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Introduction 

This report will assess the condition of features related to the historical farmstead on 

Hereweka/Harbour Cone which is recorded as “Edmund Ward’s Farm” (site I44/441). 

This site is located on the Otago Peninsula in the South Island of New Zealand, on 

private property near Portobello (see Figure 1). An access map has been supplied to 

aid in finding the site complex (Figure 2). The report will be based on field investigations 

and documentary research of the historical farm which exhibits the remains of features 

relating to this venture. The focus will be on the condition of stone masonry structural 

remains and how these should be maintained for future use as visitor sites. Other 

notable features within the site complex will also be discussed. Features included in the 

report are: stone masonry structures, drystone structures, tracks/roads, excavated 

areas, and an area displaying a concentration of artefacts. 

The processes which are responsible for any damage observed on archaeological 

features may include weathering, vegetation, and trampling damage caused by cattle. 

Observations regarding the deterioration of features will be recorded by photograph and 

will serve as a periodic marker for future monitoring of the feature(s). This comparable 

method will be useful in understanding the rate of deterioration over time and aid in 

developing a conservation plan for the site complex as well as the development of 

procedures that can halt or reduce the impacts of deterioration. Consultation and advice 

was given by monumental stonemason Stuart Griffiths on specific conditions of the 

stone features within the site, along with possible solutions to rectify any problems 

regarding their stabilization and deterioration. The role of the archaeologist, Carl 

Murray, was to convey in text and graphics the very complex state of deterioration of the 

site and to help interpret what the original state and function of each feature probably 

was. 
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Figure 1. Location of Edmund Ward’s Farm site complex marked as the red square. 

 

 

Figure 2. Edmund Ward's Farm site polygon outlined in blue. Access routes to the site are marked as the white 

dashed line. 
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The site complex (I44/441) 

Edmund Ward’s Farm is recorded as an archaeological site with New Zealand’s site 

recording scheme through the New Zealand Archaeological Association (NZAA) as site 

number I44/441. The features which make up the site complex are associated with early 

European farm settlement, reflecting the occupation of these people within a larger 

landscape of a nineteenth century farming community on the Otago Peninsula. The 

identification of physical evidence in the area relating to this era have allowed for a site 

polygon to be drawn (see Site Plan: Figure 3) demarcating the boundary of the site 

complex. 

Permission is needed to enter the site as it is on private property (1588 Highcliff Rd, 

Portobello). The current owner is Dieter Dunkel (Phone: 03 478 1238) who must be 

contacted prior to entering the site. Access to the site is either from Dieter’s driveway 

(with permission) where several car parks are available, or below the site on the side of 

Highcliffe Road (one small park). The Access Map below (Figure 2) shows all the car 

park areas and walking routes to access the site. 

The site is located on the north-western slope of Harbour Cone and is nestled within 

three lines of large macrocarpa trees. The remnants of several drystone walls were 

observed dividing the site area along with stone masonry remains. There are two 

discrete areas of the site exhibiting stone masonry structures which have been labelled 

as Areas A and B (see Figure 2). A large drystone wall traversing the north-eastern 

boundary of the site will be discussed separately as it is outside of the two discrete 

areas.  

Area A consists of a stone fireplace and the footprint of a small structure exhibiting 

some of the foundation stones. This footprint is truncated by an excavated reservoir 

directly to the north-east where another structure may have existed. Flagstones and 

artefact scatter were also observed suggesting this may have been a domestic area. 

Area B exhibits the remains of a larger stone masonry structure which is likely a cow 

byre. The structure covered an upper and lower terraced area that were joined by a 

small track/ramp. The upper terrace is flanked by a large drystone retaining wall along 

the south-eastern boundary. An historic track (I44/450) passes through the area above 

the retaining wall, continuing to the north-east. The large drystone wall along the north-

east boundary of the site could possibly be a boundary wall.  
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Figure 3. Site Plan: Edmund Ward's Farm I44/441. 
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Area A 

Area A is a terraced area in the north-west of the site and contains the remains of a 

stone fireplace (Feature 1a) sitting on the footprint of a small rectangular structure 

(Feature 1b). Directly to the south of the structural footprint are large flagstones 

(Feature 2) which have been uplifted unevenly from tree root growth. A drystone wall 

(Feature 3) flanks the southern boundary of the area but has also been dislodged 

through tree growth with only parts of the wall remaining in gaps between the trees. The 

western part of Area A dips down into a paddock with the trace of a fence line 

noticeable from tree stumps used as posts. Historical artefacts (Feature 5) relating to 

domestic occupation were also noticed scattered around the western bank of Area A, 

but no actual source for this discard was identified. A small reservoir (Feature 6) has 

been excavated in the north of Area A, with large hewn blocks (Feature 4) noted 

scattered randomly in the western bank of the reservoir. A structure may have occupied 

this area as terracing is also observable within the reservoir but was hard to distinguish 

due to being obscured by vegetation.  

