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DAINGEAN TOWNSHIP, ARDOCHY FOREST

Pre-felling Survey

Background

The writer was asked to carry out an archaeological survey of the former township of Daingean in advance of forestry felling.  The site had already been examined by Jim Kirby of Forest Enterprise who had identified a number of sites of interest and written text both describing the sites and the historical background to this settlement.  The site had also been surveyed by Hector Macdonald from the local heritage society.  The latter had been supplied with materials by Allan Mackenzie, the Forest Manager, to mark the identified sites.  The writer was appointed to examine the recorded sites and establish that the boundaries of these features were correctly marked so that damage to the archaeological features could be minimised during harvesting.

Forest Enterprise propose to develop this site for public display and intend to leave the area around the township unplanted after the site has been felled.

Survey method

The survey was carried out on the 28th/29th June in damp, midgy conditions and the writer was fortunate to have the assistance of Hector Macdonald in identifying the previously recorded sites.  The site was also visited by Jim Kirby on both days and Allison Fox and Janet           of the Highland Council Archaeology Service on the 29th June.  As the sites were visited by all these individuals with the writer, it is felt that there was a satisfactory consensus in identifying the recorded features.

The perimeter of each site was marked with either canes or metal pins.  A summary description of each marked site was produced and a sketch plan of these sites was produced by means of compass bearings and paced measurements.  It should be stressed that this is a sketch plan and may not reflect the true positions, especially as they are related to drawings of the forestry rides which are themselves marked schematically.  However this plan should be sufficient to locate and protect the individual sites. 

The site of the township has been damaged during the initial planting by forestry planting and other mechanical intrusions.  It was not always possible to tell whether features on the ground were archaeological or fortuitous arrangements of stones, soil or vegetation.  As a general principle, a cautionary approach has been taken and where a feature may possibly be archaeological, it has been recorded as such so that it can be protected.  Even though these slight features may be little damaged by forestry felling, it is possible they may become obscured by brash from the tree felling.

Historical and archaeological observations

Jim Kirby in his previous survey has examined some of the 17th and 18th century documentation to this township.  There are few references to this township.  In common with many of the townships on the Invergarry Estate it was cleared for sheep around the end of the 18th or the beginning of the 19th century.  A few families , possibly shepherds or cottar folk continued to stay here even though the land was converted to sheep farming.  It was converted to a sporting towards the end of the 19th century and was more recently planted with conifers.

Copies of an Estate plan drawn up in 1840 and the 1st OS map of 1870 were additionally examined at Invergarry Heritage Centre.  The former showed four roofed buildings on the site and while these were all shown in 1870, only one was still roofed corresponding to Feature (S).  The surviving foundations on this site appear to mark a timber building, almost certainly secondary to the structure marked as Feature (T).  The latter was almost certainly in use at the beginning of this century when a keeper is recorded as being present on site (pers comm Hector Macdonald from census records). As this building still retains cruck slots, it would appear to have been a refurbishment of a standing structure.  The mortar bonded walls and chimney built into the gable suggest that it mat have been only the cruck frame that was retained.

The structures not shown in 1840 (or 1870) are therefore likely to form part of the earlier township and are of interest as probably being formed largely of turf on a stone foundation. They show a chronological development of building styles in township.  Also of interest are the corn drying kiln barn at site (L) and the sheepfold  (A) at the NW.  The latter is of an early and unusual form showing a development from a fold using boulder-style drystone walls surviving on the W to a more regular laid walling visible on the S.  Some of the recorded platforms may not be dwelling, though they may potentially contain information on structures demolished to construct the latter buildings on the site.

Future management

The archaeological sites are concentrated to the W of the modern forestry road. Although a small patch of walling was recorded just outside the proposed felling area to the W of the burn and the remains of a former field E of the road, it is not considered necessary to include these as part of the main area on display.  The small area of rig cultivation should be included, as it is a good example to demonstrate to the public.

All these sites will require some maintenance to make them visible to the public and the most satisfactory method may be to encourage sheep to graze the area of the township.  The alternative is to require periodic strimming of the house sites and walls to prevent the archaeological features being swamped by long grass, tree regeneration and bracken.  Many of these features are quite slight and if they are to be presented to the public then they need to be made visible.

Careful thought should also be given to how the standing walls of buildings (Q) and (T) are preserved from further collapse, especially under the pressure of greater public access.  It may be necessary to undertake some consolidation work to stabilise these structures without ‘prettyifying’ these ruins.  Such work would also have the benefit of preserving and emphasising such structural features like the cruck slots.

