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Cam F (I(Jryn 

Of na ddeuai chwa i 'm suo 
0 Garn Fad1yn ddistuw bell 
Fe/ na chlywn y gynnuu ·n rhuo 
Ond gwrcmdo am gdn y dyddicm gwe/1 

Gweirglodddiau 

Cerddi 'r hdfarfud sanded au 'n 
Uithro dros wirgloddiau Llyn; 
Cerddi am jlodau 'r pren afalau 'n 
Dis taw ddisgyn un ac 1111. 

Cynan (Albert £1·ans Jones) 

This countryside we call Llyn is in the shape of a long arm of land stretching out into the sea; a thrust of hilly 
ground towards the West. some of it fertile, but most of it windswept and barren. There are some sheltered crevices 
where trees grow reasonably well. and here and there a hamlet tucked inro a fold in the ground. But the small field::., 
with their banked walls topped with gorse, the infrequent streams, the spare meadows and the rough patches of tilled 
ground are little more than interludes between the sea and the waste heights of the hills. Here, at this extremity of 
the peninsula, life is precarious: nothing rich to the eye save the sunsets and the blaze of heather or gorse on a fine 
summer day. 

Inland. w the East. there are farmlands where life is prosperous and cattle abound. where an abundance of trees 
gives shelter and firewood to the poor. where crops are less at the mercy of the weather and the soil responds 
generously to the labour of man and woman. Where the gentry, as tbey are called. have mansions ... the mansions 
are as sma ll as themselves, but these houses and their inhabitants riot in their pride and are pleased that their smal l 
lordship over man and cottage should be acknowledged. 

Ll. Wyn Griffith. The Wooden Spoon 
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1 Introduction and acknowledgements 

1.1 I listoricallandscape characteristics are the tangible evidenc.:e of the activities and habits of the people" ho 
occupied. developed. used and shaped the land to serve human needs in the past: they reflect the beliefs. 
attitudes, traditions and values of these people. They include the physical remains of all aspects of man ·s 
activities and exploitation in the past (above and below ground. known and potential), and our understanding. 
interpretation and even perception of tllOse remains. They may reflect a variety of activities occurring at one 
time. or evolving functions in different periods of time. The various characteristics of a landscape interrelate 
and may. in some cases. overlap. 

1.2 Countryside Commission (in its document Viewsfromthe Past. 1996) states that as managers we should be 
concerned with the historic character of the present landscape. and not with the study ofthe past for its own 
sake. fr places the idea of 'historic landscape character' at the centre of these ideas. It has been the aim of this 
project to identify the characteristics of the present landscape of Llyn which bear witness to rhe historical 
processes which have brought it about. to provide a basic commentary on the categories of infom1ation used. 
to relate these to existing landscape types and to define the scope for creative action within the ESA scheme to 
guide the continuing evo lution of the landscape, to sustain or even enhance elements considered essential to 
the historic character of the areas. 

1.3 In this study, the term 'historic character· has been preferred to ·historic landscape·, as it is 110\\ accepted that 
all landscape is historic in that it reflects, to a greater or lesser degree, the processes which have occurred in 
history and which have formed its present appearance. It is the variety. not necessarily of the processes but of 
their phys ical manifestations. which is important and which gives the present day landscape its many and 
varied historical characters. Landscapes can be described (and often deli ned) by their differenr ·characters·. 
and historical character (or time-depth dimension) is one strand of this. 

1.4 Characterisation is defined as the process of identifving and defining the particular charactc•ristics which make 
each area distinctive. and is rapidly emerging as the basis for a unified approach to describing and 
understanding the environment (Countryside Commission eta/, 1997. 4). 

I .5 This project received grant-aid from Cadw; Wel,<;h Historic Monuments and Countryside Co1.1ncil for Wal~s 
which is gratefully acknowledged. 

1.6 The author is grateful to a number of people for their contributions to this project rhe help and assistance 
provided by Margaret Griffith. "ho pur both her rime and her (unpublished) work al its disposal in the 
preparation of this report. is particularly appreciated: some of the background work for this project was 
originally compiled by Glyn Jones. on a work-placement within CCW; David Longley (GAT) and Richard 
Kelly (CCW) commented on earlier drafts of this report. and offered helpful advice throughout: Kate Geary 
provided the SMR data. in a number of fom1ats: and Margaret Mason proof-read the final drail report and 
made suggestions in discussions throughout. The work was carried out. and the report compiled. by David 
Thompson. 
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2 Purpose of report - aims and objectives 

2. 1 General 

2.1.1 This project and report was intended as a contribution towards the overall historic landscape initiative 
curremly being funded by Cadw: Welsh Historic Monuments. Countryside Council for Wales and ICOMOS 
UK. It origjnally had three main aims (a) to contribute to our understanding of Llyn as an area of identified 
historic landscape; (b) to aid ADAS's monitoring of the effectiveness of the ESA system of fam1ing 
conservation; and (c) to test a methodology for characterising historic landscape (see below). 

2.2 Llyn historic Landscape 

2.2. I The Llyn peninsula. including Bardsey. has been identified on rhe Register of Landscapes of Outstanding 
Historic Interest in Wales by Cadw, CCW and ICOMOS (Cadw: Welsh Historic Monuments, 1995. 
HLW(GW)8, pp 88-9). It contains important and well-preserved evidence ofland-use and settlement from the 
prehistoric period onwards, which contribute significantly to the present character and appearance of this 
landscape. parts of which are designated AONB, Heritage Coast and ESA. 

2.2.2 As a follow-up to the work on producing this register. Cadw put forward the suggestion that 'More work could 
be done on the characterisation of those registered historic landscapes that lie within ESAs. particularly with 
a view to reconciling these with the recent work on landscape types within each ESA. This, in tum, could lead 
to the particular features which characterise those historic landscapes being incorporated within individual 
farm plans. ' 

2.3 Llyn Eu viroumentally Sensitive Area 

2.3.1 The Llyn Peninsula Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) was designated in I 988 by the Secretary of State 
for Wales under provisions made in the Agriculture Act 1986 (Section 18). The ESA scheme aims to conserve 
and enhance the landscape, wildlife and historic interest of the area. 

2.3.2 Farmers with land in the ESA are invited to enter a voluntary agreement with WOAD for ten years. ln return 
for an annual payment. farmers agree to manage their land in ways that will help achieve the aims of the 
scheme. In each ESA an environmental monitoring programme has been established to help assess whether 
the Scheme meets its overall aims and objectives. The landscape monitoring element of this programme 
follows a national approach developed by ADAS for WOAD. For each ESA Landscape Type the important 
elements and features are defined, and objectives and prescriptions drawn up for their conservation. 

2.3 .3 The landsc~pe monitoring programme is designed to give an assessment of the impact of the ESA designation 
on landscape quality. Briefly, the approach is as follows. The overall landscape is composed of several 
distinctly different types of landscape, each with its own character and characteristics. The "key" 
characteristics are created by the various landscape elements and combinations of elements within each 
landscape type. If these elements change they will affect the key characteristics, the character of the landscape 
type and thus the quality of the overall landscape. 

2.3.4 The WOAD document Lleyn Peninsula Environmentally Sensitive Area- Landscape Assessment (1995) sets 
out the description and key characteristics of the landscape in the Lleyn Peninsula ESA. Monitoring is 
intended to identify changes to the landscape elements. These changes will be assessed first for their impact 
on the character of each landscape type and then, leading from this, assessed in the context of their impact on 
the overall character and quality of the ESA landscape. 

2.3.5 It was clear that the ADAS landscape assessment did not take sufficien t account of the historical dimension of 
the landscape, and therefore the impact of the !;:SA designation on e lements and features relating to the 
historical dimension cannot be adequately monitored. It was considered rhat this situation was in need of 
improvement and that rhe monitoring of the historical interest dimension of the scheme should be aided. 

2.3.6 The project was an attempt to work towards a definition of the important elements and features of the historic 
dimension of the Llyn ESA landscape, and to tie these in where appropriate to the various Landscape Types 
already identified by ADAS. It attempted to suggest ways in which the baseline statement for monitoring the 
historic landscape interest of the Llyn Peninsula ESA could be established. It also suggested broad 
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conservation objectives and management prescriptions for the landscape types, and in addition attempted to 
establish a mechanism whereby changes can be assessed for their impact on the historic character of each area. 

2.4 Beyond the ESA 

2.4.1 As this landscape characterisation project was originally concerned specifically with the landscape of the ESA 
and its management, produced for FRCA specifically for the purposes of landscape monitoring as described 
above. the work originally focused on the rural landscape as created and influenced by agricultural land 
management. 

2.4 .2 However. circumstances changed during the course of the project which meant that it (and the methodology) 
evolved to take account of these. The main factor was the realisation that the information being gathered for 
the ESA could be made appropriate to other landscape assessment and management initiatives, involving 
wider, non-agricultural, land-uses such as settlement, roads, industrial areas and so on 

2.4.3 The principal amongst these was a pilot scheme of the Countryside Council for Wales' s Landscape assessment 
and decision-making process (LANDMAP), which was carried out in the summer/winter of 1997 for the same 
area of Llyn. Landrnap is a rnanagemenl'-led method for assessing the landscape which is based on the 
creation of landscape policy areas which are created by a number of specialist inputs. Briefly, the historical 
aspect of landscape was identified as one of seven specialist inputs to this process , and it was soon recognised 
that the information collated (as well as the level of detail and the way in which it was put together) during this 
project was directly relevant (with one or two modifications) to the Landmap process. Details of the 
Landmap exercise cane br found in GAT Report no. 270. 

2.4.4 As a result, the scope of this study was widened to take account of other historical factors and to demonstrate 
the relevance of the work to wider landscape conservation and pi ann ing management 

2.5 Historic laudscnpe characterisation 

2.5 .I As has already been stated, the Countryside Commission (in its document Views from the Past, 1996) states 
that as managers we should be concerned with the historic character of the present landscape. and not with the 
study of the past for its own sake. It places the idea of 'historic landscape character· at the centre of these 
ideas. 

2.5.2 Characterisation is defined as the process of identifYing and defining the particular characteristics which make 
each area distinctil:e. and is rapidly emerging as the basis for a unified approach to describing and 
understanding the environment (Countryside Commission e1 at. 1997, 4). Ultimately. in order to be of any 
practical use, this has to be translated into the management of physical things. 

2.5.3 At present there is no standard. accepted methodology for establishing the historical characterisation of. 
landscape, and it was considered that Llyn , and this project, represented a good opportunity to rest a vanety of 
approaches, some of which had been initially developed elsewhere (Countryside Commission. 1994; Rippon, 
1995). However, comparable current srudies in England, such as the Cotswold AONB Historic Landscape 
Type Characterisation. are based on the principa l of the predominant form of the present landscape [which] is 
identified principally by the existing pauerns of enclosures within areas of landscape. 

2.5.4 The derails of the methodology adopted in this study are the subject of both a separate section in this report 
(section 3) and of a separate report, GAT Report no. 287. 

2.5.5 This was a landscape appraisal which was not concerned with attaching value: it is intended as a description, 
or characterisation, of the historical dimension of part of Llyn. The project is also intended. at a secondary 
level, to serve as a basis for future research from an academic archaeological point of view. The historic 
landscape of Llyn has not been researched in any great detail to date: to the east, Gresham ' s study of 
Eifionnydd (Gresham, 1954) has shown the potential of detailed study. from a historical geography point of 
view, of the development of an area from the rnedieval period onward. Miss Horton ' s study of land utilisation 
in the 1840s on Llyn, based on the tithe maps, would appear to have considerable potential for studies of 
landscape change and development, but this work remains unpublished (Rural Survey of Wales, 1952). This 
project has shown the considerable potential for future study. 
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Approaches to historic characterisation methodology 

Towards a definit ion of historic Landscape character 

As has already been stated, characterisation is de tined as the process of identifying and defining I he parriG'ular 
characteristics which make each area dislinctive. and is rapidly emerging as the basis for a unified approach tO 
describing and understanding the environment (Countryside Commission el a!, 1997. 4). Ultimately. in order 
to be of any practical use. this has to be translated into the management of physical things, or, rather, the 
attributes of physical lh ings. 

The historical dimension of landscape is concerned with the chronological srmcture of the landscape through 
rime (where the emphasis is on change and continuity) and space (where the emphasis is on panems at 
different scales, complexity and diversity). The evidence occurs in features or elements (such as relict 
archaeological s ites, buried remains. buildings and earthworks. including scheduled ancient monumems, listed 
buildings. conservation areas and so on ), and the infonnation held in these features and the relationships 
between them provide a record of the way in which the landscape has evolved over time. By recording, 
mapping and analysing the ev idence in this way. the development of the landscape over time can be seen and 
described. 

The historic interest of an area can be defined in tenns of the distinctive characteristics of a period or theme 
(or combination thereof) which demonstrate the way in ~' hich the area shows organisation of space either 
during one particular period or a development through time: this can include a combination or pattern of 
features which. although they may individually lack distinction. nevertheless represent a significant and dis
tinguishable landscape when viewed as an entity. This may be visible in the arrangcmenr of fields or siting of 
settlements: in a pattern of land-use which represents traditional practices unique to a community; in the sheer 
density of related remains; or it may contain buildings distinctive in style, design or method of construction. 

The project examined evidence for the development of the landscape from all periods from the mesolithic 
through to modern. The study has treated all historica l periods as potentially of the same imponance in the 
shaping of the landscape: however, as relatively little remains of earlier periods (compared with more recent 
periods), the evidence for these periods as,.umec:; n relfltively gre.ater importance in tcm1s of furure management 
priorities. 

Approaches to historic landscape themes 

This study began by examin ing pre-existing ESA landscape types. and thus concentrated principally on the 
evidence for the historical development of agriculture and rural subsistence in the area (i.e. dates of enclosures 
from prehistoric to modern times). 

In England. work in Cornwall. Avon. Cotswold AONB etc:. has concentrated on identil) ing landscape ·type 
categories· (such as ·open fields'. ·ancient woodland', towns. villages and hamlets' ere.) and drawing lines 
across the landscape according to ·type' . having allotted each part of the contemporary landscape to one 
category only. 

llowever. it was soon seen that this was too cumbersome and inflexible for ADAS's ESA requirements: for 
example it made no reference to relict and buried arch<'leological sites which are charcateristic of large parts or 
Llyn and need particular management. Also, it was soon perceived that, if expanded, the work could 
contribute to many other countryside (and urban) processes and management strategies (for example 
Landmap. UDPs etc. - sec GAT Report no. 287). 

This realisation, along with the need to deal effectively with a vast amount of data. led to the development of 
the concept of historic landscape themes which could be considered (analysed and described) separately, and 
then combined as and when required (a) to fit into pre-existing lands-cape areas (such as FRCA 's Llyn ESA), 
or (b) lo form new 'character areas' for plans and strategies such as Unitary Development Plans, Landmap and 
so on. 
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3.3 Definition of historic l:lndscape themes 

3.3.1 It has already been stated that Llyn is a predominant!) agricultural landscape: one of the most dominant 
characteristics. therefore. are its field boundaries. and the patterns they form . These occur in a variety of types 
and patterns. some undoubtedly originating in the preh istoric period, while others fossilise medieval strip 
fields: other again relate to nineteenth-century enclosure of waste or estate improvements. As the ESA is 
concerned with keeping ' traditional boundaries', this led to the fi rst theme of' agricu ltme'. 

3.3.2 In the past. most archaeologists have been concerned vvith the preservation and management of specific 
archaeological sites and monuments. In some areas. notably marginal ones. these sites are so well-preserved 
and densely clustered that they forn1 whole · relict landscapes'. In other areas. they arc less dominant visually. 
although buried remains may be known to survive in great numbers (visible as cropmarks). As the Llyn has 
particularly fine examples of both types of distribution. it seemed appropriate to treat these as the second 
landscape theme as their presence/absence, date, type etc. could be used to define and describe the historical 
characters of different areas. 

3.3.3 Closer inspection of the landscape, revealed settlements, routeways, relict archaeology, industrial remains and 
ornamental and leisure uses to be important too. As has already been stated. components relating to each or 
these themes could be defined as being conspicuous or dominant, and visually they could be seen to form 
overall patterns. This kd to the drawing up of a series of historic landscape themes as follows- agriculture 
(field patterns). relict archaeology (period. function, form). settlement (dispersa l and degree). industry (type, 
location and extent) and communications (t) pe), although other themes (including designed landscapes and 
military) were considered as appropriate but less important. 

