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Archaeological Works
at
Laggan Road
Newtonmore
Highland

Abstract

SUAT Ltd was commissioned by Bracewell Stirling Architects on behalf of their client
Aviemore & Highland Developments Ltd to undertake archaeological work in advance of a
proposed development at Laggan Road, Newtonmore. A brief for the archaeological work
was supplied by Highland Council Planning and Development Service Archaeology Unit.
The proposed development site was considered to be of archaeological interest because of its
proximity to the site of a supposed Roman fort. Approximately 20% of the site was topsoiled
and recorded. Three cairns, possibly of prehistoric date were found in the northern part of
the site. The cairns were considered to be archaeologically significant and a second phase of
investigation was undertaken. It was concluded that the cairns were a result of field
clearance.  Pottery and lithic evidence in soil samples indicated prehistoric activity
associated with an old ground surface below one of the cairns.

1.0 Introduction

1.1 A brief for archaeological evaluation and recording work for a proposed housing
development at Laggan Road, Newtonmore was prepared by John Wood, Senior
Archaeologist for Highland Council Planning and Development Service, Archaeology
Unit for Bracewell Stirling Architects

1.2 SUAT Ltd (hereafter SUAT) was commissioned by Bracewell Stirling Architects on
behalf of their client Aviemore & Highland Developments Ltd to undertake the
required archaeological work as defined by the brief. The site was considered to be
archaeologically sensitive due to its location, on or close to the supposed site of a
Roman fort and several other archaeological finds that had been reported within the
vicinity.

1.3 The archaeological evaluation (SUAT site code NRO1) took place during the period
3rd-7th March 2003. The weather during the evaluation was cool and overcast with
short sunny spells and occasional showers and did not hamper the archaeological
work. No earthworks or ditches or other indicators of Roman activity or occupation
were identified. Two small features found on the southern part of the site were
sectioned and sampled and required no further work. Of archaeological significance
were three cairn features formed of field cobbles found on the northern part of the site.
The cairns were further exposed by hand and partially investigated.

1.4 A site meeting was arranged between the developers, Highland Council Planning and
Development Service Archaeology Unit and SUAT, where it was agreed that the
cairns were significant archaeological features and that a second phase of fieldwork
would be required to properly record, date and understand their significance. For the
two small features found on the southern part of the site no further work was
necessary. A brief for a second phase of investigation was prepared by The Highland
Council Archaeology Service.
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1.5

1.6

1.7

1.8

1.9

2.0

2.1

The second phase of fieldwork (SUAT site code NR02) took place during the period
17th-27th March 2003. The weather over this period was exceptionally fine for the
time of year and did not adversely hamper the work. The three cairns, 1-3, found in
the evaluation were further exposed, investigated, recorded and samples taken from
the underlying soils. Cairn 3 was found to be much larger than expected and was not
fully uncovered at its eastern end.

During the course of the second phase of fieldwork a site meeting was arranged
between SUAT, Headland Archaeology Ltd’s soil specialist Stephen Carter and Kirsty
Cameron, of Highland Council Archaeology Service. The soil sampling and
excavation strategies were further discussed. It was agreed that soil samples in the
form of bulk samples (each context requiring 30 L in 10 L sized tubs) would be taken
of soil immediately underlying the stones of each cairn and any other appropriate
deposits. It was also agreed that it was not necessary to fully uncover Cairn 3 as
sufficient of the feature had been exposed to establish its nature, function and
construction characteristics.

Reporting

This report will be acceptable as the final report on the archaeological works carried
out at Laggan Road, Newtonmore.

A short entry will also be prepared for Discovery & Excavation in Scotland 2003.
Archiving

The site records will be deposited with the NMRS.

Acknowledgements

The archaeological project was funded by Aviemore and Highland Developments Ltd.
The brief for the archaeological work was supplied by John Wood, Senior
Archaeologist for Highland Council Planning and Development Service, Archaeology
Service. On site archaeological advice and guidance was given by Kirsty Cameron of
Highland Council Planning and Development Service, Archaeology Service. Stephen
Carter of Headland Archaeology Ltd provided information concerning the site’s
geological background and advised on sampling.

Desk-based Assessment

Site Description and Location

SUAT Ltd was commissioned by Bracewell Stirling Architects on behalf of their
client, Aviemore and Highland Developments Ltd, to prepare a desk-based assessment
of the archaeological implications of a proposed development at Laggan Road,

Newtonmore, Inverness-shire.

The proposed development area is on the north side of Laggan Road, in a field
between existing housing to the east and west and a loch to the north.
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2.2

23

2.4

Methodology

The Ordnance Survey and the older maps of the area, held within the National Library
of Scotland’s Map Library and in the National Archives of Scotland, were examined.

A study was made of the National Monuments Record of Scotland (NMRS) held by
the Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments of Scotland
(RCAHMYS).

The available vertical aerial photographs of the site, held by the RCAHMS, were
examined.

