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Then (after Henry had left Gwynedd to Gruffudd and the latter governed for many years 
successfully] every kind of good increased in Gwynedd and the people began to build churches in 
every part therein, sow woods and plant them, cultivate orchards and gardens, and surround them 
with fences and ditches, construct walled buildings, and live on the fruits of the earth after tl1e 
fashion of the men of Rome. Gruffudd also built large churches in his own major cou1ts. and held his 
courts and feasts always honourably. Furthermore, Gwynedd glittered then with lime-washed 
churches, like the firmament with stars. 

A medieval prince of Wales - the life ofGrujjildd ap Cynan 
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Introduction and acknowledgements 

1.1 This report summarises the progress and results of two deserted rural sertlemcnt (DRS) projects for the 
financial year 1997-98. which has been grant-aided by Cadw: Welsh Historic Monuments. These are 
the condition survey of eastern Caemarfonshire (G 1464) and the rapid identification survey (G 1465). 

1.1 The project designs agreed at the outset with Cadw arc contained in appendix I. The condition survey 
was to examine known DRS sites in eastern Caernarfonshire, an area which contains some of the most 
important upstanding, relict remains in Wales and one where much of the land lies within the 
Snowdonia National Park. The rapid survey was to examine in detajl two areas (one in eastem 
Caemarfonshire, in the lower Conwy Valley, and one in western Caemarfonshire, in Cwm Pennant) to 
try to gauge how accurate our current records are with regard to the recording of the resource. 

1.3 The area selected for the condition survey was based on Ordnance Survey 1: 10.000 quarter map sheets: 
this was due to the need to extract the data on which the project would be based from the sites and 
monuments record (SMR) in an ordered way. The background to this continuing project has been 
outlined in detail in previous project reports (GAT reports 200 and 247). but briefly the study is driven 
by the need to manage, and make informed decisions regarding, a fragile archaeological resource which 
exists as earth- and stone-built relict landscape elements. At the same time it is considered important to 
try and understand and interpret the resource. and place sites in their social, economic and 
chronological contexts. 

1.4 The areas selected for rapid survey were chosen because (a) they already contained a number of 
deserted rural settlement sites: (b) they had known potential for recording further sites; (c) a certain 
amount of background (documentary) work had already been carried out in both areas: and (d) there 
was a perceived need to choose areas which were geographically distant and inc luded both upland and 
lowland zones. 

1.5 This report contains a number of sections including (a) a summary and discussion of the results of each 
stage of the condition survey, (b) the resu Its of the rapid survey project, (c) a series of general 
discussions, (d) a bibliography. (e) a series of data-base print-outs and (f) a series of maps. 

1.6 The Trust wishes to acknO\.\'Iedge the grant-aid received from Cadw: Welsh Historic Monuments which 
has allowed the projects to be carried out. 

l . 7 Tbe Trust would particularly like to acknowledge the considerable co-operation and help of all the 
farmers and land-owners who readily gave access to their land, were often prepared ro spend time 
passing on information they knew about sites on their land, and were even prepared to listen to us. 
Unfortunately they are too numerous to mention individually. 

1.8 The co-operation of the Trust's SMR Officer, Kate Geary, is also gratefully acknowledged for her help 
in down-loading SMR data in a readily-usable format. for discussing various SM R-related problems 
and requirements and for carrying out part of the digitising. 

1.9 The report was compiled by S Jones. with additional material from D Thompson. 
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PART A 

G 1464 Progress report and discussion by stages 



2 Stage I - Database I distribution map I aerial photographic study 

2.1 Database 

2.1 .1 The first task was to create a database of sites to be e..xamined during the project. This was created from 
the Primary Resource Indicator compiled (directly from the SMR) during the pilot project ( \ 995!96) 
and included in the pilot project report (GAT Report no. 200). Specifically, this year' s Primary 
Resource Indicator was created simply by copying over to a new database the SMR sites recorded on 
Ordnance Survey maps SH56, SII57, Sl 167, Sll76, SH77, Sl-178, SH86, Sl-187 and SH88 (i. e. those 
which defined the study area). A copy of this database is enclosed in appendix II. 

2. I .2 This database has served on ly a~ a guide to the sites to be visited: al l alterations. amendments etc. have 
been made to the original Primruy Resource Indicator (longhut.dbf), which will act as the SMR 
replacement database in due course once this DRS project has been completed. 

2.2 Distribution map 

2.2. 1 A simple but effective dist1ibution map was created by using the grid references extracted from the 
Primary Resource Indicator for each site and plotting their position on a large outline map of the study 
area (using the FastCad J program). This map allowed for the efficient planning of site visits, acted as 
a check list and later during the post-fieldwork stage allowed for archaeological and management 
analysis. 

2.3 Aerial photographic study 

2.3. 1 Aerial photographs covering the study area were e~amined to gather information concerning land use 
on and around sites. the on-site vegetation and anything else considered potentially relevant. The two 
principal purposes of this were (i) to establish the best time to visit sites, and (ii) to note any potential 
threats to the sites. 

2.3 .2 Colour slides of individual sites from the SMR were not examined this year as such studies in previous 
years' project pi'ovided little usefu l information: most sites did not actually have any photographic 
record. and those that did were of close-up, ground views. 

23.3 Vertical colour prints of the Snowdonia National Park and Great Orme Country Park ( 1986 and 1993) 
were examined at the Countryside Council of WaJes office in Bangor. [n most cases these aerial 
photographs were of a scale to show the remains of sites or overlying sheepfolds but only in out! ine and 
not in detail. Where the physical remains of a site were not recognised. the land use and vegetation of 
the approximate location of the site according to PRN grid reference was noted. Enlarged copies of the 
I: 10.000 scale colour verticals for one ofthe areas previously covered by the Trust in a RCA HM(W)
funded Upland Survey (Cefn Cyfarwydd- GAT Report no. 92) were also examined, providing slightly 
more detailed information about the s ites in that area. A small mtmber of sites were hidden by c loud or 
shadow from neru·by rises or obscured by forestry. The sites visible on aeria l photographs are listed in 
appendix viii. 
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3 Stage 2- Landowner information 

3.1 As was found during previous projects. land ownership infonnation proved very difficult to obtain. 
principally because organisations which hold such infonnation do so in confidence. As a first step. 
PRN record forms (including SMR Further lnfonnation files which contain original field reports) were 
checked. but with limited success. Even where the relevant information did exist. ir was often out-of
dare. 

3.2 Scheduled Ancient Monument infotmation was obtained for those sites ( 16 in all) where this was 
relevant. When some sites were located near SAMs the recorded owner of the scheduled area was 
taken to be the owner of the DRS site. A limited amoum of infonnation was also obtained from the hut 
group survey project. 

3.3 lnfonnation on land ownership from previous Upland Surveys in the study area was also used, but most 
owner were located during the site visit by calling at the nearest fann. 

3.4 The largest single identified landowner in the study is the National Trust, who own a large portion of 
the Cameddai range, while the Forestry Commission and National Power also owned land on wh ich 
there was a small number of sites. Most were owned by private individuals. In no case was access 
denied. Names and addresses of landowners (where known) are retained on ly on site visit fonns. 

4 Stage 3- Fieldwork preparation 

4.1 As with previous studies, fieldwork preparation consisted of examining a number or available sources 
for both individual site-specific and more general area-based infonnation. The initial source was the 
regional SMR held by the Trust, from which location, site description and other information was 
retrieved in data-base and free-hand format. 

4.2 Following on from this, source references to specific sites in the Royal Commissions Inventory for 
Caemarvonshire (East - volume I -some of which included a site plan). OS map cards. further 
information files and original Trust project reports were checked, and the relevant infonnation 
photocopied as field notes. More general area-based infonnation was also obtained from publications 
such as the Atlas of Caemarfonshire, articles in local journals and also from older documents such as 
the fourteenth century Record ofCaernarfon. As part of the area covered by this condition survey was 
also subject to rapid identification survey (G 1465 - the area around Castell on the west side of the 
lower Conwy valley). a number of detailed articles (notab ly Hooke and R E Hughes) on a specitic area 
were also studied in some detaiL 

4.3 A group of sites was subsequently selected for visiting, and the relevant information on individual sites, 
plus a I: I 0,000 scale map showing the location of the sites, assembled. This information was stored 
temporarily in a file under the relevant OS quarter map number (e.g. SH 34 SE), so that sites in a 
certain vicinity can be visited together. This method of file storage was continued throughout the 
project as it proved easier to manage and check block of sites in this way until the archiving stage was 
reached when sites were re-stored by PRN number. 
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5 Stage 4 - fie ldwork 

5. I The fieldwork stage of the project began in May I 997 and since then all295 sites (i.e. existing PRNs) 
identified by tht: Primary Record Indicator (PRI) have bt:en visited. In addition a number of sites 110t 
identified on the PRJ but subsequently recognised have also been visited. Jn most cases these sites 
consist of DRS sites recorded as 'settlemems' and not including descriptive terms such as ·platform' of 
·Jong hut' . (The PRJ can be found in appendix II). 

5.2 During lieldwork additional PRNs have also been allocated to individual DRS sires which have formed 
a group of such sires nonnally described as 'long huts' or ' long hut group'. New PRNs have also been 
a llocated to new discoveries (sites found whilst walking to and from known sites, not as part of a 
deliberate strategy unlike the rapid survey areas): a tOtal of 67 ·new' PRNs have subsequently been 
identified in this way. One of the areas studied as part oft he Rapid Identification Survey (G 1465) fell 
within the area also covered by the condition survey. This area produced another nineteen ' new' DRS 
sites. Therefore, in total 381 sites have been visited this year (an increase of almost 29% in the number 
of known sites). 

5.3 This did not include the part of the study area. around Castell, Rowen , which was examined as part of 
the Rapid ldenti fication Survey ( G 1465) -see section 18. 

5.4 The rate of site visits averaged around 4 sites per day, but in reality this varied from between 8 sites per 
day down to 1, depending on a number of factors, notably their distance apart, location in relation to the 
nearest road, difficulty in identifying and contacting the land owner and the weather. 

5.5 Vegetation (especially bracken) has continued to cause problems in located and accurately recording 
some sites. as those completely covered in bracken, even when it has died back are difficult to record. 
In a couple of cases vegetation growth around sites proved to be physically impregnable. It will always 
be necessary to re-visit some s ites in late winter when the bracken has died down . 

5.6 The amount of time spent recording particular sites (i.e. individual PRN) using the DRS recording 
forms. is still c. 30 m inures, although more complex sites consisting of more than one DRS can take 
longer. 

5.7 The fieldwork recording. forms have remained the same as last year. 

6 Stage 5 - Post fieldwork 

6.1 This stage of the project comprised basic form checking of work carried-out to date (i.e. all parts of the 
form completed, correct grid references etc.), calculating the group value/association on the scheduling 
assessment forms, adding other infonnation such as altitude, filing completed forms in map order 
(temporarily for ease of reference- eventually they will be stored in PRN order), cataloguing films and 
general ·house-keeping' following the fieldwork stage. 

7 Stage 6 - Collation of data 

7.1 General 

7.1.1 All the information gathered on each site visited was collated at this stage of the project. This data 
comprised existing (published) information (inc luding description and plan if relevant), the site-vis it 
fonns (again including description, sketch plan, perhaps a photograph, as well as the scoring and 
management evaluations), and any other information which had been recorded. This information is 
kept under the relevant PRN (currently in map-sheet order being transferred to PRN order). At the end 
of the DRS condition survey project this will be automatically transferred back to the SMR. 

7.1.2 At this stage, sites were allocated to one of two files according to whether it had been possible during 
fie ldwork to determine whether they could definitely be assigned DRS status or not. Sites which had 
been confirmed continued to be treated as DRS sites (see below section 7.2), while sites which 
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fieldwork was unable to confirm as DRS types were sidelined as ·settlement site- undetermined/ 
unconfirmed ' (see belov,t section 7.3). 

7.1.3 Data on all these sites is to be found in one of two databases- G 1464A.dbfwhich records all (270) the 
DRS sites confirmed by fieldwork (appendix iv), and NOTLH.dbfwhich records those ( 118) which 
could not be verified to our satisfaction or where too bad ly damaged to record in any detail (appendix 
vi). 

7.2 Deserted rum/ settlement sites 

7.2.1 lnfonnation on the 240 sites which were confirmed by site-visits as being DRS sites, and which was 
subsequently recorded on forms G 1313a, G 1313b and G 1313c. was added to three databases (G 1464A, 
G 1464B and G 1464C - sec appendix Ill ). 

7.3 Unconfirmec/ deserted rum/ se/1/ement sites 

7.3. I A total of 118 of the sites visited were not considered in detai l for this project, either because they 
could not definitely be confirmed as DRS sites once they had been visited or because they could not be 
located. Such sires have been emered onto a small separate database, 'Notlh .dbf'. so that they can be 
returned in an appropriate manner to the SMR at the end of the project. This database consists of five 
fields: 

PRN, SITENAM E. OSMAP. REASON, MEMO 

7.3.2 There were a number of reasons why a site might not have been counted as a deserted rural settlement 
site : the reason for the decision regarding a partkular site bas been recorded in the 'REASON' field of 
the site's record: a choice was made from a number of pre-defined options -

NATURAL, NOT LONG HUT, HIDDEN. ACCESS DEN IED. UNLOCATED, 
DAMAGED / DESTROYED, DUPLICATE. EXCAVATED, OUTSIDE AREA 

7.3.3 A memo field allows for a more detailed explanation for a site's inclusion in this database. 

7.3.4 Of the 118 sites included in this database, the largest number (6 1) consisted of sites which were visited 
and considered not to be DRS sites. Most of these were actually hut circles or hut circle platforms and 
some were post-medieval structures. Peat stacks and the remains of track ways had also been included. 
The second largest group were the unlocated sites (28) and the third was those described as 'destroyed' 
( I I). All, apart from one site. from this latter group had been destroyed by field clearance and 
improvement. The remaining site in this group had been destroyed by quarrying activity. Four sites 
were had also been damaged to the extent that were unrecordable, usually by a later structure having 
been built on top. Some site were similarly 'hidden' by later structures built on top. Of the remaining 
sites two were found to be outside this year's survey area, three were duplicates of existing recorded 
sites and two had been excavated. 
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8 Stage 7 - Data-base analysis 

8. I Most of the results of the data-base analysis have been included elsewhere (e.g. in the sections on 
fieldwork, scheduling section and management). It was thought more appropriate and meaningful to 
put such resu lt into a series of specific contexts, rather than list them here. 

9 Stage 8 - Non-archaeological mapping 

9.1 The non-archaeological background mapping (see map 3) consisted of digit ising mapped information in 
AulOCAD and manipulating the data in FastCad 3: the data is now held in a series of project files in the 
latter awaiting transfer to the SMR on the completion of the project. 

9.2 Information on the following areas was digitised- Snowdonia National Park, Local Nature Reserves, 
Heritage Coast, Sites of Special Scientific fnterest, National Trust property and National Nature 
Reserves. 

9.3 Time restrictions prevented background information such as altitude. so il and geological data b~ing 
digitised to allow for visual comparisons of the distribution of DRS sites and their physical positions. It 
is hoped that much of this data will obtained from relevant local authorities in coming months as part of 
an agreement over SMR maintenance. and it therefore was deemed in appropriate to spend time on 
them now. 

9.4 The CCW phase I survey data was consulted. but unfortunately is not in a form directly accessible to be 
incorporated into this study. Agricultural land class from ADAS proved inaccessible. 

10 Stage 9- Archaeological background mapping 

I 0.1 The mapped archaeological background information was digitised in the same way as the non
archaeological material (see above section). 

10.2 Time limitations only allowed for a basic amount of data to be accessed and transcribed and this is 
shown on map 4. This comprises the approximate eJ< tents of the com motes and the putative locations 
of maerdrefi. townships, hamlets and parish churches. Much of this information was obtained from the 
Atlas ofCaernarvonshire. although other sources (e.g. Hooke) were also consulted. 

11 Stage I 0- Analysis of mapped information 

11.1 As has already been alluded to, it is hoped that within the next twelve months the Trust will have access 
to both Mapinfo (currently being explored) and to OS digital data. The latter will come about as part of 
an agreement with the local unitary authorities whereby the Trust agrees to update SMR data for the 
auUwrities using the latters' OS digital data and Mapinfo. Discussions with Conwy County Borough 
Council are well-advanced and have just got underway with Cyngor Gwynedd. It appears that the Trust 
will be able to use the digital data for non-commercial work. 

11 .2 It has been decided, in the light of this, to leave any detailed analysis of site distribution etc. until this 
data is available. 

12 Stage 11 - Mapping for management 

12.1 As has already been stated, the acquisition of Map info and OS digital data in the nexi year or so should 
help this aspect of the project, and the subsequent protection and management of the resource. 
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12.2 The designations which are relevant to the area under study this year are the Great Om1e Country Park, 
Snowdonia National Park, local nature reserves, national nature reserves, Heritage Coast, Sites of 
Special Scientific Interest, National Trust property. These can impact on the archaeological heritage in 
the following ways-

Scheduled Ancient lvlonwnenl 

Under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act, 1979, the Secretary of State has a duty to 
compile and mainta in a schedule of monuments: monuments on the schedule have statutory protection. 
Inc lusion of new monuments on the schedule is at the Secretary of State's discretion, but monuments 
added to it must be of national importance. Once a monument has been scheduled. the consent of the 
Secretary of State is required before any works are carried out which would have the effect of 
demolishing, destroying, damaging, removing, repairing, altering, adding to, flooding or covering up 
the monument. This is currently the principal means of protecting individual monuments (sometimes 
extending to small groups), but it is not intended to protect larger areas of significant landscape interest. 
At present, sixteen deserted rural settlement sites in eastem Caemarfonshire enjoy enhanced protection 
as SAMs. 

Snowdonia National Purk 

Designated in England and Wales under the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 for 
the purpose of preserving and enhancing the natural beauty of areas selected because of their natural 
beauty and the opportunity they afford for open-air recreation. National Parks are well-placed ro enter 
into management agreements with owners/occupiers to conserve and enhance sites and areas of 
archaeological importance. 

Great Onne Counoy Park 

An area of291 hectares on the Great Orme has been managed as country park since 1980. The day to 
day running of the park is carried out by a Countryside Warden employed by the local authority 
(Conwy County Borough Council) who is answerable to a Working Party comprising elected local 
members. council staff and outside 'experts' including the Trust. The park has a five-year management 
plan, to which the Trust contributed, which represents enhance opportunities for the conservation and 
enhancement of the archaeological heritage. 

Heritage Coast 

A non-statutory 'definition' that is aimed at conserving underdeveloped coasts for public enjoyment. 
This has no real implications for archaeological site management. 

Local Nature Resen1e 

An area of land that is of special nature conservation value locally. Such reserves are declared and 
managed by local authorities under the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949. This 
has no real implications for archaeological site management beyond the fact that, by implication, the 
area will be under environmentally- friendly management 

National Nature Reserve (NNR) 

An area designated under the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949. to preserve nora, 
fauna or geologica l or physiographical features of national scientific importance. This has no real 
implications for archaeological site management beyond the fact that, by implication, the area will be 
under environmentally-friendly management. 

Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) 

An area of land notified under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) as being of special 
interest by reason of any of its flora, fauna or geological or physiographical features • . This has few 
actual implications for archaeological site management. except that archaeological sites in SSS!s are 
notified to CCW, and the system of notification should give prior warning of potentially-damaging 
operations on such sites. 
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13 Stage 12- Scheduling enhancement wo rk 

Case S w dies - new sites for proposed scheduling 

The raw scores recorded on form G 1464C.dbf have been added together to produce an overall indicative score 
for each site, on which proposed scheduling have been based . However, the importance of professional 
judgement and a desire to recommend examples from different types (simple and complex) has aJso determined 
those cl10sen. As a result sites representing both types have been put forward for consideration. 

PRN 325- DRS, above Wem P1mdy 

This simple s ite consists of the remains of a DRS site with an associated, extensive relict landscape and the 
remains of a hut circle nearby. It is proposed that the DRS and part of the associated field system be considered 
for scheduling as an area. 

Discrimination criteria 

l. The site is rated low on Docrm1entation, archueofogicul because, apart from the brief description and 
annotated sketch, the site has not been surveyed. 

2. The site is rated low on Documentation, historical because there are no known documentary references 
associated with the site. 

3 . The site is rated high on Croup Value. assuciation because there are more than five sites of other but related 
types within I km. 

4. The site is rated high on Croup Value, clustering because there are more than five sites within I km . 

5. The site is rated medium on Survival because it is estimated that between one- and two-thirds of the original 
site area is left. 

6. The site is rated medium on Diversity. features because a minimum often features are present, viz.: platform, 
building, wall, main entrance, other entrance, wall-facing internal, wall-facing external, stone revetting, floor 
intact and enclosure. 

7. The site is rated medium on Potential because intemal floor deposits and some external layers have been 
preserved. 

8. The site is rated high on Amenity because the remains are easily visible and understandable to the layman. 

Munagemem cri1eria 

I. The site is rated high on Condition because it is well-managed and no immediate capital works are required. 

2. The site is rated high on Fragility because it has exposed walls and some unstable faces. 

3. The site is rated medium on Vulnerability because it is considered that there may be a longer term threat to 
the site i.e. land improvement. 

4. The s ite is rated low on Conservation Value because the immediate land-use is identical to the surr-ounding 
land-use and there is no added floral or faunal interest. 

Summwy 

The site represents the remains of a deserted rural settlement, within an extensive area of relict field systems 
which are probably associated with the site. Nearby there are a lso the remains of a hut circle representing some 
continuation of occupation and a landscape, rather than site-specific, impact. 
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PR;V 326 - Deserted rural settlemellf, Foe/ Dtluartll 

This simple site consists of the remains of a well preserved DRS site, with a small associated annex or pen. set 
within an area of relict field systems. It is proposed that the DRS and pat1 of the associated lield system be 
considered for scheduling as an area. 

Discrimination criteria 

I. The site is rated low on Documentation, archaeological because. apart from the brief description and 
annotated sketch, the site has not been surveyed. 

2. The site is rated low on Documentation, hisroricaf because there are no known documentary references 
associated with the it. 

3. The site is rated high on Group l'alue. associarion because there are more than five sites of other but related 
types within lkm. 

4. The site is rated high on (jroup Value, cluscermg because there are more than five within I km. 

5. The site is rated medium on Survival because between one- and two-thirds of the estimated original site area 
remains. 

6. The site is rated medium on Diversity, fearures because a minimum of ten features are present, vi:.: platform, 
building, waiL main entrance, other entrance, wall-facing internal, wall-facing external. stone revetting, floor 
intact and enclosure. 

7. The site is rated high on Pou:ntial because it is considered that some internal floors and extensive external 
deposits may be preserved. 

8. The sire is rated high on Amenity because the remains are easily visible and understandable to the layman. 

Managemenr criteria 

I. The site is rated high on Condition because it is well-managed and no immediate capital works are required. 

2. The sire is rated high on Fragili~l' because it has exposed walls and some unstable faces. 

3. The site is rated medium on Vulnerability because it is considered that there may be a longer term threat to 
the site (i.e. land improvement). 

4. The site is rated low on ConseJTation Value because the immediate land-use is identical to the surrounding 
land-use and there is no added floral or faunal interest. 

Sum m my 

The site represents the remains of a deserted rural senlement within an extensive area of relict field systems 
which are probably associated with the site. Nearby there are also the remains of a hut circle representing some 
continuation of occupation and a landscape, rather than site-specific, impact. 
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PRN 699- Deserted rural se/1/emellf, Pen y Castell 

This simp le site consists of a single structure, comprising a stone-bank. located on sloping ground on a valley 
side. within an area of rough, unimproved ground. There is a small stream valley just to the east and the site is 
protected from the south by a small rocky outcrop. The remains of a sub-circular stone-built enclosure encircle 
the site and there are the very denuded remains of another small structure, possibly a pen, adjacent to the site to 
the east. 

Discrimination criteria 

I. The site is rated low on Documentation, archaeological because, apart from the brief description and 
annotated sketch, it has not been surveyed. 

2. The site is rated low on Documentatiun, historical because there are no known documentary references 
associated with it. 

J_ The site is rated high Group Value, associalton because there are more than five of other but related types 
within I km . 

4. The site is rated medium on Group Value, clustering because there are three similar sites within I km. 

5. The site is rated high on Survival because over rwo-thirds of the original site area is left 

6. The site is rated medium on Diversily.jeatures because a minimum of ten features are present. vi=.: platform, 
building, wall, main entrance, other entrance. wall-facing internal. wall-facing external, stone revening, floor 
intact and enclosure. 

7. The site is rated high on Potential apati because inte111al and external floors are probably preserved. 

8. The site is rated high on Amt:nity because the remains are easily visible and understandable to the layman. 

11-fanagement critena 

I. The site is rated high on Condilion because the remains are well-managed and no immediate capital works 
are required. 

2. The site is rated high on Fragility because the site has exposed banks and unsrnble wall-faces. 

3. The site is rated low on Vulnerability because it is within a stable land-use regime with slight or no threat. 

4. The site is rated low on Conservation Value because the land-use on-site is identical to the surrounding land
use and there is no added floral or faunal interests. 

SummOIJ' 

This site, located on rough. un-improved land in an exposed position adjacent to a small valley stream, probably 
represents a temporary or seasonal dwelling. 
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PRN 4694 - Deserted rural !>ettlemelll, Cae Taenul 

This simple settlement site consists of a single, negative platform with a surviving wall at the downslope end. It 
is located on gently sloping. unimproved ground, and is surrounded by remains of an extensive systen'l of 
denuded tield banks and artificial terracing. 

I. The site is rated medium on Documemation, urc:hueologicol because tt has been fully described and included 
on a measured survey [ref. needed). 

2. The site is rated low on Doctmtentotion. historical because there are no known documentary references 
associated with it. 

3. The site is rated high Group Value, association because there are more than five of other but related types 
within lkm. 

4. The site is rated high on Group Value. clustering because there are more than five similar sites within I km. 

5. The site is rated medium on Survival because it is estimated that between one- and two-thirds of the original 
site area is left. 

6. The sitt: is rated medium on Diversity, features because a minimum of ten features are present, vi=.: platfonn. 
building, wall, main entrance, other enrrance, wall-facing internal, wall-facing external, stone reverting, floor 
intact and enclosure. 

7. The s ite is rated high on Potential apart because internal and external tloors are probably preserved. 

8. The site is rated high on Amenity because the remains are easily visible and understandable to the layman. 

Management crileria 

I. The site is rated medium on Condition because the remains are moderately well-maintained with signs of 
neglect. although no capital works are needed. 

2. The site is rated low on Fragility because the remains are grassed-over and apparently stable. 

3. The site is rated medium on Vulnerability because there is a possible longer-tenn threat from possible 
improvement. 

4. The site is rated low on Conservation Value because the land-use on-site is identical to the surrounding land
use and there is no added nora! or faunal interest. 

Summary 

This site is a good example of a hut platfom1 located on rough. unimproved land. The fact that it lies within in 
an extensive area of denuded field banks and terraces boosts its landscape setting. 
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PRNs 372, 6803, 6802. 6801. 6804, 6805 am/6806 - Complex deserted rural sefflemellf1 Cae 'r 1/nidd 

This complex settlement consists of seven large, earthwork hut platfon11S. three of which are lie parallel to one 
another forming one feature, wil'h the other four located just to the east. Remnant terracing and ridge and furrow 
are visible in the improved ground to the north . It is proposed that these related features should be considered 
for scheduling as a single site. 

Discrimination criteria 

I. The site is rated low on Documemation, archaeological because. apart from the brief description and 
annotated sketch. the features have not been surveyed. 

2. The site is rated low on Docwmmtation. historical because there are no known documentary references 
associated with it. 

J. The site is rated high on Group Value, association because there are more than five sites of other but related 
types within I km. 

4. The site is rated high on Group Value, clustering because there are more than five similar sites within I km. 

5. Four of the individual sites (372, 6801 , 6802 & 6803) are rated high on Sur\'lval because over two-thirds of 
the original area is left. PRNs 6804, 6805 & 6806 are rated medium as it is estimated that between one- and 
two-thirds of the original area is left. 

6. Two of the ind ividual sites (6804 & 6806) are rated medium on Diwrsity,jcatures because a minimum of 
ten features are present. viz.: platform, building, wall, main entrance, other entrance, wall-facing internal, wall
facing external, stone revening, floor intact and enclosure. The remaining five are rated low as they have f~:wer 
than six surviving features. 

7. All the individual sites are rated medium on Potemial because internal and some external floors have been 
preserved. 

8. The site as a whole is rated high on AmeniO' because the remains are easi ly visible and understandable to the 
layman. 