3.3.4 The study area was examined using a combination of the modem Ordnance Survey Exp lorer I :25.000 map, a 
series of 1993 vertical colour aerial photographs, data from the regional sites and monuments record (in the 
fo rm of both lists ofsitcs and sites plotted using various criteria against the FRCA landscape types). and a 
series of primary and secondary sources (although the !alter were limited). Limited fie ldwork was undertaken 
and comprised observation. recording and photography from public roads and footpaths in the area. GAT 
Report no. 287 contains fuller details. 

3.4 Application 

Working lists of all the types within the themes can be found in appendix II. 

3.4.1 Agriculture 

3.4.1.1 The aim was to define and record the degree of landscape planning (or lack of it) at different periods in the 
past, as well as establish phases of succession and replacement. to try to determine which areas of the current 
landscape reflect use in various previous periods. 

3 .4. 1.2 The analysis considered field patterns. field size. scale, whether the pattern was intact or fragmented. field 
boundaries and buildings. 

3.4.2 Relict arclweolo!f..r 

3.4.2. 1 The regional sites and monuments record covering the study area contained infonnarion on 520 sites of 
atchaeological/historical interest. This included s ites which vary in date from the mesolithic to 19th century, 
in function from inscribed stone to bam. and in form from findspots to stone build ings (but see above). 

3.4.2.2 The perceived requirement to map information at a 'landscape' scale, mirroring the approach to settlement 
and agriculnare described above, led to the devdopmrnt of the concept of 'historic contexts'. An historic 
context could be described as an important theme. pattern or trend (e.g. settlement. ritual. industry) in the 
historical development of an area ar a particular time in prehistory/history (e.g. prehistory, or nineteenth 
century), which is reflected in the surviving archaeological/landscape evidence. Most areas reflect multiple 
land uses and physical evolution over many years, and therefore more than one historic context will usually be 
associated with any pa11icu lar area. 
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3.4.2.3 Some areas contain particularly good or typical evidence of one or a few historic contexts. which can be 
defined as a combination of period and function. Twenty three simple historic contexts were defined (see 
appendix II) using the criteria of period (i.e early prehistOric, late prehistoric/Romano-British, medieval, post
medieval. modem. unassigned) and function (based on six broad categories (setllcment and land-use. retigious 
and ritual. industrial. military. communications and leisure). 

3.4.2.4 For management purposes, it was detennined that the fom1 of particular sites might also be relevant, and so a 
curremform category was al located to each site Judged from SMR information and local knowledge (i.e. 
earthwork/relict, building or structure in use. find only, cropmark/parchmark. not known/unlocated /place
name). 

3.4.3 Settlemem 

3.4 J.l Sertlemems are the building blocks of the landscape: in strictly archaeological/historicaltenns these are 
probably more important than field parterns as they can potentially provide more infonnation on the econom ic 
basis which dictates the field pauern (type), but in landscape rerms they are also a vital element in defining and 
characterising an area. Of principal importance are the date, fom1, plan and type or settlement. 

3.4.3.2 Analysis considered first of all degree of dispersal (nucleated/dispersed/isolated). density (ru ral (farms)/ semi
rural (villages)/urban (town)) and components (house, terrace, mill. church, chapel. shop). 

3.4.3.3 The present settlement pattern visible in the landscape was examined using aerial photographic and map 
coverage, and a series often discernible types was dra\\ n up. based on degree of dispersal and components. 
Density of settlemem was established by examining each kilometre square. and recording the principal 
settlement type present in that square, as well as by estimating the number of current ly-occupied dwellings per 
kilometre square. 

3.4.3.4 It is considered equally important that building types (vernacu lar architecture tradition), building materials 
(type of stone. brick, roofing material etc.) and period be taken into consideralion, but resources did not a llow 
for rhis to be taken very far. 

3.4.4 Industry 

3.4.4.1 Industrial remains are relatively uncommon on Llyn (there are only two working quarries in the area), and 
only six areas were noted which could be said to be dominated by industrial archaeological remains: small. 
disused quarries marked by the OS were ignored. 

3.4.4.2 The areas are Trefor (granite quarry, still working, with a system of inclines, piers ere. and an attached quarry 
community): Nant Gwrtheyrn (granite quarry with a system of inclines. jetties etc. with associated village now 
a language centre): Ncfyn (former series of terraced stone quarries east of the town): Mynydd Rhiw 
(neolithic stone axe factory at its north-east end, while inC 19 Benallt at south-west end was most productive 
manganese mine in Britain - series of mines, railways. aerial ropeways etc.): Llanengan/Bw lch (important 
lead-mining compte>.- underground workings, shafts. chimneys, adirs etc.): Llanbedrog (coastal granite 
(Cambrian) quarries- see also Pwllheli-Lianbedrog tramway): and Nanhoron (small stone quarry, still active) 

3.4.5 Communications 

3.4.5.1 The main communication routes applicable to the study area are coastal and road/trackway (there are no canals 
or railways). Analysis considered roads as either trunk, county. minor, lanes (stra ight/wind ing), tracks 
(straight/wind ing) or footpath straight/winding) only, along with an estimate or their date. 

3.4.6 Other 

3A.6. l A number of other sites and areas are imponant in historic landscape terms. although these have few, if any, 
implications for ESA managemenr. Local knowledge of the area has led to the definition of a number of 
historic parks ru1d gardens. two fonner military airfields. a number of leisure-associated areas, as well as 
religious/ceremonial factors as being relevant. 

3.4.6.2 Other themes which might be re levant to a fu ll historic characterisation might be leisure (caravan parks. tourist 
atrractions) and coastal. 
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4 Historical processes and background 

4. 1 Llyn is a large peninsu la extending south-west or the main mountain massif of Snowdonia. Topographically, 
it comprises a dissected plateau with outliers of harder rocks forming a number of isolated. but prominent. hills 
and ridges. The whole, however. has been very much modified by deposits of material laid down at the end of 
the last Ice Age. Yr Ein. rhe so-called Rivals, in the north-east part of the peninsula are the most prominent 
hills. reaching 564m above OD: these are followed by Cam Fadryn. in the centre of the peninsula. at371 m 
above OD. and Mynydd Rhiw. in the south-west, at30.fm above OD. although there are several lower hills 
rising in between these summits. The gently undulating plateau surface is generally between 50m and I OOm 
above OD, with occasional lower areas formed by shallow valley basins, coastal margins or narrow. deep ly 
incised. hidden valleys. Oardsey Island lies off the south western tip or the peninsula across Bardsey Sound. 
and reaches 167m OD. 

4.2 This extensive area contains both major monuments and large extems or relict features. at the same rime 
displaying a wide variety of historic characters. It possesses a great and unparalleled \Walth and diversity of 
smaller scale archaeological and historical features, which together form a cohesive and integrated whole, 
demonstrating both the continuity and the territoria l unity of Llyn from possibly prehistoric times onwards. 
There are archaeological sites ranging from the mesotithic period to the recent past. and iris un area of Watcs 
where the effects of both the Roman. orman and English conquests seem to have been very lirtle felt. 

4.3 The historical processes and episodes which have affected the landscape of Llyn arc various. They include 
enclosure for agriculture from the neolithic times onwards; the expansion of settlement and agriculture into the 
marginal uplands at different times and subsequent retreats ·downhitl'; the practice of'transhumance 
(involving seasonal migration between upland and lowland pastures): the marking-out of territories; the 
improvement of the land by various estates in the post-medieval period; the enclosure of land in the eighteenth 
and nineteenth centuries; the defence and invasion or territories: the need to travel, trade and communicate 
over both short (infield and outftei<L between seulemems) and long (trade routes. drovers' roads. turnpikes) 
distances: the development of ritual and ceremonial (including religious) beJiefs and activities: the exploitation 
of natural resources by mining and quarrying; and the growth of the leisure industry and tourism. 

4.4 Mesolithic ~ itec: have be<.'n found on some of the coastal headlands around Uwchmynydd and Trwyn 
B:rchcstyn in the west. probably relics of hunting sett lements which exploited Lhe coastal plains long since 
inundated by the sea. The exceptionally hard rock ofMynydd Rhh\ provided raw material for rhe 
manufacture of polished stone axes in the neolithic period which were traded widel:r. The primitive quarries 
which have been identified were probably worked by the first farmers in the area who buried their dead in the 
cromlechs or chambered tombs such as those at Ccfnamwlch and Rhiw. The higher outcrops are also the sires 
of bronze age burial cairns whose builders. as is becoming apparent from the result of aerial photography and 
excavation. also raised earthen barrows in areas where stone was less plentiful. Archaeological investigations 
have also revealed traces of a middle bronze age farmstead at Sarn Meyllteyrn, and confirmed the considerable 
potential for the discovery of more buried archaeological evidence of this I) pe in areas \\ hich are now 
ploughed Oat 

4.5 The best known and most impressive prehistoric monuments in the area are the magnificent iron age hi llforts 
crowning the summits ofMynydd Ceiri (Tre'r Ceiri), Oarn Boduan and Carn Fadryn. with several other. 
smaller. but complememary, forts on other summits. The communities who provided the resources to build 
these hilltop citadels lived in farmsteads dispersed on the adjoining lowlands but. as in earlier periods. their 
remains have tended to survive above ground only in those areas with a plentiful supply of stone. and where 
later agricultural clearances have not occurred. Aerial photography and excavation have. however. started to 
reveal hidden, buried remains ofsetttements belonging ro this period in the area. The number and large size of 
the iron age hillforts in Llyn certainly suggest that the landscape was being intensively exp loited at this time. 

4.6 Roman intluence on the native traditions of the area is difficult ro quantify but seems to have been relatively 
minor: although Roman finds have been discovered on a number of archaeological sites, there are no known 
Roman military sites or roads in the area. It has been suggested that as a consequence of this restricted 
inOuencc. Celtic customs and religion may have persisted more strongly here than elsewhere. a fact which may 
in part account for the reJigious importance of Llyn and Bardscy during the ensuing early Christian period. 
As religious sites, Bardsey and Aberdaron have had a clear historical relationship with each other over many 
centuries. The ecclesiastical site on the island was traditionally founded by St Cadfan, and by the 12th 
century it had a reputation for sanctity as the burial place of •twenty thousand saints·. It was laken over by 
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Augustin ian canons and has since persisted as a place of pilgrimage. Aberdaron, on the mainland, was 
originally a clas church site dedicated to St. Hywyn, and the community is first mentioned in 1094, when the 
canons provided a boat for Gruffydd ap Cynan to escape. The topography of the site, which is located almost 
directly on the sea shore, is, unfortunately, badly eroded, but the position is typical of many early church sites 
in the Celtic countries. 

4.7 These sites, however, are not the only pointers to the significance of the area in the early centuries AD. The 
two inscribed stones from Capel Anelog (now in Aberdaron church) are amongst the most vocal records of this 
period in Wales. Other stones have come from Llannor, and in addition there are numerous dedications of 
churches to Celt ic saints. The priory on St. Tudvval' s island is another important site with a possible early 
foundation. 

4.8 In the later medieval period, most of the area fell within the cantref of Llyn, divided into the commotes of 
Cymydmaen, Dinllaen and Caftlogion, with their commotal centres at Neigwl, Nefyn and Pwllheli 
respectively. The sites of most of the constituent townships have survived as loosely nucleated settlements or 
place-names into the present day, many of them recognisable by the occurrence ofuchafand isafin farm 
place-names. Much of the land was held by the church and monasteries, notably Bardsey, Clynnog Fawr and 
Cymer, and the patchwork of small dispersed villages and senlements, lanes, fields, stone walls, banks and 
hedges which is so typical of the Llyn landscape must, to a great extent, date from th is period, although there 
are classic areas of later, rectilinear, 19th-century Parliamentary Enclosures on common land, particularly in 
Rhoshirwaun, Bryncroes, Llaniestyn, Yr Eitl and RJ1iw (see below). 

4.9 There are on ly two towns, Nefyn and Pw llhe li, in the area (both former ly com mota! centres in the medieval 
period), although other nucleated centres such as Llanengan and A bersoch (both the resu It of increasing 
tourism in the previous and this centuries) do exist. Nefyn was the maerdrefand administrative centre of the 
corn mote of Dinllaen, and developed into one of the principal towns of Gwynedd during the 13th and 14th 
centuries, supported by fishing and its role as a stopping place for pilgrims on the way to Bardsey. After the 
Edwardian conquest, it became a borough, but it was devastated during the Glyndwr rebell ion in 1400, and 
never really recovered as a settlement until the 19th century. Pwllheli, on the opposite side of the peninsula, 
was the maerdref and administrative centre oft he com mote of Cafflogion and developed on simi lar lines to 
Nefyn, becorn ing a borough after the conquest but, un I ike Nefyn, it recovered from the G lyndwr rebellion to 
develop further over the ensuing centuries. The original core of the town has largely been subsumed by the 
19th century land reclamation and developments whose characteristics forms and styles dominate the present 
townscape. On the other hand, Neigwl (fom1erly the commotal centre of Cymydmaen) is not a nucleated 
senlement at all but a scaner of farms. 

4.10 In around 1780, Pennant described Llyn thus: The houses of the common people are vet)' mean: made with 
clay, thatched and destitute of chimneys. Notwithstanding the laudable example of the gentty, the countty is in 
an unimproved state, neglected for the sake of the herring fishery. The chief produce is oats. barley and black 
caflle. I was informed that above three thousand are annual(v sold out of these parts. Much oats. harley. 
butter and cheese are exported. The land is excellent for grazing, being watered by a thousand little rills. it is 
destitute of trees, except about the houses of the gentry ... I observed that the fields were covered with sheeps · 
sam ph ire, which sheep and caflle eagerly feed on and grow very fat. 

4. 11 In his report on the state of agriculture in Caernarfonshire, George Kay (!794) talks of the very small size of 
most of the farms, with few exceeding 60 acres of arable land, of which two-thirds was generally in pasture. 
He described farmhouses as in need of being greatly amended. The farmers are not only in want of houses. 
sheds and farmyards, but even those they have are frequentzy detached from each other. Small miserable huts 
are built on different parts of the farms. each sufficient only to contain a cow or two. There was no proper 
system of husbandry, and most cows spent the winter out of doors. Oats and barley were the principal crops, 
and wheat was only grown along the coast: although mucl1 land was perceived as being in need of drainage, 
little if any was carried out. He remarks that much of Caemarfonshire was still unenclosed, but dry stone 
walls, earthen banks or (more recently) ditch and hedge (either of hawthorn alone or intermixed with fu rze) 
were the common boundary types. Enclosure was generally followed by a doubling in rent. Horses were used 
fo r ploughing, dairying and pig raising were minor parts of the economy: from the Porthdinllaen area, 
prodigious supplies of poultry and eggs went to Liverpool. 

4.12 Kay's report was ampl ified by Davies (writing between 1799 - 18 1 0). He compared Llyn (somewhat 
unfavourably) with Anglesey: gentlemen of moderate means conducted the affairs of their own estates, while 
those of larger estates were conducted by agents, the laner being distinguished by the surface ofthe soi l, 
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buildings. fences and so on (he parricularly notes the estates ofNanhoron.as well as Glynllifon and Nannau 
which held considerabl~ extents of land on Llyn at that time). He described the cottages of labourers as 
disgraceful habitalions of wretchedness. One smvf...y hearth. for it should not be stylt~d a kitchen. and one 
damp llfler-ce/1, for it ccmnnr he called a bed-room. Hyde HaiJ comments frequently on the wretched 
condition of thatched conagc::. in Llyn in 1811. 

4 .13 At the end of the eighteenth century. most of the land was farmed b) peasants renting from distant genrry and 
estates: the consolidation of farms by means of exchanging isolated quilkts (strips of land reflecting the 
medieval pattern of open fields fossilised by later enclosure walls or hedges) was still occurring. though most 
low-lying, privately-owned land was already enclosed. The commons were an important part of the 
agricullnral regime, with peop.le relying on them for summer grazing (mainly for sheep). fue l and building 
materials. Most peasant families were self-reliant and poor. there was a general lack of an organised market 
economy. road infrastructure and much of the land was unimproved, and the common land was used for sheep 
grazing. fuel and building materials. Agricultural practice was still basically medieval in approach and 
outlook· most land was tenamed. and as leases were rare people were reluctanr to invest in improvements. It 
was said that the area was a hundred years behind southern England. 

