
ARCHAEOLOGY  

 ñDONôT CHANGE THE SITE; LET THE SITE CHANGE YOU.ò 

 
CASPN stone by the stile to Men-an-Tol.  

 

The archaeological establishment and the Cornish Ancient Sites Protection Network 

(CASPN) support introduction of cattle to areas where there are internationally well-known 

and often visited sites, in particular both Tregeseal Circle near Carn Kenidjack, Lanyon Quoit 

and the Men-an-Tol holed stone.  

On 10th October 2006 a story was posted on the Cornwall County Council website 

concerning repairs to the Trippet Stone Circle on Bodmin Moor to which the public were 

invited to look at on site.
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 It was reported that Ann Preston-Jones, at that time Cornwall 

County Council Field Monument Warden, had said: ñA marked feature of the circle is the 

erosion around the base of each of the stones, a problem arising from a combination of 

factors: the soft damp peaty ground, the poor drainage, and stock rubbing against the stones. 

The eroded holes are up to 5 metres across and 0.6 metres deep. Their large size undoubtedly 

explains why two of the stones are leaning and others have fallen.ò 

Just over a year later a letter was published in The Cornishman on 1st November 2007 titled 

óWill fences destroy last unspoilt landscape?ô Shortly afterwards an article was written in 



response to this letter under the auspices of the HEATH Project and published on their web 

site with the title of óWhy are cattle being re-introduced to Carn Kenidjack?ô Under the 

section of this response dealing with historic features it was stated that fencing around 

archaeological features would be unnecessary. Reservations about the destructive potential of 

cattle did not appear to worry Preston-Jones, now Cornwallôs Historic Environment Field 

Advisor for English Heritage, who had recently stated that: ñI personally do not have any 

objections to the grazing of Carn Kenidjack, and believe that it has the potential to be of 

benefit to both archaeology and wildlifeò. She goes on to claim that the area would have been 

grazed in the past and this was the best traditional and sustainable way to prevent the 

common becoming totally overgrown. The article continued: ñAt present, local groups have 

to actively cut scrub around from the archaeological sites to keep them visible. The 

introduction of cattle should hopefully reduce the need for this.ò
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Use of the word óhopefullyô implies that the outcome of this project is an unknown quantity: 

the Field Advisor had apparently forgotten the reasons for repair of the Trippet Stone Circle a 

year earlier. The proposed grazing contain numerous fragile prehistoric and medieval field 

systems, barrows, ring cairns, a chambered cairn (Bosiliack), and areas of medieval tin 

streaming. Then there are the world famous holed stone and quoit. 

 

 

Cattle damage around Men Scryfa inscribed stone (August 2008) 



 

 

Four major sites at risk from cattle damage: Bosiliack Barrow, Lanyon Quoit, Men-an-Tol and Tregeseal 

Circle used by cattle as rubbing stones (May 2009) 

Our other main area of concern is Carnyorth Common (Carn Kenidjack) where most of the 

south-eastern half is a single large scheduled ancient monument in its own right, with 

numerous prehistoric and medieval field systems, chambered cairns, rounds, barrows and 

holed stones. Other prehistoric sites lie outside this scheduled area but still within the 

proposed HEATH Project: these include barrows, a chambered cairn, and the Tregeseal Stone 

Circle where some of the stones are only just embedded in the earth. Will not heavy cattle 

create even more damage around waterlogged archaeological sites as happened at the Trippet 

Stones? A small herd of longhorn cattle were introduced onto this moor in May 2009 and 

immediately made their way to the stone circle that they used as rubbing posts: several stones 

became unstable and had to be stabilised. The cattle spectacularly failed to trample down the 

bracken in and around the circle: this had to be cut down by hand to ógive the animals more 

room to move around the monumentô! 

Yet despite enthusiasm for grazing cattle to óhopefullyô clear bracken and gorse from 

archaeological sites Ƅ are cattle expected to eat this growth or merely trample it down? Ƅ the 

HES booklet on Managing Archaeology advises that: ñVegetation clearance on and around 

visible above-ground archaeological remains must be done manually with hand or power 



tools, or by spraying,ò and that ñmanual methods are generally suitable only for small areas, 

but can be undertaken by suitably trained and supervised volunteers.ò ñManual spraying is 

often the most appropriate method for small areaséò
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 Why therefore is it now considered 

acceptable for cattle to be used for clearance around ancient sites? 

 

Hand-cut bracken at Tregeseal Circle where cattle were supposed to trample it down. 

The HES website on access to monuments
4
 states that archaeological sites are an essential 

part of the Cornish landscape and that while some sites may be ñquite robustò others, 

although appearing to be very stable, may be ñfragile and vulnerable to disturbanceò even 

though they have survived for millennia. They make the important point that the 

ñarchaeological value of sites often lies not so much in their visible remains, but in the 

accumulated layers of soil and stone beneath the modern turfò, and that these contain 

irreplaceable data about the lives of those who built, used and adapted them in a changing 

environment: ñIt is essential to avoid any disturbance to these sites if their archaeological 

value is to be preserved and they are to provide inspiration and enjoyment to future 

generations.ò They warn us that it is an offence to disturb Scheduled Monuments ñin any 

wayò, and that undisturbed sites can have great ecological value and ñthe plants and other 

living creatures which share these sites with us should also be respected and left as far as 

possible untroubled.ò When visiting these ancient sites people are reminded that it is 

ñunwiseò to climb onto walls or try to remove stones; also that lighting fires and digging 

holes ñare not appropriate activitiesò. In a final appeal they conclude: ñPlease respect other 

visitorsô right to quietly enjoy their own experience of the site.ò 

But how will cattle be kept off the numerous fragile prehistoric field systems and other 

remains, many of which are now precariously preserved beneath the very vegetation that 

cattle are supposed to destroy? Will cattle congregating around the óstonesô and along paths 

help visitors to ñquietly enjoyò the area? 


