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PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT AT BRITANNIA PARK, BANGOR  
(G1715) 
 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT 
 
 
 
SUMMARY 
 
A desktop assessment and field search was carried out in and around the proposed development area. 
This revealed 11 features, the importance of which was assessed, and for which mitigatory measures 
were recommended. No features of category A (national importance) were found, but 2 features on the 
edge of the development area were allocated to category B (regional importance). Four features were 
allocated to category C (local importance), and 4 to category D (minor sites). A fragment of the pre-
19th century field system has been allocated to category E (sites needing further investigation), as the 
date of its original layout cannot be established by documentary research alone.  
 
No further assessment is required for these features, with the exception of the pre-19th field system. The 
recommended mitigatory measures for the category D features involve basic recording. The category C 
features require detailed recording, particularly involving the production of a measured survey using a 
total station theodolite. The two category B features should not be directly affected by the development, 
although their setting will be significantly altered. Cadw must be consulted in relation to developments 
impacting on listed buildings. It is recommended that any building close to the boundary wall is no 
higher than the wall, so that the view from outside is not compromised. 
 
The pre-19th field system is the most interesting of the features in the area, and may be medieval in 
origin. It could provide information on the medieval use of this area. Trial trenching of these field 
boundaries is recommended prior to development of the area. The results of the field evaluation will 
determine what mitigatory measures are necessary for this site. 
 
The impact of the development on the historic landscape was also assessed, and found to be relatively 
low, with only a small loss of parkland, and minimal visual impact. The visual impact should be kept 
low by ensuring buildings are not visible above the boundary wall and retaining existing woodlands. 
 
 
 
1 INTRODUCTION 
 
Gwynedd Archaeological Trust has been asked, by Watkins Jones Construction, to carry out an 
archaeological assessment of the site proposed for a call centre and warehouse at Britannia Park. The 
assessment will form part of a wider Environmental Assessment to accompany the planning 
application. The site lies to the south of Parc Menai, near the junction between the A487 and the A55. 
It falls within Vaynol Park, which is listed as a grade I park within the Register of Landscapes, Parks 
and Gardens of Special Historic Interest in Wales (Cadw 1998a). 
 
 
 
2 SPECIFICATION AND PROJECT DESIGN 
 
The basic requirement was for a desktop survey and field search of the proposed area, in order to assess 
the impact of the proposals on the archaeological features within the area concerned.  The importance 
and condition of known archaeological remains were to be assessed, and areas of archaeological 
potential and new sites to be identified.  Measures to mitigate the effects of any future development on 
the archaeological resource were to be suggested. 
 
Gwynedd Archaeological Trust's proposals for fulfilling these requirements were, briefly, as follows: 
 
a) to identify and record the cultural heritage of the area to be affected; 
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b) to evaluate the importance of what was identified (both as a cultural landscape and as the 
individual items which make up that landscape); and 

 
c) to recommend ways in which damage to the cultural heritage can be avoided or minimised. 
 
A full archaeological assessment usually comprises 6 phases: 
 
1) Desk-top study 
 
2) Field Search 
 
3) Interim Draft Report 
 
4) Detailed Field Evaluation 
 
5) Final Draft Report 
 
6)  Final Report 
 
This assessment has covered the work required under 1, 2 and 3. It is sometimes necessary to undertake 
a programme of field evaluation following the desktop assessment. This is because some sites cannot 
be assessed by desktop or field visit alone, and additional fieldwork is required. This typically takes the 
form of geophysical survey or trial excavation, although a measured survey is also an option. The 
present report makes recommendations for any field evaluation required.   
 
 
 
 
3 METHODS AND TECHNIQUES 
 
 
3.1 Desk-top Study 
 
This involved consultation of maps, computer records, written records and reference works, which 
make up the Sites and Monuments Record (SMR), located at Gwynedd Archaeological Trust, Bangor. 
The archives held by the Gwynedd County Record Office, Caernarfon, were also consulted. Aerial 
photographs were examined at the office of the Countryside Council for Wales, Bangor. Information 
about Listed Buildings and Scheduled Ancient Monuments was obtained from Cadw: Welsh Historic 
Monuments. Secondary sources were consulted to provide background information on the development 
of Vaynol Estate, the park, and the general development of the landscape. 
 
 
  
3.2 Field Search 
 
This was undertaken on 10th October 2001, when the proposed development area was inspected by an 
archaeologist to note the present state of the site, and to identify any archaeological features visible as 
earthworks. All the area marked as Britannia Park on the developer’s map was inspected, as was the 
field immediately north of Porthwell Covert. The northern part of Britannia Park was over grown with 
weeds, and seems to have been disturbed during the construction of the present business park. Little 
could be seen in this area. The small area of woodland at the southern end of this field had relatively 
little undergrowth, and so could be inspected effectively. The field containing the ruined sawmill had 
been used extensively for dumping, and any earlier features would have been completely obscured. The 
field to the west of this was under grass, providing good conditions for a field search.  
 
Features identified were marked on copies of the 1:10,000 OS map, as accurately as possible without 
surveying.  Each feature was described and assessed.  Detail notes, sketch plans and photographs were 
made of the more important features. These records are archived in Gwynedd Archaeological Trust 
under project number 1715. 
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3.3 Landscape assessment 
 
The development area is included within a Registered Landscape of Outstanding Historic Interest as 
defined in the Register of Landscapes of Historic Interest in Wales, part 2 (Cadw 1998b, 88-91). It lies 
within the north-eastern corner of Vaynol Park, which is also listed as a grade I historic park (Cadw 
1998a, 301). It is now generally recognised that assessment of the archaeological landscape needs to be 
undertaken to allow a full understanding of the impact of any proposed development. Many of the areas 
in Wales have already been characterised as part of the Countryside Council for Wales LANDMAP 
programme or as part of the Cadw grant-aided Landscape Characterisation Project. The work 
undertaken for this project builds upon the existing characterisation, and, using the Countryside 
Council for Wales’s guidelines (CCW et al 2001, see appendix IV), assesses the impact of the proposed 
development on the historic landscape. 
 
  
3.4 Report 
 
All available information was collated, and the features were then assessed and allocated to the 
categories listed below.  These are intended to give an idea of the importance of the feature and the 
level of response likely to be required; descriptions of the features and specific recommendations for 
further assessment or mitigatory measures, as appropriate, are given in the relevant sections of this 
report. 
 
The criteria used for allocating features to categories are based on those used by the Secretary of State 
when considering ancient monuments for scheduling; these are set out in the Welsh Office Circular 
60/96. 
 
 
3.4.1 Categories 
 
The following categories were used to define the importance of the archaeological resource. 
 
Category A - Sites of National Importance. 
 
This category includes Scheduled Ancient Monuments and Listed Buildings as well as those sites that 
would meet the requirements for scheduling (ancient monuments) or listing (buildings) or both.   
 
Sites that are scheduled or listed have legal protection, and it is recommended that all Category A sites 
remain preserved and protected in situ. 
 
Category B - Sites of Regional Importance 
 
These sites are those which would not fulfil the criteria for scheduling or listing, but which are 
nevertheless of particular importance within the region.  Preservation in situ is the preferred option for 
Category B sites, but if damage or destruction cannot be avoided, appropriate detailed recording might 
be an acceptable alternative. 
 
Category C - Sites of District or Local Importance 
 
These sites are not of sufficient importance to justify a recommendation for preservation if threatened, 
but nevertheless merit adequate recording in advance of damage or destruction. 
 
Category D - Minor and Damaged Sites 
 
These are sites, which are of minor importance, or are so badly damaged that too little remains to 
justify their inclusion in a higher category.  For these sites rapid recording either in advance or during 
destruction, should be sufficient. 
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Category E - Sites needing further investigation 
 
Sites, the importance of which is as yet undetermined and which will require further work before they 
can be allocated to categories A-D, are temporarily placed in this category, with specific 
recommendations for further evaluation. By the end of the assessment there should be no sites 
remaining in this category. 
 
 
3.3.2 Definition of Mitigatory Recommendations 
 
None:  
 

No impact so no requirement for mitigatory measures. 
 
Evaluation: 
 

To investigate the archaeological potential of sites identified as earthworks or cropmarks it 
may be necessary to use evaluation techniques such as geophysical survey and trial trenches. 
The former gives an indication of the presence of subsurface features, and trial trenching 
allows these features to be sampled by small-scale excavation. 

 
Detailed recording:  
 

Requiring a photographic record, surveying and the production of a measure drawing prior to 
commencement of works. 

 
Archaeological excavation may also be required depending on the particular feature and the 
extent and effect of the impact. 

 
Basic recording:   
 

Requiring a photographic record and full description prior to commencement of works. 
 
Watching brief:  
 

Requiring observation of particular identified features or areas during works in their vicinity.  
This may be supplemented by detailed or basic recording of exposed layers or structures. 

 
Avoidance:  
 

Features, which may be affected directly by the scheme, or during the construction, should be 
avoided.  Occasionally a minor change to the proposed plan is recommended, but more 
usually it refers to the need for care to be taken during construction to avoid accidental 
damage to a feature.  This is often best achieved by clearly marking features prior to the start 
of work. 

 
Reinstatement:  

 
The feature should be re-instated with archaeological advice and supervision. 
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4 ARCHAEOLOGICAL FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
 
4.1 Topographic Description 
 
The study area is located on the relatively level ground immediately south of the Menai Straits. In this 
hilly, and often exposed region, this low lying, sheltered area must have been desirable for settlement 
and agriculture throughout history. The underlying bedrock is carboniferous limestone (Geological 
survey 1930), which is obscured by glacial drift, but still supports fertile brown earths of the Pentraeth 
group, with gleyed soils closer to the Straits (Soil Survey 1958). 
 
 
4.2 Archaeological and Historical Background 
 
The specific area of the development includes no known individual sites, but the remainder of Pentir 
parish contains sites of various periods. The earliest is the standing stone at Cadair Elwa (PRN 631, SH 
5419 6827), presumably of a Bronze Age date (RCAHMW 1960, 246). A little to the north-east of this, 
between Fodol Ganol (SH 5505 6855) and Gors y Brithdir (SH 5565 6905), there are extensive 
Romano-British field systems incorporating round hut settlements (PRN 4, 34, 792, 3178) (Kelly 
1975). In addition this area has produced a scatter of casual finds of stone implements (PRN 24, 25, 82, 
1543, 3737). The Roman period is also represented by a hoard of 73 silver coins found in 1819 near the 
Vaynol Estate lime kiln (PRN 793, SH 5263 6836) (RCAHMW 1960, lvii). There remain few traces of 
the medieval settlement of the area, although documentary sources suggest that the medieval township 
of Aberpwll was located on the north-eastern outskirts of Felinheli (PRN 6816, SH 5330 6820).  
 
The parish is particularly rich in monuments of the post-medieval period. At the northern limit of the 
parish is the Britannia Tubular Bridge (PRN 4012) designed by Robert Stephenson, and completed in 
1850 (RCAHMW 1960, 246). The bridge is registered as a grade II listed building, despite being 
seriously damaged by a fire in 1970 (listed building record no. 3674). It was built to carry the Chester 
to Holyhead Railway, a branchline from which was constructed to Caernarfon, through the study area. 
This was the Bangor and Caernarvon Railway, the line of which, now disused, runs under the middle of 
the site, within a tunnel. The single track line was constructed as far as Port Dinorwic by March 1852, 
and was open to passengers as far as Caernarfon in July of that year. The one major work on the line 
was the Vaynol tunnel, which is 455m long, and took the line under a corner of Vaynol Park. In 1855 a 
station was open at Treborth, situated just to the north-east of where the sewage works is now located. 
In 1871 the track was converted from single to double, involving a reboring of the Vaynol Tunnel 
(Baughan 1991, 92-95). 
 
To the east of the study area are Treborth Hall and its estate.  The mansion house, now known as Ysgol 
Treborth, was built for Richard Davies round 1860-70. It is listed as a grade II listed building due to it 
being a “fine example of a mid Victorian shipowner’s mansion” (Listed building record no. 18918).  
 
Of greater significance, both historically, and to the proposed development, is Vaynol Park, in which 
the development land lies. Vaynol Old Hall was at the centre of the maenol (manor), around which the 
larger park developed. The land was originally owned by the Bishop of Bangor. The Old Hall was built 
in the 16th century by the Williams family, who owned the estate until 1696, when the last Williams 
died without issue. After reverting to the Crown the estate was granted to John Smith, a Member of 
Parliament and Chancellor of the Exchequer. Thomas Assheton Smith of South Tedworth inherited the 
estate from the Smith family, and it later passed to the Duffs, who owned it until 1984, when the house 
and park were sold (Cadw 1998a, 301). 
 
Most of the structure of the Old Hall is 16th century, with two later 17th century phases of alteration. It 
remains well preserved because subsequent alterations were minimal, due to the new hall being 
constructed to the south-west of the old one. The New Hall, constructed in the late 18th century, has 
been continually remodelled throughout its history. Within the garden of the Old Hall is a small chapel 
dedicated to St Mary. It has a date stone in its porch with the date of 1596, but this may be an addition, 
and the chapel could be older. This too was replaced by a larger new building in the 19th century. The 
new chapel seems to have been built between 1840 and 1855. A large barn was built to the north of the 
Old Hall by William Williams in 1605, but most of the other buildings around the two halls date to the 
late 19th or early 20th centuries (Cadw 1998a, 301-2). 
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The small, terraced formal garden associated with the Old Hall is contemporary with the hall’s use in 
the 17th century, if not with its construction in the 16th. The garden is well preserved with many original 
features surviving. The formal gardens round the main house were not laid out until the start of the 20th 
century; previously there were only lawns (Cadw 1998a, 304). 
 
The conversion of the Park to its present layout was started in the 1820s by the first Thomas Assheton 
Smith. The new park was larger than the 18th century one, hedges and boundaries were removed and 
the woodlands were restricted to copses and coverts, partially to improve it for foxhunting. In the 1860s 
the park was surrounded by a high stone wall, and the road was re-routed to run outside this wall. The 
lodges were built at this time (Cadw 1998a, 302). The study area was outside the earlier limits of the 
Park, and was only incorporated fairly late in the process of redesign. It was still a landscape of small 
fields and farmhouses in the 1840s, when the tithe map was drawn up (Tithe map for Bangor parish, 
1840s). In 1832 most of the study area was included in the farm of Llwyn dedwydd, the farmhouse of 
which was located where the Cow Pasture Covert now is (1832 Estate map). Earlier it was part of Ty 
Isaf and Tros y Weirglodd, these farmhouses being situated next to each other just north of what is now 
the rear drive to the hall (1777 Estate map). By 1866 the land to the south of this drive had been 
converted to parkland and the present coverts were laid out, though the small farms remained to the 
north (1866 Estate map) (see figures 5, 6 and 7). 
 
