
ARCHAEOLOGICA
HEREDITAS

Monographs of the Institute of Archaeology of the Cardinal Stefan Wyszyński University in Warsaw
Volume published in cooperation with the Institute of Art History of the University of Warsaw

Warsaw 2017

10
Preventive conservation 
of the human environment                        6.
Architecture as an element of the landscape

edited by 
Weronika Kobylińska-Bunsch, 
Zbigniew Kobyliński 
and Louis Daniel Nebelsick



Archaeologica Hereditas
Works of the Institute of Archaeology of the Cardinal Stefan Wyszyński in Warsaw

Editorial Board:
Editor-in-chief: Zbigniew Kobyliński

Members of the Board: Tadeusz Gołgowski, Jacek Lech, Przemysław Urbańczyk
Secretary of the Board: Magdalena Żurek

Editorial Board’s address:
1/2 Wóycickiego St., Building 23, PL 01-938 Warsaw, Poland

tel. +48 22 569 68 17, e-mail: archeologia@uksw.edu.pl
www.archeologia.uksw.edu.pl

Technical editing and proofreading: Zbigniew Kobyliński
Layout: Bartłomiej Gruszka

Cover design: Katja Niklas and Ula Zalejska-Smoleń
Linguistic consultation: Louis Daniel Nebelsick and Wojciech Brzeziński

Cover picture: part of the imperial garden Summer Palace in Beijing, China; 
photo by Weronika Kobylińska-Bunsch

Publication recommended for print by Professors Martin Gojda and Andrzej Pieńkos

© Copyright by Fundacja Res Publica Multiethnica, Warszawa 2017 and Instytut Archeologii Uniwersytetu 
Kardynała Stefana Wyszyńskiego, Warszawa 2017

ISBN 978-83-946496-4-7
ISBN 978-83-948352-2-4

ISSN 2451-0521

Publisher:
Res Publica Multiethnica Foundation

44 Cypryjska St.
PL 02-761 Warsaw, Poland

http://res-publica-multiethnica.pl/



       CONTENTS

ArchAeologicA
Hereditas 10

 5     Preface 
Weronika Kobylińska-Bunsch,  
Zbigniew Kobyliński  
and Louis Daniel Nebelsick  

* 

 7     Environmental preventive  
conservation  
Andrzej Tomaszewski 

11   The idea of preventive conservation  
of human environment 
Zbigniew Kobyliński  
and Weronika Kobylińska-Bunsch  

* 

15   Preventive conservation  
of the human environment:  
architecture as an element  
of the landscape 
Lazare Eloundou Assomo  

17   The role of the architecture  
in the creation, enhancement  
and preservation of cultural landscapes 
Stefano De Caro  

21   World Heritage SITES for DIALOGUE: 
heritage for intercultural dialogue, 
through travel, “Life Beyond Tourism” 
Paolo Del Bianco  
 

*

23   Role of cultural sustainability  
of a tribe in developing a timeless  
cultural landscape: a case study  
of the Apatani tribe  
Barsha Amarendra, Bishnu Tamuli  
and Amarendra Kumar Das 

  37   The corporate and cultural: honoring  
the monumental in Kansas City,  
Missouri  
Cynthia M. Ammerman  

  47   Damaged landscape of ancient  
Palmyra and its recovery 
Marek Barański 

57    The art of (architectural)  
reconstruction at archaeological 
sites in situ within the context  
of cultural landscapes 
Ewa M. Charowska 

  73   Lessons from landscape,  
landscape archetypes 
Urszula Forczek-Brataniec,  
Ana Luengo and Tony Williams 

  83    The city for people – the image  
of post-industrial sites in modern 
city 
Joanna Gruszczyńska

  95    Sustainability by management: 
a comparative policy study  
of the World Heritage cities  
of Amsterdam, Edinburgh  
and Querétaro 
Eva Gutscoven, Ana Pereira Roders and Koen 
Van Balen

105    Polychromy in architecture  
as a manifestation of the link  
between man and environment 
Tetiana Kazantseva

119    Capturing architecture – the poetic 
vision of cultural heritage  
in the inter-war Polish pictorial  
photography 
Weronika Kobylińska-Bunsch