Highland Archaeology Service’s Sites and Monuments Record was consul ted.
Historical Background

In 1543 the lands of Bandachar and others in the lordship of Badenoch were granted
for life by George, Earl of Huntly, Lord Gordon and Badenoch to William
Mackintosh, son and apparent heir of Lachlan Mackintosh, lately lord of Dunnachtan
and Captain of Clan Chattan, for the homage of himself and his friends of the Clan
Chattan to be rendered to the granter (NAS, GD 176/39). Later the lands of Banchor
were acquired by the Macphersons of Benchar.

Cartographic History

Early regional maps by Gordon (c1636-52), Blaeu (1654), Moll (1745), Roy (1747-
55), Ainslie (1789) and Thomson (1830) were examined. Gordon Estate plans, road
maps and military road maps were also examined.

Two of Gordon’s maps name Beandachar and Pitmean.
Blaeu and Moll name Bandachar and Pitmean.

Roy names Bannacher and ‘Balnoe’ and shows the open field system characteristic of
the Scottish countryside before the agricultural improvements of the later 18th
century.

A map of Wade’s military roads (Willdey and Cooper 1746) shows Bandachar and
‘Pitmea’. At this time, the road from Perth to Inverness crossed the Spey at Ruthven
Barracks.

Taylor and Skinner’s road survey shows that Bridge of Spey had been built by 1776.

Ainslie names Pitmain Inn and Bancher Ho[use], but the latter appears to be misplaced
too far east.

Road maps of 1792 and 1805 (RHP 11595, RHP 11632) show no buildings at
Newtonmore.

A road map of 1828 (RHP 11683) shows a row of buildings, ‘Newton-more’, on the
north side of the road stretching eastwards from the junction of the Fort William and
Inverness roads as far as Glen Road.
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2.5

2.6

Thomson names Newton, Spey Bridge, Bancher Mains, Muir, but not Pitmain.

Only one of the Gordon Estate plans (RHP 1835) covers the development area but it
shows no detail of the Banchor estate, apart from Banchor House on the east side of
the River Calder.

The OS First Edition shows the development area was an open field, to the east of
which is shown ‘Supposed site of Roman Camp’, although no site is marked.

The Second Edition shows that by 1903 the field had been subdivided by a north/south
boundary into two fields. To the west of the site Glenbanchar Lodge had been built
within formal gardens. The ‘Supposed site of Roman Camp’ is still shown.

By 1972 the two parts of the field had been re-united, but the south-east part of the
eastern field had been split off for the construction of the present manse.

There was no change in 1982.
Sites and Monuments

No sites in the NMRS are noted within the proposed development area but the
following sites are recorded nearby. The initial numbers are identifiers assigned as
part of this study, while the secondary numbers are the NMRS identifiers.

NH79NW 2 Roman Camp (Possible), Urn, ‘Roman tripod’
NH79NW 11 Tom Na Tilleadh, Socketed Bronze Axe.
NH79NW 12 Newtonmore Hotel, Residential

NH79NW 27 Newtonmore, General

NH79NW 35 Cnoc A’ Ghuail, Farmstead

DN D W N =

There are no listed buildings in the proposed development area. The following site is
a listed building near the development area.

6 Craigmhor Hotel, Newtonmore C(s) listed

There are no Scheduled Ancient Monuments in or near the proposed development
area.

The scan of the NMRS shows that the proposed development area lies within a rich
prehistoric and post-medieval archaeological landscape.

Highland Archaeology Service’s Sites and Monuments Record contained no new
information.

Aerial Photographs

A range of vertical aerial photographs (1946-1989) from the Air Photographs
Collection held by the RCAHMS was checked. The information recorded on these
confirmed that recovered from the inspection of later cartographic sources, and
revealed nothing of interest. The subdivided field had been re-united and the manse
had been built by 1946.
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2.7

2.8

Previous Work

No previous archaeological work has been recorded in Newtonmore.

Conclusions from the Desk-based Assessment

Sites are classified as defined in National Planning Policy Guidelines No 5
Archaeology and Planning (Scottish Office, 1994). The categories are National,

Regional or Local Importance, or Other.

The following sites in the NMRS are noted near the proposed development area and
are classified by SUAT Ltd as follows:

1 NH79NW 2 Roman Camp (Possible), Urn, ‘Roman tripod’ Other
2 NH79NW 11 Tom Na Tilleadh, Socketed Bronze Axe. Other
3 NH79NW 12 Newtonmore Hotel, Residential Other
4 NH79NW 27 Newtonmore, General Other
5 NH79NW 35 Cnoc A’ Ghuail, Farmstead Other

The following site is a listed building near the proposed development area.
6 Craigmhor Hotel, Newtonmore Local

Historic Scotland categorises C(s) Listed Buildings as being of Local Importance.
The impact of the proposed development on this structure is not known. Although it
lies outwith the edge of the study area, any development may have a visual impact on
it. If there is to be a visual impact on its setting the local planning authority should be
contacted with regards to these issues, as prescribed in Sections 59 and 60 of the
Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Scotland) Act 1997.

