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Abstract 
 
A geophysical survey of an area centred at [SS 983679] of some 
22ha to the south of Boverton was surveyed by magnetic 
gradiometry, with a small area of 0.25ha also investigated through 
ground resistivity survey. The survey area is bisected by a shallow 
valley carrying a minor tributary of the Boverton Brook. 
 
The survey was designed to investigate the area for any evidence 
that might assist with an archaeological explanation for the finds of 
early medieval coins from this area reported to the Portable 
Antiquities Scheme. 
 
The survey was conducted during an extended wet period during 
February and March 2020. The poor walking conditions on the soft 
clay soil produced only a slight impact on data quality. 
 
In the north of the area [SS982 681], a strong positive arcuate linear 
anomaly is suggestive of a large settlement enclosure ditch (up to 4m 
wide), probably enclosing an area beneath recent housing (‘Bryn 
Estyn’ and ‘Pleasant View’) to the north. To the southwest of this 
large ditch, lesser positive linear magnetic anomalies may indicate an 
extension to the settlement area. 
 
To the southeast of the survey area a positive annular magnetic 
anomaly, approximately 18m in external diameter and 1.5m wide, is 
indicative of a ring ditch. A slight topographic expression suggests it 
is a ploughed-out barrow. 
 
Across most of the remainder of the survey area, the certain 
distinction of minor anomalies of archaeological origin from those of 
geological origin is problematic. Four main trends of geological 
lineations are identified. One of the trends (Group 1) is oriented 
NNW-SSE and comprises faint to strong linear magnetic anomalies 
with some co-aligned, often diffuse, cropmarks; a second (Group 2) 
is mostly oriented just E of N-S to NNE-SSW and is represented by 
faint magnetic anomalies and strong resistivity anomalies (with 
cropmarks). A third (Group3) is represented by two almost EW 
zones. In the southeast of the area NW-SE oriented lineations occur 
(Group 4) and at least some of these are also probably of geological 
origin. There are also some areas within the survey with linear, 
sometimes multiple, magnetic anomalies that are interpreted as the 
expression of the geological bedding. In one instance on either side 
of the valley a curvilinear, almost contour-parallel, magnetic anomaly 
is probably the product of the outcrop of a single, perhaps thicker, 
bed. 
 
Former field boundaries show a variety of geophysical expression. 
Some are identifiable as having been present on the 1878 1st edition 
OS, but subsequently removed; others appear last on the 1840 Tithe 
map. A few anomalies are suggestive of enclosed fields whose 
boundaries had been removed even before 1840. 
 
Two sections of field boundary, one a strong topographic feature (a 
lynchet) the other a compound magnetic anomaly, bound the North 
side of the valley that traverses the study area. These boundaries are 
not presented on the Tithe map and may present survivals from the 
medieval landscape.  
 
Magnetic anomalies that cannot be interpreted in one of the ways 
outlined above are few in number, but include some segments of 
linear anomalies, possibly interpretable as ditches in the SE of the 
study area (and thus potentially associated with the barrow). 
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Methods 
 

Survey rationale and background 
The survey was undertaken as a component of the 
project "Early Christian Llantwit Major and Llancarfan - 
an archaeological study (supported by the Dr Dennis G 
Smith Memorial fund)", being conducted by Cardiff 
University. The overall objective of the survey is to use 
geophysical techniques to examine areas around 
Llantwit Major that might provide evidence for the 
nature and context of early medieval settlement and 
monasticism in the area. Specific areas for 
investigation, of which an area south of Boverton was 
one, were identified by a desk-based assessment 
(Young 2018). This area was selected because of 
specific records of early medieval finds reported to the 
Portable Antiquities Scheme from this general area. 
Lands immediately adjacent to Boverton Place will 
form the subject of a separate investigation within the 
project. 
 
The site is centred at [SS 983679] and lies to the south 
of Boverton (Figure 1). The survey area is 
approximately 660m N-S and 640m E-W. the area 
extends from the crest of a gentle ridge (to the north of 
which the land drops into the valley of the Boverton 
Brook), across a gentle, but westward steepening, 
valley, and passing southwards not the margin of a 
plateau that extends southwards to the coast. The 
underlying geology is the Porthkerry Member of the 
Jurassic Blue Lias Formation, which comprises 
alternating limestones and shales. The fields were in 
arable use (maize), except for the valley in Field 7, 
which is used for grazing horses. 
 