1\1/anagemenl cnteria 

I. Four of the individual sites (3 72, 680 1, 6802 & 6803) are rated high on Condition because they are well
managed and no immediate capita l works are required. PRNs 6804, 6805 & 6806 are rated medium because 
they are moderately well-maintained, with signs of neglect, but not requiring capital works. 

2. The sites are rated medium on FragiliO' because they have exposed walls and some unstable faces. Site 6745 
is rated medium on Fragility has it has slightly more robust features. 

3. The sites are rated medium on Vulnerability because the sun·ound ing land-use is Stable, but a longer-term 
threat (i.e. land improvement) is possible in the future . 

4. The site is rated low on Conservation Value because the immediate land-use is identical to the surrounding 
land-use and there is no added floral or faunal interest. 

Summa/}' 

These seven individual sites form a complex group and may represent a multi-period settlement, possibly of a 
type different to the two preceding examples. with associated field systems. The site is visually impressive and 
has good public access. 
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PRNs 2493 & 6807- Deserted mral settlemeut, Cwm Caseg 

This complex site consists of two. adjacent features located above a small stream valley. It is proposed that they 
are considered for scheduling as a group and not individually. 

Discrimination criteria 

I. The site is rated low on Documentation, archaeological because. apmt from the brief description and 
annotated sketch, they have not been surveyed. 

2. The site is rated low on Documenlation. historical because there are no known documentary references 
associated with it. 

3. The site is rated medium on Group Value, associotion because there are three sites of other but related types 
within lkm. 

4. The site is rated medium on Group Va/zre. clustering because there are three similar sites within Ikm. 

5. The site is rated medium on Survival because ir is estimated that there is between one- and-two thirds of the 
original site area left. 

6. The site is rated medium on Diversity,jealures because a minimum often features are present in each 
feature, vi=.: platform. building, wall. main entrance, other entrance, wall-facing internal. wall-facing external, 
stone revening, floor intact and enclosure. 

7. The site is rated high on Potential because some internal floors and external layers are probably presetved. 

8. The sites are rated high on Amenity because the remains are easily visible and understandable to the layman. 

Management criteria 

1. One of the individual sites (PRN 2493) is rated high on Condition because it is well-managed and no 
immediate capital works are required. The other (PRN 6807) is rated medium because it is only moderately 
well-maintained with signs of neglect, although there is no need for capital works. 

2. One site (PRN 6807) scores high on Fragility because it has exposed walls and some unstable wall faces. 
The other (PRN 2493) scores medium on Fragility because it has slightly more robust features . 

3. Both individual sites are rated high on Vulnerability because there is a major potential threat (i.e. water 
erosion). 

4. The site is rated low on Conservation Value because the immedjate land-use is identica l to the surrounding 
land-use and there is no added flora l or fauna l interest. 

Summary 

These two individual features form a complex group which may be contemporary. They are located near the 
boundary of improved and rough ground, with no apparent contemporary landscape setting (i.e. field systems) 
and may be the remains of seasonal dwellings. 

Dcscned rural s ettlement in el)stem Caemurfonshire GAT Proj ects Gl464 and G 1465 Report no, 289 page 13 



PRNs 567, 6785 & 6784 - Deserted rural .vett/ement, Craig Cennin 

This complex site consists of three individual structures located on an artificial terrace above an area of denuded 
field banks. with an associated enclosure behind (upslope) which itse lf is overlain by a post-medieval waiL It is 
proposed that these features be considered for scheduling as a group rather than individually. 

Discrimination criteria 

J. The site is rated low on Documentcilion. archaeological because. apart from the brief description and 
annotated sketch, it has not been surveyed. 

2. The site is rated low on Documemulion. historical because there are no known documentary references 
associated with it. 

3. The sire is rated high on Group Value. association because there are more than five sites of other but related 
types within I km. 

4. The site is rated high on Group Value, chmering because there are more than five similar sites within I km. 

5. Two of the structures (PRNs 6785 & 567) are rated medium on Survival because between one- and-two thirds 
ofthe original area remains. PRN 6784 is rated medium because between one-and two- thirds of the original 
site area is left. 

6. The site is rated medium on Diversity.features because a minimum often features are present on the majority 
of structures, vi:;;. : platform. building, wall, main entrance, other entrance, wall-facing internal, wall-facing 
external, stone revettjng, floor intact and enclosure. 

7. The structures are rated medium on Potemial because internal and som~ external floors are probably 
preserved. 

8. The site is rated high on Amenily because the remains are easily visible and understandable to tbe layman .. 

fl.1anagemem cri1erio 

I. The site is rated high on Condition because iL is well-managed and no immediate capital works are required. 

2. One structure (PRN 567) scores low on Fragility because it is stone-built and grassed-over. PRNs 6784 & 
6785 are rated medium because while they are also stone-built, they are only partially grassed over. 

3. The site is rated medium on Vulnerability because these surrounding land-use is stable, with only a possible 
longer term threat. 

4. The site is rated low on Conservation Value because the surround ing land-use is identical to the surrounding 
land-use and there is no added floral or faunal interest. 

Summary 

These three structures form a complex settlement (group) which appear to be rough ly contemporary. They are 
located within an area of denuded fie ld systems which appear contemporary and have an associated enclosure 
which adds to their landscape setting. 
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PRNs 697 & 68/3- Desertetl rural seulement, Hufotl y Garreg 

This complex site consists of two, adjacent structures located in wet ground, just downslope of a later (post
medieval) farmstead. It is proposed that they should be considered for scheduling as a group and not 
individually. 

Discriminallon criteria 

I. The site is rated low on Documentation, archaeu/l)gical because, apart from the brief description and 
annotated sketch, it has not been surveyed. 

2. The site is rated medium on Documentation. historical because there is one relevant document which might 
relate to them. 

3. The site is rated medium on Group Value, ussuciation because there are three sites of other bm related types 
within lkm. 

4. The site is rated medium on Group Value. clustering because there are three similar sttes within I km. 

5. One structure (PRN 697) is rated high in Survival terms because over two-thirds of the original site area 
remains. PRN 6813 is rated medium because only bef\\-een one-and f\vo- thirds of the original site area is left. 

6. The site is rated medium on Diversity, features because a minimum often features are present on the 
structures, viz.: platform, building, wall, main entrance, other entrance, wall-facing internal, wall-facing external. 
stone revetting, floor intact and enclosure. 

7. The site is rated high on Potential apart because internal and external floors are probably preserved. 

8. The sites are rated high on Amenity because the remains are easily visible and understandable to the layman. 

Management criteria 

1. The site is rated high on Condition because the structures are well-managed and no immediate capital works 
are required. 

2. The site is rated high on Fragility because the structures have exposed walls and some unstable faces. 

3. The site is rated low on Vulnerability because they lie within a stable land-use regime. with very slight to no 
threat. 

4. The sites are rated low on Conservation Vulue because the on-site land-use is identical to the surrounding 
land-use and there is no added floral or faunal interest. 

Summwy 

These two sites form a complex group which may be contemporary. They may be hafodai mentioned in a 
thirteenth centUIY document ar that placename location fref. and further details required]. Later (post-medieval) 
senlemem is present to the west adding continuity of settlement and landscape interest. 

Descned rurdl scnlement in eastern Cncrnarfonshire GAT Projects G 1464 and G 1465 Rcpon no. 289 page t5 



PRNs 698 & 68 14 - Deserted rural settlement, Clogwyn yr Eryr 

This complex site consists of two. adjacent structures located on a south-facing mountain slope. in an upland 
environment. with associated enclosures. It is proposed that these features should be considered for scheduling 
as a group and not individually. 

Discriminution criteria 

I. The site is rated low on Documentation, archaeological because. apart from the brief description and 
annotated sketch, it has not been surveyed. 

2. The site is rated low on Ducumentmion. historical because there are no known documentary references 
associated with it. 

3. The site is rated high on Group J'alue. assoctation because there are more than five sites of other bur related 
typt:s within I km. 

4. The site is rated medium on Group Value, clustering because there are three similar sites within I km. 

5. The sire is rated high on Survt\·al because over two-thirds of the original site area is left. 

6. One structure (PRN 698) is rated medium on Diversity.features because a minimum of ten features are 
present, viz.: platform. building, wall, main entrance. other entrance, wall-facing internal, wall-facing external, 
stone reverting, floor intact and enc losure. PRN 6814 is rated high because there are over twelve features 
surviving. 

7. The site is rated high on Potential because internal and external floors are probably preserved. 

8. The site is rated high on Amenity because the remains are easily visible and understandable to the layman. 

A lanagement criteria 

I. The site is rated high on Condition because the structures are well-managed and no immediate capital works 
are required. 

2. The site is rated medium on Fragility because the structures are stone-built and partially grass-over. 

3. The site i~ rated low on Vulnerability because it lies within a stable land-use regime with and slight to no 
threat. 

4. The site is rated low on Conservarion l ·atue because the on-site land-use is identical to the surrounding land
use and there is no added floral or faunal interest. 

SummCJt)' 

These two structures fonn a complex settlement group which appear to be rough ly contemporary. They are 
located at a high altitude and may represent seasonal, rather than permanent, occupation. 
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14 Stage 13 - Interim report 

14.1 No substantial interim reports were produced during the year. although interim statements were 
prepared tor the qum1erly monitoring meetings in June, September and December, for both projects. 

15 Stage 14 - Fina l Repor t 

15. 1 This document is the final report on both projects. G 1464 and G 1465. 

16 Stage 15 - Archiving a nd integration of info rmation 

16.1 The archive for both projects is currently being prepared: as much as possible of the information 
produced will be incorporated directly into the SMR, including up-dated databases. photographs and 
slides. and general background information (including digitised infonnation). Other archive material 
(including field visit forms , project-specific databases etc.) will be archived under the project numbers 
(G 1464 and G 1~65). and appended to previous project archives as appropriate. 

Descned rural settlement in eastern Caemarlbnshirc GAT Pro jeers G 1464 and G 146:5 Repon no. 289 page 17 



PARTB 

G 1465 Rapid survey 



17 Methodology 

I 7.1 Stage 1 

17.1 .1 The first stage of the project began with a basic desk-based study of the t\Vo areas covered by the 
survey. Modem and early twentieth century OS maps were consulted. as was cartographic information 
included in certain derai led studies of the areas. notably lfooke 's (Hooke, l997) work in Castell and 
Gresham's work (Gresham, 1973) in Cwm Pennant. Aerial photographs, colour verticals in both cases 
and black and white vertical for Castell (Snowdonia National Park, !: I 0,000 1986). were examined for 
any evidence of actual DRS sites and/or denuded lield systems. Detailed studies (see above) relating to 
the areas were also studied. but time restriction prevented original sources being checked or expanded 
upon. 

17.2 Stage 1 

17.2.1 The fieldwork was undertaken in February. 1998. by two Trust members. The timing had been shifted 
from the previous summer because of the perceived problems of access and visibility caused by 
bracken growth. Each individual covered a separate, defined area and recorded all archaeological 
sites/features identified. DRS sites identified were recorded using the three form system developed 
during the condition survey (G 1313a, G 1313b & G 1313c), while other sites were recorded at minimal 
level on Trust Upland Survey short fonns. In both cases. sites' locations were recorded on sheets of 
perm a trace overlaid on I: I 0.000 OS base maps. 

17.2.2 All areas were examined. apart from areas of modern forestry plantation (experience has shown that 
archaeological sites are usually destroyed during the planting process) and areas of dense woodland 
which require a great deal of extra time to survey properly. 

17.2.3 Obtaining landowner information and permission to survey areas took longer than initially thought. 
particularly in the Castell area where over twenty-live separate landowners were ultimately identified. 
Lerters were sent to all the identified landowners at the end of the project. thanking them for their co
operation. This should also help foster good relations not only for further work in the area, but also for 
the continued preservation of the sites themselves. 

17.3 Stage 3 

17.3.1 Once fieldwork had been completed, al l site locations were transferred to master maps, with definite 
and possible deserted rural settlement s ites being identified separately. Deserted rural settlement sites 
located in the Castell area were incorporated into the main condition survey databases (i.e. G 1464a.b 
&c). The deserted rural sett lement sites in the Cwm Pennant area will be added to last year's database 
at an early opporwnity. The records of other. non-DRS sites have been passed to the SMR. 

18 Results of rapid survey project 

18.1 Castell 

18. 1. 1 The Area 

18.1. 1.1 The area chosen for study covers a broad strip of land wh ich runs from the mountain pass just below 
Drum in the west, down across the desolate and poorly drained plateau. which is the source for the 
Afon Roe. and through the deeply incised, tree-lined valley cut by the river as it descends to the 
beginning of the valley floor. To the north. the area is bounded by the Roman road which runs along 
the lower slopes of Tal y Fan and to the south by the ridge which runs from the summit of Drum along 
Pen y Gadair. 

18.1.1.2 The topography of the area reflects the nature of the underlying geology. This part of the western side 
of the Conwy Valley is dominated by small side valleys formed where sofler Ordov ician strata are 
interspersed with harder igneous rocks which torm the mountainous west-east running ridges. 
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18.1.2.1 Although today the higher reaches of the valley appear empty and inhospitable, the topography of the 
valley lends itself as a natural rome through the mountain range, between the Conwy Valley the 
coast I in e. The density of known archaeological sites confirm the accessibility of the area. The earliest 
evidence comes in the shape of a mesolithic microlith found near the farm of Gorswen. During the 
neolithic period a series of megalithic tombs were constructed around lhe farm of Maen y Bardd on the 
northern side of the valley, and two standing stones were erected at the head of the pass. The bronze 
age saw the continuing use of the pass with the constJuction of a number of tumuli and stone circles. 

18.1 .2.2 Between this period and the iron age a number of hut circles and associated field systems were 
occupied, notably on the southern facing slopes above Maen y Bardd. This landscape was dominated 
by the hi ll fott at Pen Y Gaer on the southern side of the valley. The Roman invasion saw the 
construction of the auxiliary fort at Caerhun (Canovium) in the first century AD, which formed part of 
the network of forts controlling the valley routes in north Wales and notably the River Conwy crossing 
poi11t which connected Chester (Deva) with Caemarfon (Segontium). This connection was made by a 
Roman road following the old pass through Bwlch y Ddeufaen and with a southern road which is 
thoughtto have followed the Llanbedr y Cenin road from the south. An inscribed stone dated from the 
7th to 8th century near Rhiw confirms the continued use of the pass in the early medieval period and 
later. during the post-medieval period it continued to be used as a drovers road. During the medieval 
period the area lay within the bounds of the free township of Castell, in the commote of Arllechwedd 
lsaf (Bassett & Davies, 1977, 72). 

18.1.2.3 The inhospitable nature of the landscape in the higher reaches of this side valley are the result of high 
rainfaJI and the past activities of man which has resulted in the truncation of the soils. Gley soils now 
occur widely in the area, especially in the valley below Maen y Bardd (Hughes 1940. I I). Further up 
the valley the mountain soils are shallower with a tendency to podsolisation. Peat occurs to a 
considerable depth on the steeper slopes, a fact reflected in the large number of peat stacks and cuttings 
identified on the northern slopes below Drum during the survey. 

18.1.2.4 Hughes saw the noted truncation of the soils in the marginal areas as the direct result of high rainfall 
and human activity in the area and in particular the clearing or assarting of ' waste' land. By felling the 
trees that covered these higher reaches soils were washed away and de.graded over time, loosing their 
minerals and forming acidic podsolic soils (ibid. //). In his I 940 article he uses environmental 
evidence to illustrate the ebb and flow of human exploitation of the valley. One example he cites is that 
ofTyddyn Eithiniog, located just to the south of the area under study. This area seems to have had 
th is name this since the early sixteenth century, with the tem1 'eithniniog' interpreted as meaning gorse. 
Hughes sees this as suggesting that soils in the area had already been truncated and that the land had 
been neglected and become overgrown. 

I 8. 1.2 .5 As Hooke has noted there are a number of long huts and a well-preserved field system within this area 
which had apparently fallen out of use by the time Tyddyn Eithiniog was established (Hooke 1997. 89). 
lt. therefore, appears that these long huts and associated field system were occupied prior to the 
sixteenth century and that the land immediately arour1d had been cleared. 

18. I. 3 Rapid ldentijication Survey 

18.1.3.1 The survey covered all of the area apart from the heavily wooded areas within the National Nature 
Reserve around Gors-wen. These areas proved too overgrown, severely resh·icting access and 
visibi li ty. At the outset of the survey there were seventeen known long huts or DRS sites (three of 
which were either unlocated or not actual structures). 1' he survey identified a fu rther nineteen definite. 
and a further fourteen, possible DRS sites. In most cases the possible DRS sites consisted of some 
evidence for the presence of a site, but not enough survived to accurately measure (i.e. a sl ight platfonn 
in a slope). As expected, most sites were identified in areas of unimproved land or open moorland, 
with a small number located in woodland. 

18.1.3.2 Concentrations of sites in lower areas (below 280m OD) were identified in rough ground at Gors-wen 
and Pant-yr-twrch. At Gors-wen, located on the edge of woodland, there were the remains oftwo DRS 
sites (a reported third site within the woodland was not identified). One site was a type (i) and the other 
was a type (ii) (see Fmther towards a typology in Part C). The improved area about produced no 
definite evidence for early field systems associated with the sites. Just upslope, in a north-south 
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running band at Pant-yr-twrch eight DRS sites and one posstble DRS site were identified (types (i) and 
(ii). see Funher towards a typology in Pan C). This group appeared to be associated with a large area 
of denuded field banks and walls. which pre-dated the present dry-stone walled defined fields of the 
area. These sites were located on rough, unimproved land, much of which was covered by trees and 
bracken. It is felt that more sites and associated features may come to light if th is bracken is removed. 

18.1.3.3 Concentrations of DRS sites were also recorded at sl ightly higher altitudes (above 300m OD), at 
Tyddyn-du and Brongadair (types (i) and (ii), see Further towards a rypology in Part C). Both areas 
also contained areas of associated relict field system consisting of low denuded. rubble stone field 
walls which often respected and followed natural contours or features. Less denuded, low stone banked 
field walls (sixteenth century?), usually much straighter than the walls associated with the DRS sites 
seemed to overlie/post date them in places. At Brongadair. a high. well-built ninetcenrh 'ffridd' wall 
enclosed the area and overlay one of the DRS sites. dividing it into two (PRN 4700). 

18.1.3.4 A number of probable hafodau sites were located at high desolate altitudes along the sides of the valley 
They were usually located on exposed, sloping ground. adjacent to streams on small level ish ridges and 
with excellent views of the wet valley bottom below. There was no evidence for associated field 
systems with any of them, but most did have an associated enclosure. It seems likely that these 
structure are the remains of hafodau, locations of summer dwelling used when cattle and other animal 
were grazed in upland areas. Easy access to water, enclosures for containing or sor1ing stock and good 
views of the grazing lands in the valley below seem to be the main criteria for such sites. 

18.1.3.5 Interestingly, the ' hafod' sites in the area appeared ro consist of different periods of use. This is best 
demonstrated by a group located near the concentration of DRS sites with associated field systems at 
Brongadair. Here dry-stone hafodau (sixteenth century onwards'?) were found to overlie earlier non
dry-stone structures. The latter structure usually consists or a stone and earth platfom1 below the dry
stone structure, with low rubble or stone-faced walling. It may be that these earlier structures were 
hafodau for the Brongadair DRS group and the later dry-stone structures were hafodau associated with 
sixteenth century or later fam1s , 

18.1.3.6 One 'hafod' site had a peat stack located nearby, which may have been directly associated with it. 
Large parts of this area did con rain peat cuttings and there were a large number of peat stacks. The date 
of the cutting is unknown but may have been another seasona l activity based around the hafodau. The 
re-use of hafod sites as sheepfolds and shepherd shelters was also noted. 

18. 1.3. 7 As the river drops down towards the valley bottom, it has cut a deep and steep sided valley. much of 
which is wooded. Above the drop into this steep river valley the ground is relatively well-drained and 
it is here we find the field systems ofTyddyn-du and Maen y Bard<.!. The steep valley sides remain 
wooded with oak and birth and is unsu itable for anything but the most basic grazing. Hughes has 
suggested that these areas were kept as summer grazings, and hence the placenames of· Hafotty Gwyn' 
and · Hafod y Cae' (Hughes, 1940, 21 ). Both these sites eventually became permanent dwellings. It 
seems wrong to exclusively associated hafodau with upland areas. but rather to see them as allowing for 
the seasonal c:'<ploitation of unenclosed marginal areas. 

18.1.-1 Discussion 

18.1.4. 1 This area has been the subject of a considerable amount of documentary research in recent years, with 
attempts being made to reconstruct the chronology of settlement and land uses. Work by R Elfyn 
Hughes, Frank Emery and latterly D Hooke, have done much to trace the development of the late 
medieval landscape and the physical changes that this landscape underwent. 

18.1.4.2 Hooke, by studying place and field names and documentary evidence. has proposed that the fifteenth 
and sixteenth centuries were crucial periods for the emergence of present pattern of settlement in the 
area. She sees this time as one when the shared lands of native rule were giving way to the enclosed 
fanns of today. Indeed many of the present farms of the Conwy Valley are thought to have originated 
in this period (Hooke 1997. 84). for example Maen y Bardd, within the survey area, is thoughtto date 
from the fifteenth century. 

l S. I .4.3 A number of factors probably caused this change: a recovery of the population after the Black Death, 
the break down of traditional Welsh laws of inhet'itance. subsequent development of consolidated farms 
(Bartholomew Bolde. an English burgess began to buy up much land in the area in the fifteenth 
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century) and the increasing importance of pastoral farming (see later dtscusston). Hujodau become 
permanent settlements (notably Hafotty Gwyn within the survey area) as more of the woodland and 
waste are encroached on . 

18.1 .4.4 This crucial period also sheds light on the chronology of some of the DRS sites located by the survey. 
As Hooke states Permanent settlemrml umloubted(v reuched higher lewis at several periods in the pas! 
bill few of lhtt observed long hut sites can be correlated wi1h documemwy evidence. Neither do they 
hear any relationship to later field-names or re.lerences 10 later known hqfodydd (ibid 89). The 
fieldwork undertaken during the project seems to show that many upland/marginal DRS sites and thei r 
associated features pre-date areas of identified sixteenth century enclosure. 

18.1.4.5 In all the cases where DRS sites have associated field systems, these appear to reflect a different field 
pattern than the later dry-stone/rubble field walls seen today (and which in some cases have been dated 
to the sixteenth enclosure). This was well demonstrated near Bronygadair. Here a cluster of DRS sites 
were associated with very denuded field walls/banks. These are overlain by Jess denuded field walls 
and are bounded on the western side by the high, nineteenth century, ffridd wall. Emery ( 1940) 
mentions large sixteenth century intakes of land above Bronygadair (which includes the cluster of DRS 
sites), a substantial number of fields of which include the term ffridd in their place-names (ibid 90). 
Hooke interprets rhis as indicating that this area was uncultivated when enclosed at this time, The term 
(ffridd) obviously conveyed a meaning of upland pastures but became attached tO intakes from the 
commons made in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries (ibid., 90). 

18.1.4.6 A similar interpretation as Hughes· concerning the sixteenth century enclosure of land near Tyddyn 
Eithiniog which also included the remains of DRS sites with associated field systems (ibid. 89). In both 
cases the field systems associated with the DRS sites are overlain by (sixteenth century'?) enclosure 
walls. The later enclosure walls also seem to show no respect for lay out of the earlier walls in their 
layout. In both cases we seem to be dealing with DRS sites which were occupied prior to the sixteenth 
century enclosure, and associated areas which show evidence of once being cu ltivated but had become 
neglected and overgrown, open waste(ffridd by the time of the sixteenth century encroachments. 

18.1.4.7 The many of the DRS sites recorded in this years survey represent a period of expansion into the 
marginal/waste grounds at some point prior to the fifteenth or sixteenth centuries. They then appear to 
have been abandoned and re-occupied in the fifteenth or sixteenth centuries when a subsequent period 
of expansion began (see Historical processes of settlement and desenion in Part C). The reasons for 
their abandonment are complex, and probably involving, climatic changes. population changes and 
social reorganisation. A known decline in the climate from the thirteenth century un til the mid 1400's 
may have reduced already shallow soils to unproductive plots. 

18.1.4.8 The Black Death in the mid fifteenth century may not have directly effective such rural areas so 
dramatically as high ly populated areas, but the depopulation of the lowlands wou ld have attracted 
people from the marginal uplands. resulting in the depopulation of these areas. The decay of the native 
systems of inheritance at this time also produced changes in landownerships, with the development of 
more consolidated farms. The growing economic importance of sheep farming would also have change 
field patterns to the enclosed landscape we sec today. 

U/.2 Cwm Pemttull 

18.2. 1 The Area 

18.2.1 .1 The area chosen for study consists of the eastern side of the val ley ofCwm Pennant. The western 
boundary of the area is defined by the Afon Dwyfor and the area rises to just over 400m on the slope of 
Moe I He bog in the east. The lower valley slopes (in the west) are the main areas of modem day 
occupation, and have been improved with smaJI areas of woodland and some modem plantations. The 
valley bottom has been extensively drained but is still quite damp. The eastern side of the area consists 
of rough pasture and mountain side. most of which was enclosed in 1812 (Gresham, 1973, 47). The 
nonhern half of this upland region is steep and rocky. ro the south below Cwm Llefrith, the slope 
becomes more gentle and as a result much wetter, consisting of large area of open boggy moorland with 
the occasiona l rocky outcrop. 
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18.2.1.2 The valley has formed on the Cwm Pennant anticline, with Ordovician slates and shales making-up the 
valley sides and igneous rocks for1ning the higher reaches of the surrounding peaks. 

18 . .!.2 lfislmy 

18.2.2.1 A number old cairns and clusters of hut circles are found located along the higher slopes of the eastern 
side of the valley: these represent the earliest occupation in the valley. During the medieval period the 
area was located in the northern portion of the mixed township of Pennant (Gresham, 11973, 5), the 
boundaries of which mostly follow the extent of the parish of Llantihangel y Pennant (ibid. , 5). Part of 
the northern area covered by the survey, around Tyddyn Mawr, lies within a detached portion of the 
free township ofPenyfed. According to Gresham the upper part of the valley was held as bond land, 
until the thirteenth century when, for an unspecified reason, the inhabitants all died out (ibid. 5). This 
deserted region became known as Ffridd y Pennant and was used as common grazing for the 
inhabitants of the free settlements ranged along the left bank of the Afon Dwyfor (ibid. 5). Gresham 
locates some of these free settlements as centred around the present sites of Rhwngydwyafon, 
Trawscoed and Brithdir. By 1352, and the compilation of the Record of Caernarvon, three gafaelion 
(holding) of bond land ofTirwelyawg tenure (a less servile form of bond tenure) are recorded in the 
township, all of which are in the hands of the lord by default of heirs (ibid. 6). Gresham locates these 
bond gafaelion in Ffridd y Pennant (ibid. 46). 

18.2.2.2 After the conquest in 1284, the Ffridd had come into the hands of the English Crown, who, by the 
sixteenth century had become concerned by the level of encroachment on Crown land in the Forest of 
Snowdonia (ibid .. ..f6). inquiries had been set to investigate such encroachments and subsequent loss of 
dues (ibid ./6). One such inquiry ~ook place in 1580 concerning the area around Cwm Pennant and 
Cwmystradlyn (ibid.. 46). It ran into local suspicion, but did reveal that the main pan of the Ffridd was 
held by the landowners on a common lease and grazed by them (ibid. 47). What little encroachment 
that was identified seems to have taken place to the south of the survey area. 

18.2.2.3 Gresham 's study of the documentary evidence for landownership vividly demonstrates the break-up of 
the gwely system and the subsequent development of larger holdings in the fifteenth and six1eenth 
centuries. In particular his account of lolyn ap Dafydd Gethin ofTrawsgoed (now Cwrt !sat), who in 
the fifteenth century inherited a compact block of land in the valley and how his legacy was gradually 
split up as partitional inheritance produced smaller and smaller plots, until these unworkable plots were 
bought up by the Clenennau estate (ibid. 8). The remaining ffridd was eventually enclosed by Act of 
Parliament in 1811 (ibid. 47). 

18.2. 3 Rapid Identification Survey 

18.2.3.1 At the outset of the survey there were seventeen known DRS sites in the survey area, mainly consisting 
of a group to the north-east of Brithdir Mawr. A further twelve definite, and six possible, DRS sites 
were recorded. Most ' new' sites were located on partially improved land, where some clearance in the 
past had taken place but which had now revet1ed to rough pasture. The majority of possible sites were 
located on improved land, where most of the stone (and hence the DRS sites) had been cleared. making 
positive identification more difficult. 