A large embankment has been made along the north-western boundary of Area A to 

level the terraced area. The south-eastern section of Area A is covered in dense 

branches and vegetation making it hard to distinguish any features, but this area was 

also noted to be quite flat. Cattle have been using the area around the fireplace for 

shelter as extensive hoof damage was noted. 
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Figure 4. Area A Plan Drawing. 

 

Features 

There are seven archaeological features in Area A, labelled as Features 1 to 6. 

Features will be referred to by their corresponding numbers in the Area A Plan Drawing 

(Figure 4). The stone fireplace and structural footprint it sits upon (Features 1a and 1b), 

will be discussed in more detail separately to the other features in Area A. The 

remaining features will be discussed in Table 1 with dimensions, a brief description and 

photograph(s). 
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Feature 1a: Stone fireplace 

The remains of a stone masonry fireplace sit in the western corner of a rectangular 
structural footprint (Feature 1b) recognizable by a line of foundation stones and a flat 
terraced area. The double skinned outer walls of the fireplace are all that remains with 
blocks observed to have fallen inside the structural footprint obscuring the fire hearth. 
The length of the south-west facing wall is 2 metres, the height is 84 cm (max.) and 
thickness is 40 cm. The length of the north-west facing wall is 1.4 metres, the height is 
63 cm (max.) and thickness is 40 cm.  

The materials used in the construction of the fire hearth are a mixture of fine to coarse-
grained volcanic rock types which outcrop around Harbour Cone. The inner and outer 
skins of the hearth have been constructed from a mixture of these rock types. The 
lighter orange coloured volcanic tuff is a more coarse-grained material and exhibits the 
worst erosion of all the rock types used. A light grey rock with a fine-grained matrix 
containing angular clasts (breccia or trachyte – needs analysis) was observed to be 
more resistant to weathering than the tuff, only displaying minimal weather damage.  

Brick fragments have been packed in neatly to fill the inner wall core and mortared with 
a fine-grained lime cement. This same mortar type has been drawn flush with the 
exterior stone courses and is exhibited covering some of the masonry, suggesting the 
outer structure was rendered. The large wall-end stones which form the neatly trimmed 
corners suggest the fireplace structure was not connected to any side stone walls. 
There is a stone course structure in the fireplace that suggests an interior floor level and 
sub-floor. Presumably the remainder of this structure was built from wood as there is no 
other evidence of stonework above the observable ground level apart from the blocks 
fallen inside the fireplace. An observable stone course in the fire hearth would appear to 
show where a timber floor once was, as the homestead structure looked to have a 
perimeter stone course and was probably not a flagstone floor. A large tree growing in 
the southern corner of the structural footprint makes access and recording of this area 
difficult. The tree is not currently causing any damage to the structure but will likely grow 
into it over time. The ground in this area is badly damaged by cattle hooves. Cattle will 
likely cause damage to this structure over time and should be kept away from the area. 
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Figure 5. Stone fireplace (Feature 1a): north-west facing section of wall, looking south-east. 

 

 

Figure 6. Stone (Feature 1a): north-west facing section of wall, looking south-east. The large tree in the right of the 

image is obscuring a large portion of the structural footprint (Feature 1b). 
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Figure 7. Stone fireplace (Feature 1a): section of the south-eastern wall end, looking north-west (left); looking down at 
the inner wall core which consists of brick and lime mortar rubble (right). 

 

Feature 1b: Structural footprint 

The rectangular structural footprint on which the fireplace sits is approximately six 

metres long by five metres wide. A large tree growing in the southern corner of the 

structural footprint (see Figure 6) is covering the entire south-eastern half of the feature 

so exact dimensions could not be obtained. It is possible the structure extended into the 

area of the excavated reservoir, as large stone blocks (Feature 4) were noted in the 

western bank of the reservoir directly to the north. These large blocks could relate to the 

foundations of the structure as a vague line of foundation stones (Figure 8; left) were 

observed adjoining the base of the north-west facing fireplace wall and continuing in a 

north-east direction toward the large blocks. However, the large blocks could also relate 

to the foundations of a structure which occupied the reservoir area. The foundation 

stones used were noted to be a light grey fine-grained volcanic rock (of basaltic origin) 

which are shown in Figure 8 (right) within the yellow dashed line.  