The township of Daingean is not the best example of a deserted township in this area but it is extremely accessible and it could be developed by means of displays and possibly even reconstructions to show what a typical township may have looked like.   This will encourage individuals to explore more remote examples.

Forestry Enterprise is to be commended for their initiative in proposing to preserve and display this site.








Jonathan Wordsworth








5th July 1999
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Appendix

Site Descriptions

(NB  As the sketch plan is approximate it has been considered necessary to give written descriptions of all the features recorded in relation to the rides.)

Feature

  :
(A)

Description 
  :
A substantial sheepfold sits on a prominent rise and extends slightly into the 

E/W ride.  It is a structure of some complexity with walls of largely boulder construction, some partly robbed and others that are of more regular size of stones. It would appear to have a long history of use.  The maximum dimensions of the feature are c30m SW/NE and c20m N/S.

Management needs:
Care must be taken not to damage the walls when clearing timber from 

within  this structure. This includes a rather slight wall that extends to the SW and is only marked by a line of boulders.

Feature

  :
(B)

Description 
  :
A possible rectangular building platform is located 4m SE of the SE corner 

of the sheepfold.  It measures 11m by 5m and is aligned almost E/W.

Management needs:
This feature is ill-defined but it should be possible to clear this without serious damage.

Feature

  :
(C)

Description 
  :
25m E of the SE corner of the sheepfold are the boulder footings of a 

rounded rectangular structure measuring 6m by 3m and aligned almost E/W.  It lies almost at the junction of the 2 rides.  It forms the W side of a small rounded enclosure measuring 8m E/W and 9m N/S. The entrance appears to be at the NW.  This is a slight feature but clearly the remains of a small building of probable turf construction on a stone foundation sitting within a small enclosure.

Management needs:
This could easily be damaged by machinery or tree--felling

Feature

  :
(D)

Description 
  :
Just to the E of the junction of the 2 rides but lying within the E/W ride are 

the remains of a similar structure to (C), also measuring 6m by 3m though this is aligned more NE/SW.  There is a raised area to the SE  measuring 6m by 4m which may also mark a building.

Management needs:
This feature is also vulnerable to damage by machinery or tree fell and should be well protected.

Feature

  :
(E)

Description 
  :
A rather dubious structure lies 2m to the E of (D) still within the ride.  It is 

marked by a mossy ‘banks’ 6m by 4m aligned almost N/S.  It lies on a slope and may just be a variation in the vegetation.

Management needs:
This is not clearly defined and may indeed not be a building. However it is vulnerable to vehicle damage and should be protected from damage during harvesting.

Feature

  :
(F)

Description 
  :
4m to the E of (E), still within the ride on a defined E/W ridge, is a possible 

longhouse measuring 7m by 4m and aligned E/W.  Though no walls are visible it occupies an obvious, defined position.  It may extend a further 5m to the E and the protected area should extend a further 10m  as a possible platform may lie to the E here also.

Management needs:
While not certainly a building or buildings, this area should be protected from damage and also from being obscured by brash.

Feature

  :
(G)

Description 
  :
The stone footings of a square ended longhouse lie here measuring 

12m by 5m aligned SW/NE.  This building was almost certainly recorded as    

roofed in 1840 and unroofed by 1870.  A small sitka planted inside the building has fallen leaving its root plate exposed.

Management needs:
Care must be taken not to disturb the stones of the walls when harvesting the timber.  Ideally the exposed root plate should be laid back in its original position as it makes it difficult to view the building

Feature

  :
(H)

Description 
  :
20m to the E of (G) are the remains of a boulder wall 0.5m high defining a 

terrace 16m long NW/SE by 11m wide.  There is no trace of other walling though it may have extended westwards towards building (G).  It would appear to be some form of garden from the depth of soil built up inside the retaining wall.

Management needs:
The area to the W of the terrace and E of the building is probably robust 

enough to survive vehicle traffic.  Any brash left in this area should be cleared to make the relationship between the building and enclosure clear to visitors.

Feature

  :
(I)

Description 
  :
11m N of the W wall of building (G) are the probable remains of a building 

platform extending 8m W and c3m wide.  No walls are visible.

Management needs:
This should be protected from vehicles and brash.  No trees appear to be growing on the platform.

Feature

  :
(J)

Description 
  :
At the NW side of where the 2 rides join are the remains of a probable 

building platform measuring 12m by 4m and aligned NE/SW.  It lies 10m N of (C).  A channel running SE out of the platform may mark an entrance.  No walling is visible.

Management needs:
No vehicles should run over this feature and it should be kept clear of brash.