4. 14 However, at the tum of the century, the larger landowners grouped together to obtain private acts ro enclose 
the remaining Crown commons and wastes (probably the single most important factor in altering the landscape 
in recent times): some tenams with Jand adjoining commons also benetited from this, but others lost out. 
Rhoshirwaun ( 1802) was among the first such Caernarfonshire enclosures. covering t\\ o or three thousand 
acres of marshy \Vaste (Crown common), although due to problems in evicting squatters, it was not finalised 
until 1814. TI1is was followed in 1808 by an act affecting Llanbedrog and Llangian: in 181 1 by an act 
covering 6.000 acres in Aberdaron. Rhiw, Llanfaclrhys and five other parishes; and in 1812 by an act affecting 
Nefyn. Pistyll. Carnguwch and Llanaelhaearn. This was aimed at faci litating and improving the land by 
division. allotment. enclosure, ditching, fencing and ploughing; and some allotments were ser om for stone pits 
for the maintenance of roads. Livestock were banned from the ne\\ enclosures for seven years to allow hedges 
to become established. A documem concerning the Meillionydd estate (Bangor MS 2636. UCNW) indicates 
the variety and extent of stone walling constructed following enclosure. and also shows a (late) exchange of 
numerous quillets scattered across another landowner's land for a consolidated area of the newly-enclosed 
common. 

4. 15 Other large enclosures of former common land in the early nineteenth century include Garn Fadryn. around 
Mynytho and around Tre · r Ceiri/Liithfaen: these areas still correspond '' ith areas of small, regular. stone
walled fields with single-storey nineteend1-century dwellings. A map in the National Library shows the extent 
of ownership of land in the 18-lOs: whilst much of the land was divided among a relatively small number of 
large farms or estates, there arc concentrations of smaller parcels of land (divided between a larger number of 
owners) on Mynydd Nefyn, in Nefyn, Marfa Nefyn. Garnfadryn, Mynytho. Llanengan. 13ryncroes, 
Llangwnnadl. Rhiw and Uwchmynydd. Interestingly, another map of farm holdings in the same area in 1947 
clearly shows the concentration of a greater number of smaller holdings in the areas ofNefyn. Edern, 
Garnfadryn. north ofPen-y-groeslon, Rhiw. Mynytho, Uanengan, Machros and Uwchm}nydd. a fact which 
can still be seen in tl1e current field size. pattern nnd density. The lasting result of enclosure was probably loss 
of amenity for the rural poor, rather than improvement in agriculture. 

4.16 The extent of (past) ownership of different parts of the peninsula by large estates, as well as by the church 
earlier in the medieval period, has been a m<~Or contributory factor to the appearance of the present landscape. 
Those which owned the most land in Llyn during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries include Glynllifon 
(Lord Newborough). Cefnamwlch (Fynch), Madryn (Parry Jones). Nanhoron (Edwards) and Vaynol 
(Assheton-Smith). A map of 1947 (from the National Library of Wales. but unprovenanced) shows the extent 
of estate land in the south em pan of this area: Cefnamwlch owned most of the northern coastal belt from 
Edern down to Sam Meyllteyrn, and from Nefyn south-east towards Pwllheli: Madryn owned a huge area of 
land north-east of Garn Fadryn: Nanhoron owned a large are based ar<>und the house, with outlying parcels in 
Rhiw, north-east of Aberdaron and south-west of the A497: Glynllifon owned a S\veep of land around the 
northern end of Mynydd Rhiw as well as its southern tip, plus an area below Uwchm) nydd: and Vaynol 
owned an area around Castellmarch, north of Llanbedrog (forn1crly the estate also held land around Rhiw). 

4.17 Pennant (Penrhyn Estate) planted some six hundred thousand trees berween I 781 and 1797 to act as 
windbreaks on his property: he also improved the state of fannhouses and the nature of leases, compensating 
tenants for improvements made. Half a century later the estate gajned control of the Meillionydd estate 
previously held by the Vaughans ofNannau. The Edwardscs ofNanhoron were also at the forefront of 

1-lis!oric landscape 'hnroctcrisa!ion for managemcn1 - Llyn ESA 0<\ I Rcpon no. 28~ Page 10 



agricultural and propeny improvements. The Gl) nllifon estate was known for irs practice of consolidation 
and for disallowing the building of an) cottages on its land: a survey of the Bodfean estate (held by 
Newborough), carried out in 1808. found the it to be 10 a state of considerable dilapidation, the buildings 
wretched and the lands neglected. The Vaynol estate introduced improvements such as building new roads. 
planting waste comer$, straightening crooked hedges. draining wet lands and so on. Davies also describes the 
enclosing of land by fences and gates. and remarks on the distinctive style of building stone walls adopted by 
individual estates (Davies, 124). Wet soi ls and exposed s ituations required smaller enclosures, so that ditches 
acted as drains and hedges as shelters. 

4.18 Hyde Hall (who visited Llyn between 1809-ll) remarks on improvements to roads (although the turnpike was 
already grassed-over due to insufficient passing traffic. and other roads were being, built although there was 
little commercial traffic on them) and walls (including the walling off of paddocks for summer grazing for 
canle) but little else. Most of rhe examples quoted were on Lhe land of the larger estates. 

4.19 Things had changed little by the 1840s: comparison of tithe maps with earlier estate maps shows that field 
boundaries remained much as before: there was little amalgamation. In one area which has been studied (the 
parishes of Rhiw and Llanfaelrhys), the field boundaries shown on the 1842 and 1844 tithe maps were still 
those which were in p lace at the end of W.W.II in 1947. Not only fields. but farm ho ldings remained fixed 
for over a century: the average size of a farm in the 1860s was said to be c. 150 acres. and com- and barley
growing was much more widespread than it is now and occupied perhaps a third of available land. Change 
was slo1.v in the backwater of Llyn. and perhaps only the arrival of the railway in Pwllheli in 1867 heralded 
changes to a more modern way of life. The only local fairs were the four yearly fairs in Pwllheli (later 
increased to six). 

4.20 There was remarkable religious energy in Llyn wh1ch is ret1ected impacted in the local architecture: the first 
Nonconformist chapel was built at Nanhoron in 1769, and the vigorous preaching and zeal of the new (Welsh) 
preachers. contrasting with the absent (English) indifference of the established church led to a rise in 
nonconfonuity amongst the people in Llyn which is sti ll rt.!flected in the number and grandeur of local chapels 
across the area. I lowevcr, it is inreresting to note that itinerant priests were a feature of the Llyn countryside 
up until the 1870s. 

4.21 The survival of cob-walled cottages (a vernacular building type which is rapidly disappearing) appears to be 
limited to the area of the Rhoshirwaun enclosure. although Hyde-Hall alsoe mentions them as existing 
elsewhere in Llyn at the beginning of the 19th century ( Hyde-Hall, 1809-11. XX). Water- and wind-mills are a 
common feature of the Llyn landscape. in valley bot1oms and on hill-tops: there ... verc fom1erly around fony 
mills operating in the area in the rnid- l91h centur) (Rural survey of Wales, 1952. pI 2). Fanns are generally 
nucleated, with farm buildings either built onto houses or in adjacent squares or clusters. and there is now a 
general absence of field barns and other detached farm buildings (apparently contrasting with earlier reports, 
e.g. Kay). Many of the larger farms contain one or more modem buildings. but there are examples ofunspoill 
houses and outbuildings. Although most building is in stone (brick is relatively unusual). the use of 
corrugated iron is widespread and this material is to be found in barns, sheds, garages and even houses. 

4.22 The area contains a weahh of designed historic landscapes (some of which are identified on the Register of 
Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Tnterest in Wales. currently being compiled by Cadw). mainly small 
parks with woodlands and gardens (frequently walled) of the 18th and 19th centuries, often taking advantage 
of the spectacular natural landscape: the most important are probably Cefiwmwlch. Nanhoron. Plas yn Rl1iw 
and Boduan, but there arc others. 

4.23 During the l9th and 20th centuries. mineral extraction has taken p lace in the area. most notably granite from a 
series of prominent coastal quarries in the north, with processing and wharfage facilities and attendant 
workers' housing. Perhaps the mosr famous is the fonner quarrying village in Nant Gwrtheym which is now 
the National Welsh Language Centre, but Benallt. on M) nydd Rhiw. was at one time the largest manganese 
mine in Britain. 

4.2-J More recent!). there was an RAF airfield at Penrhos. between Pv .. llheli and Llanbedrog. during World War II, 
with an accompanying bombing range on 1-lell's Mouth. The most recent addjtions to the character of the 
landscape are the numerous caravan parks (both transient and permanent) which dot the landscape. as the area 
turns ro its new task of serving tourism. 
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5 OveraJJ historic characterisation of Llyn 

5.1 Introduction 

5.1.1 For descriptive purposes, historic landscape character within an area must be coherent across a range of 
(historic landscape) topics (or themes). In some cases. one characteristic (e.g. area of relict archaeological 
remains. partem of stone-walled fields) may be over-riding: in other cases. it may be a combination of two or 
more h::ss-dominant but strong characteristics (e ~ scattered settlement pattern of cottages with small, regular 
pattern of fields); in other cases, there may be no clear pattern amongst any of the characterising elements and 
this in itself may the ·character' ofthearea (GAT Report no. 287). 

5.1.1 However, in order ro define areas where historic landscape charactenstics might be distinctive, first it is 
necessal') to gain an overall impression of the historical depth of the Llyn landscape. This provides an overall 
historic landscape framework character within which the descriptions of the different Landscape Types and 
historic character areas can be fitted, and against which the differing characters could be compared. 

5.2 Description 

52.1 For the most part. Llyn is a quilt of small-scale. intricate pasture fields sewn together by miles of 
cloddiau. walls and hedges, draped over a roll in g. plunging, climbing skeleton of valleys and hills. coastline 
and plateaux. It is in the main an enclosed landscape. overshadowed in places by looming hills and giving om 
on to open cliff tops: small and irregular fields arc mainly green pasture, with areas of yellow and brow11 
arablt: splashed across rhem. Small pockets of wood land give height. variety and co lour and add a sense of 
shelter, while areas of heather aud grass moorland. many the result of' poor past management. create areas of 
open. expansive uplands. 

5.1.1 Routeways are principally \Vinding. often deeply-incised lanes, with species-rich deep hedgerows and verges. 
which twist and tum giving constantly-changing views (where views can be had) and perceptions. The twists 
and turns reflect earlier (and now often disappeared) landscape pall ems of fields and settlements: sharp right· 
angles might follow a medieval pattern of strip fields, while curving routes might indicate an even earlier 
(prehistoric) curvilinear pattern of fields. Footp:~ths are particularly interesting in that many also fol low 
patterns now lost. This is in contrast with more recent (turnpike. nineteenth century) roads v. hich head straight 
off across the landscape towards their destinations. 

5.:u There is a pattern of dispersed settlement with farm complexes lying alongside Janes or at the end of narrow 
tracks. apparently randomly scattered but many actually representing the remnants (perhaps in name only) of 
medieva l townships. Several isolated churches also bear witness to the dese11ion of the medieval countryside. 
There are few nucleated (village) settlements. and many of these comprise disproportionate numbers of 
modern council houses. 

5.2.4 Above the densely-packed fields rises a series of upland blocks which are often blanJ...eted by large areas of 
upstanding, relict archaeological remains. mainly senlement- and agriculture-related and prehistoric and 
medieval in date. The importance of these to both the professional archaeologist and the enquiring visitor, 
more used to swathes of cuable and buried remains, cannot be over-estimated. In between. there are girdles of 
small, regu lar. stone-walled fie lds which are the resu lt of enclosure of the commons in the last cenrury. 

5.2.5 The earliest evidence for occupation is in the form of finds of flints (the result of tool manufacture) on 
headlands on both the north and south coasts: apart from these sites, however, the area is historically 
remarkably poor in terms of material culture. In the last few years evidence has begun to emerge of former 
settlement in areas which were previously blank: detailed survey has begun to reveal the existence of sites 
surviving still as earthworks particularly in marginal areas and on hilltops, while there is a growing body of 
evidence. in the form of crop- and parch-marks, of settlement on the hillslopes and lower-lying ground which 
exist only as buried remains. 

5.2.6 Fanns fom1 the basic settlement blocks of the area: these are usually family-owned larger or smaller 
conglomerations of buildings in a single location: barns in the outfield areas are virtually unknown in the area. 
The variety in rerrain is ref1ecreu in the agricu llllral land-uses: the moorland environments are poor, reserved 
for the rearing and fatten ing of sheep and a few cattle. Below these are temporary and permanent grasslands. 
while ccrl!als and other fodder crops are restricted to the well-draint:d soi ls further west. The relatively small 
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size of holdings throughout the area is renected in the proportion of holdings that MAFF would regard as 
being \\Orthy of only part-time operation. 

5.2 7 The area is characterised by its general lack of modem anl.!facts. especiall)' once beyond the main centres of 
population and away from the industrial north coast: lhac are lhe occasional housing estate and farm 
buildings, a hidden quarry and a wood-mill. but no factory complexes. no semi-urban sprawls of shops or 
industrial estates. The one concession to the twentieth century are the (now all-too-characteristic) permanent 
and transient caravan parks. This adds to the feeling of remoteness and perhaps isolation (in space and time) 
from the modem illdustrial century. 

5.2.8 There are few ancient or semi-ancient woodlands in the area, and those that exist are generally limited to the 
incised valleys: ther~ are no stretches of open water. Language and the institutions which support and rei) on 
it are also ke) elements in the human landscape of Llyn "'hich have tangible roots in the historic landscape. 

5.2.9 Perhaps the most recent chapter in Llyn·s landscape history concerns the value in which it has been held over 
the past few decades: much of the area is Heritage Coast and a large proportion of it is a designated Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty: it also contains a Nationu l Nature Reserve. several Sites of Special Scientific 
Interest and a number of Scheduled Ancient Monuments. The whole of it is also, of course, an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area. 
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Type A - Sheltered Parkland - visible in cent:re of photogntpb. 



Type A: Sheltered Parkland 

Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey I :25000 scale maps with the permission of the Controller of Her 
Majesty' s Stationery Office Crown Copyright Gwynedd Archaeological Trust, Craig Beuno, Garth Road, 
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6 ESA Landscape types - historic landscape characters 

Type A.: Sheltered Parkland 

The area is neat and compact the observable historical characteristics are mainly of late date and, without 
much variation in its historical character. relains considerable S) nchronic historical inregrity. The 
oven, helming visual aspect is the regular layout of field boundaries leading off the central main road. within a 
parkland setting. The area rates high for period and. possibly. documentation. 

Key historic lmul~cape characleristics 

The lield pattern is mainly one of neat medium-sized, laid-our fields. many apparent!} springing from (i.e. 
later than) the main A497 which was built as a turnpike road in 1803, interspersed with woodlands: there are 
few examples of earlier patterns or of later disintegration. The area nonh ofPwllheli is on a smaller scale than 
the rest, with more varied field size and patterning, and a greater concentration of trees and hedges. This is 
largely a result of the topography. The clodditw are generally smaller around Pwllheli , with hedges or more 
recent post-and->v ire fences. 

Agriculture has been fairly intensive in this area. and no known major archaeological sites survive above the 
ground, although a number of ploughed-out Sites have been recorded by aerial photography in the arable land 
in the south of the area. 

The settlement pattern is principally one of scattered farms and houses, with two estates dominating the 
northern part of the area and settlement becoming denser and more nucleated towards the town of Pwllheli in 
the south : the farms are principally well-designed clusters of farms with associated ranges of buildings. 
although behind Pwllheli there is a greater variety of (19th and 20th century) non-farm domestic dv.--ellings and 
gardens. 

There are no sign ificant industrial archaeological remains. 

The main A497 trunk road runs north-west south-east through. and dominates, the oren: n number of minor 
roads lead off this and are sinuous in character. \\ ith more dips and rises in the lanes nonh of Pwllbeli. 
suggesting they pre-date the main road and much of the surrounding field partem. The now-dismantled 
railwa} track from Caemarfon to Afonwen crosses the eatsem pan of the area. 