The survey was conducted in February-March 2020, 
under wet, occasionally stormy, weather conditions to 
CIfA (2014) and EH (2008) guidelines. 
 
The survey was conducted with the kind permission on 
behalf of the owners from Mr Tony Thomas of 
Pancross Farm, Llancarfan. 
 
 

Historical background 
Llantwit Major is believed to have been the site of a 
significant early medieval clas monastery. This may 
date from the period of Illtud in the 6th century and 
appears to have been the burial ground of local kings 
in the 9th century (for fuller discussion see Young 
2018). It seems likely that Llantwit was eclipsed by 
other monastic centres even during the 10th and 11th 
centuries, and after the Norman conquest it was 
granted to Tewkesbury Abbey (RCAHMW 1982). The 
grant of Llantwit to Tewkesbury Abbey is widely 
believed to have been by Robert Fitzhamon (i.e. before 
1107, and probably before 1104, when he left the 
country). He granted not only Llantwit, but also 
Llandough and St Mary’s Cardiff to Tewkesbury (an 
abbey refounded by Fitzhamon in 1092). The period 
between the grant of Llantwit to Tewkesbury and the 
end of the twelfth century includes the period of writing 
of the ‘Life’ of Illtud, with its descriptions of the clas, 
and also, probably, the construction of the Norman 
parish church. 
 
Despite the grant of the monastic estate to 
Tewkesbury, the majority of the lands of the Manor of 
Boverton and Llantwit were retained by the chief lord, 
perhaps because they constituted the demesne lands 
of the previous Welsh lord. Thus, the Manor of 
Boverton and Llantwit was differentiated from much of 
the adjacent Vale that comprised the Shire Fee. The 
estate retained a high value throughout much of the 
Middle Ages. For surveys of the 13th and 14th centuries 
the land held by customary tenants amounted to 
around 2100 acres (most holding a virgate of 24 
acres), yielding an income of £42 18s 0d in the late 
13th century. In 1262 the demesnes included 565 acres 
of arable, 14 acres of meadow and 147 acres of 
pasture, plus the pasture of the grove of Coytlou (now 
Colhuw) and other items. By the early 14th century it 
appears most work was done by waged labourers. 
Subsequent surveys show a similar organisation, but 
with a partial grant of rents to the Abbey of Neath in 
the late 13th century. Much of the demesne lands 
appear to have been in the southeast of the manor and 
centred on Boverton. 
 
There are no known earlier medieval records of 
Boverton, although there is reputed to have been a 
chapel of St Bartholomew close to the point at which 
the main road east from Llantwit Major towards St 
Athan. An account of lands associated with the Raglan 
Chantry in Llantwit Major from 1572 mentions ‘a 
garden adjoining a little decayed chapel called St 
Bartholomew;s chapel at Boverton’. The manor of 
Llantwit is one of the few major holdings in the Vale 
without a known Norman fortification. 
 
The earliest reference to the manor recognised so far 
in this project is an agreement (Cat. Anc. Deeds, 3, 
433, d233) from before 1286 between Walter de Reigni 
and Sir Simon de Rayleigh and his wife Joan 
concerning the management of Simon’s inheritance 
from his mother, Ela de Reigny. This inheritance 
include lands later to be known as Llantwit Rawley 
(Young 2020), stated to be in ‘Landiltwin and 
Boviartone’.  
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The later medieval surveys and accounts of Llantwit 
and Boverton have been described by Corbett (1923). 
A garden and dovecote, assumed to be at Boverton, 
each worth 5/- appeared in an extent of 1262. The 
court of Boverton (Bouyareston, although the most 
common early spelling seems to be Boviarton) worth 
£1 with its Dovecote (3s 4d) and garden (1s 6d) was 
mentioned in the Inquisition Post Mortem (IPM) of 
Gilbert de Clare in 1295. ‘A certain court’, presumably 
the Boverton house, was mentioned in the IPM of Joan 
de Clare in 1307 as being worth 6/8d, with a dovecote 
(5s). An unnamed ‘messuage with grange and cattle 
houses and other houses necessary’ appeared with 
similar value in the IPM of Gilbert de Clare in 1314. 
Boverton was mentioned by name in the IPM of Hugh 
le Despenser in 1349, as ‘a certain messuage called 
Boverton’, still worth 6/8d, with its dovecote worth 5/-. 
The values of the various properties were much 
reduced in the IPM of Edward le Despenser in 1375, 
with ‘divers buildings worth nothing beyond reprise’ 
and a dovecote worth 2/4d. The manor house, 
dovecote and park are mentioned in the Minister’s 
Account of 1492. 
 