The main drive runs up to the house from the south-east, but there is also a rear drive, which borders 
the development area. The drive entrance was originally to the south of the lodge, though a new stretch 
of drive, constructed after 1914, now takes around the northern side. The lodge is a single storey, stone 
building, with a slate roof and veranda, built in 1863-4. The original gates have gone, but the tall, 
stone-built piers remain (Cadw 1998a, 303). Until the 1860s the rear drive ran to the south of the study 
area, cutting through the southern part of Porthwell Covert. By 1866 the drive followed its present line 
(1866 Estate map), presumably the change took place around the time the lodge and the gateway were 
constructed. The boundary wall along the eastern edge of the study area was not constructed until after 
1866, although sections to the north and south had been completed by this date. 
 
The woodland in the northern corner of the park, known as Parkiau or Vaynol Wood, is the largest area 
of woodland and is shown on the 1777 estate map. It was much smaller in 1855, when the mausoleum 
was on its edge. It is now in the middle of the expanded woodland, which is commercially managed for 
timber (Cadw 1998a, 303). Sealpond Wood contained a pond, as shown on the 1889 OS map. The 
name suggests that it was used by George William Duff in the mid 19th century to house part of his 
menagerie, which in addition to seals, included bears, monkeys and bison (Cadw 1998a, 303). This 
woodland and the others north of the rear drive were only created after 1866 (1866 Estate map). 
 
 
4.3 The Existing Archaeological Record 
 
There are no individual sites recorded in the Sites and Monuments Record for the development area, 
but it does fall within a registered landscape of considerable importance. The site of the proposed 
development is located in the north-eastern corner of Vaynol Park. The Park forms the northern end of 
a Registered Landscape of Outstanding Historic Interest (HLW (Gw) 6, Dinorwig), which also includes 
Nant Peris; a valley cutting deep into the Snowdonia Massif. Although including important evidence 
for prehistoric and medieval settlement, this area is dominated by the extensive remains of 19th and 20th 
century slate quarries. Vaynol Park forms an integral part of this landscape as the quarries were a 
valuable part of the Vaynol Estate, described as “one of the most significant and powerful post-
medieval landholdings in North West Wales (Cadw 1998b, 88). The decline of the slate industry in the 
late 19th and early 20th centuries was an important factor in the demise of the Vaynol Estate. 
 
Vaynol Park has been evaluated as a grade I historic park (Cadw 1998, 301). The main buildings of the 
Park are grouped together just beyond the south-western limit of the development area. Vaynol Hall, 
Old Hall and St Mary’s Chapel are all grade I listed buildings (Listed Building Record numbers 4173, 
4166, 4172, respectively), and the impact of the development on their setting must be taken into 
consideration. Numerous other buildings with the Park and other park features are also listed (see 
appendix V). There are no buildings or significant park features actually within the development area, 
although traces of the earlier field system would be expected to survive. The Capel y Graig Lodge is 
located just north of the development area, and was built in 1863-4. It is a grade II listed building 
(record no. 4201). This record also includes the gate piers at the entrance to the rear drive to the Hall. 
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The boundary wall round the Park is grade II listed (record no. 18910), it encloses the eastern side of 
the Park, running down the side of the A487. 
 
Vaynol Park and the area to the east, including Treborth Hall, have been characterised as comprising a 
high status dwelling and associated demesnes (HLCA No. 48, GAT 2000, 82). It is noted that, despite 
the development of Parc Menai, “most of the Vaynol demesne has been little touched since the estate’s 
demise in the 1960s”. Conservation priorities include the “preservation of setting and of the character 
of an estate demesne”. 
 
The Vaynol Railway Tunnel, which passes under the development area, also forms part of the 
archaeological record, though the present development is unlikely to have any impact upon it. 
 
 
4.4 The Archaeological Survey 
(See figure 1) 
 
Eleven features were identified within the survey area. These are listed below along with 
recommendations for further assessment and mitigatory measures. 
 
Feature 1 Borrow pit/quarry and related feature 
Category D 
Unlike the other woods this copse is unnamed. At its western end is a horseshoe shaped hollow, 
opening to the west. This feature is c.11m across, and the scarp reaches 2m in height at its eastern arc. 
Immediately east of this is a linear hollow resembling a shallow, artificial valley. This is 8m wide 
across its floor and c.18m long. The scarps defining it are up to 1.8m in height. The feature is aligned 
roughly east-west, parallel to the copse’s boundaries, and its eastern end is roughly squared off. The 
horseshoe shaped hollow resembles a small quarry or borrow pit. As no stone could be seen the latter 
interpretation seems most likely. The function of the linear hollow was not clear. It may be related to 
the borrow pit, but seemed rather regular to be merely the result of quarrying or digging for material. 
The material from these features could have been used in constructing level foundations for the drives. 
Recommendations for further assessment: None 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: Basic recording 
 
Feature 2 Trackway 
Category D 
A trackway runs up the eastern side of Warren Covert, set at a level some 3m below the level of the 
field to the east. The 25’ map (figure 4) suggests that this merely provided field access. 
Recommendations for further assessment: None 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: Basic recording 
 
Feature 3 Drive 
Category C 
The rear drive leading to the Hall is still in use for access. Its surface is tarmaced, but in poor repair. 
There is a wall, 1.3m high, on its northern side, with decorative crenolated-effect coping stones. The 
gate piers at the eastern end of the drive are grade II listed structures (listed building record no. 4201). 
It is recommended that these are not altered, but any alterations necessary will require consultation 
with, and permission from, Cadw. 
Recommendations for further assessment: None 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: Basic recording, wall should be reinstated retaining its 
original character, avoid gate piers or consult with Cadw. 
 
Feature 4 Capel y Graig Lodge 
Category B 
The Capel y Graig Lodge, built in 1863-4, is located just north of the development area (plate 1). It is a 
grade II listed building (record no. 4201). This building will not be directly affected by the 
development, but its setting will be significantly altered. 
Recommendations for further assessment: None 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: Minimise impact on setting, consultation with Cadw 
necessary. 
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Feature 5 Boundary wall to Vaynol Park 
Category B 
The stone boundary wall encloses the eastern side of the Park, running along side of the A487. Its 
construction was begun in 1863, but this section was not built until after 1866 (1866 Estate map). It is 
listed as “one of the finest of its kind in Wales”, and as an integral part of the Park’s design. The 
development should not impact on the wall, and care should be taken that no damage is done to it. It is 
also recommended that any building in this area is not higher than the boundary wall, so that the view 
from outside is not compromised. 
Recommendations for further assessment: None 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: Avoid and ensure the wall is unaffected by the building 
works. 
 
Feature 6 Sawmill and related features 
Category D 
The sawmill existed when the 1:10,000 OS map was surveyed in 1969 (figure 2), at which time Lodge 
Covert was still intact. By the time that the aerial photographs were taken in 1993 the trees were only 
present as a narrow band beside the road, and much of the area had been levelled and concreted over. 
At this date the sawmill buildings were still standing. Since then stone chippings and other rubbish 
have been deposited in heaps over the area (plate 2). The western end of the building remains standing, 
though lacking a roof, but the rest of the sawmill buildings and associated features have been 
demolished and overgrown. The upstanding building (plate 3) is constructed of modern blue-grey 
bricks, and there is nothing to suggest that any part of this site is earlier than mid 20th century. Before 
the construction of the sawmill the field was levelled by dumping clay and rubble, so that the level at 
its western end is about 3m above that of the neighbouring field. This levelling has obscured any 
possible surviving earlier features in the area. 
Recommendations for further assessment: None 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: None 
 
Feature 7 Reservoir 
Category D 
A small reservoir built above the line of the tunnel (plate 4). This is defined by a scarp, up to 1.4m high 
with a low brick structure on top. The structure, providing access to the reservoir, has two parts both 
measuring 2.3 by 1.9m, but the western half set 0.35m below the eastern half. The later has a concrete 
roof with a small access hole in it, covered by a slate slab. The whole of the western part is covered by 
slate slabs. A linear hollow between this structure and the fence may indicate the location of pipes 
running from or to the reservoir. The similarity of the bricks to those used in the construction of the air 
shaft tower and its location above the tunnel suggests that the reservoir is related to the railway.  
Recommendations for further assessment: None 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: Basic recording 
 
Feature 8 Railway tunnel 
Category C 
The tunnel was constructed by boring, rather than by cut and cover techniques, so there are few traces 
of it on the surface where it passes under the development area. Its presence is indicated by the brick 
tower of an air shaft (plate 6), just beyond the development area to the south. The hummocky nature of 
the ground in some places along the line of the tunnel indicates some surface working related to it, such 
as, possibly, the storage of materials. 
Recommendations for further assessment: None 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: None 
 
Feature 9 Bank round Porthwell Covert 
Category C 
The curving northern boundary of Porthwell Covert is defined by a low bank, 0.4m high, with a trace 
of a ditch on its northern side (plate 7). At the eastern, uphill end, the ditch appears to curve outwards, 
away from the bank to join the track, feature 10a. 
Recommendations for further assessment: None 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: Detailed recording including measured survey 
 
 
 



 9 

Feature 10 Pre-19th century field system 
Category E 
Plate 8, figure 5 
When the area was converted to parkland in the early 1860s walls and hedges were removed but the 
earthwork elements of the field boundaries remained untouched. These can still be clearly seen on the 
ground, and are also faintly visible on the aerial photographs, especially frame 223. Taking into 
account slight errors in the estate maps each earthwork can be identified with a specific boundary on 
the maps.  
 
Feature 10a runs between the south-western corner of the sawmill field and the north-eastern corner of 
Porthwell Covert. On the ground it appears as a ledge defined by scarps up to 0.4m high on its uphill 
and downhill sides, and it resembles a trackway. The earthwork continues along the eastern edge of the 
Covert, just inside its boundary.  On both the 1777 and 1832 Estate maps a field boundary runs along 
this line. There is no track shown on the maps, but it may have been used only for field access, and not 
considered worth representing. 
 
Feature 10b is a low scarp (c. 0.3m high), running north from Porthwell Covert. The 1832 map shows 
the western boundary to a small rectangular field in this location. The northern boundary of this field is 
probably represented on the ground by one of the poorly defined gullies running downslope across the 
present field. This field does not appear on the 1777 map, and the slightness of the scarp corresponds to 
the short time that it had to form. 
 
Feature 10c is a much more substantial scarp, up to 1.4m in height, aligned south-west to north-east 
across the cow pasture field. It has stones protruding from it, suggesting the remains of a stone wall or 
revetment. 10d is a similar, nearly parallel scarp, just east of Cow Pasture Covert. It also reaches a 
height of 1.4m. These scarps form two sides of a narrow field shown on both the 1777 and 1832 maps. 
The earlier map shows a track running along the western side of 10d.  
 
Feature 10e is a narrow ditch running from the north-western side of Porthwell Covert to the southern 
tip of Cow Pasture Covert. The feature is c.3m wide and up to 0.5m deep. It can be seen on the aerial 
photographs, where the odd double curve of its route can be clearly recognised. This marks the south-
western end of two narrow fields as shown on the 1832 map. The eastern field is the one also defined 
by features 10c and d.  
 
In the south-western corner of the cow pasture field is curved scarp (feature 10f), 1m high, with the 
traces of a hollow-way trackway on its southern side. This appears to be the southern end of the 
western narrow field, before it was shorten to 10e. The 1777 map shows this boundary, but not the 
trackway. However a track is shown running along the eastern side of this field, and it seems likely that 
it continued round the southern end. Other, even more pronounced, scarps continue into the field to the 
west of Cow Pasture Covert, and also form part of this field system, including the garden to the 
farmhouse. In 1832 the house itself was located where the covert now stands. 
 
Feature 10b was probably caused by the movement of soil down the slope as a result of ploughing, 
making it what it known as a lynchet. 10c lies at the base of this slope and may have been caused in the 
same way, but the other scarps are on relatively level land, and some deliberate earth moving would 
seem necessary to create them. However, the apparent levelness of the terrain is largely due to fields 
themselves. The natural topography would have been gently sloping, and perhaps the dramatic 
remodelling is due to the gradual downslope movement of soil over a long time.  
 
The long, narrow fields were successively subdivided into smaller, squarer fields, so that by the 1840s 
their original form can barely be discerned. The 1777 map shows the field relatively undivided and 
shows the land to the north to also be part of the same field layout. Long, narrow, gently curving strips 
are typical of medieval open fields, and it seems certain that these are the enclosed remnants of the 
open field system, which must have covered the whole area in the medieval period. This would explain 
the build-up of substantial lynchets on only gently sloping land, as ploughing would have continued 
over centuries. As lynchets develop they preserve within themselves layers of soil which, under the 
right conditions, can contain artefacts and palaeoenvironmental evidence. It is possible that dating 
evidence to confirm the origin of these fields, and other information on the nature of the agriculture 
may be preserved within these features. Excavation is the only way to recover this information, and 
trial trenching of these features is recommended. 
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Recommendations for further assessment: Detailed recording including measured survey, followed by 
field evaluation involving trial trenching. 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: Dependant on results of field evaluation 
 
Feature 11 Cow Pasture Covert 
Category C 
This small area of woodland is one of the coverts forming part of the mid 19th century layout of the 
park, designed largely to encourage foxes and other game. Within it is a long mound with two peaks, 
up to 4.4m high. The material for these mounds has not originated from the neighbouring fields, and 
seems most likely to be the deposits dug out when the fish ponds to the south were created.  
Recommendations for further assessment: None 
Recommendations for mitigatory measures: Detailed recording including measured survey 
 
 
4.5 Landscape assessment 
 
Registered historic areas into which development falls: 
 Dinorwig Registered Landscape of Outstanding Historic Interest (Gw) 6 (Cadw 1998b, 88- 

91), see appendix II 
 Vaynol Park, grade I historic park (Cadw 1998a, 301), see appendix I 
 
Historic Landscape Characterisation 

Area No. 48, Vaynol Park and Treborth Hall (GAT 2000, 82), see appendix III. 
 
The present development is within the boundaries of Vaynol Park, classed as a grade I historic park. 
The Park also forms part of the Dinorwig registered landscape area, its specific characterisation area 
being a demesne to a high status dwelling.  
 
The importance of Vaynol Park as a whole, both as a setting to the Hall, and as part of a landscape 
dramatically recording economic and social relationships in the 18th, 19th and 20th centuries cannot be 
doubted. The preservation of such a complete landscape as that included in the Dinorwig landscape 
area is of national importance in illuminating post-medieval history. It provides archaeological and 
architectural evidence to complement and expand on documentary records for this period, and enables 
a comprehension of historical perspectives through the experience of the physical landscape. 
 