No other sites of archaeological interest were recorded in the course of this
assessment.

It is the opinion of SUAT Ltd that most of the sites designated ‘Other’ are of little
archaeological significance. The farm of Cnoc A’ Ghuail (5) appears to be a
development of the agricultural improvements of the late 18th or early 19th century.
The origin of the supposed ‘Roman Camp’ (1) is unknown, but it is unlikely to be
Roman. Remains of the entrenchment were still visible in the late 18th and early 19th
centuries, but the site is now built over. In 1834 the village of Newton of Benchar
(Newtonmore) was said to stand ‘exactly within’ the encampment. The road map of
1828 shows the buildings of Newtonmore extending from the east side of the manse
grounds, which implies that part of the western edge of the encampment may lie
within the north-east end of the proposed development area. The entrenchment is not
recorded on any of the maps examined in this study. That it was considered to be
Roman implies that it is unlikely to have been a recent defensive work relating to the
Jacobite Risings of 1715 or 1745; it may have been prehistoric or medieval in origin:
the urn full of ashes and the ‘Roman tripod’ found nearby in the 18th century may
have been of Bronze Age and medieval dates respectively.
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3.0

3.1

3.2

3.3

4.0

4.1

The Site (Illus 1)

The proposed development site occupies a fluvial glacial sloping terrace at the 150 m
contour line on low lying ground north-west of the confluence of the Rivers Caulder
and Spey. To the immediate north of the site is a small glacial loch. The site is an
open field on the north side of the Laggan Road (A 86), 70 m to the west of its
junction with the B9150 on the south-western edge of Newtonmore.

The national grid reference at the site centre is NN 712 990. The site lies between
existing housing on the east and west and a small loch (Loch na Leoba) to the north.
In total the proposed development site covers an area of 1.36 Ha. The site can be
conveniently divided north to south.

The southern part is regular in shape forming a rectangle measuring 67.5 m east to
west and 70 m north to south. It rises gently northward from a height of 246 m
Ordnance Datum (OD) to 248 m (OD) and forms a ridge. Hydroelectric cables carried
on two wooden poles run east to west across the ridge dividing the north and south
parts of the site.

The northern part of the site extends further to the east along the rear of properties on
the site’s east side where it is bounded by a recent housing development. The northern
area measures 130 m east to west with a 57 m eastern boundary and a 90 m western
boundary. It has an irregular northern boundary line which follows the base of sharply
rising glacial ridge behind which lies a loch. The northern area of the site forms a
terrace with a low ridge extending east to west across the central part of the area. The
highest part of the ridge is at its west end where it reaches 250 m (OD). On the north
side of the ridge is a slight dip or depression representing what once was a poorly
drained area. This depression measures approximately 75 x 25 m.

Methodology

SUAT Ltd abides by the Codes of Conduct and Approved Practice and Standards of
the Institute of Field Archaeologists.

The brief for the evaluation (NRO1) prepared by Highland Council Archaeology Unit
required that 20% or 2,720 m? of the site should be sampled for evaluation and
recording. This was achieved by the excavation of nine trenches, which produced an
area slightly in excess of the required figure. All trenches, except for a machine
sondage, were 5 m wide. The trench excavations were carried out by a tracked
excavator using a 2 m smooth edged ditching bucked. Topsoil and any subsoil was
removed so that features cut into the natural could be observed, cleaned and recorded.
Three 100 m long trenches 01, 02 and 03 were placed in the southern part of the site
extending slightly into the northern area. They were all in parallel and aligned north
to south. On the northern part of the site were trenches 04, 50 m in length, 05, 50 m in
length and 06, 106 m in length.

Trenches 07 and 09 were both 25 m in length while trench 08 was 3 m long and 2 m
wide. Features thought to be of archaeological worth found in the evaluation were
given feature numbers prefixed with their trench number. They were hand cleaned and
recorded and soil samples were taken where considered appropriate.  Three
archaeologically significant cairns were identified that would require a second phase of
archaeological investigation.
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4.2

5.0

5.1

A further brief by Highland Council Archaeology Unit was prepared for the second
phase of archaeological work (NR02) which required the three stone cairns to be fully
exposed to identify and record their form, function nature, extent and date. After the
parameters of the cairns were established, sample areas of the features were cleaned to
fully expose the stones to determine whether there was any surviving structure to them.
Sample trenching across the feature was then undertaken in order to assess the
character and establish the presence or not of any significant surviving soils.
Recording of the features followed standard excavation procedures and the location of
each feature was accurately plotted by an EDM.

Archaeological Results (Illus 2)
Phase 1 : Evaluation (NRO1)

The topsoil or plough soil was 0.25 m to 0.40 m in depth and averaged about 0.30 m
in depth. It comprised moderately stony dark loam. The natural deposits below the
plough soil were fluvio-glacial in nature comprising brown orange-brown and yellow
sands, gravel and silts, mainly very stony but with some areas of sand or silt
containing very little stone.