127    Landscape with ruins:  
preservation and presentation  
of archaeological relics  
of architecture  
Zbigniew Kobyliński

153    Educating architects: the problem  
with agricultural buildings 
Diederik de Koning

163    Historic gardens and climate change. 
Conclusions and perspectives 
Heiner Krellig

177    The monastic landscape – carrier 
of memory and potential catalyst 
in conservation and adaptive reuse 
processes of material and imma-
terial heritage 
Karen Lens and Nikolaas Vande Keere

187    The missing landscape  
of Yuanmingyuan: preservation  
and revitalisation of a Chinese  
imperial garden  
Mingqian Liu 

195    Seeking the traces of a former mon-
-astic landscape in the vicinity  
of Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain)  
Estefanía López Salas 

213    Landscape and national identity in 
Portugal  
Fernando Magalhães 

225    The city that penetrates the sky 
Romano Martini and Cristiano Luchetti

231    Siting penal heritage: a history of 
Wellington’s prison landscape  
Christine McCarthy 

243    Phantom heritage: Thingstätten 
and “sacred” landscapes of the 
Third Reich  
Louis Daniel Nebelsick 

265    21st Century Garden with exhibition 
pavilion in Royal Łazienki Museum 
in Warsaw  
Ewa Paszkiewicz 

283    The meanings of ruins for the  
history of the cultural landscape  
on the example of the remains  
of the castle complex at Wyszyna 
Kamil Rabiega

303    Dissolving materiality: ruins and 
plant relicts in the landscape parks 
by Denis McClair in Volhynia  
Petro Rychkov and Nataliya Lushnikova 

323    Memory of the landscape: revela-
tion through architecture and built 
environment at the Çamalti Saltern 
Işılay Tiarnagh Sheridan 

333    Pre-Hispanic walkscapes  
in Medellín, Colombia  
Juan Alejandro Saldarriaga Sierra

345    The invisible and endangered land-
scape: the case of the margins  
of the Cascavel Stream in Goiânia, 
Brazil  
Carinna Soares de Sousa  
and Almir Francisco Reis 

361    Diamond mines shaping  
the South African landscapes  
Aleksandra Stępniewska 

369    (Un)wanted heritage in the  
cityscape – arguments for destruc-
tion or reuse. The case of the city  
of Kaunas 
Ingrida Veliutė

379    The Nordic Pavilion projects  
at the 2016 Venice Biennale.  
Scandinavian approach  
to architectural landscape 
Anna Wiśnicka

389    Architecture in the cultural land-
-scape of the Prądnik Valley 
Dominik Ziarkowski

* 

403    Notes on authors 



 Seeking the traces  
of a former monastic landscape in the vicinity of 

Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain)

Estefanía López Salas

ArchAeologicA
Hereditas 10
195–211

Introduction

The knowledge of how a landscape was in the past is 
essential in order to assess its suitable value at the pre-
sent as well as ensuring its future conservation. Working 
on that principle, in this paper my aim will be to show 
the process I developed to identify what remains nowa-
days from the lost enclosed space around Samos Abbey, 
which is one of the most ancient Galician monasteries, in 
order to know and recreate in a graphic way how it was 
in the late 18th century, just before the secularisation of 
Spanish religious houses, which took place in 1835.1

Methodology

After setting the main aim of this research, now I am go-
ing to explain the methodology I used to achieve it in 
a short, but clear way. The first step was a review of the 
existing bibliography in order to find those previous stud-
ies that are focused on the field I research here so as to 
define a complete status of the issue.

Secondly, I looked for new documentary sources in 
different archives, not only the written ones, but also 
historical maps, drawings and photographs with the last 
goal of being able to make a first approach to the knowl-
edge of the former, physical appearance of this area.

