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Abstract 
 
A geophysical survey (magnetic gradiometry and ground resistivity) 
of much of the ‘Grange of West Llantwit’ was undertaken in March 
2020 and May 2021 (fieldwork being interrupted by the Covid 
lockdowns) as part of the Dr DG Smith Memorial project. The 
surveyed area forms part of Scheduled Monument GM142 and was 
surveyed under a S42 licence issued by Cadw for the Welsh 
Government.  
 
The geophysical survey has been supplemented by a thorough 
revision of the documentary evidence for the grange, including the 
holding of Tewkesbury Abbey that evolved into the Manor of West 
Llantwit, the associated areas of the Manor of Boverton with Llantwit 
and the glebe associated with the Parish Church, of which the 
grange area now forms part. 
 
The survey results show the complex of closes on the either side of 
Church Lane to be bounded by stony features, probably walls 
(certainly locally so, Nash Williams in 1937) against which lynchet-
like banks have accumulated. The positive resistivity anomalies 
associated with these walls have neat, sharp, almost right-angled 
junctions, suggesting a single phase of layout. The sinuous nature of 
the western boundary of the complex suggests that this was laid out 
to a careful design approximately parallel to the Ogney stream over a 
distance of 400 from South to North. There is some evidence in the 
LiDAR data that a pre-existing field system may have provided a 
template for the boundaries between the closes. It is tentatively 
suggested that the closes may be pre-Norman, re-using elements of 
an ancient, perhaps prehistoric, field system. A large estate was 
granted to Tewkesbury Abbey, almost certainly by Robert Fitzhamon 
between 1097 and 1100 when he granted it the church. The 
subsequent history of the site suggests that the area of the closes did 
not form part of the land grant to Tewkesbury and may have been 
pre-existing Church property. The historical evidence suggests that 
until the first mid-13th century, the estate continued to be managed in 
its traditional way by the clas church and the closes may well have 
included the agricultural buildings described in the Life of Illtud of 
c.1140 (but for which there is no physical evidence in the survey). 
 
The extant (and excavated) stone buildings of the grange are 
believed to have been built by in the 13th century age and appear to 
be superimposed on the earlier closes. They include a central 
complex comprising domestic buildings (partially excavated by 
Rodger in 1912-14), a small yard and the extant gatehouse. These 
were probably intended as the administrative centre of the 
Tewkesbury estate, both the Rectory of the church and the granted 
lands. They may date from the period of change of financing of the 
parson between 1230 and 1248. To the north further buildings may 
have included a sheep-house (excavated by Nash Williams in 1937), 
while to the southwest lay the tithe barn and dovecote. The present 
course of Church Lane across the site probably corresponds to a 
track of medieval age, but the gatehouses faces the access route 
from the beach. Geophysical evidence suggests an area north of the 
lane may have formed a connection between the core grange 
buildings and the tithe barn, being perhaps a farmyard or garden, but 
the western part of this area appears to have been quarried. 
 
The historical evidence suggests that any direct operation of the 
grange by Tewkesbury Abbey would have been short lived. This 
evidence suggests that the estate was leased to local tenants as 
early as the late 13th century and this may have even been in direct 
continuity with 12th century practice. At, or even before, the 
Dissolution, the grange site became part of the glebe as the rectory 
and was considered quite distinct from the agricultural estate of 
Tewkesbury, which became the Manor of West Llantwit. The rectory 
was granted to the Dean and Chapter of Gloucester Cathedral, 
managed by their lessees and their local tenants.  
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Survey rationale and context 
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 surveyed area forms part of Scheduled monument 
GM142 (‘Llantwit Monastic Settlement’) and was 
surveyed under a S42 licence issued by Cadw for the 
Welsh Government. The extant medieval dovecote lies 
within the surveyed area (Scheduled Monument 
GM140, ‘Llantwit Dovecote’) and the gatehouse to the 
grange complex adjoins it (Scheduled Monument 
GM141, ‘Llantwit Gatehouse). The surveyed area is 
centred on [SS965685]. 
 
The various monuments have been recorded as 
‘Dovecote’ (Nprn 37592), ‘Gatehouse’ (Nprn 307455) 
Tithebarn (Nprn 307457), grouped together as Llantwit 
Grange (Nprn 307122). 
 
The overall objective of the project is to use 
geophysical techniques to examine areas in and 

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 the site of the Llantwit Grange 
forms one, were identified by a desk-based 
assessment (Young 2018). This area was selected 
because of the possibility that the 13th century grange 
of Tewkesbury Abbey had been constructed upon 
property formerly occupied by some aspect of the pre-
Norman ecclesiastical community.  
 
The survey area is approximately 240m N-S and 190m 
E-W. It dips gently southwards, with the valley of the 
Ogney Brook immediately to its east. The underlying 
geology is the Porthkerry Member of the Jurassic Blue 
Lias Formation, which comprises alternating 
limestones and shales. The southern field is under 
grass, at present, with no agricultural tenant. It is 
widely used as a public amenity, with multiple public 
footpaths used by dog-walkers and others. The 
northern field is employed for the grazing of sheep. 
 
The survey was conducted March 2020 and May/June 
2021, under good weather conditions to CIfA (2014) 
and EH (2008) guidelines. 
 
The survey was conducted with the kind permission of 
Swansea Council (south of Church Lane) and of the 
Representative Body of the Church in Wales, their 
agents (Cooke & Arkwright, courtesy of Chris Hyde) 
and the occupier, Mr Jasper Copeland Roberts (for the 
area north of Church Lane). 
 
Michael Statham is gratefully acknowledged for the 
provision of scans of Clarke’s account books. Drs Alan 
Lane and Tudur Davies assisted with the survey. 
 
 
 

Background 

The Church 

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 as the power of local dynasties shifted. It is 
unclear precisely what form, if any, the monastery may 
have taken by the time of the Norman conquest. 
 
After the conquest, the church at Llantwit, together with 
daughter chapels at Llysworney and Boverton were 
granted to Tewkesbury Abbey by Robert Fitzhamon, 
probably between 1095 and 1102. He granted not only 
Llantwit, but also Llandough, St Mary’s Cardiff and 
other churches to Tewkesbury Abbey. Llandough, like 
Llantwit, had been the site of a pre-Norman clas 
monastery. The Priory of St Mary’s Cardiff, was a new 
foundation (although not necessarily a new church) 
and was a daughter house of Tewkesbury. The grant 
was apparently confirmed by Henry I in October 1100 
(Regesta ii #497; Monasticon. ii. 65), but a second 
confirmation diploma from Henry supposedly of 1107 
(Regesta ii #847) is now believed to be spurious. 
There are also a much later confirmation charter 
s(Cartae, I, XXX) of 1173x1183 and c.1200 (Cartae II, 
CCXLIV). These all list and confirm the grants of 
Robert Fitzhamon and Robert of Gloucester, 
mentioning grants of the tithes and rents in Cardiff and 
the whole domain in Wales, together with the tithe of 
rent and toll of the fairs of Cardiff and Llantwit. None of 
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these charters makes mention of any lands In Llantwit, 
just the grant of the church. 
 
The interpretation of the evolution of the church 
building has proved contentious. It is usually, however. 
considered to include a pre-Norman phase, followed 
by an early 12th century cruciform church to which a 
tower was added c.1200 (with later modification). Later 
in the 13th century the east end of the cruciform church 
was expanded and divided from the remainder to 
produce the rather crudely-finished east church. The 
west church was rebuilt during the 14th and 15th 
centuries, following addition of the 13th century ‘Galilee’ 
chapel. It is tempting to view the 13th century work in 
the East church as contemporaneous with the 
utilitarian style of masonry in the Grange and 
constructed for the benefit of monks working at the 
Grange. The early 12th century church would 
presumably have been an initial reconstruction when 
the church was first gifted to Tewkesbury Abbey. 
 
Some interesting light is shone on the arrangement 
between Tewkesbury Abbey and the Parish by events 
of 1230, described in a passage in the Annals of 
Tewkesbury (Luard, 1864 75) translated by Corbet 
(1923, 88) as: 

‘On Saint Michael’s day we received seisin of the 
Church of Llandirwit, namely that moiety which 
William, late parson there held, there having been 
many disputes between him and the Welsh, 
namely between Peter then Abbot of Tewkesbury 
and certain persons who wished that a brother of 
the said William and his kin should succeed him by 
hereditary right, as is the custom of the Welsh. But 
it (the church) having been at length given up by all 
those by such a right, we gave it to farm to the 
brother of said William for eleven marks yearly, but 
we retained a certain chapel adjoining the said 
church in token of our possession. So that if the 
said farmer shall not pay his rent he shall lose it for 
ever. Such was the statement to us in our chapter.’ 

 
This unusual arrangement appears to be a 
compromise between the usual employ of a priest and 
the old way of doing things. That this discussion only 
involved one moiety of the church suggests that the 
church was still held in the traditional Welsh manner 
(Corbett 1923 quotes Giraldus Cambrensis on the 
matter:  

“The churches have almost as many parsons or 
parties as there are principal men in the parish: the 
sons after the decease of the fathers succeed to 
the ecclesiastical benefices, not by election but by 
hereditary right. ”  

The mention of the chapel adjoining the church is 
suggestive of the later division into east and west 
churches. It should be noted that Morris (2020, 128) 
interpreted these events rather differently, stating the 
property at farm in 1230 to be the manor, not the 
church; this appears unlikely and differs from the view 
of earlier authorities. Nonetheless, the high rent of 11 
marks (£7 6s 8d) is very close to the rental value of the 
estate as documented in later accounts (and this was 
only a moiety). 
 
A further mention of the church at Llantwit in the 
Tewkesbury Annals in 1248 states that the Vicar of 
Llantwit was to have all the altalage, with greater and 
lesser tithes, excepting those of hay and sheaves and 
all the tithes of Lisworney (Luard, 1864 136). This 
appears closer to the later arrangement for the 
financing of a priest. These two arrangements are not 
necessarily mutually exclusive, but it is unlikely this 
income would cover the rent as charged in 1230.  
 

In the Norwich Taxatio of 1254, Llantwit valued the 
rectory at £2 and the vicarage at £5 (significantly less 
than the rent of 11 marks (£7 6s 8d) charged in 1230. 
The rectory of Llantwit is listed in the Taxatio of 1291/2 
jointly with Llanblethian (another church appropriated 
to Tewkesbury Abbey) and together valued at £60, 
with the Llantwit vicarage valued at £6. The Taxatio 
does not list any lands held by Tewkesbury Abbey in 
the Diocese, apart from some occupied by Ewenny 
Priory.  
 