The planned parklands of Plas Boduan, Bodfel and Plas Bodegroes dominate the main pan of the area to either 
side of the main road. There is also lower-grade parklnd around Gwynfryn Plas and Trefan 

Conservation priorities 

The arable land known Lo contain cropmark evidence will need special artemion \\ ith regard to depths of 
ploughing: the areas which have parchmark evidence will need to be managed so that they are noL deep
ploughed. The regular cloddiuu and the woodlands are very characteristic. The woodland composition is 
particularly impo11ant: it is all planted, there is little natural wood surviv ing, and contains greater and lesser 
numbers of exotic species. some now coming to the ends of their lives. There is much rhododendron/ laurel 
undergrowth, which is typical late eighteenth/nineteenth century. 
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Type B - Plateau Mosaic. Pentre-uchaf nucleated settlement 



Type 8 : Plateau Mosaic 

Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey 1:25000 scale maps with the permission of the Controller of Her 
Majesty's Stationery Office Crown Copyright Gwynedd Archaeological Trust, Craig Beuno, Garth Road, 
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Type B: Plateau Mosaic 

This largely open. expansive and lived-in agricultural landscape has a less fonnal. more diverse, historic 
character, showing evolution from the prehistoric period onwards: the drainage pattern has obviously played a 
major role in the deve lopment of the landscape. Visually. again, the dominant elements are the mosaics 
fonned by the c/oddicw. and the scattered farm set1lcmcnts. The diversity means thm there is no strong sense 
of historical period or overwhe lming sense of character. l' he area rates high tor diversity. survival and 
potential. 

Key ltistoric landscape cfl aracter istics 

The field pattern is largel> one of small to medium scale. regular layour which appears (certainly in the lower
lying parts) to have been heavily influenced b) the drainage pattern: the effect of the pauern is more organic 
and less regulated lhan in the Sheltered Parkland zone, and although it is obviously ancient in origin. 
nevertheless most of what is now visible is fairly recent in date. There are few obvious examples of 
prehistoric survival. Boundary types are again mainly cloddiau (usually with shrub vegetation and trees). 
a lthough in places there is a dependence on modern post-and-wire fences. and there arc several recent conifer 
plantations. 

A number of relict archaeological sites survive. most noticeably around Yokt.: House and in the north of the 
area where there are a scheduled moue and standing stones. Of these. though. only lhe Fonner have a more 
than site-specific impact on the landscape and demonstrate cominuity through time. There are some 
indications of buried archaeological sites from recent aerial photography. 

The settlement pattern is principally one of scauered fanns. some of which are associated with medieval 
township place-names, but with a few concentrations or dwellings (for example in Y Ffor. Llannor, 
Llwyndyrys and Rhos-fawr). Llannor is probab ly medieval in origin (the church has medieval masonry and a 
number of early Christian crosses have been found in the vicinity) whereas Rhos-fa,vr is more recent. 
Buildings on lhe whole are stone-built. 

There are no significant industrial remains in this area. 

A turnpike road fonns the eastern border of the area, and another bisects it from cast to west. There are a 
number of other minor roads, which belong to the Llyn tradition of being deeply cut where they cross slopes, 
and more open and wider on flatter plateau land. Mostly they have deep hedgerows and this, along with their, 
in places, curvilinear or staggered progress. implies an origin earlier than much of the surrounding regu lar 
fie ld pattern: in the eastern part of the area. the roads al"e more recent. A large part of the routeway pattern 
comprises farm tracks and footparhs: whi le some of the latter fo llow obvious routeways, many appear simply 
to cut across modern fields. 

The parkland of Bodfel intrudes intO the western part of the area, but Trallwyn in the north has had a minimal 
landscape impact. 

Co11ser vation p rior ities 

Relict archaeologica l sites exist around Yoke House, Ty Ncwydd and north-west of Mcla: this survival of 
upstanding remains in a lowland, improved sett ing is unusual and these sites (and what remains of their 
settings) should be preserved. The diversity of lield size and patterning shou ld not be al lowed to decay. 
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Type C - Moorland Basin 

looking eastwards towards Hills and Knolls zone. over expansive open fields. 



Type C: Moorland Basin 
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Type C: Vloorland Basin 

This transitory landscape between open upland and the heavily improved agricultural heartland contains 
examples of the historic character of both. In places rhere are relict areas of landscape from the prehistoric and 
medieval periods. while elsewhere there are recent. planned patterns. The area rates relatively high for 
survival. condition. period. amenity and potential. 

Key historic landscape characteristics 

The land here is all enclosed with, on the whole, small-scale patterns which have been created by the organic 
development of an agricu ltura l landscape. based on grazing, which has evolved over millennia. Although 
there are some stone" ails. set within the encompassing rougher grazing lands. most or the boundaries are 
clvddiuu. some with modem fences on rop: some improvements have begun w remove these. While some of 
the boundaries and regular patterns are relatively recent. others relate to farming practices \\hich date back to 
d1e prehistoric period and arc associated with relict settlements. In the south and east end of the area are 
planned, nineteenth century, fte ldscapes, probably responding to road improvements. 

The area contains a considerable number of re lict (mainly prehistoric) settlement sites. set within at least part 
of their contemporary agricultural landscape. and the potential for further discoveries is high. 

An open and exposed landscape which contains closely-scattered farms with no nucleated settlements (except 
Llwyndyrys on the soUlhem edge). Farms val) from squat, upland-type dwellings to grander, nineteenth
century constructions with a su itc of modern outbu i I dings. 

There are no significant industrial remains. 

Deep lanes lead out !Tom intimate valleys with water to stone-walled upland landscape. \\here the routeways, 
although still characteristic, are wider and more open: in general these cross the area from north to south. 
which renects the routes of the (relatively) few footpaths. Straight roads relate to nineteenth-century 
enclosures. 

The parklands ofPias Boduan wh ich encroach into the south-west comer of this area. and those ofTrallwyn 
Hall in the east are not characteristic of this landscape zone. 

C onservatiau priorities 

An area or relict sites and fie ld pattern exists around Tyddyn-bach in the east of the area: the slopes of Gwyn us 
also contain important re.lict remains which should be retained. rield boundaries should not be removed. 
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Type D - Hills & Knolls - recent enclosures and relict archaeology on Mynydd Nel.)rn. 



Type D: Hills and Knolls 
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TypeD: Hills and Knolls 

The appearance of stone walls. rather than cloddiau, announce that we have arrived in the uplands, above and 
beyond the agricultural heartland. Llyn contains several large-scale. rugged, exposed and open landscapes, 
very characteristic of Snowdonia uplands. almost all with a patchwork skirt of upland cultivation and the same 
sense of isolation. The largest area is centred on the hill fort ofTre'r Ceiri, while others are situated on Gam 
Fadl)n (again dominated by a huge hillfort). another around Mynytho. and the last significant one on Mynydd 
Rhiw. These areas are palimpsests, characterised by acres of relict man-made features and displaying great 
historical depth and complexity: like all uplands. they retain high academic. educational and amenity value for 
the archaeologist. They rate high on survival/condition. period. rarity. fragility/vulnerability. potential and 
amenity. 

Key historic lmulscape characteristics 

This rugged and exposed landscape is dominated by unenclosed areas of semi-natural vegetation. with an 
absence of recent agricultural land improvement. but much evidence for earlier agricultural exploitation and 
land organisation. Immediately below is a swathe of small fields enclosed by stone wall boundaries large ly 
created by last-century enclosure of the mountain ffidd. While some of Lhe boundaries and smaller patterns 
arc relatively recent (including some last-century enclosures of mountain land, some of which are now 
decaying), others. still in use. relate to farming practices which date bad. to the prehistoric period. TI1e 
boundaries are rypicall) stone walls (rather than c:loddiau): earlier ones are often characterised by their 
meandering course, their wide, rubble-built and decaying appearance and the lynchets they lie on. 

The prime importance from a historic landscape perspective is the array of relict archaeological sites from 
prehistoric through to post-medieval periods. Well-preserved and upstanding settlement sites of the prehistoric 
and medieval periods. often with acres of associated relict field systems. are the most numerous. but burial 
sites also exist. The whole is often dominated by huge stone-walled hill forts. some of the most visually
impressive sites in Britain. 

These areas display a remoteness reflected in a complete lack of buildings on the mountain tops, with 
scattered. small upland farms set within the enclosed land below. MAny nf the latter are late holdings, single
storey. rendered, cottages with slate roofs. often originating in quarry-related encroachment. ucleated 
settlements are fe,.,. and those which exist along the north coast. like Llithfaen and Nant Gwrtheym, are 
ninerecnth-centul) settlement based on quarrying. 

The north coast is punctuated by a series of stepped srone quan·ies, with their systems of working galleries and 
inclines. and their associated settlements (such as Trefor. Nant Gwrtheym and Llithfacn). while Rbiw has the 
remains of a significant manganese mining industry. 

Jn general the areas are characterised by a lack of communication routes. A single main road runs through the 
largest area, following the contour and switching from south-facing to north-facing slope probably following 
an earlier route\·vay: other (minor) roads here arc probably last century. but there is also a significant network 
of footpaths. Rhiw has a similar contour-hugging route. while roads around Gam Fadryn and across Mynytho 
relate to the recent enc losures. 

Conservation priorities 

The hillfort ofTre·r Ceiri is one of the major hill forts ofwestem Britain, and Gam Boduan (with its possible 
post-Roman refonification is hard!) less imponanr; there is an extensive group of relict remains which covers 
almost the whole of the area between the B4417 and the coast series of nineteenth century enclosures ex ist to 
the north-cast of Llithfacn and between Garn Boduan and Carreglefain; the slopes of Mynydd Nefyn also 
contain significant relict remains which arc under threat from unsympathetic land use. 

The rt!tention of the relkt archaeological landscape features and the nineteenth-centul)' enclosure landscape 
with its small. stone-walled field panem. 
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Type E - Coastal Plateau 

Degraded field system. isolated medieval churches and nearby scattered fann settlement. 



Type E: Coastal Pleateau 
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Type E: Coastal Plateau 

An open and extensive at'ea which contains disparate historic landscape character zones, from the town of 
Nefyn and its relict medieval field pattern, to tht.: windswept. open and expansive land fut1he!r south where the 
sense of place and intimacy, so charactenstic of much of Llyn. has been lost, a feeling accentuated by the 
physical loss of any established field pattern. 1:-lse\\ here. inland towards Llan~\ nnadl and Rhoshirwaun, rhe 
impact ofnineteenth-centur) enclosure ofwastc is still clcarl) visible in the network of small. regular fields 
and an increasing density of single-storey cottage dwellings. The area rates high for divl.!rsity. 
fragility/vulnerability and potential. 

Key historic lmulsc:ape characteristics 

This e:-.posed landscape contains a wide varier) of field patterns and boundary types: there is little sense of 
place. ·n,ere are good but few examples of relict medieval strip fields fossilised below later boundaries. often 
associated with more nucleated settlement areas (such as Edern. Morfa Nefyn) or medieval township place
name sites (such as Hendref and Morfa). There are areas of Inter enclosure (such as that around Rhoshirwaun: 
but much of the area has the disintegrated field pattern of removed boundaries and amalgamated fie lds. The 
dominant boundary type comprises low windclipped vegetation on wide field boundary banks. which may or 
may not have side ditches and be stone-faced: there are also hedges and pockets of trees. Fam1ing in most of 
the area. especially along the north coast. is on a large scale, reflected in the size and distribution of the fam1s. 
Of all the Llyn landscape areas, this is perhaps the one which has been eroded most. \\ ith many field 
boundaries removed to allow expansive agricultural techniques to be employed (see lhe area !>Outh-east of 
Botwnnog), and has lost much of irs historic character and integrity. The predom inace of post-and-wire fences 
in places sums it up. 

The relatively-intensive recent agricultural activity has erased most of the above-ground traces of earlier 
settlement. and there is little in the way of prehistoric or medieval activity in evidence in the current landscape. 
although dr:r summers have Maned to give infonmnion (in the fotm of cropmark and parchmark sites) on 
buried archaeology. The emergence of this evidence appears to be largely dependent on the nature of the 
underlying geology, but there are ind ications that hilltops, hillslopes and waterside locations were all settled in 
the past. (Unfortunately. the paucity of material cu lture resulting in a general lack of artefacts means buried 
sites are difficult to locate.) 

·n,e area encompasses a" idel}-disparate settlement pattern too, from the nucleated medieval town ofNefyn in 
the north to the widely-dic;pcrscd fanns further c;outh. many of which are at the end of their O\\ n access tracks 
centred on medjevaltownship place-names (such as Hirdre. Nyffryn). The area around Rhydlios/ 
LlangwnnadJ!Pen-y-grocs lon/Rhoshirwaun contains n quire distinct pattern of small. single-storey dwell ings 
(mainly of the last century), densely scattered within their own plots and adjacem to the road. set in a small, 
rectangular fields (presumably their own smallholdings enclosed out of the surroundjng waste). The sense of 
period is quite distinct and strong here. a feeling which ts reinforced by the numerous chapels. Building types 
encompass a wide range of styles and dates. from the sixteenth century onwards: there are fe\\ empty 
d\\ellings. The dispersed farms are large and surrounded by clusters of stone and modem buildings. widely 
distributed reflecting their land holdings. At the other end of the scale are small , single-storey last-century 
cottages (concentrated inland around Llangwnnndl) and even modern estate buildings. The area of the 
Rhoshirwaun enclosure contains a (diminishing) number of clay-walled dwellings ol"thc last century. 

There are few significant industrial remains in the area, with the exception of the area around Mach roes/ 
Bwlchtocyn Llanengan. where there are remains relating to a fonner important lead-mining complex. with not 
only underground workings. shafts, chimneys. adits etc., but also a distinct nucleated settlement pattern of 
nineteenth-century workers' cottages. Lime was bumt in the nineteemh century at Porth Colmon and Porth 
Ysgaden. 

The network ofrouteways contains both the deeply-incised, meandering lanes typical of'oldcr' Llyn, as well 
as straight roads ofthe last century: there is also a complex of footpaths. some of which folio\\ green lanes 
while others cut straight across fields. 

This landscape is devoid of areas of planned, ornnmcntal parkland. 
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There is a large group of vet) distinctive World War II structures (including pillboxes. Nissan huts ad 
batteries) aro\md Cefn Lcisiog. representing the remains of a former RAF chainholme radar station. 

Conservation priorities 

The surviving smalL regular field patterns around Nefyn, Morfa Nefyn, Edem. Rhos-y-llan. Llangwnnadl. 
Rhydlios, Rhoshirwaun and much of the area around Bwlchroc) n and Mynydd Gilan should be retained. 
Kno'' n crop- and parch-mark sites must be protected from deeper ploughing within an arable regime which 
has the potential to reveal further remains. 
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Type F - Uwchmynydd 

Fossilsed medieval strip fields, plus loose scatter of 19th century farmsteads/conages. 



Type F: Uwchmynydd 
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Type F: Uwch mynydd 

A rugged. remote landscape with a strong sense of period and historic character. based on well-preserved 
fossilised strip lields and relict prehistoric settlement remains: it is as if the past is clinging on at the end of the 
world. The area rates high for survival, period. rarity. potential and amenity. 

Key historic landscape clwructeristics 

This is a small-scale, secluded. enclosed landscape. comprising a large area of fossilised strip fields huddling 
behind unenclosed. high cliffs. and above which rises a series of unenclosed mountain peaks. The field 
boundaries are solid. dependable. sheltering cloddmu. almost all covered in low vegetation. whose Jines must 
trace an earlier, unenclosed medieval partem of strip fields: they are a remarkable survival and reflect centuries 
of unchanging. low-key managemenr based on gra.dng. 

Depth is added to the historic character of the area by the series o f mesolithic flint scatters along the cliff-rap 
edge, as well as by the later prehistoric hut circles and the medieval earthworks on the unenclosed mountain 
sides. 

The settlement pattern is a distinctive scatter of small, squat farms with their attendant buildings ar the end of 
short tracks: the sense of place is reinforced by the scatter of nineteenth century chapels (and few other 
buildings) along the roadways, as well as the knO\\ ledge that Anelog was the site of an earl) medieval 
monastic retreat (even today, it is still a retreat). 

There are no industrial remains in the area. 

There are few straggling lanes, perhaps less deep than elsewhere. running across the enclosed area. many of 
which peter out in fum1yards near the eli ff top. The web of footpaths is of interest because most of them 
follow either existing green lanes or field boundaries, or the apparent lines of fie ld boundaries which have 
since been removed. 

Cousen•ation priorilies 

The field pattern must not be allowed to disintegrate funher. and c/oddiau should not be removed, replaced or 
repaired by wire fences (as is beginning to happen); ground cover should be maintained over the mesolithic 
flint scatters on the cliff LOps (these are particularly vulnerable to erosion or overgrazing); and the future of the 
relict earthwork sites must be secured within a grazing regime. 

lli)t<lric landscape chamcterisation for management - Ll~ n ESA Gi\ I Ro:pon no 28-1 Page 20 



INSHORE RE$CUE 
BOAT STATION 

' 

Type G: Snowdonia Edge 
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T~ peG: Snowdonia Edge. 