I 8.2.3.2 The most notable feature of the survey is the concentration of DRS sites in a band, between 180m and 
300m in height, along the mountain slopes above Tyddyn Mawr and Brithdir Mawr. Not only did this 
area prove rich in DRS sites but also in relict landscape features such as field walls/enclosures and 
cultivation ridges associated with the DRS sites. This area had been partially cleared and although 
today it is relatively wet, it is one of the drier areas within the survey area. Often the field walls 
associated with the DRS sites were overlain by later walls or did not seem to bear any relationship to 
the present field boundaries. A small number of DRS sites had later dry-stone structures built on top 
and three had been almost completely cleared with the stones being re-used for later structures. 

18.2.3.3 Two ofthe DRS sites (PRNs 1424 & 1413) identified appear to be located on the Gresham's presumed 
boundary between the township of Pennant and the detached portion of Penyfed. How accurate these 
boundaries are is not clear, however, this is a feature which may be worth investigating on other 
identified boundaries between townships. 
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18.2.3.4 The lack of sites in the lower areas is probably partly explained by the improved and cleared nature of 
most of this land. Quite extensive field clearance has taken place here. but some of the fields did have 
evidence for earlier field systems i.e. denuded tiled walls. lynchets and ten·aces. 

18.2.3.5 Surprisingly only one probably hafod was identified in the whole area (PRN 684-1). It was located at 
the foot of a rocky slope, just above wet/boggy ground overlooking the open gently sloping valley 
below. It was defined by low ·rubble ' walls (see type (iv) Further towards a typology in Part C) and 
showed evidence for two phases of construction. Nearby. to the north-west was the remains of a 
possible hut circ le re-used as an animal pen, probably associated with the hafod site. A number of post
medieval dry-stone structures were identified in the area. these have been interpreted as field bams 
associated with the main post-medieval farms. A small number were identified as possibly overlying 
earlier DRS sites. Where such sites were overlain by later structures they generally survived as 
earthworks, with some evidence for drainage hoods or up-slope walling surviving and possibly some 
down-slope reveuing. Where there was no evidence for re-use or robbing. sites survived as rectangular 
foundations/single course of medium size boulders forn1ing facing with rubble core (types (i) & (ii) in 
Part C). Their dimensions were consistent to other identified DRS sites e.g. c. 9m long and c. 5.5m 
wide. Many of the sites were located on level ish or gently sloping ground, and as a resu lt they tended 
to be substantially revetted down-slope, rather than built on a substantial platform. 

18. 1 . .J Discussion 

18.2.4. I Unfortunately, Gresham is not clear on the location of the bond land in Cwm Pennant. or from where 
he has obtained the assertion that the bond land had been deserted before the thirteenth century. By the 
time of the collation of the Record ofCaernarvon in 1352, this area does appear to be deserted and the 
land in the hands of the lord (Crown) by default of heirs (ibid. , 6). The Black Death may have played a 
part in this desertion. but if, as Gresham states, the area was deserted by the thirteenth century ifnol 
earlier (ibid 5). a worsening climate may have proved more influential. More than half of the group of 
DRS sites located above Tyddyn Mawr appear to be located on this deserted bond land. As stated 
above, the lield systems associated with the DRS sites appeared very denuded and were often overla.in 
by later (sixteenth century?) field walls. It appears that this group of DRS sites may represent the 
remains of the deserted pre-thirteenth century bond villa. 

18.1.4.2 The remainder of DRS sites in this area. to the south of the stream which now defines the northern 
extent of Brithdir Mawr, seem to be a continuation of this group. Although this area is now part of 
Brithdir Mawr land (one of Gresham's free senlements}. he locates it as part of the upper side of the 
valley within the bond viii on his map defining the land tenure in the area (ihtd. xviii). It may be that the 
free settlements were located in the valley bottom and the area where the DRS sites are found (at a 
higher altitude) were on bondland. 

18.2.4.3 The small dispersed group of DRS sites located on the land of Rhwngddwyafon, in the south of the 
area, is separated from the main group of DRS sites by a wet, gently sloping area. unsuited for 
occupation. Areas of cultivation ridges were identified on the lower slopes of this area. Gresham is 
not clear on the land tenure in this area. a map in Eijionydd locating the townships in 1352, shows this 
area as free land: however, in the inquiry of the sixteenth century on encroachments. Rhwngddwyafon 
is listed as part of the Ffridd y Pennant and therefore bond land. Jt may be that only the upper reaches 
of the holding were on Ffridd y Pennant and the lower, where the DRS sites are, was free. Whether 
these are part of the deserted bond settlement is not clear, but the slightly more dispersed nature of the 
settlements here may by an indication of a free land tenure, as opposed to a more clustered settlement 
pattern for bond land? 

18.2.4.4 The small grouping or clustering of some of the DRS sites identitied may simply be the result of 
suitable soils/locations or the result of post desertion activity, but it also rises the question of whether 
this grouping of sites reflects the physical nature of native gwely townships? Professor T Jones Pierce 
developed the idea of the • girdle' pattern of settlement for bond vi lis. with a series of farmsteads 
scattered along the periphery of common fields (Jones Pierce. 1938. 26). The DRS sites in this group 
do form a narrow 'girdle' pattem around a central area which contains evidence for cultivation (the 
fewer number of sites along the western side ofthis proposed pattem may be the result of greater field 
clearance). However. evidence for cultivation is also present up-slope of the sites and we do not know 
if all are contemporary with one another. More detailed surveying of the sites and their assoc iated field 
systems may produce a clearer picture for interpretation. 
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18.2.4.5 This survey proved very useful, not only allowing for a more accurate estimate of the numbers of DRS 
sites in the areas (there was a 100% plus increase in both areas), but also for enabling a whole 
landscape block, and the archaeologica l features within it, to be better understood. This is work should 
deserves to be built on, and the time constraints ofthis project have allowed only a brief appraisal of 
the newly-gathered information to be made. 

18.1.4.6 The known documentary evidence proved interesting: however, it is clear t)1at defining township 
boundaries from documentary evidence alone is very problematic (see Gresham, 1987 and Thompson, 
forthcoming), and should be attempted only in co-operation with intensive fieldwork. Also, most of 
the documentary sources date from the period after which some deserted rural settlement sites may 
have been abandoned. 

18.2.4. 7 Having examined in detail only two areas. it would be unwise to ex'trapolate the settlemen t patterns 
recorded here in to other areas, but future work to map accurately the layout of dese11ed rural settlement 
and its associated field system/walls should be undertaken as a priority, in order to deve lop our 
understanding of the processes behind settlement shift and desertion, and our perception of the 
evolution of the historic landscape. 
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PARTC 

Discussion 



19 Discussion of results of projects 

19.1 The following is a summary of some of the more important trends and results that have emerged from 
this year' s projects. It has been decided to postpone geographical/ landscape analysis (for example, size 
against area. plalfotms against contours/altitude, density of structures against various physical 
detenninants) until we have access to Mapinfo and OS digilal data (see above). 

19.1 Le••elsofsurvival 

19.1 . I In general. the levels of surviva l of sites have varied considerably from last year's project (GAT Report 
no. 247). which looked at westem Caemarfonshire, and in particular the Lleyn Peninsula. It was found 
last year that many previously-recorded sites had been damaged within the last thirty years. in 
particular by land Improvement i.e. field clearance and re-seeding of fields. This seemed to be 
connected with an increase in pastoral and dairy farming in what is largely a lowland area, probably 
caused by changes in available grant and subsidy: typically, the majority of surviving sites were located 
on rough or marginal land (GAT, 1997, II). 

19.1 .2 However, in this year' s study area it was noted that few previously-recorded sites have been damaged 
or destroyed completely over the same period. due undoubtedly large ly to the more marginal. ' upland' 
nature of most of the area. Few sites visited this year were recorded as being located on ' better' 
agricultural, although those that were, generally were in the form of earthworks, having already been 
partly cleared at some time in the past (probably quire some time ago). 

19.1.3 Again, a number of DRS sites have been re-used or partly re-built as sheepfolds, enclosures or other 
agricultural buildings, with only the lowest course of stone walling, artificial platform or drainage hood 
surviving to indicate the presence of the DRS below the later structures. Most sites that had been 
damaged had been used as stone dumps, while one had been quarried away. 

19.1 .4 A major problem with the survival of deserted rural settlement sites in the area, or at least their 
recording, is bracken infestation. A number of marginal areas which contain DRS sites have been 
neglected, with large areas becoming infested in head-high bracken and brambles. Not only is this 
level of infestation almost impossible to move through (even when the bracken has died down), and at 
certain times of the year is believed to be carcinogenic. but its affect on the sub-surface archaeology 
can be considerable. 

19.1 .5 A recent study on the impact of bracken on archaeological remains in Scotland concluded that stony 
features (.wch as cairns and dykes) , and embanked soils (such as hut banks). are especially vulnerahle 
to bracken colonisation. since these provide well-drained environments which correspond to the plant 's 
own preference (Owen, O'Sullivan & Mills, 1992, 2). The fleshy root mass and the shoots which rise 
vertically from it can disrupt the stratigraphic boundaries and dislocate stones and a11efacts (ibid. , 3 ). 
Although root penetration varies between 0.2m and 0.6m in depth, becoming thinner below 0.2m , in 
many of the thin upland soils on which DRS sites are found, archaeological deposits probably survive 
at quite shallow depths and therefore damage from bracken could be potentially quite great. This is a 
problem whicJ1 needs quantification . 

19.2 Structural RemainJ 

19.2. J As noted elsewhere. the physical remains of major structural features of sites, such as walls, can vary 
considerably in their degree of preservation, depending on their surrounding land-use and post
abandonment treatment. This can mean that sites which, today, look very different may in fact 
originally have been very similar. 

19.2.2 Of the 270 sites recorded as DRS sites, 228 (83%) had structural remains such as walling, and 180 
(67%) had an artificial, supporting platfonn: 136 (50%) consisted of a structure and an artificial 
platfonn. This contrasts with last year's project results, where it was calculated that only 64% of the 
DRS sites had structural remains. while 32% of the sites consisted of artificial platforms. This is 
presumably indicative of the greater level of land improvement which has gone on in western 
Caernarfonshire. and notably on the Lleyn Peninsula, in particular within relatively recent years and the 
more marginal and mountainous nature of eastern Caernarfonshire. 

Deserted rura l settl ement in eastern Cacrnartonshi rc GAT Projects GJ464 and G 1465 Repon no. 289 page 25 



19.2.3 As was seen in western Caernarfonshire. the majority of DRS structures had their long axis set at 90 
degrees (perpendicular) to the contour: interestingly, the percentage of structures built thus was very 
similar (68% this year compared with 63% last year). Similarly. strucrures with their long axis along 
the conrour again fom1ed the second largest group of sites ( 17%) in eastern Cacmarfonshire compared 
with 19% in western Caemarfonshire ). Likewise. structures set at 45 degrees to the contour formed 5% 
of the number of sites studied this year, the same percentage as last year. The remaining sites were 
located on level ground. The remarkable similarities between this and last ycar·s figures seem to 
suggest that there is no regional difference in the way contours affect the layout of buildings, and that 
the differences between those built along the contour and those perpendicular to it are therefore either 
functional or chronological. 

19.2.4 The average length of platforms (without structural remains) was 9.15m and the average width was 
5.07m: compared with this, the average length of building structures recorded was 9.81 m and the 
average width was 5.58m. The mean dimensions of the buildings recorded this year almost exactly 
parallels the mean dimensions from last years survey (i.e. length 9.7m and width 5.7m). However, 
somewhat surprisingly, this year the average dimensions for the platforms were smaller than those for 
the buildings, whereas last year the recorded dimensions of platforms was greater than that of the 
recorded buildings. 

19.2.5 Analysis shows that 53 (20%) of the sites visited this year had visible internal divisions. although it is 
stressed that levels of survival undoubtedly affect this figure. Last year the figure was 14%. which is 
consistent with the perceived better survival rates in eastern Caemarfonshire as compared to the west of 
the county. 

19.2.6 Again as in western Caernarfonshire. there seemed to be a general tendency to locate sites on the 
margin between level and 'unusable' land and at the foot of sloping ground, as if to ensure that there is 
a maximum amount of level ground available for other things (agriculture, for instance). Locations 
sheltered by rocky outcrops or small knolls were also favoured by most sites, except those (rubble 
walled huts) which are tentatively classed as hq/i>Jai. These latter sites generally had little she lter, 
often exploiting sites with good views of the area around and were sited on sloping ground with 
perhaps small level areas adjacent. 

19.3 Walls 

19.3.1 As noted above. of all the sites visited this year 83% had surviving structural remains. usually in the 
form of stone walls or stony banks. As with last year's project, the pre-dominant type of free-standing 
wall appears to consist of inner- and outer-faced walls of medium size boulders which utilise the natural 
flat faces of the boulders for the acrual facing. Nomw lly, two lines of such boulders are placed back to 
back (see figure I ).or sometime upright, forming a wall between 0.8m and I m wide. Evidence suggests 
that rubble core Ill Is the gap in betv•een (see figure 3 ). 

19.3.2 Stony banks also fom1ed a large percentage ofwalltypes recorded. These features, which are usually 
partly grassed-over, do not seem to be the result of land improvement or stone robbing in all cases (see 
figure 2). As noted last year. they are generally wider than faced walls, a phenomenon possibly 
explained by the collapse of unstable walling material. 

19.3.3 This year, the average structure wall was 0.46rn high : most higher walls seem to be formed by loosely
built dry-stone walls built over the DRS site. It is becoming apparent that this type of walling is typical 
of post-medieval structures, notably sheepfolds (see figure 4): it is generally constructed of smaller 
srones than those used to build (earlier) DRS sites and rhe stones are more loosely put together. A 
number of the more-carefully-built dry-stone structures were also found to have been included in the 
PRJ (see figure 5 ): these have been reassigned as post-medieval structures where later architectural 
features are noted e.g. fireplaces. 

19.4 Entrances 

19.4.1 Levels of survival obviously affect the number of entrances whid1 can be identified with any certainty: 
in many cases, wall collapse, fragmentary walls or complete lack of wa lling make such identification 
impossible. However, this year 55% of s ites recorded as DRS structures had at least one definable 
entrance (a s lightly higher percentage than last year's 51%, again perhaps confirming the better level of 
surv ival in eastern Caernarfonsh ire). The average width of the entrances recorded was I. 15m. 
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19.4.2 Opposing entrances were recorded on I I ( 4%) of the structures. while 3 7 ( 14° o) of the sites were 
thought to have had more than one entrance (again, poor survival of walling affects the identiftcation of 
these). No features of note were recorded associated with hut enmmces, though a number of structures 
had definite track ways or paths leading either to or past their entrances. 

19.5 Drainage Hoods 

19.5.1 Gresham used drainage hoods as one of the defining anributes of 'platform houses', and interpreted 
them as artificial features used to protect the upslope end of the platforms (and thus the structure built 
upon it) from water running down the hillside. 

19.5.2 Only 19% of the structures this year included a drainage hood (this is again almost identical to last 
years figure of21 %). and of these J 5% also included an anificial platform. This reflects the 
substantial nawre of the feature and its location around the sloping (and therefore less vulnerable) end 
of the site. In a small number of cases some sites may have been purposely located directly downslope 
of large natural boulders. which would give a similar form of protection from running water. 

19.6 Enclosures 

19.6.1 Of the structures visited this year, 138 (51%) had associated enclosures, usually circular or sub-circular 
in shape. often following natural terraces and, in some examples. the remains of what appeared to be 
artificial terraces. This figure is an increase on last year's study (39%). but as most identified 
enclosures were associated with DRS structUres in rough, un-improved areas (76% of sites with 
associated enclosures are located above 240m), it might reflect the difference in general survival levels 
between the areas, rather than a regional (functional) variation. 

19.7 Assqciated flgriculturul remains 

I 9. 7. I One hundred and eight of the sites visited (51%) had recognisable agricu I tural features (such as 
denuded field boundaries, terraces, field clearance, animal pens or ridge and furrow) either directly or 
indirectly associated with them. Vegetation growth often hindered the identification of .some such 
features of slight construction. However. as with last year's project ridge and furrow/lazy beds were 
identified at surprisingly high altitudes (i.e. 385m). 

19.8 Associated hut grmtps 

19.8. I Twenty-five DRS sites ( I 0.7%) were assoc iated with hut circles or hut groups. compared with 15% of 
sites visited last year. As with last year's survey. this association is thought to be more the result of 
topographical location (i.e. re-using a suitable location) and the availability of on-site building materia l, 
than any clear evidence for continuity of occupation from one period to another. 

20 Further towa rds a typology 

:W. l This section offers further thoughts, rather than any detinite conclusions. 

20.2 From the outset of the condition survey projects, one of the aims has been to establish :1 monument 
class and to try to develop a broad chronology into which diffe rent site types within that class can be 
(tentatively) slotted (see appendix ix). This description has been revised in the light of more recent 
work. and is offered again, not as a definitive answer, but ratherthe next stage of a working document. 

20.3 It is now probably accepted that, for the (practical) purposes of the current set of studies, the monument 
class does not include structures which are probably post-medieval in date (there are thousands of 
deserted post-medieval farmsteads and agricultural structures scattered throughout the rural landscapes 
of north Wales): instead we should be concentrating on identifying and recording medieval (however 
that is defined) struct ures. 
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:w.4 It is also accepted that the class does i(1clude at present at least (out of necessity) both permanently- and 
temporarily- occupied structures as well as both high- and low-status sires. The main pre-requisites of 
the rnomnnem class are therefore (a) that the structure is basically rectangular in shape. (b) that it is 
deserted and (c) that it is probably pre- ! S'" I 19th'" century in date. One of the principal aims of 
establishing a typology must be to try to separate out these types of sites. 

20.5 During the past three deserted rural settlement projects. the wide variety of site types considered within 
the overall term 'medieval settlement', and more specifically the variety of descriptive terms used to 
describe them (i.e. ' long hut' , ' hut platform ' etc.), plus the fact that they are applied inconsistently, has 
graphically demonstrated the inadequacies of the terminology. lt is clear that the various terms used 
have been employed to describe a wide variety of settlement types. chronological periods, functions etc. 
rt is almost certain that sites described as ' long hut' can include buildings that may have been occupied 
at any time from the post-Roman period to the nineteenth century, that they can include domestic as 
well as StTictly agricu ltural structures, and that can represent settlements related ro widely-varying 
social and economic bases. 

20.6 The imprecise. and interchangeable, way in which lhe rerms ' long hut' , ' long house', ' platform hut', 
'house platfonn· ere., have been applied to sites has resulted in much confusion over the nature of the 
sites being described. The lack of firm infonnarion about these many different structures, due to the 
small number of detailed surveys and excavat ions undertaken, restricts our understanding of them to 
observations of the surviving physical remains, which can vary considerably depending on their 
subsequent histories and land-use after abandonment. If. at present, it proves impossible to provide a 
chronological framework for these sites, at the very least a clear and simple fot·m of classification 
shou ld be developed to allow (a) hypotheses to be put forward with regard to date, type, function etc. 
and (b) a successful management programme to be put in place for their conservation. 

20.7 lt has already been pointed out (Crew, 1984: GAT passim), that consistent use ofterminology is 
essential. GAT has already made a number of proposals to this end. In previous reports, the term 'rural 
habitation site ' was adopted for the single unit defined as the remains of a rectangular structure. 
However. this has been seen since as somewhat cumbersome. 

20.8 One of the central problems in the terminology used to describe deserted rural settlements is the 
confusion between structure and artificial platfonn: another is the confusion between the actual 
structures and the rype of settlement that they represent The term ·site' is often unhelpful and unclear 
and should be avoided (although it is recognised that it won't be!). For these reasons. it is proposed that 
the following terminology be adopted when describing deserted rural settlements: 

elements these are the ·smallest' units of recording (e.g. walls, entrances, hoods, platform) 

structures these are made from a combination of elements (i.e. buildings. or remains thereof) 

assoc iated structures e.g. enclosures. pens, field systems 

settlement qualified as necessary by simple, complex, nucleated 

20.9 Other terms which may be useful include -

contemporary landscape setting (when describing associated features such as enclosures, pens, field 
systems), and 

palimpsest landscape serti ng (when describing the chronological depth of the surrounding landscape, 
continuity of use, earlier or later settlements such as hut circles, post-medieval buildings etc.) . 

20.10 As has been stated in previous reports and above, to a degree we are limited in our analysis of site types 
on the morphological differences between sites. For example, levels of survival are known to vary 
considerably from one site to another as a resu It of subsequent land-use: excavation this year has clearly 
demonstrated that sites can be reduced from substantial stone structures to slight earthworks by post
abandonment processes. The inadequacies of basing a typological system on form alone, then, should 
be rejected. 
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20.11 We must then consider what other criteria should be considered. TI1e form and function of a site has 
been suggested (GAT. 1996. 8.4) as has a combination of spatial distribution. landscape context, 
relationship with other features and fonn (Sam brook, I CJ97, 5). The function of a site is often 
problematic and open to mis-interpretation. and it is suggested that this criterion should be avoided in 
actually defining a typology. Spatial distribution .is also very problematic, as only in rare cases is the 
likely true distribution of sites known (see section 19 above), and even then it is not clear from surface 
remains alone which sites are contemporary and what the chronological span of those sites is. 

20.12 The use of landscape contel\t, and the relationship of a site with other features , are useful points of 
reference: the reason why a site was buill in a pa11icular location can suggest explanations for its 
function and even its broad date. For example, a single structure located on a steep, rough mountain 
side, at a particularly high altitude, adjacent to a stream with no associated evidence for agriculture, 
may be tenratively attributed as a seasonal dwelling associated with transhumance (GAT, 1997, section 
6.3.8). 

20.13 The complexity (or lack of complexity) of a site or senlement is also potentially of great significance. 
Again levels of surviva l will effect this greatly. but sires are rarely completely destroyed, usually some 
indication of their presence and complexity are visible. Also, in purely generic rem1s it will be very 
use f\11 to describe the complex ity of the site. l n response to this the keywords 'complex · and 'simple· 
have been suggested as simple descriptive tenns to be used in describing sites (GAT 1997, 33). In this 
case a 'simple' structure describes the simplicity of the form and period of a site. for example, a single 
structure of one period. Likewise a ·complex' site would be complex in form and possibly time, for 
example. a number of structures of undefined period (i.e. possibly multi-period). 

10. 14 Sam brook has developed a similar use of the tenns 'simple' and 'complex ', but has combined them 
with geographical descriptions of site locations and especially the need to differentiate between valley 
bottom locations and hilltop locations (Sambrook, 1997, 5-6). This inclusion of the landscape contc::xt 
of a site in its basic categorisation is seen as significant in terms of the chronology and function of sites 
(ibid, 6). This approach could be developed and refined to take into account micro-climates, for 
example the upper reaches of sheltered. south facing, side valleys which reach quite an altitude have 
produced a number of DRS sites, some of which under different climatic conditions may have sustained 
mixed agriculture. However, some may consider this too deterministic. 

20.15 Silvester, in his study of deserted medieval or later rural settlements in Radnorshire ( 1997), identified 
two basic forms of surface remains: 

(i) terraced platfonns and platforms - an artificial base on which a structure might be built, and 
(ii) long huts- rectangular building or structure. 

He also identified two minor additional types, platfo1ms with long huts and miscellaneous. 

20.16 ln Gwynedd, it is felt that four types of deserted rural senlement can be defined based on analysis of 
surface remains: 

(i) long hut- a rectangular building of stone-faced walls or stony banks (but not dry-stone walls) (see 
figure 8): 

(ii) platform hut- an artificial. terraced platform with the remains (footings or stony banks) of a 
rectangular structure built on top and possibly a drainage hood (see figure 9): 

(i ii) hut platform - an artificial, rectangular terraced platform which probably supported a rectangular 
structure (see figure 7): 

(iv) rubble-built hut- a rectangular structure built of rubble (usually collapsed) walls. usually located in 
an isolated, upland context adjacent to hillside streams (see figure I 0). 

20.17 At this stage (without more evidence from wide-ranging detailed survey and excavation) it is not clear 
whether these descriptive types have different chronological, functional or status elements. 

20. 18 However, generally it is felt that the presence or absence of an artificial platfonn is a response to the 
immediate topographical demands. The hilly nature of north Wales in many cases (and especially in 
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the uplands) requires some pre-construction levelling of a s1te. It has already been observed that many 
deserted rural settlement sites are located on the edge of level ish ground, probably allowing for the 
maximum utilisation of level ground for agriculwral purposes. 

20.19 The one possible exception to the above may be the rubble hut. This type of site has been tentatively 
ascribed as an early lwfod or seasonal dwelling (GAT. 1997, section 6.3.8). There is presently much 
debate over the exact use and period of use of lzafodai. The earl icst reference to them is in the mid
thirteenth century. and oral history has indicated their continued usc (perhaps to a different degree) into 
the early twentieth century (GAT 1997, 15 ). The location of the ·rubble huts' appears to correspond to 
our understanding of the processes associated with hafodai, at least in the later period. They are 
exclusively found on high, rough, sloping ground, almost always near a small stream in valley bottoms 
some have small. roughly built enclosures associated with them. Their construction is rougher than the 
other types of deserted rural settlement, with no visible wall facing but, instead, wide, rubble walls, 
usually surviving higher than other DRS types. 

20.20 In addition to these descriptive types of surface remains. qualifiers in the form of associated features 
could also be applied as has previously been suggested. For example a scattered or nucleated group of 
rectangu lar structures with associated enc losure could be described as a complex deserted rural 
settlemcm with enclosures. 

20.21 Dry-stone structures are not included within the deserted rural settlement monument class, as most are 
thought to be post-medieval (i.e. sixteenth century or later). This period saw what is called 'The Great 
Rebuilding' (Smith. 1988. 147); a change in the architectural nature of the region as a result of the 
economic benefits of the social and political incorporation of Wales with England by the Acts of Union 
Although this ·Great Rebuilding' was initiated by the growing number of gent1y, architectural styles 
and building techniques graduaJiy filtered down to the lower levels of society. This is demonstrated by 
the replacement of open hearths with fireplaces and chimneys from the fifteenth century. a trend that 
was followed by the peasant houses from the sixteenth century (Smith. 1988, 46). 

20.22 As almost all the structures included in this and previous studies as deserted rural settlements do not 
appear to have any evidence for fireplaces or chimneys (some have do have fireback stones for 
hearths), they would seem to pre-date this innovation. 

21 Defin ing the resource 

21.1 Previous reports and discussions (see above section) have drawn attention to the need to limit (and 
define) which sites are. and are not, to be included in deserted rural settlement condition surveys. 
General ly, it is suggested that only sites likely to be 'medieval' should be included, possibly taking the 
introduction of the gabled roof as a cutting off point in time (roughly 16th century - see above). 

21.2 In addition to deserted post-medieval cottages and farms. fieldwork has identified a number of 
structures and features which have been (and often are) incorrectly described as long huts or platform 
houses. but which do nor form part of this study as they are not strictly-speaking deserted rural 
settlements, and which should therefore be omitted. 

21.3 This section contains brief descriptions of some of these structures and features which will hopefully 
prevent future mis-interpreration. especially in connection with projects such as Upland Surveys. Most 
of theme are post-medieval structures associated with sheep (and sometimes cattle) fanning. and they 
are numerous in the north Wales hills. 

11.4 Sheep pens/enclosures are often found in small valleys or on natural shelves. Usually they are 
constructed of rough, dry-stone/rubble walls, sometimes with low sheep creeps and sometimes with 
curving 'guiding' walls extending out from near the entrances. Some. notably in the Cameddai region, 
can be complex multi-compartmental structures. Their purpose is simple to allow the collection of 
scattered herds of sheep in upland areas either for sorting or washing and shearing. 

21.5 Those pa11icular sites located near streams are probably associated with sheep washing/dipping, which 
was carried out immediately before shearing to clean the wool and make shearing easier by rem6ving 
some of the grease from the wool. In many instances, artificially dammed pools are also present 
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adjacent to the pens with direct access from the pen into the stream. 

11 .6 Lamhinf{ pens are small sub-circular low, rubbed walled enclosurl!s. They are quite common landscape 
features, usually located in sheltered spots. Shepherds' shelwrs arc similar to lambing pens: they are 
intended to provide shelter and are often located at the base of large rocks or outcrops. Mostly they just 
consist of small, stone rubble-built. sub-circular enclosures. but occasionally they may have some 
corbell ing or lintel-roofed compartments. 

11.7 None of the above, perhaps with the exception of shepherds' shelters, usually have levelled floors, and 
in general this is a useful pointer to whether a structure is a deserted rural settlement or not. This is 
especially true of one of the site types which are most often mis-interpreted as deserted rural 
sett lements, namely peal slacks. These structures are often described in the literature as long huts, but 
usually they are located on sloping valley sides and do not have levelled interiors as the slope helps the 
draining and drying of peat. Peat stacks are usually slightly oval or boat-shaped in appearance, with 
perhaps a slightly raised interior, and are defined by a single ring of stones. Their location near boggy 
ground or visible peat cunings is also a clear indication of their use (see figure 6). 