In the Valor Ecclesiasticus of 1535, the vicarage was 
worth £16 5d (Valor Ecclesiasticus vol. 4, 354), the 
chantry of St Mary was worth £6 (Valor Ecclesiasticus 
vol. 4, 355) and Tewkesbury Abbey earned £6 19s 5d 
from the estate (Valor Ecclesiasticus vol. 2, 476; there 
seems to be an error, for the rentals etc were £6 4s 5d 
and the sale of meadows 10s, but the total is quoted 
as £6 19s 5d). Subtracted from this was 8s towards the 
costs of Hugh Jones, bailiff (who also served Cardiff, 
Roath and Llandough). These figures compare very 
closely with £6 6s 11d rent and 12s from sales of 
meads and pastures of the 1449/50 accounts, and to 
the £7 4s 9d for rents and 5s 10d for sale of pastures 
and closes. Other items on the 1392/3 and 1449/50 
accounts would probably have been included within 
the ecclesiastical value in 1535. 
 

Manor of West Llantwit 

No documentation of the original grant by Robert 
Fitzhamon survives, but the contemporaneity of the 
granting of the church and the estate is generally 
assumed. The earliest documentation of the estate 
belonging to Tewkesbury Abbey at Llantwit is actually 
the 1392/3 accounts.  
 
A broad similarity has been generally assumed with 
the nature of the grant and of the process of 
incorporation for the estates at Llancarfan granted by 
Fitzhamon to Gloucester Abbey probably slightly 
before the granting of Llantwit to Tewkesbury (i.e. 
1095x1102). It appears that there the estates were 
largely leased back to members of the former clas and 
their descendents, until it was finally reclaimed by 
Gloucester in 1175x80 (Clark 1865-66, Davies 2003 
107-108, Knight 2013, Bell 2017). Crouch (2006) went 
so far as to describe Fitzhamon’s initial grant at 
Llancarfan as a failure. The blocks of land held by 
Gloucester at the time of the tithe survey, were 
probably approximately those originally granted – 
some 135ha at Treguff (described as a manor) and a 
129ha block at Pen-mon, with both mentioned by 
name in documents of the first half of the 12th century. 
Both of these estates have a centre identified as a 
probable grange, but as with Llantwit (see below) it is 
unclear what that would mean precisely. 
 
The main manor of Boverton with Llantwit remained a 
demesne holding of the Lordship of Glamorgan 
(perhaps reflecting its status as a pre-Norman royal 
possession). Although an early grant of the estate at 
Llantwit to Tewkesbury Abbey seems most likely, it is 
not impossible it was later, for Fitzhamon’s successors 
in the Lordship were also its patrons. There is no 
obvious change in the extent of the lands of Lordship 
of Glamorgan at Llantwit in the various medieval 
surveys, the earliest of which is from c.1262 (Corbett 
1923), so it can be assumed that any grant must have 
been pre-1262 and a grant by Fitzhamon remains the 
most likely. 
 
A mid-13th century major reorganisation of the 
management of the Llantwit landscape is, however, not 
only suggested by the entries in the Tewkesbury 
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Annals for 1230 and 1248 (see above), but by the 
appearance around this time of a holding that would 
eventually become the manor of Llantwit Rawley. This 
estate appears to have been inherited by Sir Simon de 
Raleigh through marriage, popularly supposed to have 
been with Ela de Reini, in the 1280s or 1290s. It is not 
known how the de Reini family came to hold the lands, 
but they may have acquired them from Sir John of 
Llantwit, Seneschal of Gower in 1256 and Sheriff of 
Glamorgan (possibly in c.1280). Various charters of 
the period suggest that Sir John was son of John son 
of William of Llantwit (Young 2021). The lands of the 
manors of West Llantwit and Llantwit Rawley together 
comprise all the land in western Llantwit parish. In 
evolutionary jargon, they would there be termed sister 
groups and the origins of the two groups need 
considering together. Could, for instance, the William 
grandfather of Sir John have even been the William at 
whose death Tewkesbury leased a moiety of the 
church to his brother in 1230? If so, and if Tewkesbury 
were here following the practice of Gloucester Abbey 
at Llancarfan of leasing back land to the clas 
members, then it may be that the lands in the west of 
Llantwit were once held by members of a single family. 
 
The extent of Tewkesbury’s holding at Llantwit may be 
inferred from the post medieval Manor of West Llantwit 
was first described in the Royal Grant of the manor to 
Edward and Elizabeth Stradling of 1543 (see below) as 

‘late parcel of the possessions of the monastery of 
Tewkesbury’, with all the rights members and 
appurtenances of the manor, also the portion of 
tithes arising from the ‘tenements and 
hereditaments called La Moyse’ and from one 
water mill formerly held by the monastery, also all 
woods, reversions of the premises and rents which 
the monastery had held, reserving to the crown all 
advowsons and rights of patronage. The grantees 
were also to hold court leets, views of frank pledge 
etc and may have fines, amerciaments, assise of 
bread, wine and beer and free warrant etc as the 
abbot had had’. 

 
The earliest detailed description of the manor is from 
some two centuries later (Plans of the Earl of 
Plymouth's estates in Glamorgan surveyed by Edward 
John Eyre 1766; GRO DPL-1), when it contained 
approximately 358 acres (145ha). 
 
To the land forming the manor in 1766 can be added 
31a of land recorded by the Tithe survey of c.1840 as 
‘land exempt from Tithes by prescription’ (the 
properties gained this status by being transferred out 
of the Abbey estate before the dissolution; strictly such 
transfers would have needed to have predated the 
Council of Lateran, in 1215, but it is possible later 
transfer might also have been included). These 
properties included the ‘Abbots Field’ (although only a 
small part of this field appears to have actually been 
granted out of the manor), three further fields near 
Church Lane, a field near Llanmaes, two fields near 
Dimlands and the field known as ‘Clerkwalls’.  
 
It is also known that some sale of property from the 
manor had occurred between the dissolution and 1766. 
By 1766 it appears that the manor contained no 
freehold property (so once the freehold on a property 
had been sold, it appears to have not been included 
within the manor) and the survey seems to imply that 
the property owned by the Earl of Plymouth was 
synonymous with the Manor of West Llantwit. Several 
properties can be identified for which evidence of sale 
during the period can be found (most notably a holding 
initially leased to Henry Lyddyn in 1551, but later 
purchased by the Nicholls family).  

It is not yet possible to calculate a precise figure for the 
size of the holding belonging to Tewkesbury Abbey, 
but it may have been between 400 and 450 acres (160 
to 180ha). It included (from north to south): 

-  a large proportion of a field lying between Great 
Frampton and Sigginston  

-  a holding on Whitemoor 
-  a holding in Lagham’s Moor 
-  some small holdings in the Dimlands/Purlon area 
- a property close to Llanmaes 
-  some small properties around Llantwit town itself 
 - the major holding of most of the area from 

Llantwit SW towards Tresillian. 
 
The period between the presumed granting of Llantwit 
to Tewkesbury Abbey 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. The ‘Life’ of Illtud of c.1140 makes reference to 
three barns, granaries, a square churchyard with 
external ditch and bank, standing carved stones, 
church, and Samson’s well, possibly together with a 
fishpond. – features which are interpreted as having 
been present in the 12th century landscape. 
 
Substantial remains of the grange complex survive on 
the hill to the west of the church and Ogney brook 
(Figure 8; RCAHMW 1982, 299, Rodgers 1913, 1915; 
Nash William 1952). These remains are distributed 
through three post-medieval fields which have 
acquired the informal names, from south to north, 
‘Dovecote field’, ‘Monastery Field’ and ‘Palace Field’. 
The present study is within the ‘Dovecote field’, also 
known locally as the Great Ley and on the Tithe 
Survey simply as ‘Field with Tithe Barn’, and within the 
Monastery Field’ (the ‘Field with granary’ of the Tithe 
Survey). Both the extant and the investigated buried 
remains of the buildings within the grange complex 
seem to show origins in the 13th century. It appears 
possible that Tewkesbury had encouraged or permitted 
the continuation of the earlier management of the 
estate through the 12th century, but imposed a grange 
during the 13th, in a manner parallel to the relationship 
between Gloucester Abbey and Llancarfan 
 
Two sets of accounts for the Tewkesbury holding at 
Llantwit have been published, for 1392/3 (Cardiff 
Records, I, 155-162) and for 1449/50 (Rees 1950). 
 
The 1392/3 accounts include 33s 5d for the rents of 
tenants, 111s 4d for the rents of demesnes lands, 3s 
7d for the sale of hay, 2s 10d sale of herbage, 4s 4d 
for the sale of pasturage, 18d for two closes, 10s 1d for 
the tithe of 2 mills, 4s 3d for the sale of litter and straw, 
2s for the legacy of a widow and 16d for the sale of 
underwood; a total of £12 10s 8d. Expenses include 2d 
for rent of 2 curtilages. Expenditure on locks for the 
dovecote, stable, cowhouse and grange (not 
necessarily at Llantwit) was 1s 1d and repairs to the 
Court 8s ½d. Other repairs included the ‘leygat’ and to 
the wall next to the highway by the court. The ‘granger’ 
(presumably of Llantwit) was John Dem, paid 13s 4d. 
Further expenses were due for the costs of the visit of 
the Bishop of Llandaff and the preparation of the 
accounts. 
 
The 1449/50 accounts are rather more detailed, but 
include, for comparison, 21s 6d for rents of free 
tenants, 8s 9d for rents of tenants and cottagers, £4 7s 
6d for rents of demesnes, 12s for the sale of meads 
and pasture, 9s 2d for the issues of lands and 
pastures, 8s 4d for the sale of the tithe of hay, 6s 8d 
for the tithe of a water mill, 8d for the underwood. The 
total receipts were stated as £21 0s 3d. The account 
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for Llantwit includes no figure for the rent of the 
Rectory, but this was separately accounted for as £26 
13s 4d under the account for Wales as: 

‘the farm of the site of the Rectory there, with 
buildings and columbary and 5 closes called Les 
Orchard, Bernehey, Culverhey, Wylleshey and 
Kyttesayryeshey’.  

In the description of meads and pastures the property 
is listed as:  

‘one close called Abbotsleyes, lying as meadow 
and closes, called Les Orchard, Bernehey, 
Culverhey, Wylleshey and Kyttesayryeshey’  

There is also mention of a cottage near the granary. 
 
These later accounts also provide some evidence for 
friction between Tewkesbury Abbey and the Lordship 
of Glamorgan over the ownership and use of the 
Grange and its produce. Sections of the accounts 
dealing with these problems include: 

‘from the tithe of sheaves of the Rectory … he 
answers because they were engranged by the said 
William Dedy for the Lord’s use. And afterwards, 
The Lord Earl Warwick, staying in Cardiff … used 
16 quarters of corn and 15 quarters of oats of the 
same crop without licence…’ 
‘Paid to a certain clerk of the Exchequer in Cardiff 
Castle for making a certain petition to place before 
the Lord Earl of Warwick for reforming various 
grievances of the Abbot of Lantwyt viz., because 
William Herbart, seneschal of the members, took 
into his hands the granges of the said Rectory of 
Lantwyt claiming to have his expenses there in all 
his comings, which said matters and arrest the 
said Lord Earl relaxed and pardoned under his 
small seal in October this year, together with wine 
given to divers men of the said Lord Earl at the 
same time, 2s 6d.’ 
‘William Dedy, farmer of the Rectory of Lantwyt … 
£20, 1s 4d for which he seeks allowance of 108s 
2d which he paid in carrying the tithes of corn there 
in autumn this year and 16s for 16 bushels of corn 
which he gave to the Vicar there for making bread 
of the same for celebrating masses in the church 
for 16 years, viz., 1 bushel per annum and 6s 8d 
for 20 bushels of oats which John Wytyngton, late 
coroner and seneschal of the members took 
without licence.’ 