The impact of the development on the park as a whole must be considered, especially in relation to the 
setting of the listed buildings in the park. The planning legislation does, to some extent, address the 
problem of the setting of historic monuments. The Welsh Office Circular 60/96 stresses the 
‘desirability of preserving an ancient monument and its setting…whether that monument is scheduled 
or unscheduled’ (p3). Collcutt (1999) has studied this issue in relation to planning regulations and 
guidances, mainly from England, but also from the rest of the UK. He concluded that the setting of a 
monument was considered of importance, even though the term was not strictly defined. The view from 
and to a monument should be considered in planning applications, as should the relationship of 
neighbouring monuments to the understanding of the monument in question. The regulations, however, 
leave the exact definition of setting open to be decided on a case by case basis, with the application of 
common sense. Four main points should be considered: 
 
‘(a) Intrinsic Visual Interest - the visual qualities of the archaeological features themselves as seen 
from other points; 
(b) Topographic Setting - the visual relationship of the archaeological features to surrounding 
topography (including local slope angles) and to such major elements as hills, river valleys, etc.; 
(c) Landuse Setting - the visual relationship of the archaeological features to the landuse and 
particularly to those elements of the current landuse which had remained unchanged or were similar to 
those which existed at the time the features were occupied; and 
(d) Group Setting - the visual relationship of the features to other visible archaeological sites in the 
vicinity, in terms of both contemporary and diachronic (“palimpsest”) groupings or patterning’ 
(Collcutt 1999, p504).  
 
The present development area, if all of Britannia Park is included along with the WDA development 
area immediately to the west, covers c. 5.6 hectares, which is only 1.5% of the maximum extent of 
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Vaynol Park as shown on the 1920 6” map (c. 370 hectares). The surviving area of the Park covers 
c.332 hectares, so the present site is around 1.7% of this area. The development area is located at the 
edge of the surviving area of the Park, and does not directly impact on any listed buildings or other 
park features of importance. However the setting of the lodge and gateway to the rear drive have to be 
considered. 
 
The development area can be evaluated in relation to Historic Characterisation Area No. 48, as 
summarised below (for definition of terms see appendix IV). 
 
Criterion/value High/ 

good 
Moderate
/average 

Low/fair 

Rarity √   
Representativeness   √ 
Documentation √   
Group value √   
Survival  √  
Condition  √  
Coherence √   
Integrity √   
Diversity √   
Potential √   
Amenity   √ 
Associations  √  

 
Superficially the development area appears to be just a corner of Vaynol Park, and therefore is not a 
rare landscape type in this characterisation area. However, nowhere else on the Park have medieval 
strip fields continued in use into the 19th century. Field survey may reveal other traces of the open 
fields elsewhere in the Park, but until this is demonstrated this area is unique in preserving a medieval 
field system. The study area is, therefore, not representative of the Park as a whole.  
 
The documentation is particularly good because the existence of the estate surveys in addition to the 
tithe map. Group value is also high as several elements of the park layout survive. However, with the 
levelling of the sawmill field the survival and condition of original features within the area can only be 
considered to be moderate. Coherence of the area is relatively good as part is still used as pastureland 
and retains the park layout. Similarly its integrity is good as the landscape elements are easily 
understood, but in both these cases the sawmill field does reduce its value a little. The area preserves 
evidence from both the post-medieval expansion of the Park and from the medieval use of the area, so 
it has a high diversity of information.  
 
The potential for the survival of evidence on medieval agriculture in the cow pasture field is high, and 
of considerable importance, but the preservation of extensive and complex archaeological deposits is 
unlikely. The area has little specific amenity value at present as it is not open to the public, and cannot 
be easily seen from any public routeways. The historical associations of the Park with the successive 
families owning the Vaynol Estate are well recorded, but there are associations particular to this corner 
of the Park. 
 
The historic value of Vaynol Park is very high, but the development is proposed to cover only a small 
area of it. The development area should be considered as two separate entities. The levelling of the 
sawmill field has hidden any archaeological remains under 3m of made ground. If the original ground 
surface is not disturbed the development will not impact on potential archaeology. The maps do not 
indicate the survival of medieval fields in this area, so any potential archaeology is likely to be of 
minimal significance. This area and the northern section of Britannia Park does have a significant 
impact on the setting of the lodge, rear drive and gateway, but this setting has already been 
compromised by the construction of the sawmill and recent dumping.  
 
The cow pasture field to the west should be considered very differently. It is highly likely that remains 
of a medieval field system are preserved under this field. The medieval history and archaeology of this 
area is surprisingly poorly known. Although only a fragment of the open field system has been 
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preserved it has the potential to provide a date for the origin of the field system and may provide 
information on the agricultural practices carried out.  
 
The existing business park is hidden from the Vaynol Hall complex by the retention of the copses, 
which formed part of the Park’s 19th century design. The present proposed development also makes use 
of existing copses to screen its presence from the hall complex. Other, more distant woodlands add to 
this effect, making the site invisible from the hall complex. The importance of these woodlands in 
preserving the setting of the hall should be held in mind when finalising the details of the development. 
 
The development is considered to be of low impact on the hall complex and existing parkland. There 
will be some small loss of parkland, but this cannot be described as severe. There is a risk of visual 
impact on existing features, but this can be minimised by retaining the woodlands and ensuring that 
buildings are not visible over the Estate Boundary Wall. However, the impact on the buried 
archaeology in the cow pasture field would be severe, and measures must be taken to either recover as 
much information from this area as possible before development, or to avoid it altogether. 
 
 
 
5 SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR MITIGATORY MEASURES 
 
5.1 Recommendations for specific features 
 
In assigning features to categories of importance their place in the plan of the Park as a whole has been 
considered, causing features of apparent low significance individually to be assigned a higher 
significance if they are park features. No features of category A were found, but 2 features on the edge 
of the development area (features 4 and 5) were allocated to category B. Four features were allocated to 
category C (features 3, 8, 9, and 11), and 4 to category D (features 1, 2, 6 and 7). The pre-19th century 
field system (feature 10) has been allocated to category E, as the date of its original layout cannot be 
established by documentary research alone.  
 
No further assessment is required for these features, with the exception of feature 10. The 
recommended mitigatory measures for the category D features involve only basic recording. The 
category C features require detailed recording, particularly involving the production of a measured 
survey using a total station theodolite. The exception to this is the railway tunnel, which will not be 
affected by the development and, therefore, will require no mitigatory measures. 
 
The two category B features should not be directly affected by the development, although their setting 
will be significantly altered. Cadw must be consulted in relation to developments impacting on listed 
buildings. It is recommended that any building close to the boundary wall is no higher than the wall, so 
that the view from outside is not compromised. 
 
Feature 10 is the most interesting of the features in the area, and it could provide information on the 
medieval use of this area. Evidence for medieval settlement or agriculture in Pentir parish is very slight, 
although the favourable nature of the soil and topography ensure that the area must have been occupied 
in that period. Trial trenching of these boundaries is, therefore, recommended prior to development of 
the area. The results of the field evaluation will determine what mitigatory measures are necessary for 
this site. 
 
 
5.2 Recommendations for the historic landscape 
 
The Advice Note relating to the Register of landscapes of Historic Interest emphasises the nature of 
landscapes as dynamic, and stresses that the aim is not to fossilise historic landscapes, but to “manage 
them in ways that will allow the best elements from the past to be retained as they evolve to meet 
modern needs” (CCW et al, 2). The present development plan has minimal impact on the setting of 
Vaynol Hall, and impinges only slightly on the surviving area of the Park. The loss of parkland 
involved would be small. The visual impact should be kept low by ensuring buildings are not visible 
above the boundary wall. Any changes in plan should take the issues of setting and landscape into 
consideration, especially in relation to the retention of the existing woodlands.  
 



 13 

The proximity of the development area to listed buildings including the lodge, gateway and boundary 
wall, requires consultation with Cadw about the proposed development. They will also have an interest 
in the impact of the work on the Park as a whole. Failure to consult with Cadw early in the planning 
process may lead to problems later. 
 
 
6 BIBLIOGRAPHY 
  
6.1 Cartographic and unpublished references  
 
6.1.1 Sources in Gwynedd Sites and Monuments Record 
 
OS 1:10,000 map sheets SH 57 SW and SH 56 NW, 1973 (surveyed 1969) 
OS 6 inch map sheets Caernarvonshire VI SW, VI SE, XI NW, XI NE, 1920 edition 
OS 25 inch map Caernarvonshire XI.13, 1900 edition 
Geological Survey of England and Wales, Solid edition, map sheets 9 and 10, 1930 
Soil Survey of England and Wales, map sheets 93 and 105, 1958 
 
Countryside Council for Wales, Cadw, and the Welsh Archaeological Trusts (CCW et al), 2001 Advice  

Note on  the Register of Landscapes of Historic Interest in Wales and the Planning Process. 
 
GAT, 2000 Historic landscape characterisation – Ardal Arfon, GAT project no. 1584, report no. 351 
 
Cadw, 1997 List of Buildings of Special Architectural or Historic Interest, the Community of Pentir. 
 
6.1.2  Sources in The Gwynedd County Archives, Caernarfon 
 
1777 Estate map: Survey of Vaynol Estate vol I, Vaynol Papers 4055, 2, 19 
1832 Estate map: Survey of Vaynol Estate, Vaynol Papers 4067, 1-5 
1866 Estate map: Plan of Vaynol Estate, Vaynol Papers 4126 
Tithe map and schedule for the parish of Bangor, 1840s 
OS 25 inch map Caernarvonshire XI.13, 1889 edition 
 
 
6.1.3 Aerial photographs held by Countryside Commission of Wales, Bangor 
 
Run 10 9293; frames 222-224, date 17/8/93 
 
 
6.2 Published Sources 
 
Baughan, P E, 1991 A regional history of the railways of Great Britain, volume XI North and Mid  

Wales 
 
Cadw, 1998a Conwy, Gwynedd and the Isle of Anglesey, register of landscapes, parks and gardens of  

special historic interest in Wales. Part 1: Parks and gardens 
 
Cadw, 1998b Landscapes of historic interest in Wales. Part 2: Register of landscapes, parks and  

gardens of special historic interest in Wales, part 2.1: Landscapes of outstanding historic  
interest. 

 
Collcutt S, 1999  The setting of cultural heritage features. Journal of Planning and Environmental Law,  

498-513 
 
Kelly, R S, 1975 Enclosed hut group near Fodol Ganol in the parish of Pentir. Trans. Caerns. Hist. Soc.  

36, 238-240 
 
RCAHMW (Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historic Monuments of Wales and  

Monmouthshire), 1960 Inventory of the Ancient Monuments in Carnarvonshire, vol II 
 



 14 

 



KEY 

Britannia Park 

WDA Pare Menai 
extension 

Archaeological 
features 

SH 541 542 543 544 

698 

697 

696 

695 

694 

693 

545 546 547 

Figure 1: location of features 



54 

::~-) ~; Rick Field 
· r. .. C-overt 

Figure 2: OS 1:10,000 map, 1973 (surveyed 1969) 

. 0 , 
I...(!N· ~ I! W . 

Figure 3: OS 6" map, 1920 



5.4 7 
!~ 811 

/} 

Figure 4: OS 25 inch map, 1900 

i .'IJ7 

··· .. ,' \' 

SSJ 
\ ~dO , ... 

~·"'• $:}:; 

11) ---



Figure 5: 1777 (blue) and 1832 (red) estate maps superimposed on the 25" OS map 



Figure 6: 1840s tithe map 
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Plate 1: Capel y Graig Lodge, feature 4

Plate 3: The sawmill, feature 6

Plate 2: A view of the field 
containing the sawmill

Plate 4: Reservoir, feature 7



Plate 5: Trackway, feature 10a

Plate 7: Covert bank, feature 9

Plate 6: Air shaft for tunnel

Plate 8: The cow pasture field 
showing scarps, which may be 
field boundaries (feature 10), 
and the view towards the hall complex



Appendix I 
 
Map for Vaynol Park in the Register of Parks and Gardens of Historic Interest (Cadw 1998a) 
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Appendix II 
 
Entry for Dinorwig in the Register of Landscapes of Outstanding Historical Interest (Cadw 1998b) 



OINORWIG 

OINORWIG 

DINORWIG 

Disgrifiad o'r tirwedd 

Mae Dyffryn Dinorwig ncu Nanr Pcris yn ochr ogledd 

orllewinol masiff Eryri. Gwehr effairh rhewlifiad yn gryf ar 

y dyffryn, sydd ii'i ymylon clegyrog yn codi'n senh ar y ddwy 

ochr. Yr W)•ddfa yw'r copa uchaf yng Nghymru, yn l085m 

uwchbcn SO ac yn scfyll yn uchcl uwchben y dyffryn gan 

cldynodi rcrfyn deheuol yr ardal hon. Mae'r dyffryn, a'1 ddau 

lyn Padarn a Pheris, yn agor rua ' r gogledd orllewin i lwyfandir 

Arfon, sy'n ymdonni 'n ysgafn ac yn scfyll rua I OOm uwchben 

SO. Nid yw'n syndod fod y mwyafrif o'r rwmriaid ac 

arlunwyr hynafiaerhol a ymwelodd 5'r ardal yn y 18fecl a 'r 

19edd gancifoedd wedi clodfori harddwch golygfeydd yr ardal. 

Parhaodd rysriolaerh sylweddol yn yr ardal o'r defnydd 

nr ac anedd1adau yn y cyfnod cynhanesyddol diweddar ac o 

ddaliadaeth rir yn y Canol Oesoedd, ond ar ben y parryrnau 

cynharach ac yn goruchafu'r rirwcdd prescnnol, mac gweddillion 

helaerh chwareli llcch1 o'r 19edd a'r 20fed ganrifoedd a'r 

aneddiadau ac isadeilaerh cludiam yn grsyllnedig a hwy. 

D1gwyddodd y datblyg•adau hyn oherwydd, ac yn gysyllciedig 

ag, Srad y faenol, un o'r deiliaid tir pwysicaf a chryfaf yng 

:\lgogledd Orllewin Cymru yn ysrod y cyinod ol-ganoloesol. 

Nid yw'r dysriolacrh o drcfn y rirwedd yn ysrod y cyfnod 

cynhanesyddol diweddar wedi cacl ei chadw cysral ag mewn 

mannau er;ull oherwydd gwelliannau amaerhvddol a wnaed 

'ma'n llOIWc:tldarach. Bu ruedd 1 dd1m unu ~atleoedd 

lr.~uu iac ;lu mwv;:u, .:rvrJi. lw, ,ddo 1 <>ru~:~ .. :~ nvnn•.:. m:'lt· mouJ 

l1 Jnll ~..::11< 0 >Jc; DU JnCliOiaO.lU J ~n'- ""tl" 1'1JU ..;::a::;u J 

Chwareli Drnorwig. 

01norwig quarries. 

Landscape description 

The Dinorwig valley, or Nant Peris. is situated on the north 

west side of the Snowdonian massif. The valley has been heavily 

glaciated with its craggy edges rising steeply on both sides. 

The summit of Snowdon. the highest peak in Wales ac lOBS m 

above OD, towers above the valley and defines the southern 

extent of this area. The valley. with its twin lakes Padarn and 

Peris, opens north westwards onto the gently undulating 

Arfonian plateau at about lOOm OD. Not unexpectedly, the 

scenic grandeur of the area was celebrated by most of the 

antiquarian tourists and artists who visited the area in the 
lace 18th and the 19th centuries. 