Five archaeological features were recorded, a patch of burnt silt in trench 01, a deposit
of charcoal rich loam in trench 03, and three cairns of cobble size rounded fieldstone
in trenches 03, 05 and 06. One modern field drain running north to south down the
side was observed in trenches 09, 06, and 03.

In trench 01, feature 0101 was located 41 m from the trench south end and 3.30 m in
from the east edge. The feature was a small irregular shaped patch of orange-brown
heat affected silt with occasional fragments of charcoal. It had axial dimensions of
0.85 x 0.55 m with a maximum depth of 0.095 m. The silt was sectioned and a sample
taken. No dating evidence was found and the function of the feature was not
ascertained. It probably represents natural silt scorched in-situ from a hearth. It was
considered further work on this feature was not necessary.

In trench 03, feature 0301 was located 27.40 m from the trench south end and 1.60 m
in from the trench east side. It represented a spread of dark sandy silt loam with
patches of charcoal, having a maximum depth of 0.15 m. It had axial dimensions of
1 x 0.60 m and was aligned east to west. The feature had no defined regular cut and
overlay a depression in the natural orange-brown sandy silt. The feature was cut on its
west side by a modern field drain. Feature 0301 was sectioned and sampled but no
dating evidence was recovered. It was considered that the feature might represent the
fill of a void caused by the clearance of a large stone. It was considered that no further
work was necessary on this feature.

Also in trench 03 a cairn feature, 0302, was recorded at 91 m to the north of the trench
south end. The feature was further exposed in the east end of trench 05 which was
located so as to join trench 03 and thus expose more of the stones. The cairn feature
could not be detected on the site surface and the top of the cairn was covered by
0.33m of topsoil. The cairn was oblong, aligned east to west and measured
7.5 x 2.5 m. It comprised a 0.27 m thick spread of loose field cobbles, mainly medium
to large in size.
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5.2

The surface of the feature was fairly flat and the top stones were in a matrix of
bioturbated topsoil while the lower stones were embedded within the natural silt. In
trench 03, a 2m wide section of cobbles was removed by machine but no
archaeological features were observed below. A strip of cobbles 0.80 x 2.50 m was
hand dug, cleaned and recorded and a small sondage was made into the stones but no
dating evidence was recovered. The feature appears to be man-made, and was
probably higher when first constructed but has subsequently suffered truncation by
modern ploughing (modern plough cuts were noted on some of the top stones). No
modern pottery was found amongst the lower stones as would be expected if the
feature had been constructed in the modern period. This feature was further
investigated in the second phase of fieldwork (NR02)

In trench 05, feature 0501 represented another cairn similar in construction to feature
0302. It was located at 40 m from the trench west end. It was about 0.20 m below the
surface and 0.36 m thick. The upper stones were in bioturbated topsoil while the
lower stones were embedded in natural silt. A small sondage into the stones found no
dating evidence. This feature was further investigated in the second phase of
fieldwork (NRO2)

In trench 06, feature 0601 represented another cairn but much larger than the cairns in
trenches 03 and 05. The top of the cobbles was about 0.22 m below the surface and
formed a layer about 0.25 m thick. The cairn, as measured at this stage, measured at
least 12 m long and 5 m wide but continued into the west, north and south baulks. A
machine sondage revealed that the stones bottomed onto grey silt and no
archaeological features were observed in the silt. A hand sondage measuring 1 x 3 m
into the stones themselves revealed that, to the north of the packed cobbles the stone
content was much less. Below the stones, within the area of less stone, was a layer of
light grey sand with a maximum thickness of 0.09 m over a deposit of natural grey silt.
This feature was further investigated in the second phase of fieldwork (NR02)

Phase II : Further Work on the Cairns (NR 02) (Illus 2-5)

For purposes of Phase II the cairns were renumbered as follows, Cairn 1 (at the
junction of trenches 03 and 05); Cairn 2 (at the east end of trench 05) and Cairn 3, (the
large feature, at the west end of trench 06). Each cairn was given its own discrete set
of context numbers, prefixed by the cairn number.

Cairn 1 when fully exposed measured 8 m east to west by 2.60 m north to south. A
2 m wide trench across the feature had been made with the machine ditching bucket
during the evaluation. The southern edge of the feature was relatively straight while
the northern edge was curved. It had been placed on slightly sloping ground with a
northward rise of about 0.23 m. The top cairn stones were cleaned by hand and a 2 m
wide section of stones were planned and then removed by hand. The removal of the
stones revealed occasional sherds of modern 19th-20th pottery within the bioturbated
soil (101) that had worked their way between the top stones due to modern ploughing.
No dating evidence was found in soil (102) around the lower stones. The stones (108)
varied in size from large pebbles to large cobbles and were two layers or about 0.20 m
thick. There was no formal structure to the cairn, the stones had been randomly placed
and any original voids had been filled with bioturbated soil.
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Below the stones was a layer of sandy silt (103), 0.30 m thick, some of the bottom
stones were impacted into this deposit. The sandy silt (103) was interpreted as a
former ground surface upon which the cairn stones had been dumped. A 30 litre
sample was taken from deposit 103. A sondage 1.10 m wide and 0.40 m deep was
made through deposits below 103. This revealed a sequence of natural gravels and
sands as follows. Deposit 104, sand and pebbles 0.15 m thick; sandy silt 105, 0.08 m
thick; shingle/gravel 106, 0.20 m thick; and fine shingle, 107, (not bottomed).