A transitory landscape between sea-coast and foothills. with no overall historic character or feeling but several 
dominant pattems re11ecting a number of historical processes. The are rates high for survival. penod, potential 
and amenity. 

Key historic landscape characteristics 

The area is almost cnlirly enclosed. but field patterns and sizes vary considerably from medium to large sacle. 
irregular patterns in the low-lying regions around Penlrcfelin (where rivers and water co~trscs dominate the 
landscape topographically) and again to the west of Llanllyfni. to the dominam, small-scale, intricate and 
regular panerns of 19'h century enclosure in the upper eastern parts of the region. around Gamdolbenmaen and 
Nazareth. 

Considerable depth is added to the historic character of the area by the numerous prehistoric burial chambers, 
stand ing stones and hut circles; the Roman foti at Bryncir: the deserted medieval rural settlements scattered 
across the landscape as well as the nucleated foca l points of Cricieth and Dolbcnmaen (and the medieval place 
names). Whilst not in sufficient concentrations to form dominant patterns. they are nevertheless significant. 

Tite settlement pattern is principally of scattered fimnsteads: lnger-established farms in the [ow-lying areas 
north and south. with concentrations of 19tb century collages typically on the upland fringes. However, there 
are nucleated settlemems, all on the A497 (as might be expected)- Porthrnadog at the eastern end (a 1911t 
century creation). Pentrefclin and Cricieth (originally a medieval borough) in Lhe west. Borth y gest and the 
regimented lines of Morf.'l Oychan on the coast owe their development to the holiday industry . 

The zone is relatively highly-industrialised compared with areas further west, with the large working sand and 
g ravel quarries at Graeanog and Btyncir (themselves with litt le industrial archaeological interest), and an 
outlying former granite quarry on Moel y Gest (with its galleries and inclines). 

Two main roads cross the area. both former toll roads emanting emanating from Porthmadog. one heading 
northwards to Caemarfon and the other west to Pwllheli. These dominate the are vio;ually, hut othwerwise 
there are a few minor lanes criss-crossing the low-lying marshes and higher ridges: a series of footpaths is 
quire extensive, but most of the area is relatively inaccessible. 

The only designed landscape of nore within the area is that around Wem. where the part.. is probably originally 
18"' century with a garden designed in the early 20'h century. The southern (coastal) part of the area has been 
heavily influenced by tourism. As well as the two settlements already mentioned, there are many caravan 
parks, hotels. B&Bs etc. 

Conservfllion priorities 

The future of the relict archaeological sites, mainly stone-built features but "ith some earthworks. must be 
secured. Gresham· s stud} of Ei fionnydd has sho\\ n the potential fur reconstructin!_4 the medieval landscape, 
and boundary features ar-e thus also important. 
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Type H- Coastal and Valley Flats - in centre of pl10tograph. 

Few historic landscape characteristics. 



Type H: Coastal and Valley Flats 
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Type H: Coastal and Valley Flats 

A largely unenclosed wet. open, isolated lands~.;apc with little in the way of identifiable historic character or 
depth. The sense is of a partially-tamed natural wilderness. 

Key historic lantlscape cltaracreristic:s 

This low-lying area, part of which is land-locked and pan open to the sea. is still partly unenclosed: such 
boundaries as exist are probably late in date (the seaward section was enclosed in the last century). and are 
straight banks or hedges topped by gorse. 

No rei ict archaeology is knO\\ n from the areas. 

There is a complete lack of senlemem in the land-locked part of the area. The other contains just a couple of 
(late) isolated settlements on the coast. 

There are no industrial remains in either area. 

Only two footpaths cross the land-locked area. while a narrow track leads to the coast-edge settlements. 

Consen•ation priorities 

It is possible that buried archaeological deposits, or important palaeobotanical remains, do exist in the area 
which could be damaged by desiccation. The area shou ld be managed to retain its current waterlogging. 
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Type J- Hell 's Mouth PJain- showing the e:\'])3nsive, though enclosed fieldscape. 

which was Cistercian land in the medieval period. 



Type J: Hell ' s Mouth Plain 
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Type J: Hell's Mouth Plain 

In historic landscape tern1s. this is very much a continuation of rolling upland edge: an extensive, open and 
cultivated landscape with scattered settlement, some areas of small-scale patterning but an overall sense of 
modernisation, improvement and integration. There is little sense of historic period or place, although the area 
rates high for fragility/vu lnerabi lity. 

Key ltistoric landscape clturacteri.ftics 

An ex--pansive. cultivated openness. with some grazing but also arable cultivation created by large-scale fields 
(created b} the removal of some boundaries). surrounded by IO\\ banks with fences and a lack of woodland 
planting. The overall Llyn lield patterning. created b) a m ixrure oflarger fields with enclaves of small-scale 
fields. hedges and banks. is maintained. The paHern is particularly diverse. willl few regular laid-out fields, 
small-scale patterns at either end of the beach (oral history suggests that even in the mid-nineteenth century 
these were waste and have on ly recently been enclosed), and many irregular fields, perhaps reflecting a former 
presence of strip fields which were fotmerly Cistercian land. 

No known relict archaeological sites exist, although undefined cropmark sites are known. 

The settlement pattern is again of widely-scattered. well-designed groupings of farm buildings. often 
straddling rhe road. An isolated church and a series of (faml) placenarnes indicate the remnants of the 
medieval township ofNcigwl. 

The former presence of the W. W.ll airfield connected with Pen rhos has left behind some traces. 

A number of minor roads cross the area randomly, many with the sharp, staggered curves that reflect an earlier 
(now largely lost), regular fie ld pattern : the long bridges required by the low-lying, meandering riparian zones 
are particularly characteristic of this area. 

Conservmiou priorities 

The area· s principal components (scattered famls. areas of mtact, small-field paucms. bridges and buried 
archaeological remains) should be maintained. 
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Type K- Rolling Upland Edge- an interesting and varied landscape or different characters. 

from low-lying marshes to upland (unenclosed) 1.ones. 



Type K: Rolling Upland Edge 
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Type K: Rolling Upland Edge 

In may ways the most complex. varied landscape. the mixed pattern of cultivated and semi-natural vegetation 
perhaps epitomises what many consider to be the character of Llyn. based on rolling hillsides, sudden valleys 
and ever-changing perspectives. The area rates high on d1versity, potential. period and amenity. 

Key historic landscape cllltracteristics 

All kind of field patterns are here. indicating the long and complex history of the agriculture of the area. with 
areas of bog in valley bottoms, patches of rough grass, deciduous woodland and smaller fields in valley sides 
and dips. leading out to less intact, sweeping. improved grass fields in more open areas. surrounded by 
rraditional banks with their associated vegetation. 

The area contains a loose scatter. rather than signiticant concentrations, of relict archaeology (mainly isolated 
earthworks or stone-built sites), but the distribution and type of known sites means there is much scope for 
further discoveries. 

A loosely-scattered settlement pattern dominates most of the area, with isolated rarms and loose hamlets 
giving way to nucleated centres of population both inland (notably Sarn arrd Botwnnog, both probably with 
early origins) and on the coast (Abersoch and Llanbcdrog. both owing lheir development principall} to 
l\\entieth-ccntury tourism). 

TI1ere are no significant historical industrial remains in the area. 

The deep lanes which lead out from tbe sheltered vallc)S onto the plateaux are typical Llyn: deeply-incised. 
with floriferous hedgebanks and mainly single track: even the principal (county) roads arc winding and 
characteristic. Relative ly few of the routeways appear recent pushed through the landscape in straight lines; 
most belong to the tradition of climbing up valley slopes, looping round contours. staggering around pre
existing field patterns (many now disappeared) or meandering across level plateaux. Track·ways to farms are 
numerous and there is a series of footpaths covering much of the area. 

Significant portions of the landscape area rellect the modelling by large estates in the eighteenth and 
nineteenth centuries. which have resulted in swaU1cs of laid-out parkland with plantations of trees: 
Cefnamwlch in the north-west. Nanhoron near the south and Madryn and its offshoots in the north have all had 
considerable impact. 

Conservation priorities 

Field boundaries and patterns (especially intact patterns). winding lanes, historic parkland. crop- and parch
mark sites. nucleated settlements should all be retained: relict archaeological sites are particularly at risk and 
should receive positive management. 
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7 Managing historic landscape character within the ESA 

7. 1 General 

7 .1.1 Positive management should be aimed at halting and, if necessary. reversing any trends that can be shown to 

be causing unncceptable damage to the historic landscape resource. If at the same time management can 
actually enhance the historic landscape, then that is even beller. It IS I)S!>cnt•althat such managemem is 
continuous, and comains provisions for monitoring and review 

7.1.2 One of the basic tenets underpinning management is that \\e should be arming to continue (rather than halt) the 
past evolution of the landscape: to do this we must first have id~ntified what is important and significant in 
historic landscape terms. It should also be noted that now we can influence the way in which the landscape 
evolves from this point on. and that is s ignificant in itself. It is the overall historic character of the present 
landscape (as evidenced in important and significant groupings and patterns) which we shou ld aim at 
retaini ng, but in order to do th is we must manage at the component level. We must identify, conserve and 
enhance the local and regional historic diversity of our landscapes. 

7. 1.3 The ESA regime offers the opportuni ty to integrate the needs of the historic environment with modem land
use requirements lo produce a workable. effective management system and, more importantly a working. 
viable. landscape. which should provide ways and means for the various humnn activities in an area to be 
integrated with each other and with conservation, at rhe same time providing oppommities for study, research, 
education. interpretation and quiet enjoyment. 

7.1.3 This means that sires and features of historic landscape interest are positively managed for their own sakes, 
rather than JUSt left unimproved. It is important that the management of such features is integral to the 
management of the farm as a whole, rather rhan an isolated. unrelated activity. 

7 .1.4 A It hough it is the aim of rhe aim of the ESA to retain the general (including historic) character of the area. it is 
necessary. to enable viable management prescriptions robe drawn up. to reduce the historic landscape 
charactt!rs described above back do" n into its constituent components. 

Management of 
componen ts-
fie ld wa lls, bu ildings, 
archaeo logica l sites etc. 

Retain character ~ Conserve diversity and character areas 

7.1 .5 A management plan should specify conservation objectives for a site/area and how they will be monitored: it 
should ident ify points at which some response wi ll be made if monitoring shows that a feature is changing: it 
should estab lish what activities/processes will be the subject of monitoring: it should establish what 
management of on-going activities is required; and: identify the types of development or activities which 
might adversely affect the site. 

7.1.6 1 ot all rhc sites and features\\ hich comprise the historic landscape require the same detailed level of 
management: some sites can be adequately managed by the application of simple, general strategies, while 
some sites merit more detailed. site-specific, problem-led responses. 

7 .1. 7 For management purposes. when describing historic landscape components, it may be useful to distinguish 
between relict and historic features: relict = defunct features (e.g. hut circles. standing stones) and historic = 
feawres which still retain some degree of practical use (e.g. house, field wall still in use as a boundary). 

7.2 Threats to the historic la ndscape of Llyn 

7.2. 1 Agricultural practices (i.e. activities governed by ESA management) which are potentially most damaging to 
historic landscape featu res include land improvement, removal of boundaries, demolition of buildings, over
grazing leading to erosion, deeper p loughing, a llowing regeneration of scrub and woodland, construction of 
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new fencing and tracks and drainage_ The recognition of cropmark sites largely depends on continuing arable 
cultivation_ although encroachment on unploughed sites and the reduction of nbove- and below-ground 
remains are problems_ 

7 _2_2 Despite the ESA design at ion, there is perceived to be an ongoing. incremental erosion of quality and variety 
on Llyn, with the loss of specific features leading to overall loss of character. The widespread use of post-and
wire fencing to fortify dodcliuu (or simply replace them), the removal of some boundaries within a general 
intensification ofagricullllre, the expansion of agricu ltura l improvement into upland areas. and the 
establishment of coni fer plantations all a id the erosion of the distinctive sense of place. The ESA monitoring 
repon ( 1992) states that 53°io of the field boundaries within the ESA are cloddiou. Many of these are in poor 
condition due to inappopriate management: once vegetation cover is removed. they are prone to erosion and 
collapse. Many have been cleared to allow modern machinery to operate more efficicently. while others act as 
·quarries· for other operations. 

7.2.3 Other forces for change (for exampJe housing development, road improvements. improvements in infra
structure and services. minerals developmem) lie outside the brief of this study. However, although outside 
the remit of ESA. the pressures and problems that arise from recreation and tourism (which is encouraged as a 
part offann diversification) also pose a long-term threat lo the stability of many historic landscape features on 
agricultural land. 

7.3 Management opportunities within the ESA 

7.3 . 1 Each fam1er joming the scheme enters all his farm into an ESA Management A~recment: this is prepared by 
the Welsh Office Agriculture Department (WOAD) Md includes all the undertakings expected of the l'armer. 
The ESA booklet, Guidelines for farmers, contains management guidelines which relate to general principles. 

7.3.2 There are two ·tiers' of agreement: tier I is ob ligatory and aims to retain valuable wi ldlife and landscape 
features for the who le farm. Tier 2 is voluntary and otTers higher rates of payment in return for a commitment 
ro enhance the value of certain types of land and features/structures by specific management practices. A 
conservation plan is a feature of Lhis ESA scheme; this consists of a schedule of work which the fanner agrees 
to carry out over a two-year perioci, and a farm m::~p idenrifics the location of the proposed works. 

7.4 Tier 1 - Guidelines for the management of historic landscape elements 

7.4. I General 

7.4.1.1 The intention of this section is to provide general management guidance and best practice for particular types 
of histolic landscape feature. Any work on a Scheduled Anciem Monument wi ll require Scheduled 
Monumcnr Consent from Cadw: Welsh Historic Monuments; work on Listed Buildings will require the 
graming of Listed Building Consem by the local planning authority. Failure to obtain the appropriate consent 
rna) render the land-owner liable to prosecution. 

7 .4.1.2 The majority of historic landscape fearures. including many relict sites of archaeological and historical interest. 
can probably be adequately dealt with under general umbrella management objectives and prescriptions which 
would fall within tier I management. Such s ites might include walls, cloddiau, standing stones, small caims. 
possibly even earthwork enclosures. The general management objective might be something as simple as 
'maintain as site of historic landscape interest', and the management prescription might read 'maintain existing 
grass cover. prevent erosion. ensure colonisation or scrub vegetation does not take place' (!/C. 

7.4. 1.3 For sites such as these, as well as for general day-to-day management a series of guidelines has been drafted 
(below). adherence to which should ensure that most everyday actions "ill avoid accidentally damaging 
historic landscape elements. Most are common sense and should not invol\ e extra expense or time spent in 
carrying out jobs. These arc applicable to sites within all Landscape Types areas. although nor aJJ will 
necessarily be relevant to any particular type. Sites which are more complex and require detailed. positive, 
management are examined in later sections. 
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7.4.1 Guidelines for ltistoric landscape tlteme- agriculture 

Land\·cape element rrpes 

These include cloddiau, field walls, hedges. banks and agricultural buildings. 

M1maf(ement guidance 

Maintain features in a stable condition. If require{], swne walls, c/oddiau or other boundaries should be re
built to retain their character: -.vhere possible. boundaries should be restored and not replaced by post and wire 
fences. Where the Iauer are inevitable, their line should foliO\\ the previous boundary: boundar} lines should 
not be removed. No new boundaries should be constructed unless they follow the line of previous boundaries 
and are of the same type. Fields should not be amalgamated unless they fall within areas which are 
characterised by 'decayed' field patterns, where this may be acceptable. 

A void the use of heavy machinery close to or across the features . Where this is unavoidable, utilise existing 
gaps and crossing points in the feature, rather than create new ones. If this is not possible. ensure minimum 
damage is caused by the construction of tracks and that a boundary is only crossed once: avoid areas where 
features join each other as this may destroy valuable archaeological information. 

It is not necessary to remove healthy deciduous trees adjacent to boundaries provided that they are not causing 
root damage: they enhance the ecological value of the feature (and may actually be a part of the fearure) . Do 
not allow the removal of any stone or any materia I from the feature. Do not allow the tipping of any rubbish. 
spoil or any other debris. or storage of equipment. fuel. ere. on or adjacent to the site. 