This structure is likely the Ward’s homestead, or an outbuilding associated with the 

main house. The observable footprint is truncated by the reservoir at the north end, with 

large hewn foundation blocks observable within the reservoir bank where the structure 

extended. The eastern side of the structure was likely made from wood as the east end 

of the fireplace wall was not connected to any other stone wall. The removal of 
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vegetation in the eastern section of the footprint may clarify whether the structure 

extended eastwards. Broken brick used in the wall core of the fireplace suggests a brick 

structure may have existed on the site. 

 

  

Figure 8. Feature 1b: Looking down and north-west at the line of foundation stones within the yellow dashed line 
(left); Looking at the foundation stones of the south-east section of the structure (right). 

 

Table 1. Area A: Features 2-6 description and photographs. 

Feature 
No. 

Description Photograph(s) 

2 Flagstone paved area 

This area is approximately 6m 
long by 5m wide, consisting of 
large flagstones roughly shaped. 
The blocks are square shaped 
and range in length and width 
from 10cm to 60cm. Tree growth 
along the south-western 
boundary has uplifted and 
disjointed the blocks.  

The flagstone paving is mostly 
covered by vegetation fallen from 
the trees and likely covers a 
larger area below the surface.  

 

 

Figure 9. Large flagstones (Feature 2); looking south-east. 
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3 Drystone wall 

A drystone wall approximately 12 
metres long and 60cm wide skirts 
the south eastern boundary of 
Area A. Tree trunks have 
dilapidated the drystone wall with 
the only extant parts in the gaps 
between the trees. A large tree at 
the northern end of the wall was 
noted to be growing around a tree 
stump (see Figure 10), which is in 
a line of tree stumps continuing 
north eastward down the slope for 
approximately 10-15 metres.  

 

 

Figure 10. Drystone wall along south-eastern boundary of Area A; 
looking east.  

 

4 Stone Foundation Blocks 

Several large stone blocks were 
observed lodged into the western 
bank of the reservoir. These were 
scattered about irregularly and 
were within metres of the 
structural footprint. Chisel marks 
observed on the surface of some 
of the blocks suggest they were 
roughly hewn. The largest block 
was approximately 60cm long, 
30cm wide and 40cm thick. 
These blocks were likely used as 
the foundation for a structure. 

 

  

Figure 11. Large stone blocks embedded in the western bank of the 
reservoir. 

 

5 Artefact Scatter 

A multitude of artefact fragments 
were observed scattered around 
the surface leading down a slope 
in the western corner of Area A 
(see Figure 4). Pieces of brick, 
metal, ceramics and glass were 
noted to be within the surface 
layer of an area disturbed by 
cattle hoof damage. The ceramic 
and glass artefacts are 
suggestive of domestic 
occupation. 

 

  

Figure 12. Fragments of cast iron and brick (left); ceramic and glass 
sherds (right). 
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6 Reservoir/Dam 

A large man-made reservoir has 
been excavated north-east of the 
structural footprint. The diameter 
of the feature is approximately 10 
metres. Large hewn blocks were 
noted embedded in the western 
bank of the reservoir and are 
likely foundation stones that 
belonged to a structure. A large 
embankment which skirts the 
north-west boundary of Area A 
was likely formed from the 
discard of the reservoir and the 
subsequent cutting of the hill to 
allow for a flat area. The reservoir 
displays terracing or steps within 
suggesting a structure may have 
occupied the area first. 

 

 

Figure 13. The western bank of the reservoir; looking south west. 

 

 

Area B 

Area B is at the southern end of the site, approximately 50 metres south of Area A (see 

Figure 3). A large terraced area approximately 20 metres long by 10 metres wide is 

likely the footprint of a cattle yard and byre with stone masonry structural remains 

evident at the north-eastern end (see Figure 14). A GPS datum point (E 2326802; N 

5481272) was taken in the centre of the upper terrace and is marked on the Area B plan 

(Figure 14). A track (or ramp) along the south-western boundary of the upper terrace 

leads down to the lower terraced area which exhibits the most intact part of stone 

masonry wall observed on the site. This wall is labelled as Feature 7a on the plan 

drawing (Figure 14) for Area B and adjoins with the north-eastern wall (Feature 7b). 