21.8 Less common are peul houses: mostly dating from the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, these are 
usually well-built, dry-stone structures, sometimes sunken, long and thin in shape and often with a 
stone lintelled roof and gab le ends. They have a single entrance and no windows or sheep creeps. 

21.9 Finally. a site type often mis-interpreted as a · tong hut' is the hay stack. platform: these are almost 
always found adjacent to post-medieval barns in small enclosures. and appear as low, rectangular 
platforms with stone edging. Their clearly rectangu lar shape has often resulted in them being 
described as long huts, even though they nrc often do nor have a level interior and are generally slightly 
smaller than the average DRS site (see tigurc 5). 

21.10 Ruined hams also fall outside this project: they can usually be identified by their surviving gable ends 
and high walls and by the fact that they often have a doorway in one or both gable ends (the upslope 
often one being at first floor level to allow feed to be stored). 

21.11 Although all these structures are excluded from the deserted rural settlement condition surveys, they are 
important as they are often built over genuine deserted rural settlement sites and they o:;hou ld always, 
therefore, be checked during fieldwork. Deserted rural settlement remains are often in good landscape 
locations and provide a ready source of building material for later periods. Earlier sites are usually 
revealed by the remains of a drainage hood or by visibly-earlier wall foundations either directly below. 
or often jutting out from, the base of the later structure. 

22 Historica l processes of settleme11t and desertion 

22.1 The physical remains alone of deserted rural settlements cannot tell all about the ir purpose and 
chronology. This report and others have also drawn attention to the importance of understanding these 
sites in their wider (medieval and modern) landscape contexts: to achieve this. and help demonstrate 
the importance of the sites as a monument class, it is essential to look beyond the surviving physical 
remains of the structures to the historical setting (landscape). The pilot project report GAT Report no. 
200) contained a brief historical summary which is still relevant: it is intended to revise this again, 
perhaps next year. 

21.1 To reconstruct the medieval landscape is fraught with difficulties: today's landscape (especially in 
upland Caernarfonsh ire) is a palimpsest of centuries of re-use, reflecting changing social and economic 
orders. The landscape in which these rural settlements stood, and probably most rural settlements 
themselves, have been changed and often obliterated by later agricu ltural activity. 

22.3 When studying deserted rural settlements. our evidence comprises the successful survival of sites in the 
present landscape. But instead of thinking of this as ·success', perhaps we should be thinking of them 
as ·failures· (i.e. why did they fail as settlements and end up as relict archaeological features). After all, 
didn't 'successful ' medieval settlements develop into the farms we see today? The deserted rural 
senlt:ments we have evidence for today are those which, for a complex atTay of reasons (social and 
economic), failed and were deserted . If we understand why they were deserted, then our understanding 
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of their role and function, both in the landscape and their contemporary settlement panem, may become 
clearer. 

21.4 In the past, much work has been under1aken examining the documentary histories of certain 
geographical areas. Work has also been carried out looking at the medieval Welsh Law Texts which 
lay out the ideal, often complex. soc ial and economic conditions towards the end of independent native 
rule. Using these sources. as well as later post-conquest documents, historians have tried construct 
models for the 'medieval' landscape in Gwynedd, the period when many of the deserted rural 
settlements are thought to have been occupied. 

22.5 The period between the twelfth and sixteenth centuries was one of great change and social and political 
reorganisation, comprising a series of changes which physical ly altered the appearance of the landscape 
itself, and how the land was worked by its occupants. It is certain that many of the deserted rural 
settlement sites which survive today, as well as their histories, were inext1icably linked to these 
changes: they are some of the very few visible signs of these major changes that are still with us today. 

22.6 By the twelfth century, intemal rule under the native princes had become better organised and more 
stable. The administration ofpre·conquest north -west Wales was based on the territorial units known as 
cantrefi (literally ·one hundred townships·), c1vmwcls (commotes) and trejl (townships). By the 
thirteenth century, the cantrefhad largely been replaced by the commote as the main administrative 
subdivision (.Johnstone. 1997.55). The com motes were divided into the most basic unit of settlement, 
the townsh ip, the occupants of which held their holdings C..rsafael or gwely) by either free or bond 
tenure. A bond community was liable for the whole burden of dues, even if there was a fall in the 
number of tenants, and was also liable to be reallocated by the Prince's officials. Tir gwelyog tenure 
was the least restrictive form of bond tenure and gave the same rights of succession as freemen 
(Johnstone, 1995. 1 1 ). 

?.2 .7 However, by the end of the thirteenth century, after a long period of political and military incursions 
culminating in the Edwardian conquest in 1282, the gradual integration of Wales into the political and 
economic life of England began, a process given official recognition by the Acts of Union in the 
sixteenth century. During this period, tTaditional means of land tenure gave way to systems influenced 
by (Jones Pierce. 194?.). Running parallel to these political and economic influences, natural processes 
(notably changes in the climate and epidemics), led to fluctuations and movements in population 
numbers. It is against this background that many of the DRS sites were undoubtedly constructed and 
inhabited, and the influence of these stimuli have affected the location and period of occupation of 
these s ites. 

22 .8 Lack of detailed contemporary records from Wales have made attempts to estimate the population at 
any time before the modern age extremely difficult. Even post-Edwardian conquest records are 
difficult to use. as they are concerned with dues owed to the Crown and not actual population figures , 
and anyway only cover a portion of the country. Williams .Jones has tentatively estimated a population 
of 300,000 for the whole of Wales at the end of the thirteenth century (Davies, 147). What the post
conquest subsidies do seem to show. however. is that the population was more evenly dispersed across 
topographical z:ones, with notably high densities of populations in some upland regions. It has been 
suggested that this phenomenon indicates an increased population, exerting pressure on existing 
agricultural areas and resulting in the increased use of marginal land (Davies, 1987, 147). Interestingly, 
this perceived population increase in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries corresponded a period of 
warmer and drying climate, as well as to a more stable political situation within native Wales. 

22.9 Such an increase in the population in these centuries would undoubtedly have led to land hunger, a 
situation probably worsened by the traditional Welsh laws of partitional inheritance (gavelkind), by 
which each son would receive a portion of the father's land, thereby gradually splitting and reducing 
the land avajlable until the holding became uneconomic and becoming insufficient to the needs of the 
occupier. More and more individuals would have been forced to move on to marginal land; woodlands 
and waste would have been cleared and farmsteads established. 

22J 0 During the fourteenth cennrry this expansion seems to have come to an end. The climate began to 
deteriorate, summers grew shorter and wetter, and winters longer and colder (Davies, 1987, 425). The 
occupation of upland or marginal areas would have become more problematic. A famine between 
1315-17 was followed in 1349 by the arrival of the Black Death, which seems to have had a dramatic 
effect on the population in more densely occupied areas. For example, the demesne manor at 
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Deganwy was repOitt!dly totally emptied by the death or flight of its inhabitants (Davies, 1987. 425 ). 
Tenant mortality throughout the country left many rich agricultural areas unworked or abandoned. 

12.11 Upland, more sparsely-occupied. areas seem to have escaped high mortality rates. This shift in the 
balance between tenant and land owner began to erode traditional patterns of seigniorial authority and 
saw the increasingly rapid and continuing dismantling of inheritance and tenurial customs lhar had 
survived from the period of native rule (Jones Pierce. 19~2). Former bond tenements were leased to 
free tenants on non-bond terms, the new category of freeman holding hond land emerged. It is only ar 
the end of the fourteenth century that we see a shift towards English forms of land tenure. Opportunities 
for multiple holdings and developing consolidated estates became more widely available as land 
became abundant (Gresham, 1965). Single, more consolidated farmsteads were established and 
maintained as single holdings as the custom of gm·elkind declined. 

22. 12 The fifteenth and sixteenth centuries saw a gradual recovery in population levels: the climate improved 
and again there was an encroachment back into marginal. upland areas, to such a degree that, in 1575 
for example, lists of encroachments were drawn up by the Earl of Leicester in his so-called ·Forest of 
Snowdon ia' (Hooke, 1997, 89). Eventually, as the traditional systems of land holdings were erodecl 
pressure mounted from legal and social changes resulting in the Acts of Union in the early sixteenth 
century. 

22.13 The changes in land tenure, nuctuations in population levels and changing climatic conditions would 
have altered the physical nature of settlement patterns in this period. Periods of population growth and 
better climatic conditions would have resulted in incentives to exploit more marginal areas. Subsequent 
periods of population and climatic decline. coupled wirh the depopulation of crowded good land would 
presumably have resu lted in the abandonment of such areas. As population levels increased, and 
climatic conditions improved during the second hal f of the fifteenth ct:ntury, and changes in inheritance 
laws and social systems rook place in parallel, conditions again became right for exploitation of more 
marginal areas. 

22.14 Evidence from the condition survey and the rapid identification surveys seem to indicate that there were 
at least two phases of occupation of marginal areas prior to the modem period. In both rapid survey 
areas (see section 18 above). field walls associated with deserted rural settlement sites seem to be 
overlain by walls which can be associated with fifteenth or sixteenth century enclosure of land. They 
also seem to have been set out without any consideration for the earlier boundaries. reflecting different 
field patterns (perhaps themselves reflecting different social systems of cultivation). As we have seen, 
changes in inheritance and social systems following the Edwardian conquest saw mixed, small 
holdings replaced by larger. single, consolidated farmsteads. 

22. 15 This ebb and flow of the occupation of marginal land, as economic and social conditions change, is still 
continuing. Eighteenth and nineteenth century pennanent farmsteads which have the hujod element in 
their names arc scattered across the landscape. These may represent earlier (perhaps fifteenth or 
sixteenth century) seasonal dwellings (often themselves built on earlier hojodau), which later developed 
in to permanent farmsteads, as economic and social pressures increased. Subsequently some of these 
were abandoned when economic pressures made them unsustainable. 

22. 16 lt is obvious that we need to study and understand the historical processes which have shaped the 
present landscape, if we are fully to understand and explain the desertion of the rural landscape over 
time. 
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2J 

23. 1 

23.2 

The way for wa rd 

Deserted rural settlement sites are an essential component of, and contributor to. the modem landscape: 
they renect the continually changing use of the landscape over time, settlement, abandonment and 
reclamation. In order to understand the processes they represent, and their role in the landscape, it is 
suggested that detailed studies (combining documentary and fie ldwork) of specific areas. and land 
management systems within these areas (along the lines of project G 1465, the work of llooke, L997 
etc.). may represent the optimum way forward. 

This work should include the detailed survey and recording of associated field systems and walls. 
which will help to develop a physical model of types of settlements (bond and free). 

At the same rime, it is considered important to rry to reconstruct the medieval landscape from 
documentary sources. Recent work on Llyn (Thompson. 1998) has demonstrated the potential for 
recovering patterns of medieval land holdings from the 1840 tithe maps. 
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APPLICATION TO CADW FOR GRANT AID FOR: 
Th reat Related Assessment 

I Code number and project title 

G 1464 Deserted rural settlement in Gwynedd {i): Condition survey- eastern Caernnrfonshire 

I Location 

NCR: 
Community: 
County: Gwynedd (Eastern Caernarfonshire) 

AM: 
PRN: 

I Summary of project cost 

Cadw gmnt in previous years 
Fum/.~ f rom other sources iu previous years 
Grant requested in coming year 
Projected grant request to completion 
Expected income f rom other sources 

1995-6 
£14515 

1996-7 
£15998 

L997-8 

£19860 

1998-9 1999-90 

I Description of site and area and assessment of archaeological importance 

The need for, and general philosophy behind, a survey or deserted rural settlement remains has been extensively 
reviewed elsewhere. 

It is proposed that this major project is expanded next year to improve our understanding of this monument-type. 
A major point which was raised during rhe earlier DRS pilot study was Crew's (BBCS, 1984) recommendation 
that morphological analysis, along the lines carried out for prehistoric settlement rypes. followed by a long 
programme of research excavation may resolve some of the problems ofthe date and function of stone-built 
rectangular settlements in Gwynedd. 

The first step he recommended in advancing the study of these st:ttlements (tnl!ch more fieldwork, more sun1ey 
and more care in description, definition and the use ofterminologv ( 1984, 320)) is now making steady progress 
with the detailed condition and detail survey based on SMR data of sites in western Caernarfonshire. It is 
proposed to keep the momentum of this vitally important survey going with a project to examine the eastern part 
ofCaernarfonshire, which contains some of the most important areas of upstanding, relict remains in Wales. 
This is considered the area most in need of detailed examination along the lines of the srudy currently undenvay. 

At the same time, it is proposed that the study be expanded. In discussing the assessment of sites for MPP 
purposes. Startin has stated that there are at least four important aspects [which] can be identified in the proc:ess 
of applying professional judgement to the archaeological resource: classijication. monument discrimination, 
monwnenl class characterisation. anJfinally, assessment" ( 1993, 187). However, this assumes that the 
collection of adequate detai led information on which classification can be based has already been carried out, 
and this is not the case with deserted rural settlements. 

It is also worth bearing in mind the warning of Hemp and Gresham, in their retort to Griffiths concerning the 
classification of hut circles ( 1953, 30), that It is well known that the classification of archaeological sites from 
surface indications alone is beset with difficulties and, if carried too far. will confuse rather than clarify the 
issue. They emphasise that they made a broad and simple division of hut circles to serve as a basis for their 
study. They further state (ibicl. 31) that a satisfactory classification [of hut-circles} can only be made on a basis 
of f airly complete fieldwork ... supportetf by excavation 011 repre!;entative sites. 

One of the major conclusions arising from this and last year's studies is that while surface examination of sites, 
condition survey and tentative morphological analysis are essential. they can only provide us witJ1 fairly limited 



information about dese11ed rural settlements, including their classification. None of the s ites studied are tied 
down chronologically, linked to any defined settlement pattern, to any or to their socio-economic base. There a 
matters of detail com1ected with individual structures which need to be more c learly defined and explained (see 
below). 

The pilot study proposed a working system of classification of deserted rural settlement types based on known 
distribution and observed, visible features. Basically this classification consisted of a series of stages: (i) are 
individual habitation sites (i.e. long huts or p latforms) simple or complex (i.e. whether they were single- or 
multi-cell, and how many observable component elements were visible): (ii) spatia lly, in the settlement paUem 
they form, are they isolated, scattered or nucleated: (iii) functionally are they 'alone'. or associated with other 
contemporary features such as enclosures or field systems: and (iv) do they form part of a continuum of 
occupation on the same ·site'. 

Whilst putting forward t his classification as a possib le way of studying deserted rural settlements, it was very 
much appreciated that all of these factors could be affected by differential rates of survival of infonnation, and 
that therefore we might be relying on data which wasn ' t reliable. 

For example, a site might be judged 'simple' because much of the evidence for its original appearance has been 
destroyed (it may originally have had opposing entrances. a fireplace, stone-facing etc. which cannot be seen by 
a simple field visit); a site might be classified as isolated because there has not been systematic survey of the 
area around it (which cou ld contain dozens more such sites); a site may have ' lost ' its associated enclosure 
because it has been cleared away by agricultural improvements: a site might contain evidence for earlier 
occupation which is not visible now. 

So, how reliable and accurate is the data which we are gathering from the field survey (and consequently, how 
conect are the assumptions we are beginning to make)?. In order to try to begin answering some of these 
questions, two initial programmes of trial excavation (G 1466) and rapid identification (G 1465) is proposed. The 
rapid identification surveys wi ll examine areas where it is thought there is a good chance of recording the 
original 'population' of deserted settlements (i.e. there has been little post-abandonment agricultural 
improvement): this does, of course, restrict survey to marginal (upland) areas which may contain settlements and 
patterns atypical of the ' period' . but we fee l that this would produce a useful starting point for trying to construct 
models of settlements patterns and landscape development. 

Limited, small-scale excavation will be aimed at trying to answer more specific questions concerned with dating, 
building construction. the nature of associated features, assessing rates and degrees of damage on different sites, 
and assessing the potential for environmental infonnation. 

I Nature of threat, likely extent and timing of destruction. 

Desetied rural settlement s ites are fragile and are particularly vulnerable to agricultural activity and development 
threats. This is particularly true of the present study area. The threats to the resource are varied, and one of the 
principal aims of the project is to quantify them. The pilot study and survey of western Caemarfonshire have 
shown that the principal threats are agriculture-based, and include land improvement, ploughing, stone-dumping 
and animal erosion. For example, if we were to consider the resource as a whole we could point to a number of 
sites at Gesai l Gyfarch, above Penmorfa, in improved pasture which have been reduced by ploughing in the past 
(one has a modem four-wheel drive track running across it); these survive as very low platforms and are 
vulnerable to damage. as are a group of platforms no11h of Parciau, Anglesey, which have had stones removed 
from them since they were last visited in the 1960s: another site, at Yoke House farm in Llyn, has 
ploughing/improvements up to its edge, associated field boundaries have been removed and stone-dumping bas 
taken place on part of the site. Scrub growth is also a problem, and sites in woodland, both deciduous and 
conifer, are particularly Vlllnerable and at risk: a s ire in deciduous woodland near Rhiw has a number of trees 
growing within the long hut and an associated enclosure (including one which has blown down with subsequent 
damage, and the settlement sire above Nant Gwrtheym appears to have been destroyed by forestry . A number of 
sites, most previously unknown, have been affected by pipe-line and larger-scale developments, although by 
definition (the sites being deserted rural settlements) the level ofthreat from developments within the planning 
process will be limited. There is a footpath running across sites at Braich y Pwll, Llyn, (where there is also the 
potential for cliff-top erosion) and over one near Ffestiniog power station, and another site in that area has been 
damaged by the building of an adjacent track. Sites in Nant Llanberis. Aber valley. and near Tomen-y-Mur have 



all been at least p:1rtially rebui lt as sheep-folds and have suffered damage. One site in Blaenau Dolwyddelan has 
a nov,;-ruincd field barn built over pat1 of it 

I Research Objectives 

The research objectives are of primary importance. The principal objective of the Gwynedd deserted rural settle
ment survey and assessment is, in summary, the recording. analysis and assessment of the resource with a view 
to long term management and in particular instances the provision of statutory protection. 

The assessment of these sites can be regarded as a chronological and typological complement to current GAT 
thematic surveys on hut groups, churches and 1/ysoedd and maerdrefl. in that it extends the chronological range 
of the hut group assessment albeit. The survey might be expected to fill in much of the detail of the wider 
medieval landscape, which is currently occupied only by churches and high status sites. 

Jt is the aim of this survey to review the current body of information on long hut settlement in Gwynedd, and to 
create a comprehensive database from existing documentary records and fieldwork, which will record and 
analyse the sites' location, survival. extent. archaeological potential. landscape setting, association with other 
features, importance and possible threats. 

Criteria enabling the identification of those monuments of national and regiona l imponancc will be established. 
Information. including a survey of the present state of the monuments. will be collated to allow a more informed 
assessment of the archaeological importance of the monument type and individual groups and examples, and to 
allow management strategies to be drawn up. 

The project will address a number of related problems. such as the apparent lack of sites of this class in certain 
areas. by extending its scope to include consideration of documentary evidence, beginning with relevant 
information compiled during the 1/ys and maerdrefproject. 

It is widely acknowledged that a programme oftargetted excavation is required in order to answer even the most 
basic questions concerned with this monument type. The project will aim to outline at least some of the 
questions that need to be addressed by excavation. and identify certain sites which could be susceptible to this 
apptoach. 

Research objectives include specifically 

• the creation of a primary resource indicator from the SMR and other readily-avai !able secondary sources: 
• analysis of fieldwork data and the establishment of the monument class (or classes): 
• use of certain documentary sources (to examine areas of known medieval townships, and compare them with 

the existing evidence for long hut settlement in those locations): 
• the presentation of hypotheses for the development, chronology, variety and distribution of the site type: and 
• the devlopment of appropriate management strategies. 

I Proposed work programme 

lt is intended that the basic field survey to record site details, prepare sketches, create a photographic database, 
establish condition will continue in the manner of this year's project. examining sites in eastern Caemarfonshire. 
The slight dip in the fieldwork rate during this year's project (mainly due to time taken in locating landowners, 
and re-visits required because of bracken growth, which is explained in the 1996-97 progress report II) has 
implications for the number of sites which might be examined during a project of similar scale next year. This 
year's project will have examined over 300 sites by the time it is finished, instead of the 250 allowed for in the 
initial project design. 

The area proposed for survey next year in eastern Caemarfonsh ire takes in the northern Carneddi (including the 
area above Bethesda and the sea-facing slopes along the coast), the Anafon valley, the Great Onne and the lower 
pan of the Conwy valley. It contains four areas which have been the subject of rigorous Upland Survey, and has 
the potential to uncover yet more sites as the study progresses. It includes some of the richest areas of relict 
settlement remains in Wales. 



The actual area proposed for study is map-based again (for ease of data-base creation) and wi ll include al l sites 
on maps SH56, St-157, SH66, SH67, 51176. SH77, SH78, SH86. SH87. and SH88: according to the original 
deserted rural settlement database compiled during the pilot study, this includes 297 sites. 

This area has been chosen for several reasons: 

i) it is the obvious extension £O this year's work in western Caemarfonshire; 

ii) as already noted it contains the densest concentrations of recorded deserted settlement sites in north-west 
Wales and is therefore considered the highest priority for study: 

iii) as some of the area has been the subject of upland survey it is believed that many of the land-owners will 
already be known: 

iv) much of the area lies within the national park or the Great Orme Country Park and therefore opportunities 
for integration within conservation and management strategies are possible. 

The proposed work programme follows closely this year' s project and involves a number of stages which can 
be split into two principal parts- the first consists of data capture and recording; the second of synthesis, analysis 
and report. It is important that these are carried out at least partly in paralle l. 

I. The tirst stage will be to get a distribution map sho\ving locations and distribution of all sites to be examined 
by the project The SMR contains details of some 297 sites within the current study area of eastern 
Caemarfonshire. A study of aerial photographic cover ( 1982, colour) held by CCW will be undertaken to 
gauge currentl:lnd-usc of different areas. This will be used for a number of purposes. the first one of which 
is to draw up a timetable for when each set of sites can be visited (e.g. if bracken cover is present. then the 
site must be visited early spring; sites in arable should not be visited in planting, harvesting. ploughing 
months: sites in deciduous woodland should be visited in autumn etc:). 

2. The next stage will be to obtain information on known and possible land owners from a number of sources 
including the hut group survey, upland survey (which will be particularly relevant, SAM information etc): 
much of the area is National Trust-owned. This will be entered on a non-computerised list, probably under 
PRN, and kept in the SMR. This will be updated as the project progresses nnd should ensure time is not 
needlessly wasted in trying to find who owns a particular site if, for example. a hut group already visited 
nearby belongs to the same farmer. This will obviously be beneficial for any future projects and for SMR 
enhancement in general, and will improve relationships with land-owners. 

3. The fieldwork preparation stage will involve photocopying maps. existing information, site plans, examining 
aerial photographs, referring to the landowner fil e, telephoning if appropriate, etc. 

4. Site visits will be carried out, and information relating to the location, size, condition etc of sites wi ll be 
recorded on the appropriate fonns. The site will be sketched and photographed. The relevant parts of the 
scheduling assessment form will be completed. 

5. In the office. the rest of the forms will be tilled-in. relevant information passed to the SMR, and the rest 
entered as appropriate ro the data-base I report tiles. One important conclusion of the pilot survey is that it is 
imperative that close contact is maintained throughout the project with the SMR, to ensure data 
compatability. to allow the SMR to continue to function etc. Other projects which have effectively 
withdrawn data for a number of years have caused problems in the daily running of the SMR, and in 
integrating data later. This project will attempt to establish a new panem. It may also be appropriate to send 
a general letter to the landowner as a way of establishing contact and fostering good relations. 

6. As a result of the above, the information on each site which will be available will be an annotated sketd1, 
detailed description of site and surroundings, photograph, name and address of tenant/owner, present 
condition, threats, management recommendations and any recommendations for scheduling. The paper 
records will be kept in PRN order, no separate project numbering will be allocated. New sites which might 
arise from fieldwork will be allocated PRNs immediately and become part of the SMR. This will provide the 
basic data needed ro work towards a research framework on which difficult protection and management 
decisions can be based (see next stage). 



7. The data-base will allow certain analyses to be made (e.g. any correlation between size and altitude, 
association and altitude). Work on this has begun as part of the pilot survey, but results are inconclusive. 

8. Possibly more important, however, will be mapped infonnation. During the pilot study it has become clear 
that mapping has the potential to analyse data in complemetary ways to a text data-base, and it has the 
advantage of being visual and thus easier to understand. Background information against which it is hoped 
to plot distribution of sites (or categories of site, or any other site criteria) includes altitude, agricultural land 
class, CCW phase I survey data, soil, and geology. 

9. It is also intended to map township (including place-name) information which has been published to see 
whether any correlation exists between these and any category lies of rural settlement sites. Ot11er matters 
which might bear analysis include comparison of the distribution of rural settlement sites/types against 
distribution of other contemporary and non-contemporary settlement monument classes, including hut 
groups. There is though to be considerable potential in this approach. 

1 0. The mapped infom1ation will be analysed and interpreted. 

11 . One factor that has become quite evident during the pilot study is that scheduling might not be an appropriate 
means of conservation for a number of deserted rural settlement sites, and that other forms of conservation 
management must be explored. An early stage of the project (although down here as stage l 0) will therefore 
be to map the extent of ESAs, Tir Cymen pilot area, National Park,Heritage Coast, AONBs and SSSls so that 
information will be available about which individual sites may be affected by each designation and be able 
therefore to take advantage of them. 

12. Interim reports will be compiled each quarter. These reports will summarise work to date. including sites 
visited and those thought to be of obvious schedulable quality, review the methodologies used and contain 
recommendations for further work. 

13. Scheduling enhancement work. On previous experience. it is estimated that c. 5- I 0% of the resource wi ll be 
recommended for scheduling. 

14. Final report. The report will summarise tindings, review the methodologies used and contain 
recommendations for further work. This will include the formulation of a research strategy which will 
involve measured detail survey, excavations and appropriate management strategies including positive 
protection. 

15. Archiving and integration of information back into the SMR. 

I Specialist requirements 

It is not envisaged that any specialist requirements will be needed. 

I Proposed timing of the work programme 

April 
Stage 1 Aerial photographic study 
Stage 2 Landowner in fonnation 

May- November 
Stage 3 Fieldwork preparation 
Stage 4 Fieldwork 250 sites 
Stage 5 Post-fieldwork 

December- February 
Stage 10 Mapping for management 
Stage 6 Data-base analysis (part) 
Stage 7 Non-archaeologic.al background mapping 
Stage 8 Archaeological background mapping 



Stage 9 Analys is 
Stage 13 Scheduling enhancement work (part) 
Stage 14 lnterim report 

March 
Stage 15 Final report 
Stage 16 Archiving and integration of information 

I Presentation of results 

The fieldwork notes, descriptions, sketches and other relevant infonnation will be placed in the SMR under the 
relevant PRN number, probably en bloc as a project archive. Recommendations for scheduling will be kept in a 
separate archive within the project and will only be avilable to Cadw. Two copies of the final report will be 
forwarded to Cadw, one copy to the NMR, one copy to the Gwynedd SMR and one to the Trust library. It is 
intended to publish a precis of the results in Archaeology in Wales. If there appears to be potential for producing 
a more detailed report for publication then this will be identified supported with sufficient information in the 
interim report. 

I End Products 

I . Approximately three hundred fieldwork site reports will be completed, and an interim report produced. 
2. A final report will summarise findings, review the methodologies used and contain recommendations for 

further work. This will include the formulation of a research strategy which will involve measured detail 
survey. excavations and appropriate management structures including positive protection. 

3. An archive of field records. 
4. Enhancement of the SMR in respect ofthis monument class. 
5. Scheduled Monument recommendations 

!Progress 

Previous project (G 1313) progressing to schedule: work will be finished by the end of the financial year. 

I Project supervisor 

Name: 0 Thompson 
Qualifications: B.A.(Hons), 15 years practical archaeological experience, including I 0 years with GAT. 
Position in organisation: Principal Officer 
List of unpublished excavations: None 
Details of other committments: Heritage Management (G40) 



I Breakdown of grant request to Cadw 

Staff: 
Project supervisor 
Project officer 
Draughtsman 
total 

Direct costs 
travel and subsistence 
materials 
photography, drafting. stationery 
Capital depreciation 
Iota/ 
total staff ami costs 

Funding from oilier sources 

total 

days salary point cost 
45 53 10 

150 12450 

195 17760 

1500 
100 
500 
500 

2600 
20360 

20360 

I Financial summary and indicative costs for future years to completion of the project 

Year 1: 1995-6 2: 1996-7 3: 1997-8 4 5 
Stajj'cosls (Catlw) 12553 13436 17760 
Other costs (Cadw) 1962 2562 2600 
Fwufs otlter sources 
Total.r 14515 15998 20360 



APPLICATION TO CADW FOR GRANT AID FOR: 
Threat Related Assessment 

I Code number and project title 

G 1465 Deserted rural settlement in Gwynedd (ii): Rapid identification survey 

I Location 

NCR: 
Community: 
County: Gwynedd (Caemarfonshire) 
SAM: 
PRN: 

I Summary of project cost 

Catlw grant in previous years 
Funds f rom other source.~ in previous years 
Grant requested in coming year 
Projected gram request to completion 
£~:peeled income from otlter sources 

1995-6 
£145 15 

J996-7 
£15998 

1997-8 

£4828 

1998-9 1999-90 

I Description of site and area and assessment of archaeological importance 

[This secrion repeatS rhe information supplied in proposal G 1464] 

The need for, and general philosophy beh ind, a survey of deserted rural Stlttlement remains has been extensively 
reviewed elsewhere. 

