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INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Carter Jonas, on beha If of the Cochwillan Estate. commissioned the Gwynedd Archaeological Trust to 
provide management advice on eight archaeological s ites. which lie on lantl owned by the estate. The 
sites identified are as fo llows1

: 

I. Hut group, Coed Bronydd-isaf( PRN 067. Sl l63187066) 
1. Hut circ les. Nant Heilyn (PRN 068, SH 642 17070) 
3. Ancient fields. Bronydd-isaf(PRN 069, Sll 62807050) 
-t Ancient fields - Coed Ty'n-yr-hendre (PRN 070, SH 62707080) 
5. Long hut. ant Heilyn (PRN 071. SJ I 64287065) 
6. Long hUI. Nant Heilyn (PRN 072. SH 64327080) 
7. Enclosure, Crymlyn Oaks (PRN 074. Sll 64357144) 
8. Cultivation remains and associated features. Ffridd Ddu (PRN 7487~. SH 6445711 0) 

Figure I Location map showing the position of the eight sites surveyed. 
R.~>pmJllo.o('d (non• u ... I~"~ OnJ.t;ana: .:m."'c' 1 tUI•~tl\....,tlc' nt.tp,tl'a.l Sit._~~" ,"''.h tbcpamtsstonoflhc-Conlrnlln ul Hn .\lt!C'\1' , <"! .. lliOII'('f\ 

om...c • (ft\·-~ \.I.''P""~·'~'~JAJtlocck!,:•t.IITrw.• rr.uwu~•IC.'I G.tnlll"o.xt8.Jnc~ Gl•>ftl;dd LL~- ..!RT u~a.cc"'"'\~::rAL"t~"''"'•"• 
'04 .-1 I'Wt ~rul ~-U! 

1.2 A programme of archaeological research was carried out on the basis of which management 
recommendations t·ould be made. This consisted of: 

I. Desk-top documentary and cart ographic research at: the Caemarfonshirc Record Office, 
Caernarfon: the regional Sites and Monuments Record (SMR). rna intainetl by the Gwynedd 
Archaeo logical Trust and; the University Co llege ofNonh Wales Arch ives Department at 
Bangor. The collection of aerial photographs held by rhe Countryside Council for Wales at their 
Bangor offices was also consulted. The work was conducted over a combined period totalling 
one working day. 

2. Primary field survey work was carried out at the Cochwillan estate by a qualified archaeologist 
from the G\\)ncdd Archaeological Trust. This took place over a period of one and a half 
working days. Each of the sites was visited on an individual basis. and observations were 
recorded both in writing and photographically. 

1 
J>Ri' ' stonds for Primary Record Numtlcr. Every kn0 \\11 archacologi~al ~i t~ in Gwynedd is nllncatcd a uniqu~ ident ifYing PRN und~r 

which it is recorded within the Gw} n~<ld Sit~s and Monuments R.:cor<l (Si\ If{ ) , 
- Prior 10 the underlaking. ofthb rrojcct. n single l'R:'\', number 66t 7. was :.~>cribed within the a,,) n~dd S~ J I{ to a <,uhstant ial area or 
cultivation and seltlemrnt remain., un the we~t side ofHridd Ddu. which 1\ iiS li r:.r rccMdcd b}- the Royal Commission li1r Anci~nt and 
llistoric Monuments in Wales ( R<. i\ IIMW t956, 9-t 0) Ho"cvcr, as a rc)u lt of thl' survey \\Or~ conducted li.lr this pr<1jcct. it became 
appar~nllhat lh~ remain~ \\OUid be rmm: Jdequatd) recorded as m o discrete area:. 1\ ne\\ PR;"~;. number 7487. \\3S generated to describe 
the S\V arcn of cultivation rcmams rand a,socimc:d tcmures. 

Cochwillan Estate 



Gwynedd Archaeological Trust 

In addition. a landscape surve> plan. ~xecuted to walk-over sl-.etch survc) specifications. was 
also produced for those fields in "hich 1he various sites were located. This level of observa1ion 
exlended I he survey beyond the remit of 1he original commiss1on. but was pursued as a 
component of the work once it was realised that features associated wilh the eight identified sites 
occurred over a much broader spat ial area. The survey plan was intended to provide contextual 
in fo rmation through which the individual sites could be better understood in re lation to the wider 
historic landscape of the area. It also establishes a potential platform from which to discuss the 
development of management plans sensitive to the demands of the historic environ ment as a 
whole. a po int that is returned to in the final remarks of this report. The survey plan is 
reproduced in this repon as maps l and 2 of appendi\: 2. 

1.3 The body ofthts text describes the findings of this research and discusses their implications for the 
de\ elopment of a successfu l heritage management plan for the Cochwillan estate. 

Purr Tll'o provides general management guidance and inform ation on best practice for particular types 
of h i ~toric lnndscape featu re. 

Part Three presents the s ite-specific find ings of the research . 

!'art Fuur clrnws together and discusses the management recommendation:. listed under the separate 
site record forms or part three. 

Part Five discusses holistic approaches to the management of the histone CJ1\ ironment. and makes a 
series of further recommendations. 

AppenJ1x One outlines the descriptive terms and scoring system used on the sHe record forms (Part 
Threl!) to define the condition, risk and threat levels of the sites. 

rlppendir Tlt'u presents the results of the landscape survey in the form of a catelogue of features and 
two accompanying survey maps. 
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2 IMPROVI NG THE MANAGEMENT OF ARCHAEOLOG ICAL SITES A U HISTOR IC 
LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS 

2.1 General 

2.1. 1 The intention of this section is to provide general management guidance and infomu1tion on best 
practice fo r particular types of historic landscape featu re. 

2. 1.2 The majority of historic landscape features, includ ing many relict s ites of archaeological and historical 
interest, can probably be adequately dealt with under general umbre lla management objectives and 
prescriptions. Such sites might include walls, cloddiau, standing stones. small cairns, possibly even 
eanhwork enclosures. 

2. 1.3 A series of guidelines is described below .. adherence to which shou ld ensure that most everyday 
actions will avoid acc idental damage to archaeologically significant featu res. Most are common sense 
and should not involve extra expense or time consum ing action. Sites that are more complex and 
requ ire more involved positive management are examined in later sections. 

2.2 Guidelines for historic landscape features 

2.2.1 Landscape elemelll types 

These include cloddiau. field walls. hedges, banks. sheepfo lds and agricultural bu ildings. 

Alunugemenl guidance 

Maintain fea tures in a stable cond ition. If required, stone walls, cloddiarc or other boundaries should 
be re-built to retain their character: where possible, boundaries should be reswred and not replaced by 
post and wire l'ences. Where the latter are inevitable. their line shou ld fo llow the prev ious boundary; 
boundary 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. Fie lds shou ld not be amalgnmated unless 
they fa ll within areas that are characterised by ' decayeu· field panerns. 

Avoid the use of heavy mach inery c lose to or across the features. Where this is unavoidable. utilise 
ex isting gaps and crossing points in the feature, rather than create new ones. If this is not poss ible, 
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 
infom1ation. 

It is not necessary to remove healthy deciduous trees that lie adjacent to boundaries. provided that 
they are not caus ing root darn age. In many cases they enhance the eco logical value of the feature. Do 
nor allow the removal of any stone or any material from the feature. Do not a llow the tipping of any 
rubbish. spoi I or any other deb1is. or storage of equ ipment. fue l, ere. on or adjacent to rhe sire. 

Buildings should be preserved wherever possi ble: at the least, further decay shou ld be prevented. Halt 
any damaging processes such as root damage or eros ion, by the removal of trees or scrub growing on 
walls or wiLhin the building/structure. Do not remove low vegetation (e.g. grass. mosses, lichen. fems. 
etc.) which are binding the srn1cture and prcvcming erosion. 

2.2.2 Ecological features oftlte historic environmenl 

This type includes wet lands. fo rmer 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 former env ironment. They may also 
preserve organic remains including wooden structures. lt is important that they are not a llowed to dry 
out. 

It may be necessary to remove trees and snub from waterlogged deposits, ns this vegetation will dry 
our any organic rema ins. Avoid the use of any heavy machinery on or around such depos its. Take 
particular care not to damage the edges ofponds. Do not damage the deposit by drainage works or by 
any form of pollution. Do not divert existing or new dra inage channels into waterlogged deposits as 
this may alter their chemical and physical composition. Waterlogged deposits should not be 
excavated to construct conservation ponds un less expert advice has been taken. 

Where it is considered desirable to c lean out silted ponds, environmental and archaeo logical advice 
should be taken . Any such work shou ld ideally be monitored by an archaeologist. ln the event of 
such work proceeding without archaeological monitoring. any archaeo logical remains discovered 
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should be immediate!} brought to the attention of the G" ynedd Archaeological1 rust, and work 
should cease until advice has been received. Any organic finds such as wood and leather should be 
immediately immersed in clean water to prevent deterioration. Deciduous trees in the vicinity of 
ponds or waterlogged deposits may be left if they are not damaging the banl-.s or causing drying of the 
deposits. Do not allow the tipping of any rubbish. spoil or any other debris on the site. 

Ancien t woodland may include areas of former coppice, sometimes associated with charcoal burn ing 
mounds. Other types of featu re frequen tly found in wood land include banks and earthworks 
associated with woodland management. and pollarded trees. Wood lands may also contain preserved 
elements or landscapes that pre-dated the\\ ood. All work in woodland should be carefully planned to 
ensure the survival of such featu res. Evaluate the historic landscape value of ancient woodland in 
liaison" ith appropriate archaeological advice. If appropriate, consider the viability of recommencing 
traditional management. or a moditied fom1 or the present management. to enhance the value of the 
sites. 