In the third place, and at the same time of the pre-
vious step, I developed an intense on-site investigation 
along the studied territory. My last goal was to know in 
first person the current configuration of this landscape 
based on the fact that this is the main holder of its own 
history. All the data I gathered in this way were moved 
to an updated cartography of the monastery and its sur-
roundings. The present study starts from it and goes over 

1   The research for this article is based on a part of my PhD disserta-
tion entitled The monastery of San Julián de Samos (Lugo-Spain), 
a study and interpretation of the monastic space and its evolution, 
which was presented in June 2015 at A Coruña. My PhD dissertation 
was partially financed by Universidade da Coruña (Pre-doctoral Fel-
lowship 2011–2012) and by Xunta de Galicia (Pre-doctoral Fellow-
ship of Research, Innovation and Development Galician Plan 2011–
2015 – IC2 Plan, cofunded with Social European Fund FSE-FEDER). 

the course of the centuries backwards to decipher the 
different layers that compose what we see nowadays as 
a consequence of the superposition, permanence or re-
placement of what existed previously.

The fourth and last step of this methodology was the 
graphic recreation of the lost image of this historical, mo-
nastic landscape in a certain stage of its long evolution-
ary process through the combination of the information 
I got in each of the above-referred approaching ways. 
2D maps and 3D models objectify this graphic recrea-
tion and when we make a comparison between them 
and the present image of this area, we are allowed to 
display what I called here as the traces of a historical, 
monastic landscape.

The status of the issue

Despite the fact that the bibliography of this Galician 
monastery is plentiful, the specific studies in regard to 
how the landscape in the vicinity of this religious house 
changed throughout history are really scarce and, in par-
ticular, we hardly have information about the enclosed 
sacred space around the monastery.

The two main scholars of Samos Abbey, the Bene-
dictine monks Plácido Arias Arias2 and Maximino Arias 
Cuenllas3 agree to point out that the project of enclos-
ing this sacred space was conceived during the Antonio 
Arias’ first mandate (1729–1733). However, the reading 
of a document from the mid-17th century, which is still 
unpublished nowadays, shows that a part of this enclos-
ing wall was already built at the beginning of that centu-
ry, because it appears as a boundary of different proper-
ties that were demarcated in that documentary source.4 
Based on that fact we can say that, between 1729 and 
1733, a new part of the enclosing wall was probably built 
to go on the construction of its complete design.

2   Arias Arias 1950: 264.
3  Arias Cuenllas 1992: 533.
4  National Historical Archive (AHN-Spain). Apeos de la feligresía de 

Samos [online], Eccclesiastical houses collection, Regular-secular 
clergy. Book 6513. Available at: <http://pares.mcu.es/>.
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Following a chronological order, the next references to 
this area can be found in two archival documents that were 
transcribed by the author José Manuel B. López Vázquez.5 
They are two minutes of the visits that were done to the 
monastery by the generals of the Congregation of San Be-
nito de Valladolid to which Samos Abbey belonged from 
the early 16th century to its secularisation in the 1830s.

The first minute of the visit dates December 1698.6 In 
one of its orders that this document contained, the gener-
als informed the religious community about which were 
the boundaries of their enclosed space for the first time. 
These were set „from the Calvary7 to the Soto fountain”.8

The second minute of the visit was done in June 1731 
and it informed about the fact that the enclosing wall was 
being done at that moment and it would become the new 
boundary of the monastic seclusion when it was ended.9 

There are not more allusions to the building of the 
enclosing wall in the minutes of the visits. In order to 
know a bit more about this issue, we have to resort to 
P. Arias Arias and M. Arias Cuenllas again, who say that 
these works did not go on until the Eladio de Nóboa’s 
second mandate (1769–1773).10 That is to say they were 
continued forty years later.

The last reference we can find within the existing bib-
liography is in a documentary source called The book of 
the state of Samos Abbey in 1785, which was also tran-
scribed by J.M.B. López Vázquez.11 In this document it is 
pointed out that different works were done during the 
Miguel Benito Gaioso’s mandate (1781–1785): they re-
paired some parts of the wall that had been built be-
forehand due to dilapidation and they completed it by 

  5    López Vázquez (ed.) 2005.
  6    López Vázquez (ed.) 2005: 671–674.
  7    In the Galician language the calvary is called cruceiro. It is a type 

of public monument with the form of a crucifix which was usually 
built at the junction of different routes.

  8    López Vázquez (ed.) 2005: 671.
  9     López Vázquez (ed.) 2005: 901.
10    Arias Arias 1950: 311; Arias Cuenllas 1992: 534.
11    López Vázquez (ed.) 2005: 402–415.

building a last segment of „a strong and high wall with 
two round turrets”12, which was placed next to the west 
facade of the monastic church.