It is proposed that this major project is expanded next year to improve our understanding of this monument-type 
A major point which was raised during the earlier DRS pilot study was Crew's (BBCS, 1984) recommendation 
that morphological analysis, along the lines carried out for prehistoric senlcment types, followed by a long 
programme of research excavation may resolve some of I he problems of the date and function of stone-built 
rectangular settlements in Gwynedd. 

The first step he recommended in advancing the study of these settlements (much more fleldll'ork, more survey 
and more care in description, definition and the use of terminology ( 1984, 320)) is now making steady progress 
with the detailed condition and detail survey based on SMR data of sites in Caemarfonshire. It is proposed to 
keep the momentum of this vitally important survey going with a project to examine the eastern part of 
Caernarfonshire (G 1464 ), which contains some of the most important areas of upstanding. relict remains in 
Wales. This is considered the area most in need of detailed examination along the lines of the study currently 
underway. 

At the same time, it is proposed that the study be expanded. ln discussing the assessment of sites for MPP 
purposes, Start in has stated that there are at lcasr four important aspects [which] con bl! ident{fied in 1he process 
of app~ying professional judgemem to the archaeological resource : c:lossiflcation. monumem discrimination, 
monume/11 class characterisation, and finally. assessment" (1993, 187). However. this assumes that the 
collection of adequate detailed information on which classification can be based has already been carried out, 
and this is not the case with deserted rural settlements. 

It is also worth bearing in mind the warning of Hemp and Gresham, in their retort to Griffiths concerning the 
classification of hut circles (1953. 30), that /1 is well known that the classification of archaeological sites from 
surface indica/ions alone is beset with difficulties and, if carried loo far, will confuse rather than clarify the 
issue. They emphasise that they made a broad and simple division of hut circles to serve as a basis for their 
study. They further state (ibid. 3 1) that a satisfactOIJ' classijicaliun [of hut-circles) can only be made on a basis 
of f airly complete fieldwork ... !';upported by excavation on representative sites. 



One of the major conclus1ons an sing from this and last year's studies is that while surface examination of sites. 
condition survey and tentative morphological analysis are essential. they can only provide us with fairly limited 
infom1ation about deserted rural settlements. including their classilication. None of the sites studied are tied 
down chronologically. linked to any defined settlement pattern, to any or to their socio-economic base. There a 
matters of detail connected with individual structures which need to be more clearly de tined and explained (see 
below). 

The pilot study proposed a working system of classification of deserted rural settlement types based on known 
distribution and observed. visible features. Basically this classification consisted of a series of stages: (i) are 
individual habitation sites (i.e. long huts or platforms) simple or complex (i.e. whether they were single- or 
multi-ceJI, and how many observable component elements were visible): (ii) spatially, in the settlement pattern 
they form, are they isolated. scattered or nucleated: (iii) functionally are they ·alone' , or associated with other 
contemporary features such as enclosures or field systems: and ( iv) do they fo rm part of a continuum of 
occupation on the same 'site'. 

Whilst putting forward this classification as a possible \Yay of srudying deserted rural settlements, it was very 
much appreciated that all of these factors could be affected by differential rates of survival of infonnation, and 
that therefore we might be relying on data which wasn' t reliable. 

For example, a site might be judged ' simple' because much of the evidence for its original appearance has been 
destroyed (it may originally have had opposing entrances, a fireplace. stone-facing etc. which cannot be seen by 
a simple field visit); a s ite might be classified as isolated because there has not been systematic survey of the 
area around it (which could contain dozens more such sites); a site may have ·lost" its associated enclosure 
because it has been cleared away by agricultural improvements; a site might contain evidence for earlier 
occupation which is not visible now. 

So, how reliable and accurate is the data which we are gathering from the field survey (and consequently. how 
correct are the assumptions we are beginning to make)?. In order to try to begin answering some of these 
questions. two initial programmes of trial excavation (G 1466) and rapid identification (this project - G 1465) is 
proposed. The rapid identification surveys will examine areas where it is thought there is a good chance of 
recording the original 'population' of deserted settlements (i.e. there has been little post-abandonment 
agricultural improvement): this does, of course, restrict survey to marginal (upland) areas which may contain 
settlements and patterns atypical of the ·period', but we feel that this would produce a useful starting point for 
trying to construct models of settlements patterns and landscape development. 

Limited. small-scale excavation will be aimed at trying to answer more specific questions concerned with dating, 
building construction. the nature of associated features , assessing rates and degrees of damage on different sites, 
and assessing the potential for environmental information. 

I Nature of threat, likely extent and timing of destruction. 

[This section repea1s the information supplied in proposal G 1464) 

Deserted rural settlement sites are fragile and are particularly vulnerable to agricultural activity and development 
threats. This is particularly true of the present study area. The threats to the resource are varied, and one of the 
principal aims of the project is to quantify them. The pilot study and survey of western Caernarfonshire have 
shown that the principal threats are agriculture-based, and include land improvement, ploughing, stone-dumping 
and animal erosion. For example, if we were to consider the resource as a whole we could point to a number of 
sites at Gesail Gyfarch, above Penmorfa. in improved pasture which have been reduced by ploughing in the past 
(one has a modern four-wheel drive track running across it): these survive as very low platforms and are 
vulnerable to damage, as are a group of platforms north of Parciau. Anglesey, which have had stones removed 
from them since they were last visited in the 1960s: another site, at Yoke House farm in Llyn, has 
ploughing/improvements up to its edge, associated field boundaries have been removed and stone-dumping has 
taken place on part of the site. Scrub growth is also a problem, and sites in woodland, both deciduous and 
conifer, are pru1icularly vulnerable and at risk: a sire in deciduous woodland near Rhiw has a number of trees 
growing within the long hut and an associated enclosure (including one which has blown down with subsequent 
damage, and the settlement site above Nant Gwrtheyrn appears to have been destroyed by forestry. A number of 
sites, most previously unknown. have been affected by pipe-line and larger-scale developments, although by 
definition (the sites being deserted rural settlements) the level of threat from developments within the planning 
process will be limited. There is a footpath running across sites at Braich y Pwll, Llyn, (where there is also the 



potential for cliff-top erosion) and over one near Ffestiniog power station, and another site in that area has been 
damaged by the bui lding of an adjacent track. Sites in Nant Llanberis, Aber valley, and near Tomen-y-Mur have 
all been at least partially rebuilt as sheep-folds and have suffered damage. One site in Blaenau Dolwyddelan has 
a now-ruined field bam built over part of it. 

I Research Objectives 

[This section repeats the information supplied in proposal G 1464.] 

The research objectives are of primary importance. The principal objective of the Gwynedd deserted rural settle
ment survey and assessment is, in summary, the recording, analysis and assessment of the resource with a view 
to long tenn management and in particu lar instances the provision of statutory protection. 

The assessmenl of these sites can be regarded as a chronological and typological complement to current GAT 
thematic surveys on hut groups, churches and 1/ysoedd and maerdrefi, in that it extends the chronological range 
of lhe hut group assessment albeit. The survey might be expected to fill in much of the detail of the wider 
medieval landscape, which is currently occupied only by churches and high status sites. 

It is the aim of this survey to review the current body of infom1ation on long hut settlement in Gwynedd, and to 
create a comprehensive database from existing documentary records and fieldwork. which will record and 
analyse the sites' location, survival, extent, archaeological potential, landscape setting, association with other 
features, importance and possib le threats. 

Criteria enabling the identification of those monuments ofnatjonal and regional importance will be established. 
Information, including a survey of the present state of the monuments, will be collated to allow a more informed 
assessment of the archaeological impOJiance of the monument type and individual groups and examples, and to 
allow management strategies to be drawn up. 

The project will address a number of related problems, such as the apparent lack of sites of this class in certain 
areas, by extending its scope to include consideration of documentary evidence, beginning with re levant 
information compiled during tbe llys and maerdrefproject. 

It is widely acknowledged that a programme of targetted excavation is required in order to answer even the most 
basic questions concerned with this monument type. The project will aim to outline at least some of the 
questions that need to be addressed by excavation, and identify certain sites which could be susceptible to this 
approach. 

Research objectives include specifically 

• the creation of a primary resource indicator from the SMR and other readily-available secondary sources: 
• analysis of fieldwork data and the establishment of the monument class {or classes): 
• use of certain documentary sources (to exan1ine areas of known medieval townships, and compare them with 

the existing evidence for long hut settlement in those locations): 
• the presentation of hypotheses for the development, chronology, variety and distribution of the site type: and 
• the devlopment of appropriate management strategies. 

I Proposed work programme 

As has been argued above, there are indications that the current level of information on site distribution and 
numbers represents only a proportion of the total resource. There would seem to be a basic requirement for 
rapid survey in target areas aimed at the identification of new sjtes, so that a reliable picture of the 'medieval ' 
landscape can begin to be built-up for discrete areas. Th is would ultimately allow a comprehensive assessment 
against the resources as a whole, and allow workable models of settlement functions and patterns to be proposed. 

Two areas suitable for rapid survey in Caernarfonshire (one in eastern and one in western Caemarfonshire) are 
therefore proposed: 

I Cwm Pennant, Dolbenmaen - A river valley, opening ro rhe south-west and bordered on the western, 
northern and eastern sides by mountain ranges. This survey would examine the western part of the township 



of Pennanr (as identified by Gresham): the main part of the township is mountainous, but the western part falls 
within Cwm Pennant where limited areas of valley sides are su itable for agricultural clearance. and a number of 
deserted rural settlement sites have been recorded (see below). Further down the valley, in the southern part of 
the former township later farming activities may have almost entirely obliterated the early settlement patterns, 
but this remains to be tested and data compared with the more marginal part of the area~ 

It was this area that Gresham used for his discussion ( 1954) of the possible documentary evidence for a 
medieval date for the 'platform houses' in south-east Caernarfonsh ire. On grounds of similar 'type', he assigned a 
date to these sites of rough ly that of those excavated on Gelli-gaer Common (Fox, I938), and supported this by 
using local documentary evidence, although he admits that this relates only to the three 'abnormal' (f. e. higher 
status) settlements: concerning Lhe other thirty sites (i.e. the 'platfonn houses') he says nor would it be expected 
Uwt there would be early reference preserved with regard to the thirty smaller sites, IVhic:h are obviously 
structures of humble origin (ibid, 38). There are, however. local remembered names connected with two of 
them. One lies on the boundary of a field called Penyfed, the name of the medieval township in this district, 
and Jones Pierce suggested that its occurrence as field name indicates that the parent ham let of that township 
was established around this place. 

Gresham suggested that the main occupation of the three principal houses here (including Cefn-y-fan) was in the 
period before 1400, although the platform houses at a higher altitude and used as hafotai could have stayed in 
use until much later. He made the point that, when plotted against medieval boundaries on a map, the latter all 
lie inrheji-ee vi/Is and that none have so}i:tr been discovered in the bond vi/Is (ibid, 39), although this point is 
later refuted by the Royal Commission (RCAHM, 1964). He went on to argue that many of the sites were the 
tyddynnod of the free tribesmen, basing his argument on the distribution pattern of the sites an<.! what is known 
about the agricultural practices of the people, and that they were permanently settled. He concluded that these 
platforn1 houses are most likely to have been occupied in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries. 

However. the area has not been systemat ical ly field.walked and experience has shown that further sites exist. ll 
Is considered essential to a proper understanding of deserted rural settlement that the area relating to a known 
township is examined from an archaeological point of view. We may then be able to start tying in patterns and 
remains in the present landscape to a known historical period. 

The survey would also provide a useful analysis of the range and intensity ofthreats across a cross-section of 
agricultural land from un improved upland to more-intensively improved lowland pasture. The area straddles the 
national park and the Llyn ESA. 

2 Castell, Conwy Valley- This area falls within the area proposed for the condition assessment of DRS this 
year. ll is based on the upland portion of the area studied by Jones Pierce and published in his article 'The 
Gafael in Bangor Manuscript 1939' in which he used documentary sources to reconstruct a swathe of the 
changing medieval landscape of the western side of the Conwy valley. 

The survey will concentrate on the 'upland· section of Castell township and the aim is to recover a complete 
record of the archaeology of the ' medieval ' period. The eastern part of the survey area extends downslope into 
the enclosed fields of the lowland territory: not all of the area of the former township can be examined but the 
survey will examine sufficientto gauge the potential of surveying the whole of the 'lowland' holdings. The area 
has also been the focus of recent fieldwork by Della Hooke (pers. comm.) who has studied a number of aspects 
oftbe historic landscape here including relative dating of field-walls and boundary patterns. 

The accompanying map shows the area currently proposed for survey, is overlain roughly on Jones Pierce' s 
distribution map. Jt may become necessary to alter the boundaries of this as work progresses if further historical 
information comes to light. 

The survey will provide valuable infonnation on land-use types and the potential threats to the archaeological 
resource they represent, across a sectioh of different landscape types (lowland to upland). 

J Specialist requirements 

It is not envisaged that any specialist requirements will be needed. 
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I Proposed timing of the work programme 

rlpril- June 
Stage I Desk-based study (including cartographic sources, aerial photographic study etc.) 
Stage 2 Obtain lando'<vner information, check permission 
Stage 3 Fieldwork preparation 

June - December 
Stage 4 Fieldwork both areas 
Stage 5 Post-fieldwork 

December - March 
Stage 6 Post-fieldwork analysis (part) 
Stage 7 Report (including integration into main DRS report) 

I Presentation of results 

The fieldwork notes. descriptions, sketches and other relevant information will be placed in the SMR under the 
relevant PRN number, probably en bloc as a project archive. Recommendations for scheduling will be kept in a 
separate archive within the project and will only be avilable to Cadw. Two copies of the final report will be 
forwarded to Cadw. one copy to the NMR, one copy to the Gwynedd SMR and one to the Trust library. It is 
intended to publish a precis of the results in Archaeology in Wales. If there appears to be potential for producing 
a more detailed report for publication then this will be identified supported with sufficient information in the 
interim report. 

I End Products 

I. A final report will summarise findings. review the methodologies used and contain recommendations for 
further work. This will include the formulation of a research strategy which may involve measured detail 
survey, excavations and further rapid surveys. 

2. An archive of fie ld records. 
3. Enhancement of the SM R in respect of this monument class. 
4. Possible Scheduled Monument recommendations 

!Progress 

Previous project (G 1313) progressing to schedule: work will be finished by the end of the financial year. 

I Project supervisor 

Na me: 0 Thompson 

Qualifications: B.A.(Hons), 15 years practical archaeological experience, including I 0 years with GAT. 

Position in organisa1ion: Principal Officer 

List of unpublished excavations: None 

Details of other committments: Heritage Management (G40) 

I Breakdown of grant request to Cadw 



Staff• 
Project supervisor 
Project officer 
Draughtsman 
total 

Direct costs 
rravel and subsistence 
materials 
photography, drafting, stationery 
Capital depreciarion 
total 
total staff ami cost!> 

Funding f rom otlter sources 

Iota/ 

days sa lary point 
6 

40 

46 

cost 
708 

3320 

4028 

600 
100 
100 

800 
4828 

4828 

I Financial summary and indicative costs for future years to completion of the project 

Year I: 1995-6 2: 1996-7 3: 1997-8 4 5 
Staff costs (Cadw) 12553 13436 4028 
Oth er costs (Cadw) 1962 2562 800 
Funds other sources 
Totals 14515 15998 4828 
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Primary Resource Indicator 1997 - 8 (g 1464.dbt): sites to be visited 
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Primary Resource Indicator 

PRN SITENAME 

20 ,\IOUND (RECTANGULAR). RllO~ 1-AWR 
8Cl2 R£C 1 ANGULAR PI ATFORM\LNCLOSUR.F 

3 172 PLA I'FORM HUT. S.W. OF RJIIWLAS 
36RO PLA'I FORM HOUSE & POSS FIELD SYSTEM . MOEL Y Cl 
3238 OODANDRFG · IEDIFYAL SETfLFMCNT 
'7QJ LONG IIUT. Sf OF DINAS MOT 
2420 SL:.ITLEMENT · E 01- MOEL RIIIWEN 
2425 LONG IIUTS- CAE'R MYNYDD 
243 I PLA !'FORM HOUSES • BRONYDO 
2-U2 PLATFORM HOUSE· 13RUNYDO 
2439 S~ ITII.MENT. BRYN MADOG FARM 
1394 <;F fTI.f:MENT EARIIIWORKS, N W. OF WAEN RIIY'IIIAI.Il 
3696 SEtTLEMENT. NR, IIAFOD RIIUG ISAF 
371 I PLATFORM· GARREG LEFAIN 
5577 t>LATFORM IIOUSE ·REMA INS OF. PLAS11RION LODGF 

100().1 PLATFORM /CLEARANCE CAIR . NW Of GARIU:G LEFAIN 
10014 REC1 ANGULAR BUll DING· N OF Gi\RREG LI!FAIN 
10018 POSSIBLF LONG! fOlJSE NE OF GAR REG LCFAIN 
10019 SUBREC'TANGULAR 13UILDI NG NW OF GAflREG LHA1N 
10023 RECTANGULAR FEATURE· W OF GARREG LEFAIN 
10042 SUBRt=CTANGULAR TRUCTURF • NF OF PLJ\<i Y CEL YN 
10044 RECTANGULAR PLATFORM. NE OF PI.A5 Y CCL YN 
10045 RECTANGULAR PLATFORM - N~ OF PLAS Y CEL YN 
1006 1 POSSIBLE LONG Ill IT. W OFGALLr Y CELYN 
10063 PLAl FORM· ENE m CiARREG Ll:I-AIN 
10067 PLATFOR~I- NE OFGt\RREG LEFAIN 

77 RECTANGUI i\R I'LA !'FORMS.<;,£ OF I'Y-FRY, R.IIO CEFNIIIR 
23 13 SETTI ,FM ENT - l.LANDEGAI 
450 SE'ITLF.Mt::NT. ArON GOCH 
45 1 SE'IT I I~MF.NT. I..LWYDMOR BACII 
455 LO~G lll l r. CWM YR AFON GOCII 

2333 lONG IIU r. J\FON CASEG 
233..t I ONG IIUT. BRJ\ICII Y RRYSGYLL 
2494 LONG IIUT. CWM CASEU 
2495 St:ITU.:MENT, CWM CASEG 
2496 SETTLEMENT. CWM CASEG 
6136 RFC I' A GULAR BUll 1111\:G. FFYNNON CASEG 

275 HUT PI.ATFOR.M. t:. Ul- I.LANU EC'IIID 
276 HUT PLATFORM. E. OF LLANLLtCIIID 
277 HUT PLATFORM. L OF LLANU.ECH ID 
279 St::TI'I. I:MFNT. N OF LLEFN 
280 SCTtLI'MFNT. E. 01 BRTh II1\LL 
28 1 SETTLEMENT. N. W. OF LLEFN 
2K2 HLrr PLATI-'OR~I. N N.W. OF LLI~FN 
21<3 PLATFORM HOUSI-. N. OF TWLL PANT-HlRIOt 
21<6 SElTLEMENT. N. SLOPE OF GALl I Y MA WN 
287 SETTLEMENT & FIELD SYSTEM. MOEL h\BAN 
29t! IIUTPLATFORJ\1. W. OFCAE I LWV:-lGRYDD 
2lJY IIUT PI. ATFORM. S. 0~ TAL Y SARN 
3()0 HUT l'LATt=ORM. S.W, OF MOF.I FAI3AN 
30 I SETrl FMENT. MYNYOD DU 
302 HUT PI A TFORM .. 1::. OF TAN Y GAR Til 
303 HUT 1'1 1\TFOR.Ivl. S UANK OF AFON LLAFAR 
30-l HUT PI ATFORM. 1:.. OF TYDDYN SABEL 
79-l RECTANGULAR 13UILDINGS • RFMS OF. CILTWLLAN 

2493 LONG II LIT · CWM C'A<;EG 
3660 SETTI F IENT(SITr OF). BODFF.URI Ft\RM 
3663 SETTI FMENT. BRONWYDD 
3668 PLAl FORM IIOUSI:. (I'RIF.ST'S HOUSE). N. OF Cll rWLI .AN 
5537 SETTLEMENT, CIL TWLLAN 
570 1 RECTANGULAR STRUCTURE. PF.NRHYN QUARRY 
5705 POSS. RECTANGULAR STRUCTlfRF 

7.5() LONG lllf f N.W. OF l'AL Y LlYN OGWE:-.1 
4515 LONG IIU1. N W. OF TAL Y LLYN OGWEN 

762 PLATFORM 110\JSF • CEUNANT 
763 Pl. A TFORM !lOUSE • CWM PER.t=f:DD 

50 II PLA fFOR~IIJOU51:. . I· l-OS Y FOFLGRAIG 
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SAM 
SAM 

SAM 

SAM 

~AM 

'-;1156356818 
SH58601i911 
SH5761fi553 
$ 115980677() 
Sl-152706670 
51162525655 
511581-645-A 
5 1157476470 
51 IS 7Q36492 
SJI57746.J96 
51155666316 
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51 1524060<>8 
51!5404616 7 
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51 154 156135 
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51-153886130 
Sli536J6083 
Sll536 76084 
51153756088 
51154896157 
Sl-154446145 
5 1154326151 
Sll5185 7665C 
Sll593· 711-A 
Sl-167306935 
SH67 1069bl 
Sl-167'76932 
')116:l276b-ll 
SH65606607 
SH65J06643 
SH656-661 ·A 
Sl-166-186677 
SH678465().1 
SII632168.Jl 
SII6J236843 
Sll63456855 
51163926890 
51163 766907 
~1163676882 
Sll6430691 1 
Sll64246923 
Sll6-1346752 
SII63706810C: 
51161!156831 
SII62026S 18 
51163 146780 
Sll64S46519 
Sl-163986654 
5116490653() 
SII63J66737 
$1163786642 
Sll6-174664 1 
51160356681 
51163236945 
51163746646 
51163826638 
51165756232 
51162486610 
5H66466116 
51-166-176120 
51-163286436 
SH62'l56231 
51164646454 
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SII56NW 
SII56SE 
SII56SE 
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SII66NE 
SII66NW 
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SII66NW 
' 1166NW 
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SI I66NW 
SII66NW 
SII66NW 
SII66NW 
Sll66NW 
SI I66NW 
SII66NW 
SII66NW 
SII66NW 
~H66NW 

SII66NW 
SII66NW 
SII66NW 
SIIMiNW 
SII66NW 
SII66NW 
SII (\(>NW 
SII66NW 
SII60NW 
SII66NW 
SII66SE 
SII66SE 
SllboSW 
SH66SW 
SII66SW 



PRN ITENAME ITESTAT NGR OS MAP 

5(}1] 1'1.,\TFORI\IIIOUSl-.. FFOS Y FOFI GRAIG Sl lb-1656-15<> Sll66S\\' 

5570 Pl./\ TFORM I lOUSES (POSSIBLe). CWM GAFR, NANT PERl~ s II (I 19-(100-i\ SlloliSW 
:!-10 ~ETTLEMFNT. AOOVE FFRII)O DDU Sll651 I 7132 Sl lo7S[ 

2-1 I IIUT PLATFORi\1 FFRIDD DOll \1165:197165 SII67SE 
317 IIUT PLA TFOR~I. FFRIOD DOll \1165-187155 SII67SE 
318 IIUT PLATFORM. CAE'R MYNYDD Sll65797106 SII67SE 
3 19 IIUT PI ATFQRM. CAE'R MYNYDD Sll65737168 SII67SC 

325 II UT PLATFOI~M . ABOVE WCRN-Y-I'A.NDY SII675J7182 SII67SE 

326 II liT PLATFORM. ABOVF WCRN-Y -PANDY Sll67697166 SI I67SE 

3:!7 II LIT PI A rFOJ<.J\11. N. OF FOEL DDlli\RTH 5116788718-1 SII67C)E 

334 IILrr PI 1\TFORM. E OF AFUN RIIAb\DR FA\\'R Sll66 767032 SII67<;E 
345 IILIT PLATrORl'-'1. N BANK OF AFON ANAFON Sll6943 7080 ~1167SI. 

.347 PLATFOR.J\1 SE'I fl [MENT. Sl: OF MAI-S Y GAER Sll6663 7231 SII67SI: 

.341! I ONG IIUT. 5E (W MAES Y GAFR SAM 51166707226 SI I67SI;. 
349 IIUT PLATFORM & t:NCI.OSURF.. ANAFON VALl FY 51168607126 SII67SE 

351 IIUT PLATFORMS, ABOVE AFON ANAFON 51167557095 SI I67~E 

.351 IIUT PLAlTORI\1. 'l. OF AFON AN1\FON 1168967093 51167SI: 

JSJ IIUT PLATrDRM. ANAFON VAl I.FY 51169187099 51167~1: 

369 IIUT PLA I FORMS. AI-'ON RJ IAIADR FA WR 51166807058 SJ 167SE 

372 LONG JIUTS. N.E. OF RHIWIAU 1$1\F 51168087317 SII67SE 

373 LONG IIUTS. NANTY PANDY Sll l\886 7405 SII67SE 
374 IIUT PLATFORM, S 01- CAMARNAINT 511696·17308 SH67SE 
818 LONG I lOUSE. S 01- TRACK BY t\FON ANAFON 51168477123 SH67SI-' 

820 LONG lllll . N BANK OF AFON ANAFON s llo96 77060 M-16751-

821 LONG IIUT. t\NAFON SII68Q57095 SII67SI' 

824 IIUT PLA TrORM. ANJ\FON 51 168967091 Sl l67"it 

825 LONG HUT. N OF Af'ON ANAFON 5116875711 1 SII67SE 

826 LONG I IUT. N OF AFON ANAFON 5116995704-2 SII67SE 

827 LONG Jllrr. "i Of- AFON ANMON 51169-157067 SI I67SE 

828 LONG IIUT. A i\FON VALLEY Sl-!685-1713-1 SII67SE 

S2'/ LO G IIUT, . OF AFON ANAl ON Sll69167096 SII67SE 

830 SETTLEMENT N OF 1\FON ANAI'ON 51-169197096 SII67SE 
831 LONG HUT, S OF Af.ON ANAfON 51168817103 SII67SE 
833 LONG I JUT. N 01-' 1\FON ANJ\FON SII6S757104 SII67Sr-

834 LONG l lU't . S OF AFON ANAFON 51169097098 Sll6 7SE 

IDS LONG HUT. 5 01' AFON ANAFON 51169097099 SII67SL 

S36 LOI'G HUT. N OF AFON ,\Nt\H) Sll69137100 SII67SL 

ll37 PLATFORM. N OF AI'ON AN1\FON 51169127103 ~1167SL 

40RO I ONCl l-ll JT. ANAFON VALLeY Sl lt\935709$ SII67SF 
4082 LONG HUTS. ANAFON VALLEY Sll69247()1l5 SII67SF 
40S4 PLATt:ORM IIUT. ANAFON VALLPY 511686271 12 SI167SE 

4088 LONG HUT. NW OF FOEL ODUARTII 51167767201 SII67SE 

5388 SllB·RI:CT ANGULAR SCOOP. FOI'L DDliARlll 511676-17181 Sli67SE 
5400 IIU I PLA I'FOR~1S. FOEL DOllAR Ill Sl16865 7'11 SC SII67SI· 
5403 LONG IIUT (I>AR I'L Y DESTROY! 0). YR ORSEDD Sl--1688572 11 SII67SF. 