Feature 7c is a section of stone masonry at the eastern corner of what is likely the cow 

byre structure with the south-eastern wall also retaining the hillside. A track running 

above and parallel to the south-eastern wall is most likely the historic track recorded as 

site number I44/450. A large drystone wall (Feature 8) which may have adjoined the 

cow byre corner section, continues for approximately 18 metres retaining the historic 

track and hillside above. 
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Features 

Six features were recorded in Area B and labelled as features 7 to 12 in the Area B Plan 

drawing (Figure 14). Feature 7 is the remains of three sections of stone masonry wall 

which was likely a cow byre. The walls recorded as 7a and 7c (south-east section) 

functioned as vertical inner walls for the cow byre as well as retaining the hillside. The 

cow byre was made from a mixture of local volcanic rocks which outcrop in the vicinity 

and can also be found as scattered fieldstone. The material selected for the structure is 

a mixture of fine-grained basaltic rock types varying from dark to light grey. This 

material is very resistant to weathering with minimal erosion damage observed. The 

stone has been laid in a random rock style with minimal shaping/dressing observed. 

There are remnants of a lime cement used as an external mortar drawn flush with the 

surface and used to render the wall surface. A clay/mud mortar was used as an inner 

bedding mortar and has been mostly washed out. Each section of this feature will be 

discussed under its own subheading (Feature’s 7a to 7c). Photographs will be used for 

a visual understanding of the features and annotated wherever necessary. The 

remaining features will be briefly discussed in Table 2 along with dimensions, a brief 

description and photograph(s).  
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Figure 14. Area B Plan; features are labelled 7a to 12b. 

 

Feature 7a: Cow byre: lower stone retaining wall 

This stone masonry wall (see Figure 15) is the most well-preserved section of the cow 

byre, also retaining the north-eastern end of the upper terrace. The wall is aligned north-

east to south-west and measures approximately 6.8 metres long, 2 metres high (max. 

height) and 60cm thick. The northern end of this wall adjoins with another section of wall 

(Feature 7b) which is shown in Figure 16 (left). The southern end of wall is obscured by 

vegetation and has possibly been covered over by a track/ramp leading down from the 

upper terrace (Feature 11). The top of this wall is at the same elevation as the ground 

level of the upper terrace. The wall would have originally been higher, as the northern 
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corner section has the remnants of another stone course (see Figure 15; top left corner) 

which rises above the upper terrace surface level. This has likely been protected from 

cattle damage by the dense tree cover in this corner of the upper terrace. Blocks from 

the upper sections of wall have been likely dislodged by cattle (via the upper terrace) 

and are sitting around the base of the wall. 

 

 

Figure 15. Feature 7(a): section of stone masonry wall associated with the cow byre, looking south-east. 

 

  

Figure 16. Feature 7a: looking at the eastern corner where the wall adjoins the north-eastern section of wall (Feature 
7b) (left); looking down and north-east at the top of the wall which is level with the upper terrace (right). 
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Feature 7b: Cow byre: northern wall 

The northern wall (Feature 7b) is aligned north-west to south-east and measures 

approximately 7 metres long, 1.2 metres high (max. height) and 60cm thick. This wall 

makes up the north wall of the cow byre and traverses down-slope to act as a wall for 

the upper and lower parts of the cow byre. The north-western wall end has been 

destroyed with blocks strewn randomly around the base (see Figure 17; left) and under 

the tree canopy. Flagstones were observed among the fallen debris suggesting a stone 

pathway may have connected this area with the domestic area (Area A). Cattle hoof 

marks were observed around this part of the structure and are the likely cause for the 

damage to this area of the cow byre. Trees are also growing into the top of sections of 

the wall dislodging blocks. 

The south-eastern section which continues up-slope has minor remnants of the clay 

rubble wall core and lime plaster (Figure 18; left). The eastern end of this section 

displays large blocks at the wall end (Figure 18; right). Some of the larger blocks were 

noted to have been removed to make a wider access point to the upper terrace. A gate 

was likely attached to the eastern end of this wall, connecting to the western end of the 

eastern corner section (Feature 7c).  

 

  

Figure 17. Feature 7b: north-western wall end, looking south-east (left); section of the wall that intersects with Feature 
7a, looking south-west (right). 

 



18 
 

  

Figure 18. Feature 7b: north-eastern wall end (exterior), looking south-west (left); the cross section of the wall end, 
looking north-west (right). 