2.3 Guidelines for s ites of relict archaeological importance 

2.3. 1 Relict ltmdscape elemellf types 

This includes earthworks (e.g. house platforms, charcoal burning mounds, pillow mounds. barTows. 
enc losures. lynchets), stone-built sites (e.g. hillfons, hut circles. hut groups. long huts. rel ict field 
walls) as wt:ll as buried remains such as cropmarked and parchmarked sites. and isolated findspots. It 
also includes Scheduled Ancient Monuments." hich may be made subject to separate management 
plans agreed "ith Cad\\. Welsh Historic Monuments. 

/1 fanagr:mem guidance 

Maintain the site in a stable condition. Current practices that are not creating problems should be 
continued. Existing grass cover should be ma intained. as grazing is nonnally a Jesirablf' means or 
conserving an:haeological sites. However. it is importanr that grazing is mn intained at leve ls which 
keep undesirable vegetation under control, wh ilst also ensuring that it does not lead to eros ion. 
Artific ial feed points and licki ng blocks should not be placed on identi fied historic landscape features. 

Halt any damaging processes such as root damage or erosion. by the removal of trees or scrub 
growing on canhworks and stone-built features. It is not nccessar) to remove health> deciduous trees 
in the vicinity or the feature provided that they are not causing root damage. Woody scn1b gro\\ th 
should be cut or treated with herbicide without disturbing the ground surface. Do not remove remains 
of hedgerows or trees directly associated with the s ite or which form an integral pan of its 
surround ings. Prevent regeneration of <:c ruh e,rowth on p;m hworks. No new tree planting should 
occur within 20m of known or possible sites of archaeological or historic landscape interest. 

Existing eros ion scars affecting sites of archaeological interest should be repaired and subsequently 
monitored und mainta ined. Rabbit populations (and those of other buiTOwing anima ls) should be f..ept 
under control. From time to time. fencing may be necessary to protect pan or a s ire or feature while 
allo'' ing. grazing elsewhere. Tn such a situation. care is required when positioning fence posts. If 
penn anent fencing is erected. it must not cut across areas of archaeological significance. 

No areas should be ploughed. cleared or otherwise improved without specific pnor archaeological 
consultation, and any proposals for other changes in land-use should be rt!ferred Cor archaeological 
comment. Boggy and other wet areas should not be drained. and no new drainage should be carried 
out without prior archaeological consultat ion. No ditched featu re shou ld be in fi lled without prior 
archaeologica l consultation. 

The layout of roads. tracks and footpaths should be designed to avoid crossing areas of archaeo logical 
sign ificance. No heavy mach inery shouiJ be moved across the area without prior archaeological 
consultation. 

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

Metal detecting can cause damage to the archaeological heritage by removing items from their 
archaeological comc:-..t and disturbing sites. No metal detecting shou ld be allowed on kilO\\ n 
archaeological )ites. un less under qual ified archaeo logical supervision. This is particularly worrying 
in areas where there is a potential wealth of archaeological metalworf.. in the grou nd. Metal detecting 
on a Scheduled Ancient Monument withou t the prior written perm iss ion of the Secretary of State is an 
offence. [f in doubt, archaeological advice shou ld be taken before granting permiss ion to metal 
detectorists. 
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Public access to vulnerable sites should not be improved as this may lead to erosion or deliberate 
damage. As the approach to some sites is often on steep slopes, consideration c;hould be given to 
improvement to footpaths to prevent erosion . 

Jf the site is a Scheduled Ancient Monument any work. outside a management plan agreed with Cadw. 
will require Scheduled Monument Consent. 

2.3.2 Cropmar/(ed am/ parcllmarked sitel 

These sites are usually on ly to be viewed from the air. al though they can be observed from other well­
located vantage points. They occur usually on ly under exceptional circumstances. when the growing 
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 ''ails or hearths) may be revealed as lighter or 
darker marks in the growing crop. or as shadow pancms resulting from differential plant growth over 
archaeological remains. 

Afanagemenl G 11 hlunce 

The recogn ition of buried archaeologica l remoi ns in <1rable tie lds, the underlying landscape, relies on 
the continuation of arab le cu ltivat ion. However, these sites will already be much reduced in their 
archaeological layers and invaluable infom1ation will already have been lost. This rate of loss should 
be diminished and. if possible. discontinued. 
Current plough ing depths should b~ retained. and deeper ploughing should not be allowed over known 
sites. Activities utvolving disturbance of the deeper subsoil (into" hich the archaeological remains 
are usually cut). such as mole-draining or pan-busting, should be avoided in areas known or thought to 
contain buried remains. 

2.-t Other general g uidelines 

Archaeologica l excavation is a sk illed and expensive operation, which should be left to those 
professional ly qualified, with the proper n:sources to undertake it. Al l excavat i(.lnS should be carried 
out within the parameters of longer-term rescnrch frameworks. 

If archaeological features or artefacts (such as pottery, flint or bone) are found, they should be left 
undisturbed tf at all possible. and immediately reported ro the Gwynedd Archaeological Trust. 
Artefacts always have a greater signiftcance "hen recorded in context. and in many cases will become 
meaningless if ta"-en away. 

lfthe artefact is found loose on the ground surface. however, and is likely to be removed anyway. it ts 
probably safer to record its exact location and then hand it in to the Trust with full details of the 
circumstances surrounding irs discovery. It wil l be returned if wanted. after it has been duly recorded. 
Public access tO vulnerable sites shou ld not be improved as this may lead to eros ion or deliberate 
damage. Where sites lie close ro public roads and/or are publicly accessible (e.g. ncar car parks or 
picn ic places). consideration should be given to the provision of interpretation boards, perhaps as part 
of the conscr"ation plan. 
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3 DESK-TOP RESEARCH AND FIELD SUHVEY 

3. 1 Desk-top research 
The following arch ives and col lections were visited and ~earched for infom1otion pertinent to rhe cighl 
identified sites. rhe findings of th is research Orl! summorised be low. 

3.1./ Caernurftmshire Record Office 

Llanllechid Tithe map. 1839 [CR0-50Lianllechid. part I. 7.8): 

• Sites PR 067 and PRN 069 appear in enclosure number 60. which was part of Brw~rdd Ganol 
land. owned by Dawkins Pennant and tenanted by 0\\en Ellis and Hugh Jones. The enclosure is 
referred to as F.fridd Tairmeibion. 

• Siles PRN 068 and PRN 071 probably fall within enc losure number 54. Rlralltland. owned by 
Dawkins Pennant and tenanted by William Pri tchard and partner. 

• Site PRN 070 appears in parcel number 49. which was part of Ty CH~'" land. owned by Dawkins 
Pennant and tenanted by Thomas Jones. 

• Site number PRN 72 seems to lie wilhin enclosure number 55 . .Vallllfeilyn land, owned by 
Dawkins Pennant and tenanted by Henry Evans and partners 

3. I .2 Unil·ersity College North Wales Archives Department, Bangor 

Map of IO\\ er part of Llanllechid parish, 1768 [S2203] : 

• The area now covered by Coed Ty'n-yr-hendre (SH 6?6709) is lorgely the same as that shown as 
Yr-allt-coed on rhe 1768 map. 

• Sites PRN 068. PRN 071 and PRN 072 appear robe located on land marked asffridd. 

• 069 lies in an enclosure marked Bronydd Canol. No rel ict field boundaries that may relate to the 
extant cultivation features of the present day landscape are shown on the map. 

• One of the lynchets of P RN 070 may relate to pan of a field. Cae Pen y Lon Goch. \\ h ich is 
shown on the I 768 map, but which is no longer in existence. 

Map or lower part of Llanllechid parish. cm:a 1840 [S2213]: 

• The lields shown in rhe area of PRN 070 on the 1768 map have already been removed by 1840. 

• The rest of the s ites fall within two large enclosu res. which wen: pre:wmably !Jrnld land. 

• Bronydd-isaf is known as Bryn-adda on the 1840 map. The lields shown around this area on the 
modern I: I 0000 Ordnance Survey map were predominantly in place by 1 8 ·~0 map, by which time 
Coed-Ty'n-yr-hendre was aJready well esrnblished. 

Map of Penrhyn lands in the lower parts ofLianllechid and Aber parishes. 1871- 1812. bv W.G. 
Haslam [S22211. 

• PRN 067 and PRN 069 are depicted within an enclosure named Bronydd Cynol [sic]. within 
which a number of lynchets are indicated by hachures. 

• PRN 068 and PRN 071 are\\ ithin an enclosure called Ffridd y Rallt. 

• PRN 072 lies within an enclosure labelled Ffridd Croyn, belonging to Gi lf'ach fann. 

• PRN 7487 corresponds with a large enc losure labelled Ffridd Newydd, which was used by Glyn 
and Crymlyn. A number of lynchets are indicated by hachu res as lying within this area. 

• PRN 074 is in an enclosure called Pen-yr-ogof. belonging to Crymlyn. 

1900 ( lsr edition) and 1914 (2nd edition) 25'' to the mile Ordnance Survey maps: 

• The areas occupied by the sites are sho" n as rough grazing. None of the sites themselves are 
depicted . 

6" to the mile Ordnance Survey map, sheet VII SW. 1920. 

• PRN 070 lies within ·improved ' land, but Prm 067 and PRN 069 are in Ffridd-fedw. which is 
depicted wi th symbo ls showing unimproved, grassy, tussock land. 