Cairn 2, (Illus 3 and 4) in trench 05, was located 40 m to the east of Cairn 1. When
fully exposed it measured 5.20 m east to west and 3.50 m north to south, being oval in
shape. The cairn had been built on sloping ground (248.17-247.37 m OD). On the
north side of the cairn the stones could be seen as being up against the ground slope
while on the south side the stones were free standing. The cairn surface stones were
cleaned and a 2 m wide slot was excavated north to south across the centre of the
cairn. The surface of the slot was planned and then the stones were removed by hand,
down to the underlying deposit. The deposit of cairn stones, 203, had a maximum
depth of 0.30 m. Excavation of the slot continued but due to the unstable nature of the
underlying sandy deposits it was stepped in on both sides to a width of 0.35 m. In
order to examine the underlying natural strata the slot was excavated to a depth of
0.90 m (247.02 m OD) below the surface of the cairn.

The removal of the surface cairn stones (203) revealed the presence of black
bioturbated topsoil (202) between the top stones. As in Cairn 1 a few sherds of 19th
century pottery were found in 202. A deposit of orange brown sandy silt (204) had
accumulated between stones below the bioturbated topsoil.

The cairn stones had been placed on an earlier ground surface comprising moderately
stony, orange-brown, sandy, silt (205), 0.20 m thick. At the north edge of the cairn the
stones and deposit 205 overlay a deposit of orange brown silty sand (211) containing
abundant pebbles. Deposit 211 was considered to be the result of hillwash. Also
below the stones and over 205 was a small patch of black organic sandy silt (206) that
appeared to have been caused by bioturbation around some of the lower stones.
Below 205, was a 0.04 m thick deposit of orange brown silty sand 207which merged
with 205 and was considered to be the subsoil for 205. Below 207 was a 0.30 m thick
deposit of mid to light brown silty sand (208), with some small lenses of banded sand
on its upper surface. Three small rodent tunnels (possibly rat) had penetrated into
deposit 207. Deposit 208 overlay deposit 209, a 0.40 m thick, grey brown sandy silt
with abundant gravel, pebbles, up to large cobble size stone. Deposit 209 had a
sloping south edge and was confined to the north part of the section. Extending below
209 and 208 was a deposit of loosely compacted sand with occasional pebbles, not
fully excavated but at least 0.15 m thick. No further archaeological features or
deposits were identified below the bottom of the cairn stones (204).

Cairn 3 (Illus 5) was located in a slight depression or hollow in the north-west corner
of the site. It was further exposed by machine and turned out to be substantially larger
than expected. The exposed part of the feature measured approximately 30 m east to
west and 10 m north to south. The feature was seen to extend into the western and
eastern sections. After initial surface cleaning it was decided that sufficient of the
feature had been exposed for the purposes of archaecological investigation. The partly
cleaned feature comprised a large spread of small-large cobbles mixed with
bioturbated topsoil filling a slight depression on a south-west, north-east alignment.
The stones (303) edged the slope of the depression on the south side but feathered out
toward the north edge.

SUAT Ltd (Archaeological Consultants & Contractors)
Page 10



6.0

6.1

6.2

6.3

After a certain amount of cleaning of the exposed feature, a slot 1 m wide and 9 m
long aligned south-east to north west was placed across the feature to examine its
construction in profile and to record some of the underlying stratigraphy. As in Cairn
1 and 2 some sherds of 19th century pottery and glass were found between the
bioturbated soil (302) and the top stones of the cairn. The cairn stone layer (303)
within the slot had a maximum thickness of 0.20 m and lacked any formal structure.
The lower cairn stones were within a matrix of less bioturbated brown sandy silt
(304). The bottom of the cairn stones 303 rested on and were embedded into a fine,
grey sand (305) which had some dark mottles of bioturbated material. Deposit 305
had a maximum thickness of 0.22 m. On its south side (305) overlay a deposit of dark
orange silt or silty sand (306) which was considered a natural deposit on the slope of
the depression. On the northern side of (305) its edge was much less distinct and it
merged gradually into an orange-grey silt. Below deposit 305, was a deposit of grey
brown sandy gravel with abundant stone ranging in size from small cobbles to small
boulders (307). Deposit 307 was excavated to a maximum depth of 0.20 m but not
bottomed. No further archaeological features or deposits were found below the stones
of the cairn.