Feature

  :
(K)

Description 
  :
6m W of the platform at (J) and 25m E of the sheepfold lying just to the N 

of the ride are the remains of a possible piece of walling 4m long N/S.  No 

certain walling is visible to link with this but it may mark the E end of a building extending to the W.

Management needs:
An area extending c10m to the W of this as marked, should be kept clear of 

vehicles and brash.

Feature

  :
(L)

Description 
  :
A substantial corn-drying kiln lies within a kiln barn measuring 7m by 4m 

and is aligned E/W.  The central chamber at the W end, is 1.5m diameter by over 1m high.

Management needs:
This is an important feature and should be well protected,especially at the end where the wall is less obvious.

Feature

  :
(M)

Description 
  :
13m due E of kiln barn (L), the remains of a sinuous turf and stone 

boundary wall extend 30m to the ride.  This may extend across the ride to the E but this is by no means certain as parts of the area are disturbed by forestry ploughing.

Management needs:
The wall is vulnerable to machine damage and should be protected where feasible.  Ideally the whole stretch between features (L) and (N) should be preserved, the area to the E being less well-defined.

Feature

  :
(N)

Description 
  :
4m due N of wall (M) and 28m due E of (L) are the stone footings of a 

rectangular building 8m by 5m aligned NE/SW. It is very similar in form to building (G) though it was not recorded as standing in either 1870 or 1840.

Management needs:
This should be protected from damage by machinery and felling.  The walls are especially vulnerable to damage.

Feature

  :
(O)

Description 
  :
23m SSW of the kiln barn feature (L) is a possible building 

platform measuring 6m by 3m and aligned E/W.  Another possible building platform 9m by 4m lies immediately to the W.  A rounded depression 5m wide by c1m deep lies to the SE of the first structure.  Its function is not known , though it does not appear to be a natural feature.

Management needs:
These features should all be protected during felling and cleared of brash   


Feature

  :
(P)

Description 
  :
A large platform 14m long SW/NE by 4.5m wide lies 45m SW of the 

previous features. It is marked by a distinct stone revetting or wall on its S and W sides.  The ground falls steeply away to the S within a distinct rounded hollow up to 1.5m below the wall that lies parallel to the building and is c6m wide.  This may be the site of a midden, in which case this building could have functioned as a byre.

A rather dubious building platform 8m by 5m may lie to the E of this building.

Management needs:
The whole area around this building should be protected as marked.  Care should be taken to prevent vehicles encroaching onto the walls during felling.

Feature

  :
(Q)

Description 
  :
A substantial drystone structure c13m by 5m aligned NNW/SSE 

with cruck slots and an entrance in the N gable wall. This is more fully described by Jim Kirby as Site 4.

Management needs:
Particular care must be taken during felling to prevent damage too the 

standing walls.  The building is fairly robust but there has been some collapse of stonework around the cruck slots. Consideration should be given to future consolidation work.

Feature

  :
(R)

Description 
  :
4m to the the NE of (Q) are the remains of a boulder footing that may be the 

the SE end of a building extending 7m to the NW and 3.5m wide.

Management needs:
This platform should be kept clear of machinery and brash.

Feature

  :
(S)

Description 
  :
A line of irregular shaped stones mark the footing for a timber building 

?12m by 4m (measured by Jim Kirby as 10m by 3m) and aligned WSW/ENE. A stone pathway 1.5m  wide runs alongside this footing towards building (S).  This path sits on a low stone wall or plinth 0.5m high.  This was the site of the only building shown roofed in 1870 and the surviving footing is probably from a later building erected when building (S) was refurbished.  A large pile of stone 2.5m diameter by 1m high at the NW may be part of the walling of this postulated earlier building.

A 4m gap to the N of the low stone wall defined by a row of boulders on the same alignment as the building to the S may possibly mark a parking area for carts 

Management needs:
Trees and brash should be removed without damaging these features.

Feature

  :
(T)

Description 
  :
This mortared structure is considered to be a refurbishment of an earlier 

structure after 1870.  It is thought to be the last building occupied on the site and had a chimney built into its W gable, though it also retained cruck slots possibly because it included crucks from an earlier structure.

It measures 11.5 by 5m and is aligned NE/SW.

A drystone wall encloses a garden area approximately 15m square, though the E wall is nearly 19m long.  This survives up to 0.7m high.

Management needs:
The stonework of this building is not particularly stable and especial care 

must be taken during clearing of trees off this site to prevent further stones being dislodged either by direct disturbance or machine vibration.  If this site is being displayed to the public it may either need to be made safe or preferably restored with minimal disturbance to the original structure.