The area has retained considerable evidence for late 

prehistoric land use and sertlement, and for medieval land 

holdings, but superimposed over these earlier patterns, and 

dominating the present landscape, are the extensive remains 

of 19th and 20th centuries slate quarries, their associated 

settlements and transport infrastructure. These developments 

were made possible by, and were linked to, the Vaynol Estate. 

one of the most significant and powerful pose-medieval 

landholdings in North West Wales. 

The evidence for lace prehistoric landscape organisation 

is not as well-preserved as in other areas because of later 

agricultural improvements. Only the more massive. robust 

settlement Sites have tended eo survrve. However. re 1s often 

oossible eo trace the iormer extents oi destroved settlement> 

.no fietd svscems wnere surv1vmg •ragments ~ave oeen 

ncorooraceo tnto acer rea cures -· e -nu.c1va ace :-on Age 
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l 1t:5 ,.~ Haenrn D 1n.1, Dmo·w1g. ,, sal! ;u w:tnan n: tr~·n can 

oruchan .. r goi''!!IC\ ad ore" I\\ '·rana•r Artol' no:' cdear:ad. ac 

0 •1 chwmpa5 ohon rameid10t: ancdd1adau cytlau ac amgacadau 

a man ollon C) tundrcfnau a chloddiau caeau cysyllriol o'r un 

cyfnod, llawcr ohon~·m wcdi'u cofnodi fel rhai a ddilewyd 

wrrh glmo a gwella m yn ~ 19cdd ganrif. Goroesodd 

gweddillion mwy cynawn mewn rhai mannau ar y tir ymylol 

gwaeth na chafodd e1 wella ar gyfer amaerhyddiaerh, fel ar 

lerhrau Moel Rhiwen i'r de ddwyrain o Ddinas Dinorwig. 

Adeiladwyd Casrell Dolbadarn yn y 13edd ganrif, gan 

Llywelrn ab lorwerrh mae'n debyg, a saif ar gefnen isel 

uwchbcn y culdir s~ 'n gwahanu Uynnocdd Padarn a Phcris. 

Cyfeirir mewn dogiennau o 'r 14edd ganrif ar hafodau yn 

Nolbadarn ocdd m perrhyn i'r Tywysog, sydd bron yn sicr 

yn cydfynd a safleoedd archeolegol ac enwau lleocdd oddi 

amgvlch Cwm Dwnhwch ar lethrau isaf vr Wyddfa. 

Tua diwedd y ISfed a dechrau·r 19edd ganrifoedd. daeth 

Casrell Oolbadarn n'i gefndir yn desrun poblogaidd i arrisriaid 

oedd yn dymuno adlcwyrchu syniadau csrherig yr oes o'r 

Prydferrh, yr Aruchcl neu'r Darlunaidwy. Mae darlun enwog 

Ci&omcuau 
0 I 

Kilomt~m 
2 l 

89 

h llfort o; D1nas D1norw1g IS oerhaos tne oest examo1e S•ctll1" 

on an ISolated hil l with dommant v1ews of the tne Arfon1an 

plateau in all d1reCt1ons. out surrounoed by a fragmentary 

complex of contemporary hut settlements and enclosures 

with traces of associated field systems and field banks, many 

of which are recorded as having been obliterated by land 

clearance and improvements in the 19th century. More 

complete remains do occasionally survive on the poorer, 

unimproved margins, such as on the slopes of Moel Rhiwen 

to the south east of Dinas Dinorwig. 

Dolbadarn Castle, built in the 13th century. probably by 

Llywelyn ab lorwerth, stands on a low ridge above the isthmus 

separating Lakes Padarn and Peris. Documentary evidence 

of the 14th century refer to Prince's 'havotries' or summer 

dwellings in Dolbadarn, which almost certainly correspond 

with surviving archaeolog1cal sites and placenames around 

Cwm Dwythwch on the lower slopes of Snowdon. 

In the late 18th and early 19th centuries. Dolbadarn Castle 

and its setting became a popular subject for artists wishing to 

reflect the contemporary aesthetic notions of the Beautiful, 

the Sublime or the Picturesque. Turner's famous work, which 

was exhibited at the Royal Academy in 1802, captures the 

GN 

+ 



OINORWIG 
,,,,,,..-ooooooooo oooo••••••o••• ••••••••••o.ooooooooo •• oo oot ooooooo o ol o••••••OO••••oo o oo•o•oo•~••••ooo o u oooo••• • o••••ooooooooo••••••t•••••••••••••••o ooooooooo o oooo •• ••o OO •oooo•••• OO••••••o•ooooo•• •••••• oo oooooooo o••••••••••••• • •••••••••oo ot 

OINORWI G 

Turner. a arddango'>wyd \·n yr AcaJcrm Brenhmol )'ffi I 802, 

yn myncg1 i'r dim y symad o'r ,\.ruchcl. gan y c.bngos1r y c::ssrdl 

fcl t\\:T tywyll, unig yn nlmlun llwm, gwymog y mynrddoeJcJ. 

ond yn y modJ liar dramarig, Pr~·dferrh ncu Ddarlunaidwv. y 

gwnaed )' mwyatrif o ddarlun1au o'r ~at!.: yr .ldt'g honnc), tel 

y nodweddir gan yr olygla uchod. Parhaodd poblogrwydd 

golygtaol vr 1rdal drwr ~ 19t'dd g:umf, .1c ym 1896. 

Jdcdadwyd Rhcilffordd Fyn\•ddig Yr Wyddfa sy'n /.6km o hyd. 

,, ysrvnr tel un o lwvddiannJu pwiannq~ hanesytldol gwychal 

Prydatn, o Lanbcri~ 1 gludo re1rhwyr 1 ben yr \\'lyJdfa. 

Yn ysmd yr un cyfnod, yr oedd yr ardal wcJi'i chy~yllru 

j rhwf, darblygiad ac ymhen amser. goruc.:hofiaeth Srad y Faenol, 

proses a gofnodwyd yn bnwl. N1d Y'\ ' r o;rad yn bodoli mwyach 

ond mac PIJs y Foenol ::t 'r p:Hc mawr ~·r wal o'i .1mgylc.:h 

wedi gorot.'~i yng ngogledd orlbvin yr ardal ar bnnau'r 

Fen;u. Erbyn rua diwedd yr 16fed gannf. y stad oedd y pnt 

Jirfeddi:1nnwr a bu'n cryt1lau ei gofocl ::n dir yn ddidosrur 

rrwy gacl medd1ant ar yr ancJdiadau nr cyfn C:lnoloesol oedd 

yn bodoli yn yr ardal, a·u dtlru. 0 ganol y 18ied ~anrif) mlaen, 

yn dilyn cyfnod pan oedd y H:namiacrh <Ju mewn qflwr gwacl, 

c.:awsanr t!U hail-lumo wrrh idJynr ddod yn wag .1 c.:hafodd y 

srad ei gwdla a 'i changu trwy amg;iu rir comtn. O'r 1850au 

l'mlnen, gwariwyd cyfabf ar welliannau a phlnnh1gfeydd, a 

Jyma hefyd adeg ade1bdau'r wal fawr o amgylch Pare y foenol. 

Wrth 1 borensbl economaidd chwarcla llechi ddod yn amlwg, 

darhlygwyc.l adnoddau diwydiannol y stad yn ogysral. Ym 1809, 

d1lvnodd S1ad y facnol arwetmad Srad >' Pcnrh~n yn nyffryn 

Ogwen (rr. 105-1 08) .1 cJarblygwyd chworeli Dinorwig yn l\.1nr 

Peris. Y fclinheli ar )' 1-'enat ocdd y prif fan ar gyfer gyr ru 'r llc;chi 

Jllan, ac yr oedd yno harbwr wcdi't grcu crs 1793. Adeiladwyd 

itordd ar yr arford1r ym 1790 er mwyn hwyluso .tllforio llec.:hi, 

wcdyn rramffordd geffylau na fu 'n llwyddianr ac y daerh lelll 

newydd )'n e1 lie yn ddiweddarach, ac yn dcrfynol. ym 18-18, 

redffordd newydd :tr lwybr gwahanol ar hyd glan11<1U Llyn 

P.1darn i'r Fdinheli. Daeth cyfnod gwctrhredu honno i ben yrn 
1962. ychydtg ~·n i ~hwareh Dinorw1g gau )' O dcrfynol ym 1969. 

Mae'r chwareli Ll'u haneddiadau cy~yll riedig wed i gaJaet 

olwn parhaol ar y nrwedd yma. Yn y prif gasgliud o weirhfeydd 

l r ddwr ochr dyffrvn Peris, yr amlycaf o honynr oil yw chwareli 

Dtnorwig or yr ochr oglt!ddol, gyda'u romennydd rwhcl anfcrrh 

1'r ponctau fel grisiau mawr. \l!at! cyfoerh o weddillion archeolegol 

JtwvJ 1annol wedi ~Qroe~t. ~yda rhni ohonlinr. vn ... ynnwvs 

''""" <..h warcl. W<:til'u .:3Jw m·u cu svmud , ·w .;Jdw'n JJiogel 

' I dJ\\ .;r..:l \ t\ 1.111 • _:l\ mlt'th11 ~wctrhuJI <:m\ .11 d D u 10f\\ ~ ~ 

~,;I ll:-..: \ t.·~ ~. . .IH:n·'"" .. n t .\atrr. •1 '-"'~jci,·noc -=-'\ :tr~l \' - Jr o 

·..:\ r~ n ~ornt l! Jl dernr:HI ouu: .. 1111!!\· .... n . .... '"u\vyu1~1n 
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LJanberis, dy(rlltw gan Anthony Vandyke Copley Fieldi11g 
(1787-1855), tua 18/0. Uy(rge/1 Genedl<1etho/ Cymru. 

Llanbens, watercolour by Anthony Vandyke Copley F1elding 
( 1787-1855), about 18/0. National Library o{Wa/es 

notion of rhe Sublime perfectly. with the castle depicted as a 

gloomy, isolated rower set within a stark. windswept. mountain 

landscape, although mosr contemporary studies of rhe site 

were executed in less dramatic. Beautiful or Picturesque 

modes, typified by rhe scene opposite. The scemc popularity 

of the area continued throughout rhe 19th century. and in 1896. 

the 7.6km long Snowdon Mountam Railway. which is regarded 

as one of Britain's finest historic eng1neering ach1evements. 

was constructed from Llanberls ro carry passengers ro the 

summtt of Snowdon. 

Dunng the same period. the area is linked w1rh the growth. 

development and eventual domination of rhe Vaynol Estate, a 

process which has been charted in some detail The estate no 

longer exists. bucVaynol Hall and its grear walled park survive 

in the north west of the area on rhe banks of the Menai Srrait. 

By the late 16th century. the estate was the princ1pal landowner 

and ruthlessly consolidated its imeresr by rhe acquisitiOn and 

extinction of any remaining medieval bond hamlets within rhe 

area. From the mid-18th century. following a penod when they 

were in poor condition. tenancies were remodelled as they 

fell vacant, and the estate was improved and expanded by the 

enclosure of common land. From the 1850s onwards. capttal 

was spent on improvements and plantations, and the great 

wall around Vaynol Park dates from this time. 

As the econom1c potential of slate quarrying became 

evident. the industrial resources of the estate were also 

developed. In 1809, the Vaynol Estate followed the lead set 

by the Penrhyn Estate in the Ogwen valley (pp. 105-108) and 

developed the Dlnorwig quarries of Nant Peris. Here. the main 

outlet for the slate was Port Dinorwig on the Menai Strait. 

which had had an artificial harbour s1nce 1793.A road was built 

ro the coast in 1790 for the easier export of slate. followed 

by an unsuccessful horse tramway which had to be later 

replaced by a new line, and finally, in 1848. by a new railway 

on a different route along the shores of Lake Padarn ro Pore 

Dinorwig. This ceased operating in 1962. just before the final 

closure of the Dinorw1g quarries in 1969. 

The quarries and rheir attendant settlements have left 

an indelible mark on this landscape. The main complex of 

workings on either side of the Peris valley is dominated by the 

Oinorw ig quarries on rhe north side, with their mass1ve wasre 

tips and stepped working floors. There is a wealth of industrial 

archaeological remains, some of which. including a quarry 

hospital, have been preserved. or moved for safe-keeping, 

ar the Vivian quarry and at the Oinorwig quarry workshop 

complex. The patchwork of quarrymen's cyddynod or 

smallholdings can also be seen on former common land on 

the surrounding slopes, wh1le the settlements of Llanberis. 

Dinorwfg, Oeiniolen. Cwm-y-glo Llanrug. Bethel and Port 

Oinorwig owe their development and present character to the 

llldustry. Social and economiC conditions in Bethel 1n the early 

20th century were graphically descnbed by rhe Welsh 

litterateur W J. Gruffydd 111 h1s autob1ograohy. r-ien Atgofion. 

:)unl'lg cne late 19rn :1no early 20th cenwnes, ~,e slate 

.ndustry graouai ly oecuneo Nntch. oarrly :ts a c:Jnseouence . 



lle~t'l r, r ~~ rn t.,l .~m .w~: ·•:: ·''-' .n' •n!n c l'r!',~nno 
Jnt:du:duau Ll.liJherts. IJ 1: -,, .:.. :Jt>l' 11.:1 l WfTl·' -.!1 '· L.:ll'ru:.. 

Berhd a'r 1-dinhch. C.e1r dar1~1 h1" t•'r amgvkh1adaL1 nmJc1thasol 

ac economa 1Jd ym Merhel 1 n gynn~r yn yr 20ted gannl yn 

hun:1ngofi,•nr r llenor C~·mraeg. \X: 1. Gruffydd, I lcn Argofion. 

Yn rhan olaf y 19edd a rhan S' maf yr 2.0fcd ganrifocdd. 

bu d1rywi:ld graddol vn ,. dll\·yd1anr llechi ,1 fu 'n rh~nool gyfnfol 

nm ddiwcdd Stad y Faeno .. Yr oedd yn broses lm a bu saw! 
anghydiod blm rh wog ch11 arelwyr a 'r perchennog. rhwng 

nrfedd1annwr a thcnam. a :1dawodd olion cymdeirhasol parhaol 

yn ogvs1al ag achosi nC\\'1di.1dau materol yn y tirwedd. Yn 
y~tod rr 1960a u, bu ad-drdnu amacrhyddol hdacrh mrwn berh 

oedd mewn g\VJrionedd yn ~ mdrech olaf )' srad 1 grcu uncdau 

Jlawn-amser hyfyw, ond ymdda10dwyd )' stad yn dcrfynol ym 
J 967. pan ddaerh 8.600 ha o d1r .u yr Wyddfn ac o'i h.1mgylch 

Jr y farch nad. C:~eodd ~ .-hwarch m fu:~n wcdyn >m 1969. 