In 1536 William Herbert sold the ‘Manor of Boverton’ 
and its watermill to Sir Rise Maunxell for £10. The 
corrected draft of Sir Rice Mansell’s will of 1553 states: 

‘Item I gyve and bequethe to my said sonne 
Anthony Maunxell' all that my fferme or 
ffermes callyd Boverton alias Berton fferme 
and Lantwythe with all the stoeke and store 
nowe goynge in and vpon the same and all 
that my myll callyd Lantwytt Mill with all my 
ryght tytle estate and terme of yeres that I 
hane to comme in the premysses or in any 
parte or parcell therof, together with the 
leasses ond wryttynges that I haue 
concerninge the same or any of the same.’ 

 
The Boverton estate passed into the Seys family 
towards the end of the 16th century with the marriage of 
Richard Seys to the heiress Elizabeth Voss, daughter 
of Griffith Voss (the tenant occupying the demesne 
estate of Boverton), who is supposed to have been 
granted Boverton by Jasper Tudor. Boverton Place 
was completed at around this time. The fabric of this 
house has not been recorded as containing any earlier, 
medieval, fabric (RCAHMW 1982). 
 
Meyrick’s account of Glamorgan (1578) described the 
contemporary belief that the Lord of Glamorgan had 
kept in hand ‘the Lordship of Bovertone, alias Lantwylt, 
wherein hee had a Grainge or house of Husbandry, 
toward the Provision of his House’. 
 
Evan Seys, steward of the manor, appears to have 
purchased the Boverton estate from the then lord, 
Philip, Earl of Pembroke, in about 1640. Boverton 
Place descended through the Seys family until it 
passed by marriage to Jones of Fonmon in the 1760s. 
The house then became unused and was described as 
a ‘skeleton’ in 1798 although as still roofed in 1834. By 
the mid-19th century the house was dismantled and its 
fittings reused in an adjacent farmhouse. The estate 
had been mortgaged to William Thompson, Harry 
Goring and Elias Vander Horst, before passing to 
Isaac Harris Wrentmore, and then in 1817 to John 
Tunno, Boverton farm was purchased in 1838 from 
John Tunno by Josiah John Guest .Designs for a new 
farmhouse are present in the papers of Edward Rose 
Tunno dated 1826. 
 
Sir John Guest was owner of the Boverton estate at 
the time of the tithe survey of 1840. The estate was still 
the property of Ivor C. Guest in 1905. 

The lands were purchased for the Welsh Land 
Settlement Society in 1936, with the purpose of 
providing employment on the land for unemployed men 
of depressed areas. Trebeferad was established as a 
co-operative farm employing 60-70 men and providing 
good quality modern housing for them and their 
families. The lands were offered for sale in 1960. 
 

Map Regression 
The earliest identified plan of the Boverton Castle 
Estate is of 1826 (GRO DWLS/2), but it has not been 
possible to examine this because of the current closure 
of the Glamorgan Archive due to the Coronavirus 
restrictions. 17th and 18th century lists of fields on the 
estate similarly appear to exist, but have not been 
examined for the same reason (GRO DF E8-15, and 
E22). 
 
The Llantwit Major Tithe Map of c.1846 shows a 
landscape similar to that on the subsequent OS 
mapping (and indeed the present landscape), with very 
slightly different field boundaries in places; in general 
slightly more subdivided than at present in the south, 
some major subdivisions missing in the centre and 
lacking the developed area in the north. 
 
The first edition 1:2500 OS (published 1877) provides 
a detailed plan, with relatively few differences with the 
Tithe Map. Very few differences can be observed in 
subsequent OS mapping, until creation of the 
settlement of Trebeferad, which was accompanied by 
alterations of the field boundaries in the NW of the 
area, construction of the nursery in the E and of an 
access track across the northern eastern surveyed 
field. 
 
The landscape of the 1940s continued at least as late 
as the 1980s, with only the slight changes associated 
with some extra housing at Trebeferad. 
 
