultu
landscape virtually identical to that of today. g@ifarms often with gardens, orchards and parks had
been established and large regularly shaped figild®ut. The origin of this landscape is uncertaint
many of the larger farms have medieval originssiiadg as agricultural hamlets with open field
systems. These open fields may have been enclosdbd late medieval period or early modern period
and the hamlets transformed into large, single $arm

Description and essential historic landscape compents

This historic landscape character area lies te#st of Sandy Haven on a plateau, lying between 30m
and 60m, which is dissected by several small vall&part from small stands of woodland in some of
these valleys and shelterbelts, and other plaivge to houses it is a treeless landscape. Lamisues
mixture of arable and improved pasture. There ig ligtle rough grazing or neglected land. Thediel
pattern is one of large enclosures. Earth bankset iy hedges bound these. Hedges are generally
well maintained, although a few examples are beegravergrown and gaps are appearing in others.
Apart from the village of Herbrandston, the setiatpattern is of dispersed farms. Farms are large,
and indeed the houses of several of them are, @&, weansions — Roberston Hall, Rickerston Hall, St
Botolphs and Herbrandston Hall - although smalieeltings are also present. Smaller farmhouses are
generally late 18 century or 19 century and stone-built, slate roofed, two stovéth most examples

in the Georgian tradition. A few dispersed"x@ntury and 20 century dwellings are present.
Substantial ranges of stone-built outbuildings llgwecompany the larger farms, often set around a
courtyard. Herbrandston Hall and St Botolophs hgoed examples of high quality farm buildings, the
latter including three grade Il listed buildingsoM farms also have collections of laté"2@ntury
outbuildings. In general the smaller farms have gsstantial old and modern outbuildings.
Herbrandston is a compact village. Its centre, $eduon the medieval church of St Mary, still redain
something of its agricultural ancestry, withM@entury two-story cement rendered houses andesing|
storey cottages — both in the vernacular traditiaet around a small green. Twentieth century Ingusi
is also present here, with more substantial devedop on the fringes of the village. A pub and s¢hoo
are also located in the village. Other buildingghie area include the medieval church of St Jarnes a
Robeston West. Individual archaeological sitesnatea large component of the historic landscape.
Nevertheless iron age hillforts, a neolithic chareldetomb, bronze age burnt mounds and several find
spots of prehistoric artefacts lie in the area.

This area’s boundaries to the west against théititt of Sandy Haven and to the south against sea
cliffs and an oil refinery are well defined. Pafttloe area’s eastern boundary where it runs aldegsn
oil refinery is also very well defined. However,tte north and the east definition is less goode he
there is a zone of change, rather than a hard-eogeattary.

Conservation priorities

This historic landscape character area is undesiderable stress. Large portions of this area have
been swallowed up by oil refineries and forevemgjeal. The village of Herbrandston is changing in
character with modern housing expanding over sading fields. These changes to the landscape will
require careful management if the character ofahés is not to be altered. However, many of the
individual components of the historic landscapeiar@ good condition. These should be monitored to
ensure they are maintained. Some consideratioridsbewgiven to the possible reuse of those historic
farm buildings coming to the end of their agrictdtiife. Consideration should be given to the
designation of Herbrandston village as a consamnarea.

Sources Herbrandston Parish tithe map 1839; Jones 199@Ipl 1998; Ludlow 2002; NLW R K
LUCAS COLL NO. 16; Owen 1918; PRO D/RKL/1194/16211, 12, 15, 16 & 18; PRO HPR//21/3;
PRO D/RKL/932; Robeston West Parish tithe map 1843