Tua d1wedd y J970au 3 dechrau'r J 9S0au. daerh rhan o 

saflem:dd chwarcli Dinorwig yn salle C\•nl lun trydOJ.n -dwr cronfa 

bwmp Dinorwig, r mw~ a.r' ~·n E\\'rOp a'r rrydydd mwyal yn y 
byd. Crcwyd }' gronfa u-:h.1f ym ,\larchlyn ,\1Jwr, 1 ddvfrhau'r 

f!ronf:~ ts:~f ro Llyn Pem rrwr bibell.lll a )!MSaf gynhyrchu a 

ltolwl'd m~:wn siambr Jnicrt h a l' l0ddiwyd o dan )' dd.1ear, er 

mwvo cacl cyn lleicd :1g ' bo modd o effa1rh ffist:gol ar y nrwcdd. 

C RYNOD£8 

Rhifcyf HLW ,GwJ6 

Rhifma{lm)megni ~4 

Map AO Lm11lr.mg~• 115 

~1r flacnorol Curptt•dd 

Au•durdod unedol C u'!'lltdd 

Prif ddyrwdiadau 
helneth 

Ml'WIJlrawf 

Cynuwy.<ar 
anvyddociid 

Mae IJ,Uf/IC/' ddciJcl/ol yr ardal u fcrvn Pare 
Ccur,l/,zethol fnn. Mar'r ardal yn cyrmwys rhnn 
n War.-lwd{cydd Nawr Cenedlacthol a Sajleoedd 
o Ddt.ldnrdcb Cwydd,mol 1\rbmmr. y Gfttdcmau 
a Clm·m /dwal a 'r Wydd{<1. C_vnlm•}'SJr l>e{yd; 
S.Jrl.·,,,·dd o Ddzddordeb Gu•vddcmol 1\rbcmug 
Cot'.! Dinnrwtg, C u1111 Dwyrhwch a Uyn Ptlflam; 
S.zJ/c Cwarchod;uth Costdl Doll>adam; Hcncbion 
Co>jic.'lrcdtg g~t•clfhdai chwatel Ott~orrotg o rh ware/ 
/,•,tu \'t~•ttm; Ani.JlrMdd C'.i!tlwraNh Abt!rpt~~/1 
(\' f r/11! /Jeli) a Na11t i't•IJS. Dosbarrhwyd 1'/as )' 
1-.Jmilh" Ad~ilaclau Rlusrrcdtg Craddfn·dt/1 all ' 

2. 3. 3 

l.lu•yf.IJidir ar{onlrro/ z,c•l o dy{(ryu rhewlt(ol gerllow 
ar o.-hr oglrtld orllcwmol )'r Wydtlfa, )'I! C) 11mt.rys 
tl'>tioli1l'lh o ddl'/uydd ltr "' anhctldind o'r cyf!tlld 
c \'11/•.mcsyddul ymlaen. ac m ben hyrmy u•etldtlltoll 
hei,JCIII ac umlll'g '' dnuydwur 1/edn yn )'Sf()d y 19edtl 
.z r :.t-fcd g;mn{ut•dd. M.te't .,t/alw 0'"'"'"'s; 
bn•iJ_!:l1Ctau , aneddwdau n rluuau o Oe.( yr 1 Jaeurn; 
C.w.-11 DolbaJ,mz: anedJtaJ.zu c.:mo/Ol!sol; d•wart'lz. 
ltlllll'llll)'dd rtl'i><•l, uneddzadau. r)•fundre(nall 
clud:ant a phortl.oladd drwt'ddm, 1'/as a /'hare)' 
f.zmol: cyn/lun tr;•dan·cili'l' CIOn(n bwmp 
uwdtfae"rol pu<11tp1o a dJTOJint DmOill'lg~ 

C)SIIIIIac/,;u ill!ll)ddol :u :1rll$lig ha•teswldol. 

Ffynonellau derholedig I Selected sources 

eventu:!liv led tO the Vaynol Estate'~ oemsse 1: was a Ion!! 

orocess. and embittered d•sputes between quarrymen and 

owner. and landlord and tenant, left mdehble soc1al scar~ as 

well the material changes in the landscape. Dunng the 1960s, 

there was widespread agricultural reorganisation in what 

turned out to be a final attempt by the estate to create v1able 

fu ll-time un1ts, but the estate was finally dissolved in 1967. 

when 8600ha of land in and around Snowdon came onto the 

market. The quarries closed shortly afterwards In 1969. 

In the late 1970s and early 1980s, part of the Dinorwig 

complex became the Site of the vase Dlnorwig hydro-electric 

pumped storage power scheme. the largest in Europe and the 

third largest in the world. The upper reservoir was created in 

Marchlyn Mawr which feeds the lower reservoir m Lake Peris. 

through pipelines and a generatmg station located in a colossal 

chamber excavated underground. so that the physical impact 

on the landscape was min1mised. 

SUMMARY 

Re( number 

Index mop no. 

HLW(Gw) 6 

24 

OS map Londranger I I 5 

Former county Gwynedd 

Unitary authority Gwynedd 

Principal orea 
designations 

Criteria 

Conrerrts ond 
significance 

The southern hot( o( tht area is wrtlun the Snowdon10 
Nottonol Pork. ThP area Includes parts of G/ude:rrou and 
C1--m ldwol, and Yr Wydd(a (Snowdon) Nauonal Now re 
Reserves and S1tes of Special ScienrJPc Interest /1 a/sa 
mcludes: Coed D.norwtg, Cwm D..yt~>wch and Uyn Pad<lrn 
Sites of Special Scient/Pc /merest; Do/bodom Castle 
Guord10nsh•p Srce; Dmotw~g quarty workshop complex and 
Vlvton slate quarry Scheduled Ancient Monuments;Aberpw/1 
(Port Dinorwrg) and Nant Pens Contervauon Areas Voynol 
Ha/lis categorised o~ Grades I and it ,. i.Jsred 8111/d:ngs. 

l .J. s 
A low coostol plateau and odJOmmg glodated volley slluoted 
on t/oe north wesr srdc of Snowdon, contOJmng evuience 
of land use and settlemem (rom t/le prehisloli< peuod 
onwards. superimposed by recent e!flensive ond outstanding 
remoJIIS of r.he 19th and 20th cenrurres slate industty 
The area includes: Iron Age hillforts. settlemencs ond (felds: 
Dolbodorn Costle; medtevol senlements: recent quomes, 
waste ups, settlements, transport systems ond por~ Voynol 
Hall and Park; the undet~round, Dtnorwrg lrydr!H!I«tnc 
pumped storage scheme; hiStoric literary and ort:suc 
OSSOCIO~ons 

F. A. Barnes, 'Settlement and Landscape Changes in a Caernarvonshire Slate Quarrymg Parish' in R.H. Osborne. F. A. Barnes and 

J. C. Doornkamp. editors. Geograph~eal Essays in Honour of K. C. Edwards (Department of Geography, University of Nottingham: 

Nottingham 1970). 119-1 30. 
A. H. Dodd, The lndustnal Revolution in NonhWales, 3rd edition, 1971 (Bridge Books:Wrexham 1990 reprint). 

W. J. Gruffydd, The Years of the Locust (a translation from the Welsh of Hen Atgofion by D. Myrddin Lloyd) (Gomer Press: Llandysul 1976). 

P. Joyner. ed1cor, Doibadarn: Sud1es on a Tl1eme (National Library of Wales: Aberystwyth 1990). 
Royal Commission on Ancient and Historical Monuments 1n Wales, Inventory, Caemorvonshtre 11 (Central) (HMSO 1960) 

E. Williams. Ornorwig, The Electrrc Moumarn (CEGB Public1cy Services, National Gr1d Division: London 1990). 
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Appendix III 
 
Historic Characterisation Area No. 48 (GAT 2000) 



Historic Landscape Characterisation - Arfon 

Historic Landscape Character Area: 
48- Vaynol 

Scale: 1/30,000 

T111s map 1s reprcducecl oy rne National Assembly for Wales 
With the pe1m•ssmn of The Controller of Her Ma,oesry's 
Stat1onery Office. © Crown Cooynghl Aft ng/lfs reserved 
Unauthonsed reproduction .nlnnges Crown Copyngnr and 
may lead to p10secut1on or OYII procr;-e<:Jmgs 
Licence Number GD 272221 



48 Vaynol 

Historic background 

A high-status site since Medieval times, when the land here formed part of Maenol Bangor, but 
the estate increasingly fell into secular hands. Much of it became the demesne of the Vaynol 
estate, granted by William ofOrange to Smith, the speaker ofthe House of Commons. This 
became by the nineteenth century the second largest estate in Caernarvonshire, enclosed ~from the ; 
1830s by one of the characteristic stone wa lis which surround the homes of the local nobility and 
wealthier gentry, and which also took in other local gentry houses which Vaynol brought up, 
such as Bryntirion. T rebonh is a development of the railway period. 

Key historic landscape characteristics 

High-slatus dwelling and associated demesnes 

As well as Yayool Old Hall, in origin a late Medieval building, and the later Vaynol, an 
undistinguished structure of 1842 in which earlier work may be incorporated, the grounds 
include some very well preserved outbuild ings dating from c. 1605 to the nineteenth centuries. 
The demesne grounds have been partly developed as a business park and office space; however, 
most of the Vaynol demesne has been little touched since the estate's demise in the 1960s. Y 
Faenol Cyf. is currently in the process of establishing an arch itectural conservation school in the 
outbuildings with inward investment from the Slate Valleys lnitiative/Menter Ardal y Lechen 
and the present owners of the site. Work is curTently (January 2000) well advanced on 
conversion of some ofthe nineteenth century dairy buildings. 

Conservation priorities and management 

Encouragement to appropriate heritage aod conservation initiatives at the Yaynol; preservation 
of setting and of the character of an estate demesne; restoration of historic garden and parkland 
features. 

Historic landsc<Jpe characterisation (Ardal Arfon) Hiswric character areas G 1584 Report 351 page 82 
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CADW: WELSH HISTORIC MONUMENTS 

COUNTRYSIDE COUNCIL FOR WALES 

WELSH ARCHAEOLOGICAL TRUSTS 

3rd DRAFT 12/01/01 

ADVJCENOTE 

THE REGISTER OF LANDSCAPES OF IDSTORJC INTEREST IN WALES 
AND THE PLANNING PROCESS 

This advice note provides information on the background, purpose and use of the 
Register of Landscapes of Historic interest in Wales. It has been jointly prepared by 
Cadw: Welsh Historic Monuments, the Countryside Council for Wales and the Welsh 
Archaeological Trusts. It is intended to assist local planning authorities and others to 
assess whether a development is likely to have a significant impact on historic 
landscape areas identified on the Register. 

1.0 Introduction 

1.1 The whole of the Welsh landscape can be said to be historic, with hwnan activity 
often having been at the heart of its creation. The nature of its terrain, the stewardship 
exercised over the centuries by generations of landowners and farmers, along with 
only limited intensive cultivation and urbanisation, have produced ideal conditions 
that have favoured the survival of much of the historic character of the Welsh 
landscape. However, the historic character of the landscape is increasingly under 
pressure from a variety of new changes as, often very different, physical 
characteristics have to be introduced to meet modem needs. 

1.2 Against this background and to be better informed about how to accomodate 
necessary change in a way that is sensitive to the historic character of landscape, 
Cadw: Welsh Historic Monuments, the Countryside Council for Wales (CCW) and 
the International Council on Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS UK) decided to 
collaborate to produce the Register of Landscapes of Historic Landscapes in Wales as 
a means of identifying and to provide information on the most important historic 
landscapes in Wales. The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical 
Monuments of Wales, the four Welsh Archaeological Trusts and the Welsh local 
authorities also collaborated in the project. 

1.3 This Register has been issued in two parts, covering thirty-six "outstanding" and 
twenty-two "special" historic landscape areas, and forms Part 2 of the a wider exercise 
to compile an overall Register of Landscapes, Parks and Gardens of Special Historic 
lnteresfo ~in Wales. For the purpose of this advice note, therefore, the term "historic 
landscape" refers to an area identified in the Register of Landscapes of Outstanding 
Hisioric Interest in Wales, (Cadw: Welsh Historic Monuments, 1998, Part 2.1) or in 
the Register of Landscapes of Special Historic Interest in Wales (Cadw: Welsh 
Historic Monuments; 2001 , Part 2.2). 



1.4 By identifying areas considered to be of national importance in Wales on the 
Register, it is to be encouraged that greater account should be taken of historic 
landscapes generally, in landscape planning, management, conservation, enl1ancernent 
and interpretation, and in providing opportunities for access and recreation. In raising 
awareness of the historic significance and importance of the Welsh environment 
generally, the Register should also encourage historic landscape issues to be given 
greater weight a longside more traditional and long-established conservation issues. 

1.5 At the same time, the Register recognises that landscapes are dynamic, living 
systems fashioned to meet current, mainly economic, needs and that what exists today 
is largely a created landscape, produced through human endeavour since the beginning 
of farming in this country. Landscapes, therefore, will continue to change, so the aim 
is not to fossilise them, or to prevent them from cbeing altered, but rather to manage 
them in ways that will allow the best elements from the past to be retained as they 
evolve to meet modern needs. 

1.6 All landscape areas identified on the Register are of national importance. The 
difference between the landscapes of outstanding historic interest featured in Part 2.1 
and the landscapes of special historic interest featured in Part 2.2, therefore, is one of 
degree, and not quality of historic interest. Landscapes of special historic interest tend 
to be generally smaller in size and have fewer, and less diverse, historic interests than 
those of outstanding historic interest. This distinction should not cause the former to 
be considered of less value than the latter, and so far as the advice on the use of the 
Register is concerned, both categories should be treated in the same way. 

1. 7 Further information on the background to the creation of the Register and its role 
can be found in the introduction to Part 2. 1, with a supplement of additional, updated 
information included in tbe introduction to Part 2.2. 

2.0 Historic Landscape Characterisation 

2.1 In parallel with the creation of the Register, Cadw and the Welsh Archaeological 
Trusts are undertaking a programme of 'historic landscape characterisation' to provide 
more detailed information about each area on the Register, to enable the significance 
of the impacts of development and conservation and management needs to be 
assessed. 

2.2 The characterisation process divides each landscape area on the Register into a 
number of smaller, more discreet, geographical (and mappable) areas of consistent 
historic character. These areas are defined according to their key historic 
characteristics or e lements, for example, an area might be characterized by a particular 
form of historic settlement or land use pattern, it might have distinctive historic 
building~. archaeological sites or traditional field boundaries, or it might contain 
important ancient habitats or have significant historic associations etc. These 
characteristics or elements can occur either singly or in cornbinatjon, and the areas 
identified on these bases are called 'historic character areas'. 



.2 .3 The signiJicance of the impact of dt:,·elopmcnt should hi.! assl.!sscd in rcl:nion to 
C\ cry historic ch;mlcter area thm is affected, either directly or inJircctly. and in terms 
or the effect that al tering the historic character area(s) concerned has on the ''hole 
historic landscape area on the Register. 