5404 POSSIBLE R.ECTAN<.JULAR STRUCTURE. YR OR~ !'DO Sll6881 7205 SII67SE 
54 0S POSSIBLE SEITLEMENT & EN<.' I OSU RE. YR ORSr:DD Sll68977205 ' 1167SE 

5406 POSS. LOW PLATFORMS WITH KFRBING. YR ORSbDD 1168907196 Sll67'lE 

5407 SUB-RECTANGULi\R PLATFORM. YR OR FOD 51169027193 51167"\f 
5-111 LONG llliT. GAKRF.G FAWR 51169297270 51167 ' [ 

5-115 PLATFORM SCOOP. GARREG FA\VR Sllo936 72S7 SII67SE 
5-1 19 POSSIBLE SL rfi .FMENT SITE. GAR REG F 1\ WR Sllll9657.33.:1 SII67SE 
5604 SUB-RECTANGULAR HUT Sl l67977257 SII67SE 
5631 SUB-OVAL Pl. t\TFORM. N SIDE OF t\NAFON VALLt.:Y 1-167937 11 7 SH67SF 

71 IIUT PLA fFORl\11. NANT l iE I L YN 116-1287065 SII67SW 
72 IIUT PLATFQR,\1. 1 1\NT IIEIL YN 116-1327080 SII67SW 

2318 ENCLOSUR[ & I-ARMSTEAD- fAN-YR-ALLT 51162487194 SII67SW 

664 PLATFORM SCTILI:MENT. Rl:.l OW I'EN-Y-GAER. LLANBEOR 51 175376900 SII76NE 

665 SElTLEMENT. 13P.LOW PEN-Y·GAER. L.LANBEDR Y CENNIN Sl l75406906 SII76NE 

666 PLATFOIUviiiOUSE, BELOW l>f:N-Y-GAER. LLANOEDR Sl175356914 SII76NE 

667 l'l.ATFOR.J'vi iiOUSE. BELOW I'EN-Y-GAER. LLANBEDR 1175356914 SII76NE 

668 LONG HUT. BCLOW PEN-Y-GAER. LLANBEDR Y Cl~N lN Sll75276911 SII76NE 

669 I ONG HUT. BfLOW PEN-Y-GAFR. I.LANBEDR Y CEN'NIN 1175276911 SII76NE 

670 l.ONG HUT. OE:LOW I'EN-Y-01\FR, LLANBEDR Y CENNIN 51175486908 SII76NE 

672 LONG HUT. BELOW PEN-Y-GAER. LLANBEDR Y CENNIN 51 175316890 SII76NE 

680 LONG HUT. ARODA 5 1176656616 SII76NE 

681 LONG HUT - AR.ODA Sl 176456632 SH76NE 

682 LONG HUTS- ARODA Sll76366593 SH76NE 

683 I ONG HUT. ~IOFL EILIO 51175006567 51176\1[ 

4606 LONG HUT $117:\346917 SII76NE 

6147 RECTANGULAR BlllLDING/I:."NCLSURE. ARODA 51176506647 SI I76Nl 
614!! PI.ATFORM IIOL!Sf!. A RDDA Sll765566~8 SII76NE 

6J50 SETTLEMENT. ARODA (MOEL I: ILIO) Sf-175286585 SI I76NF 
6151 SElTLEMENT. ARODA lMOEL FILIO) 1175.226585 SI 176NE 

IU759 RECTANGULAR FNCLOSURE. ~1177026520 SII76NE 
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PRN SJTENAME S ITESTAT NC R OS MAP 

10765 LONG LIUT 1\ '0 F 'CI.OSURf Sll770265511 1176:-1[ 

10766 LONG IIUT. Sll771 !16550 JI76NL 

10780 LONG IIUT PLi\TFOIU•I s 1177326587 Sll76 L 
107RI LONG 11\JT Pl./\ TFORM. Sll77336506 Slf76Nt 
10957 LONG HUT. PLATFORM ANU I:.NCLOSURI: Sll76 746522 SH76NI: 
1095& ll lJT PLATFORM Sl 176826532 SH76Nf 
10')fi4 SETTLEMENT 51176356533 SH76NE 
10965 II UT PLATFORM 5 11763:\6527 Sf f76NE 
10966 II UT PLATFORM 5 1176326516 Sl f76Nt: 

687 SETTLEMENT· ('I O<iWYN YR ERYR 5 1171716681 Slf76NW 
6'12 LONG lfliT- N W 01· BRON Y (ii\ Ui\IR Sl 173956988 Slf76NW 
693 LONG HUT- SITE OF. N W OF HRON Y GADAIR SI!7-IO I 6992 Slf76NW 

694 LONG IIUT. N.W OF BRON Y GADAIR 1-17-1206980 SI I76NW 
695 LONG f-IUT - REMi\IN'i OF. N W m RRON Y Gi\DAIR Slf7-ll 06995 SH76NW 
6Q7 LONG I JUTS N W OF I !AFOD Y GARREG Sl-173506727 !:>1176NW 
6()8 LONG IIUTS - CLOGWVN'R ERYR Sl l72386657 SH76NW 
69'1 LONG I JUT. N W.OF PEN V CASTELL !'1172946958 SII76N\\ 

700 LONG II LIT AND ENCLOSURE Sll7-1316797 SII76NW 

701 LONG II LIT S.W. 0 1· RO\VI VN UCIIAF $117-1-136753 SII76NW 
702 LONG Il l/ I'- PAN f Y GRIAFOLEN !)1170826686 SH76NW 
7()5 ETTLEMENT- MOEL EILIO SH7J936:i43 SII76NW 
706 ENCLOSURE & TWO POSSIBLF LONG HUTS 511 7:1356550 SH76NW 
707 LONG IIU'l'S - PEN Y Gi\01\IR Sll73876909 SH7fiNW 

708 LONG IIUTS - PEN Y Gi\DA IR SII73R56'108 SII76N\\ 
709 LONG JIU'IS- PEN Y GADAIR S ll 73~26910 SII76NW 

710 LONG IIUTS - PEN Y GADA IR Sl-173736909 SII76N\\ 

711 LONG Jl liT - N.OFTAN V BWLCII Sl-173246895 SH76N\\' 

4557 LONG HUTS. PF YGADAIR Sl l73866908 SI I76NW 
10279 PLATFORMS OR PI-A I <;TACKS- ESE OF IIAFOD-Y-Gi\RREO Sl l734116703 SII76NW 
1029.l PLATFOR!\1 - WAEN BRVN-GWENITII 51174136703 SII76N\\' 
10295 PLATFOR.M OR CA IRN- WAEN BRVN-GWENITII Sll741 66703 Sti76NW 
10303 PLATFORM- WAEN llRYN·GWI: NITII sr 174096705 SI-I76NW 
10306 PLATFORM. Wi\EN l:IRYN GWEN ITII 51174196718 SH76NW 
4615 LONG IIUT. MYNYDD OEUL YN Sll75506032 SH76<;F 

462b ENCLOSURES & LONG I IUTS. N. OF I.L.YN CRAFNANT 51175136 180 SH76St:: 
4627 ENCLOSURES AND LONG HUTS. N. OF I.I.VN CRArNAN'l 51175166183 SI-I76SE 
4628 ENCLOSURES AND I ONG HUTS. N, OF LLYN CRAFNANT Sl-175196177 SH76SE 
4634 SFTILFMF.NT TRACES. N. OF I.L YN GEIRIONVDD Sf-1765361 55 SII76SL: 
-1638 Pl. A TFORM HOIJSE. E. 01· LLYN GI:IRIONYOD Sll76826120 SIJ76SC 

10621 HUT PLAHORMSISI IH J>I-Qt.DS Sll76786-l24 SII76SF 
IOC122 HliT PI .A TFORM 51176866-126 SII76SE 
10626 HU r PLA rFORM <; (176656464 SII76SE 
10629 HUT PI i\ fFORM/SIIEI:PFOLD Sll76656-l22 SII76SE 

10630 I fliT I'Lt\TI"ORM/I:NCLO LIRJ:. 51176356392 SII76SF 
1063 1 LONG IIUT/ENCLOSURF. 51176326387 SI I76SE 
10633 IIAFOD/LONG IIUT. 5117613635() SII76SE 
106-!0 SETfLEMENT/BUILDING COMPLEX, CAE GWA IR 511762363 I 0 SII71\SE 
10645 LONG IIUT. Sll756864 78 SII76SE 
10646 II IJT PLATFORM/LONG IIUT. Sll755964~1 SII76SE 

10647 LONG I IUT/ENCLOSl/R!': $1175496468 Sl 176 l 
10648 I ONG I IUT/ENCLOSllRL $1175476468 SII76SC 
1068~ LONG I llffiiiUT PLAnORM. 51175226441 $1176 L 
10685 LO G lllrr AND ENCLOSURE($). 51 1751364 Sl-176$[ 

10686 LONG I lliT/HU.I PLATf-ORM Sl 175166433 SH76S[ 

10688 II UT PLATFORM, SH77096-l96 SH76SE 
10796 PLA fFO RM !lOUSES AND ENCLOSURE. $ 1176926-197 SH76SF 
10797 LONG IJUT/S Sl-!76956-195 SH76SF 
10806 I JUT PLATFORM St-1 7679641-1 SH76SE 
10838 I IAFOD/LONG IIUT SH769964S7 Sf-1 76!-.F 
1 0~57 LONG IIUT/SI IEEPFOLD Sll7:5426421 SH76SF 
10920 LONG I IUT/PLA TFORM IIOUSE(S) St-175436456 SI-I76SF 
10949 LONG IIUT Sl-1 77216428 SH76SF 
10950 LONG IIUT St-1 77226-128 SH76SF 
10951 SETTLEMENT/I IAfODTV & BEUDY SH77186479 SH76Sf' 
10981 LONG I JUT/PLATFORM 51-176236482 SH76SI· 
1098-1 PLATFORM IIOUSE OVFRLA IN BY SHEEPFOLD 1-1763-16487 SH76SI· 
13012 LONG I JUT/ENCLOSURE 1-17:5706262 Sl-176. E 
13016 LONG IIUT Sl-!767!!6377 SI·I76SE 
13029 LONG HUT PLATFORM SH76896363 SH76SE 
13030 LONG HUT/SHEEP~OLD 51176616361 SH76SE 
1303 1 Ill IT PI.ATFORM/HAFOD Sl-176636350 Sl-17tlSE 

1.3035 LONG HUT/ENCLOSU RES Sl-176736336 SII76SC 
13038 SETrLEMENr ' 1176626341 51176SE 
IJ04 1 LONG IIUT PLATFORM SII766J6338 SII76SE 
37f't7 LONG ll l/T. CWM FIGI1\ II Sl 171 0763 10 SI I76S\V 
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PRN SITENAM E 

3768 LONC. ll l!T. CWM l: l(iiAU 
376Q l ONCi II l iT (RI:MAINS Of'). CWM EIGIAU 
3776 LONG IIU r C'WM CIGIAU 
3777 LONGIIUI'. UWLCI ! COWlYD 
3782 <;l' I I'LI-MI~. T. LLYN CRAFNANT 
5545 SL I ILl Mt:NT • REMAIN<; OF, NORTI I OF CWM LIGIAU 

10597 LONG IIU r PLA I FORM 
!06Cil> RlCl i\ '<.ill l R <;1 RUCTf?SI IEF.PFOLD 
106U7 Sl- 1 ll r:MI T. MULTI PERIOD - RRWYNOG UCII.\ 1 
I 0651 I Ill I' I' LA I I'ORM/LONG I I LIT 
10654 l OJI.G lllll/l.NCLOSURE. 
I 0706 I OJI.Cllll iT/SIII-I:PFOLD. 
10841 IIU I' PLATH)Rt-1/LONG IIUT 
2824 SFTI I.FMFN I' (LONG II LrTS & FIELDS) 
21!33 1\11-DII· VAI Sn1 LEMENT. IICNDRE 
2836 FA RMSTEAD (PROB. MED.). N. Of DEGANWY CASTLE 
2838 HOIJSF PLA TT-ORM & PA01)0CK 
5777 RECTANGULAR PLATFORM. DEGANWY CASTLF 
720 PLATFORM I lOUSE. N.E.SLOPES OF PENMAEN MAWR 
72 1 110 1\1tSTEAD. PENMAENMAWR 
722 LONG IIUTS (REMS. OF). E. OF ALLT WEN 
723 LONG II liT. N.E. OF ALI .T WEN 
735 LONG IIUT(PROB). LLYN WRACII 
656 C'M 10 1. - PLATFORM IIOUSE 
659 I'AN'I Y IWRCI I - SEHLEMENT 
661 BRYN CWM - I.ONO HUT 

1586 RFCTANGIJI.AR PLATFORMS- LLANGEL YNIN CIIURCJ I 
2473 SETILFMEN r- CEFNYDD 1 AI UC' IlAF. DYFFRYN CONWY 
24 79 PI.A fFORM HOU 'F · GORS WCN 
24!!0 I' LA ITORM I lOUSE • GORS WEN 
2481 RE:C I' A GULAR IIUT- GO R.S-WEN 
24!!6 LONG IIU I'· ST. CEL YNfN'S Cl lURCH 

457 PLATFORi\I IIOLI E 
458 LONG IIUT'l. WALT LLA FAIR 
498 ETI LEMENT. OINAS CAM P 
501 fl U f PLATFORM. NR. MAI:.'N Y BARDO 
503 LQ'JG HUT&: ENCLOSURE. NR. MAEN Y BARDO 
50-1 ~E ITLI:MI:N'I . R MAEN Y BARDO 
505 LUNG IIU r AND lNCLOSURF 
506 PL/\'11 ORi\1 !lOUSE 
:i07 PLATFORM !lOUSE. NR. MAEN Y BAROD 
508 PL/\ rt:ORM IIOUSr:. NR. MAEN Y BARDD 
509 II IJT PI ATI·ORt-1. NR. MAEN Y BARDD 
510 LONG IIUT. NR. MAEN Y BARDO 
5 11 I IU'I Pt A r FORM, NR. MAEN Y SARI)() 
513 SE'ITL F.MI~NT. PEN Y <•ADAIR 
516 LONG II UT 
517 LONG IIUT. BWLCH Y I)DI2UFAEN 
518 LONG IIUT. TAFOLOG 
533 LONG IIUT. W. 0 1-' CEFN MAEN AMOR 
557 SE'JTLI:McN J'. TAL-Y-FAN 
561 LONG IIUT & ENCLOSURES. CF.FN MAEN /\MOR 
566 LONG IIUTS. FFRJTII Y DDWYFFRWD 
567 LONG I IU f & ENCLOSURES. CRAIG CENNIN 
569 PLA I' FORI\ II IOUSf~ CAF.R SAC II 
570 PLA fFOR.i\1 I lOUSE. CAER BACII 
571 !'LA fFORM IIOUSL CAER BACII 

3888 !'LA fFORM HOUSE. DROSGL 
4685 LONG II LIT (RFMAINS OF). WAUN LLI\!,FAIR 
4692 LONG ll lJT. FFRI rll Y DOWYFFRWO 
4694 PLATFORM IIOUSI· (REMAINS 01-). PEN Y GROES UCHAF 
4700 SElll.Fi\IFNT. PFN Y GADA1R 
4701 LONG I IUT. f'FN Y GADAIR 
4 703 LONG I fliT 
4706 f'LATI·OI\M IIOUSI- & CAIRN 
.P l l IIU r FNCLOSURF~ I' LA' I FORM HOUSE. CEFN MAI.:N AMOR 
-1 7 l5 LONG IIUT. rYDDYN GRASOI) 
47 17 LONG IIUT. N W. OF FOEL LWYD 

641 I I liT PLATFORMS & FIELO SYSTEM. MYNYDD ISAF. ORMF 
642 II UT PLATFORJ\11$. CENTRAL GREAT ORME 
643 II liT PI.ATFORMS. C[NTRAL GREAT ORM F. 
796 IIUf PLATFORMS. E. OF FFYNNON RUFEINIG. GREAT ORMI 

45Y8 HU'I PLATFORM. N. SIDE GREAT ORME 
4599 IIUl Pl.ATFOKM. N. SIDf: GREAT ORME 
4600 11\JT PLATFORM. N. SIDE GREAT ORME 

Puge 4 

SITESTAT NGR 

SAM 

<;AM 
Ai\1 

SAM 

SAM 

SAM 

SAM 

SAM 

Sl-1717-16406 
Sl-171346380 
Sl-171206307 
51171 )96126 
S117J706010C 
SII71006J90C 
51174816398 
Sl 174806-103 

117-1646408 
5117-146639 I 
Sl 174826423 
Sl-17-1216357 
SH745063o2 
Sl-175037675 
Sl-177107645 
Sl-1 71!237951 
Sl-178327950 
Sl-178377922 
SJ-170577557 
SJ-17 0387520 
SJ-174957729 
Sll74707756 
Sl-17 4867563 
SJ-17504 735 1 
Sl-17502705-1 
Sl-!78407277 
Sl-175 167373 
Sl-175927087 
Sl-176047101 
Sl-1760-17102 
Sl-176037102 
Sl 175227364 
'1170107391 

Sl-170797458 
1170127394 
1173987163 

Sl 174097207 
SH7J8772 15 
51174-14 7235 
Sf 174267:!-1 7 
Sll740-17186 
511739972 19 
5117393 71-10 
Sll7 3967124 
Sl 173777 145 
5117 380700 I 
Sl-171687171 
Sf-171407 185 
Sl-172407119 
Sl-173397396 
Sl-173397355 
Sl-173917346 
Sl 174607270 
S11749473l0 
Sll74397293 
51174587300 
Sll744 77300 
Sl-17072716-1 
Sl-170727-160 
5117-1297229 
Sl 17-1737026 
Sl 173 777000 
51173 717008 
Sll71667170 
51171 9-17492 
Sf 173957352 
Sl 174347469 
Sll715 17292 
Sl 177808356 
SJ-176758375 
Sf 176701!350 
Sl 176708383 
SH76728349 
Sll76758345 
Sf 176758343 

OS MAP 

Sli76S \\' 
Sli76SW 
SI I76S\\ 
Sll7liS\" 
SII76S\\ 
SII76S\\' 
Slf76SW 
SII76SW 
SH7hS\\' 
SII76SW 
Sli76SW 
Sli76SW 
SII76SW 
Sli77NE 
1177NE 

SII77NE 
SH77NF 
Sl-177NE 
S1-177NW 
SH77NW 
SH77NW 
Sl-177NW 
Sl-177NW 
Sl-177SE 
SJ-1 77 <;E 
SII77SE 
SI177SE 
Sl 1775[ 
SII77S[ 
SII77SE 
SII77SE 
Sf 177SF. 
SI 177SW 
SH77SW 
SII77SW 
SH77S\\ 
51177$\\ 
SII77S\\' 
SH77SW 
SH77SW 
SII77SW 
SII77SW 
SH77SW 
SH77SW 
SI-I77SW 
SI-177SW 
SI-177SW 
SI177SW 
SII77SW 
Sl l77SW 
SI177SW 
SH77SW 
SH77SW 
SII77SW 
SH77SW 
SII77SW 
SI177SW 
SH77SW 
SII77SW 
SI177SW 
SII77SW 
S!-177$\\' 
SH77SW 
SH77SW 
SH77SW 
SH77SW 
SI177SW 
SH77SW 
SII78SE 
SII78SE 
SII78S.E 
51 178SE 
Sll78SE 
SH78SF. 
SH7!!SE 



PRN SITENAME SIT EST AT NCR OS M AP 

-1601 lll'TPLATFORM.N. SIUf (iRE.i\TORME Sll767183-19 SII78SE 
5431 ll l1 r PLATFORM. CURl .AN GRAS PARI. GT. ORMF SII766582M SII78SI' 
5·H6 Ill. I Plt\f"H)R\1 AOUVI· CR!oiGI.i\U COCIIION. GTOR\11 ~1175-158-110 SII78Sr 

Records printed: 295 
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APPENDfX Ill 

Structure of detailed DRS databases-

G 1464A.dbf- principal site visit form 
G 1464B.dbf- site management form 

G l464C.dbf- site evaluation (scheduling) form 
NOTLH.dbf- sites which are non-DRS 



Structure for database : C: \FPD26\WORK\G1313\DBASE\G1313A.DBF 
Number of data records: 178 

,_,,. Date of last update 26/02/97 
Memo file block size 64 
Code Page 0 
Field Field Name Type Width Dec Index Collate 

l PRN Numeric 8 
2 NAME_ FEAT Character so 
3 NGR Character 11 
4 ALTITUDE Character 3 
5 TOPOGRAPHY Character 16 
6 SLOPE Character 8 
7 RELAT_SLOP Character 14 
8 WATER_PROX Character 7 
9 SHELTER Character 15 

10 STONE Character 4 
11 DIVERS_TYP Character 32 
12 PLATFORM Logical 1 
13 TERRACE Logical 1 
14 BUILDING Logical 1 
15 WALL Logical 1 
16 MAIN_ENTR Logical 1 
17 OTHER_ENTR Logical l 

18 OPPOS_ENTR Logical 1 
19 EXTENSION Logical 1 
20 INT_ DIVIS Logical 1 

21 FlREPLACE Logical 1 

22 WALLFAC_EX Logical 1 

23 WALLFAC_IN Logical 1 

24 STONE_REV Logical 1 

2S FLOOR_ INT Logical 1 

26 ASS_ ANNEX Logical 1 
27 ASS_ENCL Logical 1 
28 ASS_FIELD Logical 1 
29 ASS_HUT Logical 1 

30 PLATLGTH Numeric 5 2 

31 PLAT~·HD Numeric 5 2 

32 PLATHGHT Numeric 5 2 

33 PLATDPTH Numeric 5 2 
34 DRAINHOOD Logical 1 
35 NO_WALLS Numeric 1 

36 EXT_LENGTH Numeric 5 2 
37 EXT_WIDTH Numeric 5 2 

38 INT_LENGTH Numeric 5 2 

39 INT_WIDTH Numeric 5 2 
40 ENTRWIDTH1 Numeric 5 2 

41 ENTRWIDTH2 Numeric 5 2 

42 WALL TYPE Character 12 
43 WALLWTDTH Numeric 5 2 
44 WALLHEIGHT Numeric 5 2 
45 NO_COMP Numeric l 

46 ROUNDCORN Logical 1 
47 PHASING Logical 1 
48 ASS_TYPE Character 50 
49 ASS_PHAS Character 12 
so ASS_AGRI Character 30 
51 DESCRIPT Memo 10 
52 NAME Character 20 
53 DATE Date 8 



** Total ** 394 

Structure for database: 
Number of data records : 

C:\FPD26\WORK\Gl313\DBASE\G1313B.DBF 
178 

Date of last update 26/02/97 
Code Page 
Field Field Name 

1 PRN 
2 USEON 
3 USEAROUND 
4 VEGETATION 
5 THREATS 
6 CONDITION 
7 RISK 
8 ACCESS 
9 MANAGEMENT 

** Total ** 

0 
Type 
Numeric 
Character 
Character 
Character 
Character 
Numeric 
Character 
Numeric 
Character 

Width 
5 

20 
20 
50 
50 

2 
1 
2 

25 
176 

Dec Index Collate 



structure for database: C:\FPD26\WORK\G1313\DBASE\G1313C . DBF 
Number of d~ta records: 1 78 

v: ... ~~ • Date of last update 26/02/97 
Code Page 0 
Field Field Name Type Width Dec Index Collate 

1 PRN Numeric 5 
2 DOCARCH Numeric 1 
3 DOCHIST Numeric 1 
4 GROASSOC Numeric 1 
5 GROCLUST Numeric 1 
6 SURVIVAL Numeric 1 
7 DIVFEAT Numeric 1 
8 POTENTIAL Numeric 1 
9 AMENITY Numeric 1 

10 CONDITION Numeric 1 
11 FRAGILITY Numeric 1 
12 VULNERABIL Numeric 1 
13 CONSERV Numeric 1 
14 TOTAL Numeric 10 

** Total ** 28 

Structure for database: C:\FPD26\G1313\NOTLH . DBF 
Number of data records ; 143 
Date of last update 26/02/97 
Code Page 0 
Field Field Name Type Width Dec Index Collate 

1 PRN Numeric 5 
2 SITENAME Character 5 0 
3 OS~~p Character 7 
4 REASON Character 15 
5 MEMO Character 150 

** Total ** 228 



APPENDIX IV 

G 1464A.dbf Sites visited and data entered 



A:\G 1464A.DBF 
PrinLcd: 17103/QS l0:24 

DRS sites visited 

PRN NAME FEAT NGR 

140 LONG HUT. FrRIOD OOU Sf1(,51171H 

2-11 LONG HUT. NR. Fr:RIDD DDlJ Sll65397165 

275 LONG HUT NE OF LLANLLFCIIID s 1163216842 

276 LONG HUT Nt: UF LLANLLECIIID SJ 163236843 

177 RECTANGULAR STRUCTURr:. E. OF LLANLLEC'IIID Sl 163456855 

280 DRS. E OF ORYN 111\LL Sl lfiJ 766907 

282 1.0'-IG IIUT. t\NW LLEFN Sll64306911 

283 LONG IIUl'. NL SIIEEPFOI.D 51164246923 

287 DRS. MOEL I· A BAN 51163756803 

298 LONG IIU'f. TAL Y 'ARN 5116195683 1 

199 lONG IIU'I ~ 01- TAL Y 5ARN 51-162026818 

300 I ONG IIUT- SW OF MO(L FA BAN 51163146730 

301 LONG IIU'I AND ENCLOSURE. MYNYLJD Ol 511648465 19 

303 LONG IIUT- 1\FON LLAFAR SH64906539 

3 18 IIUT PLATfORM. CAF.'R MYNYDD Sl-165797106 

319 LONG I lu-I. CAE'R MYNYDD Sl-165737168 

310 DR5,11AFOU Y GELYN 5116 74 771-13 

325 lONG IIU'f. ANAFON VALLEY 5116 753711\2 

326 LONG II LIT. f-UI.oL DDUI\RTJ I Sll67697166 

327 LONG IIUT. N OF f'OE L ODUARTI1 5116 7887184 
329 LONG II LIT. NR ABER FALLS 51166787036 

334 IIUT PLATFO!Hvl. f UF RJIAI-:DR FAWK 51166 767032 

347 LONG HUT, MAI::S Y GAER 5116663 7231 

348 DRS. MAES Y GAER Slf66707226 

352 IIAFOO. ANAFON VALLEY SH68967093 

372 LONG HUT. <:;W OF CAE'R-IIAIDD ~11680873 1 7 
374 LO G HUT. 'i OF CAMARNAI T Sll696·17308 
455 LONG IIUT. CWM YR AFON GOCII Sll67576932 

457 PI.MFORM !lOUSE. DINAS Sl 170 10731) I 

458 I ONG IIUT. SW Or CUP YR ORSEDD 51170797458 

:503 I ONG IIUT GROUP ANIJ ENCLOSURE. MAEN Y HARDD 51174097207 
50~ EN(' I OSEO I ONG lllfl GROUP. MAF.N Y llt\RDD SH73877215 

505 LONG HUT AND ENCLOSURe. MAF.N Y BARDO SH74477235 

506 PLATFORM !lOUSE. Mi\EN Y BAR.DD SI 174267247 

508 PLATFORM IIOLJSE. MAEN Y BARDO SH73997219 
:509 IIUT PLATFORM. NR MAEN Y BARDO SH73777145 
510 LOI'\Ci IIUT, MAEN Y 13/\R.DD SH73967224 
511 L>RS, SW OFT\'DDYN-DU SH73767 146 

513 DRS. 13RON Y GAOAIR Sl-173797002 

516 LONG IIUT. BWLCII Y DDEUFAEN Sll71687 17l 

517 LONG I JUT - BWLCII Y DDFUFAEN '1171-107185 

518 I ONG HUT. 1 AI'OLO<I '1172407119 

533 LONG HUT. MAFN Y BARDO Sl 173397396 

56 ! LONG HUT & ENCLOSl/Rf. ([FN MAEN AMOR. 51 1739 173-16 

566 LONG HUTS. FFRITII Y LJLJWYFFRWD 51174607270 

567 LONG HUT. SE OF CRAIG Cld .YN IN Sll749-17310 

569 PLA !'FORt'-I !lOUSE. C' ACR B1\Cll 51174397293 

570 PLA fFORM HOUSE. E OF Ci\ I: R Bi\CII 51174 587300 

571 PL/\-1 FORM I lOUSE. C AER Ri\Cll Sll744 77300 

641 IIUT PL/\FORM. M MYNYDD !SAP. GT ORME Sl 17780ll356 

642 LONG HUT. ST TUONO'S CIIURCII. GT. ORME 51176758375 
643 IIUT PLA TI'ORM. CENTRAL GREAT ORMF SH76708350 

656 PLATFORM IIOUSF. CAE 101 SH75047351 

659 DRS, PANTY IWRC'H SH75027054 

66 1 LONG HUT. BRYN C'WM SH78407277 

66-l PLA !'FORM I lOUSE. RELOW PEN Y Gi\ER Sll753569t4 

665 SETI'LEMI:NT. A FLOW PEN Y CiAER $117;406906 

667 LONG HUT. PI:N Y GAER Sll753569t4 

668 LONG HUT. J>~N Y GAER 511752769 I I 

670 LONG HUT. PEN Y GAER 51175486908 

672 RECTANGULAR STRUCTUR£. PEN Y GAER 51175316890 

680 LONG I JUT. ARDOA SH76(,566 16 

li81 LONG IIU'I . ARRDA Sl l76-156632 

61!2 LONG IIU1 . AIWDA 51 176366593 

683 LONG llUT. MOGL EIUO Sll75006567 

692 LONG HUT- NW OF BRON Y GADAIR Sl-173956988 

693 LONG HUT- Sl I'E OF. N.W. OF URON Y GJ\0;\IR SH74016992 
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PRN NAME FEAT NGR 