 

Feature 7c: Cow byre: eastern corner wall section 

This corner section of stone masonry is in the eastern corner of the structural footprint 

(see Figure 14), with one section of the wall aligning north-west and measuring 

approximately 4 metres long, 1.3 metres high (max. height) by 60cm thick (Figure 19); 

and the other smaller section of wall aligned south-west, measures approximately 3 

metres long, 75cm high and 60cm thick (Figure 20).  

The north-west aligned section of wall is still largely intact with remnants of clay rubble 

mortar observed on inner parts of the stonework. The western end of this section would 

have been attached to the eastern end of Feature 7b by a gate or door. The south-

western section of wall has been mostly destroyed with a large pile of stone blocks 

noted to have fallen within the structure (see Figure 20). This section of wall would have 

originally retained the hillside and track above (south-east) the cow byre. Cattle hoof 

marks and grazing were noted above this structure. At the southern end of the corner 

wall section is a gap of approximately two metres before the beginning of the large dry 

retaining wall (Feature 8) which continues south-west for another 18 metres. There was 

possibly an access point where the two metre gap is leading down from the track 

(I44/450) likely connected by a gate given its dimensions. 
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Figure 19. Feature 7c: northern part of the corner wall section, looking north-east. 

 

 

Figure 20. Feature 7c: eastern part of the corner wall section, looking south-east. 
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Table 2. Area B: Feature’s 8 to 12. 

Feature 
No. 

Description Photograph(s) 

8 Drystone retaining wall 

A drystone wall approximately 18 
metres long, 50cm high and 60cm 
thick, skirts the south eastern 
boundary of the upper terrace in 
Area B. The wall has been built into 
the bank as a retaining wall, so the 
whole thickness was obscured. The 
wall retains a section of the historic 
track (I44/450) which is recorded 
traversing the site. The material used 
for the wall is a volcanic rock 
(trachyte or tuff) which outcrops 
locally. 

This feature is in good condition, as 
it is protected by the bank and 
vegetation. Areas where the wall is 
more exposed display dislodged 
blocks. This is likely a result of cattle 
which graze on the road above the 
wall and within the upper terraced 
area. 

 

  

Figure 21. Large blocks in a drystone retaining wall constructed into 
the bank; looking south-east. 

 

9 Structural footprint (upper) 

At the northern end of the upper 
terrace (Feature 11), a rectangular 
area is demarcated by walls to the 
north, east and west, and a channel 
in the ground to the south where 
foundations have possibly been 
removed. This is likely the structural 
footprint of the cow byre. 

The footprint measures 
approximately 9 metres long by 6 
metres wide and is shown as the red 
dashed line in Figure 22. Cattle 
graze in this section causing damage 
to the surrounding walls. 

 

 

Figure 22. Structural footprint (upper) outlined in red dashed line. 
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10 Structural footprint (lower terrace) 

The lower terrace exhibits a small 
square section approximately seven 
metres long by seven metres wide 
(see Figure 23). Feature 7a is at the 
south-eastern end of this footprint 
with the remnants of a wall to the 
north (Feature 7b). The south-west 
area is obscured by a track leading 
down from the upper terrace. The 
north-western boundary is unclear as 
no remnants of wall or foundations 
were observed.  

Cattle hoof damage and signs of 
grazing were observed in this area.  

 

  

Figure 23. The structural footprint on the lower terrace outlined in red 
dashed line, looking south-west. 

 

11 Upper terrace 

The upper terrace is a large flat 
grassed rectangular feature 
approximately 20 metres long by 10 
metres wide. The northern end of 
this area is divided by a channel in 
the ground which likely demarcates a 
structural footprint. The southern 
area was likely a cattle yard. A large 
drystone retaining wall skirts the 
south-eastern boundary of this 
feature. The south-western boundary 
is a steep bank leading down-hill. 
The southern boundary is unclear as 
it is covered in dense tree growth. 

 

  

Figure 24. The upper terrace in Area B. The cow byre wall likely 
situated at the northern end, the southern end being a cattle yard. 

 

12 Drystone structural remains 

a. Four large hewn stone 
blocks embedded at the start 
of an inner track bank 
leading up the hill. These 
blocks are positioned in the 
direction of the track and are 
also on the eastern edge of 
the historic track I44/450. 
This wall possibly continues 
up-hill beneath the 
vegetation. 

b. Several large stone blocks 
scattered around a tree on 
the western edge of the 
historic track I44/450. These 
are likely associated with 
Feature 12a. 