2. -+ The resul ts of the characterisation programme are compiled jnto paper volumes 
covering single. or a number of adjoining historic landscape areas on the Register. The 
'olumes are available for inspection at the offices of the \Velsh Archaeological Trusts. 
where advice may be sought on the avail::lbility of the latest volumes which are being 
produced as the characterisation programme progresses. initially with co\·erage of 
·outstanding' , followed by ·special' historic landscape areas. Over the next few years 
this information will also be placed on the Welsh Archaeological Trusts' ,,·ebsites 
(Appendix 1). 

2.5 In historic landscape areas on the Register where characterisation reports are not 
yet available, an assessment of significance of impact of development should be 
undertaken in relation to 'provisional historic character areas·. Provisional historic 
charac ter areas are identified during the preparation of charcaterisation reports and the 
Welsh Archaeological Tmsts can supply details of these. Where provisional historic 
character areas have not yet been identified. the Trusts can advice on a suitable 
methodology, or can be contracted to identifY provisional historic character areas as a 
pre-requisite for an assessment of the significance of impact of development 

3.0 General principles underpinning this advice 

3. 1 The advice in this note needs to be considered in the conte:-;t of general principles 
that underpin the identification of hisLOric landscape areas. namely: 

3.1.1 The Register promotes the conservation of the key characteristics of historic 
landscapes as those landscapes evolve. In this conte:-;t. ·characteristics' include not 
only the physical elements of the past that survive, but also any related evidence for 
the historical processes and patterns that created those elements as. for instance. 
infom1ation in historical documents and so on. 'Characteristics' here would also 
include our ability to understand and appreciate the historical meaning, amenity and 
value of the landscape. 

3.1 .2 The conservation of historic landscapes is about ensuring the transfer of 
ma'\imum historic meaning and value \\'hen contemplating landscape change. 
therefore. the significance of impact of de,·elopment should be assessed in relation to, 
not only the hi sLOric elements that are directly affected. but also to the whole his toric 
landscape area on the Register. in tem1s of any lasting alterations to its historic 
character. 

.3.1 . .3 llistoric landscapes. like historic buildings or nrchaeological sites. are 
· irrep l~-ceab le.- therefore. the ourrigh t rcrno,·al. loss, degradation. frng.mentmion. or 

dislocation of key elem~nts or characteristics cannot be mitigated in the same " ·ay as u 
hJbiwt or i:l n:.~lural l'c:.1turc mi~ht he r~?stor~d or recr\?;,1tcd. The effects of direcl. 
rh~ sicul impacts arc irrc\ crsibll'. but cquully cbmnging. inJ ir-c~:t imp;1~:1s c:m occur 
through the se' c:r:.~ncc: <lr dr srurtion of the l'unctionnl nr ,-isu,d connections hc:t \\ecn 



('h:ments. or through the consequential degradation of thL' \·isunl or <1thcr umcnity of 
clem~nts. or through u combination of these fac tors. 

-tO Suggested us(· of the Regis te r w ithin the p la n ning process 

-1 . 1 .-:\d\·ice on the role of archaeology within the planning process is given in Welsh 
Oftice Circular 60/96. Flanning and rhe Hisroric Enl"irnnme11L .·lrchnenlogy. 
Archaeological sites often form integral elements. or sometimes key characteristics. in 
historic landscapes. However, the advice in this note does not affect or alter the 
pro\·isions of Circular 60/90 which should continue to be applied to archaeological 
sites within historic landscapes areas on the Register. 

-L2 Jnfonnarion on how the Register may be used is se t out. in detail. in its 
introduction. with a supplement of additional, updated information included in the 
introduction to Part 2.1. It is important. however, to emphasise that the Register does 
not impose statutory controls and areas on it are not ·designated· . The latest guidance 
giYen to planning authorities on the use of the Register is set out in Welsh Office 
Planning Guidance (Wales): First Revision (April 1 999). paragraph 5.6.1 0: 

"lnfonnation on the landscapes on the second part of the Register should also be taken 
into account by local planning authorities in preparing development plans. and in 
considering the implications of developments which are of such a scale thot they 
would have more than local impact on an area on the Register.., 

-L3 Such developments may be defined as. but are not confined to: 
major communications schemes (road, rail. sea, air or inland \\'aterway): 
quarrying and open cast mining; 
major settlement; 
mJ.jor leisure developments; 
large-scale conunercia l or industrial expansion: 
large-scale landfill and reclamation; 
major coastal defence works; 
power genemtion and distribution projects; 
major water supply schemes; 
other s imilar large-scale infrastructure projects . 

.fA Information on the Register should also be taken into account ''hen considering 
afforestation or other extensi,·e land use changes. the cumulative effects of secondary 
or piecemeal changes over time. or changes thnt are not in themselves large-scale or 
extensi\ c. but are of a radical nature and sunicient to have more thnn local impact on 
an aren on the Register. 

-+. :' Gen~m l ly. the nature Jnd scale of den::lopments referred to \\'ill require Jn 
En\·ironmental Impacts Assessment to be undertaken. and the methodology suggested 

~ ::ll .-\n~x I may be used to sat isfy the requirements of Elt'\ regulations in respect of 
::~:;st>ssing impacts on historic landscapes. 

-if) lt is :1 nuucr lllf tbL' discretion or th~ piJillling :llllhont~ to determine the IL'n:l of 
.. -... ~:;sm~·nt it cun:' idl' rs tksirDble "hen Ll'nsid~.·rinl;; =t Jl'\ t:lllpnlt:nt prorns~ll \YhJch 1s 



of such <J scale. or of' :.1 mdical n:llun.:. tlwt 11 is lik~ly to have more tk1n local impact 
on an area on the Register r~{ Lone/scopes o/ Historic lmere.n in Wales :\ raniculur 
dc\'elopment m::~y be considered to r~quirc the full assessment outlined in the 
methodology suggested at Annex 1 or. alternatively. the nature of the development 
1118)' require the application of only part of the assessment process. Detailed advice 
can be obtained from the De,·eJopment Control sections of the Welsh Archaeological 
Trusts. 

4. 7 Whilst it is acknovvledged that mi tigation, enhancement or restoration of historic 
elements can be offered as part of de,·elopment plans, this advice note and the 
fol lowing Annex does not consider any of these options which should be subject to 
separate assessment. preferably utilizing the results of an assessment of the 
significance of impact of development. 



i\Jethodology for assessment of significance of impact of de\ clopment on historic 
landscape areas on the Register of Landscapes of Historic Interest in Wales 

The methodolog) suggested here for assessment of the significance of impact of 
de\ elopment on historic landscape areas on the Register shou ld be primnrily based on 
a desk-top study and analysis of all the relevant infonnation, supported by site visit(s) 
(including, where necessary. fi eld work to establish the ·provisional historic character 
areas· noted in section 2.5) and the production of a -vvritten report. 

T:::tking historic character areas as the ·building blocks· of the historic landscape areas 
on the Register and the chnracteriLmion process, it is suggested that the assessment 
process and report should be structured into five main stages: 

Stage 1 Compilmion of an introduction of essential. contextual information. 

Stngc 2 Description and quantification of the direct. physical impacts of de\'e)opment 
on the historic character area(s) affected. 

Stage 3 Description and quantifcation of the indirect impacts of development on the 
historic charocter area(s) affected. 

Stage 4 Evaluation of the relative importance of the historic character aren(s) (or 
part(s) thereof) directly nffcctcd by development in relation to: 

(a) the " ·hole or the historic chnrncter area(s) concerned; 
(b) the whole of the historic landscape area on the Register: 

followed by: 

(c) an evaluation of the rclati\·e importance of the historic character ::~rea(s} 
conccmed in the national context. 

Stage 5 Assessment of the over::1ll significance of impact of development. and the 
effects that altering the historic character area(s) concemed has on the whole of the . -
historic landscape area on the Register. 

Stage 1 Contextual information 

The first s1:1ge or th~ asst!:;sment process is to gather essentinl contextual information 
thnt should pro,·ide :111 introduction to the assessment report. This should include: 

·. Wl :\tbrit:f Sl!ll1111:::Jr~ description of the den:IL)pment. "·ith n map m th~ :.1ppropriatc 
>cnle sh0" ing it:\ lnc::uion in rdation to the historic l:lmbc::~p~ ~m::.~ on the Regista. 



(b),\ stmement :Jbout the con tex t in \Yhich the assessment 1s hc111g done. tor example. 
as p.~rt of an En' ironmcntal Impacts Assessment. a feasibility study for development. 
or as part of evidence to he presented at a Public Enqui~ etc. 

(c) If relevant. a brief summary of the planning histo~ of the site (details of an~ 
pre,·ious pem1issions. appeals ere.). 

(d) References to any related assessments. for example. an archaeological assessment 
under the pro,·isions of Welsh Office Circular 60/96. an Environmental Impacts 
Assessment. or a previous assessment etc. 

(e) In the relevant cases, an indication of the pro,·isional status of any historic 
charac ter arens (see section 2.5). 

(D An indication of the limits of the data upon which the assessment is based and any 
resu lting contingent, or other, liabilities. issues of conJiden ti ali ty. copyright etc. 

(g) A statement on the qualifications and relevant experience of the person(s) 
undertaking the assessment and a full declarat ion of the nature of any contractor-cl ient 
re lationships. 

(h) A description of the methodology used. 

Copies of t11e historic landscape ci tation on the Register. the descriptions of the 
his toric character area(s) affected and any other relevant supponing information. 
maps. photographs etc. should normally be inc luded as Appendicies to the assessment 
report. 

Stage 2 Assessment of direct, phys ical impacts of development 

The second stage of the assessment process and report should describe and, as far as 
possible. quantify the di rect, physical impacts of the deYelopmcnt on the historic 
character area(s) affected using the fol lowing framework. 

A map should be provided at the appropriate scale sho·wing the precise location and 
extent of the deve lopment. including any pre liminary si te works or supporting 
infrastructure necessary, in relation the historic character area(s) di rectly affected. 

\\"here there are large amounts of information or clarity is an issue. supplement:J~· 
map(s) can be pro,· idcd to sho,\· the location of Scheduled Ancient r-. Jonuments. 
Listed Buildings. Conser\'ntion Areas. Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Intere-st. 
nnd an~· other coincident statutory. nature conser\'ation or landscape designations: the 
location or any kno \\·n. non-scheduled archneological sites and monuments. non-listed 
historic buildings or structures: traditional boundaries. or any other key hiswric 

., ch>J.m~tcristics or elements ident itied in the characterisation report (sec section 2.2l. 

Direct, r hys icn l imra cts shou ld be ckscribcd and quantifil'd in two "nys. n~Hnely: 



(a) In ahsoluu.: terms" ith a statement im.licuing the actual percentage or proponion of 
the historic charnc tt.:r m~a thut is directly affected. for example ... Fifty live percent (or 
just over half) of tht.: area of historic character area X \\ill be penn::mcntly lost or 
removed by de,·elopmcnt. ·· (In some cases. the proport ion affected could be greuter 
than the physical extent of the development if. for example. extensi,·e preliminary site 
works. ancillary denloprncnts or supponing infrastructures are required.) 

(b) In re la tive tenns wi th statements indicating the percentages or proportions of the 
knov,.·n resource (i.e . the key characteristics or elements identified by characterisation) 
that \Vill be permanently lost or removed by development, for example. ··In historic 
charncter area X. 25% (or a quarter) of. for example . ... the number of known 
archaeological snes: ... the extent of historic land use or pattern in area A: ... the length 
of linear feature £3 .... and so on. wil l be pcnn~mentJ y lost or removed by development. 

Each characteristic or element ;:Jfil~cted would be bridly descri bed. toge ther \\'iTh a 
statement of intrinsic imponance or starus using the Welsh Archaeological Trusts· 
categories. namely: 

Catc-gon.· r\ Sites anti M onuments ofNation:J l lmport:Jnee 

This includes SAt\ Is. GrJtk I and 11'" (and some Grade 11) Listed Buildings and sites of similnr qu:Jiit~. 
i.e. Lho~e \\'hich ''ould meet the requirements for sc heduling or listing at the top two grades. Th!!rc: is :.t 

presumption in favour of pn:sen-<1t10n of :11l such sites and their settings should they come under thre:n. 
Such ::;ites might im: lude those that survive principally as buried rc:mains. 

Catc-~ory 3 Si tes :~ntl Monuments o f Reg ionallmportanee 

This includes sites that would fullill the critcrin for listing at Grade 11 (if a building), but not for 
scheduling (if :1 relict archoeologie.::ll site). Nevertheless. such site!i are of particular importance \lithin a 
regional contc:-.: t and. if threatened. should ideally he preserved in situ. although complt!te e:-;c:J,·otion 
<tndlor recording mnr be an acceptable alternati,·e. ~lost sites of archaeological and/or historic:~! 
interest "ill t':llt " ·ith in thi s catcg0ry. 

Categon.· C Sites I Fe:Jtures of Loc:.~ l Import:.~nce 

This c:nego~ includes components of the hjstoric en,·ironment (such :JS walls. gateposts. tracks etc.) 
that help delint' local distincti' eness and character. They rnny not he of sufficient imponance to .JUStiJ~· 
a reconunendatiun for preser,·ation if thre:llened. hut they ne,·enbcless ha\'e :.~n interest and imponnnc~ 
in their local conte.\1. 

C:.ilegol')· D ;\linor an d D:.~nugetl Sites I Features 

This category includ~s sitc:s lt:Jlurcs ''hi eh are of minor 1mportam:e or S<1 b:~dl~· d::1maged 1hat wo linle 
n:m:.11ns to justify their inclusion in a higher catcgo~ Rapid rccordmg. either in :.~dvancc uC or during 
destruct ion is usually sufficient for this category of si te. 

C:.1 tegon. E Sites I Ft•aturcs .'-'ecding Furt her )0\ cstig:u ion 

Silt'S l'e::nun~!'. \\hose clJJr:.Jch:r. importanct' or loc:l!ion is untletermin~d .1re pbced in this c:~t.:gu;:. 
'I The~ ~lude buried ~it-:s anJ k.JH\ \ \11 un<.lcrgrulmJ features ltkntiJicJ from un:hi,·;d e' iden.:t' :mJ 

r~lrt•spL·e.:ti ' e map an:JI~ si'. <,tie" \\ ith no dclin-:d ph~ sic.:ul presence such ,t:- linc.J spots. ~ites nt1teJ b~t 
n(lt :tn·u;att:l~ llH::tkd m :mtiquon:m rdcrc:n~e::.. ·mt':o- knu\1 n <'Ill) Ji·om pl.1.:e-naml' e' it!:: nee ;JnJ t•iht'r 

'1 ':.: ..; rL'rtlfll'U at !he ~pt:L'i rlt:J luc:ilion. but l':trlll\\1 he \'C ri lictl b~ an:h:lctd(ll,'ic;d lieldi\'Ork . Tht:\ \\·j 11 
: ::,JUih. r'~rnh.:r \\!Irk ho:ltll., th~·~ c.111 i>.: alh•c.u.:J '.•' { :!lc~\'rll.'~ .-\·l 



Th~ magnitude ol direct. physJcul impacts should be e:-;pressL"d as: 

50%.,... I more than a half pem1ancntly lost or remo' ed- \'cry Severe: 
25-49% I qu:lrtcr to half pemwnently lost or remo,·ed - f\.Jodcrately Se\'ere: 
10-24% I tenth to a quarter permanently lost or removed- Fair ly Severe: 
Less than 10% I less than a tenth pcm1ancntly lost or remO\ ed - LO\\ Impac1. 