6" to the mile Ordnance Survey map, sheet VII SE. 1919 

• PRN's 068, 071. 072. 074, and 7487 are not themselves depicted on the map. but clearly fell 
within enclosures denoted as unimproved grassland. 
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3.1.3 Aerial pltowgraphs; collection of Tile Couu/ryside Couucil for Wales, Bangor 

17'" Au!!ust 1993, run 9, photograph numbers 9.,. 93, 160 and 161 : 

• Very little is noticeable for the area covered by PRN 7487. PR N 6617. \\hich is situated a short 
distance to the E and NE shows up well on the photographs as a number of strong lynchers 
running cross comour, with a coup le of poss ible settlements associatcJ with them. 

• Sites PRN 068, PRN 071, PRN 072 and PRN 074 could not be made out on the photographs. 

• Site PRN 067 is visible as a distinct earthwork enclosure, with a number of lynchets at its 
downslope side (W/NW). 

• Four fairly distinct lynchets relating to feature area PRN 069 are visible at a bend in the track A 
single well-defined lynchet is visible to the nonh of the track. 

• Two parallel lynchets are visible at PRN 070 

3.2 Individual s ite dossiers 

The resu lts of the fie ld survey work conducted at each of the eight iden tified sites on the Cochwillan 
estate are presented be low in the form of in formation dossiers. The dossiers draw together all known 
information about the sires and state tln:ir relative levels of importance. 

3.2.1 Condition antltltrea/ rlefinilion puramelers 
The dossiers also describe the current condition of the identified sites and raises a series of 
recommendations for their future management. Four descriptive categories are used to define the 
current condition and management of the sites. These are: form, condition, threut and risk. The c;ite is 
assessed under each category and quantified according to a standardised set of parameters. which 
enable comparisons to be made bet\veen different sites. The categories and their quantifying 
parameters are laid ou t in Appendix 1. 

3. 2. 2 Assessment of relftlive site importance 

The fo llowing is an assessment of the relative im portance of the archat!ologica l features surveyed. It 
has been made by an archaeologist from the Gwynedd Archaeologica l Trust in the light of 
archaeological features known throughout the reg1on as a whole. 

LEVEL OF IMPORTANCE FEATURE NUMBER (PRN, PRIMARY RECORD NUMBER) 

Archaeological features of Regional 067 - Hut group. Coed Bronydd-isaf 
Importance 068- Hut circles, Nant Heilyn 

069 - Ancient fields, Bronydd-isaf 
071 - Long hu t, Nant Heilyn 
072- Long hut, Nant Heilyn 
074 - Enclosure, Crym lyn Oaks 

Archaeological features of Local 070 - Ancient fields- Coed Ty'n-yr-hendre 
Importance 7-487- Cultivation remains and associated features . Ffridd 

Ddu. 

Features of Regional Importance are considered to be important for the understanding of the 
archaeology of Gwynedd as a whole. All have the potential to provide information, which ideally. 
should be recorded in greater detail than rhc brie f inspeC'tion notes made during the rapid survey 
described here, If at some future time a feature or group of featu res of this category comes under 
threat of damage or destruction, excavation may wel l be desirable if conservation measures cannot be 
negot iated. Loca lly Important features are those which are imponantto the archaeology of the 
locality. 

None of the eigh1 sites carry statutory national protection (i.e. Scheduled Ancient Monuments or 
Listed Buildings). However. six ofthe sites have been accorded the status of Regional Importance, 
with the remaining five ascribed Local Importance. Features of Local Importance should not be 
regarded as insignificant. for they contribute to character and distinctiveness of the local landscape. 
This point is returned to in the concluding remarks of th is report. 
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3.1.3 1/111 Group, Coed Bronydd lsaf (PRN 067) 

PRN 067 
L Site name: Hur G ROUP, Coeo BRONYOD ISAF I NGR: SH 63187066 
J lmportance/category: Regional J Period: Late Prehistoric 

Description of site: 
Much ruined oval enclosure situated at the NW edge of a broad natural terrace, above a shorr but steep 
scarp. at an alt1tude of 220m. The enclosure platfonn is excavated out of the gentle hill-slope to theSE, and 
banked 'revetted against the slope to the NW. Traces of a boundary wall are visible at theN and NW of the 
low stone and earth bank (surviving to no more than 0.3m high) which surrounds the enclosure. The 
enclosure is orientated NE-SW and measures approximately 18m by 24m. There are earthwork traces of a 
hut circle, 5.0m in diameter, abuning the inside of the enc losure on the SW. A possible ancillary structure 
(6m by 4.5m) is visible as a fai nt ea11hwork unmediate ly 10 theN of the hut circle. Th is interpretation is not 
unequivocal, as the area may have been used as an animal feeding place, with the resulting formation of a 
sunken circular featu re akin to that discusseu here. A third possible hut circle or annex lies to the NW. 
abutting part of the outside bank of the enclosure. Th is fea ture is visible as a semi-c ircle of stones, some of 
wh ich appear to be i11 situ, the others probably resulting from more recent fte ld clearance. 

1\ series of relict fie ld boundaries and cultivation features can also be seen to be associated with the site. 
Three low earth and stone ban ks ( I.Om wide and 0.1m high to 1.0rn wide and 0.5m high) can be seen 
running down-slope on SE-NW orientations to theN and NE of the enclosure. Of these banks. the greatest 
survives to a 30m length. Ftuther relict field boundaries and lynchets lie to theW and SW of the enclosure. 
and in the field beyond the survey area to the SW. A very slight bank arcs around the SE-SW of the 
enclosure, possibly defining an annex enclosure. This feature is difficult to define precisely as it appears to 
have been plough levelled. 

Site history: 
First described in 1956 [1]. Surveyed by Ordnance Survey in 1969 [2). Visited by Cymdeithas Archaeoleg 
Llandegai a Llanllechid on l 2 1.1980. Visited by G'' ynedd Archaeological Trust staff on 25.5.9-l. 

Several additional features have been identilied since the sites fim description in 1956, including one 
secure hut circle. two possible hut circles/ancillary buildings, a large enclosure paddock/annex and a 
number of associated relict cultivation features. Field visits conducted in 1980 and 1995 noted that 
caterpillar tracks. which were visible running across the enclosure, had caused some dan1agc to the site. 

Present condition and management: 
The enclosure lies with in im proved pasture land. A lthougt1 the rern11ins arc sligh t, the enclosure 1S complete. 
Its value and imporrance is raised by the presence of surv iving interna l feat ures, and of associated boundary 
and cultivation rema ins beyond it. The site is currently in a stable condition. 

Form: Earthwork Condition: 3 
G.:nemlly ;ntisfnctor}, 
some minor problems. 

Management recommendations: 

Threat/leve l: Animal erosion - 3 
Dumping- 3 
Vehicle erosion - 3 

Risk: Med ium 

• No fresh vehicle track damage is visible at I he site. Ho\>\evcr, as some of the disturbance visible ro the 
NW is likel} to have been caused by the caterpillar track damage noted in 1980 and 1995, it is evident 
that vehicles do cause long term damage. lt is imporlant that farm vehicles and machinery are not taken 
across either the enclosure itself or any of the ea1thworks immediately associated with it. 

• Some small patches of erosion are occurring at various points throughout the enclosure bank. These are 
11 resu lt of stOck trampling (poaching), and should be monitored to ensure that they do not develop into 
a more threatening problem. If erosion levels increase. then it may be necessary to fence the enclosure 
off from stock from rime to time, to ensure that the damaged areas have time to regenerate. 

• The enclosure and its immediate vicinity should not be used as feeding areas. to ensure that erosion 
from trampling is kept to a minimum. 

References: 
[I ) RCA II MW 1956 Caernarfonshire. Vo lume I. IIMSO: Card iff. 
[2 J Ordnance Survey National Archaeological Record card, Sll 67 SW (I 969). 

Owner: Cochwi llan estate. 
Tenant: Mr. G. Wllliams. Tai'r-meibion, Aber Road. 
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3.2.4 Hut Ore/e.~. Nant Hei~vn (PR.N 068) 

PRN 068 
I Site name: Hur CIRCLES, NANT HElL YN j NGR: SH 64217070 
1 Importance/category: Regional 1 Period: Late Prehistoric 

Des cription of site: 

Three hut cLrcles. which have been severely damaged by stone robbing, probably associated with drainage 
works on the marshy ground immediately to rhe south . They are located on gently sloping ground, at an 
altitude of220m. A low terrace, wh ich is about JOrn long. runs immediately in fi·ont of them (down-slope, 
NW). They have a NW aspect. The external diameters of Lhe three hut circles (from south to north 
respectively) is 7m, 6m and 9m. The northern most has a small annex at its southern side. Few traces of 
banks or walling su rvives ; the platfonns are defined by removal scoops and hol lows at the ir circumferences. 
No other associated archaeo logical features (such as cultivation remains) can be seen in the immediate 
vicinity. It is possible that two large boulders located at the SW of the southern most hut circle represent the 
approximate location of an entrance. Jn a previous survey visit, these boulders were noted to be positioned 
about I m apart (G .A.T. 25.4.1 994). They have subsequent ly been cast down, probably with the intention of 
clearing them from the area, although Jortunately this has not yet occurred. 