 

  

Figure 25. Feature 12a (left): Large wall-end blocks, looking south; 
Feature 12b (right): A pile of large blocks around a tree, looking 

south-west. 
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Feature 13: Drystone wall  

Apart from the drystone walling already discussed in Area’s A and B (Features: 3, 4, 8, 

12a, 12b), a large drystone wall (Feature 13) in the north-eastern part of the site, which 

sits outside the two discrete areas was recorded (see Site Plan: Figure 3). The length of 

this wall is approximately 35 metres but it was likely longer with the remnants of the wall 

noted continuing down the hillside. The wall is approximately 1.2 metres at its highest 

point and 90 cm thick. The wall has been made from scattered fieldstone (consumption 

wall) and constructed using random rock course work (Figure 26). A row of trees 

planted inside (south) of the wall have become overgrown and destroyed large sections 

through uplift. The gaps between the trees display the best and most intact remnants of 

the wall.  

A six metre section of this wall was noted to be made with extra detail (possibly by a 

stone mason), with stone noted to have been dressed or carefully selected for 

placement (Figure 27). A small benched area to the north of the wall suggests this may 

have been a gated access way.  

The wall significantly deteriorates as it comes to a clearing at the south-eastern end with 

only a trace of the wall and several sections which exhibit the base courses of the 

structure (see Figure 28). Due to the top courses of this part of the wall being removed, 

the inner construction of the wall could be observed. Figure 29 (left) shows the smaller 

stone used as the wall filling held in place by the larger facing stones on the outer wall. 

Totara stumps were noted on the inside of the wall further at the south-eastern end 

(Figure 29; right), suggesting the wall may have been a combination of post, rail and 

stone.  
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Figure 26. Feature 13: the eastern end of the large drystone wall. 

 

 

Figure 27. A very well constructed section of drystone wall may have been a gated access point to the area. 
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Figure 28. feature 13: large stone blocks at the south-western wall end, looking north-east (left).  

 

  

Figure 29. Feature 13: looking down at the top of the south-western wall end (left); the wall continuing down the hill - 
Note the totara stump on the left of the wall in this image (right). 
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Conclusion 

This report has discussed the condition of the features within Edmund Ward’s Farm site 

complex (I44/441) located on Hereweka/Harbour Cone on the Otago Peninsula. The 

focus of the report was on the stone masonry structures, however other features within 

the site complex were also briefly discussed. Two discrete areas with stone masonry 

structures were recognized as being designated for domestic and occupational 

purposes. The observable house footprint in Area A is only quite small, but probably 

extends further east beneath the trees as well as northward into the area excavated for 

a reservoir. The cow byre was a large structure, operating on two terraces cut into the 

hillside with a roof which likely covered the entire building. This would have been a 

large-scale operation with several roads around the cow byre being cut into the hillside 

and retained with stone walling. 

The domestic area (Area A) has large trees growing in and around the stone fireplace, 

damaging the features. The stone fireplace is in relatively fair condition, however, the 

orange stone used (volcanic tuff) was noted to be deteriorating quite rapidly. Cattle were 

also noted to shelter in this area with hoof damage disturbing the topsoil. Fragments of 

historic artefacts in this area suggest a rubbish pit feature has been uncovered, 

however the source was not found. The large embankment along the north-western 

boundary of Area A has likely been constructed from the earth excavated from the area 

when it was first levelled for habitation. The occupational area (Area B) exhibited the 

three remaining sections of a stone cow byre. The stone used in the structure was very 

resistant to weathering, however most of the clay/mud wall core and lime mortar/render 

has eroded out. Two terraced areas are prime areas for cattle to graze and rest, which 

is causing damage to the features within the area. Tree growth and vegetation damage 

was only minimal in this area of the site; however, cattle are inclined to shelter under the 

trees, and this is accelerating the damage to features. The large drystone wall along the 

north-eastern boundary of the site was included in the report because a section of this 

wall is built of trimmed stone. Tree growth is uplifting sections of this wall and the north-

western end is largely destroyed. 

Cattle are the main cause of damage to the features on this site. A lot of the stone 

structures are situated below trees where cattle take shelter. Other features are around 

terraced areas where the cattle graze and rest. Fencing of some of these areas will 

reduce the impact of cattle damage. Tree growth and vegetation was of a lesser 

concern with only minimal impact to masonry structures. Trimming the trees around the 

stone fireplace and cow byre will likely be a better option, as removal may damage the 

features further. 