 

Survey layout 
The survey was laid-out using a Trimble survey-grade 
RTK GPS system (5700 base station and 5800 rover). 
A temporary base-station was located near the 
northeastern margin of the area. The survey was 
staked out to design locations at 20m intervals of 
National Grid using the Trimble 5800 rover. The grid 
pegs were positioned to within 40mm of the relative 
design location reported by the GPS. The survey was 
post-processed using the datfixweek, convert-to-rinex 
and rinexweek utilities, to produce rinex files from the 
logged GPS data and from the nearest 6 OS-Net 
stations, backdated to permit baseline process in 
Trimble Geomatics Office. The resultant GPS accuracy 
means that all grid locations are known to within 
50mm.  
 
 

LiDAR survey 
The LiDAR data examined during production of this 
report are derived from the publicly-accessible 2m-
pixel LiDAR DTM dataset 
(http://lle.wales.gov.uk/GridProducts#data=LidarComp 
ositeDataset). The DTM data were download as ASCII 
files, imported into Surfer for imaging. The LiDAR data 
are illustrated in Figure 2.   
 
 

Magnetic gradiometry 
Magnetic gradiometry was undertaken with a 
Bartington Grad 601 Dual fluxgate gradiometer. Data 
were collected at 0.125m intervals on traverse 2m 
apart, giving an effective traverse interval of 1.0m 
(singe density; a data grid of 0.125m x 1.0m). Grids 
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were walked on South to North traverses in a zig-zag 
pattern. Data were downloaded from the instrument, 
assembled and cleaned using DW Consulting’s 
‘Terrasurveyor Lite v3’ software. The grids were 
assembled, the data clipped and the destriping 
function employed for data in which there was an 
imbalance between the two gradiometers. No 
additional processing or filtering was applied. The data 
were then exported from Terrasurveyor and 
interpolated to a 0.125m node-spacing using Golden 
Software’s Surfer package to reduce pixilation where 
required. 
 
 

Ground resistivity 
The ground resistivity survey was undertaken with a 
Geoscan RM15 resistivity meter, operating a ‘parallel 
twin electrode’ configuration, employing two pairs 
(three electrodes) with 0.5m probe spacings placed at 
0.5m centres on a PA5 frame, via an MPX15 
multiplexer.  
 
In this configuration, two datasets were acquired: 
 

1. Using the outer probes, a mobile probe 
spacing of 1.0m give the predicted main 
component of the response from 1.0-1.4m 
depth. Data were collected with a 0.5m 
sample interval on 1.0m instrument 
traverses (i.e. the raw data has 1.0 x 0.5m 
node spacing). 
 

2. Using the three probes as two pairs, a 
mobile probe spacing of 0.5m gives the 
predicted main component of the response 
from 0.5-0.7m depth. Data were collected 
with a 0.5m sample interval on 1.0m 
instrument traverses (i.e. the raw data has 
0.5 x 0.5m node spacing).  
 

The 20m grids were walked in zig-zag mode.  
 
Data were downloaded from the instrument and 
collated using Geoscan Research’s Geoplot software. 
Data processing was limited to one pass of the 
‘despike’ function in Geoplot (to remove rogue points 
of poor ground contact), with radius set to 1 and a 
threshold of 3 standard deviations, using Gaussian 
statistics. 
 
Data were then exported from Geoplot and imported to 
Golden Software’s Surfer. The data were gridded by 
kriging to a node-spacing of 0.125m for production of 
the final, less pixelated, image. 
 
 

Use of this report 
The main technique chosen for this survey, magnetic 
gradiometry, was chose for applicability to the 
recognition of a very wide range of archaeological 
feature types, combined with rapid data acquisition. 
Ground resistivity, was chosen as a supplementary 
approach because this tool can provide information on 
cut features and stone constructions in which the 
substrate and feature do not have markedly different 
magnetic susceptibilities, but differ in texture (leading 
to different water retention). 
 
Absence of detectable geophysical anomalies cannot 
be taken as indicative of the absence of archaeological 
features. All anomalies have been interpreted as far as 
possible, with contrasting possible interpretations given 
where appropriate. Geophysical techniques cannot 
provide an unambiguous evaluation of buried features. 
Where a higher degree of certainty is required, 

physical ground-truthing of any geophysical anomalies 
resolved by the survey will be required. 
 