When the monastic wall was finished, it was 2,282 
meters long according to P. Arias Arias13, an estimate that 
is also confirmed by M. Arias Cuenllas.14 This fact gives us 
a first notion of the huge dimensions of the area under 
study (Fig. 1).

The historical documentary sources  
as a testimony

After the first assessment of the challenges involved, the 
next step I took was focused on seeking new documen-
tary sources. Among them, I was especially interested in 
those that describe the boundaries of the space I ana-
lyse here, because with this information I could start aug-
menting my knowledge of its appearance in a more accu-
rate way than through the bibliographic references alone. 

The earliest description I found dates from April 
1836.15 It belongs to the inventory of the monastic prop-
erties that was written as a consequence of the final 
secularisation and confiscation of Samos Abbey. This 
document contains a description of the former enclosed 
space, which is the following: 

“It is a property [...] that surrounds the already said monas-
tic house, it includes three parts of a quite large surface and it 
comprises a vegetable garden, some agricultural fields, a pas-
ture, and a forest and inside this property there are three huts, 
which are used as stables and a straw loft, as well as a chapel 
with its altarpiece. For the service of this piece of land there are 

12  López Vázquez (ed.) 2005: 411.
13  Arias Arias 1950: 311, 339.
14  Arias Cuenllas 1992: 358, 534.
15  This document was transcribed and published by Folgar de la Calle 

and Goy Diz (eds) 2008: Documentary Appendix, Inventory III.

Fig. 1. The landscape in the vicinity of Sa-
mos Abbey (Galicia, Spain) in the mid-20th cen-
tury (©Photographic Archive of Samos Abbey)
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three bridges, two of them are made of wood and another is 
made of stone and this property is enclosed by a stately wall”.16

The second description I found dates from January 
183617, therefore it was written only a few months after 
the previous one. However, it is much more accurate be-
cause of its apparent aim, which was to make an invento-
ry of each and every one of the properties that belonged 
to the enclosed sacred space. 

In this second case, all the buildings inside the enclo-
sure are described: They include ten „stable houses” and 
eight „workshop houses”, which were placed at the north 
of the monastery. The first ones hosted diverse types of 
animals or stored straw. The second set of buildings was 
used for several functions like workshops, mills, stables 
or warehouses.

This document goes on describing the fourteen rural 
properties that, as a whole, formed the enclosed space: 
nine of them were located on the east bank of the river 
and the other five were on the west bank. The first ones 
were three landed properties with some areas planted 
with trees and in one of them there were three sheds, 
four fields and two vegetable gardens. The ones located 
on the east bank were a forest of oaks with the Soto 
fountain inside it, another forest of chestnuts, a field 
planted with walnut trees, the vegetable garden of the 
kitchen and the gardens, a property that was divided into 
four parts: the chemist’s Garden, the abbot’s Garden, the 
novitiate’s Garden and the Chandlery Garden.

The fact that the enclosed monastic space spread 
over both banks of the river caused the need of bridges 
to allow for communication between the different areas. 
Although three bridges were mentioned in the previous 
document, in this second one only two are enumerat-
ed: one of them was made of stone and another was 
a wooden structure.

Finally, the last element of this area was described in 
this second document, the one that defined its division 
from the exterior. That is the enclosing wall, as follows: 

“I recognised the wall that surrounds all the properties 
I talked about previously. It begins at the bridge of Samos and 
it follows the road that goes to Triacastela and other places until 
it reaches the dam I mentioned. It is in good condition in some 
parts, but it needs an improvement in other sections, because 
it is old and low at some points, where some people jump over 
it easily. It goes from the dam to the place of Coiñas, and it goes 
around the road that comes from San Mamed until the gate 
named ‘of the carts’. This is the one that allows the entrance 
into the enclosed space. Besides, I can see that in the part of 

16  Folgar de la Calle and Goy Diz (eds) 2008: Documentary Appendix, 
Inventory III.

17  Provincial Historical Archive of Lugo (AHPLu-Spain). Toma de razón, 
y otras, de los bienes del cercado de Samos, casas de talleres, y 
cuadras, inclusas en aquel; bosque del Carballal, y terrenos contig-
uos a él, con otros particulares, correspondiente al señor D. Ángel 
García. Spanish Confiscation collection. Catalogue number: 18506. 