Buildings shou ld be preserved wherever possibh:: at the least. further decay should be prevented. Ha lt any 
damaging processes such as root damage or erosion, by the removal of trees or scrub growing on walls or 
within the build ing/structure. Do not remove low vegetation (e.g. grass, mosses, lichen, ferns, etc.) which arc 
binding the structure and preventing erosion: vegetation may be of significant wildlife interest. Ivy is 
particularly difficult and expert advice should be taken before this is tackled. 

Ecological features o(the lu:rtoric em•Jronmenl 

This type will include wetlands. former woodland. etc. 

Management guidance 

Boggy areas may be important deposits of environmental remains such as pollen. the analysis of which makes 
it possible to investigate and understand the forn1er environment. They may also preserve organic remains 
including wooden structures. It is impor1ant that they are not allowed ro dry out. 

If necessary. remove trees and scrub from waterlogged deposits, as such vegetation will dry out any orga11ic 
remains which may be preserved. A void the use of any heavy machinery on or around such deposits: take 
care not to damage the edges of ponds. Do nor damage the deposit by drainage works or any fom1 of 
pollution. Do not divert existing or new drainage channels into waterlogged deposits as this may alter their 
chemical and physical composition. Waterlogged deposits should not be excavated to construct conservation 
ponds unless expert advice has been taken. 

Where it is considered desirable to clean out silted ponds. environmental and archaeological advice should be 
taken. Any such work shou ld ideall> be monitored by an archaeologist: if not, and any archaeological finds 
are made, then they should be notified immediate!~ and work should cease until advice has been received. 
Any organic finds e.g. wood. leather. etc. should be immediately immersed in clean water to prevent 
deterioration. Deciduous trees in the vicinity of ponds or waterlogged deposits ma;v be left if they are not 
damaging the banks or causing drying of the deposits. Do not allow the tipping of any rubbish. spoil or any 
other debris on the site. 

Ancient wood land may include areas of former coppice sometimes associated with charcoal burning mounds; 
wood banks and earthworks associated directly with wood land management may be preserved. and pollarded 
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trees may exist. Such woodlands may also have preserved elements of the historic landscape pre-dating the 
wood. All work in woodland should be planned to ensure the survival of such features. Evaluate the historic 
landscape value of ancient woodland in liaison with appropriate archaeological advice. Tf appropriate, 
consider the viability of recommencing traditional management, or a modified fonn of the present 
management. to enhance the value of the site. 

7.4.3 Guidelines for historic landscape theme- relict archaeology 

Relic! landscape elemenl types 

Th is inc ludes earthworks (e.g. house platforms, charcoal burning mounds, pillow mounds, barrows, 
enclosures. lynchets), stone-bui lt sites (e.g. hillforts. hut circles, hut groups, long huts, relict field walls) as 
well as buried remains such as cropmark and parchmark sites, and findspots. It includes Scheduled Ancient 
Monuments which can be subject to separate management plans agreed with Cadw: Welsh Historic 
Monuments. 

Management guidance 

Maintain the site in a stable condition. Current practices wh ich are not creating problems should be continued. 
Existing grass cover should be maintained, as grazing is nonnally a des irable means of conserving 
archaeological sites. However, it is important that grazing is maintained at a level which keeps undesirable 
vegetation under control but not to such an extent as to cause erosion. Artificial feed points and licking blocks 
should not be placed on identified historic landscape features (especially relict archaeological sites). 

Halt any damaging processes such as root damage or erosion by the removal of trees or scrub growing on 
earthworks or stone-built featu res. It is not necessary to remove healthy deciduous trees in the vicinity of the 
site or feature provided that they are not causing root damage. Woody scrub growth should be cut or treated 
with herbicide without disturbing the ground surface, but do not remove remains of hedgerows or trees 
directly associated with the site or feature and its surroundings. Prevent regeneration on earthworks. No new 
tree planting should occur within 20m of known or possible sites of archaeo logical or historic landscape 
interest. 

From time to time, fencing may be necessary to protect part of a site or featu re whi le allowing grazing 
elsewhere, in which case care is required when positioning fence posts. If permanent fencing is erected, care 
shou ld be taken that it dqes not cut across areas of archaeological sign iticance. Existing erosion scars 
affecting sites of archaeological interest shou ld be repaired and subsequently monitored and maint;lined. 
Rabbit populations (and those of other burrowing animals) should be kept under contro l. 

No areas shou ld be ploughed, cleared or otherwise improved without specific prior archaeological 
consultation, and any proposals for other changes in land-use should be referred for archaeological comment 
Boggy and other wet areas should not be drained, and no new drainage should be carried out without prior 
archaeological consultation . No ditched feature shoul.d be infilled without prior archaeological consu ltation. 

The layout of roads, tracks and footpaths should be designed to avoid crossing areas of archaeological 
significance. No J1eavy mach inery should be moved across the area without prior archaeological consultation. 

Archaeological sites shou ld not be used as a source for stone, turf or other materials. neither should materials 
(including stone, topsoil. rubbish, farm waste, scrap, old machinery e1c.) be stored or dumped in 
archaeologically sensitive areas. 

Metal detecting can cause damage to the archaeological heritage by removing items from their archaeological 
context and disturbing sites. No metal detecting should be allowed on known archaeological sites, unless 
under qua lified archaeological supervision. This is particu larly worrying in areas where there is a potential 
wealth of archaeological metalwork in the ground. Meta l detecting on a Scheduled Ancient Monument 
without the prior written permission of the Secretary of State is an offence. If in doubt, archaeological advice 
should be taken before granting permission to metal detectors. A new Treasure Act was implemented in 
September. 1997, which has implications for farmers who allow metal detectors on their land, as there is now a 
duty to report finds which come with in any of the four categories which comprise the new definition of 
'treasure' . 
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Public access to vulnerable sites shou ld not be improved as this may lead to ero!)ion or deliberate damage . As 
the approach to some sit~:s is often on steep slopes. consideration should be given to improvement to footpaths 
to prevent erosion. 

Damage can also be caused by events such as off-road rall ies. motmtain bike racing and four-wheel drive 
·meets'. as well as fairs, shows and other events involving large marquees. While such events might be 
temporary, the effect they have on both above-gr<>und and buried archaeological (the damage caused by wheel 
ruts, the digging of ho les etc.) is permanent. 

lf the site is a Scheduled Ancient Monument any work. outside a managemem plan agreed with Cadw, will 
require Scheduled Monument Consent. 

Cronmarks anJ parchmarks 

These sites are usually on ly to be viewed from the air. although they can be observed from other well-located 
vantage points. They occur usually only under exceptional circumstances. when the grow ing crop or grass 
cover is under stress from too little moisture. Areas of previous ground disturbance (such as pits and ditches) 
or buried features (such as walls or hearths) will show generally as lighter or darker marks in the growing 
crop. 

Manaf{emem Guidance 

The recognition of buried archaeological remains in arable fields, the underlying landscape, relies on the 
continuation of arable cultivation. However. these sites will already be much reduced in their archaeological 
layers and much invaluable infonnation will already have been lost: this rate of loss must be diminished and, if 
possible, discontinued. 

Current ploughing depths should be retained. and deeper ploughing should not be al lowed over known sites. 
Activities involving disturbance of the deeper subsoil (into which the archaeological remains are usually cm). 
such as mole-draining or pan-husting, should he avoided in areas known or though! to contain buried remains. 

Areas thought likely to contain buried remains (such as hilltops, or level plateaux on slopes) should be targeted 
by archaeologists using appropriate methods of investigative survey (such as aerial photography or 
geophysical survey). 

Finds pots 

There are seldom any surface remains associated with sites of casual finds. Such artefacts are often found on 
the ground surface. or disturbed from topsoil. and therefo re present little or no opportunity for management. 
Significant scatters of finds may, however. indkatl! the presence of buried features. 

/1/anagemem Guidance 

The sites ofsignificamlind scatters should be avoided by substantial ground-disturbing machinery, 
particularly if subsoil is likely to be disturbed. If disturbance is unavoidable then an archaeological watching 
brief should be carried out during the work to identify buried features . I r in doubt, seek professional advice. 

7.4.4 Guidelines for historic lamlscape theme- selllemelll 

Lanclrcape elemem trpes 

These include fannhouses. o utbuildings including barns, sheds, pigsties, coach-houses ere. as well as other 
buildings which fom1 pan or the settlement plan of an area. 
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Management guidance 

With the exception of day-to-day maintenance, works connected with dwellings and other buildings will tend 
to fall within the ambit of planning legislation. A check shou ld be made as to whether a particular bui lding is 
listed before any works are undertaken. Any development which is subject to the planning process will be 
subject to strict archaeological procedures, using the guidelines la id down in PG (Wales) and the Welsh Office 
Circulars 60/96 and 61/96 (Planning and the Historic Environment and Archaeology and Planning). 

Bui ldings and other structures shou ld be maintained in good condition. All repairs and renovations shou ld be 
carried out carefully and sympathetically. Expert advice shou ld be sought where there are any doubts. 
Building materials (including roofing) shou ld correspond to ex isting materials for that area: designs for new 
buildings should conform to loca l character. 

There should be sympathetic approaches to the provision of any new, or renewal of existing, services (such as 
overhead wires) which should be in keeping with local historic landscape character. The impact of new 
services should be fully evaluated. 

7.4.5 Guidelines for historic landscape theme- industry 

Landscape element rypes 

This may include significant remains such as quan·ies, ad its, shafts, tramways, ropeways, inclines and 
associated buildings and structures. 

Management guidance 

Most of these features and landscape elements fall outside the remit of the ESA scheme; however, some fall 
within farming land and brief guidelines are therefore needed. 

Maintain the s ite in a stable condition. Prevent regeneration of scrub, tree and undergrowth on walls and 
within buildings. Fence any dangerous structures (e.g. old mine shafts, deep holes/wells, teetering structures) 
to keep away both livestock and visitors and, if appropriate, erect warning s igns. If necessary seek 
archaeological advice on the desirability of consolidating the building/structure. No remedial work should be 
carried out without consultation and advice. 

Do not allow the removal of stone or any material from the site, or the tipping of any rubbish, spoil or other 
debris on the site. However, where damage is unavoidable, for examp le if the structure has to be partially 
destroyed to make it safe, a full archaeological survey consisting of photography and measured drawing 
should be carried out beforehand. Advice must be sought on this. 

7.4.6 Guidelines for historic landscape theme- communications 

Landscape element tvpes 

This includes roads, lanes, tracks (including farm tracks), g reen lanes and footpaths. 

Management guidance 

Most of these sites, and therefore their management fall outside the scope and remit of the ESA scheme. 
However, fa rm tracks, 'green' lanes and footpaths are elements which the scheme might cover. 

An important pat1 of the historic character and local distinctiveness of the (public) roads is the signing, with 
many of the signs in Llyn being the 'old' black and white type, although the main roads have new signs: the 
forn1er should be maintained wherever possible. Other street and road furniture (e.g. lampposts) should also 
retain their existing character when replaced. Most lanes are uncluttered and free from signs, although caravan 
parking signs and adverts for local produce are common. These have become a recognisable part of the 
character of the area and their individual distinctiveness should be retained. Another important characteristic 
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of the area is that it retains its 'dark night quality', with little if any extraneous modem roadside lighting: this 
aspect of the landscape should certain ly be maintained. 

Maintain the site in a stable condition: the character of most routeways lies in the combination of built 
elements (usually side-walls or side-banks, and a metalled or cobbled surface) with natural elements 
(hedgerows, trees, flower-rich verges), often deeply incised into the landscape. 

Where active management is required, any damaging processes (such as root damage causing imminent 
co llapse of a section of walling) or increased erosion should be identified and the source of the problem dealt 
with. However, great care should be taken. If trees or gorse, fo r example, are part of the character of a 
routeway, any plants which are removed or die shou ld be replaced. Indiscriminate spraying should not be 
carried out on roadside verges: trees and hedges should be cut back in the autumn, and should be treated 
sensitively (not sheared off to a level top- the equivalent of a basin cut). 

Routeways must not be blocked: if necessary, gateways can be installed but wherever possible these shou ld be 
in character with existing gateways (many estates or areas, for example, had distinctive styles of gates). New 
posts should not cause damage to existing structures. Do not allow the removal of any stone or any material 
from the s ite, or the tipping of any rubbish, spoil or any other debris on the site. New track ways should be 
avoided wherever possible, and any newly-constructed trackways should conform to the local historic 
character (this does not include farm vehicle routes across fields). 

Whilst public access along track ways is obviously an intrinsic part of their character, the use of motor 
vehicles on green lanes should be restricted to tractors or other farm vehicles: vulnerable sites such as grassed 
trackways should be protected from erosion (see also section on relict archaeology, for the effects of off-road 
vehicles on the historic environment). 

7.4. 7 Other general guidelines 

Archaeological excavation is a skilled and expensive operation which should be left to those professionally 
qualified, and with the proper resources, to undertake it. All excavations should be carried out with in the 
parameters of a long-term research framework. · A milteur' excilvations should be actively discouraged, but 
'amateur' involvement in supervised excavations will continue to be encouraged. 

If archaeo logical features or artefacts (such as pottery, flint or bone) are found, they should be left undisturbed 
if at all possible and reported at once to Gwynedd Archaeological Trust. Artefacts will always have a greater 
sign ificance in context and in many cases will become meaningless if taken away. 

lfthe artefact is found loose on the ground surface, however, and is likely to be removed anyway, it is 
probab ly safer to record its exact location and then hand it in to the Trust with full details of the circumstances 
surrounding its discovery. It will be returned if wanted, after it has been duly recorded. 

Public access to vulnerable sites should not be improved as this may lead to erosion or deliberate damage. 
Where sites lie close to public roads and/or are publicly accessible (e.g near car parks or picn ic places). 
consideration should be g iven to the provision of interpretation boards, perhaps as part of the conservation 
plan. 

7.5 Tier 2 and Conservation plans- suggested improvements in the management of historic landscape 
components 

7.5. 1 Wh ilst the above guidance should be sufficient for the majority of components (sites) which comprise the 
historic landscape, larger and (arguably) more important components and patterns (character, or character 
areas) could benefit from greater representation in conservation plans. This would require more detailed 
management plans, drawn up to the specific requirements of individual sites. Such plans obv iously require 
greater input and commitment (in terms oftime and money), and need detailed p1anning and consideration, as 
well as careful monitoring. 

7.5.2 Such sites and areas include all those considered to be of national importance (whether Scheduled or not), and 
those of sufficient regional or academic interest, or of sufficient complexity, to wanant detailed management. 
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It should be noted that all management action on Scheduled Ancient Monuments should be agreed before any 
works are undertaken with the relevant Inspector of Ancient Monuments. Any draft management proposals 
for SAMs shou ld be sent to Cadw for their comments: this should be followed by a meeting on site with 
Cadw's Inspector of Ancient Monuments before any real time or eff01t is invested in the scheme. Management 
plans will come under Section 17 or Section 24 Management Agreements of the J 979 Ancient Monuments and 
Archaeological Areas Act, and should be deve loped on five- and thi1ty-year timescales. Detailed management 
plans for other archaeological sites should be agreed between all relevant interested parties. 

7.5 .3 Any successful management plan should follow a number of stages including the identification of the ar
chaeolog ical resource, identification of a series of management objectives, the formulation of a strategy, and 
implementation and monitoring to ensure positive management of the archaeological resource (see appendix 
VI for fuller details). 

7.5.4 Following the model suggested elsewhere for Tir Cymen (GAT report 250), it is recommended that a complete 
inventory (baseline condition survey) of all sites, features and structures which comprise the historic landscape 
should be made when a farm enters its ESA agreement. Each compnent or group (pattern) of components 
should be described and its condition noted to enable future monitoring (see appendix V): again as suggested 
fo r Tir Cymen, it might be suitable for sites, features and patterns to be categorised according to their relative 
impo1tance and management requirements. 

7.6 Site categories 

7.6.1 One way of achieving this would be to estab lish a series of broad categories (A, B, C, D, E and F (L)- see 
appendix III), based on the perceived requirements and relative impo1tance and complexity of each 
component/pattern. This should identify which sites can be managed simp ly by general management 
considerations (as outlined above under tier I - see section 7.4), and which require detailed conservation plans 
(see previous section). 

7 .6.2 The categories are described in detail in appendix l!J. The broad divisions between these categories have been 
made on archaeological grounds, but each is ta ilored towards specific management aims. Each category is 
described archaeologically, lists management objectives and gives a management prescription. 