 
These problems may, at least in part, derive from the 
dual nature of the site as the rectory of the parish and 
the former agricultural centre of the Abbey’s Manor of 
West Llantwit. 
 
The broad similarity of the structure of the accounts of 
1392/3 and of 1449/50 suggest that the large-scale 
private leasing of the Grange lands was a feature of 
the estate before the end of the 14th century. The direct 
involvement of Tewkesbury Abbey in the running of the 
estate may thus have been an extremely short-lived 
phenomenon. Indeed, as described above the income 
to the Abbey in 1535 is also very close to the values 
given in the earlier accounts, suggesting a high degree 
of economic stability (or even stagnation due to fixed 
rents?) over the period from 1392 to 1535. 
 
A Minister’s Account for the manor of Boverton with 
Llantwit of 1492 (Corbett 1923, p203-213) has mention 
of ‘: 

‘of the farm of a certain grange nothing because 
demised to Henry Stradling with land and pasture 
below. Nor for 5s for the farm of the plough for the 
same reason. 
Nor for 12d for the farm of the Kitchen there 
because it lies in ruin for want of repair. 

Nor for 20d of the farm of the cowhouse called Le 
Shephous because let to the said farmer with his 
farm yet it used to render of old 3s. 4d.’ 

This description is strongly suggestive of the Grange of 
West Llantwit, and it is possible that the Grange site 
was not considered part of the Tewkesbury holding by 
this time (although references to granges elsewhere in 
the medieval surveys of Llantwit suggests that other 
properties in the area were also given the same name; 
one survey of 1314 refers to a messuage with grange 
and cattle houses; Corbett 1923). Henry Stradling also 
held the manor house and its dovecote. It is unclear 
whether these other references to a manor house, 
grange and dovecote are to a property in Boverton or 
at The Ham. The major part of the holding demised to 
Henry Stradling was the 474 acres of demesne for 
which he had the farm for £8 16s 8d. These lands 
formed a large block between the Llantwit to Llanmaes 
road and the sea. This can be viewed as the precursor 
to the Ham estate.  
 
At the Dissolution, Tewkesbury’s estate (known as the 
Manor of West Llantwit) was sold in 1543 to Edward 
Stradling and his wife Elizabeth for £183 13s 9d, for 
one fortieth of a knight’s fee and for a yearly rent of 
13s 3½d (Cartae, V, MCCCLXXXIII, p. 1949-50). It 
was valued at £7 6s 5d per annum, probably based on 
the previous rent of the manor when briefly held by 
crown of £1 3s 8d from the free tenants and £5 1s ½d 
from the demesnes (Rees 1950, 160). The grange 
buildings and the land on which they stood, were not 
part of this sale. 
 
It is very significant that the extensive holdings of 
Tewkesbury Abbey did not include the grange site 
itself. It has been noted above how the use of these 
properties appears to have been disputed by the 
lordship of Glamorgan in the 15th century. The most 
likely reason why Tewkesbury might have treated the 
land as its own when the Grange was developed but 
that its ownership proved fragile in the late medieval 
period, would be if Tewkesbury’s claim was based on 
the land being church property, rather than part of the 
manor. Some support for this might be found in its 
description as ‘the site of the Rectory’ in 1449/50, a 
term perhaps indicating that this area was considered 
part of the benefice of the church and not part of the 
agricultural estate of the manor. 
 
THE IPM for Edward Stradling in 1580 (Cartae, V, 
MCCCCLXI, p. 2095) states that he died seized of the 
‘Manor of West Lantwit alias Abattes Lantwit’, held of 
the queen for 40s. Edward Stradling, his son, had a 
general livery of later in 1580 confirming that he held 
‘Manerium de West Lanwytt alias Abottes Lanwyt’ from 
the crown for 40s.  
 
Probably this Edward Stradling constructed the 
windmill in White Cross Field in the 1580s, with Roger 
Seys complaining to Lord Pembroke about the newly-
built mill in 1589. 
 
It appears that Edward Stradling (d.1612/13; IPM NLW 
Plymouth 543 & 544) and after him Lambrock Stradling 
of Roath held West Llantwit. Lambrock also appears to 
have died by 1613. His son, Edward Stradling, was a 
minor and a ward of Court (NLW Plymouth 548). On 
his majority Edward was granted a Grant of a general 
livery (Oct 16 1632; Plymouth 555), when he was 
stated to be of ‘Llantwit Major’. Edward continued to 
hold the manor, as demonstrated by a surrender of 
1652 for lands in Whit Crosse field by James Deare 
and his sons Sampson Deare (eldest son and heir of 
Elinor Lyddon, James’ wife) when he is stated to be ‘of 
Roath’ (Plymouth NLW 545). This surrender also 
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suggests that part of Whitecross field would have been 
customary land of West Llantwit (four parts of White 
Cross field appear as a9 to a12 in the 1766 Plymouth 
survey of West Llantwit as part of John Deer’s large 
farm held at rack). 
 
Edward was Sheriff in 1653. He married Blanch, 
daughter of Thomas Morgan of Llanrumney. Their son 
Lambrook married in 1656. Lambrook is mentioned as 
being of Roath in 1668 (Plymouth 551) but had died by 
1687. He had no sons, but three daughters and co-
heiresses, including Blanch, who married Thomas 
Lewis of Roath, gent., and Catherine, who married 
Rowland Hughes (stated in 1687 to be ‘of Roath; 
Plymouth 1427). Catherine appears to have inherited 
the West Llantwit estate (Plymouth 1433 – deed of 
partition; Barry Davies is almost certainly erroneous in 
saying it was the property of Rowland).In 1712, 
Catherine and her eldest son Lambrook (Rowland 
having died before 1711) sold the estate to Edward 
Lewis of Soberton (Hants), to whom it had previously 
been mortgaged (Plymouth NLW 757, 758, 759, 765). 
Edward Lewis’ daughter Elizabeth Lewis married Other 
Windsor the 3rd Earl of Plymouth in 1730. Edward 
Lewis died on 22 November 1736, leaving his estates 
to his only grandchild, the 4th Earl of Plymouth (the 4th 
Earl having died young in 1731).  
 
The estates later descended to another heiress, 
Harriet (Baroness Windsor from 1855), daughter of the 
5th Earl, who married Robert Henry Clive in 1819. The 
Clive estate of the Tithe survey was almost identical to 
that of the 1766 survey. 
 

The Glebe 

The grange site has an uncertain history after its lease 
under Jasper Tudor to Henry Stradling as documented 
in the 1492 Ministers’ Accounts.  
 
It may be no coincidence that much of the Grange was 
later included within the glebe properties (held by 
Thomas Bates Rous and William Peters), which in the 
Tithe survey (plan 1839, apportionment 1845) included 
9 acres comprising ‘pasture with Tithe Barn, on each 
side of the Sluts or Church Lane’, 3 acres ditto, 
‘ancient granary now a cottage’, ‘ancient rectory and 
three cottages and gardens adjoining’). The two 
pastures are respectively tithe parcels 545 and 515 
(south and north of Church Lane respectively, i.e. the 
Great Leys/’Dovecote Field’ and the ‘Monastery Field’). 
The ‘ancient rectory and three cottages and gardens’ 
include Tithe parcels 658, 659, and 663 as well 672, 
the site of the later Police Station (the Church and yard 
were also technically glebe). 
 
The history of the glebe is not well-known. The post-
dissolution Patrons of the Vicarage and Appropriators 
of the Tithes of Corn and Pulses were the Dean and 
Chapter of the Cathedral Church of Gloucester. The 
leasees to the appropriators are documented but the 
actual occupiers only rarely so. 
 
The earliest known lessee is Sir Rice Mansell. A 
corrected draft of his will of 1553 stated (Carta, V, 
MCCCCXXVIII, p 2038): 

‘Also I gyve and bequethe to my said sonne 
Anthony all my estate tytle interest and terme of 
yeres that I haue of in and to the parsonages of 
Lantwytt, Lanblythian, Lanttryssent, Pennmerke, 
and Cardyff with the tythes of corne and haye 
perteynyng to the Chappell' of Saynt Donett, and 
all my estate terme tytle and interest that I haue in 
any parsonages rectories tythes glebe landes 
offrynges proffytes and commodyties of the 

demyse graunte and lesse of the late Abbott and 
covent of the late supressed monastery of 
Tewxbury together with the dedes leasses and 
wryttynges conceminge the same parsonadges 
tythes and other the premisses or any of them.’ 

 
and the 1558 final version: 

‘Item I will also bequeath to my said son Anthony 
Maunxell all that my farm or farms called Boverton 
alias Berton farm with all the stock and - now going 
in and upon the same and all my mill called 
Lantwitt Mill with all my right title estate and term of 
years that I have yet to come in the premises or in 
any part or parcel thereof, together with the leases 
and writings that I have concerning the same, or 
any of the same. Also I give and bequeath to my 
said son Anthony Maunxell all my estate title 
interest and term of years that I have of in and to 
the parsonage of Lantwythe, Lanblethyan, 
Lantrissent, Penmark, Cardiff with the tithe of corn 
and hay pertaining to the chapel of St. Donat and 
all my estate term title and interest that I have in 
any parsonages rectories tithes glebe lands 
offerings profits and commodities of the demise 
grants and leases of the late Abbot and convent of 
the late suppressed monastery of Tewkesbury 
together with the deeds leases and writings 
concerning the same parsonage tithes and other 
the premises or any of them.’ 

 
Anthony Mansell’s son Rice predeceased him and the 
Mansell estate passed to his sister Mary, who married 
Thomas Aubrey. Her son was Sir John Aubrey, who in 
1661-2 petitioned Charles II: 

‘to direct the Dean and Chapter of Gloucester to 
proceed impartially in deciding the claims of 
himself and Dame Jane Kemys to the tenancy of 
glebes and tithes in Llantwit Major, co. Glamorgan, 
notwithstanding a former letter from His Majesty to 
them in behalf of Dame Kemys; knows that he 
would not do injustice to a faithful servant of his 
late father’. 

 
The 1766 Plymouth estate plan indicates that land both 
north and south of the Glebe was property of Mrs 
Davis (as was Flanders), while the Glebe is indicated 
as the property of Mr Rous. The Llantwit tithes and 
glebe may have been acquired by Thomas Rous in the 
1720s when he had business dealings with the Aubrey 
family (GRP DAU/61,62,224,225). A Mary Rous 
(probably the widow of Thomas Rous, d. 1771) leased 
the glebe land with Tithe Barn and Granary to Edward 
Nicholl and Thomas Davies (maltster) in 1778 (GRO 
DN/1147).  
 