694 l.ONG HU 1'. BRON Y GADAIR. ~117.t206980 

697 1.0 G Jill rs NF oF IIAFOD v GAR.REC, Sll73506727 
698 I.()NG IIUT<i. CLOGWYN'R ERYR Sll7231!6657 
699 I ONG IIU 1' - NE OF PEN Y C'AS rELL <\ll7:!9.t6958 
700 I ONG l!U I t\, D F.NCLOSURL: <)1174316797 

702 LONG IIUT- PANT Y GRlt\1-0LEN 5 1170826686 

708 lONG I IUTS - PEN Y GADIAR 5 1173856908 
709 I ONG IIU l'S- PF. Y GADAIR Sll7 38.26910 
710 LONG IIU IS· PF.N Y GAIJA IR Sll73 736909 
711 LONG IIU'I - NE OF'I'AN Y UWI.C'I l 51173246895 

no Pl.ATFOR~1 HOUSE. NE SLOPES OF PENMAFNM1\ \\' R Sl-!70577557 

722 LONG IIU I (RE~tA INSl, AU f WEN ~H7.t957729 

713 LONG !Ill I', I'EN-PYRI\ Sll7-t707756 

735 LONG HUT. I'ROOABL Y LLYN OWRI\CII lill74li67563 

750 LONG HUT- NW Or rAL Y 1.1 YN OGWEN Sl-!66-166 1 16 
757 IIAF01TY FAMA[ Ill, AFON FFRYDLAS Sll65466833 
762 PLATFORM HOUSE. CEUNANT SH63286.t36 

763 PLATFORM HOUSE- CWM I'ERH:ODD Sll6295623l 
794 RFC I"ANGUALR i'LA rFOR~l. EGLWYS Cll TWLLAN 511637866-'2 
796 IIOUSE PLATFORJVI. FFYNNON RHUFF.INIG. Gl ROME SH76708J83 
ll18 LONG HUT. ANAFON VAl LL:Y SH6S47712J 
820 LONG HUT'!. ANAFON VAl LEY .SH696 77060 
821 LO G HUT. ANAFON VALLEY SH6895709S 
824 fl U 1' PLATFORM. J\NMON VALLEY Sl-!68967090 
825 LONG HUT. N OF AFUN ANAFON Sll68757 111 
826 LONG HUT. ANAFON VALLFY Sl l6995 7042 
8:!7 I ONG HUT. S OF ANAFON SH69.t57067 
82!1 I ONG IIUT. ANAFON VJ\LLFY Sll685471J4 

829 LONG IIUT. ~OF AFON ANAFON Sl-!69167096 

830 I ONG IIUT. ANAFON VALLEY Sl-!69197096 

831 IJAFOD. ANAFON VALLEY Sll6ll8171 08 

833 LONG HUT. ANAFON VALLEY Sll6!!7571 04 
8.~4 LONG IIUT. ANAFON VALLEY Sll6909709li 

835 LONG llUT. <; 01- AFON ANMON Sf f6<>097()9Q 

836 l ONG HU r. 1\NAFON VALLl:Y Sl l69 137100 
151!6 RECTANGULAR l'LA !'FORM~. LLAN(jf!l. YJ,HN CIIURC'H '> 1175 167373 
2333 10 GllULAFONCASEG ')1165276641 

2334 LONG IIU1. BRJ\ lC'Il Y BRY'iGYLL 51165606607 
243 1 PLATFORM IIOUSr. flRONYDn Sll57936492 
2432 I'LATFORM 110\JSF. ARONYDD 51157746496 

2480 DRS. GORS-\\'EN SH76047102 

2481 DRS. GORS-WEN SH76037101 
2486 I.ONG HUT. ST CF I YNrN'S Cf lURCH 51175227364 
2493 LONG HUT. CWM ('ASEG SIIM746641 
249.1 LONG Hlf f. CWM C:ASEG SII6530664J 
2496 SETTLEMF.NT. CWM CASFG Sl-166-186677 
2824 St:TI'LEMF.NTS - LONG I Jlll-; AND F1 ELDS. 5YCI INANT Sll75037o75 

2838 IIUUSE PLATFORM & PADDOCK. DEGANWY 511783279.50 
)172 Pl.ATFOR.~ HUT. ~\V OF RIIIWLi\5 51157616553 
)668 PLATFORM IIOUSI (PRlESr'S IIOU5E). N OF Cll . I'WLLAN Sf f63746646 

3680 PLATI'ORM HUUSF - MOEL Y ('! 51159806770 
3tl96 SETI'LEMI'NT. NR llAFOD RJ lUG ISAF 115.2406068 
3767 LONG IIUT, CWM FlG!AU Sll710263 10 
3768 LONG 11\JT, CWM ElGIAlJ Sll71746406 
37o9 LONG ll UT (REMAINS OF). CWM l'lGli\U Sll71346380 
3776 LONG I!UT. CWM EfGIAU 51171106307 
3777 LONG ll UT. BWLC:f l COWL YO SH71596126 
3782 LONG II UT. LLYN CRAFNANT 5H73766015 
.tOM lONG IIUT. ANJ\FON VALLEY Sl l69J57095 
4082 LO G IIUT, ANAFON VAI.Ll:Y 51169247095 
4088 LONG IIUT. ABOVI-' ANAFON VALLeY Sll6776720 I 
4515 LONG II UT- NW OF TAl Y LLYN OGWEN 511664 761.20 
4557 LONG HLITS- PCN Y GADAIR SH73866908 
4598 ll lJf PLATFORM. N. SIDE GREAT ORM E 51176728349 
4599 LONG IIUT BELOW TilE SUM!\ liT. GREATORML $ 1176758345 
4600 llll'l PLATFORM. N SIDE GREAT ORME 51176758343 
4601 tONG IIUT BELOW SUMMIT. GRE/\1 ORME Sl 176 718349 
4606 LONG I!UT. PEN Y GAER Sli75356Q 13 

4625 toNG I!UT. MYNYDD DFliL VN Sll75506032 
4621> rNCLOSURES AND LONG HLITS. N. OF I l.YN CRAI-'Ni\N"l Sll75136180 
4627 ENCLOSURES AND LONG llUT~. N. 0 1: LLYN CRAFNANT Sll75 166183 

4638 PLATFORM llOUSF. L~ . OF LLYN GEIRJONYOD SH7()8261:!0 
4692 DRS, FFRJTI I Y DDWYFFR WD 51174297229 
-1694 PLATFORM IIOUSE- REMAINS SH74737026 
4700 SETTLI.!I\ IENT. PENYGADAIR Sl-!73777000 
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PRN NAME FEAT NGR 

-170 1 LONG 1 IUT. PENY GADA1R !:.1173717008 

-1706 PLA fFOR~I HOL•SL & CAIRN E OF GRAIGI WYD !lll71 <) 17-192 
471) LONCr IIUT. TYDDYN GRASOD Sl 17-IJ-17-169 
501 1 FFOS Y FOF.LGR/\ IG- IIOUSI- (POLTNOA I'IONS) S116-IMM5-I 

5012 FFOS T FOELGRAIG - IIOUSI- (FOliNP/\ rtDNSl SII6465M59 

5400 fiLl r 1'1 •\ TFORJ\1. FOEL DOUARTil 51168657:! ISC 

5403 LONG ll lJT. YR ORSEDD 511688572 11 
5-11 1 LONG lllJT. GARREG FAWR Sl-169297170 

5415 PLA I FORM liCOOP, GARRE(i FAWR SH69J67287 

5418 DRS. CiARREG FAWR Sll69637332 
541Q SE III.I·MENT Sl rr.: .. GARRFG FA \VR $116965733-1 

5431 HUT PLATFORM, COitLAN GRAS Pt\RI. (iT, ORMF Sf 176h58261 

54·16 LONG I JUT. GRJ:/\1 ORM E Sll754584 1 o 
5447 HU r PLATFORM. I'E Y FFRIDO. GT. OIU\IE SI I769U8275 

5537 EGI WYS CIL 1'\\ I LAN SJI63826638 

5577 PI.A rFROM I lOUSE, I'LASTIRION LOIXit: Sll514'16270 

5777 RFCTANGULAR f'LATFORM. DEGANWY 51178377922 

6136 RECTANGULAR ll liiLDING. fFYNNON CA!:.FG !:.1 1678-16504 

6148 PLATFORM I IOU~ I:. ARDDA Sll7llS566-18 

6773 DRS. S YCIINAN I 51!75()37675 

6774 DRS. l'vi AEN ESGOB SH75()37639 

6775 DRS. ALLT WEN SIIN(\57735 

6776 RFCTANGUALR PLATFORM. LLANGJ:l.YNIN CHURCII Sll75517372 

6777 LONG IIUT. CAE 10 1 Sll75067357 

6778 DRS. SYCIINANT SH75037679 
677Q I ONG II LIT. CWM EIGIALJ Sll711063 10 

6780 LONG IIUT. CWM I: IGIAU Sll7 11 06311 

6781 DRS. MYNYDD ISAF, GT. ORME SII778083S-l 

6782 DRS. MYNYDD ISAF, GT. ORMF. 51177768355 

6783 DkS (REMAIN~ OF). CRAIG CEI YNIN Sll74bl.!732. 1 

678-l DRS. <:>c OF CRAIG CEL YNIN Sll7493 73()9 

6785 DRS. Sc OF CRAIG CEL YNIN 5117-1947314 
6786 DRS. MAEN Y BARDO 'il-17-1017224 

6787 DRS. ri-YNNON Rlll JFF.INIG, GT. ORMF 'iH7670R384 

67ll8 DRS. ST TUDNO'S CHURCII. G f ORMC SH7674lD76 

6789 DRS. [OF BRYN IIALL Sl-163706907 

6790 liEN tGLWYS. E OF BRYN IIALL SH63776908 

6791 DRS. E OF BRYN JIALL s 1163 72691 0 

6792 POSSIBLE DR<;_ II EFN <; 1163846871 

6793 DRS. 1\ NANFON VALLEY st 16925 7095 

679-1 LONG IIUT. FFRIDD DDU Sll65117134 

6795 IIOUSt PLATFORM. 13\VLCII YM MIIWLL·LE $1163476852 

6796 DRS. PFOS FOELGRAIG ')[ 16466645 [ 

6797 DRS. MOEL EII.IO Sll751 06579 
6798 DRS. C\\ M YR MON COCII Sll6740693-l 

6799 DRS (PUSS.), CEI·N CYFARWYOO SII76656..J22 

6800 DRS. PEN Y GAER Sll75276913 

680 1 DRS. SW OF CAE'R·Hi\IDD Sl l68077317 

6802 DRS. SW OF CAE'R·IIAIDD Sll68067317 

6803 DRS. SW OF CAC'R-IIAIDD Sll680573 18 

6804 DRS. CAF'R·HAI()D Sli680Q7JI 5 

6805 DRS, CAt'R·HAIDD 511680873 17 

oliO to DRS. CAE'R·I-IIADD Sl-168097317 

6807 DRS. CWM Ct\SJ'G Sl-16-1746642 

6808 DRS, SE OF CAE CEI.YN S!-1770 16550 
6809 DRS. MOEL Y C'l S!-159806766 

6810 DRS. MOEL RIIIWF.N S!-157886492 
6811 DRS. MOEL RJ II WEN ~1-157876-195 

681 2 DRS, AFON I'ORTI ILI.WYD Sl173386555 
68 13 DR..<i. N E OF IIMOD Y GA R.RGG SII7J496 729 
6814 DRS. CLOGWYN'R ERYR <;f-172376660 

6815 DRS. CLOGWYNYRERYR ~1-1 72506652 

6816 LONG IIUT. MAtS Y GAER Sl-16664723 1 
68 17 LONG IIUT. Mi\ ES Y (rAFR SH66647232 

6818 DRS. MAEN Y BARDD Sl-174097207 

6819 J:NCI OSED LONG lllJT GROUP. MAEN Y BARDD Sll73877215 
6820 DRS. FI·RITII Y DDWYFFRWD SII745Q7270 

682 1 DRS, FFRITJ I Y DOWYFFR WO 51174607268 
6822 DRS. FFRITH Y DDWYFRWD Sl17478725-l 

6823 DR.."i, SE OF RJIIW SH74807:!01 

6824 DRS. SF OF TAN Y DR1\ICII CGI-165 • 14) SII7J 187111 

6825 DRS. LLANERCII FEDW (GI465- 18) SII70447JH 

6826 DRS (REMAINSl. I.. LANERCII FEDW (0 1465 • 19) Sll70577179 

6827 DR ?. BELOW PEN Y GAER SII75J56914 
6828 LONG IIUT. ARODA Sll7b366593 
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61\29 
61\30 
61\3 1 
6ll32 
6llJJ 
6834 
6835 
6836 
6R37 
6838 
683\l 
6840 
6841 
6854 
6855 
6856 
6857 
685S 
6859 
6860 
686 1 
6862 
6863 
6864 
6865 
6866 
6867 
6868 
6870 
6871 

10061 
10597 
10606 
10621 
106-15 
106-1 6 
106-18 
10654 
10685 
10686 
10706 
10765 
10796 
10841 
10950 
10957 
10958 
10965 
10966 
10981 
10984 
13012 
1303 I 

NAME FEAT 

DRS. MOEL FABAN 
DRS?. PEN Y FffliDD. GT ORME 
DRS. \J Of PEN Y GADAIR 
DRS. N Of PEN Y GADi\IR 
DRS. I' ANT Y IWRCI I 
DRS'1. S OF WAEN !SA 
DRS'1. S OF WAEN !SA 
DRS. W OF CAE TA~NAL 
DRS. SE OF PEN Y PARC 
DRS. SW OF TYDDYN-Dll 
DRS. SW OF TYDDYN-DU 
HUT! PLATFORM. FOEL DDUARTH 
DRS. W OF PANT-YR-TWRCH 
DRS. W OF PARCIAU 
DRS. I-IAFOD Y CAE 
POSSIBLI: DRS. ll.AFOD Y CAE 
POSSIBLt DRS. IIAFOO Y CAE 
DRS. BWLCI-I Y DDEUFAEN 
POSSII3LE DRS. BWLCII Y DDEUFAEN 
DRS. W OF PEN Y PARC 
DRS. W OF PEN Y PARC 
DRS. W OF PEN Y PARC 
DRS. HAFODTY GWYN 
DRS, COED GORS-WEN 
DRS, TAFOLOG 
DRS, T AFOLOG 
DRS. N OF GLAN Y GORS 
DRS. PEN Y GADA1R 
DRS. PEN Y GADA1R 
DRS. N OF GLAN Y GORS 
POSS. LONG liUT - W OF GAI.LT Y CELYN 
LONG liUT PLATFORM. C:EFN CYFARWYDD 
RECTANGULAR STRUCTURE/?SIIEEPFOLD, CEFN CYFARWYOD 
HUT PLATFORMS/SHEEPFOLDS. CEFN CYFARWYDO 
LONG HUT. CEFN CYFARWYOD 
IIUT PLATFORM/LONG IIUT. CEFN CYFARWYDD 
LONG IIUT/ENCLOSURE. C'EFN CYFARWYDD 
LONG IIUT/ENCLOSlJRE. C'EFN CYFARWYDD 
LONG II LIT AND ENCLOSURES. CF.FN CYFARWYDD 
LONG IIUT/HUT PLATFORM. CErN CYFARWYDD 
LONG IIUT/SLIEEPFOLD. S OF BRWVNOG UCHAF 
LONG 11UT AND ENCLOSURE. CEFN CVFARWYDD 
PLATFORM HOUSE AND ENCLOSURE. CEFN CYFARWYDD 
IIUT PLATFORM/I .ONG HUT. S OF BR WYNOG UC1il\ 
LONG HUT. CF.FN CVFARWYDD 
lONG I-IUT.I'LATFORM AND ENCLOSURr, CEFN CYFARWYDD 
HUT PLATFORM. CEFN CYFARWYDD 
HUT PLATFORM. CEFN CYFARWYDD 
HUT PLATFORM. CEFN CYFAR.WYDD 
LONG HUT/PLATFORM. CEFN CYFARWYDU 
PLATFORM IIOUSE/SHEEPFOLD, CEFN CYF.ARWYDD 
LONG IJUT/ENCLOSURE, CEFN CYti\RWYDD 
HUT PLATFORM/I!AFOD, CEFN C'YFARWYDD 

Records printed: 270 
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51 163656795 
51 176928272 
Sll73446992 
51 173526991 
SH75027055 
Sll74807036 
$1174907025 
$117494 7010 
51173647092 
Sll74007162 
Sli7377 152 
$11686672 18 
SH74987054 
5 1(74957120 
Sl17-1657165 
Sll7-16l71 14 
Sll7-127711l 
5117234 7129 
$1171927136 
51 173407090 
$1173367092 
Sll73417093 
$1174097089 
51175447073 
$117244 7033 
51171927049 
$1 174667077 
$1172 72698 J 
$1172726988 
$117464 7092 
Sll54ll96157 
Sll74lll6398 
SH74ll06403 
Sl-1 76786424 
$11756864 78 
$1175596481 
$11754 76468 
SI1748264.B 
SH75236446 
SH75266433 
Sfl74226357 
Sl-177026550 
SH76926497 
SH74506362 
SH7722642l> 
()1-176746522 
Sl-176826532 
$1176336527 
51 176326526 
$11762)6482 
51176346487 
$1175706262 
$1-176636350 



APPENDIX V 

List of new sites 



A:\G 1464A.DBF 
Printed: 17/03/98 II: 12 

New Sites Identified 

PRN NAME FEAT NG R 

6773 DRS. SYC IINANT SH75037h75 
6774 DRS. MA~N FSGOB 51175037639 
6775 DRS. ALl f WI'N SH74657735 
6776 RECTANGUAI R PLATFORM. !.LANGEL YNIN CHURCH Sl-175517372 
6777 LONG I IU f . CAE IOL Sl 175067357 
6778 DRS. SYCIINANT Sl 175037679 
6779 LONG II U I . CWM f:IGJAU Sll7 I I 063 10 
6780 LONG HUT. CWM E!Git\U Sll71 1063 11 
678 1 DRS. MYNYDD ISM'. GT. ORME 51177808354 

6782 DRS. t\IYNYDD ISAE GT. ORI\ IE $1177768355 
67R3 DRS (REMAfNS OF). CMICi CEI YNIN s tl7-16tm21 

6784 DRS. SE Of CRAIG CEL YNIN 5117493 7309 

6785 DRS. SE OF CRAIG CEL YNIN 5117-194 73 1 ~ 

6786 DRS. MAEN Y BARDO 5 1174017224 

6787 DRS. FFYNNON RLIUFEINIG. CiT. ORME 51176 70!!38-1 
6788 DRS. ST TUDNO'S CI IURCII. CiT. ORMF. 51176 741!3 76 
6789 DRS. E OF BRYN HALL 511637061107 
6790 HEN EGLWYS. E OF BRYN llt\1 L Sl 163 776908 
67\1 1 DRS. E OF BRYN IIALL Sl 163726910 
6792 POSSIBLE DRS. LLEFN Sl 163846871 
6793 DRS. ANANFON VALLEY Sl 16925 7095 
6794 LONG IIUT, FFRIDD DDU SH651271J4 
6795 I IOU SF Pl 1\ TFORM. BWLCII Yl\1 MHWLL-L l SH63-176852 
6796 DRS. FHIS FOEI.GRAJG SH64666451 
6797 DRS. MOEL EILIO SH75106579 
6798 DRS, CWM YR AFON COCI I Sl 167406934 
6799 DRS !PO~S .). C£FN CYFARWYDD Sl·l76656422 
6800 DRS. PEN Y GAER Sl 175276913 
6801 DRS. S\\' OF CAC'R-HAJDD SHb80773 17 
6802 DR$. S\\' OF CAE'R-IIJ\100 SI1680C>7JI7 

6803 DRS. S\V OF CAE'R-I!AI DIJ Sll680:i7318 
6804 DR!'. C AF'I<-IIAIDD Sl-168097315 
6805 DRS, CAt'R·IIAIDO SH680R73 17 

6806 DRS. CAF.'R-HIADD SII68097317 
6807 DRS. CWM CASEG SH64746M2 
6808 DR .. SE Of CAE CFI. YN SH77016550 
6809 DRS. MOI:L Y Cl Sl-159806766 
6810 DRS. MOEL RHIWEN Sl-157886492 
6811 DRS. MOr:L R~IIWEN Sl-157876495 
6812 DRS. AFON PORT I ILL WYD Sl-173386555 
6813 DRS. NE' OF I LAFOD Y GAR REG Sl 173496 729 
6~14 DRS. Cl OGWYN'R CRYR Sl 172376660 
6~15 DRS. CLOGWYNYRCRYR 51172506652 
6816 LONG IIUT, MAES Y GAER Sl 1666-17231 
6817 LONG Il l IT, MAES Y GAER Sl 166647232 
68 18 DRS, MAEN Y BARDO Sl 174097207 
61! 19 ENCLOSED LONG HUT GROUP. MAEN Y 13/\RDD SH73877215 
6820 DRS, FFRITII Y DDWYFFRWD Sl l7-1597270 
6821 DRS. FI·RJHI Y DDWYFFRWD SIIN607268 
6822 DRS. fFRtnl Y DDWYFR'WD SH74787254 

6R23 DRS. SE OF Rl IIW SH74807201 
6824 DRS, SC OF TAN Y RRAICII (G I465 - 14) SH7J1l::71 II 
6825 DRS. LLANERCH FEDW (Gio.l65 - 18) $1170447 174 
6826 DRS (REMAINS). LLANfRCII FEDW (G l-165 • 19) Sl 170577179 
6827 DRS?. 13ELOW PEN Y GAFR Sll7535691-l 
6828 LONG I JUT, ARODA Sl l76366593 
6829 DRS. MOI: L l-ABAN SII6365671J5 
6830 DRS?, PEN Y FFRJDD, GT ORMf: Sl 17692!!272 
6831 DRS, N 0 1· PEN Y GADAIR Sl 173446992 
6832 DRS. N OF PEN Y GADAIR Sf-173526991 
6R33 DRS. PANTY IWRCH Sl-175027055 
683-1 DRS?. S OF WAEN ISA Sll74807036 
6835 DRS"?. S OF WAEN ISA Sl-1749070:?5 

6836 DRS. W Of' CAETAENAL 511749-170 I U 

6837 DRS. SE OF PEN Y PARC St 173647092 
6838 DRS. SW OF TYDDYN-DU SH74007162 
6839 ORS. SW OF fYIJDYN-OU <;f-17377152 
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6H40 HUT'! PLA TI'ORM, FOEL DDUAR I H 
6841 DRS. W OF PANT-YR-TWRCII 
685-t DRS. W OF f'ARCIAU 
685' DR'i. 111\1-()D Y CAE 
11856 POSSIIlLE DRS, HAFOD Y CAr 
n857 PO. SIB I 1.: DRS. fiAI'OD Y CAE 
6858 DRS. BWI ('II Y DOEUFAEN 
6859 POSSIBI 1- DRS. RWLCII Y DDEUFAEN 
6860 DRS,\\ OF PEN Y PARC 
6861 llRS, W OJ- PEN Y PARC 
6862 DRS, W OF PEN Y PARC 
6863 DRS, IIAFODTY GWYN 
6864 DRS, COED GORS-WEN 
6865 DR~. Tt\FOI.OG 
6866 DRS. TAFOLOG 
6867 OR<;, N OF GLAN Y GORS 
6868 DRS. I'EN Y GADAIR 
61<70 DRS. I'EN Y GADAIR 
6!!71 DRS. N OF GLAN Y GORS 

Records printed: 86 
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Sll68667118 
51174987054 
51174957120 
51174657165 
5ll7-t61711-t 
SH7-l277111 
51172347129 
51171927136 
51173-tU70lJCI 
51173367092 
51173417093 
SH7-W97089 
SH75447073 
$1171447033 
$1171927()49 
$1174667077 
$1172726981 
SH72726988 
Sll7464 7092 



APPENDIX VI 

Sites of the Primary Resource lndicator which are not DRS sites 



A:\NOTLI I.DBF 
Printed: 17/03/98 I 0:07 

Sites on the PRJ which are not DRS sites 

PRN SITENAME OS MAP REASON 

1{0.:! RI·CT \ Glii.AR I'LATFORM\ENCLOSURE SII54Nic NOT LONG JIU·r 

20 PILl OW MOUND· RIIOS FA WR SII56NF NOT LONG II U r 

3138 BOD.\'lDIU;G ·MEDIEVAL SETILEME'.'T SII56N\\' NOT LONG IIU f 
1420 sr:n I EMENT • [OF MOEL RJIIWEN SII56SI- NOT LONG II u·1 

1425 I ONG IIU1 S • CAE'R M YNYDD SII56SF UNLOCATED 

2439 St:rn EM~Nr. BRYN MADOG FARM Sll:i6SF NOT I.ONG IIU I 

IJ9-l sr ll"l.r-MFN r ERATIIWORKS, NW OF \\' AEN RIIYTIIALL"J' SH56SW NOT LONG IIU I 

37 II PI.A Tl ROM · GAR REG LEFAIN SII56SW UNLOCATED 

10004 PI .ATFORM/CLEARANCE CAIRN. NW OF GARREG I E FAIN SII565W UNLOCATED 

10014 RFCTAN(,LJLAR 13UILDING • N OF GARREG LEFAIN SI IS6SW NOT LONG HU"I 

10018 POSSIRI f LONG I lOUSE NE OF GARREG LEFAIN SJI56SW UNLOCATED 

10019 SlJBRECTANGIJALR BliiLOING NW OF GARREG LEFAIN SII:i6SW NOT LONG II UT 

10023 RECTANCii ii.1\R FEA I'lJRE • W OF GARREG LEFAIN Slt:i6SW NOT LONG IIU"I 

10042 SUBRF:C1 ANGULAR STRUCTURE· NE Of PLAS Y CEI YN SII56SW NOT LONG IIU"I 

10044 RECTANGIJI.AR PLATFORM. NE OF PLAS Y CELYN SII56SW NOT LONG I JUT 

10045 R FCTANGUI.AR PLATFORM. NE. OF PLAS Y CEL YN Sfl :i6SW NOT LONG II UT 

10063 PLATFORM· ENF OF GARREG LEI·AIN Sll:i6SW UNLOCATED 

10(>67 PLATFORM • NE or GARREG LEFAIN Sll:i6SW UNLOCATED 

77 R f"('T ANGULAR PLATFORMS. SE OF TV -FRY. RIIOSCEFNI I(({ SII57NW OUTSIDE ARF.1\ 

2313 S~TTI.EMEN'I · I LANDEGAI II57SE EXCAVATED 

5793 I.ONCi I JUT. "it-' OF DINAS MOT SJ-165NW OUTSIDE A REt\ 
-150 Sr1 ll.EMI:.NI.ArONGOCII SJ-166NF. NOT LONG HUI 

2495 SFTI I L:MENT. l'WM C ASEG SJ166NF UNLOC/\1 ED 
279 lJNI:NCLOStD ETILEMENT. N. OF LLEFN SII66NW UNLOl'i\"1 ED 
281 Sl· 11 Ll MENT 'IE OF LI.EFN 'iii66NW II lODEN 

286 L:TI LEME 'T. N SLOPE OF GALL T Y MAW ')1 166NW NOT LONG HUl 

302 LONG JJUT • f OFT ANY GARTII ')II66 w DESTROYF.D 

30~ IIU I l'l.ATFORM. f 01- TYDOY, SABEL SII66NW DESTROYED 

3660 SI·TI I f:'&N'I Sill: SII66NW DESTROYED 

3663 SF I rJ t=\li·N 1.13RONWYDD 'iii66NW NOT LONG I IUT 

5701 RFC rAN< iUALR S rRUCTURE. PENRHYN QUARRY SII66NW NOr LONG HUT 
57115 I'USS IH CTANGULAR STRUCTURE I\1166N\V NOr LONG JIUT 
5570 I'Ll\ II·ORM IIOUSFS (POSSIBLE). CWM Gi\1-R. NA'IIT PFRJ<; SII66S\V NOr LONG I JUT 