Coiñas the wall is knocked down roughly two fathoms or until 
half of its height and in the part next to the road that comes 
from San Mamed towards Samos it is also dilapidated about 
eight fathoms and it will be in a state of ruin soon. The rest 
of the wall is in good condition. Finally, the gate I mentioned 
above is the only one to come into the properties and the en-
closed space I referred to, with the exception of the gate to the 
kitchen”.18

This second document contains more valuable infor-
mation. On the one hand, since it describes the elements 
that were inside the enclosed space at that moment. On 
the other hand, because it describes the boundaries of 
this area in a much more accurate way, through the ref-
erence to locations, roads, names of places, buildings 
or landforms that are permanent aspects of the current 
landscape in some cases and the best tool to identify the 
earliest elements of continuity.

The third document I found about the monastery is 
not a written work unlike the two previous ones, but 
rather a historical map, which contains a drawing of the 
territory around Samos Abbey with the roads, buildings, 
rivers and so on in the late 19th century (Fig. 2). It was 
made by a civil engineer on the occasion of beginning 
the design of a new road. This road now connects the 
towns of Sarria and Pedrafita del Cebreiro and passes 
through Samos.19 This map shows the only extant, graph-
ic representation of this former monastic area. Although 
it is rather sketchy, if we add this graphic information to 
the previous one, we can reconstruct the former appear-
ance of this sacred space.

The analysis of the present landscape

The third stage of this research was the analysis of the 
current, physical reality through a deep on-site investiga-
tion around the monastery in parallel with the previous 
step. My last goal was to find not only the remains we 
preserve from the former enclosing wall, but also the 
buildings, plots, infrastructures and other cultural or ar-
chitectural traces from the monastic landscape that was 
planned and thought by and for a certain religious com-
munity.

Firstly, I focused my attention on finding and invento-
rying the different segments of the enclosing wall that 
are extant today and I assigned an identification code 
to each of them. The starting point in this work was the 

18   Provincial Historical Archive of Lugo (AHPLu-Spain). Toma de 
razón, y otras, de los bienes del cercado de Samos, casas de tall-
eres, y cuadras, inclusas en aquel; bosque del Carballal, y terrenos 
contiguos a él, con otros particulares, correspondiente al señor D. 
Ángel García. Spanish Confiscation collection. Catalogue number: 
18506.

19  AHPLu. Anteproyecto de la carretera de Sarria a Seoane por Samos. 
Año s.d. Public works collection. Catalogue number: 32850/6.
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information I gathered about this issue through the three 
historical documents I analysed before.

Therefore, the first segment to be located was the AB, 
which starts on the east bank of the river, not very far 
from the bridge of Samos village and, from this point, 
it goes up the mountain (Figs 3–5). It is 53 meters long. 
Today, the first 10 meters are the supporting exterior wall 
of a house. It is a slate masonry wall as well as the rest of 
the segments. It is between 0.7 and 1 meter wide and it 
reaches a height between 1 and 3 meters. Besides, the 
first circular turret is located here, which is also built in 
slate masonry, which tapers as it gains height. Despite 
being near to the village, this fragment is hardly visible 
as it is almost completely surrounded by trees or smoth-
ered by parasitic vegetation.

The next segment, CD, is roughly 580 meters long and 
it is also the longest to be preserved. It starts from the 
buildings that belong to the place of Outeiro, right beside 
the route to Santiago de Compostela (Figs 6–7). From 
this point, it goes parallel to the road along the first 300 
meters and then it follows a different path, which is the 
one that ends in Vila de Tres (Fig. 8). There are two round 
turrets in this segment, which are located at 50 and 70 
meters from the starting point. The height of this sec-
tion is quite changeable. Although in the beginning it is 
4 meters height, while it moves forwards it loses it and 
in the most cases this is between 1.5 and 2.5 meters. 
Something similar happens with the state of conserva-
tion, which is not uniform along the whole way. Despite 
the fact that it is easily recognisable, due to its perma-
nent position nearby a road; it has serious problems of 
conservation that lead to a state of ruin in some cases as 
a result of its abandonment and the growth of parasitic 
vegetation on its surface.