7.6.3 The term ' national importance' as used here is defined by appl ication of the non-statutory criteria fo r 
scheduling ancient monuments. A site may meet any one, or a combination, of these eight published criteria 
(period, rarity, documentation, group value, survival/condition, fragility/vulnerability, d iversity. potential) and 
be deemed of national importance and therefore merit scheduling as an ancient monument under the 1979 
Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act. Once designated, Ancient Monuments are protected by 
law and spec-ial permission (Scheduled Monument Consent) is required, from the Secretary of State, for any 
works effecting them. Cadw, who administer Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAMs) .in Wales, may enter 
into management agreemems with owners of such sites. These agreements are specific to each monument and 
take precedence over the general management prescriptions given be low. 

7.6.4 Using these categories, an evaluation of each historic landscape element can be carried out during the base-line 
survey. The categorisation of sites should be an ongoing process requiring site identi fication and recording by 
the appropriate archaeological body. Categories are not immutable and where ne\v information becomes 
available review may be considered, this may be most common for sites in category E. 

7.6.5 Where sites require immediate remedial conservation work, i.e. a site is considered to be at risk and a 
conservation priority, a means of recording condition and th reat is set out in append ix V. This scheme, which 
is s imple to operate and can be used in conjunction with site categories, has two main advantages: it provides 
base-line data on condition and threat level aga inst which the success (or otherwise) of the management of a 
site can be monitored; and it can help to establish management prioriries. 

7.7 Site management categories 

7. 7 . I Briefly, a method of passing on advice on the management of historic landscape guidelines to non-specialist 
project officers, simi lar to that o utl ined in section 7.4 above, is by means of management categories. This is 
explained more fully in appendix IV, but has not been tried on Llyn. 
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7.7.2 Jt is possible that the more detailed guidelines set out above in 7.4. could be adapted in this way. and following 
a detailed fam1 survey. each historic landscape component (or group) could be allocated to a similar 
management category. 

8 Monitoring within the ESA 

8.1 Monitoring is essential if the effectiveness of the ESA scheme to fulfil its function is to be evaluated. 
Monitoring requires reliable base-line data against ''hich progress or otherwise can be measured. A staged 
approach to recording and monitoring the historic landscape aspect of the scheme should be adopted as an 
integral part of the ESA scheme: this should involve-
(i) the identification of the re~ource, 
(ii) the identification of a series of management objectives. 
(iii) the formulation of a management strategy, and 
(iv) im plementation of the strategy and monitoring to ensure positive future management of the historic 
landscape resource. 

8.2 Follow ing the model suggested elsewhere for Tir Cymen (GAT Rcpon no. 250, 1997- CCW is cmTently in 
the process of reviewing the arrangements for historic landscape provision within Tir Cymen). it is 
recommended that a complete inventory (condition survey) of all sites, features and structures which comprise 
the historic landscape should be made made by a suitably-qualified. professional archaeologist when a farm 
enters its ESA agreement. Each component (and group of compont:nts) should be described and its condition 
nott:d at the outset. and management recommendations would also be made (stages i and ii above- also 
appendix V). 

8.J IL is suggested that a system of monitoring is used as follows (see appentlh V for a more detailed explanation). 
In the base-line surve). the condition of each component (or group). and an ·at risk' assessment is recorded on 
a slidmg scale from I - 5 (best to worse). giving two 'scores' The form ofrhe fl!ature (e.g. eanhwork) and d1c 
nature of an) real or potential threats which will require management (e.g animaJ burrowing. removal of 
stone). with a qualifier which assesses the level of each threat will also be noted (and taken from a glossary), 
along" itlr u rnanagcm~nl recommendation to mitigate any damaging processes. Photographs should also be 
taken. Each subsequent time a feature is visited. the condition. at-risk factor and thrl!at levels will be recorded 
and compared with earlier visits to determine whether the particular management of that feature is successful. 
Any unsuccessful management practices can be revised and altered. 

8.4 The management recommendations would be incorporated into the fam1 plan agreed between FRCA and the 
f~1rmer (see above. stage iii). Monitoring of the condition of these elements wou ld be conducted on a regular 
basis (stage iv, above). either by an archaeo logist (preferred) or by a project officer, using the base-line data as 
a comparison, ro ensure that targets are being met and that the management regime implemented is effective. 

8.5 This information would be recorded in a database so that quamitmivc statistics can be compiled and analysed. 
For example. it would be possible to identif) the three most significant factors adversely affecting condition 
and risk of sites in a particular Landscape Type. and strategic planning could deal with those problems as a 
priorit) . This might have a considerable impact on archaeological planning and projects. and could lead to 
effective long-tenn conservation and managemem. 

8.6 An effective and relatively inexpensive way of carrying out such monitoring might be by using aerial survey: 
photographs could be taken of the farm \vhen it enters an ESA agreement and it would be relatively 
straightforward exercise to fly over and photograph fan11s on a regular (say three-year) basis. and compare 
resu Its with the base- line survey (as already happens "ilh Scheduled Ancient Monuments): actual site visits 
could then be limited to farms where problems are identified. 
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9 Conclusions and recommendations 

9.1 General 

9.1.1 The project was generally welcomed (by FRCA) to have been successful in demonstrating the effectiveness of 
historic landscape characterisation as a management tool. lt gathered and collated historic landscape data in a 
format, and at a level. which was well-suited to the ESA management which could use the data and put the 
management recommendations into practice. The study, therefore, has had direct practical application. It is 
recommended that historic landscape characterisation is continued as an effective management tool for the 
management of historic landscapes. 

9.1.2 The map scale used was I :25,000: this was considered ideal in that it showed all the field boundaries and 
settlements, roads and routes and much of the relict archaeology, and yet was manageable for both fieldwork 
and repor1s. Data captured at this scale can also be readily transferred to the regional sites and monuments 
records (especially if they are moving into GIS - see below). It is recommended that any future historic 
landscape characterisation work is mapped at this level. 

9.1.3 In order to be most effective, it is probably better if the number of personnel involved in any project is 
restricted to a minimum. Obv iously it wi ll necessary to consult with various sub-aspect experts, but the team 
actually carrying out the project should, ideally comprise two people (interestingly, the Countryside 
Commission also insist on two people carrying out landscape assessment exercises). It is also important to try 
to build on experience gained from previous work, by using the same team for subsequent work: th is is 
largely because of the different approach and ' mind set' that is required to deal with issues at a landscape 
(rather than site-specific) level. Expet1ise is cumulative. 

9.1.4 The effectiveness of the project was limited by two major problems- (i) available databases and sets of 
infom1ation on the historic e·nvironment are not comprehensive in scope and thus a lot of in formation has to be 
·gathered' (which is time- and resource-consuming), and (ii) there was insufficient information avai lable on 
the past and present condition of historic landscape components to allow an assessment of the effectiveness of 
the ESA prescriptions. The scope of this (pilot) project did not allow either of these deficits to be addressed 
satisfactorily, as it was necessarily based principally on readi ly-available data. with a limited amount of 
original documentary and field work. However, it has demonstrated the potential usefulness of undertaking 
such work in future projects. 

9. 1.5 The other major drawback of the project was that it was not computer- (i.e. GfS-) based. The Land map pilot, 
to which this characterisation work contributed (GAT Report no. 270), has clearly demonstrated the 
advantages of a computerised G IS-based system for mapping and analysing landscape-based data. 
Unfortunately, this project was undenaken using relatively unsophistacted techniques of maps, overlays and 
coloured crayons for analysis (although some computer-generated maps were possible. notably from SMR 
data). Any future historic landscape characterisation work should, fo r preference, be carried out using a GIS
based system (preferably Map info with OS dig ital data. if these are available). 

9.2 Specific 

9.2.1 The study has concentrated on analysing and defining the historic character of the existing Llyn ESA 
landscape types already established by FRCA. In most cases, a reasonable historic characterisation could be 
attempted (see section 6). However, a series of adjustments could be made to these types coul.d be made on 
purely historical character grounds as fo llows-

i) the area north of Pwllheli could be removed from sheltered parkland and incorporated within plateau 
mosaic: 

ii) the moorland basin designation could be dropped as it is largely a transitional zone, and the edges of the 
hills and knolls and moorland basin areas moved south and north accordingly to be contiguous: 

iii) the hills and knolls areas around Mynydd Cefnamwlch and Mynydd Ystum could be incorporated into the 
surTounding areas, as they have few of the historic characteristics of the former landscape type: 
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iv) it might be useful to describe the differem upland bloclo..s as separate entities, as they are quite distinct: 

v) Mynydd Cilan. and the area from the Afon Soch southwards. could be redl!signcd from coastal plateau to 
rolling upland edge, as its character is quite distinctive and unlike the north coast : 

vi) the southern edge of the coastal plateau could be restricted to the northern coastal area (see above). as far 
in land as Llangwnnadl and Rhydlios, as this is quite d istinctive: the remainder cou ld be redesignated as rol ling 
upland edge, or given a separate landscape type: 

vii) there is actually little difference between plateau mosaic (if retained) and rolling upland edge. and these 
could receive the same designation. 

9.3 Recommendations for detailed analysis 

9.3.1 A number of more detailed analyses which would benefit historic characterisation and subsequent 
management on Llyn were thrown up by the study. These include (in nor particular order):-

i) mapping the historical landscape elements against the physical evidence: 

ii) analysing the type of farm/other settlement in each area: 

iii) carrying out a derailed study of a specific area to gain a greater understanding of its historical processes: 

iv) examining. say. two farms in each landscape type as a pilot for recording historic landscape information 
and making appropriate management recommendations (along the lines of Tir Cymen farm assessments ro 
provide base-line condition surveys) - see section 8: 

v) carrying out detai led archaeological survey of hills and knolls areas and moorland basin as a priority: 

vi) target resources for aerial survey and geophysical survey in areas of cultivation: 

vii) examine historical ecology: 

viii) examine in detail areas held by two different estates to compare and contrast the historical detail of 
boundaries, buildings, survival of archaeological remains, ere. to see whether there are distinct characteristic 
differences: 

ix) compi ling a list of potentially relevant materia l in the local record office. 
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FRCA Llyn ESA Landscape Types - Descriptions 

Type A: Sheltered Parkland 

A neat, medium-scale, lushly pnttemed. managed landscape. 

Key Characteristics 

• a medium-scale. neat landscape created by the network of well maintained field boundaries 

• a lushness created by lines of deciduous field boundary crees and blocks of managed woodland 

• a managed character created by clean fields and well designed groupings offann buildings. 

Type B: Plateau Mosaic 

A small scale, sheltered landscape with a traditional pas10ral patchwork in the homogenous expanse. 

Key cba racteristics 

• A small scale. sheltered, traditjonal pastoral patchwork created by the field banks with their shrub 
vegetation and small trees. 

• An homogenous expanse created by an absence of woodland, except in the sheltered dips and valleys. 

• A mixed character created by a mosaic of clean grass fields and areas of wet rush and scrub. 

• A naturalness created by an absence of modem artefacts and the abundance of modem artefacts and the 
abundance of semi-natural habitats. 

Type C: Mo01·land Basin 

An expansive. wet landscape with a large scale patterning. open, exposed and isolated. 

Key characteristics 

• An expansive wet and remote character created by the extensive areas of rough grazing with boggy and 
wet areas and low shrubby vegetation. 

• Large scale patterns created by blocks of upland farming with stone walls around clean fields set within 
the encompassing rougher grazing lands. 

• An open and exposed landscape created by homogenous expanses of low. semi-natural vegetation and 
lack of tree planting. 

• A sense of isolation created by lack of artefacts and buildings. 

Type D: Hills and Knolls 

A large scale mgged exposed and open landscape with a patchwork skirt of upland cullivation and a sense of 
isolation. 

Key characteristics 

• A large scale rugged exposure created by unenclosed areas of semi-natural vegetation. rough grazing and 
rock/scree strewn s lopes, with an absence of agricuhural land improvement. 



• An openness created by the absence of planting and only restricted patches of low scrub. 

• A patchwork skirt of upland cultivation created by traditional stone wall boundaries around grass fields 
with a staggered edge to the open grazing land. 

• An isolation created by a lack of bui ldings, except at the base of the slope, and an absence of modem 
artefacts. 

Type E: Coastal Plateau 

An open and windswept, small scale cultivated patchwork landscape, rugged and exposed in character. 

Key characteristics 

• A windswept exposed landscape due to an absence of wood land, except in the more sheltered dips, in 
association with farmsteads and settlements, and only low windclipped vegetation on field boundary 
banks. 

• A small scale cul tivated patchwork created by traditional field boundary banks functionally enclosing 
small c lean grass fields. 

• A ruggedness created by the presence of bare stone banks, areas of low semi-natural vegetation, a natural 
interface with the cliffed coast and an absence of modem a1tefacts. 

Type F: Uwchmynydd 

A rugged, natura l, open and remote landscape with an historic character. 

Key characteristics 

• A natural and rugged character created by low open semi-natural vegetation, coastal heath and rocky 
outcrops. 

• An openness created by a lack of high vegetation. 

• A remoteness created by a general lack of artefacts and buildings and the overall low-key yet traditional 
management approach. 

• An historic character created by enclaves of ancient cultivation with a distinctive small-scale patchwork 
of traditional banks around grass fields in association with isolated buildings. 

Type G: Snowdonia Edge. 

A rugged and exposed small-scale cu ltivated landscape with contrasting sheltered lush areas and strong links to 
landscapes of the Snowdon ia National Park 

Key characteristics 

• A ruggedness created by rock outcrops in association with sweeps of open rough grazing, scrub and 
boggy areas. 

• Exposed small-scale cultivated patterns created by traditional stone walls around small grass fields, 
isolated groups of stone buildings and a lack of planting. 

• Lush sheltered areas created by managed grasslands. with deciduous woodland and groups of trees. 

• Links to the Snowdonia National Park landscape created by the diversity of well managed upland type 
landscapes and areas of semi-natural vegetation. 



Type H: Coastal and Valley Flats 

A wet. open isolated landscape with homogenous natural expanses 

Key characteristics 

• A wet natura lness created by semi-natural vegetation and wetland areas. 

• An isolation created by a lack of building. other artefacts or enclosure. 

• Open homogenous expanses created by sweeps of low vegetation and a general lack of agricultural 
development or planting. 

Type J: Hell's Mouth Plain 

An extensive open and cu ltivated landscape with areas of traditional pattern ing and a sense of naturalness. 

Key character istics 

• An expansive openness created by large scale fields surrounded by low banks with fences and a lack of 
woodland planting. 

• A cultivated character created by clean grass and arable fields and well designed groupings of farm 
buildings. 

• Traditional pattern ing created by some small-scale !iclds. hedges and banks and a lack of isolated fences. 

• A sense of naturalness created by wet scrub and boggy areas alongside streams which merge gradually 
with adjacent dryer land. 

Type K: Rolling Upland Edge 

A lush. pastoral. varied landscape with a mixed pattern of cultivated and semi-natural vegetation. 

Key cha racteristics 

• A lush pastoral quality created by the deciduous woodland in valleys and dips in association with 
sweeping improved grass fields. 

• A panemed cultivated character created by the patchwork of medium scale clean grass fields surrounded 
by traditional banks with their associated vegetation, and a lack of modem artefacts. 

• 1\. mix of semi-natural vegetation created by areas of rough land on steep valley sides, and wetter areas in 
valley bottoms. 
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Working list of historic character themes 

ANriculture 

Nine basic field type patterns can be defined, based on size and boundary line. Some fields can be more 
easily categorised than others, and each field must be viewed in the setting of its surrounding fields to 
discern patterns. The main differences are berween 'regular' and ' irregular', ·intact' and 'disintegrated' 
and in size. One pattern, probably relating to ·anciently enclosed land' was used as a default type (see 
below). 

small to medium fields. irregular (curvilinear) {possibly prehistoric in origin) 

large areas of upland. unenclosed or lately enclosed 

large lowland enclosures (disintegrated pattern, recent amalgamations) 

small fields. regular pattern (deliberately laid out) 

medium fields. irregular patterns {odd corners and sides) <3 straight sides. not laid out (default) 

medium/large fields. regular pattern (axial) 3 or 4 straight sides (or 2 + natural), laid out end-18 or 
19rh century: pattern dominated by straight lines 

small, elongated fields {possibly fossilised medieval strip fields) 

remnant coastal edge 

ancient woodland/valley sides (no particular pattern visible) 

In addition. the following boundary types were identified 

c/awdd (with hcdgcltrccs) 

clmvdd (without hedgCJtrees) 

clmvdd (with post-+-wire fence) 

dry stone waJ I 

hedge 

hedge with trees 



Relict tlfdweolof:.l' 

Hi:.toric conh:'\1\ '' l11ch have been identified are 

I a 1 arl) prehistoric c.eulcment and land dl\ 1sion. 
I b r.arl) prehistoric nrual acti,il). 
I c l:arl)' prehi)toric industrial acti\ lt). 