Site history : 

First identified in 1956 [ l ]. Classified in 1964 [1]. Surveyed by Ordnance Survey in 197 1 [3]. Visited by 
G.A.T. staff on 25.5.94 (Gwynedd Hut Groups Survey). Terraces associated with the hut circles are noted in 
both [1] and [3), but have subsequently been destroyed, probab ly during drainage activities and land 
improvement. The 1971 reference [3] notes that the circ les were visib ly constructed of earth and srones, but 
also that the damage had occurred at the site during the construction of an electricity pylon. 

Present condition and management: 
The impact of electricity pylon constTuction. coupled with subsequent activity associated with the dra inage 
works occulTing immediately to the soUJh. has cons iderably degraded the sites over the past few decades. 

Form : Eatibwork Condition: 4 Threat/level : Drainage- 4 Risk: High 
Lhlsalis fnc!Ory. local Vehic le erosion- 3 

problt:ms. Stone robbing - 3 

Management recommendations: 

• Waterlogged ground conditions favour the preservation of organic deposits (such as ti mber and leather) 
and environmental ev idence (such as pollen, insect remains and seeds), both of which are impo11ant 
archaeological resources. There is a strong chance that the boggy area located immediately to the south 
of the hut circ les may have contained ev idence of this kind. wh ich could have prov ided a key source of 
contextual ev idence for understanding the nature and economy ofthe site. Unfom1nately. much of th is 
potential material is like ly to have been lost or damaged during the drainage works. However, despite 
the drainage works. the ground in the area is sti ll fairly boggy, and it is poss ible that the soil deposits 
covering the hut circles remains moist. If this is the case, then organic material, particularly timber (for 
example. the remains of building posts). may we ll be preserved beneath the surface. To ensure that no 
fu nher damage occurs to such potential depos its, it is suggests that the drainage regime of the area is 
not intensified. No funher ditches shou ld be cut, or drains sunk. 

• The hut circles should be exempted frorn any further land clearance or improvement (such as stone 
removal or ground levell ing). Care should be taken w ensure that vehicles or machinery operating in 
the vicmity do not cross the sites. 

• During the survey, ir was noted that several piles of stone derived from tield clearance have been made 
at the up-s lope edge of the boggy area, abom60m to the SSW of the hut circles. lt may be the intention 
that these stones are used elsewhere on the farm wall repair etc. If this is the case. then care should be 
raken during their removal to ensure that vehic les do not cross the sites. 

• Given the advice outl ined in the two bullet-points above, and the fact that the site is not immediately 
apparent to the untrained eye, it may be necessary for a professional archaeo logist to visitthe site in the 
presence of the fa rmer and demonstrate its location and extent. 

References : 

[I] RCAHMW 1956 Caernarfonshire. Volume I . HMSO: Card iff. 
[2] RCAHMW 1964 Caernarfonshire. Volume 3. HMSO: Cardiff. 
(3] Ordnance Survey National Archaeo logical Record card, SH 67 SW 1971 . 

Owner: Cochwi llan estate. 
Tenant: Mrs J. Owen. Aber-Ogwen Farm, Talybont. 
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Figure 6 Hut circles, Nan! Heilyn (PRN 068), showing landscape selling and area of drainage works to the S of the site. Facing NW. The 
arrow indicates the location of the site. 
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--·-

Figure 7 Hut circles, Nant Heilyn (PRN 068). The arrows indicate the central points of 
the three c ircles. The scale rods located next to the arrows are each I m long. 

Figure 8 Hut c ircles, Nant Heilyn (PRN 068), showing the displaced entrance stones. Three 
of the I m scale survey rods are located at the central points of the circles. The 
fourth rod (to the left of the photograph is located at the crest of the terrace. 

.. . ' . 
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3.2.5 Ancien/ Fields, Brouydd-Jsaj (PRN 069). See lrmdscape survey map (appendix 2, map 2)for plan 
11iew ojf ealure area PRN 069. 

I Site name: ANCIENT FIELDS, BRONYDD-ISAF I NGR: SH 62807050 
PRN 069 ! Importance/category: Regional I Period: Late prehistoric to medieval 

Description of site: 

An extens ive area of terraced strip lynchets and relict earth-and-stone fi eld boundaries. The lynchets are 
substantia l in places, beirtg up to 5m wide and 2m high. The banks survive up to 2m wide and 0.5m high in 
places, but are most ly much smaller than this. The feanrres lie on moderare to steeply slop ing ground and 
have a N W aspect. 

Two further possible featu res are assoc iated with the cultivation remai ns, a 26m diameter enclosure 
containing an intemal hut circle platform, and an oval hut platform. These are depicted on the landscape 
survey sketch plan that accompanies this report and described in more detail in the feature catalogue (see 
appendix 2, map 2. features 32 and 2-'). 

Site history: 

First described in J 956 [ 1]. Surveyed by Ordnance Survey in 1969 [2 ]. 

The features have been paJ11y destroyed by ploughing and stone clearance. According to Mr. Davies, 
occupant of Bronydd lsaf farm, a major phase of land improvement (during wh ich the ground was first 
ploughed) occuned during the late 1950s. The two possible associated features were identified during this 
s11rvey, and are not previously documented . 

Present condition and management: 

The fea tures are categorised in the RCAHMW description (1] as 'mostly destroyed ' and being in a poor 
cond ition. However, the area covered by the complex seems to be far more extens ive than that delineated 
by the RCAHMW. They are considered here to be of regional imponance. This is because despite the 
plough damage that they have sustained, they remain fa irly well-defined and when viewed together form a 
group of assoc iated features of some integrity. They form part of a patchy local landscape of such features 
lying on the NW facing slopes of Moe I Wnion and Ffridd Ddu, between Llanllechid and Aber. Such 
systems of related fearu res were once a far more common element of the NW Wales uplands than they are 
today. As such. this group of features is representative of an element of the historic landscape that has been 
more heavily affected by land improvement in other areas than it has here. Assuming that the process of 
land improvement has come to an end in the vicin ity of PRN 069, the features are in a relatively stable 
condition. The only sign ificant threats to their longer-term survival comes from stock eros ion (poaching) 
and eros ion from the passage of farm vehicles and machinery over the area. 

Form: Earthworks Condition: 3 
Gcn~rall y sali~ factory. 
some minor problems 

Management recommendations: 

Threat/level: Animal eros ion - 3 
Vehicle erosion - 3 
Land improvement- 2 

Risk: Slight 

• The levels of poaching (animal erosion) on the banks and lynchers should be monitored. If significant 
areas of erosion (exposed so il deposits) develop, then stock leve ls should be reduced for a length of 
time sufficient to allow regeneration of the protective turf layer. 

• No furthe r land improvement (such as plough ing or bulldozing) should occu r within the field thaL 
contains these features. 

• As far as is possible, farm vehicles and mach inery should not be driven over the area. Where this is 
unavo idable, no sing le regular route should be fo llowed; this should help to minimise the impact of 
wheel erosion on any one feature. 

References: 

[1) RCAHMW 1956 Caernarfonshi re. Volume I. HMSO: Cardiff 
[2] Ordnance Survey National Archaeological Record card, SH 67 SW 196Q 

Owner: Cochw illan estate. 
Tenant: Mr. G. Williams. Tai ' r-meibion, Aber Road. 
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3.2.6 Ancient Fields, Coed Ty'n y r Hendre (PRN 070). See landscape survey map (appendix 2, map 2) 
for plan t•iew of feature area PRN 070. 

PRN 070 
Site name: ANCIENT FIELDS, COED 
TY' N YR HENDRE. 

NGR: SH 62707080 

Importance/category: Local Period: Late prehistoric to medieval 

Description of site: 

Terraced strip lynchets and relict eatth-and-stone bank field boundaries lying throughout the large field to 
theSE of Coed Ty'n-yr-hendre. There are four lynchers running parallel to the contours of the s lope, the 
largest of which is 8m wide and 2.0m high. The lynchet nearest Coed Ty'n-yr-hendre runs atop a low 
grassy scarp. and marks the NW edge of the area of ancient cultivation. The banks survive up to 2m wide 
and 0.5m high in places. and are the remains of removed field wa lls. The banks run at 90 degrees to the 
contours and a lthough ir is now difficultto ascertain the precise nature of their relationship w ith the 
lynchets. it seems probable that they were once more widespread across the field. Lynchets and banks 
together would have fom1ed a system of smal l terraced field plots. The lynchets are substantial in places, 
being up to 5m wide and 2m high. The features lie on moderately sloping ground at an average a ltitude of 
about 150m above OD, and have a NW aspect. 

Two further poss ible features are s ituated within the broad area covered by the cultivation remains. Firstly. 
a c luster of four wall-stone quarry pits the largest of which is I Om by ISm by 2rn deep. The second feature 
is a low mound, wh ich has the dimens ions 2.Sm by 8m by 0.4m high. Although the featu re is turfed, it 
seems to have an earth and stone composition. lt could be a vestigial part of a removed boundaty, or a caim 
of stones formed during c learance of the surrounding area du ring land im provement. 

Site history : 

First described in 1956 [1] . Surveyed by OS in 1969 (2j. 

The RCAHMW survey (conducted l 949) describes the features as 'old tield walls , . visib le in thejfridd 
immediately above Coed Ty'n-yr-hendre' [l J. At this time they were stated to be in a poor cond ition. The 
land has subsequently been cleared and ploughed, and is now more accurately described as improved 
pasture than jji'idd. 

Present condition and management: 

Land im provements have part levelled many of the features, particularly the cross contour field boundaries. 
However, the lynchets, despite be ing ploughed over are still substantial in places, and reta in the overal l 
impression oftheir former size and extent. A small stream has cut through rwo of the lynchets. producing 
erosion scars. Trampling and poaching, where an imals access lhe stream, is exacerbating these eros ion 
scars. 