 

Results 
 
There were no technical issues with the set-out. 
Extremely soft, slippery surface conditions made 
maintenance of an accurate walking pace difficult in 
some areas. The field within the central valley, Field 7, 
was not able to be surveyed because of deep 
poaching by horses in the very wet weather. 
 
Some noise in the dataset (particularly towards the 
south) was accidentally generated through ferrous 
materials being carried by the field assistant. 
 
 
 

Interpretation 

Lineations interpreted to be of geological origin 

Across most of the survey area, the certain distinction 
of minor anomalies of archaeological origin from those 
of geological origin is problematic, in part because of 
the high density of anomalies of geological origin 
(Figure 10). Four main trends of geological lineations 
are identified.  
 
Group 1 is oriented NNW-SSE and comprises faint to 
strong linear magnetic anomalies with some co-
aligned, often diffuse, cropmarks. These are illustrated 
on Figure 11 in green. This figure also shows (in 
orange) some curvilinear anomalies which despite a 
superficial resemblance to archaeological cut-features 
(ditches) are notably contour-parallel and are 
interpreted as having been generated across steps in 
the bedrock surface created by particular beds. In two 
areas (towards the west of Field 4 and, as features 
observed in LiDAR data, to the S of the eastern part of 
Field 3), finely spaced lineations on this orientation 
might alternatively be interpreted as being associated 
with Medieval ridge-and-furrow cultivation. This 
possibility is discussed further below. 
 
(Group 2) is mostly oriented just E of N-S to NNE-SSW 
and is represented by faint magnetic anomalies (purple 
on Figure 12) and strong resistivity anomalies (with 
cropmarks; red on Figure 12). The prevalence of this 
set of features in the crop mark evidence (Figure 13) 
and within the resistivity data, is in marked contrast to 
the almost complete absence of the Group 1 magnetic 
anomalies being imaged in these groundwater-
influenced datasets. 
 
(Group3) is represented by two almost EW zones 
(Figure 14). The northern traverses Field 1 and 
appears in the northern corner of Field 5. This anomaly 
is a single 6m-wide zone of slightly elevated magnetic 
gradient, though which anomalies of Group 1 can be 
observed to pass. The southern zone is complex, 
including lengths of narrow linear positive magnetic 
anomalies, clusters of small area or point positive 
anomalies, and a large (32m x 24m) feature with a 
complex, dominantly positive anomaly, across which 
the magnetic ‘texture’ commonly changes. Although 
such a zone might be interpretable as the result of 
alteration around a fault, the prominent Group 1 
anomalies in Field 4 do not deviate as they cross this 
zone. 
 
In the southeast of the area various broadly NW-SE 
oriented lineations occur and are classed together as 
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Group 4. At least some of these are also probably of 
geological origin. Two anomalies in Field 4, a positive 
linear aligned NW-SE (brown on Figure 15) and an 
arcuate narrow positive anomaly, probably extending 
into Field 2 (red on Figure 15) may possibly be of 
archaeological origin on the basis of their sharp 
definition and relatively high amplitude, so these are 
discussed further below. 
 
There are also some areas within the survey with 
linear, sometimes multiple, magnetic anomalies that 
are interpreted as the expression of the geological 
bedding. In one instance on either side of the valley a 
curvilinear, almost contour-parallel, magnetic anomaly 
is probably the product of the outcrop of a single, 
perhaps thicker, bed (orange on Figure 11). Further 
minor repeat arcuate lineations may be observed 
parallel to the more obvious examples. 
 

Anomalies associated with post-medieval land-
use 

Anomalies interpreted to be associated with features of 
post-medieval or modern age are illustrated in figures 
16 to 18.  
 
A positive complex anomaly passing ENE-WSW 
across the centre of Field 1 coincides with the mapped 
location of a track from the 1930s until the 1980s. An 
intermittent complex anomaly formed by an array of 
very small positive point anomalies runs NE-SW 
across the eastern part of Field 5 (dotted black line on 
Figure 17) terminating in a cluster of strong ferrous-
type anomalies. These anomalies are probably to be 
interpreted as services leading to a removed structure, 
probably a water pipe to a cattle trough, but other 
interpretations are possible. 
 