2a 1 ute prehistonc Romano-British seulement and land division , 
2b Late prch1stonc. Romano-British relig1ous and mual acti\ il) . 
2c l.ate prclustoric Romano-British industnal acuvity. 
2d l.nte prehistoric Roman military activit) including commun1cmions. 

3a \11edu~val settlement and land division. 
3b Med1eval rchgious and ritual activit) . 
3c Medieval mdustrial activity. 
3d Mcdicvulm i litnry activity. 
3c Medieval communications. 

4a Post medieval settlement and land division. 
4b Post medieval religious and ritual activit) 
4c Post mcdu:val mdustrial activity. 
4d Post medieval m1lita.J') activity. 
4c Post medic\ al communications. 

5a UnaS!)IgJled settlement and land division 
5b Una~igned religious and ritual activit) 
)c. lln~igned industrial activity. 
'id Un~signed militai) acth it). 
5c Una.,sign~.o>d communications. 
5f lJna-;s1gned leisure acuvit). 
Sg Unassigned site ·evidence 

Current fom1 categories (for management) are 

I arthwork Relict 
Buil<.ling I Structure in usc 
Find <mly 
Cnlpmnrk I Parchmark 
Not known I Unlocated I Place-name 



Sell feme/It 

The settlement types which have been identified arc:-

d1spersed, undeveloped seu/,mumts 

IF isolated farm 

SH scatter of houses 

SHF scatter of houses and farms 

nucleated, de,·elopecl sefllcments 

SHC scatter of houses plus church/amenity etc. 

CH cluster of houses 

CHC cluster of houses plus church/amenity etc. 

T town 

Industry 

The areas of industrial archaeological interest which have been identified are 

Trefor (granite quarry, still working, with a system of inclines, piers etc. and an attached quarry 
community) 

Nanr Gwrthevrn (granite quarry with a system of inclines. jetties etc. with associated village now a 
language centre) 

Nefyn (Fonner series of terraced stone quarries cast of the town) 

Mynydd Rl1iw (neolithic stone axe factory at its north-east end, while inC 19 Ben alit at south-west 
end was most productive manganese mine in Britain - series of mines. rai I ways, aerial ropeways etc.) 

Llanengan/Bwlch (important lead-mining complex- underground workings. shafts, chimneys, adits 
etc.) 

Llanbedrog (coastal granite (Cambrian) quarries- see also Pwllheli-Lianbedrog tramway) 

Nanhoron (small stone quarry, still ac1ive) 



Cummu11ication.\ 

Communication routes can be categorised as follows. 

Other 

trunk road 

county (A) road 

minor (B) road 

lanes (principally straight) 

lanes (principnll) "' inding} 

trackways (unsurfaced) (straight) 

track ways (unsurfaccd) (winding) 

footpaths 

former RAF bombmg school at Penrhos (now Polish home) and bombing range at I lclrs Mouth 

parks and gardens (Nanhoron, Cefuamwlch. Plas Bodegroes, Madl')n, Plas > n Rhiw, Plas Boduan. 
Bodfel. Trallwyn Hall and Plas Gelliwig) 
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Relict archaeology I historic landscape components- site categories 

Category A -Sites of National Importance. 

Site type. Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Grade I and 11• Listed Buildings and sites of similar quality. i.e. those 
sites which would meet the requirements for scheduling (an<:ient monuments) or the top two tiers of 
listing (buildings), or both. There is a presumption in favour of preservation of all such sites and their 
settings should they come under threat. 

Managemem objeclive. To maintain and enhance as monument of national or regional importance. Basically to 
halt any damaging processes, stabilise monument (reversing damage if possible/feasible/desirable). carry 
out any remedial works (e.g. repair stonework), establish stable, non-destructive land-use regime on site 
and environs, monitor situation. The site will normally need to be properly recorded before works starts. 
and often works will be supervised, recorded and monitored throughout. These may well be the subject 
of optional tier 2 agreements, or included in the conservation plan. 

Management prescription. As there is insufficient detai l and up-to-date information on the condition and 
requirements of sites, a detailed management plan (tier 2 or conservation plan) will be required for each 
site as part of an overall management framework. for SAMs there will need to be Cadw involvement. 

Category 8 -Sites of Regionallmportunce 

Site type. Sites which wou ld fu lfil the criteria for listing Grade 11 (if a building), but not for scheduling (if a site 
of relict archaeological interest). Nevertheless such sites are of particular importance within a regional 
context and, if threatened. should ideally be preserved in siru, although complete excavation and/or 
recording may be an acceptable aJtemative. 

Management ol?iecrive. To maintain as site of archaeological/ landscape interest. Basically to halt any damaging 
processes. stabilise monument (reversing damage if possible/ feasib le/desirable). carry out any remedial 
works (e.g. repair stonework), establish stab le, non-destructive land-use regime on site and environs, 
monitor situation. The site should be recorded before and after works. These coulu ue the:: subject of 
optionaJ tier 2 agreements, or included in the conservation plan. 

Management prescripTion Suitable management of these sites may be achievable simply by following the 
general management guidelines set out for tier I. although some initial action might also be required (e.g. 
repair stonework) which could the subject of optional tier 2 agreements, or included in the conservation 
plan. 

Category C- Sites of District or Local lmporttmce 

Site type. Sites or fearures which are not of sufficient importance to justify a recommendation for preservation if 
threatened. but which have an interest and importance in their local context and merit adequate recording 
in advance of damage or destruction. 

Management objective. This is possibly the most complex (as well as the most costly) category in management 
terms. as each site/landscape will vary both in temls of surviving historicaVarchaeologicaJ remains and in 
management requirements. It will usually be the most suitable option to include these sites in their wider 
landscape context and rely on the tier I general management guidelines. 

Management Prescription. However. if active management is required (e.g. there are dangerous structures, or if 
the site is of pa1ticular archaeological importance and is in need of repair) this may be the subject of 
optional tier 2 agreements. or could be included in the conservation plan. 

CaJegory D - Minor and Damaged Sites 

Site rype. Sites which are of minor importance or so badly damaged that too little remains to justify their 
inclusion in a higher category. For these sites rapid recording either in advance or during destruction, 
should be sufficient. 



Management objective These sites are probably not worth active (positive) management and can in almost all 
cases rely on not being actively damaged further by adherence to the tier I general management 
guidelines. 

\lanagement Prescription. In most cases, no definire management is required, although sites shou ld be 
identified in any archaeological survey and subsequently on the farmer's map for information. Brief 
details of s ite should be available for consultation. 

Category E - Sites neetli11g further investigation 

Site type. Sites whose importance is as yet undetennined and which will require further work before they can be 
allocated to categories A-0. Recommendations for further evaluation may be appropriate if there is likely 
to be a management implication. 

Management objective. These s ites should be subject of further archaeological investigation/assessment so thar 
they can be assigned to Lho appropriate category. 

Management prescription. Any archaeologica l baseline condition survey shou ld make recommendations for an 
appropriate method and level of assessment. 

Category F- Sites with no defined physical presence 

Si1e type. Th is category comprises findspots, sites noted bur not accurately located in antiquarian references, sites 
known only from place-name evidence and other reported sites whose authenticity is in doubt (e.g. certain 
sites which have not been verified by recent archaeological fieldwork). Where poorly located sites 
initially placed in this category are subsequently identified and recorded, it may be appropriate to revise 
their categorisation during subsequent monitoring. 

Management Objective. Identify and record sites as opponunities arise. Assess their nature and condition. 

Management Prescription. Identify and record sites as appropriate during the course ofnonnal management and 
monitoring. Sites that cannot be located cannot be managed. Such sites should be noted in information 
supplied to farmers in ESA scehemes to a len them to their potential presence. and to rhe fact that rhey 
may not be precisely located but that they may be significant. 

Category L- Sites wltich form part of an integral historic landscape pattern 

Site type. It is intended that this category is used over and above categories A-E for sites wh ich it is felt form 
part of a recognisable synchronic or diachronic historical/archaeological pattern within the landscape: it 
can apply to sites in any category (A - E), and individual sites in different categories can fom1 part of the 
same pattern . This designation has the potential to increase rhe importance of a site, although sites must 
initially be judged on their own merits (one of lhenon-statutory criteria carers for this anyway). The L 
suffix is added in brackets after the individual category (for example category A(L), or B(L)). 

t'l-fanagemenr objective. To maintain the integrity of the group or pattern of features which are of historic 
landscape interes t. Bas ically to halt any damaging processes. stabilise all the contributing landscape 
elements (reversing damage if possible! feasible/desirable). carry out any remedial works (e.g. repair 
stonework), establish stable, non-destructive land-use regime on site and environs. monitor situation. The 
g roup of features shotlld be recorded before and after works. 

Management p rescription. This will depend on the type and quality ofeach landscape pattern: it may be 
possible in some cases to rely on general management guidelines for tier I (e.K. for groups of field 
boundaries fom11ng a distinct, self-contained panem). while for others (e.g. a contemporary grouping of 
·tong huts' with relict and in-use field boundaries) it may be necessary to draw up a detailed plan which 
could the subject of optional tier 2 agreements, or be included in rhe conservation plan. 
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Suggested management categories for historic landscape components. 

Management category 1 
Presence of archaeological interest notified to owner/occupier. No specific management. Relevant Welsh 
Archaeological Trust Curatorial Officer to be notified of funher material found. 
Category F s11es- examples flndspots.ji11d scattttrs 

Management category 2 
Archaeological sites which are not discernible from the ground notified to owner/occupier. 1\greemelll should 
be reached that future cu ltivation under [ESA] agreement will be no deeper than existing, that no tree-planting 
shall be carried out, and no drains etc will be cut through site etc .. 
Category A, 8, C. D orE- examples sites which ex;sr as cropmarks parchmarks within cu/rivated areas. 

Management category 3 
Site should be removed from cultivation and grazed: it should also be protected from poaching by stock, no tree
planting shall be carried out. and natural regeneration of scrub should be controlled by appropriate 
cutting/grazing. 
Category C, D orE- er:amples earthwork or stone-built features within (or on edge of) cultivated areas. 

Management category~ 
Area conta ining site is presently uncultivated: site will be maintained uncultivated and grazed, protected from 
poaching. no tree-planting shall be carried out, and shou ld have scrub growth controlled as above. 
Category C. D orE- examples earthwork or stone-built features in marginal (uncultivated) areas. 

Management category 5 
Field boundary (or more usually boundaries) of special historic significance (especially those which are part of a 
dominant pattern) should be notified to owner/occupier and protected. 
CmegoiJ' C(L) or D(L) w;ualzv - excunples stonu walls, c!oddiau, aarth bCinks 

Management category 6 
Other (isolated) important historic landscape components hould be preserved and protected. 
Categmy C. D orE- examples boundmy stone. standing stone. sheepfold. structure 

Management category 7 
Archaeological sires (extent as shown) requiring site-specific or individual management prescriptions. Consult 
Welsh Archaeological Trust Curatorial Officer. 
Category' A and (most) B - examples large, complex or otherwise nnportanr earrhwork and stone-builr sites 
(including those ofschedulable status but not yet SAMs) 

Management category 8 
Scheduled Ancient Monument. Management a question for Cadw: Welsh Historic Monuments. Initial advice 
may be obtained from the relevant Welsh Archaeological Trust Curatorial Officer. 
Category A - SAAt/s 



APPENDJX V 

Monitoring 



Monitoring 

The following method of monitoring the condition of sites (historic landscape components), and the success or 
otherwise of management plans or actions is suggested. It assess sites on condition and risk, and records f01m, threats 
and threat levels. 

In order to provide guidance for sl!tting managemerrt priorities, and to measure success or otherwise it is suggested that 
the condition and risk scores for sites are added together and then squared (to highlight differences). The results -
b-1 = 2. 2 x 2 - 4 lowest score. best situation (site is in optimal condition, and there is no risk). 
5+5 = 10, I 0 x I 0 = I 00 highest score, worst situation (site has extensive problems and is at immediate risk). 

Highest scores are highest priorities in terms of management. 
Increasing score on monitoring visit (over previous visit) means site is deteriorating (management not working). 
Decreasing score on monitoring visit (over previous visit) means site is improving (management is working). 

Form 
Crop mark I parch mark 
Earthwork 
Relict standing building or structure 
Building or structure in use 
Earth\\Ork with standing structure 

Condition 

R is k 

Th reats 

I Optimal 
2 Satisfactory 
3 Generally satisfactory- minor problems 
4 Unsatisfactory - local problems 
5 Extensive problems (3 or more significant threats) 

I No risk 
2 Slight risk 
3 Medium risk 
4 High risk 
5 Immediate risk 

Afforestation 
Animal burrowing 
Animal erosion (poaching) 
Building I development 
Drainage 
Dumping 
Land improvement 
Natural decay 
Ploughing- around 
Ploughing- over 
Quarrying I stone robbing 
Scrub growth 
Subsidence 
Tree growth 
Vehicle erosion 
Visitor erosion 
Weathering 

Threat levels 

I None 
1 Minor 
3 Some 
4 Considerable 
5 Dangerous 
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Suggested steps involved in a management plan 

This will obvious!) depend on a number of factors. including the nature of the plan (e.g. the form of some 
plans. such as ESA ones. will be pre-determined by the nature of the scheme or whatever). the importance 
of rhe archaeological site. th.e funds available, etc. 

However. the following action plan is suggested as a suitable way forward (in an ideal world), and can be 
adpted to meet individual circumstances. 

The plan in outline. Having decided that a management plan would be useful. there should be discussion ro 
determine what form it should take. and how archaeological needs can be integrated with other land-usc 
requirements. The plan might be solely concerned with the archaeological side of management. or it 
migh.t be a multi-purpose plan dealing with ecological and other matters at the same time (the latter is 
almost always preferable). Identify who is going to carry out the work (this includes the archaeological 
work. the capital works. the continuing maintenance and the monitoring). 

Survey. For a plan to be successful. it must be known what it is that is going to be managed. In order to do this. a 
programme of survey should be the first step. A certain amount of desktop work (concentrating on old 
maps. photographs. descriptions etc.) should be followed by a detailed survey and evaluation of the 
archaeology of the land being made the subject of the plan. identifYing all the features of 
archaeological/historical interest which exist and assessing their importance and condition. This detailed 
base-line survey should include map information at a relevant scale, as well as photographic material and 
written descriptions. The resulting land-use map will form the basis of all future decisions. 

Management assessmenl. This should establish what, if any. problems currently exist (i.e. what is damaging the 
archaeology or might damage it in the foreseeable future) and identifY the steps that need to be taken to 
rectify them and to ensure continued preserva1ion of the site. It should determine the objectives of 
management for each sitc/feature/monuml.)nt/area of interest and the ideal land-use appropriate to that 
objective. This wil l lead to the establishment of a long-term management regime which should include 
target dates/annual programmes. 

D1scussion and debate. At the same time there shou ld be consideration of other demands on the land and the 
extent to which these conform or conflict with the ideal land-use for each <lrea of archaeological interest 
determined during the previous stage. There may need to be reconciliation between differences by 
balancing advantages against disadvantages. Once thjs has been done, an integrated plan can be 
developed which makes provision for initial works and future land-use. It may be useful at this stage to 
prepare a land-use/constraint map and an outline calendar of activities. Consideration must be given to 
including potential sub-contractors and other interested bodies in the aims of the work. 

Gelling going. The next step will be to undertake any necessary capital works to enable the proposals in the plan 
to work efficiently (e.g. constructing new fences. tracks. gates, diverting footpaths, clearing scrub, erect 
and information panels). 

lmplememarion and review. This wi ll be followed by long tenn day-to-day management following the pattern 
established in the plan. An annual review of the objectives, and the means by which they are ach ieved, 
provides a usefu l way of monitoring the effectiveness of the plan. The plan must also be open to change 
if it. or a part of it, is not achieving the desired results. The plan must also be able to incorporate. and 
adapt to, new archaeological information. 

Long-term jilfure. The plan must be sufficiently flexible ro accommodate changing circumstances, but to ensure 
continuity it shou ld. ideally. be tied to the land so that some long-term security for the archaeological 
monuments is provided. 
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