Form: Earthwork Condition: 3 
Generally satisfactory. 

minor problems. 

Management recommendations: 

Threat/level: Animal erosion - 3 
Vehicle erosion- 3 

Risk: Slight 

• The levels of poaching (animal erosion) on the banks and lynchets should be mon itored, particularly for 
those features truncated by the stream. lf significant areas of erosion (ex posed soil deposits) develop. 
then stock levels shou ld e ither be reduced for a length of time sufficient to allow regeneration or the 
protective turf layer. or should be excluded from the area of damage by the erection offencing. 

• No further land improvement (such as ploughing or bu lldozing) shou ld occur \Vithin the fie ld that 
contains these features. 

• As far as is possible, farm veh icles and mach inery should not be driven over the features themse lves. 
Where this is unavo idable, no single regular route should be followed: this shou ld he lp to m inimise the 
impact of wheel e ros ion on any one feature. 

References: 

[ I] RCAHMW 1956 Caernarfonshire. Volume I. HMSO: Cardiff. Page 149. 
[2 ] Ordnance Survey Nat ional Archaeological Record card, SH 67 SW 6 ( 1969). 

Owner: Cochwillan estate. 
Tenant: Mr. T. W. Davies, Bronydd lsa fFat-m, Llanllechid. 
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Figure 10 Relict field boundary, Coed Ty'n-yr-hendre ( PRN 070). Facing SE. 
lm scales. 

Figure 11 Lynchet, Coed Ty' n-yr-hendre (PRN 070). Showing erosion 
caused by stream action and animal poach ing. Scale rod is I m. 
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3.2.7 Long Hut, Nan / Heilyn (PRN 071) 

I Site name: LONG Hur, NANT HEILYN I NGR: SH 64287065 
P RN 071 I Importance/category: Regional I Period: Post-Roman to Post-Medieval 

Descri ption of site: 
The s ite of a long hut, located at 250m 00 on a natural shelf at the S W bank of a s tream. It has a NW 
aspect. Very litt le of the site is currently visible. A large electricity pylon has been placed on it, and a 
substantial pile of field clearance stone has been dumped immediate ly to the south (possibly overlying pa1t 
ofihe s ite itself). 

Site history: 

First identified 1956 (1]. Surveyed 1971 [1]. 
The site was descrjbed in the 1950s as having I m th ick walls, which were faced on both sides with large 
stones, being oriented NW-SE, and having the d imensions 8m by Sm (1]. 

Present condition and management: 

The si te has been almost entirely obscured by the electricity py lon and the pile of fie ld stone. There are no 
traces of the substantia l walling described by the RCAH MW [1 ]. The survival of the site cannot be 
assessed. It is possible that some s tone was robbed from the site during the pylon construct ion. or as part of 
bnd clearance in the area. The only remaining visible traces of the si te are a Sm line of stone slab wall 
footings at the NW, and two li nes of faint hollows (possible stone removal scoops) revealing the locations 
of the NE and SE walls. 

Form: Earthwork Condition: 4 ThreaUlevel: Dumping - 3 Risk: Slight 
Unsatisfactory. loc<1l Development- 2 

problems 

Management recommendations: 

• The site has been ascribed to a low risk category on account of the sparse nature of the extant su rface 
remains. !fat any point deconstruction of the pylon . or stone removal from the clearance dump, leads 
to the exposure of remains that are not currently visible. then the assessment leve ls will have to be 
reviewed. Staff at the Gwynedd Archaeo logical Trust should be informed of any such changes, in 
order that the s ite can be re-visited. 

• Slone should not be removed from the surviving (visible) sec1ion of footings at rhe NW of the site . 

References: 
(IJ RCAIJMW 1956 Caemarfonshire. Volume I. l-IMSO: Cardiff. 
[2) Ordnance Survey National Archaeolog ical Record card, Sll 6 7 S W (J 97 1 ). 

Owner: Cochw illan estate. 
Tenant: M rs J. Owen. Aber-Ogwen Farm. Talybont 

Cochwillan Estate 

Faint hollows $hewing 
forme r loution of wah 
lines. StOC'Ie sJaD foat•I"'9S 
ll'tslhte ill NW~ 

· -- Gm $"' ... ... - ~ ... - . .. ..........__...., 

.•• 0 ''' -~ 
I • ,' 0 ... ".-

1:0 , 
•·o 

. '·.:, ~ ~ ~ ., 

.. / ' 
\ 

Key 

• Wi!!!t fOOhf'Q SIOfl('$, In #itu 

Py'lonfoot 

S tone piles. posslbte upcas1 trom 
long hut walls, probably ronned 
cturing constfuction of pyiOfl 

Mound of stone, pmbably 
created AS :J resull OJ tleld 
ctearance. Possi bly pre>od<nes 
the- cu"struetion of the pykm. 

figure 12 Sketch p lan of relict traces of long, 
hut, Nant Heilyn (PRN 07 1) 

17 



Gwynedd Archaeological Trust 

Figure 13 Site of long hut, Nant Heilyn (PRN 071 ). Scale rod is l m. Facing SE 

Figure 14 Site of long hut, Nant 
He ilyn (PRN 071). 
Facing NW 
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J. 2.8 Long Hut, Nan/ Heilyn (PRN 072) 

I Site name: LONG Hur , NANT HEILYN I NGR: SH 64327080 
PRN 072 I Importa nce/category: Regional I Period: Post-Roman to Post-Medieval 

Description of site: 
This site was not unequ ivocally located during the cunent survey. Only a short stretch of robbed out fie ld 
wall is visib le at the location indicated by the eight-figure OS grid reference given on the SMR PRN card . 
The site may actually have lain further to the east than the point ind icated by the grid-reference. About 60m 
to the SW of this point lies a 13m. N-S oriented. stretch of wall foot ings and relict boundary. Circu 9m of 
this is about lm wide, and appears to have a regular. faced. consn-uction which may suggest that it 
originally formed pan of a building. However. no further wal l footings. or return walls (indicating comers). 
are visible in the immed iate vicin ity. The remaining few metres ofwall foo tings are Jess substantial and are 
more consistent with a re lict fie ld wall. To the south of the foot ings themselves, the wall orientation is 
followed by a smalllynchet, indicating the f01mer presence of a now removed field boundary. Th is may 
imply that the faced stretch of foot ings represent no more than pan of a field wall. However, despite these 
reservations this location remains the most convincing site lying within the vicinity ofthe supposed long hut 
location . lt is topograph ically simi lar to the position described in the 1956 RCAHMW account (west bank 
of a small stream). Remains of re lict field walls and cultivation terraces lie to the west of the s ite, as noted 
in the RCAHMW description . A possib le reason for the poor su rviva l of the 8.5m by 4m site described by 
the RCAHMW may be that it was damaged by stone robb ing during the construction of the nearby 
electricity pylon (25m to the NE). The pylon is located on boggy grou nd, which wou ld have required stone 
to be laid down as hard standing in advance of its construction. 

Site history: 

First described in 1956 [l ]. Surveyed by OS in 1971 [2]. 
Described by RCAHMW as follows: ' Long hut, 25ft by 12ft, axis N-S, with walls 3ft thick of earth faced 
on both sides with large stones. The s ite lies on theW bank of a smal l stream, and to theW are traces of old 
field walls and ploughing. probably med ieval' [1]. 

Present condition and management: 

The site has either been entirely destroyed or severely degraded since its description in the 1956 RCAHMW 
publication [1 ]. 

Form: Eat1hwork Condition: N/A Threat/level : Not possible to ascertain Risk: NIA 
Not possibl~t to a;c..:n<J in umilthe si te has b.:en 

unti l th.: si1c ha~ been conlidemly located. 

confidently locnted. 

Management recommendations: 
• The farmer should be made aware of the location ofthe possible site (sho1t length ofN-S oriented wall 

footings). The feature is not readily visible: poin ting out its location would al low the fanner to ensure 
that future activ ity (movement of machinery, stone removal, stock feeding areas etc) avoids the 
possib le site. Other than this. the current land use and management regime is we ll suited to the welfare 
of any archaeological remains in tile area . 

References: 

(1] RCAHMW J 956 Caernarfonsh ire. Volume I. 1-IMSO: Cardiff. 
(2] Ordnance Survey National Archaeological Record card. SH 67 SW (197 1 ). 

Owner: Cochwi llan estate. 
Tenant: Mr. G. Williams. Tai'r-meibion, Aber Road. 
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Figure 17 Sketch plan of enclosure, Crymlyn Oaks (PRN 074). 

Enclosure, Crymlyn Oaks (PRN 074). The arrow 
points to the centre of the enclosure. Facing NW. 