Former field boundaries show a variety of geophysical 
expression, mostly forming quite subtle, sometimes 
negative linear anomalies. Figure 17 shows those 
identifiable on the 1878 1st edition OS, but which are 
not extant, in brown (dotted where particularly poorly 
shown) and those present on the c.1840 Tithe Map, 
but not subsequently, in green. Solid black lines 
indicate anomalies suggestive of boundaries 
compatible with an origin in the post-medieval 
landscape, perhaps boundaries which had been 
removed even before 1840 
 
Three sections of field boundary (all in dark grey tone 
on Figure 19), one a strong topographic feature (a 
lynchet) in Field 7, the second an adjacent smaller 
topographic feature, and the third a compound 
magnetic anomaly, bound the North side of the valley 
that traverses the study area. These boundaries are 
not present on the Tithe map and may present 
survivals from the medieval landscape. They are 
discussed in more detail below. 
 
Modern ploughing is represented by very fine lineation 
parallel and perpendicular to the modern field margins, 
particularly well developed in fields 3 and 4. 
 
The background magnetic ‘noise’ of fields 5 and 6 is 
notably greater than for the other fields. This appears 
to be associated with a high density of clinker in these 
fields. 
 

Anomalies associated with medieval or earlier 
land-use 

To the southeast of the survey area, in Field 2, a 
positive annular magnetic anomaly, approximately 18m 

in external diameter and 1.5m wide, is indicative of a 
ring ditch (centred on SS 98517 167839). A slight 
topographic expression suggests it is a ploughed-out 
barrow. 
There are several linear magnetic anomalies in the 
area around the barrow, classed above as Group 4 
potential geological features, which may include 
anomalies due to archaeological features. In particular, 
two short lengths of linear positive anomaly to the west 
and south of the barrow in Field 2 that are oblique to 
the elements in Group 1, an arcuate anomaly (red on 
Figure 19) that probably passes from Field 4 into Field 
2, and a straight linear anomaly in Field 4 (brown on 
Figure 19) are potentially, but not certainly, of 
archaeological origin. 
 
The floor of the valley is bounded to the north within 
the study area (in Field 1) by a compound anomaly 
(dark grey tone on Figure 19). This anomaly has a 
broad northern positive component 4.5m wide, a 
central narrow negative linear anomaly up to 1m wide 
and a narrow (2m) positive anomaly to the south. The 
interpretation of this is far from certain, but the 
anomaly is suggestive of a stone-revetted bank or 
denuded lynchet. In the unsurveyed field to the west 
(Field 7), topographic observation and the LiDAR data 
show the presence of a marked lynchet with a further 
small possible platform to the west (dark grey tone on 
Figure 19). 
 
In the north of Field 1 [SS982681], a strong positive 
arcuate linear anomaly (black on Figure 19) is 
suggestive of a large settlement enclosure ditch (up to 
4m wide), perhaps enclosing an area beneath recent 
housing (‘Bryn Estyn’ and ‘Pleasant View’) to the north. 
To the southwest of this large ditch lesser positive 
linear magnetic anomalies may indicate an extension 
to the settlement area. Farther southwest some rather 
indistinct positive linear anomalies in the north corner 
of Field 5 may also form part of this settlement area. 
These comprise a short length of linear anomaly, 
oriented NE-SW. in apparent continuation of the line of 
an anomaly in Field 1. To the west of this, a further 
similar linear anomaly suggests three sides of an 
enclosure (although the similarity of orientation of the 
long sides to Group 1 Geological anomalies is 
problematic). Farther west again some complex and 
stronger anomalies form a ‘T’ shape. Bounding this 
region is an arcuate broad positive anomaly, 3m wide, 
that becomes lower amplitude and obscured by the 
background noise towards the west, where it appears 
to curve northwards towards Field 6. The line of this 
last component of the group shows some similarity to 
the course of the anomalies attributed to the effects of 
the outcrop of geological bedding elsewhere on the 
site, so its interpretation must be regarded as 
uncertain. 
 
Within the area potentially enclosed by the minor ditch 
in Field 1 there are four features with positive magnetic 
anomalies and negative resistivity anomalies.  
 
 
 
 

Discussion 
 
The new data provide a slightly tantalising glimpse of 
the archaeology within the study area. 
 
To the south of the central valley a Bronze Age barrow 
and potentially associated ditches provide perhaps an 
indication of prehistoric activity. This general area of 
the site has also produced a fragment of a Neolithic 
leaf-shaped arrowhead (PRN 01532s; SS983679) and 
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a fragment from a Neolithic polished stone axe (PRN 
01533s; SS984679). No archaeological features were 
observed within the environs of the reported findspot of 
an early medieval coin of Æthelstan of East Anglia (c. 
825-45; data from PAS; Figure 21 in restricted report). 
 