The results for each historic character area affected could be summarized in a table. 
for example, 

ASSESS.viENT OF DIRECT, PHYSICAL I i\JPACTS ON HISTORIC CHARACTER AREA X 

ABSOLt tTE 1:\IPACT (LOSS OF AREA) 1\ l AG:'\ ITL'DE 

48 hn. 55% arcn /llodcr::ncly se,·crc 

RELATI VE I~lPACT (LOSS OF K~OWN 
CHARACTERISTICS OR ELEMEI'\TS) STATUS 
rrr:lm\\JY R- 0 .3km length. I :5% loss 13 Fairly sewn: 

Fidel Sysrcm Y - :!.3 hn. 70% loss c Very sewn.: 

!I ut Pl:lllom1s .-\ - -l sites. 30° u loss A /llodcr:1tcly SC\'Crc 

Cropmark complex 13 - 1.0 h:J. 6:5% loss A (SAM) Very Sc'l'crc 

·\ncicnt Woodland C - O . .l hJ. 5% loss l3 Slight impact 

Stage 3 Assessment of indi rect impacts of development 

Clearly. a finite area of land \\'ill be directly and physically affected by a de,·elopment. 
but a much greater area will be indirectly affected through the fragmentation of 
historic character areas, visual intrusion and encroachment which could deva lue the 
historic landscape area on the Register as a whole. The importance of· setting· is a 
,,·ell-established criterion in the assessment of the significance of impact of 
dc,·elopment on Scheduled Ancient Monuments and Listed Buildings. and the same 
criterion should be applied tO historic character areas and historic landscapes. 

There is no statutory definition of setting. but it could be considered as hn,·ing t\\·o 
principal dimensions. Firstly. there are the immediate settings which. in the case of a 
building. would be the ancillary land use-d with it or the curtilage. Secondly. there are 
the wider settings that. in the case of a building. may or may not be legally atlnched to 
it. may or may not be used with it. and is often part of the built em·ironment or part of 
the countryside. Settings may not be as ensily defined for field monuments. but it may 
be possible to make reasonable assumptions on the basis of \\'hat is k.no" n 
archaeologically about ho" certain types of monuments originally functioned or ,,·ere 

'+ rcgor~~d. Sett ing should .not be interpreted LOO narrow]~. and for the purposes t)f these 
guidt:lines. imp;:tcts on setrings will bt: categorised as ·indirect· impacts 



The third part of the assessment report should. therefore. desc ribe and quanti !)' ns 
l'bjcctJ\·ely as possible the inJircct impac1s of the dnelopmcnt on all hi storic 
character areas affected. 

Indi rec t impac ts can be categorised as being mainly physical or visual in nature. 

Indirect. ph,·sical impacts can occur to physical elements in a historic character area as 
u result of one, or a combination, of the follovving factors: 

(a) An increased risk of ex.posure, erosion. disturbance. decay. dereliction or any other 
detrimental physical change to elements. consequent to development. 

(b) Re lated to (a), the likelihood of increased management needs to maintain physical 
elements as, for example. through altered habitats. water levels. increased erosion. 
new access pro,·ision etc., consequent to development. 

(c) The severance. fragmentation. dislocation or alteration of the functional 
connections bet,,·een related physical elements, for example. a fie ld system becomes 
·seYered· from its parent fam1stead by an intervening development 

(d) The frustrati on or cessation of historic land use practices, for example. it becomes 
more difficult or impossible to manage an area in a traditional manner as a result of 
de,·elopment. 

(e) Decreased opportunities for understanding or enjoyi ng the amenity of physical 
elements. consequent to development. 

Each category of indirect, physical impoct identified should be described and an 
assessment made of its severity based on professional judgement. with its magnitude 
expressed as 'High' I 'Severe'; 'Moderate': or ·Low'. 

The results for each historic character area affected could be summarized in a table. 
for example: 

ASSESSI\ I E~T OF IND rRECT, P HYSJCAL l ~ I PACTS ON HISTORI C CHAR-\.CTER AREA'\'' 

1\IPACTS ST-\TUS i\1AG1'\ITL'l>£ 

lncrc:~scd risk of ~rosion 10 dcment J I3 Ivtodcr:nc 

I ncrcaso.:d management nc<·ds for o.:kmo.:nt K c Low 

l·um:uonal connc:cuon bet,,ecn ekmo.:nts J & K disruptcd ;\ (SA. \I l Se,·c:re 

J"raditional land \! Se of aro.::.~ L c.::.tsd .-\ S..:-n:rc 

·\m..-1111~ ,·aJuc of clement ~I rcduccd [ ~lodcrate 

.. , "'· '-' . . -

lnJirect tnon-phYsic~tl) 'isu"l imp:tcts cnn l1CCur to ch:mcnts as. a result of one. or u 
...:ombin:Hion of the foil()\\ ing lucwrs: 



. • 

(a) Visual impact on physical elements from \vhich a development can he seen 
(considered up to its maximum height). Impacts can be on ·views to· or ·,·icws from· 
elements. and should be assessed with panicular reference to key historic ,·icwpoints 
and essential senings. In some cases. key historic viev:points may no longer be 
identifiable. but it may be possible to make reasonable assumptions on the basis of 
historical or archaeological information. Key viewpoints should also include those 
that have subsequently become acknO'-'Yledged as such, for example. as depicted in 
artists' drawings and paintings. or as features on popular routes or tmils. 

(b) Impact on the visual connections between related physical elements, by occlusion, 
obstruction. etc .. for example, what might have been an essential line of sight between 
historically linked defensive sites becomes blocked or impaired by an intervening 
development. 

(c) Conversely, the creation ofinappropriate visual connections between physical 
elements not intended to be inter-visible originally, by the removal of intervening 
barriers, shelters. screening or ground. 

(d) Visual impact of the development itself considering: 

(i) its fom1 -the scale. number, density, massing, distribution etc. of its constituent 
features: 

(ii) its appearance- the size. shape. colour. fabric etc. of its constituenr features, in 
relation to the existing historic character of the area. 

This section is aimed at assessing to what extent the development constitutes a "isual 
intrusion or an encroachment. and to what extent that affects the historic character of 
the area. 

NOTE· Th~ lnstillllc of l;nvironrncnwl Ass,·ssmmt ~nd The LmH.I5cupc lnStllutc have JOmlly puhilshcu Gtlld£'/tnes for 
l.andscop<' anrl l'wttllftttpacts :l.•s.:ssmt·nt (E 8:. F ~ Spon. London. 1995 ·ne'' eduoon pendmg.) This ma) he: useful!~ 
consuh.:d. lamen~r. there arc soh\\ arc p~cbgcs no" av;ulahk thar can mal.c use of OS dtgital data tO produce 360 degre.: \' JC\\· 

shed a nai)'SIS. J -0 vinu~l rcprcscntarions and so on (c g. Vcn•eal Mapper for Map lnfo. Erdas Imagine etc.). In compltcatcd 
cases. or whc" the dc,·clopmcnt IS on a very large scale. tl m a~ h~ ncccssaf) to use the services of a profl:ssional landscape 
archucct to undcnal.c a full 'tsunl imp:tcts assessment. 

Each type of indirect, visual impact identified should be described using maps. 
figures, diagrams, elevations and photographs (photo momages may be particularly 
useful) as necessary. Assessment should be genera lly confined to the key elements 
\\'ithin the affected area(s). i.e. category A and B sites (as defined in Stage 2 above). 
\\'ith an assessment of the severity of impact based on professional judgement. and its 
magnitude expressed as 'High' I 'Severe·: ·Moderme·: or ·Low·. 

The results for e:1ch historic character aren affected could be sumnrised in a table. for 
example. 

'\f ('.~ ...... 



:\SSF.SS~J E~T OF 1.'\DJI{ECT. \'ISL\L I.\ I P,\ CTS 0.'\ HISTOHIC Cll :\ IC\CTF.H ARE:\ . \'. 
I.\ I r ACT SE\'[JUTY 

V tc"\\":, to .:h:rncnt N parti<.JIJ) hlockc:J 1\lnc.krat.: 

\ ' it:11·s from ckm::nt N disrupted s~v(•n: 

Ch:mge to essential scnin~s of element N .\loJ..:rotc 

\'isual connection between clt:mcnts N and P occ luc.kd 1\lodcr:.Hc 

D.:n~lopmcnt form Sc,·crc 

D.:1 eloprncnt :~ppcar:mcc f\lodcrate 

The types of indirect impacts described above are by no means exhaustive, and there 
may be others specific to particular kinds of development that should also be taken 
into account and assessed. Ench impact identified should be described and quanti fied 
as objectively as possible. with written descriptions supponcd by diagrams or 
photogrnphs, panicularly for visual impacts. Where accurate quant ification is 
impossible. a professional judgement should be given. 

Stage 4 Evalua tion of relative importance 

The fourth stage of the assessment process and report should evaluate the relative 
imponance of the historic character area(s) (or pan(s) thereof) directly affected by 
development in relation to: 

(a) the whole of the historic character area(s); 
(b) the ,,·hole of the historic landscape area on the Register: 

followed by, 

(c) an e\·aluation of the relative importance of the historic character area(s) 
concerned in the national context. 

\Vhich evaluation steps have to be done and how much input will be required will 
depend on the scale of the development in relation to the nature and extent of the 
affected historic character area(s) and historic landscape area on the Register. For 
example. if a de,·eJopmcnt directly affects an entire historic character area. then only 
e,·al uation steps (b) and (c) need to be done. The complexity of the historic landscape 
character area(s) in terms of the ' 'ariety of characteristics and numbers of elements 
affected will also influence the nmount of input required. 

As an illustrn tion of why e,·alualion steps (a) and (b) mny ha,·e to be done. there may 
·~ \\·e ll ~ circumstnnces v\here the relati,·e importance of nn clement within the historic 

char::trter area in which it occurs differs to its relati\·e importance within the o,·erall 
historic Jandscarc area on the Register. For example. a panicular element wuld be 
abundant ~md t:tirl~ reprc:scnt<Hi\ e of the historic character :1reo as a "hok. but might 
he qu ite r~tre in rl·l~nion 10 the \\hole tlf thc historic lnndscapl· :.Jrt'~l unthc Reg isll' rL"Ic . 



In rclmiun to c\ aluation step (c). all hough al l hi storic landscnpl..!s on the Register arc 
of national importance. some historic character arens mny be of e,·cn greater 
significance. because of the nmge or the quality of the elements they conwin. the 
presence of designated elements within them. their relationship ·with other historic 
character areas. their status as a key component in the historic landscape area on the 
Register. or because of a combination of these factors. 

E,·aluation step (c) should not be regarded as do"vngrading of certain areas: it is 
simply acknowledging that within a landscape that is all of national importance, some 
areas. characteristics or elements may well be of greater value than others. 

Guidance on Evaluation 

With some modification and additions. the criteria for the selectton ofScheduled 
Ancient Monuments can be used for evaluation steps (a)- (c) (Welsh Office Circular 
60/96. Planning and the Historic En vironment: Archaeology, p.15, Annex 3, 
·Secretary of State's Criteria for Scheduling Ancient Monuments"). However, because 
some SAM criteria arc more relevant to sites than to landscapes. not all SAM criteria 
will be applicable to all the evaluation steps. For the same reason. not all SAM criteria 
will be applicable to all the historic characteristics, or historic character areas affected. 
There arc no hard and fast rules it will be a matter of professional judgement as to 
which cri teria to select and apply. Further advice may be sought from the Welsh 
Archaeological Trusts. 

With respect to the evaluation of individual criteria, in most cases. the different grades 
ofvalues will h:1ve to be qualitative as fe\\', if:my. national data sets exist to enable 
quantitative grades of values to be detennined. This will be panicularly true for 
evaluation step (c). There may also be cases where the ranges of the individual grades 
of ,·alue \\'ill need to be adjusted to reflect local conditions of historic element 
numbers etc. Although numerical measures could be used to a certain extent, in most 
cases. the value ranges and the grades ofvalues selected will have to be based on 
profession:1l judgement. 

More work '"'ill be required to refine this stage of the assessment process by 
developing the evaluation criteri a and by enhancing the ways in which they are 
applied. In the interim. the SAM-based e,·aluation criteria set out below are derived 
from criteria npplied in a recent historic landscape assessment of part of the Gwent 
Le,·els landscape of outstanding historic interest (Welsh O.ffice. M-I Relief Road 
Magor to Castletan- Stage 2 Assessment. Draft Report for Consultation by Ore Amp 
and Partners . . .Jpril 1998 I Amended Octoher 1998. Appendix 2- The HistoriC" 
Landscape by S. Rippon). and work by the Gw)'nedd Archaeological Trust. 

N.B. Depending on which eval uation step is being undertaken. ·elemems· include 
·characteristics·. and ·Jandscape' includes ·historic character area'. 

·~ .~; 

Criteria for determin inc relnti,·e imnort~ncc or ,·a lue in Stal!.e 4. steps (a). (b) and (c) 

Tbrity in t:::rms ofpcrio!.lLlr !.l.tk. un!.l :.~s u l:t'll1ronl'l1L of the bnJscart". This sh.Hdd hl' Jss.:s.s~:d Jn 

rdution Ill \\hJL !>Uf\ 1\l"S lt\U.1y. sint:l.' ckmo.:lliS n(~t llOCC Ct)ll1J1)00 I~ pc o(' h.mJ:o.c:Jrc Jll,l~ lltl\\ he: r:lrt' 



lli~h- ntl hrtl.Jdl~ simi l:.H historic ckmcnts in the luntls<.:<~pl' . 

\lockr:Ht:- '~''er than 5 hruadl~ similar demc.:nts 1n the lnnuscar~· . 
1. (11\- morl' than 5 broudly sim il<Jr elements in the: lantlscapt: . 

Rcprcs,·nta ti,·cncss should also be considered. in that an example of :J lnntlscnpe th:Jt is common can 
still b~ of nationul importance if. in the light of other criteriu. 11 contains a pnnicularl~ rcprcsenturi,·e 
range of elements. 

lligh- contains most of the elements that characterise the l:lndscape: 
\ lode rate- contains ubout ha lf of the elements that characterise the landscape: 
Lo" -contains some of the clemems that characterise the landscape. 