As noted above, the Glebe was marked as held by 
Thomas Bates Rous (the grandson of Thomas Rous) 
and William Peters at the time of the Tithe Survey 
c.1840 (i.e. they were the Appropriator’s Lessees), with 
David Jenkin occupying the pastures, Thomas Arnott 
the granary, with Benjamin Price, Morgan Robert, Mary 
Rees and Sarah Jenkin the ancient Rectory and 
adjoining properties. George Rous (of Cornwall, but 
previously of Cwrt-yr-ala and son of Thomas Bates 
Rous) leased (together with John Peter) had leased 
the old Rectory, a cottage and forge, from 1855 from 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners prior to its 
conversion to a school in 1873 (GRO DX80/1). It is not 
known whether any properties were sold from the 
Glebe between the dissolution and the time of the 
Tithe survey. It is possible that the northern field 
containing the unsurveyed part of grange might have 
been so sold. 
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The Tithe Barn had its roof removed in the late 1840s, 
but the walls apparently survived intact until 1872 and 
were progressively removed. Stubs of the NW and NE 
walls probably survive within the modern hedges, but 
were not accessible to verify their condition during the 
present work. Local anecdotal accounts suggest the 
construction of the ‘Old Vicarage’ may have used 
much of the stone. 
 
In the twentieth century the former glebe became 
divided at the disestablishment of the Church in Wales 
(possibly because ownership of these assets lay with 
an English cathedral). Part of the study area (north of 
Church Lane) is now property of the Representative 
Body of the Church in Wales, whereas the area South 
of Church Lane is held by Swansea City Council 
(presumably as part of the attempt to divide the Welsh 
Church Act assets evenly between the former counties 
and again later between unitary authorities).  
 

The post-medieval tithe 

The components of the late medieval accounts that 
deal with items that were tithes with include – hay, 
mills and underwood, worth 15s in 1392/3 and 15s 8d 
in 1449/50. The 1449/50 accounts also provide some 
indication of the tithe of sheaves, for sale of a slightly 
depleted crop amounted to £15 6s 8d (for 1448/9). For 
1449/50 the tithe of sheaves and rent of the grange 
appear together for £26 13s 4d. These items were 
probably those excluded from the tithe awarded to the 
vicar (as stated in Tewkesbury Annals for 1248, see 
above). The sum of these items (and ignoring any 
expenses) for 1449/50 would be £27 9s 0d, not far 
removed from half of the combined total of Llantwit and 
Llanblethian in the 1291 taxatio. Comparison with the 
Valor Ecclesiasticus of 1535, in which the vicarage 
was worth £16 5d, might suggest that this entailed the 
total tithe income without the rent for the grange alone 
(for comparison, in 1449/50 the total identifiable tithe 
income in the accounts is £16 2s 4d). Although such a 
calculation can only be highly speculative, this might 
provide some circumstantial evidence to suggest that 
the grange site was being claimed by the Lordship of 
Glamorgan at this point. Similarly, if such a tithe 
income had been available in 1234, then farming the 
tithe for 11 marks might have been appropriate. 
 
The tithe, at the time of the Tithe Survey, was payable 
to one of three parties: the appropriators (The Dean 
and Chapter of Gloucester Cathedral and their 
lessees; tithes of corn grain and pulses) and the 
Trustees of Lady Clive (tithe of hay). the vicar (all other 
tithes). The tithe rentcharge payable to the trustees of 
Lady Clive was merged. The land on which the tithe 
was merged was effectively the same as that of the 
Plymouth estate of 1766, essentially the estate 
comprising the old Tewkesbury lands sold to Edward 
and Elizabeth Stradling in 1543.  
 
Tithe was payable to the vicar for the land comprising 
the Boverton estate and what appears to have been 
the full original extent of the demesne administered 
from Boverton. 
 
Tithe was payable to the Clive estate for an area of the 
northern part of the Parish, including Sheeplays Farm 
and the entire block of land northwest of Siginstone. 
 
These distributions appear to reflect the aspects of the 
situation in the 1449-50 accounts of Tewkesbury 
Abbey in which (under ’Issues of the Rectory’) are 
listed the farm of the site of rectory (as discussed 
above) plus sale of ‘the hay of the tithe of Lamays, 
Boyerton and Coylo and the hay of the tithe on the 

North side of the vill of Lantwyt’, the tithe of a water mill 
and a tithe of the Lord Earl’s underwood. Separately, 
the tithes of corn and of sheaves are also mentioned. 
The precise relationships between the rent charge and 
the assignments of tithe in the late medieval and early 
post-medieval periods has not yet been entirely 
clarified. 
 

Archaeological background 

Antiquarian interest in the site has existed particularly 
since the popularisation of the idea of Illtyd’s ‘school’ 
by Iolo Morganwg. The popular 19th century 
interpretation of the sites was provided by Fryer (1893) 
who stated that on the hill west of the churchyard 
‘numerous remains of buildings have been found. 
Local tradition affirms that the college of Llantwit Major 
formerly stood here, and there is strong probability that 
this was the site of those famous schools. Marie 
Trevelyan (1910) noted the gatehouse ‘leading to the 
site of the ancient monastery’ and stated that the field 
containing the site of the monastic buildings and 
bishop’s house’ was known as ‘The old See’.  
 
The 1st Edition OS mapping indicates the locations of 
visible walls and structures, from north to south 
labelled ‘Bishop’s Palace (remains of)’, ‘Monastery 
(remains of)’, ‘Porter’s Room’, ‘Tithe Barn’ and 
‘Dovecote’. Rodger was informed by the Ordnance 
survey that the names had been provided by ‘four old 
inhabitants’ in 1888 (presumably an error – the first Ed. 
map was published in 1877) and confirmed by a fifth 
for the 1st revision in 1897. The first and second 
revisions perpetuate the identifications, but replace the 
depiction of ruins by those a few earthworks. 
 
The area has been the subject of two phases of 
archaeological investigation. The first, prompted by a 
desire to investigate the areas identified by the 
antiquarians (e.g as expressed by Corbett 1906), is 
documented in two articles by J.W Rodger (1913, 915). 
It focused on the area identified on the current OS 
mapping as the site of a monastery and was funded 
jointly by Cardiff Naturalists Society and the Cambrian 
Archaeological Association. Work started in 1912 with 
a short season, followed by slightly more extensive 
works in following years. The account books of Clarkes 
(Rodger, 1913, acknowledges W Clarke of Llandaff as 
both providing workman and providing supervision and 
direction) show works over 2 weeks in July 1912, 
followed by a season from late July into October 1913 
and a short season in June 1914. The field containing 
the excavations (the northern field of this survey) had 
become known as the Monastery Field (in the tithe 
survey it is identified as ‘field with granary’).  
 
The second phase of investigation was by Nash 
Williams (1952) who partially-excavated three buildings 
in the ‘Palace Field’ in 1937, as well as cutting sections 
across the western bounding bank bot on the ‘Place 
Field’ and at two locations in the ‘Monastery Field’. He 
reinterpreted the remains found in both phases of 
excavation as being those of the grange, as escribed 
in the then newly-published 1449/50 accounts (Rees 
1950). 
 
The pottery surviving from the excavations of Nash 
Williams is poorly contextualised but has been re-
examined by Forward (2014). One aspect of this work 
has been discussed above. 
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Map Regression 

The map of West Llantwit of 1766 (one of the Plans of 
the Earl of Plymouth's estates in Glamorgan surveyed 
by Edward John Eyre; GRO DPL-1) does not depict 
the surveyed fields (they were not part of that estate), 
but does extend to the eastern margin of the southern 
field. Hillhead did not exist at that time, but buildings 
are shown along the boundary, immediately outside 
the field, extending from in front of where Hillhead now 
stands to the site of the old Police Station. 
 
The tithe Map of c.1842 shows field boundaries 
broadly the same as those on the subsequent OS 
mapping. The two differences are a garden forming a 
parcel where the Police Station was later built, and the 
continuity of the central field across to the western side 
of the parcel now containing the Old Rectory. 
 
The first edition 1:2500 OS (published 1877) shows an 
interpretation of the medieval ruined walls within the 
grange then visible or inferred. Small structures, one a 
roofed building lie adjacent to the field boundary 
opposite to Hillhead and the Police Station is depicted. 
Later OS mapping is very close to the modern. The 
Vicarage is depicted but lacks details (unlike on the 1st 
revision of 1899), so may then have been under 
construction. 
 
 
 

Methods 

Survey layout 

The survey was laid-out using a Trimble survey-grade 
RTK GPS system (5700 base station and 5800 rover). 
Temporary base-stations were located near the 
northeastern corner of the ‘Dovecote Field’ during each 
of the two stages of work in that field (with the location 
post-processed before setout) and later in the centre of 
the so-called ‘Monastery Field’ (with the post-
processing undertaken after stakeout). The surveys 
were 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.  
 
The resultant raw survey outputs had working origins 
of [296460,168420] for the Dovecote Field and 
[296459.80, 168619.34] for the Monastery Field (the 
field names follow usage by Nash Williams 1950; the 
terms Dovecote, Monastery and Palace fields are far 
from ideal but their use is continued here in the lack of 
suitable recognisable alternatives). 
 

LiDAR survey 

The LiDAR data examined during production of this 
report are derived from the publicly-accessible 1m-
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 Figures 9, 10 and 11.   
 

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 
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 the survey, ground 
resistivity, was chosen 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). 
 
Magnetic gradiometry was regarded as the subsidiary 
tool for this survey. Although typical the first-line tool 
for geophysical prospection, the effectiveness of 
gradiometry is reduced when, as in this case, the 
survey covers agricultural areas distant from 
contemporary occupation and in areas close to modern 
buildings where ferrous debris is abundant. 
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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 or with 
data acquisition. Conditions were good for both 
surveys, with relatively short grass and slightly damp 
ground. The matching of resistivity survey data from 
within the Dovecote Field from 2020 and 2021 was 
achieved with little boundary mismatch. No attempt 
was made to match the resistivity data from either side 
of Church Lane and illustration of resistivity data 
employs two different greyscales, matched visually. 
 
 
 

Interpretation 

Lineations interpreted to be of geological origin 

Across most of the southern part of the survey area 
there are occasional magnetic lineations oriented just 
E of N-S to NNE-SSW (Figure 10, red lines) and the 
resistivity survey shows similarly oriented negative 
linear resistivity anomalies (Figure 10, grey tone). 
These anomalies thus have similar orientation and 
characteristics to the Group 2 geological anomalies of 
the Boverton Survey (Young 2020). Similar resistivity 
anomalies were also present within the ‘monastery 
field’ 
 
Between these anomalies lie multiple, straight to 
arcuate, parallel lineations in the magnetic dataset that 
can be interpreted as having been produced by the 
outcrop of geological bedding (Figure 10, brown lines). 
 
A single, almost EW, positive magnetic linear anomaly 
in the southern part of the ‘dovecote field’ in 
reminiscent of the Group 3 anomalies at Boverton 
(Young 2020) (shown in black on Figure 10, as are 
other magnetic lineations).  
 