The following segment is the EF. It starts 70 meters 
from the previous one. It is placed on the west bank of 
the former road to Vila de Tres. Today, it is a part of the 
wall that encloses the school of Samos (Figs 9–10). It is 

hardly 30 meters long and 3 meters high, but it is the 
best-preserved fragment of the enclosing monastic wall 
today, because it was restored in 200320. There is also 
a round turret at the end of this segment. The remains of 
the enclosing wall on the east bank of the river end here.

The historical documents point out that a dam in the 
Sarria River formed the north end of the enclosing wall. 
This element still exists today and I identify it with the 
letter G on the map. However, its present condition is 
difficult to access and it is only possible to visit the site 
of the dam by crossing some private rural properties on 
the west bank of the river (Fig. 11).

The fourth segment of the enclosing wall starts 
50 meters away from the dam and we identify it with 
the code HI. It follows the west bank of the river along 
roughly 200 meters (Figs 12–13). It acts as a division be-
tween the exterior land and the river bed, which is lo-
cated inside the enclosed space. Although this segment’s 
exterior height is only between 1 and 1.5 meters, its in-
terior extends goes down to the base of the river bed. 
Despite the fact that it is easy to recognise it as a part 
of the former monastic wall, its state of conservation is 
very deficient. 

The segment JK is the most difficult to localise and to 
be reconstructed beyond doubt. It is divided into three 
parts by two intermediate round turrets. It is possible to 
arrive at the endpoint J by going down the dirt road that 
connects the place of Coiñas to the lowest area of the 
valley and after going across two rural properties. This 
first part of the segment, between the point J and the 
round turret 5, is only a wall about 1 or 1.5 meters height 
and nowadays it divides two different rural properties 
(Fig. 14). From the round turret 5 to the 6 it is possible 

20  General Directorate of Galician Heritage in Santiago de 
Compostela (DGPSC-Spain). Solicitud de ayuda y asesoramiento 
para la reconstrucción de la antigua cerca del monasterio de 
Samos. Catalogue number: 2003/358.

Fig. 2. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
blueprint of a new road between Sarria and Pe-
drafita do Cebreiro, undated (©AHPLu, Obras 
Públicas, 32850/6)
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Figs 3–5. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
The AB segment of the enclosing wall and the 
round turret cu1 (photos by E. López Salas, 
2012)
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Figs 6–7. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
The CD segment of the enclosing wall and the 
round turrets cu2 and cu3 on the side of the 
pilgrimage route to Santiago de Compostela 
(photos by E. López Salas, 2012)

Fig. 8. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The CD 
segment of the enclosing wall that follows the 
road to Vila de Tres (photo by E. López Salas, 
2012)
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Figs. 9–10. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
The EF segment of the enclosing wall near the 
school of Samos village (photos by E. López 
Salas, 2012)

Fig. 11. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
The dam in the Sarria River that marks the 
northern limit of the enclosing wall (photo by 
E. López Salas, 2012)
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Figs 12–13. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
The HI segment of the enclosing wall on the 
west bank of the river (photos by E. López 
Salas, 2012)

Fig. 14. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
The lowest part of the JK segment (photo 
by E. López Salas, 2012)
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to recognise a higher wall, which is surrounded by leafy 
vegetation and goes up the mountain. In order to see the 
segment between the endpoint M and the round turret 
6, we have to walk along the former road of Brea de San 
Mamed, which is now the road that connects Samos to 
Coiñas. The state of conservation of the segment JK is 
also really dilapidated due to a high degree of invasion 
by parasitic plants (Figs 15–16).