Documentation The sur\'i\'al of archival material that increases our understanding of a landscope ''ill 
ro isc its imponancc:. though th is is difficu lt to quantify owing to the extremely ,·aried nature of 
documentJry material. Therefore. a professional judgment is given bnsed on the actual amount of 
material and its ac-ademic value. 

lligh - a considerable quantity of relevant material is amilable. 
~lotlerate- some rele,·ant material is avai l:~ b l c: 

Lcm - little relevant material is available. 

Group \'aluc relates to the di,·ersity (or similarity) of t:lements including their structural and functionnl 
coherence. The.: value of the ind i, ·iduol elements can be enhanced by their association with other 
contempor:~ry and linked elements, for example a group of contemporary settlements. fie lds and 
trockways. Clearly, thc.:re will be instances within historic character areas in which dements are linked 
to others not directly nff~cted by development. 

l ligh- contains four or more elements; 
~ lodcrnt~ - contains three elements: 
Lo\\'- contains one or two elements. 

Sun·h·a l relates to the degree ofsurvival ofclc:mcnts in the bndsc:~pe. In instances \\'here the original 
e:--tent or numbers an.: J..n0\\11 (for example, traditional field boundaries for which there mny be dctnilt·d 
mapped, evidence). it moy be possible to measure this quantitJllvely. 

Good- more than 75% of elements sur\'iving: 
~lt~derote- B.:twcen 50 and 74% of ekmcnlS sun ·iving: 
Fnir - F e\\'er than 50% of elements survi ,·ing. 

Condition relates to the condition of elemenls in the lundscape. 

Good- elements survi,·ing in good or better th<~n averugc: condition for thc:ir class; 
Moderate- elements sun•iving in moderate condition for their class: 
fair. e lements sun·i\'ing in fai r or poor condition for their clnss. 

Cnhcn·ncl' relates tn ho\\' well the his toric meaning and signilic:ance nf the landscape is aniculmed b~· 

it5 the historic themes. that is the historical processes anti pauerns that have cre:lted the indi\'idu:~l 
elements'' ithin it. lt ma~ \\'ell that historical processes and paltcrns h:.m:: been maintained. or continu .... 
so that the landscape rewins much of its original function. thus l'nll:Jnc ing its coherence. Cle:1rly 
dl~l·ernibll.' or dominant themes C~tn increJS~ the coherence and lmpOrtilnCe of a landscope. 

I ll~h- dnmin:~nt historic themels) present - landscape of high anicubtion: 
.e \l0dc::rntt:- hi~tnr i<- themels\ present. -landscare ofmotlc:rate :~nicubtion. 

Lo''- hi~toric th~·mc(o;) prt•scnl. but "eak or suppressed- bndscape oflow articulation 

Pull'nti:tl rc:I.Hcs to the potL':HJ<d "ithin th.: bndscape for tuturc lnndsc:1pe stt ll.l~ :-~nJ anal~ )is 



Moderate- some scope for future historic landscape study and analysis; 
Low- Iinle scope for future historic landscape study and analysis. 

Integrity The importance of a landscape may be enhanced by its integrity that relates to the survival of 
its original character or form. The resulting visibility and legibility of the landscape' s component 
elements will enhance its amenity value. Greater visibility and legibility generally increase the potential 
for the historic landscape to be easily understood by the non-specialist 

High integrity - elements highly visible and easily understood; 
Moderate integrity - elements visible but not easily understood; 
Low integrity- elements not readily visible and difficult to understand. 

Associations A landscape or an area or element within it might have important historic associations 
with, for example, particular institutions, cultural figures, movements or events etc. Often, however, 
there are no physical remains, or it may be difficult to tie an association to a particular place or feature, 
with only documentary or oral material surviving. Owing to the complex nature of associations, 
therefore, they are impossible to quantify, so an assessment is made based upon professional 
judgement 

High- a significant, authentic and nationally well-known association (s); 
Moderate - an authentic, but less significant, perhaps regionally well-known association(s); 
Low - unauthenticated or a little or locally known association (s). 

The evaluation of steps (a) and (b) should comprise written statements and 
justifications for the values ascribed to each criterion, followed by a concluding 
statement for either step (a) or (b). The statement should reflect the general level of 
values across all criteria, and note any particularly significant 'Highs' or 'Lows'. 
Evaluation results for steps (a) and (b) could be summarized in a table, for example: 

EVALUATION OF THE RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF THE PART OF HISTORIC 
CHARACTER AREA Z DIRECTLY AFFECTED BY DEVELOPMENT 

c~ IHJGH I OD ERA TE I ~~W I !HIGH/ ~'ODERATE/ OW/ FAJR 

VALUE pooo VERAGE AJR pooo VERAGE 

~n relation to: a) WHOLE OF HISTORIC b) WHOLE OF HISTORIC 
CHARACTER AREA T ANDSCAPE AREA 

iRARITY ../ ../ 

REPRESENTATIVE- ../ ../ 
NESS 
!DOCUMENTATION ../ ../ 

GROUP VALUE ../ ../ 

SURVIVAL ../ ../ 

CONDITION ../ ../ 

DIVERS[TY ../ ../ 

!POTENTIAL ../ ../ 

AMENITY ../ ../ 

ASSO~lA TIONS ../ ../ 

The evaluation of step (c) should comprise written statements and justifications for 
the values ascribed to each criterion, followed by a concluding statement. The 



statement should reflect the general level of values across all criteria, and note any 
particularly significant 'Highs' or 'Lows'. Evaluation results for steps (c) could be 
summarized in a table, for example: 

EVALUATION OF THE RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF THE HISTORlC CHARACTER AREAS 
AFFECTED IN THE NATIONAL CONTEXT 

c~ !HIGH I IODERATE ~~I !HIGH/ IODERATE ~ow JFAJR 
VALUE GOOD GOOD 

o relation to: HISTORIC CHARACTER AREA 'X' HISTORIC CHARACTER AREA 'Y' 

RARITY .; ../ 

~PRESENTAT~SS .; ../ 

DOCUMENTATION .; ../ 

GROUP VALUE ../ ../ 

~URVIVAL ../ ../ 

\...ONDmON ../ ../ 

DrYERSITY ../ ../ 

POTENTIAL .; ../ 

AMENITY ../ ../ 

~SSOCIA TIONS .; ../ 

Stage 5 Assessment of overall significance of impact 

Once the direct and indirect impacts of development have been described and, as far 
as possible, quantified, in Stages 2 and 3, and the relative values of the area(s) 
affected established in Stage 4, the fifth and final stage of the assessment can be 
undertaken. This stage assesses the overall significance of impact of development and 
the effects that altering the historic character area(s) concemed has on the whole of the 
historic landscape area on the Register. 

Assessing the overall significance of impact of development can be accomplished by 
combining the results of Stages ~ to 4 so that the level of damage or loss to the 
landscape by development is balanced with the relative values of the area(s) affected. 
Professional judgement is then used to produce a description that qualifies and 
quantifies the overall significance of impact of development as accurately and as 
objectively as possible. 

The effects that altering the historic character area(s) concerned has on the whole of 
the historic landscape area on the Register should be categorised according to the 
degrees of severity set out in the following section. 

~ -~ 
Since all historic landscape areas on the Register are of national importance, 
development above the scale and parameters in sections 4.3 and 4.4 vvill de facto have 
a severe impact. However, within each landscape that is all of national importance 
and consistent with the determination of relative values in Stage 4, ceratin areas are of 



particular significance. Therefore, within the ·severe· category or impact. three grades 
rna\ be distin!!uished. namclv: . - -

V cry severe 

- a landscape of national value that is of very special significance O\Ving to its 
inherent importance (e.g. rarity. group value. condition etc.) 
-the development will lead to a critical reduction of \ 'a lue in terms of 
land loss, fragmentation and /or visual intrusion. 
the effect ofthe development wi ll be to significantly reduce the value of the 
historic character area as a ·whole, thereby diminishing the overall va lue of the 
historic landscape area on the Register. 

Moderately severe 

-a landscape of national importance, with good preservation. 
-the development will lead to a significant reduction in value in terms of land 
loss. fragmentation and I or visual intrusion. 
- the effect of the development wi 11 be to damage key elements of the historic 
character area, with appreciable lowering of the area as a whole. 

Fairly severe 

-a landscape of national importance. but is perhaps one for which there are 
other examples, and there has already been loss of some elements due to 
modern development. 
the development wi ll cause a loss in value, though this is not necessarily 
critical in tem1s of land loss. fragmentation and I or visu:1l intrusion. The 
development may lead to the further encroachment of development into the 
historic l:1ndscnpe area. 

Below these le,·els of impact. two further levels may be distinguished, namely: 

Low impact 

None 

-the historic character area is not directly affected by land loss or 
fragmentation, but the development will have a visual impact and would be 
likely to encourage encroachment towards it. subsequently resulting in the 
value of the whole area being diminished. 

- no effects. 

The assessment repo1i should be completed \\"ith a concluding statement that dr<J\\·s all 
' the scf.Jien t points together. This is likely to be a key part of the assessment. to " ·hich 

most reference " ·ill be made, p;1rticulnrly in a Public Enquiry. 1t is essemial. therefore. 
to \\Tile the concluding statement inn clear and concise sty le that can be easily 
understood by the non-specialist and the Public Enquiry Inspector altkc. Bre\ ity ''ill 



he the essence'' ith. succinct statements sumarising the en erall r~sults or the 
Jss.:ssmenl. Cor example: 

.. Giq~n the 55% loss or surface area of key historic character area .'\ und removal of 
the exceptionally well-preserved. early industrial remains. of which seven elements 
arc category A sites (3 = SAMs) and for which there are no parallels elsewhere in 
Wales. the impact of denlopment is severe.,. 

··The 12% loss of surface area of historic character area B, with the conseq uent 
severance of its northern from its southern half, and the 30% loss of a distinctive but 
fairly common type of medieval field system in Wales, the impact of development is 
lo\\·.·· 

.. Although development X causes a loss of only 3% surface area of historic character 
area W and only three category C historic elements are removed. nevertheless. the 
development is of such a form and appearance as to have a significam adverse Yisunl 
impact on the surviving, and in Wales, rare. medieva l settlement and land use pattern 
to the south of the development site, therefore, the impact of development is 
moderate.·· e tc. 

In the relc\'ant cases, the concluding statement wo uld indicate the appropriateness. or 
othcr"vise. of the proposed development. and whether a refusal of planning permission 
should be recommended on the basis that the severity of impact on the historic 
landscape area on the Register is unacceptable. 

Addresses of: 

Countrysid~ Council for Wales 
Cndw: Welsh Historic Monuments 
Welsh Archaeological Trusts 

,, ·· '""' •'• ,I •· •t 'k! "1\lt IJ ( \"'1 \\HI; ( JUU tfl \ I tiff 

APPENDIX 2 



Appendix V 
 
Full list of Listed Buildings in Vaynol Park 
 

Name Record No Grid ref 
Grade I   
Vaynol Old Hall 4166 SH 5383 6957 
Chapel of St Mary to N of Vaynol Old Hall 4172 SH 5383 6957 
Vaynol Hall 4173 SH 5370 6943 
   
Grade II*   
The Best Stables on S side of Vaynol Old Hall and 
courtyard walls 

4167 SH 53815 69515 

Terraced garden to N of Vaynol Old Hall 4169 SH 5383 6955 
Gateway with inscription set in N boundary wall of 
terrace garden opposite Vaynol Old Hall 

4170 SH 5383 6957 

Long Barn at Vaynol Farm 4184 SH 5376 6963 
Arched wall to forecourt of Vaynol Old Hall 18927 SH 53819 69550 
   
Grade II   
L-shaped courtyard range to rear of Vaynol Old Hall 
with enclosing yard wall at S end 

4168 SH 5380 6953 

Stone bench seat on W side of terraced garden at 
Vaynol Old Hall 

4171 SH 5382 6955 

Terrace walls and fountain to formal garden to NE of 
Vaynol Hall 

4174 SH 5374 6950 

Urn and pedestal in formal garden NE of Vaynol Hall 4175 SH 53758 65490 
Putti and pedestal in formal garden NE of Vaynol Hall 4176 SH 53709 69508 
Putti and pedestal in formal garden NE of Vaynol Hall 4177 SH 53708 69510 
Gateway with bellcage at head of formal garden NE of 
Vaynol Hall 

4178 SH 53725 69528 

Classical statue to SW of Vaynol Hall 4179 SH 5365 6939 
Well head to SW of Vaynol Hall 4180 SH 5363 6939 
Coach house to N of Vaynol Hall 4181 SH 5367 6949 
Chapel to SW of Vaynol Farm 4182 SH 5374 6959 
Y Bwthyn 4183 SH 5371 6968 
Stable range to NW farmyard 4185 SH 5378 6968 
Cart shed to NW farmyard 4186 SH 5375 6965 
Hammel and haystore to NE farmyard 4187 SH 5379 6967 
Farmyard range to SE of Long Barn 4188 SH 5383 6962 
Central farmyard range to S of Long Barn 4189 SH 5381 6961 
Farmyard range to S of Long Barn 4190 SH 5374 6964 
Range attached to W end of Long Barn 4191 SH 5375 6963 
Detached small range to SW of Long Barn 4192 SH 53765 69618 
Detached small range to NW of Dairy Cottage 4193 SH 5378 6959 
Dairy Cottage 4194 SH 5381 6959 
Walled garden opposite Dairy Cottage, with 2 sets of 
gates 

4195 SH 5379 6958 

Butler’s House within walled garden 4196 SH 5379 6957 
Stables and brood mares’ yard 4197 SH 5390 6951 
Main entrance to Vaynol Park, Including flanking 
approach walls 

4199 SH 5413 6878 

Grand Lodge at Main Entrance to Vaynol Park 4200 SH 5412 6877 
Capel-y-graig Lodge and adjoining gatepiers 4201 SH 5460 6950 



Wern Gogas 4202 SH 5395 6866 
Folly tower at Coed Twr 4204 SH 5276 6894 
Ty Glo 4205 SH 5264 6945 
Dock at NW edge of Vaynol Park 4206 SH 5255 6947 
Mausoleum 4207 SH 5359 7033 
Pen-lan Cottage 4208 SH 5345 6986 
Bryntirion 14924 SH 5313 6867 
Boundary wall to Vaynol Park, including railings along 
Menai Strait shore  

18910 SH 54 70 

Garden seat in SW garden of Vaynol Hall 18911 SH 5365 6943 
Kennels 18912 SH 5371 6971 
Classical bust on stele in niche of garden wall at 
Vaynol Old Hall 

18917 SH 53868 69540 

Walls to inner and outer gardens on E side of Vaynol 
Old Hall 

18924 SH 5386 6955 

Gate piers in boundary wall by Wern Gogas 18925 SH 5339 6830 
Gate piers on Bryntirion Drive 18926 SH 5320 6830 

 