General Discussion

The evaluation (NRO1), which covered 20% of the site area, established the nature and
depth of the topsoil as being a dark loam 0.25 m to 0.40 m in thickness overlaying
variable glacial deposits comprising for the most part stony sands, gravels and silts.
Of the five archaeological features identified as being relevant it was concluded that
only the three stone cairns required further work. It was also noted that a modern
ceramic field drain extended down the from the top north-west corner of the site to the
bottom south-east corner and was observed in trenches 09, 06 and 03. No features or
deposits relating to a possible Roman camp were identified.

The evaluation revealed that all three cairns were buried below the present topsoil,
were set upon the natural or perhaps an earlier ground surface and revealed no dating
evidence at least within the parts that were dismantled. With regard to dating, it would
be expected that the cairns would contain modern or early modern pottery sherds
amongst the bottom stones if they were constructed within these periods as there were
numerous such sherds within the present topsoil. The cairns were considered to have
good archaeological potential and it was considered that they could well represent
prehistoric activity dating from the Neolithic (approximately 4500-2500 BC) or
Bronze Age (2300-700 BC) and may overlie further significant archaeological features
such as old ground surfaces, pits or even burials.

Phase II, further work (NR0O2), revealed more of the constructional nature of the cairns
and established the overall shape of Cairns 1 and 2. It also established that below the
stones of the cairns there were no further archaeological features apart from earlier
ground surfaces for Cairns 1 and 2. Cairn 3 was much larger than expected, and was
shown to have filled what was at one time a natural wet hollow. Cairn 3 was not fully
excavated at its north-eastern end. No evidence was found during the excavation
which could definitely date the construction of the cairns.
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6.4

7.0

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

Of importance were the results from the soil sample taken of (103), the old ground
surface below the stones of Cairn 1. The sample revealed a small sherd of prehistoric
pottery and a small worked flint flake also believed to be prehistoric. These finds
indicate that prehistoric activity was associated with the old ground surface below
Cairn 1. No such finds were recovered from the old ground surface below Cairn 2.
Although Cairn 1 sealed and was partly embedded into the prehistoric ground surface
it is not conclusive evidence that the cairn was actually constructed in prehistoric
times but such an association would strongly suggest that the cairn was a result of
such activity of prehistoric date.

Conclusions

Cairns 1 and 2 overlay an old ground surface represented by Contexts 103 and 205.
When samples of these deposits were analysed the results revealed dating evidence
relating to the prehistoric period below Cairn 1 but no artefactual dating evidence was
recovered for Cairns 2 and 3. Cairns 1 and 2 also lay on the south slope of a slight
ridge and abutted the ridge on their north sides. It is most likely that Cairns 1 and 2
resulted from the clearance of patches or plots of ground for cultivation purposes.
Their position on the side of the ridge suggests that cultivation was taking place on the
crest of the ridge where the topsoil would be shallower but more easily worked with
crude agricultural implements.

Cairn 3 was located in a shallow hollow, which at the time of the cairn’s formation
was waterlogged. The cairn stones bottomed onto fine sand (305) which was
considered to be a gleyed soil, resulting from waterlogging. The bulk of the stones
had accumulated on the south side of the hollow, feathering out in a northerly
direction. This would suggest that stones were actually thrown or tossed into the
water from the south side of the feature, which fits well with the scenario that field
clearance was taking place on the ridge to the south of the waterlogged dip. Thus the
boggy patch would be a convenient place to dump clearance stone. It seems that this
patch of ground was giving trouble even in modern times when a ceramic field drain
was placed across the hollow.

With regard to dating; artefactual dating evidence relative to the prehistoric period was
recovered from the deposits representing the old ground surface (103) below Cairn 1
but not from Cairns 2 and 3. Although the evidence suggests that Cairn 1 was
constructed during the prehistoric period it is not conclusive proof, this evidence only
shows that the cairn was constructed over a prehistoric ground surface.

Clearance cairns constructed in modern, pre-modern times or even medieval times
would almost certainly contain the occasional pottery sherd, which would have
derived from the manuring of the land. A lack of dating evidence from within a cairn
structure could well be expected from field clearance cairns dating from the
prehistoric period when artefactual evidence available in small areas of cultivation
would be comparatively rare. The positions of the three cairns would also suggest that
they were created in the prehistoric period as they do not respect any known earlier
field boundaries but rather, lie on the edge of natural features; the slope of the ridge
and within a former waterlogged depression. These locations would seem to lie on the
edges of discrete cultivation areas or plots that were being worked on the central ridge
of the northern area of the site.
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7.5

8.0

8.1

9.0

Based on the artefactural evidence below Cairn 1, the relationship of Cairns 1 and 2 to
an old ground surface and the location of all three cairns on the edge of the central
ridge it seems very probable that the cairns represent clearance of the land for
cultivation purposes during the prehistoric period.