The southern part of the Dovecote Field contains a 
zone (illustrated in orange tone on Figure 10) that 
contains numerous small positive areal magnetic 
anomalies, each of up to 2m in diameter and 3nT in 
amplitude. These may be concentrated into three 
crude arrays, approximately parallel to the supposed 
bedding-related anomalies in the magnetic data. These 
anomalies may perhaps be related to solutional 
features within particular beds. 
 
Within the resistivity survey there appear to be linear 
negative resistivity anomalies that are almost 
perpendicular to the main, Group 2, lineations. These 
are seen over such a limited area of the survey at the 
north end of the Dovecote Field and the centre of the 
Monastery Field present, that although probably 
geological, little further can be said about them. 
 

Anomalies associated with modern features 

The ‘monastery field’ is traversed by poles carrying the 
electricity supply to the Old Rectory, running 

approximately east-west. Apart from a single 
inaccessible sampling point, this cable had no 
influence on the survey. 
 
Approximately parallel with the electricity cable, but 
3.5m to the north, is a narrow trench (expressed as a 
linear negative resistivity anomaly) associated with a 
strong magnetic anomaly with short segments of 
variable dipolar orientation (Figure 11, black line). 
Such anomalies are typically produced by segmented 
steel water pipes. The water pipe would pass from a 
point just south of the gatehouse towards the Old 
Vicarage. 
 
To the south of the survey, the modern footpaths have 
some influence on the ground resistivity survey, where 
they appear intermittently as slight negative linear 
anomalies (dashed lines on Figure 11). 
 
In the northwest of the ‘Monastery Field’ there is an 
area of strong, ‘speckled’, magnetic anomaly (pale red 
tone on Figure 12) and surface evidence suggests this 
is associated with a superficial deposit of clinker and 
coal waste. The sharp edge of this deposit suggests it 
was a deliberate creation, rather than merely a spread 
of waste – and it may be noted that a gateway 
connects this area with the driveway of the Old 
Vicarage, suggesting it may have been laid down as 
hardstanding. 
 
Small sub-circular areas of decreased resistivity up to 
10m across, occur in the centre of the monastery field. 
The magnetic data show that some of these rounded 
patches are associated with song, complex, magnetic 
anomalies (bright red areas on Figure 12). Although 
these could be interpreted as hollows or even cut 
features containing occupation deposits (including 
ferrous materials), some care must be exercised in the 
interpretation, for anecdotal evidence suggests that 
this part of the field housed for many years the bonfire 
of Llantwit Major’s public fireworks event. 
 

Anomalies associated with medieval and post-
medieval features 

 
Dovecote Field: closes 
The magnetic survey showed positive magnetic 
anomalies over the surviving lynchets and western 
bank of the closes in the eastern part of the Dovecote 
Field (dark grey tone on Figure 12, lettered ‘a’), 
suggesting these may be largely of soil. The two 
prominent SW-NE dividing banks or lynchets, show 
strong narrow negative magnetic anomaly along their 
southern sides. Although these components might be 
influenced by the effects of topography, they coincide 
with the location of positive linear resistivity anomalies 
(pale green tone on Figure 12, lettered ‘b’), so are 
suggestive of walls/revetments within the outer face of 
the lynchets. 
 
To the south of Church Lane the western bounding 
bank of the closes shows in the resistivity data as a 
positive linear anomaly approximately 2.7m in width in 
the north, decreasing rapidly through the southern part 
of the survey to less than a metre, on its external face 
(pale green tone on Figure 12). This anomaly can be 
seen to be associated with stonework in patches of 
erosion on the footpaths and in holes dug by dogs 
chasing voles. This suggests that the bank has a stony 
front face, but whether this is a wall or a revetment is 
unclear. The positive resistivity anomaly of the western 
boundary bank appear to have neat, sharp, almost 
right-angled junctions with those of the close 
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boundaries, suggesting a single phase of formation. 
The sinuous nature of the western boundary of the 
complex of enclosures (both south and north of Church 
Lane) in plan, suggests that the boundary was laid out 
approximately parallel to the Ogney stream.  
 
The bounding bank shows no general evidence for 
either an external ditch or track on the SW side of the 
bank in the Dovecote Field, although a slight negative 
resistivity anomaly occurs outside the NW corner of the 
southernmost close and might potential indicate a track 
at this location (Figure 12, lettered ‘c’). The southern 
close shows a rather uniform bounding feature 1.4m in 
width, not certainly connected to the bounding bank to 
its north on the basis of the resistivity data.  
 
In general, the magnetic data show positive anomalies 
to the north of the close ‘walls’ and to the east of the 
bounding ‘wall’. This suggests lynchet accumulations 
6m in width to the north of the close walls and 2m wide 
to the east of the bounding wall.  
 
On the inner side of the western bank close to the 
northern part of the Dovecote Field is a narrow 
negative resistivity anomaly that appears to curve with 
the bank, passes to the north side of the dovecote and 
passes along the north side of the northernmost SW-
NE bank (dark green line on Figure 12, lettered ‘d’). 
The interpretation of this is currently uncertain, but it is 
suggestive of a narrow cut feature. 
 
Within the second close from the south of the 
Dovecote Field, there is a central NE-SW terrace, 
suggestive of a slight lynchet. This is marked within the 
geophysical survey by a slight positive magnetic 
anomaly, that was much less marked than the 
anomalies of the other banks/lynchets in the field (pale 
grey tone, lettered ‘e’ on Figure 12). This is 
interpretable either as a poorly-developed subdivision 
with this close or, in the light of the LiDAR evidence 
(see below), a remnant of the potential early 
boundaries that extend further west across the field. 
 
A rather similar area of raised magnetic gradient, but 
only just above background, was observed just to the 
west of the central close boundary (pale grey tone, 
lettered ‘f’ in Figure 12). This is the sole area to the 
west of the western bounding bank of the closes where 
a magnetic anomaly, albeit a very subtle one, appears 
to coincide with the LiDAR evidence for an early 
lynchet. 
 
To the northeast of the Dovecote Field there is a 
marked negative linear resistivity anomaly (dark green 
tone, lettered ‘g’ on Figure 12) approximately 4m wide. 
This is suggestive of either a cut feature or, more likely 
given its location, the bedrock surface dipping away 
beneath a lynchet-like like accumulation of topsoil. The 
anomaly is not quite parallel to the modern field wall 
(they diverge slightly southwards), so this most likely 
represents another accumulation like those in other 
areas of the closes. 
 
 
Dovecote Field: the barn area 
The northernmost part of the Dovecote Field (north of 
the Dovecote) is very magnetically noisy. This is 
probably associated with the dumping of recent 
rubbish and the spread of debris from demolished 
Tithe Barn. 
 
The resistivity data show an elevated background over 
the same area (pink tone on Figure 12, lettered ‘h’) 
probably interpretable as due to a very rockhead. 
Strong linear negative resistivity anomalies occur in 

this area and are interpreted as due to weathered 
bedrock joints, the visibility of which is enhanced 
because of the shallowness of the rockhead. 
 
A linear positive anomaly corresponding in location 
and plan to the mapped location of the southern side of 
the former Tithe Bar suggests survival of this structure 
at the level of its footings at least (gold tone, lettered ‘i’, 
Figure 12). To the east of this a short, similar anomaly 
extends SE from the E corner of the barn (gold tone, 
lettered ‘j’, Figure 12) and a possibly similar anomaly 
run close to the east margin of the surveyed area 
(green tone, lettered ‘k’, Figure 12). It is unclear 
whether all of the positive resistive anomalies away 
from the barn represent walls, or whether they simply 
represent ‘highs’ in the bedrock. 
 
 
Dovecote Field: other 
Towards the northwest corner of the ‘Dovecote Field’ a 
small, almost square, positive anomaly, approximately 
5m x 6m with an amplitude of up to approximately 
2.7nT/m (dark green tone, lettered ‘l’, Figure 12), 
resembles anomalies interpreted as backfilled ponds 
(of medieval or post-medieval age) on other sites in the 
area (e.g. at Moorlands Farm, Young 2020) 
 
 
Monastery Field: 
To the north of Church Lane, a wall was locally visible 
(and mapped; gold line on Figure 12) on the surface 
within the western bounding bank (as previously 
reported in excavations by both Rodger 1915 and 
Nash Williams 1950). It was imaged as a 1.4m-wide 
positive resistivity anomaly (pale green tone, lettered 
‘m’ on Figure 12). A similar anomaly, but of lower 
amplitude and slightly more diffuse lay from 3m (north) 
to 4.5m (south) to its west (pale green tone, lettered ‘n’ 
on Figure 12). This second possible wall parallels the 
LiDAR evidence (see below) for a trackway around the 
western side of the bounding bank in the Palace Field 
(which was interpreted as a ditch by Nash Williams 
1950). 
 
Map regression suggests that the present field wall to 
the north of Church Lane (with its very slight northward 
kink opposite the Tithe Barn and linking to the southern 
wall of the gatehouse) appears to have been built as 
part the construction of the Old Rectory in the 
1870s/80s. The first edition OS mapping (surveyed 
c.1878) shows a more marked northward embayment 
opposite the barn and an eastern connection to the 
north side of the gatehouse. The geophysical data 
show three distinct segments of earlier boundaries just 
to the north of the present field wall (gold tone, lettered 
‘o’, ‘p’ and ‘q’ on Figure 12 from west to east).  
 
Firstly, a narrow positive linear anomaly along the field 
margin, passing NNE from the SW corner of the field, 
with an in-turn and gap opposite the barn and an 
alignment E of the gap on the S corner of the 
gatehouse (gold tone, lettered ‘o’ and ‘p’ on Figure 12 
respectively). From a point just north of the barn a 
diffuse linear positive anomaly with a narrow negative 
anomaly to its south passes towards the N side of the 
gatehouse. This overall line corresponds closely with 
the boundary depicted on the 1st edition OS of 1878 
and arguably even more closely with the line on the 
Tithe map of c.1840.  
 
These data suggest an evolution of the boundary. The 
earliest version of the boundary had a gate opposite 
the northern barn door, with approximately straight wall 
segments to east and west of the entrance (‘o’ and ‘p’ 
of Figure 12), probably connecting to the south side of 
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the gatehouse on the east. By the mid-nineteenth 
century (by which time the Tithe Barn was abandoned) 
the earlier boundary was converted to a continuous 
line and adjusted at the east end to pass towards the 
north side of the gatehouse (‘q’ of Figure 12), leaving a 
wide verge to the north of the lane. 
 
The interior of the Monastery Field can be considered 
as three sections of quite distinct character: a southern 
complex zone, a northern quiet area bounded to north 
and east by lynchets, and an eastern zone on a slightly 
lower terrace over which Rodger excavated 
extensively in 1912-14. 
 
Firstly, the southern section north of Church Lane as 
far eastwards as the gatehouse, shows complex 
geophysical featuring up to a maximum width of 30m 
from the lane.  
 