317 I.ONCi II IJT. HRIDD DOll 'iii67SC DESTROYED 

3-15 I I UT PLA fFORJ\1. N BANK OF AFON ANAFON SII67SE NOT LONG HUT 
349 S FACINli SLOPE OF FOE I DDUARTH • LONG II LIT SII67SE HIODEN/DAMAGW 
349 LONG IIIIT, i\ Nt\FON VALLEY SII67SI· HIDDEN 
35 1 LONG I li lTS. SW BANK OF ANAFON SII67SE UNLOCATED 

353 LONG IIUT. t\Ni\FON VALLEY SII67SE UNLOCATED 

369 LONG I JUT GROUP · 1\FON RllAIADR-fAWR Slf67SE EXCAVI\TFD 

373 I ONG ll lJTS ·NANTY PANDY Sllo7SE DAMAGED/OES"I'ROY 

J7J L ONCJ I JUTS· NANTY PANDY SH67SF. DAMAGED/HIDDEN 

82R LON(i I JUT. ANAFON VALLEY SHC>7SE HIDDEN 

837 PLA n :ORM. ANAFON VALLEY SH67SE NOT LONG IIUl 
408-1 LONG IIU I. ANAFON VALLEY S.H67SE UNLOCATW 

5381! SUO-RI'CTANGULAR SCOOP. FOEL DDUARTII SH67SE NOT LONG IIUT 

5404 POS 101 E RFCTANGUALR STRUCTURE. YR ORSCDD ~J-167SE UNLOCATED 

5405 flOSS Ill I E SETTI FMENT & ENCLOSURI:. YR ORSEDD H67SE NOT LONG I JUT 

5406 POSS LOW PLATFORMS WITII KERBING. YRORSEDD llb7 E NOT LONG HUT 

5407 UB-RL=CTANGULAR PLATI-'ORM. YR ORSEDD 'i1167SE NOT LONG HUl 

5604 SUB-RECTANGllLAR HUT 51167 E NOT LONG HUl 

.5oJI SUB-OVAL PLATFOR..\11. N SlOE OF ANAFON VALLFY '1167 E OTLONG HUl 

71 LO}JG lllJT • NANT-IIEIL YN SII67SW DESTROYED 

72 LONG lllJT • NANT II ElLYN Sll67 W DESTROYED 

2318 l:NCL OSURF. i\ND FARf\IS rEAD- TAN YR ALLT SII67SW DESTROYED 

666 PI A TFOR,\1 IIOIJSI-.. Bl:LOW PEN Y GAER SII76 E DUPLICATE 

669 LONG I JUT BEl OW PbN Y Y GAER. LLANBEDR Y CF.NIN Sll76 E UNLOCATED 

6147 RECTANGl>AI R BUILDING/ENCLOSURE. ARODA SII76NE DAMAGED 

6150 SET!! I MFNT. ARODA SII76NE UNLOCATED 

615 1 SFTILFt-IFNT. ARODA (MOEL EILIO) SII76NE DUPLICATE 

10759 RECTAN\rlii.AR ENCLOSURE SII76NE NOT LONG II U-1 

10766 LON\r IIUT. CEFN CYPARWYDD 'i1176NE UNLOCATED 

1071l0 LONG II U r PLA 1 FORM SI176NF UNLOCATED 

1078 1 LONG IIU I PLATFORM AND ENCLOSURE SI176NF NOT I.QN(j HLJ'I 
(,!(7 SETrLHviFNT • CLOGWYN YR ERYR Sll71iNW NOT LONG II U1 

695 LONG I JUT· RFMAINS OF. NW OF BRON Y GADAIR $ 1176NW UNLOCATED 
705 SETTLEMENT· MOEL EILIO SII76NW NOT LONG I I Ul 
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706 ENCLOSURE AND 'I WO POSSIALI· LO:>IG Ill ITS '1176NW NOT LONG IlLII 

707 LONG Ill ' r~ • PLN Y GAD1\IR SII76NW NO I' I ON\r !lUI 

5545 SCTfl FI\1FNT- REMIANS OF. N OF CWM IZ IGIAU IIH76NW NOT I ONG IIUT 

1027'J PLATFORMS OR PEAT STACKS· FSF. OF IIM'OD Y GARREG SII76NW NO'I LONG IIUT 

10293 PLATFORM - WAEN URYN-G\Vt:NI rH SH76NW NOT LONG HUT 

10295 PLAfi·ORM OR CAIRN· WAEN BRYN-GWCNII II SH76, \\' NO 1 LONG IIUT 

10303 PLATFORM- WAEN BRYN-G\VI.NITI-1 SH76NW NO I' LONG 11UT 

10306 PLATFORM- WAEN [lRYN GWI.N1TH SH76NW NOT LONG IIUT 

4628 FNCLOSURFS AND LONG HUTS S1176SC HIDDEN 

-16J·I SE ITLfMF.NT TRACE SH76SE UNl OCATED 

10615 S rRliCTURF./BUILDING. CEFN CYFARWYDD SH76SE DAI\1AGEDfOESTROY 

10622 IIUT PLATFORM. CEFN CYFARWYDD SII76SE NOT I.ONG IIUT 

10626 II IJT PLATI'ORM. CEFN CYFARWYDD SII76SE IIIDDEN 

10619 IIUT Pl./\1 FORM/SHHPFOLD. Cf-'r-N CYFARWYDD SII76SE NOT I.ONG Ill 'T 

10630 JIUT PLA rFORM/l: 'CLOSURE. CH'N CYFARWYDD SII76SE U'li.OCATED 

10631 LONG HUT/ENCLOS\JRE. CEFN CYFARWYDD SII76SE UNLOCATED 

10633 IIJ\FOD/LONG HUT. CEFN CYFARWYDD SII76SE NOT LONG IIUT 

10040 CAE GWAJR <;E ri'LI:.I\IENTIBUII DING COMPLEX SII76SE NOT LONG IIU I 

106-17 LONG lll' I/ENCLOSlJRF SII76SE NOT LONG IIU I 

1068-1 LONG IIU 1/IIUT PLA rroRM. CEFN CYFARWYDD SII76SE UNLOCA'IEIJ 

10688 IIUT PLATFORM. CEFN CYFAR \VYDD SII76SE UNLOCATED 
10780 LONG HUT I'LA !'FORM. CEFN CYFARWYDD SII76SE liN LOCATED 

10781 LONG IIUI I'LAl I'ORM. CEFN CYFARWYDD SII76SE NOr LONG 11\IT 

10797 I ONG HUf/S. CHN CYFARWYDO SII76SE NOr LONG IIUT 

10806 IIUT PLA"I FORM, CEFN CYFARWYDD SII76SE UNLOCATED 

10838 IJAFOD/1 ONG IJU'I. (I:FN CYFARWYDD SII76SE IIIDDEN 

10857 LONG HUT/SIIHPFOI D. CEFN CYFARWYOD 1176SE NOT LONG IIUT 

10920 LONG IIU !'/PLATFORM HOUSES. CEFN CnARWYDD 1176SE NOT LONG IIU'I 

109-19 I ONG IIU'I. CEFN CY I·ARWYDO SII76SE NOT I.ONG IIUT 

1095 1 SE·m .EMEN f/IIAFODTY & B£lJDY. CEFN CYFARWYDf) SII 76SE NOT LONG IIUT 

13016 LONG IIU f . CEFN CYf'ARWYDD SH76SE NO I' LONG IIUT 

13029 J.O, G IIUT PLATFORM. CEFN C. YFARWYDO 51 17/lSE NO I' LONG I JUT 

13030 I.ONG IIUT/SIIEEPFOLD. CEFN CYFARWYDD SII76SE IIIDDEN 

13035 I.ONG IIUT/ENl'LOSliRF.S. CEI N CYI'ARWYDD SII76SE NUT LONO lllJT 

13038 SETILLI\ICNT. CEFN CYfARWYDl) SII76SF. 'OT LONG HlJl 

130-11 I QNG HU r PLATFORM. CAE'R IIEGL SI I76SF lJNtoC'ATLO 

10607 !)E'ITLF.MFNT. MUL IIPI:RIOD • BRWYNOG UCHAF SII76SW NOT LONG IIUT 

2833 MEDIEVAl SETILEMI:NT. HENDRE SII77NE DESTROYED 

2836 FARMSTEAD (PROBl MEDIEVAL. N SIDE DFCiANWY CA<ITL[ '\1177NE DESTROYED 

721 1101\IES J'I:AD. PENMAENMAWR 1177NW DCSTROYED 

2-ll.!l RECTANGULAR IIUT. GORS-\VI· N 51177 E lJNI.OCAH:D 

-198 SETTLEMENT. DrNAS CAMP 1177SW NOT LONG IIUT 

501 HUT PLATFORM. Nit MAEN Y IMRDD ~1177SW NOT LONG II liT 

502 IIUT PLATI'ORM. NR MAEN Y UARDD 1177SW NOl LONG IIUT 

532 I ONG II LIT. S\V OF TYDDYN-DU SI177SW NOT LONG IIU'I 

557 SETILMENT. TAl. Y FAN SII77SW NOT LONG II IJ I 

3888 PLATFORM IJOUSE • DROSGI. Slf77SW UNLOCATED 
-1685 LONG HUT -REMAINS OF SII77SW DUPliCATE 

-1 703 LONG IIUT SII77SW DESTROYED 

-1711 I !UT ENCI OS LIRE. PLA I FORM I lOUSE. C'EFN MA FN '' MOR SII77SW NOT LONG IIU1 

4717 LONG IlLI I'. NW OF FOEL LWYD SH77SW UNLOCATED 

Records printed: I 18 
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APPENDIX VII 

DRS sites with evaluation scores 



A:\G 1464C.DBF 
Printed: 17/03/98 10:47 

Scores for scheduling (form G1313/3) 

PRN OOCA OOCH GROAS GROClSURVlVAL DIVFEAT POTENTIAL AMENJTYCONOIT ION FRAGILITWULNERAHILCONSERV TOTAL PROFJUO 

661 2 2 I I I I I I I I l I 15 D 757 2 I I I I 2 ' I 2 I I I IS D 
723 I I 2 2 I I 1 I 2 I I I 16 c 4625 I I I I I I I I l J 3 I 16 D 763 2 I I I I 2 I I J I I I 16 D 5447 I I 2 1 I I I I 3 I I I 16 D 4515 I I I I I I I I J 3 I I 16 0(0) 

6835 I I 2 2 I I I I I 2 2 I 1(1 D(G) 
762 l I I I 2 2 2 I 2 I I I 17 A 

2334 2 I 2 2 I 2 1 I 2 I I I 17 c 
6823 I J 2 2 I I I 2 3 t I I 17 C(G) 3776 2 I 2 2 I I 1 I 3 I I 1 17 n 709 I 2 2 2 I I I I' 3 I I I 17 D 6836 I I 2 2 I 2 I I 3 I I I 17 D(G) 4626 I I 2 2 I 2 I I 3 I I I 17 D(l,) 
4627 I 1 2 2 I 2 1 I J I I 1 17 D(L) 
2333 2 I 2 2 I 2 2 I 2 I I I I !< c 6854 I I 2 2 2 I I 2 I 2 2 I 18 c 455 I I I I I 2 2 2 0 2 I I~ C(G&L _, 
750 I I I I I 2 2 I 3 3 I IS C(G} 

5012 I l 3 3 I 2 I l 2 I I Ill C(G) 
1586 I l 2 2 I 2 I I 3 2 I It< C(L) 
6776 I I 2 2 I I I I 3 3 I 18 C(L) 

10984 I I 3 3 I I l I 3 I I IS D 
6783 I I J 3 I I 1 I :\ I I 18 D 824 I I 3 3 1 I 2 I 2 I I IS D(G&I. 
6838 I I 3 ) I 2 I I 2 I I IS D(G&I . 10958 I I 3 3 I I I I 2 I 2 I 18 D(L) 6786 I I 2 2 2 I 2 2 3 I I I 19 A(G&I. 3768 2 I 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 I I I 19 B(G) 
6777 I I 2 2 I 2 2 2 3 I I I 19 B(GJ 3782 I I 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 I I I 19 B(LJ 3777 l I I I 2 1 2 2 3 2 I I 19 c 
2496 I I 1 2 2 1 3 I 2 I I I 19 (' 
4706 2 I 3 I I I 2 2 3 I I I 19 c 
6859 I I 3 3 I I I 2 I 2 2 I 19 (.' 

300 1 I I I 2 I 2 2 3 2 I I 19 C(Gt 6798 I I I I 2 I 2 3 3 2 I I 19 C(ll 
656 l I 2 2 2 I 2 I 3 I I r 19 D 6809 l I 2 2 2 1 2 I I 2 3 I 19 D 

6799 I I 3 J I I 2 I 2 2 I I 19 D 
29!! I I 2 2 l 2 1 I I 3 1 I 19 D 
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PRN DOCA DOCH GROAS GROCLSURVIVAL OIVF'EAT POTENTIAL AMENITYCONDITION FRAGILITWULNERABILCONSERV TOTAL PROFJUD 

682 I 2 3 3 I 2 I I 3 2 I I 21 C(G&L 
670 I I J 3 2 I 2 I 3 I 2 I 21 C(G&L 

40S8 I I J 3 I 2 I I 2 3 2 I 2 I C'{G) 
10645 I I J 3 I 2 I I 3 3 I I 21 D 
10654 I I J 3 I 2 2 2 3 I I I 21 D 
2481 2 I 3 3 I I I I I 3 3 I 21 D 

282 2 I J 3 I 2 2 I 3 I I I 21 D(G&L 
509 I I J 3 I 2 I I 3 J I I 21 D(G&L 

6800 I I 3 3 I I 2 I 3 3 I I 21 D(G) 
668 I I 3 3 I I 2 I 3 3 I I 21 D(G) 
818 I 2 3 3 I 2 2 I 3 I I I 21 D(G) 

68 18 2 I 3 3 2 J 3 I 2 2 I I n A(G&L 
683 I I 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 I I 22 A(G) 

10796 I I 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 I I 22 A( G) 
5577 I I I I 2 2 2 3 3 3 2 I 22 A(l) 
702 I I 2 I 3 2 2 3 3 2 I I 22 B 

6136 I I I I 3 2 2 3 3 3 I l 22 B 
6824 I I 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 1 I l 22 B 
6774 I I 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 I 22 B(G&I 

796 I I 3 3 3 2 1 I 2 I 2 I 22 B(G&L 
67K7 I I 3 3 3 2 2 I 2 I 2 l 22 B(G&L 

280 I I 3 3 2 2 2 2 3 I I l 21 B(G&L 
6867 I I 3 3 2 2 3 I I 2 2 I 22 B(G&L 
6780 I 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 3 I I I 22 H(G) 
6773 I I 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 I 22 B(G) 
6778 I I 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 I 2 I 22 B(G) 
6797 I l 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 I I 22 8(G) 

348 2 I J 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 I I 22 B(G) 
694 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 l 2 I 22 H(G) 
722 I 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 I 22 B(L) 
569 I 2 3 2 I 2 2 3 3 I I 22 B(L) 

6829 I 3 3 2 2 3 I 2 2 I I 22 B(L) 
1070o I 3 3 2 2 2 2 3 1 I 1 22 c 
2494 I 2 2 3 2 3 3 2 l I 22 c 
327 l J 3 2 I 2 2 3 2 I 22 c 

6857 I J 3 2 I I 2 I 3 3 22 c 
6793 2 3 3 2 I 2 2 2 2 I 22 C((i&l_ 
6796 I J 3 2 I 2 2 3 2 I 22 C(G) 

10965 I 3 3 2 2 2 2 3 I I 22 C(L) 
6868 I 3 3 2 2 I I 2 3 2 22 D 
4557 2 I 3 3 I I 2 I 3 3 I 22 D(G) 

517 I I 3 3 I 2 2 2 2 2 2 22 D(G) 
68 11 I I 3 3 I 2 I I 3 3 2 22 D(L) 

10981 I I 3 3 2 2 2 2 1 2 I 22 E 
6815 I I 3 3 2 2 2 2 3 I I 22 E 

374 2 I 3 3 2 I 3 I 2 2 I 22 E 
5431 I I 2 2 3 2 2 1 3 ] I 22 E 
518 I I 2 1 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 23 A 
503 2 I 3 3 2 1 3 2 2 I I 23 A(G&L 
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PRN DOCA DOCH CROAS CROCLSURVIVAL DIVFEAT POTENTIAL AMENITYCONDITION F'RAGILITWULN ERABILCONSERV TOTAL PROF'JUD 

4606 
6805 

240 
6794 
6781 
6782 

5011 
3680 

13031 
4638 
642 

6788 
67()1 

82 1 
5537 
561 

4701 
699 
692 

6837 
3172 
4080 
659 

6858 
6870 
6834 
667 

6775 
501 1 
6822 
6789 

504 
6819 

700 
299 
276 
275 

4082 
6804 
6806 
64 1 
567 

671!4 
M3 

4598 
243 1 

1084 1 
5446 
2480 
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287 2 I J J 2 2 3 2 J 2 I I 25 B(I.) 6792 2 I 3 3 ) I 2 3 J 2 I I 25 C(G&L 
831 2 I 3 3 2 2 1 3 2 3 I I 25 C'(G&L 

6828 I 2 3 3 2 2 3 2 3 2 I I 25 C(G&L 
6790 2 2 3 3 2 2 2 3 J 2 I I 26 A(G&l 
325 I I 3 J 2 2 2 3 3 J 2 I 26 A(G&I 
51 1 2 I 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 1 I I 26 A!G&l 

3668 I 2 3 3 2 2 1 3 J 2 2 I 26 1\(G) 
697 I 2 2 l 3 2 3 3 J 3 I I 26 A(G) 

2493 I I 2 2 J 2 3 3 3 2 J 26 1\(G) 
4601 I I 3 3 3 2 3 3 J 2 I 26 A(G) 
2-132 I I 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2 2 26 1\(1.) 
6814 I I 3 2 3 3 J 3 J 2 I 26 A(l.) 

570 2 I 3 J 3 2 2 1 2 J I 2tl n 
834 2 ? 3 3 2 2 3 3 2 2 I 26 B(G) 
665 I 3 3 3 2 J 3 J 2 I 26 B(I.&G 
319 I 3 3 3 2 2 3 J 2 2 2(1 B(L) 
326 I 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 I 27 A\G&L 
664 2 3 3 3 2 2 3 ] 3 I 27 1\(Ci&L 

6827 2 3 3 3 2 2 3 ] 3 I 27 A(G&L 
347 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 I 27 A(G) 

61! 16 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 1 I 27 A(G) 
68 17 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 1 I 27 A(G) 
320 2 3 2 3 2 3 3 J 3 I 27 A(L) 
711 I J 3 3 2 3 3 3 1 2 27 B 

6865 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2 I 27 B 
352 2 J 3 3 2 3 2 3 2 I 27 B(G&L 
829 2 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 1 I 28 A(G) 
513 2 2 3 3 2 3 2 3 J 2 2 21! A(C,) 
M33 2 2 3 3 ] 2 3 2 3 3 I 211 13<G&L 
680 I 2 3 ] 3 2 3 3 3 J I 21! B(G&L 
830 2 2 J 3 3 2 3 2 3 J I 28 C'IG&L 

Records printed: 270 
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APPENDIX VIII 

Sites visible on vertical aerial photographs 



Snowdonia National Park, 1:10,000 Colour Verticals (1986) 

(IP = improved pasture. RP = rough pasture.) 

PR~ LA '\Ol SE '\EGi\ TIVE i'O. YEG.\TJO'\ TIIRl:AT 

SH56 \\ 

10061 MOUNT AI• 045 BRACK~N 

10063 MOUNTAIN 045 GRASS/GORSEIBRACJ.. EN 
10067 ~ I OLJN"I AIN 045 GRASS/GORSFIBRACKEN 
3711 MOUN lAIN 045 GRASS/GORSE/BRACKEN 
10004 MOUNTAIN 045 GRASS/GORSE/BRACKEN 
10014 MOUNTAIN 045 GRASS/GORSE/BRACKEN 
10018 MOUNTAIN 04:5 GRAS /GORSE/RRACKEN 
IOO IQ MOUNlAIN 045 GRASS/GORSE/BRACK EN 
10023 MOUNTAIN 045 ClRASS/GORSc/URACKEN 
10045 MOUNTAIN 023 II F. A TH 1:: RIGORS£ 
10044 MOUNTAIN 023 IIEATIIFR/GORSI: 
100-12 MOUNTAIN 023 I IEATIIER!GORSE 
3696 IP 023 GORSt 

SH56SE 

2425 RP 097 GRASS/GORSE/BRACKEN 
2432 IP 097 GRASS 
U31 IP 097 GRASS 

SH56:'\E 

3171 R.P 097 GRASS/BRACKEN 
3680 IJl 112 GRASSJURACK EN/TREES 

SHG6:\"W 

298 RP 181 GRASS 
:!99 RP 18 1 GRASS 
5705 IP 183 GRASS 
302 RJ' 029 GRASS/HRACKEN 
3668 RP 029 GRASS/BRACK EN 
79-1 IU' 029 GRASS/ORACKFN 
5537 R.P 029 GRASS/URACKEN 
303 MOUNTAIN 044 GR.I\SSII3RACK FN 
301 MOUNTAIN 044 GRASS/BRACKEN 
1493 MOUNTA IN 043 GORSE/IlEA TilER 
283 MOUN.IAIN 031 GRASS/IIEATI IEIVBRACKEN 
282 MOUNTAIN 031 GRASS/HI· ATI IER/DRACKEN 
280 MOUNTAIN 031 GRASS/HI:ATIIER/BRACKEN 
279 MOUNTAIN 03 1 GRASS/HI:iATIIER./BRACKEN 
281 MOUNTAIN 031 GRASS/I IEATIICR./BRACKEN 
277 RJl 03 1 BRACKEN 
275 MOUNTAIN OJI GRASS 
276 MOUNTAIN 031 GRASS 
287 RP 031 GRASS 
300 MOUN tAIN OJI GRASS/GORSE 
304 IP 031 GRASS/BRACK EN 

SII66~E 

450 MOUNTAIN 106 GRASSIHEATIIFR 
455 MOUNTAIN 106 GRA S/ CREE 
6136 MOUNTA IN 123 GRASS 
757 MOUNTAIN 041 GRASS 
249-1 MOUNTA IN 043 GRASS/I lEATHER 
2333 MOUNTAIN 043 GRA S/I IEA.I II~R 
2334 MOUNTAfN 043 IlEA TilER 
2496 MOUNTAIN OH GRASS 



SH66SW 

7fo2 11' 027 GRASS 
763 MOUNTAIN 025 GRASS/BRACKEN 
5012 MOUNTAIN 045 GRASS/RUSHES 
SOli MOUNTAIN 04 5 GRASS/RliSHgs 

SH67SW 

72 IP 040 GRASS 
71 JP 040 GRASS 
2318 IP 179 GRASS 

SH67SE 

325 JP 116 GRASS 
5388 IP 116 GRASS 
326 RP I 16 GRASS/BRACKEN 
327 RP 116 GRASS/BRACKEN 
4088 RP 116 GRASS 
5400 MOUNTAIN 116 GRASS/GORSE 
5403 MOUNTAIN I 16 GRASS/GORSE 
5405 MOUNTAIN I 16 GRASS/GORSE 
5407 MOUNTAIN 116 Ci RASS/GORS E 
5406 MOUNTAIN I 16 GRASS/GORSE 
351 rDRESTRY I 16 CONIFERS TR.EES 
369 RP I 18 GRASS/TREES/BRACKEN 
318 R.P 039 GRASS/GORSE 
319 JP 039 GRASS 
317 lP 039 GRASS 
241 IP 039 GRASS 
240 RP 039 GRASS/GORSE 
5631 R.P I 16 GRASS/GORSE 
818 R.P l 16 GRASS/BRACKEN 
349 RP I 16 GRASS/DRACKEN 
825 R.P l 16 GRASS/BRACKEN 
4084 RP I 16 GRASSfGORSE 
837 RP 182 GRASS/BRACKEN 
836 R.P 11!2 CRASS/BRACKEN 
353 RJ> 182 GRASS/BRACK t:N 
835 RJ> 182 GRASS/BRACKEN 
834 RP 182 GR.ASS/BRAC'KEN 
829 RP 182 GRASS/BRACKEN 
4082 RP 182 GRASS/BRACK EN 
4080 RP 182 GRASS/UR.ACKEN 
820 RP 182 GRASS/GORSE 
826 RP 181 GRASS 
5419 RP 183 GRASS 
5414 RP 183 GRASS/GORSE/HEATIIER 
541 I RP 183 GRASS/GORSE/HEAT! lER 
373 IP 184 GRASS 
372 IP 183 GRASS 
374 RP 183 GRASS/BRACKEN 

SIJ76NE 

672 RP 109 BR.ACKEN 
682 RP 109 GRASS 
6&1 R.P 109 GRASS 
10766 RP 108 GRASS 
6151 RP 108 GRASS 
6150 RP 108 GRASS 
683 IP 108 GRASS 
6147 RP 108 GRASS 
6148 RP 108 GRASS/BRACKEN 
668 RJ' OJ I GRASS/IlRAC~EN 

664 RP OJ I GR.ASS 
669 RP OJ I GRASS/BRACKEN 



SH76\ 'W 

706 Rl' 056 GRASS 
702 MOUNTAIN 176 GRAS IGORSE 
698 MOUNTAIN 030 GRA . 
697 Rl' 030 GRASSIURACKEN 
1027<1 RP 030 GRASS/BRACt.: EN 

Sli76SW 

3777 MOUNTAIN !58 GRASS/GORSF./1 rEA THER 
3782 IP 014 GRASS 

51176 E 

4626 RJ> 060 GRASS/IILATHI:R 
4627 RP 060 GRASS/IlEA fHER 
4628 RP 060 GRASS/liE/\ Tl lERIBRACKI:N 
4625 FORESTRY 060 TREeS 

SH77SW 

511 lP 050 GRASS/BUSIJ ES 
509 RP 050 GRASS/GORSE? 
502 If> 050 GRASS 
507 RP 050 GRASS/BRACKFN 
510 RP 050 GRASS/BRACKEN 
4692 RP 050 GRASS 
sos RP 050 GRASS/OR.ACKEN 
506 RP 050 GRASS 
469-l RP 051 GRASS 
513 RP 052 GRASS 
47()(1 RP 052 GRA S/GOR 1: 

.no1 RP 052 GRA <;SfGORSl.: 
518 RP 034 GRASS 
566 Rl' 050 GRASSIBRACKEN 
569 MOUNTAJN 050 GRASS 
571 MOUNTAIN 050 GRASS 
570 MOUNTAIN 050 GRASS 
567 RP 050 GRASStORACKEN 
561 MOUNTAIN 050 CoRASS/URACKEN 
4711 MOUNTAIN 0.50 GRAS /BRACKEN 
533 MOUNTAIN 049 GRASS/BRACKEN 
4715 MOUNTAIN 048 GRASS 
4717 MOUNTAIN 037 GRASS/GORSEIIIEATIIER 
4703 MOUNTArN 194 GRASS/GORSE 
516 MOUNTMN 194 GRASS/GORSE 
517 MOUNTAIN 194 GRASS/BRACKEN 
3888 MOUNTAIN 194 GRASSIIIEATIIER/GOR.SE 
457 RP 192 GRASS 
4685 IP 191 GRASS 
458 IP 191 GRASS 
4706 Rl' 191 GRASS 

SII78SE 

641 RP GRASS/BRACK EN 
6.t2 RP GRASS/BRACKE 
643 IP GRASS 
796 RP GRA /BRACKEN 
4598 IP GRASS 
5431 RP ORA. S 
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Map 5: Map of Castell area (G1465) and DRS sites 

• DRS Sites • Possible DRS Sites 
Reproduced by permission of Ordnance Swvey 

(Scale: 1 :25 000) 



Map 6: Map ofCwm Pennant area (Gl465) and DRS sites 

• DRS Sites 
1- ,• 

• Possible DRS Sites 
Reproduced by penn iss ion of Ordnance Survey 

(Scale~ I :25 000) 
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FIGURES 



Figure I: PRN 697, DRS site at Hafod y Garreg 

- orthostatic wall 

Figure 2: PRN 699, DRS site at Pen y Castell - rubble/stony bank walling 



r 

Figure 3: PRN 10606, DRS site at Brwynog 
Ucha - faced wall with mbble core. 

Figure 4: PRN 369, DRS site at Mon Rhaiadr 
Fawr - platfOim hut with post-medieval walling 
overlying it (to the right). 



Figure 5: PRN 10796. Hay stack platform 

Figure 6: PRN 5608. Peat stack at Moel Penllechog 



Figure 7: PRN 372. Hut? platform (rectangular) at Cae'r Haidd 

Figure 8: PRN 697. Long hut at Hafod y Garreg 

l 



Figruc 9: PRN 3782. PlatfoiiD hut at Bwlch Cowlyd 

Figure I 0: PRN 5012. Rubble wall hut (hafod'?) at Ffos Foelgraig 
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