The next segment, called LM, is 150 meters long. It 
follows the east side of the former road of Brea de San 
Mamed. It ends just 30 meters from the northeast facade 
of the monastic church. It is the highest surviving seg-
ment of the enclosing wall, because it is almost 5 meters 
high in some parts (Figs 17–18). It ends in a round turret, 
which is the number 7, from which the original enclosing 
wall turned in order to join last and largest round tur-
ret (Fig. 19), which is the number 8 on the plan. Finally, 
it connected to the northeast facade of the monastic 
church. At this point, there was the only entrance into 
the enclosed space, which was once called the Gate of 

the Carts. It is a lost element today, although some traces 
of it can be seen on the exterior of the church (Fig. 20). In 
addition to that, I could find a drawing of this gate in an 
expropriation document of some urban properties that 
was completed on the occasion of building the new road 
between Sarria and Samos in the last decade of the 19th 

century (Fig. 21).21

Lastly, I would talk about the fence that enclosed the 
space known as the vegetable garden of the kitchen. Al-
though it was an enclosed area with a different entrance 
as well as being reserved for the use of the monks, it did 
not have a connection to the rest of the enclosed monas-
tic space, although it belonged to it. 

If we draw all these segments of the enclosing wall 
in a current map, we achieve an incomplete image of 
the whole original design. However, if we add to it all 

21  AHPLu. Expediente de expropiación forzosa de fincas urbanas del 
término municipal de Samos (1895–1896). Public works collection. 
Catalogue number: 32855/2.

Figs 15–16. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
The JK segment of the enclosing wall and the 
round turret cu5 (photos by E. López Salas, 
2012)
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Figs 17–18. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
The LM segment of the enclosing wall (photos 
by E. López Salas, 2012)

the information I have obtained from the analysis of the 
historical documentary sources, we are able to outline 
a hypothetic recreation of the complete plan (Fig. 22).

After we had recreated the boundaries of the en-
closed sacred space, the next step was to identify the 
remains of the original interior elements. I started with 
the architectural ones. The monastery itself is a perma-
nent fixture, as well as the pre-Romanesque Chapel of 
the Cypress and the monastery’s kitchen (Figs 23–24). 
Among the secondary buildings, a former „stable house” 
is also preserved as well as two of the original „workshop 
houses”, which are easily recognisable due to their walls, 
windows etc., although they have been greatly trans-
formed nowadays (Figs 25–26). Besides these remains, 
other lost interior buildings can be made out, because 
each house that exists by the side of the Salvador road 
today was built on the plot of a former monastic build-
ing. This process can be partially verified through some 
historical photographs of the early 20th century. In other 

words, even the modern buildings in this area reflect its 
historical tissue.

When we analysed the document of April 1836 we 
discovered that some huts were located inside one of the 
enclosed monastic properties on the east bank of the riv-
er.22 These buildings are still there today; however, they 
have been abandoned (Fig. 27). Something similar has 
happened to the Soto fountain. It also still exists within 
an old oak forest on the west bank of the river (Fig. 28).

Other traces in the current landscape which date 
to the historical period include two of the three bridg-
es that there were once inside the enclosed monastic 
space. The first one was made of stone and it was built 
at the northeast corner of the monastery where it is still 
today (Fig. 29). The second one was a wooden structure 
that is not preserved. It was probably located where 

22  Folgar de la Calle and Goy Diz (eds) 2008: Appendix of archival 
documents, Inventory III.
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Fig. 19. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
round turret cu8 (photo by E. López Salas, 
2012)

Fig. 20. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
northeast facade of the monastic church, 
where the entrance door to the enclosed 
space was located; the remains of the Door 
of the Carts marked in a red colour (photo 
by E. López Salas, 2012)
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Fig. 21. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
elevation of the Door of the Carts in an expro-
priation record of the late 19th century  
(©AHPLu, Obras Públicas, 32855/2)

Fig. 22. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
traces of the former enclosing wall and the 
hypothetic reconstruction of the current lost 
segments (map by E. López Salas)

a new bridge is today, in the north area of the Chapel of 
the Cypress.