At the west of this area. there are very diffuse and 
irregular positive resistivity anomalies, apparently 
overlying geological features. These are bounded to 
the north by a linear positive anomaly less than 1m 
wide (pale green tone, lettered ‘r’ on Figure 12). 
 
To the east of this, the northern boundary changes 
direction slightly, and forms the margin of an 
approximately rectangular area of moderately elevated 
resistivity, bound by linear anomalies, which extends 
over a width of approximately 15m and a length of30-
35m from the gatehouse westwards (pale brown tone, 
lettered ‘s’ on Figure 12). A zone of very slightly raised 
resistivity 4m wide appears to run down the centre of 
the rectangular zone.  
 
This area may represent an area of yard or garden, 
stonier (or thinner topsoil) than the area to the north, 
but not as marked by as high resistivity as the area 
immediately adjacent to the gatehouse (see below).  
 
To the west of the rectangular area, an area of 
complex resistivity anomalies corresponds with some 
complicated topography. An area of low ground and 
low resistivity covers an area of approximately 18m x 
10m, with a markedly rectilinear termination to the west 
of the location of the possible gateway and a separate 
similar negative resistivity anomaly (4.5m square) lies 
to the northeast (lettered ‘t’ and ‘u’ respectively on 
Figure 12). Both anomalies are surrounded by an area 
of strongly elevated resistivity (pink tone on Figure 12). 
The zone of elevated resistivity is bounded to east and 
northeast by narrow zones of reduced resistivity, 
tentatively interpreted as of geological origin. 
 
These anomalies are interpreted as suggesting an 
area over which topsoil has been removed, bringing 
the bedrock to the very shallow sub-surface (as with 
the area on the opposite side of Church Lane). Within 
this region the two areas of strongly negative resistivity 
anomaly are interpreted as pits, probably quarries, but 
a use such as a farmyard pond cannot be excluded. 
 
The second, northern, section of the field is, in 
contrast, very simple geophysically. The resistivity data 
for the northwestern section of the field are dominated 
anomalies of presumed geological origin (discussed 
above). This part of the field is bounded by wide linear 
negative resistivity anomalies, probably with 
associated positive magnetic anomalies (dark green 
tone lettered ‘v’ on Figure 12). These are interpreted 
as lynchet-like build-ups (like ‘g’ to the south). A small 
rectangular area of negative resistivity close to the 
northern margin (dark green tone lettered ‘w’ on Figure 
12) appears to be a distinct feature but is of uncertain 
origin. One possible interpretation might be a reduced 

resistivity from using this area an animal pen in very 
recent times. 
 
The third component of the site is a narrow (18m wide) 
terrace lying below the eastern lynchet (‘v’) described 
above and lying northwest of the gatehouse. This area 
is characterised by very complex resistivity anomalies, 
often of high amplitude, but these are hard to resolve 
into evidence for discrete features (pale green tone 
lettered ‘x’ on Figure 12). In many cases it appears that 
unconsolidated stony backfill of Rodger’s excavations 
may have had a resistivity equal to, or even greater 
than, than the in-situ wall remains at the time of 
survey. This means that it has not been possible to 
add significantly to Rodger’s plan of the building 
complex here. Towards the southeast, however, a 
discrete positive resistivity anomaly (pale green tone 
lettered ‘y’ on Figure 12) suggested a wall continuing 
the line of the NE wall of the gatehouse towards the 
northwest. This wall line is not far southwest of the 
drop down towards the lane and Rock Cottage. Such a 
wall could simply bound the courtyard that Rodger 
identified to the northwest of gatehouse but could 
alternatively be part of a building founded at a lower 
level than the courtyard. As suggested by some of the 
known walls to the northwest. Although the building 
complex appears confined to the narrow terrace, there 
are a few hints of possible structures impinging on the 
lynchet to the west, most notably a possible ‘L’-shaped 
wall (gold line lettered ‘z’ on Figure 12). 
 

LiDAR survey 

The publicly-available LiDAR data are illustrated in 
figures 8 (illuminated from the NW) and 9 (illuminated 
from the SW). The key relevant topographic features 
(banks) that can be observed in the data are illustrated 
in stipple on figures 13-16. 
 
Three aspects are worthy of note here. Firstly, in the 
are to the north of the Old Vicarage there is strong 
featuring a pair of banks passing southwards past the 
site of the 1937 excavations in the Palace Field before 
turning west around the Old Vicarage. This strongly 
suggests that Nash Williams’ (1950) shallow ditch with 
counterbank, is actually a trackway. Coupled with the 
geophysical evidence for a pair of features (one being 
Nash Williams’ enclosure wall), suggests a track 
junction to the NE of the Old Vicarage. 
 
In the Dovecote Field a ridge runs south from the west 
end of the Tithe Barn towards the SW corner of the 
field. This line suggests a possible track across the 
field, avoiding the present dog-leg in Church Lane. 
This track is presumably of some antiquity. 
 
Finally, and most importantly, the LiDAR data show 
three, possibly four, low ridges crossing the Dovecote 
Field NE-SW. Two of the these are coincident with the 
lynchets between the closes and a third aligns with the 
small feature in the centre of the second close from the 
south. These ridges bear resemblance to elements of 
an early (‘Celtic’) field system observed elsewhere in 
the area and presumably indicate early field 
boundaries with some degree of lynchet development. 
 

 
Discussion 

Grange and rectory 

A key issue that has arisen during the course of the 
current project is to what extent, if at all, the term 
‘grange’ is applicable to the site at Llantwit. The most 
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common form of grange was that developed by the 
Cistercians as a monastic farm, commonly staffed by 
lay brothers. As a Benedictine Abbey, this would not 
have been the practice at Tewkesbury Abbey. The 
Abbey had, however, a long history of the 
appropriation of churches to add to the early grants by 
its refounder. 
 
The form of words used in the accounts of 1449-50 (as 
translated by Rees, 1950) that ‘the farm of the site of 
the Rectory’ had been let to Wm. Dedy, is of 
significance. This suggests that Tewkesbury viewed 
the site as the physical site of the rectory of the church, 
rather than as a monastic farm associated with the 
granted lands (or manor) (the rectory being strictly the 
land and tithes used to support the ‘rector’, but in this 
case the endowment had been granted to an 
ecclesiastic house, an institutional rector, who would 
then ensure the parish was served by a vicar). The 
physical rectory in this sense is not a clergyman’s 
house, but an establishment for the collection of tithes 
and to manage the glebe. Such an establishment could 
have been run by monks from Tewkesbury, housed 
secular employees of the Abbey (such as a bailiff or 
surveyor), or could itself be part of the leased property. 
 
The group of buildings and closes at Llantwit show 
some similarity in overall content, if not in form, to the 
granges of Neath Abbey in nearby locations (e.g. 
Marcross and Monknash granges, RCAHMW 1982). 
The main group of buildings, with its gatehouse and 
kitchen either side of a small courtyard, however, 
perhaps bears a closer similarity to contemporaneous 
secular manor houses.  
 
In 1392/3, the ‘granger’ (presumably of Llantwit, but 
possibly of one of the other locations covered by the 
accounts) was John Dem, paid 13s 4d. The 1449/50 
accounts make several uses of the terms ‘grange’ and 
‘engranged’, at least some of those uses apparently 
referring to a barn rather than to a site. It appears 
probable, therefore, that contemporary usage may 
have referred to the site as a grange, as well as a 
rectory. The term ‘grange’ is maintained here for the 
Llantwit site, in part because the alternative, to use the 
term rectory, would be likely to lead to 
misunderstanding. The term used in the official 
scheduling of the site ‘Llantwit Major monastic 
settlement’ is perhaps deliberately less precise, but 
also potentially open to misinterpretation. 
 

The Closes 

The western boundary of the enclosed area runs from 
just north of Flanders to just south of Plymouth House, 
following a sinuous course approximately parallel to 
that of the Ogney. Such a boundary appears simple 
and definitive, although its precise course (and 
significance) to north and south remains uncertain. The 
1449/50 description refers to: 

‘one close called Abbotesleyes, lying as meadow 
and closes, called Les Orchard, Bernehey, 
Culverhey, Wyllyeshey, Kyttesayryeshey’ 

 
This appears open to two interpretations: that the close 
complex included meadow, or that the named closes, 
lay within a larger enclosure of which the remainder 
was meadow. If the latter explanation is adopted, the 
meadow could be the remainder of the ‘Dovecote 
Field’ (or Great Leys as it is more properly known) 
perhaps together with adjacent areas (e.g. the area 
occupied by the Old Vicarage, or perhaps that area 
together with the area to the west, Tithe parcels 513 
and 514, which appear to all form a funnel with the 
trackway passing northwest of the grange). A 

suggested location for these local names is made on 
Figure 16. 
 
The geophysical evidence suggests that the complex 
of closes is defined by a series of banks, largely 
probably formed as lynchets, fronted by drystone 
walling. Without excavation, it is unclear whether any 
of the enclosure banks in the south of the area had 
upstanding walls or were just stone-faced. In the 
northern part of the enclosed area the west boundary 
does appear to have had a wall, as revealed in a 
trench in 1912, as well in three separate trenches dug 
by Nash Williams in the excavations of 1937. There is, 
however, rather little geophysical evidence for a 
discrete enceinte wall as suggested by Nash Williams 
(1950); the geophysical anomalies associated with the 
small closes are as strong as those associated with the 
bounding bank.  
 
There is almost no direct dating evidence for these 
features (see the paragraph on pottery below), so their 
interpretation must rely largely at present on their 
morphology and on their relationships to other 
features. 
 
The geophysical evidence indicates that the stone 
components of the close boundaries, whether as walls 
or a less formal accumulations, were very neat in plan, 
with sharp orthogonal intersections. This would not be 
the case if the stone was from field clearance and 
simply added randomly to the bank material. Rather it 
suggests a single phase of planned construction, with 
the almost stream-parallel western boundary indicating 
a clear element of design and planning. 
 
The southwest-northeast divisions between the 
southern closes lie on the same line as very subtle 
features visible on the imaged LiDAR data (but not 
identified in the field). Three potential interpretations 
seem possible: a purely geological origin for these 
features, an origin as an earlier field system, or an 
origin from field boundaries constructed to align on 
those between the Grange closes. Of these, the lack of 
evidence for continuation of these banks further west 
and the lack of coincidence with significant geophysical 
anomalies, suggests that they are not geological. For 
the features to be contemporary with, or later than, the 
closes seems unlikely given the apparent importance 
of the western bounding bank as a dividing line in the 
landscape. The most likely interpretation would be that 
these subtle ridges are feature of an earlier agricultural 
landscape that was used as a template for the sub-
divisions of the Grange enclosure. The LiDAR 
evidence is slight, but is persuasive, that the close 
boundaries were located on parts of pre-existing field 
banks or lynchets.  
 