Figure 19 PRN 074, showing small stone 
dump. and erosion scar caused by 
animal trampling around feeder 
area. Facing SE. 
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3.2. 1{) Area of Cultivation Remains ami ·1ssucialed Features; W side of Ffridd Ddu 

PRN 7487 

Description of site: 

Site name: AREA OF CULTIVATION 
REMAINS AND ASSOCIATED FEATURES; 
W SIDE OF FFRIDD DDU. 
Importance/category : Regional 

NGR: SH 64457125 

Period : Late prehistoric to late medieval 

A large field abovt: (to theE ot) Nant 1-Jeilyn and to the SE ofCrymlyn Oaks. carnes extensive traces of 
early cultivation and two possible settlement sites. The remains are related to a much more expansive set of 
hut circles, rectangular building remains, relict field boundaries, lynchets and other cultivation features 
located on Ffridd Ddu. tht: hill-side to the S of Aber. The features may be separated into two main periods 
of activity. rhe earlier comprises terraced strip I) nchets associated with a number or enclosed and 
unenclosed circular hut groups. These features may date from the bronze age to the Romano-British periods 
(i.e. about 4500 to 1500 years ago). The later is identified by areas of ridge and furrow. which was fon11ed 
by ploughing. probably in the medieval to late medieval periods. This later phase of activity seems to be 
associatt:d w!lh the remains of rectangular buildings [ ll 
Immediately to theE and NE of7487. lies a particularly we ll preserved group of early fields (PRN 6617) 
(figure 23). Here the ground is somewhat sret.:pcr. and the terraced lynchcts derived from prehistoric 
activity are according!> more substantial than those on the gentler ground to the Wand SW. The lynchets 
and banks were large enough here to influence the pattern of later plough cultivation and the areas of ridge 
and furrow can be seen to respect the grain of the earlier field arrangements. 

The two broad periods of activity are also evidenced in rhc area recorded as PRN 7487 (see map 1, 
append ix I ). However. here the later phase has not respected the earlier layout of features, apart from at 
those areas to theE and SE of the field. where the ground becomes steep enough to have limited the extent 
of ploughing in the medieval period. In these marginal areas, there are some faint traces of early spade dug 
cultivation ridges. otherw ise known as ·lazy-beds· (number 19 on ma p I, appendix 1). Two poss ible 
circu lar building platforms were also found here during the current survey worh. The southern most of 
these (number 18 on mllp I. appendix 2) is appro,imately 5m in diameter That to theN is lies on more 
moderately sloping ground, and is larger. It i~ ovoid in shape, measuring 12m by 14m, with its a:\ is 
oriented SE-NW. It is slightly terraced, being raised by abou t 0.4m above the ground surface at its NW 
!>ide. but flush with it to theSE. Small quantities of stone art: visible throughout the circumference of the 
site, poss1bly indicating a relict bank around the platform. Two larger stones.'' hich are set apprO:\imately 
2.5m apart, may indicate the position of an entranceway at rhe SE The site i:. located close to, and is 
probably associated with. a low earthwork which runs on the same orientation as thnt of the building 
platform. The bank is probably a relict fie ld boundary and is between 1.5 m and 2m wide. and 0.3m high. 

A number or similar banks. mnning parallel to one another. are found across the field Ridge and furrow, 
again running on the same oricmation. covers the: tlallt:J aJca:~ of the field. The ridges arc spaced between 
4m and 5m apart and art: predominant ly fairly famt. the most substantial be ing no more than about OAm 
high. The banks are probably re licts of the earlier period of activity (prehistoric), respected to some extent 
by the later ploughing. There are traces of lynchets to the N part of the field. These were probably once 
widespread across the field. as is the case for PRN 6617, but unlike the banks (which lie perpendicular to 
the contours of the slope}, have been destroyed by medieval cross contour ploughing. Where they do 
survive, it is in places where the ground is steeper, or where they are substantial enough to have dl'fined the 
edges of cultivation areas and act as headlands. 

T" o turf covered stone clearance cairns are located at the S of the field. and seem to pre-date the ridge and 
fun·ow. The larger (number 14, map I. appendix 2) is 8m by 6m and the smaller 7m by 4m. 

A hollowayed trackway (wh ich is braided in places where it runs over steeper ground) runs from NW to SE 
across the northern half of the field (number 6, map I , appendix 2). It appears to truncate. and therefore 
post-date. the ridge and furrow, implying that it is late medieval to post-medieval in date. The trackway is 
up to I m deep and between 2.5m and 5m wide. 

Site his tory: First described in 1956 [1 , 8-9]. The RCAHM W survey or 1950 describes the range and 
location of' the features that are found on Fridd Ddu. PRN 7487 forms part of this broader landscape. The 
RCAHMW identified the holloway and some of the lynchets, and noted the presence of ridge and furrow. 
The possib le areas of lazy-beds, the two circular building platforms and the clearance cairns were idt:ntified 
as part of the current survey. At th~ time ofthe RCAHMW survey the genera l condition of the early 
features on Fridd Ddu was described as ·fair. in parts damaged by modem ploughing' f l). Further 
ploughing was being undertaken at this time 

Cochwillan Estate .,, 
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Present condition and management: 
Modern land improvements have part levelled many of the features. However. ridge and furrow, low banks 
and a number of lynchcts are st ill visible throughout the area. The earthworks are suffering a limited 
amount of erosion throughout from trampling and poaching by animals. The greatest potential threat to any 
of the features is that of future land improvements. Common activities of this kind raking place in similar 
situations elsewhere include ploughing to leve l out ridge and furrow, and the in-fill ing of holloways. 

Form: Earthwork Condition: " .) Threatllevel: Animal erosion - 3 Risk: Slight 
General!) satisfactol"). Vehicle erosion- 2 

minor problems. Land im provement - 3 

Management recommendations: 

• The levels of poaching (animal erosion) on the banks, lynchers and areas of ridge and furrow should be 
monitored. If sign ificanr areas of erosion (exposed soil deposits) develop, then stock levels shou ld 
either be reduced fo r a length of time sufficient to allow regeneration of a protecti ve turf layer, or 
should be excluded from the area of damage by the erection of fencing. 

• No fu rther land improvement (such as ploughing or bulldozing) should occur within the fie ld that 
contains these fea tures. 

• As fa r as is possible, farm vehicles and machinery shou ld not be driven over the feat1Jfes themselves . 
Where this is unavoidable, no single regular route should be followed ; this should help to minimise the 
impact of wheel erosion on any one featu re. 

References: 
[I] RCAHMW 1956 Caernarfonshire. Volume I. HMSO: CardifT. Page 9. 

Owner: Cochwi llan estate. 
Tenant: Mr. G. Will iams, Wig Farm, Aber. 
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Above: Figure 20 Ridge and furrow, PRN 7487. Facing NE. 
The I rn scale rods are located on three 
consecutive ridges. 
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Right: Figure 21 

Cochwillan Estate 

Eroded area on ridge and 
furrow (PRN 7487), 
resulting from animal 
poaching. Facing SE. 

Figure 22 Ho lloway (PRN 7487). Facing W. 
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Figure 24 Site of possible circu lar building platform (feature 
20, appendix 2 , map 1), PRN 7487. Facing NW. 
Scale rods are I m. 

-~ ·· ...... -.=..:-

Figure 25 Clearance cairn (feature 16. appendix 2, map 1). 
PRN 7487. Facing East. 
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PRACTICAL CONCLUSIONS: SITE MANAGEMENT SUMMARIES 

This sec1ion draws together the management recommendations listed under the separate site record 
fom1s. and presents them in a more readily accessible form. lr ,.,ill be seen that similar 
recom m~::ndations are made for many of the sites, particularly regarding the risk of an i rna I or vehicular 
erosion to earthworks. 

PRN 067 Hut !(roup, Coed 8rrmydd-isc~f· 

Form: !:.arthwork 
Condition: J [Generally satisfactory . some min or problems]. 
Threat/level: Animal erosion 3. Dumping 3. Vehicle erosion 3. 
Risk: Med ium 
• No fresh vehicle track damage 1S vis1ble at the site. llo"ever. as some of the disturbance visible to theN\\ 

i' likcl) to ha\ e h~cn caused b~ the caterpillar trac.:J.. dumagc noted in 1980 and 1995. 11 is C\ idenl that 
\ ch1clcs do cause long term damage. It is imponam thm farm vch1clc:. and machincr;. are not taken across 
ell her the enclosuN itself or any of the earthworks immed1ately associated with iL 
'lome ~mall patches of' erosion arc occurring at various points throughout the enclosure bank, These arc a 
n:sult of stock trampling (poaching), and ~hould be monitored 10 cn~u1c thot they do not develop into a 
mnrl·thrcatening. problem. lfc:rOSIOn le,cls incret~\C, then it ma; be nccc.;sllf) to fence the enclosure on· 
from stock from lime to lime. to cn~urc that the damaged areas ha' e timc to regenerate. 

• l'he enclosure und its immediate 1 1cmit) should not be used as feeding areas. to ensure that erOSIOn from 
trampling is kept w a minimum. 

PRN 068 Hut circles, Nam Heilyn: 

Form: Earthwork 
Conditio n : 4 [Uns::ttisfactoryl 
Thren t/lcvel: Dra inage,4. Vehicle erosion, J. Stone robbing, 3. 
R isk : High 

• Waterlogged ground conditions f.wour the presen all on of organic dcposits (~ueh as timber and leather) anu 
en\ 1ronmental e\ 1dcncc (such a..~ polkn. msel.'t n:muins and seeds}. both of" hich arc important 
an:hacological resource~. Then: is a ~trong chtlncc that the boggy area locatcd immcd1atel) to the south or 
the hut c.:ircles may have containeu e\ ide nee ol'lhis J..ind. 1\ hich could huH: provided a J..cy source of 
cont~:xtual ev idence fur understanding th~: nature and economy llf thc site. Unfonunawl y. mu~~h of this 
potential rnatc:rial i:-lih:ly to have been lost or damagcu during the drninugt: 1\0rks. Jim, ever. despite the 
drainaJ:!t' ''orJ..s, the ground in the area 1 ~ ~till fairl) boggy. and it i~ possible that the ~oi l deposits cov~nng 
th~ hut circles remains mo1st. lfth1s 15 the case. then organic matcnJI pJrticularl} t1mbcr (for example. the 
rl!mains of building posts). ma) \\I'll he prc~enctl hcneath the surf'acc ro ensure that nu further damage 
occur~ to such potential deposits. it is suggests that the dr:.tinagc regime uf the area is not intcnsilicd. No 
further ditcht:s shuulu be cut, or dra in~ sunk. 
l he hut circles ~hould be exempted from any fu rther land clearance 11r improvement (such as stone rcmnval 
ur gmund lc,elling). Care should be taf..t:n to ensure that vehicles or machwery operating in the vicini!) do 
not cross the ;;ites. 
During the sun C). It "a:. noted !hat ~e\ t:ral piles of swne den ved I rom lield clearance ha\ c been mauc at 
thc ur-slope edge of the boggy an.:n, ahout60m to the SSW of the hut circles. I tina) bl! the intention that 
these stones be used clst:\\ here on the farm wall repair etc. If this is the case. then care should be taken 
during their ro:::mnvalto ensure that vd11clcs do not crt)~S the si tes. 