Feature

  :
(U)

Description 
  :
To the W  of building (T) a bank 12m long may mark a track towards wall 

feature (V).  It may even mark the site of a building 12m by 4m aligned E/W though it is on a pronounced slope and no walling is visible.

Management needs:
No vehicles should go over this area and brash should be cleared off this 

area.

Feature

  :
(V)

Description 
  :
A fragmentary wall defined by a line of large boulders runs SE from a large 

rock outcrop for some 12m.  A few loose boulders probably the continuation of this wall to the line of the enclosure (V).

Management needs:
Vehicles should not drive over this wall.  If vehicle access is needed in this 

area it should be rooted at the S end where the wall is less obvious. Brash should be removed from this area so that the wall line remains distinct.

Feature

  :
(W)

Description 
  :
A drystone walled enclosure measuring 19m E/W and 9-12m N/S lies at the 

S of the area as shown extending slightly S of the existing forestry fence.  A small entrance is visible near the centre of the N wall.  This enclosure was shown on the 1870 OS map.

Management needs:
Care must be taken to prevent damage to the drystone walls during 

harvesting.  Consideration should be given to altering the site boundaries after harvesting so that the  area and walling to the S is included in the displayed area.

Feature

  :
(X)

Description 
  :
Substantial stone blocks averaging 0.5m diameter face an earthen bank now 

spread up to 3m wide and up to 1m high..  The bank faces W and N as shown defining a large area of former cultivation.  A few clearance heaps dispersed by forestry ploughing are all the internal evidence for cultivation that survives.  The bank fades out to the E and may have been of largely turf construction in this area.  A road line may have run along the outside of this bank, though this may only be a cut for materials used to build the bank.

A 3m wide entrance is too wide to be an original feature and was probably created during the establishment of this plantation.  It may have been a widening of an original entrance.

Management needs:
Vehicles should be restricted from driving across this bank and dyke and 

only enter through the existing opening.  Brash and other materials should not be dumped on the line of the bank or the possible track alongside.  This track could be considered as a future public access as it may correspond to the original Ardochy road before the present road was built.

Feature

  :
(Y)

Description 
  :
To the W of building (G) and possible building platform (H), there is a 

possible enclosure 16m N/S by up to 40m wide E/W.  Walling is only visible at the NW side and the rest of the enclosure is inferred by the topography and the deeper soil evidenced in the centre of this feature.

Management needs:
Only the walling at the NW needs protecting from machinery.  The area of 

the enclosure should be kept clear of brash and other debris.


Feature

  :
(Z)

Description 
  :
To the E of the modern road a 25m stretch of walling adjacent to a small 

burn marks the edge of another enclosure.  No other walling is evident due to forestry ploughing but a distinct terrace is evident forming the N,E and S edges as indicated.  This is accentuated by several substantial trees growing along or below this edge.  The W side is defined by a natural rock outcrop.

Within the enclosure at least 3 large clearance cairns are visible. 

Management needs:
As this is one of a number of fields associated with the township of 

Daingean,(there are clearance cairns in the plantation S of the road) it may not be necessary to exclude the area of the enclosure from planting.  However it may be worth defining it as a landscape feature by leaving the probable wall line and an area around the clearance cairns unplanted.  The shape of the field could be enhanced by selective planting of shallow rooted wonative woods such as birch.

Feature

  :
(a/1)

Description 
  :
An area of rig cultivation with ridges 2.5m apart and up to 0.5m high  lies 

40m E of the road in an E/W ride partly overgrown with birch scrub.  The rigs aligned NW/SE are well-preserved and can be partly seen in the larch plantation to the S.  An area 20m by 8m has been marked off for preservation.  This is clearly part of a much more extensive system of cultivation but was the only example found in the vicinity of Daingean.

Management needs:
This area should be protected and if feasible included as part of the remains presented to the public.

Feature

  :
(a/2)

Description 
  :
25m E of the preserved rig system is an arc of stones 6m long lying 3m N of 

the ride.  This does not seem to be a natural formation but it is unclear whether they formed part of a structure or an enclosure.

Management needs:
These are not suitable for public display but could perhaps be left unplanted 

with an appropriate buffer zone when the plantation is restocked.

Feature

  :
(b/1)

Description 
  :
An irregular turf and stone wall line can be traced extending W of the 

proposed felling block as marked.  It may have originally linked with wall (M) though it was not observed for more than 8m E of the burn.

Management needs:
This need not be included as a  feature for public display but it should 

perhaps be preserved as a landscape feature .  This will require it to be protected during future felling operations and leaving the line of the dyke and an appropriate buffer unplanted.
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