There is little in the area with which to compare these 
banks, although the LiDAR data suggest the survival of 
‘Celtic’ fields not far to the west (the closest being the 
ridge between Moorlands Farm and Tresillian). Such 
banks are not otherwise visible in the immediate area, 
presumably as a result of their obliteration by 
subsequent for arable use, their preservation occurring 
within the area of the ‘Dovecote Field’ which has 
dominantly been employed for pasture or meadow 
(hence the names Great Ley and, historically, the 
Abbots Leys). The age of these features is not 
determinable from the geophysical evidence. The 
relationship of the closes to these features does, 
however, hint at a degree of continuity with the pre-
Norman landscape which is not apparently seen in the 
layout of the medieval field system (at least as far as 
that is evidenced by the post-medieval fields). 
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NE-SW directed narrow fields are seen on the western 
lip of the valley of the Ogney to the south of the study 
area, to the south of Flanders. The strips (Tithe parcels 
520-523) alternate between properties of the Manor of 
West Llantwit and the Manor of Llantwit Rawley). The 
strips are cross-cut by the track running southwards 
from Flanders and by the land parcel within which 
Flanders Farm was constructed (Flanders is supposed 
to be of 17th century date, RCAHMW 1982). The 
origins of these fields is not known. But they do at least 
raise the possibility of either a medieval age for the 
banks in the study area, or possibly a common origin 
of the features with those S of Flanders. 
 
The excavations by Nash Williams in 1937 in the 
‘Palace field’ produced numerous sherds of a 
limestone-tempered pottery that Forward (2014) 
suspected to be of 12th century date. Nash Williams, 
too, suggested that some of the pottery was 12th 
century, but did not tie this to particular material, 
although it was listed as deriving from within the open 
space south of the cowshed, within the bank (lynchet?) 
to the south of that, as well as from rather mixed 
assemblages within an abandonment deposit in the 
cellar and abutting the footings of the building to east. 
This suggests that there may have been 12th century 
activity within the area of the grange and that lynchet 
accumulation was taking place at this time. 
 
The dovecote is situated astride one of the close 
enclosure banks. The western ends of both the 
possible cowhouse and the tithe barn impinge on the 
western bank. These relationships hint, but do not 
prove, that the stone grange buildings were set into an 
earlier system of closes. The grange buildings have 
been dated as likely to be of the 13th century 
(RCAHMW 1982). The buildings have few easily 
datable architectural features, so the dating is not 
particularly closely-defined. The same is true of the 
possibly contemporaneous work in the east church, 
that may have been converted from the east end of an 
earlier cruciform church to provide for the grange 
workers. 
 
Taken together, these features suggest that the 
system of closes was probably in existence by the 12th 
century. If the closes pre-date the 13th century grange 
buildings, then the question arises of whether they 
represent an earlier, 12th century, grange or whether 
they have an earlier origin. This cannot be determined 
from geophysics alone, but the apparent continuity with 
a possibly pre-Norman field system may suggest an 
earlier age. An early, pre-Norman, origin for the closes 
might also be suggested, albeit very circumstantially, 
by the argument presented above, that their exclusion 
from the Manor of West Llantwit, their claimed 
ownership by the Lordship of Boverton with Llantwit 
and their later inclusion within the glebe, all suggest 
their prior ownership by the church. 
 
The ‘Life’ of Illtud of c.1140 makes reference to three 
barns and to granaries. Other features described in the 
‘Life’ were part of the 12th century landscape at 
Llantwit, so it would appear likely that these structures 
were also. The description of these structures in the 
‘Life’ emphasises that they belonged to Illtud, so 
presumably, in reality, to the contemporaneous church 
of St Illtud. The nature of the church’s relationship with 
Tewkesbury Abbey in the decades following its 
granting is not clear. Although it might seem unlikely 
that the ‘Life’ might report a newly built grange of 
Tewkesbury as the farm of Illtud, the ‘Life’ does not 
make reference to the fact that the church must then 
have been newly rebuilt either. It would seem highly 
likely, however, that these barns and granaries could 

have been located within the area of the later grange, 
whether they formed part of a pre-Norman monastic 
property or an early phase of the Tewkesbury grange. 
 
Nash Williams’ view of an enclosure surrounded by a 
wall, broad shallow ditch and counter-bank may also 
be challenged. His ‘ditch’ appears to be a slightly 
sunken trackway running around the northwestern part 
of the site and associated with a funnel-shaped in take 
from the fields to the west. The location of the 
supposed cowhouse/sheephouse close to the 
approach of this track to the grange may be to provide 
housing for animals brought in via the trackway. 
 

The 13th century grange 

It is unfortunate that no 13th century documentary 
evidence survives for the Llantwit grange, for that 
means there is no direct evidence for how the grange 
was worked. That lack of detailed pre-late 14th century 
evidence extends to other ‘granges’ of Tewkesbury in 
Glamorgan too. By the 15th century they were all 
leased to local landowners, but seems unlikely that a 
local tenant would have been permitted to construct 
the manor house-like complex at Llantwit. The 
presence of a such a complex, perhaps to house either 
resident or visiting Tewkesbury officers and to store 
the tithe, is not in itself proof of direct management of 
the grange by Tewkesbury. The more agricultural 
buildings, such as the cowshed/ sheephouse are more 
suggestive of an active agricultural facility. 
 
As discussed above, any directly-managed grange 
would not have been worked by lay brothers as for the 
Cistercian granges. That probably means that either 
the grange would have housed a small group of 
monks, perhaps as an outpost from Cardiff Priory, or 
that it was treated as a manor. That the gatehouse 
faces south suggests it was designed to impress 
visitors arriving via the track up from Cwm Colhuw, 
rather than from Llantwit town. Visitors arriving from 
that direction would be more likely to be seaborne 
visitors from Tewkesbury than neighbouring secular 
dignitaries.  
 
The buildings within the grange (or the ‘site of the 
rectory’, as it was termed in 1492) included: the 
dovecote (extant; references in 1392/3, 1449/50), tithe 
barn (demolished post-1840s; referenced 1449/50), 
kitchen (referenced 1492), cowhouse (le Shephous; 
referenced 1392/3, 1492), stable (referenced 1392/3), 
gatehouse (later called the granary; extant, referenced 
1449/50 and by post-medieval surveys) and probably 
the courthouse (referenced 1392/3). It is possible that 
the courthouse was not within the same cluster of 
buildings, as it lay close to a ‘highway’. 
 
The change of use of some of the buildings may be 
significant – particularly that the gatehouse appears to 
have become the granary by 1449/50 (the attribution of 
the name granarium to the tithe barn by Nash Williams 
1952, 324, and the RCAHMW 1982, 299, is almost 
certainly erroneous, for the gatehouse is consistently 
called the granary in post-medieval surveys) and that 
the cowhouse was probably previously called the 
‘shephous’.  
 
The alterations to the gatehouse are particularly 
interesting. If the blocking is associated with the 
change of use to a granary, it may also be associated 
with a change of access to the grange –a formal 
access from the track leading up from the coast 
(perhaps important to impress visitors from 
Tewkesbury as discussed above) was no longer 
needed. Simple access from the town to the leased 
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buildings and land was of far more use to once the 
facilities were farmed to others. It is therefore likely that 
other access off what is now Church Lane must have 
then been possible. 
 
These changes, coupled with the general similarity of 
the 1392/3 and 1449/50 accounts, suggest that the 
formal use of the site as a directly-managed grange 
may have been for a much shorter period than 
previously thought. Records of the Tewkesbury Priory 
in Cardiff may possibly provide evidence for moments 
of change, although changes to one part of the 
Glamorgan estate may not have affected others. There 
is evidence that the monks were withdrawn from Priory 
in 1221 (intended to be temporary measure) and may 
have been withdrawn permanently soon after, possibly 
by 1233. Cardiff retained a prior until at least 1295, but 
there are no records into the 14th-century (Rees 1950). 
Abandonment of a directly-run grange at Llantwit 
could, therefore, also have occurred within the 13th 
century. 
 
Although aggregation of the value of Llantwit and 
Llanblethian churches in the Taxatio of 1291 makes 
calculations difficult, the overall sum of £60 is very 
high. Comparison with the later accounts suggests that 
the high value may have been generated by the 
inclusion of the rent of the ‘site of the rectory’ (i.e. the 
grange). In contrast, the limited information available 
for both 1230 and 1535 would hint that the ‘site of the 
rectory’ was not rented out in those years. This 
provides some rather tenuous argument for suggesting 
that any direct-running of the grange started after 1230 
(perhaps before 1248) with its construction and had 
finished before 1291, after which it was leased. 
 
During any direct running of the grange by Tewkesbury 
Abbey, it would have been likely to have needed either 
a small group of monks resident on the site or a 
secular steward. The presence of a kitchen, as 
revealed by the excavations of 1910-12, may be 
evidence for such residential facilities. It is tempting to 
view the 13th century work in the East church as 
contemporaneous with the utilitarian style of masonry 
in the Grange and constructed (or converted, perhaps 
from the ‘certain chapel’ of 1230) for the benefit of 
monks working at the Grange (the early 12th century 
cruciform church would presumably have been an 
initial reconstruction when the church was gifted to 
Tewkesbury Abbey. 
 
The features identified by geophysics to the north of 
Church Lane provide a link between the yard accessed 
via the gatehouse and the area immediately north of 
the tithe barn. Although other scenarios are possible, 
the close association of the east end of this area with 
the yard makes a medieval origin for these features 
likely. Moreover, if this provides a physical means of 
access between these two areas, an origin before the 
blocking of the gate would appear most likely. The 
area is thus most likely to present an element of the 
13th century Tewkesbury ‘grange’. 
 
This possible route between the gateway and the tithe 
barn raises the question about the antiquity of the 
segment of Church Lane that lies within the grange 
complex.  
 
To what did the gatehouse provide access? The most 
likely answer to this is the small yard, with its cluster of 
narrow buildings to the north and perhaps other 
buildings to its east. Such an interpretation would differ 
from that of Nash Williams, who appears to have 
favoured its giving access to the whole close complex 
(i.e. an area to the west bounded by the western 

boundary bank), all bounded by a wall.  As discussed 
above evidence for such a wall is variable and actually 
strong only in the areas sampled by Nash Williams. 
That the door into the dovecote is on the south side 
suggests that the close boundary on which it stands 
was not the boundary of a walled grange. If a boundary 
wall north of this, it would mean the boundary must 
have excluded the tithe barn (and perhaps ran along 
the north side of Church Lane. If the compound wall 
lay to the south of the dovecote, then there is no 
obvious alternative to it enclosing all the closes. 
Similarly, to the north if the boundary wall followed the 
course suggested by Nash Williams, it would include 
the northern buildings as a part of its circuit. It seems 
far more likely that the boundary walls observed and 
inferred in and around the grange site did not 
constitute a single protective structure, but rather a 
more pragmatic style of agricultural division. The 
gatehouse may have provided access to a small 
cluster of buildings around an enclosed courtyard, 
together forming the equivalent of a small manor 
house. This interpretation of the gatehouse removes 
the problem that the gateway would have been very 
small to admit hay carts en route to the tithe barn, as 
well as the tight turn that would have entailed. If a 
larger area was enclosed by a discrete bounding wall, 
then a smaller area, north of Church Lane, broadly 
equivalent to the area of the present field but including 
all of the building complex examined in 1912-14 would 
perhaps be the most likely. 
 