Recommendations

After the completion of the second phase of fieldwork by SUAT, Highland Council
Planning and Development Service Archaeology Unit recommended that further
archaeological work on the site was not required.
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Appendices

Appendix I: Photographic Record

Phase I (NROI)

Film 1

1-2
3-4
5-6
7-8
9-10
11-12
13-14
15-16
17-18
19-20

Film 2

1-2
3-4
5-6
7-8
9-10
11-12
13-14
15-16
17-18
19-20
21-22
23-24
25-26
27-28
29-30
31-32
33-34
35-36
37

Tr01, Feature 0101 burnt silt, view E

Tr01, area of large fieldstone, view E

Tr01, general of TrO1, from S end, view N
Tr01, general of north part of trench, view S
General of S field from road, view N

Tr02, stony area, general, view SE

Tr02, general of trench S end from S, view N
Tr02, general of trench N end from S, view N
Tr03, Feature 0301, dark silty loam

Tr03, general of trench S end from S, view N

Tr03, general of trench N end, view S

Tr04, general of trench, view W

Tr05, general of trench, view W

Tr06, general from E end, view W

Tr06, general from W end, view E

Tr07, general from E end, view W

Tr08, general from E, view NW

Tr08, general from W, view E

Tr01, FO1, view E, (direction arrow wrong)
Tr01, FO1, view E, (arrow direction corrected)
Tr02, dark area, FO1, view S

Tr03, F02, cairn feature partly cleaned, view E
Tr03, F02, sondage into cairn feature, view E
Tr05, FO1, cairn partly cleaned view N

Tr05, FO1, sondage into cairn view N

Tr05, general of E end, view W

Tr06, FO1, from S baulk view N

Tr06, FO1, from W side, view E

Tr06, FO1, from N baulk, view S

Phase Il (NR02)

Film 1

1-
2-3
4-5
6-7
8-9
10-11
12-13
14-15

blank

General, staff using the EDM, view NE
Cairn 1 after clearance, view NW
Cairn 2 after clearance, view N

Cairn 2, cleaning stones, view NW
Cairn 1, cleaning stones, view NE
Cairn 3, machine clearing, view NE
Cairn 1 cleaned, view NW
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16-17
18-19
20-21
22-23
24-25
26-27
28-29
30-31
32-33
34-35

36-38;
Film 2

1-2
3-4
5-6
7-8
9-10
11-12
13-14
15-16
17-18
19-20
21-22
23-24
25-26
27-28
29-30
31-32
33-34
35-36
37-38
39

Cairn 1 general, view NW

Cairn 1 general, view N

Cairn 1 general, view N

Cairn 2, (incorrect identification number, view N
Cairn 2, general, view N

Cairn 2, general, view N

Cairn 2 with west part, view NW

Cairn 1 planning, view N

Cairn 2 planning, view N

Cairn 3, start of cleaning, view NW

Cairn 1, layer of stones removed, context 102

General of site, view NE

Cairn 1, with stones in slot lifted, showing ground context 103, view E
Cairn 2 with first layer of stones lifted, context 202, view N
Cairn 1 with sondage into context 103, view E

Cairn 2, section trench cleared, context 205, view N

Cairn 3, general after some cleaning, view SW

Cairn 2, excavating context 205, view NE

Cairn 3, general cleaning of slot, view NE

Cairn 3, general cleaning of slot, view SE

Cairn 3, cleaned slot, view, context 303, view NW

Cairn 3, cleaned slot, context 303, view NW

Cairn 3, general of context 303, view SW

Cairn 3, general of context 303, view SE

Cairn 2, context 205, view NE

Cairn 3, general of slot, context 305, view SE

Cairn 3, general of slot, context 305, view NW

Cairn 3, final depth of slot, context 307, view NW

Cairn 3, final depth of slot, detail, context 307, view SW
Cairn 3, detail, context 307, view SE

General of site overlooking cairn 3, view SE

Appendix II: Plans and Sections (NR01)

Plans

Plan 1 Trench and feature locations within site, 1:500

Plan 2 Tr03, F02, cairn feature, location and investigation, 1:100
Plan 3 Tr05, FO1, cairn feature, location and investigation, 1:100
Plan 4 Tr06, FO1, cairn feature, location and investigation, 1:100

Section Drawings

Section 1 North facing section Tr 03, FO1 dark silty loam, north facing, 1:20
Section 2 West facing section Tr 01, FO1, heat affected silt, orange brown, 1:10
Section 3 North facing section Tr 06, FO1, sample of north facing baulk, 1:10
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Appendix I1I: Relevant Archaeological Features found in Evaluation (NR01)

Tr01 FO1

Tr03 FO1

Tr03 FO2

Tr05 FO1

TRO6 FO1

Small area or heat affected silt, measuring 0.85 x 0.55 m, max depth 0.095 m.
Sectioned and sampled no further work required.