Perhaps, the aspect that suffered a more significant 
change in this landscape is its field structure. Nevertheless, 
we can identify some historical traces of these fields even 
today. The most noteworthy one is the set of four fields 
that are enclosed with stone walls and located on the 

north side of the „stable houses”, near the river (Figs 30–
31). Undoubtedly, these are the remains of the so-called 
gardens recorded in January 1836.23 The structure of the 

23  AHPLu. Toma de razón, y otras, de los bienes del cercado de Samos, 
casas de talleres, y cuadras, inclusas en aquel; bosque del Carballal, 
y terrenos contiguos a él, con otros particulares, correspondiente al 
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Figs 23–24. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
The main architectural remains of the former 
enclosed space: the monastery, the Chapel of 
the Cypress and the monastic kitchen (photos 
by E. López Salas, 2012)

Figs 25. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
A former „stable house” and one of the original 
monastic „workshop houses” that remain at 
the present (photos by E. López Salas, 2012)
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Fig. 27. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
remains of some huts inside the ancient en-
closed space (photo by E. López Salas, 2012)

Figs 26. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). 
A former „stable house” and one of the original 
monastic „workshop houses” that remain at 
the present (photos by E. López Salas, 2012)

other fields in which the enclosed space was divided is 
deeply transformed today as a consequence of the succes-
sive divisions into smaller properties of the big rural estate, 
mainly after the confiscations that this enclosed monastic 

señor D. Ángel García. Spanish Confiscation Collection. Catalogue 
number: 18506.

space suffered in 186124 as well as a result of road building 
over a part of this land in the early 20th century.

Roads are other recognisable traces of the former 
monastic landscape. Two roads which defined the east 

24  „Foro del cercado del monasterio de Samos a cinco vecinos de la 
villa en 1861” in Archive of Samos Monastery (AMS-Spain). Papeles 
varios del siglo XIX. Exclaustración (1835–1880). File F8. It is quoted 
by Arias Cuenllas 1992: 358.
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Fig. 28. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
Soto fountain (photo by E. López Salas, 2012)

Fig. 29. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
stone bridge at the northeast corner of the 
monastery (photo by E. López Salas, 2012) 

Fig. 30. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
stone wall of the property called the Gardens 
in the early 19th century (photo by E. López 
Salas, 2012)
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Fig. 31. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
property called the Gardens is marked in red 
colour in a photograph of the 1960s  
(©Photographic Archive of Samos Abbey)

Fig. 32. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
traces of the original enclosed space around 
the Samos Abbey at the present (map  
by E. López Salas)

boundary of the enclosed space remain: the dirt road 
to Triacastela, which is used as part of the pilgrimage 
route to Santiago de Compostela, and the dirt road to 
Vila de Tres. On the west side, there are also remains of 
the route of the former dirt road between Samos and 
Brea de San Mamed, although today it has been turned 
into a paved highway. Something similar happened in 

the case of the interior pathways, which probably ex-
isted in order to connect the various parts of this large 
monastic area together. Among them it is possible to 
find some traces of former paths, like an example that 
goes from the former entrance gate to the Chapel of 
the Cypress, and from there, through the fields after it 
crosses the bridge.
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Fig. 33. Samos Abbey (Galicia, Spain). The 
graphic recreation of the remote enclosed 
space around the Samos Abbey in the early 
19th century (3D-model by E. López Salas)

Finally, the names of places we still use to call the 
locations like O Outeiro, Prada, Vila de Tres, Coiñas or 
the vegetable garden of the kitchen are also traces of 
the past and, although in this work I mention them in 
the last place, in fact they are one of the first common 
spatial references between the historical reality and the 
present one. Its importance is similar to some landforms 
like mountains, valleys and rivers, with a topography or 
riverbed that is unlikely to have been changed over the 
course of the past centuries within such an isolated ter-
ritory (Figs 32–33).

The decoded palimpsest

The gradual, but parallel reading of the preserved real-
ity, the historical documentation, as well as the scanty, 

bibliographic resources, results in a map and a three-
dimensional image in which I can represent each and 
every one of the identified traces of this historic mo-
nastic landscape. This way, the plan and the three-di-
mensional image become the elements in which all the 
results of previous analysis can be gathered together. 
Through these results it is possible to explain what cul-
tural and architectural elements remain from the past of 
the study area and what changes took place over time, 
which values are extant and which of them have been 
lost, among other aspects. In other words, the deep 
knowledge of this landscape and the recreation of its 
appearance at a certain moment of its past, which was 
key in its evolution, allow us to rightly value what we 
have inherited and, at the same time, it gives us the nec-
essary tools to propose measures to guarantee its future 
conservation.
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