Such an interpretation allows for an early origin for this 
segment of Church Lane which would otherwise have 
to be of later (post-gatehouse) origin. The western exit 
of a track on the line of Church Lane into the field 
(interpreted to be the ‘Abbotsleyes’ of the 1449/50 
accounts) would be an appropriate location for the 
‘leygat’ referred to in the 1392/3 accounts. 
 
If the features identified in the geophysics just to the 
north of Church Lane are indeed medieval as argued 
above, then the boundary between that area and 
Church Lane would also appear to be medieval in its 
original iteration. The alignment of the boundary north 
of tithe barn is on the south corner of the gatehouse 
and thus likely to be medieval; the section to the east 
cross cuts the other features and corresponds to he 
later post-medieval wall on the First Edition OS and 
Tithe maps.  
 
To the west of the supposed gateway north of the tithe 
barn the boundary of the area is problematic. It forms 
both the southern margin of the resistivity low (the 
potential quarry or pond) and the post-medieval wall 
line. The resistivity low has a rectilinear SW 
termination and it is not impossible that the hollow 
could be a building with a lower bedrock surface, 
perhaps a cellar, with its SE wall employed as the 
boundary for Church Lane; the other sides of such a 
potential building are rather less convincing. 
Nonetheless, the potential routeway up from the 
eastern yard by the gatehouse suggests this area had 
some significance. 
 

The late medieval grange 

If the creation of the complex of grange buildings in the 
13th century is apparently not attested by the historical 
record, then the later period of lease of property is not 
much better so. 
 
The accounts of 1392/3 and 1449/50 provide some 
evidence for how the Tewkesbury estate was 
managed, but these are ‘snapshots’. The estate had 
free tenants in fee, with property held at will, for a term 
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of years and customheld. It also had cottagers. Estate 
officials included a bailiff at Llantwit in 1449/50, a 
steward, his clerk and the Surveyor in 1392/3. The 
Surveyor, Roger Panter, appears to have been based 
in Llantwit for half of the year (although the visitation by 
the Bishop of Llandaff may have made this an unusual 
year). The 1392/3 accounts make no mention of a 
bailiff in Llantwit. The 1392/3 accounts do not mention 
the Llantwit grange buildings, so presumably these 
generated no income. 
 
 
 
 

Further work 
Any advancement of understanding of the grange site 
is now likely to need to come from intrusive fieldwork. 
 
In the area of the closes, excavation of sections 
through examples of the lynchets could be undertaken 
to try to determine the period over which they formed, 
in particular to determine the age of onset of formation. 
 
The possibility that the barns and granaries described 
in the ‘Life of Illtud’ of c.1140 might lie in the area of 
the later barn and dovecote could be tested by limited 
excavation between the two known structures, perhaps 
also targeting the curvilinear negative resistivity 
anomalies. This probable farmyard space would be 
unlikely to contain any significant post-13th century 
archaeological remains and has suffered disturbance 
during demolition of the barn. 
 
Investigation of the core buildings of the rectory could 
be achieved through reopening some of the 1912-14 
excavations. At present these form an incomplete 
picture of the building footprints and it is likely the 
backfills would contain dating evidence. Rodger’s 
illustrations (e.g. 1915, Figure 10) provide good 
photographic evidence for the extent of the trenches 
and the location of sections that might be able to 
cleaned-back to improve stratigraphic understanding. 
Similar work could be undertaken on the northern 
buildings excavated by Nash Williams (1950) in the 
northern part of the site, unsurveyed in this project, but 
it is probably unlikely consent would be forthcoming. 
 
 
 
 

Summary 
 
The project has allowed the development of a new 
chronology and interpretation for the site, although 
many aspects of these may only proposed rather 
tentatively (Figure 17). 
 
The earliest features on the site appear to be a series 
of SW-NE directed low ridges, possibly slight lynchets. 
The age of these features is not known. 
 
These were followed and exploited by the subdivisions 
within a complex of small closes, all bounded by a 
western boundary bank that ran approximately parallel 
to the Ogney brook for some 350-450m (the precise 
northern and southern limits are currently not well 
constrained). Some locations within this group of 
closes produced examples of probable 12th century 
pottery in excavations undertaken last century, but 
these do not amount to secure dating of the features. 
 
Despite the rebuilding of Llantwit church early in the 
12th century, probably at the time it was granted to 
Tewkesbury Abbey, documentary evidence suggests it 

survived as a clas church into the 1230s at least. The 
leasing of a moiety of the church to a hereditary parson 
for 11 marks in 1230 suggests that the income of the 
church included a significant amount for the rent of the 
agricultural estate, perhaps at a level similar to that 
recorded in 1392/3, 1449/50 and even 1535. This 
provides some supporting evidence, albeit 
circumstantial, for the estate at Llantwit having been 
granted to Tewkesbury alongside the church, as is 
commonly supposed, but not explicitly stated in any of 
the relevant charters. 
 
The Tewkesbury Annals record that the vicarage of 
Llantwit was to be supported by tithes in 1248. The 
particular mention of this in the annals may be 
because this year marked the change in the Abbey’s 
financial arrangements with the church of Llantwit. 
Such a date might be broadly compatible with that of 
the construction of the grange and of the alterations to 
the east church. If the financial basis for Tewkesbury’s 
revenue from Llantwit changed at this point, so that the 
Abbey needed to collect the ‘issues of the rectory’ 
directly, then this might be a suitable context the 
construction of the ‘grange’ or ‘site of the rectory’. 
 
A mid-13th century major reorganisation of the Llantwit 
landscape may also be suggested by the appearance 
around this time of the estate that would eventually 
become the manor of Llantwit Rawley. The lands that 
would become this manor and the Tewkesbury holding 
(that would later be the manor of West Llantwit) 
together appear to have comprised the whole of the 
western section of the parish, thus must share some 
aspects of their origins. Discussion of Llantwit Rawley 
is beyond the remit here, but it is suggested that it may 
have arisen out of the holdings of Sir John of Llantwit, 
Seneschal of Gower in 1256 and Sheriff of Glamorgan 
(possibly in c.1280). Various charters of the period 
suggest that Sir John was son of John son of William 
of Llantwit (Young 2021). Could that William have even 
been the William at whose death Tewkesbury leased a 
moiety of the church to his brother in 1230? If so, the 
manor of West Llantwit may have arisen from part of a 
familial estate that had become Tewkesbury property, 
whether by grant of Robert Fitzhamon or otherwise. 
 
The question of the basis of operation of the ‘grange’ 
must remain open. There is no documentary evidence 
for the existence of a cell of Tewkesbury Abbey at 
Llantwit. Only the possible dual nature of the church 
with its 13th century eastern enlargement provides 
circumstantial evidence. It would seem unlikely, though 
not impossible, that any such cell would have done 
more than administer the estate. If such a cell was 
planned, or implemented, it would appear likely that it 
was very short-lived in order to have escaped any 
documentary notice. 
 
The form of the central group of buildings bears some 
resemblance to a secular manorial complex and that 
may have been its intended role – whether housing a 
cell or a bailiff for Tewkesbury Abbey, or even possibly 
a tenant. The conversion of the gatehouse into a 
granary, probably before the mid-15th century and 
potentially very much earlier suggests a fundamental 
change of purpose and use of the site, perhaps the 
cessation of a resident administration or the withdrawal 
of the cell. 
 
The apparently high value of the church in the taxatio 
of 1291 hints that rental income from the estate was 
included, as it was explicitly in the accounts 1392/3 
and 1449/50. Indeed, the same could be argued for the 
high rental demanded of the hereditary parson in 1234. 
It therefore seems likely that the agricultural estate was 
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leased throughout the medieval period, in contrast to 
previous interpretations which have suggested the 
leasing of the estate only occurred in the late medieval 
period. The similar level of rental income over this 
period may suggest the persistence of old rents for 
long periods.  
 
The division of the properties associated with 
Tewkesbury Abbey at, and possibly slightly before, the 
dissolution, into the glebe and the Manor of West 
Llantwit probably reflects an older division between 
property originally held by the church and the estate 
granted to Tewkesbury Abbey by Robert Fitzhamon. 
Discussion of the granted estate is beyond the scope 
of this report, but it would seem likely that the glebe 
would have been an early creation – either when the 
vicarage was created or redefined, or more likely it was 
inherited from the pre-Norman landscape. The 
complex of closes is closely spatially-associated with 
the glebe and thus the same arguments may apply to 
it. 
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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)). Extent of surveyed area shown by 
pecked lines (brown indicating extent of resistivity 
survey in ‘dovecote field’) and of the Scheduled 
Monument (solid red). 
 
 
Figure 2. 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 3. 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 4. 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 5. 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 6. Ground resistivity data (instrument with 0.5m 
mobile probe spacing) on OS Mastermap basemap (© 
Crown Copyright and Database Right 2020 Ordnance 

Survey (1000025252)). Greyscale 35Ω measured 

resistance (black) to 85Ω measured resistance (white) 
for the Dovecote Field, the data from the Monastery 
Field balanced visually to match. 
 
 
Figure 7. Ground resistivity data (instrument with 1m 
mobile probe spacing) on OS Mastermap basemap (© 
Crown Copyright and Database Right 2020 Ordnance 

Survey (1000025252)). Greyscale 25Ω measured 

resistance (black) to 50Ω measured resistance (white) 
for the Dovecote Field, the data from the Monastery 
Field balanced visually to match. 
 
 
Figure 8. Image of 1m pixel LiDAR data, artificially 
illuminated from the NW. 
 
 
Figure 9. Image of 1m pixel LiDAR data, artificially 
illuminated from the SW. 
 
 
Figure 10. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as possibly having been produced by geological 
features (for details see text). Illustrated on OS 
Mastermap basemap (© Crown Copyright and 
Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)). 
 
 

Figure 11. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as possibly having been produced by modern features 
(for details see text). Illustrated on OS Mastermap 
basemap (© Crown Copyright and Database Right 
2020 Ordnance Survey (1000025252)). 
 
 
Figure 12. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as possibly having been produced by medieval or early 
post-medieval features (for details see text).  
 
 
Figure 13. Interpretation of data: anomalies interpreted 
as possibly having been produced by medieval or early 
post-medieval features, as Figure 12 (for details see 
text). Black lines indicate extant medieval buildings 
and walls revealed by excavation. Stipple indicates 
upstanding features identified in the LiDAR data. 
 
Figure 14. As Figure 13, but with key medieval 
structures labelled. 
 
 
Figure 15. As Figure 14, but illustrated on OS 
Mastermap basemap (© Crown Copyright and 
Database Right 2020 Ordnance Survey 
(1000025252)). 
 
 
Figure 16. As Figure 13, but with tentative 
identification of the closes listed in the 1449/50 
accounts (Rees 1950). 
 
 
Figure 17. Schematic summary maps showing the 
possible evolution of the study area. The building 
outlines in the core Rectory group are speculative, 
based on the incomplete plans provided by Rodger 
(1915). 
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