The central valley shows features, both topographic 
and geophysical, suggestive of the southern 
terminations of fields to the north that have resulted in 
the formation of lynchets. These features do not 
coincide with the locations of known post-medieval 
boundaries. This general zone was the findspot 
recorded for a coin of Edward the Confessor (1042-
1066; data from PAS; Figure 21 in restricted report), 
but the record did not correspond in detail with any 
observed feature. 
 
The area close to the crest of the ridge south of 
Boverton Place (northern parts of fields 1 and 5) has 
produced evidence for settlement, principally in the 
form of a large arcuate ditch (with a sufficiently high-
amplitude magnetic anomaly that is very likely to be 
close to settlement) and almost certainly a further ditch 
passing southwest linking he large ditch with smaller 
enclosures. A less certain feature bounding the area of 
the small enclosures might also be a ditch, or just 
possibly a degraded bank but a geological origin is 
also possible. 
 
There were no surface finds made during the survey 
that might assist with dating the features, but several 
substantial pieces of smithing slag were encountered 
in the northern part of Field 1.  
 
Dating of the remains in this part of the study area is 
complicated by the lack of a complete plan of the 
potential enclosure and the lack of any known 
potentially-related small finds. 
 
The discovery at Boverton of a high-status Roman 
burial (PRN 04025s) is suggestive of nearby Roman 
occupation. The closest known Roman farmsteads are 
at Froglands (1km NNE), Llanmaes (1km N) and 
Batslays (1.8km ESE), with a field-system recorded 
800m to the N near Llanmaes. To the northwest of 
Llantwit Major survey work is suggesting that Late Iron 
Age to Roman period farmsteads are spaced at 
approximately 500-800m, so a farmstead at or near 
Boverton would be compatible with the distance from 
known ‘neighbours’. 
 
The use of large (4m-wide) ditches to define settlement 
enclosures is typical of the late Iron Age to Roman 
farmsteads in the area. Ditches with widths of 
approximately 4m have been identified through 
geophysics or excavation at Brychau (both 
enclosures), Caermead (inner ditch), The Downs (inner 
ditch) and the middle to late Iron Age enclosure at the 
St Athan Superhanger (Barber et al. 2006), However, 
in almost all cases primary enclosures are rectilinear. 
Some Roman farmsteads do, however, appear to 
develop outer, more curvilinear, ditches with growth 
(e.g. at Caermead and The Downs). The only local 
Roman site with a univallate curvilinear boundary ditch 
is the enclosed settlement at Llanmaes, for which a 
middle Iron Age origin is likely, despite the extended 
occupation into the late Roman period. 
 
There are no good local comparators for ditched 
enclosures of the early medieval period.  
 
In later periods curvilinear ditches are known from 
Norman ringworks. RCAHMW (1991) demonstrated 
that the normal Norman defensive works through the 
Vale, where geological drift is absent, were ringworks. 

There are few detailed observations of ringwork 
ditches, but the RCAHMW illustrate sections of 
Bishopstone Old Castle (4.5m – 6m wide), that at 
Llantrithyd was 3m wide, and that at Penmaen 
approximately 4-5m wide. Cropmarks suggest the 
ditches of the bailey and of the motte at Llandeilo Tal-
y-bont were both of about 4-5m width (RCAHMW 
1991, fig. 31b). 
 
The curvilinear ditch at Boverton lacks a clear and 
simple close local comparator and a wide range of 
possible interpretations exist. Either an Iron Age or 
broadly Medieval age would appear most likely on 
present evidence. The proximity of this curvilinear ditch 
and putative enclosure to Boverton House raises the 
possibility that this is an early Norman defence for the 
secular centre founded, or taken over, by Fitzhamon. 
The adjacent pre-Norman silver coinage is extremely 
unusual in a Welsh context and seems to imply either 
high status settlement or some equally unusual market 
activity. This makes this discovery potentially of very 
great interest which would justify further work and 
ground-truthing. 
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Figure Captions 
 
Figure 1 Location of the survey area on OS 
Mastermap basemap (© Crown Copyright and 
Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)). Field numbering is as used in the text. 
Extent of surveyed area within each field indicated. 
 