• Gi \ en the advice out hned m tht' l\1 ~)points abO\ c. and the fact th:n the ~itc is not 11llrned1att'l) apparent to 
the untramed eye. it rna) be necc~,;ary for a professional archacologi~t to 'is it the site m the prcscnce of thc 
farmc:r and demonstrate its loc.1tion and e\lent. 

PRN 069 Ancient fields, Brony dtl-isaf: 

Form: Earthworks 
Condition: 3 [generally satisfactory, some minor problems] 
Threat/level: Animal erosion. 3. Vehicle erosion. 3 Land improvement. 2. 
Risk : Slight. 

• 1 he levels ofpo:~ching (animal erosion) on the banks and lynehets shou ld be moniton:d. If significant areas 
of ero::.ion (t-xposed soil dl!posits) dcvdop. then stocJ.. levels should be: reduced for a length of time 
~uiTicient to alltm rcgcneration ofth~ protccti\e turfla~cr. 

No further land impro' ~:ment (!iuch as ploughing or bulldozing) should ocl.'ur I\ ith111 the t'ield that contams 
thest: f't:atures. 

• t\~ i:Jr as is possible. farm vehicles and mach inery shou ld not be driven over the area. Where this is 
unavoidable. no ~mglc regular rout..: ~hould he followed. this shou ld help to minimise lhl! impact of,vhecl 
ero~1on on an~ on.: li!ature 
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PRN 070 Andeltlflelds- Coed Ty 'n-yr-hentlre: 

Form: Earth'' or!.. 
Condition: 3 [generally satisfactory. some minor problems] 
T hreat/level: Animal erosion. 3. Vehicle erosion. 3. 
Risk : Slight 
• fhc Jc,ds l1f poaching {animal ero:.ion) on the banl..s and I) nchch shnuld be monllort:d. panicularl~ for 

those features truncated b) the stream. If s•gnllic<mt arc;•' ul eros1on (e.,rn~ed '>Oil deposits) develop. then 
stocl.. lc' cis should t:ilher be reduced for :J length 1lf !line sufficient to allo" n:gcncra110n of the prmcctivc 
turf Ia) er. or should be excluded from the area of damage h) the erecuon of fencing. 

• No further land improvement (such as ploughmg or bulldoting) ~hould occur" ithin the fidd that contains 
lht:~t: ti:aturt"!:>. 

• As fi1r as IS possible. farm vehich.:s and milchmcl) shouiJ not be tlrhcn over tht: featur.:s thernsehes. 
Where this is unavoidable. no single regular route -,hould bl.' foliO\\ eO: this should help to minimise the 
impact nf whed c::ro,.ion on any one feature. 

PRN 071 Long hut, /V(In/lleilyfl: 

Form: Earthwork 
Condition : 4 lu nsatisfactory, loca l problems] 
Threat/leve l: Dumping, 3. Development, 2. 
Risk: light 

• I he s1ll' hm, bt:en ascribed to a lo\\ ri~k cat~gof) on aCCl)Unt of the ~rorse nature of the extant .>urface 
rc::mains If at an) point deconstruction of the p) I on. or ~lone r.:nw\'al !"rom the .:karancc dump. lead~ to the 
.:~o:po~ur.: of remains that are not current I) visible, then the assessment lc1 ~:b '' 111 have to be re' ie\1 ed. Staff 
<~tthc til\}lledd Archaeological Trust should h~: inlnrm~:J ol an) such changes. in order that the site can be 
rC·\ lSi ted. 

• SlOne should not be removed from the survivmg 11 1\thlc) ~cellon of footings at the 1'\\V of the site. 

PR 072 Long hut, Naill Heilyn: 

Form : Earthwork 
Condition: N/A [not possible to ascertain until the site has been confidently located] 
Threa t/level: Not possible to ascertain until the site has been confident!) locJted. 
Risk: N/A. as above. 
• I he farmer ~hould be made aware of the location ol the poss1hlc !>ilc (~bon length of N-S oriented wall 

footings). The feature is not readll) visiblt:. pointing out its location ~'ould nllo" the limner to en.sure that 
future acti\ it)" (movement of machinery. stone remtwal, ~tod: fecdi ng areas etc) avoids 1he rossible site. 
Othc.: r than th is. the t:urrenll;md use and management regune IS well ~uitcu to the ~~t:ll~1rt' of an) 
archaeological remains m the area. 

PRN 074 £ncln.mre, Crymlyn Oaks: 

Form: Ea11hwork 
Condition: 3 (generally satisfactory, some minor problems] 
T hrcatllevt' l: Stone robbing, 3 . Animal erosion, 2. 
Rislc Medium 

• l'rot..:ct again~tth..: possibility of further Jamag.: b.:ing CillN.:J through stocl- trampling. b) ensuring that the 
site ~~ no longer used as a feeding :Jrca. 

• Marntain 'lock levels at or belo11 those of current pract1cC to cn~un:: continut:d rrotcctiun against ~oil 
.:rosion. fhe ~ite ma) need to be fenced off 111 the C\ cnt of incrca,cd ~tot-1-. prest"nce. 

• f1d~ up the area "ithin the enclosure. Rcmo' c tl.:m' of farm rubhi~h ( 11 uotlen paJlcts etcl. Remove recem 
dump of stone .:urrentl~ situated ncar the cnclo~ur.: han!.. at the nonh "est of the ~•tc 

PR.\ 7487 Cullivalion remains am/ associated features, west side of Ffridtl Dtlu: 

Form : Earthwork 
Condition: 3 [general!) satisfactory, some minor problems] 
Threat/level: Animal erosion. 3. Vehicle erosion, 2. Land improvement. 3. 
Risk: Slight 

• I he levels of roaching (animal erosiOn) on th.: bank-,.lym:het~ and areas of ridge and lurr011 should be 
monitored. If stgnificant areas of erosion ( e;~.pos~:d ~oil ch:pn~its) tl.:~ .:lnp. then stock (c, cis ~hould either be 
n.:dut:cd lor a length oftimt: s ufllci~.:ntlO alto11 rcg.:lh!r:ltion nfa protcctnc turflaycr.Llr should be excludcd 
rrom th~: area of damage by th~ erection of fencing . 

• No further land improvement (such as plough ing or bulldo~ing) shmdd uc~.:ur within the field that contains 
tht.:se ft:aturt:S. 

• A~ ll1r a~ is rossible, tarm vehich:s and uwchincry should nol he driven nv~.:r the fL:atures tht:mst'lves. 
Where th1s is unavoidahk. no single regular nHih: should be folloiV.:d: this shouiJ help to minimise the 
impact or" heel erosion on :Jn~ one ft:ntur.:. 
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5 DISCUSSION A 10 F RTH ER RECOMMENDATIONS 

5. 1 Holistic npproachcs to landscape management 

5.1.1 It is comidercd here that the current survey and rcpon would most effectively be seen as a preliminary 
stage in the creation of a more comprehens ive heritage management plan for the Cochwillan estate. 
The survey work h:td a limited brief; namely, to visit the eight sites identified within the extant 
managemen t plan, to evaluate their condit ion. and to make recommendations concern ing their 
preservat ion. llowever, during the fieldwork. a far largL'r range of features. was discovered in the 
immediate vic init) of the eight identified sites. Many of these were directly associated (either 
physically or chronologically) with the sites themselves. A landscape sketch plan and series of feature 
descriptions \1 ere made in the field. and arc presented here to demonstrate the complex it) of the 
historic landscape of the area (maps I and 2, appcndi~ 2). 

5.1.2 The eight identified sites may represent the most important elements of the known archaeology of this 
part of the Cochwillan estate. However. it is clear there are several feaiUrcs of potential importance 
which had not been previously recorded. The only reasonably intensive field wor~ to have been 
canicd out in the area previously was that conducted by the Royal Commission for Ancient and 
Historic Monuments in Wa les. in 1949-1950 (RCAIIMW 1956). A more ttp-to-date survey is 
required to provide a more reliable heritage resource assessment on which to base an integrated estate 
landscape management plan. 

5.1 .3 It is also clear that it is not only the isolated sites of t...ey importance that need to be taken into account 
''hen drawing up a successful management plan Be) ond the eight highlighted sites lies an extensive 
landscape of cultivation features. relict boundarie<;. small stone quarries and trackwa) s. which 
together form the conte.xt which gives the more important sites their meaning (see appendix 2. maps 
and catalogue). When taken together at a landscape level. it can be seen that these features make a 
major contribution to the distinctiveness of the historic environment of the local an:a. This is an 
important point, and one wh icl1 requires the adopt ion of a somewhat cl i fferen l management strategy. 

