Personal reflexion upon the Fortification at the St. Fagans Castle.

St Fagans Castle House was originally built in 1590, by Dr John Gibbon, though it is uncertain whether he lived there for any period of time. It changed hands several times before the 3rd Earl of Plymouth acquired it in 1730 by marrying Elizabeth Lewis, who owned the house at the time2. The walls of the castle were 	built far earlier, in the 13th century.
While on this trip, I noticed the extensive fortification of the castle that I assumed to be decorative at a first glance, much of which ranged from impractical to entirely useless. This prompted me to start thinking in depth about the fortifications built, and their more practical counterparts that are found more commonly on fortresses and other defensive installations.
It was built with some fortification, including multiple layers of walls with crenulated battlements. However, what caught my eye initially about the battlements was the height of the walls. On one side, they are short enough to be lower than the height of a person, making them somewhat useless as defensive fortifications, given how little effort it would take to overcome the defences. Additionally, the outer walls on all sides are not particularly high, being approximately two and a half metres tall for much of their length. Additionally, the crenulations on the battlements were made somewhat useless in many areas, somewhere between half and three quarters of the walls, as many did not have walkways, meaning that the crenulations are far above the height at which they could be made use of by defenders with ranged weapons.
While the interior wall around the main entrance to the house is high enough to be practical, it is thinner than castle walls of the period, and lacks any form of door, gateway or effective chokepoint, due to there being three doors from different directions, but none of them have doors, and do not appear to have ever possessed mounting points for doors, rendering them somewhat pointless, other than possibly lowering the number of defenders needed to hold back a number of attackers.
The entrances to the Castle are similarly lacklustre, while they have mounting points for gates, there are no gatehouses, and the walls surrounding the main gates lack walkways raised to the height of the crenulations, making the crenulations nothing more than decorative. 
The Interior wall is also made somewhat pointless by several doors that are located outside of it, meaning that the entire wall may be circumvented by traversing these doors, almost entirely removing any defensive value from the interior wall. 
While the fortifications are somewhat impractical, the reason for this is twofold. One of the reasons is that many of the fortifications are significantly older than the house built inside them, the curtain walls were built in the 13th century1, while the house and interior were built centuries later in 15802. This both explains why the castle and house are of different architectural styles and explains why the castle walls don’t measure up to other castles of the period.
The second reason is that some of the original fortifications have been bypassed by later buildings, or outright removed. One example of this is the moat on the North and East sides, which has been fully filled in. Additionally, a path up one side has been added4,5, which removes all defensive advantages of a bank.
The early nature of the construction of the fortifications also explains why it is built at the base of a hill, as opposed to the top of a hill. Castles placed at the base of hills are especially susceptible to cannons set up on the hillside due to the increased elevation allowing for better angles of fire. This would have not been a great concern until the 14th century when gunpowder became more accessible.
It is unlikely that the defences were ever expected to be used in the castle’s later iteration after the building of the manor house, which would also explain why no attempts were made to rebuild the fallen area of the wall, which has been replaced by a brick wall of a later period, which would have not been able to stand up to any real attempts to demolish it. This is not entirely surprising, as this form of fortification had fallen out of fashion by the 15th century, with the biggest fortification efforts of that period being put into the network of Tudor costal gun-forts with typically circular walls, such as Pendennis castle, which was built in the mid to late 16th century3, around the same time the house of St Fagans Castle was built1,2.
Overall, the thing I found most notable after research of the castle is the juxtaposition of the old fortifications with the new house. Interestingly, the National Museum of Wales, who are the current holders of the castle, do not make any mention of the older fortifications or the curtain walls, the earliest point in the history that they make reference to is 1590 when the central house was built by Dr John Gibbon.2 While it is likely that they are aware of the history, there does not appear to be much to tell, aside from that it was built by a knight who owned the land. Other than that, records seem to be somewhat lacking, possibly due to the fact that the castle was never besieged and does not appear to have transferred owners until the early 14th century. This means that there were few particularly important events in the early history of the castle.
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