 
Figure 2. Magnetic gradiometer data on OS 
Mastermap basemap (© Crown Copyright and 
Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)).  
Greyscale -0.5nT/m (black) to +0.5nT/m (white). 
 
 
Figure 3. Magnetic gradiometer data on OS 
Mastermap basemap (© Crown Copyright and 
Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)).  
Greyscale -1nT/m (black) to +1nT/m (white). 
 
 
Figure 4. Magnetic gradiometer data on OS 
Mastermap basemap (© Crown Copyright and 
Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)).  
Greyscale -2nT/m (black) to +2nT/m (white). 
 
 
Figure 5. Magnetic gradiometer data on OS 
Mastermap basemap (© Crown Copyright and 
Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)).  
Greyscale -4nT/m (black) to +4nT/m (white). 
 
 
Figure 6. Magnetic gradiometer data on OS 
Mastermap basemap (© Crown Copyright and 
Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)).  
Greyscale -8nT/m (black) to +8nT/m (white). 
 
 
Figure 7. Detail of northern part of survey area. 
Magnetic gradiometer data on OS Mastermap 
basemap (© Crown Copyright and Database Right 
2020 Ordnance Survey (1000025252)).  
Greyscale -4nT/m (black) to +4nT/m (white). 
 
 
Figure 8. Detail of northern part of survey area. 
Ground resistivity data (instrument with 0.5m mobile 
probe spacing) on OS Mastermap basemap (© Crown 
Copyright and Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)). Greyscale 32Ω measured resistance 

(black) to 50Ω measured resistance (white). 
 
 
Figure 9. Detail of northern part of survey area. 
Ground resistivity data (instrument with 1m mobile 
probe spacing) on OS Mastermap basemap (© Crown 
Copyright and Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 

(1000025252)). Greyscale 26.4Ω measured resistance 

(black) to 40.2Ω measured resistance (white). 
 
 
Figure 10. Interpretation of data: all anomalies 
interpreted as being, or possibly as being, produced by 
geological features. For further explanation see text 
and subsequent figures. Illustrated on OS Mastermap 
basemap (© Crown Copyright and Database Right 
2020 Ordnance Survey (1000025252)). 
 

Figure 11. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as being produced by Group 1 geological features. For 
further explanation see text and subsequent figures. 
Illustrated on OS Mastermap basemap (© Crown 
Copyright and Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)). 
 
 
Figure 12. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as being produced by Group 2 geological features. For 
further explanation see text and subsequent figures. 
Illustrated on OS Mastermap basemap (© Crown 
Copyright and Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)). 
 
 
Figure 13. Approximate centreline of cropmarks visible 
on Google Earth aerial imagery from 2018. Illustrated 
on OS Mastermap basemap (© Crown Copyright and 
Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)). 
 
 
Figure 14. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as being produced by Group 3 geological features. For 
further explanation see text and subsequent figures. 
Illustrated on OS Mastermap basemap (© Crown 
Copyright and Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)). 
 
 
Figure 15. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as possibly having been produced by Group 4 
geological features. For further explanation see text 
and subsequent figures. Illustrated on OS Mastermap 
basemap (© Crown Copyright and Database Right 
2020 Ordnance Survey (1000025252)). 
 
 
Figure 16. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as having been produced by agricultural features of 
post-medieval and modern age. Illustrated on OS 
Mastermap basemap (© Crown Copyright and 
Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)). 
 
 
Figure 17. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as having been produced by agricultural features of 
post-medieval and modern age. Illustrated on 1st 
Edition 1:2500 OS mapping of c. 1877 (© Crown 
Copyright and Landmark Information Group (2020)). 
 
 
Figure 18. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as having been produced by agricultural features of 
post-medieval age. Illustrated over the Tithe Map of 
c.1840. 
 
 
Figure 19. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as possibly having been produced by features of 
medieval and older ages. Illustrated on OS Mastermap 
basemap (© Crown Copyright and Database Right 
2020 Ordnance Survey (1000025252)). 
 
 
Figure 20. Image of 2m pixel LiDAR data, artificially 
illuminated from the ENE. 
 
Figure 21. As Figure 19 but also showing reported 
locations for early medieval finds registered with the 
PAS. Locational data reproduced by permission. 
(present in full unrestricted report version only).  
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© Crown Copyright and Landmark Information Group Limited (2020). All rights reserved. (1878).
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