5. 1.4 Any management plans that are intended to cater for the overall integri ty of the historic environment 
must be constructed on the basis of a solid understanding of the resource with which they are 
concerned. Recent agri-environmental schemes !.uch as the Tir Cymin scheme and the 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas schemes have taken the emphasis of heritage management plans 
beyond the level of the single site to the landscape perspective of the ·"hole-farm' (GAT report 250) 

In earlier correspondence between the Gw) ncdd Archaeological Trust and Caner Jonas, the following 
course of action for the construction of a successful management plan was recommended 

I. Plan bnef 
2. Survey 
3. Afcuwgemenl a.nessment 
-t Di.~nt.won Oil(/ debate 
5. Practiculaclion plan 
6. Implementation and re,·iell' 
7. Long-term pl!rspecth·es 
8. Consideration oj other factors 

5. I .5 This repon has tad...Jed some of these issues for the eight sites evaluated, and has made a number of 
site specific recommendations. A number ol general recommendations have been noted in section 2 
of this report. However. to facilitate management of the historic landscape as a whole, it will be 
necessary to return to the second stage of the scl1enH' detailed above, namely. that of survey work. A 
cer1ain amount of desktop work (concentrating on old maps. photographs, descriptions ere.) should be 
followed by a det:Ji led field survey and eva luation of the archaeo logy of the landscnpe of the estate. 
All informa tion noted should be recorded on a sketch plan made in the field by a profess ional 
qualified archaeologist, preferably at the scale of I :2500. The plan should identify all the features of 
archaeological and historical interest. and should record basic infonnation regarding their fonn and 
condition. The rcsulung package of information (map. written descriptions and photographic record) 
would fonn the a base-line for making dectsions about the future management of the historic 
environment of' the estate as a whole. 
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7 APPEND ICES 

7. 1 Appendix I: Paramcrers for u~c wilh s ire record forms (sec Part Th ree of this report) 

Form 
Cropmarked or parchmar!,.ed 
Earthwork 
Relict standing building or structure 
Bui lding or structure in use 
Earthwork with standing structure 

Condition 

Rhl< 

I Optimal 
2 Satisfactory 
3 Generally sat isfoctory- minor prob lems 
-1 Unsatisfactol) - local problems 
5 Extensive problems (3 or more) 

No risk 
2 Slight ris!,. 
3 Medtum risk 
4 lligh risk 
5 Immediate risk 

Threats 

Cochwillan Estate 

Afforestation 
Animal burro\\ ing 
Ar111nal erosron (poaching) 
Building I dcvelopml!nt 
Ora mage 
Dumping 
Land improvement 
Natural decay 
Ploughing- around 
Ploughing- over 
Quarrying I stone robbing 
Scrub growth 
Subsidence 
Tree growth 
Vehic le erosion 
Visitor eroswn 
Weathering 
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Map I Landscape context survey. The numbers 
relate to rhe catalogue of features (facing 
page). 

I SH 64007100 
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7.1 Append ix 2: Contextual landsca pe su n ·cy plan and cauloe,uc of fcatun's 

7.2.1 Catrrlogue of features 

Map One {page 32. facing) 

I Lynchets and low banks. with tr"ccs or ridge and furrow between. 
2 Small wa ll-stone quarrit:s. 
3 Small wa ll-stone quarries. NB. feallln::s 2 and 3 lie to either side of a line ofwnl l fl>Otlllg_s . 
..j Earth bank, c. 1.5m high. reverted by drystone wall on east side \~here it is less th:1n lm hi!,!h 

The bank is ~.5111 wide. 
5 Th is fie ld has been intensively 'improved·. There are some traces or I inear features 

throughout. probably ploughed out ridge and furrow or other cullivation featu res. but pcy;sibl~ 
also relating to location of fie ld drains. 

(l 13raided holloway, up tn I rn deep and 2.5 to 5m wide.:. 
7 Lynchets. running across the contours of the slope. Ridge and furrow lics bct\H'c:n them. I hl'\ 

may possibly be early field boundaries. which subsequently influenced the course nffuturc 
ploughing in the area. They lie c.~Om apan. and arc about o..lm wide ;md O.(llll high . 

S Area of ridge and furrow. c.4-5m between ridges. 
9 Head land, which poss ibly lies atop an carl) I~ nchet . 
10 Area of ridge and furrow cf fea tureS. 
II Level, sub-rectangular area of ground. Possibly a plough de~woycd carl~ fie ld pitH. I ~~Om '-:F ­

NW by 45-50m SW-NE, bound hy lynchct ( 12 ) at east side . 
12 Lynchet or terracing.. Presently wrf covered. but much small stone is visible at ~urfaee. 

imp lying that the fe:uure may have a de liberate!} constructed fonn. perh;tps that or 1\Jik.l 
terrace revetting. 3m wide by 0.8m high. 

13 Possible removed fie ld boundnr). Low bank" ith some stone visibk. 
J..j Clearance cairn with a low ban"- running from it to theSE Th~.: cairn mca~urn 7m b~ -1111 and 

i::. O.:im high. There is a slim possibil ity that it rcpn::sl'lllS the l'l'llWins or ('itht:r a small rnbhcJ 
llUt burnt stone mound, or a barrow. The rel ict bank is 0.-lm hi~h and 3111 ' ' ic.k SunK· ~lnll•' > 

arc visible throughout in places. 
I 5 Low bank, re lict field. 
lh Stone and earth mou nd (turved). similar in l'orm to J..t l1 robab lc ckarancc c.um \lc:-t\ttrc~ -Ill 

by 4m, and 0.5m high . sma ll 
17 Faint traces of ridge and furro11. 
18 Faint traces of possible lazy-beds (which are re:Hures formed b~ sp3dc Jug cultl\ .llion) Thc'. 

su rvive here where the ground is steep Cllt>U):;h 10 lt:wc :lCtcJ :1s a disinCL'tHivc to n1eJic ' al 
plough teams (the features h:we not been superseded by ridge "nd fll tT0\1} 

19 Small stone terraced building plntfonn. I Om b~ 5m. Possib lc sit~ or hut circle. 
:20 Poss ible bu ilding platform. It is ovoid in shape. measuring 12mb\ l-Im. with its "'i~ oricntl·d 

SE-NW. It is sligh tly terr:-aced. being rJised by about 0.-lm above the ground surface at its\.'\\ 
side. but !lush with it to theSE. Sma ll quan tit ies ol stone arc vi~ib l e throughout the 
circumference orthc site. pLissib l ~ ind i c:~ting J relict bank around the pla tform ~ T11·o larger 
stones. which are set approximate!~ 2.5m apan. 111:1) indicate the position of Jn entrancell'a:- .n 
theSE. The site b located clo!:>e to, :1nJ is probably associated with. a low enrthwor~ han!\ 
which runs on the same orient::uion as that of the building platform. The bank is prnbabl) .t 
relict field boundary and is bet\1 een 1.5 npnd 2m wide. and 0.3111 high. 

2 1 Terraces and probnhle tield stone clenrnncc banks. The grass in the area is ~t i ll very lush. 

Cochwillan Estate 

Stone visible in place5 throughout the terraces. implying that the temt.:cs \\'l're constructed 11 nh 
~tone revetting. 
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Map 2 Lanuscape context surve). The numbers 
relate to the catalogue of features . 
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Map 2 Landscape context survey. The numbers 
relate to 1he catalogue of features. 
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Map Two (page 34, facing) 

22 Slightf) terraced ancient trackwa)' (rurved). 
23 Area of I) nchcts and banks which have been damaged b) ploughing, probabl; as part of land 

improvement works in the 1950s (Mr. T \.\ Dnvics, Bron}dd-isaf, pers. comm.). 
24 Possible site of small circular enclosure, the east part of whtch has been destroyed by the 

construction ofthe modern trackway. Situated at the west ofa broad narural shelf in the 
hillside. 

25 Site of possible building platform. 
26 Vt:r} slight bank, possible ancillary enclosure around C und S parts of enclosed hut group 

PRN 067. Plough levelled. 
27 I follows and low bank remaining where a wall or bank boundary has been removed from atop 

a small natural scarp edge. 
28 Plough-damaged strip lynchcts with the traces of two poss ible hut circle platforms (5m and 7m 

diameter). 
29 Rough terrace ahove western most of the two sma ll scarps. 
30 Removed wall line. 
31 Field stone clearance pi le, probably created in the 1950s during a major episode of land 

tmprovement (10m by 5m}. Cun-emly being used as a source of stone for drystone wall 
renovat ion. 

32 Possible enclosure 06m diameter), defined by low banf.. at west side and cut into hill slope at 
east (to depth of up to I m). Possible hut circft at SE, (5m diameter). Overlain in pan by a 
dry~tonc wall (which is now reduced to footings on ly). The whole site has been damaged by 
modem ploughing. and a dump of field clearance stone (probably I 950s) lies at the SW. 

33 Terraced field plots defined by lynchets and low banks. 
34 Earth and stone wall, clawdd. 
35 Wa II stone quarries. largest measures I Om by 15m b) ::!m deep. 
36 Slight trackway ( J-l.5m wide) toN of relict field boundary (IO\\ bank, 2m .,., ide and 0.3m 

htgh, wuh some large boulders throughout its length). 
37 Low banf.. (0.5m high by 2.5m wide). Removed wall line. 
38 Low mound. 8m by 2.5m. by 0.4m high . Turved, but arpears 10 be of earth and stone. 

Probably a clearance cairn. 
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