Small spread of dark sandy silt loam with patches of charcoal, ¢ 0.15 m deep,
measuring ¢ 1 x 0.60 m aligned N-S, possible stone hole. Sectioned and
sampled, no further work required

Cairn loose cobble size rounded field stone, 0.34 m below surface. Measures
c¢7.5m by 2.5 m and ¢ 0.27 m thick. Flat topped upper stones in bioturbated
topsoil, lower stones in silt. Sondage remove by machine and later area 0.80 x
2.50 m hand dug, cleaned recorded, dismantled. No dating evidence, possibly
prehistoric, further work required.

Cairn loose cobble size rounded field stone, ¢ 0.20 m below surface ¢ 0.36 m,
thick. Measures 3.5 x 5 m. Upper stone in black topsoil lower into natural silt.
Hand sondage measuring 1 x 1 m. No dating evidence possibly prehistoric,
further work required.

Cairn , cobble size rounded field stone, ¢ 0.22 m below site surface and
¢ 0.25 m thick. Measures at least 12 m long and 5 m wide but continues into
W, N and S baulks. Hand sondage 1 x 3 m, on N side of packed stones reveals
less stone but stones set on a base or layer ‘of sand 0.06-0.09 m thick.. No
dating evidence but considered possibly prehistoric, further work required.

Appendix 1V: Plans and Sections (NR02)

Plans

Plan la
Plan 1b
Plan 2
Plan 3
Plan 4
Plan 5
Plan 6a
Plan 6b
Plan 7a
Plan 7b
Plan 8

Cairn 1, eastern area , context 103, 108;1:20
Cairn 1, western area, 103, 108; 1:20

Cairn 2, detail across slot, 1:20

Cairn 1, surface 103, 1:20

Cairn 1, sondage, 104, 107,109 1:20

Cairn 2, with stones removed, 205, 206; 1:20
Cairn 3, stones 303, south end, 1:20

Cairn 3, stones 303, north end, 1:20

Cairn 3, 305, south end; 1:20

Cairn 3, 305, north end, 1:20

Cairn 2, slot fully excavated, 1:20

Section Drawings

Section 1
Section 2
Section 3a
Section 3b

SW facing section through cairn 1, 1:10

W facing section through cairn 2, 1:10

NE facing section through cairn 3, south end, 1:10
NE facing section through cairn 3, north end, 1:10
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Appendix V: Context Register for NR(2

Cairn 1

100  unstratified finds

101  topsoil over carin stones

102 bioturbated topsoil around top stones

103 sandy silt, upon which cairn stones are set, old ground surface
104  sandy silt, pebbles, below 103, natural

105  sand, below 104, natural

106  gravel/pebble deposit below 105

107  fine gravel below 106

108  cairn stones

Cairn 2

200  unstratified finds

201  topsoil over cairn stones

202  bioturbated topsoil around upper cairn stones
203  cairn stones

204  sandy silt, around cairn stones but below 202
205  sandy silt upon which cairn stones set, old ground surface
206  dark deposit over 205, bioturbation

207  silty sand possible old subsoil

208  silty sand natural

209  pebbly gravel, hill wash, natural

210  sand, loose, natural

Cairn 3

300  unstratified finds

301  topsoil over cairn stones

302  bioturbated topsoil around top stones of carin
303  cairn stones

304  sand around lower cairn stones

305  sand on which cairn stones sit

306 fine sand at SE edge of natural depression
307  sandy gravel, natural below 305

Appendix VI: Contexts Submitted for Sampling

Cairn 1, context 103; cairn 2, context 205, cairn 3 context 305
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Appendix VII: NRO2 Finds List

Con- Material type Details

text

100 Clay pipe 1 stem fragment

102 Pottery Isherd modern tin-glazed earthenware

300 Iron 1 horse shoe

300 Animal bone Sheep/goat: femur; epiphyses unfused

301 Pottery 5 sherds modern tin-glazed earthenware

301 Glass 1 weathered fragment

301 Iron 3 corroded iron objects

301 Stone 1 quartz fragment

302 Pottery 1 earthenware fragment

302 Glass 1 bottle neck fragment

302 Clay pipe 1 stem fragment

302 Quartz 3 quartz fragments

302 Animal bone Horse: 5 fragmentary upper
molars/premolars

In addition one small sherd of prehistoric pottery and one fragment of worked flint were
recovered from samples of context 103, the old ground surface below Cairn 1.

Appendix VIII Assessment of Soil Samples Mhairi Hastie

Summary

Two old ground surfaces and a gleyed soil deposit were uncovered below three clearance
cairns, during fieldwork, carried out by SUAT Ltd, at Laggan Road, Newtonmore. Three 30-
litre bulk soil samples were taken from the deposits and submitted to Headland Archaeology
Ltd for palacoenvironmental assessment.

Samples from the old ground surfaces were found to contain wood charcoal and two
prehistoric artefacts suggesting that these deposits represent the remnants of old cultivated
soil horizons. The gleyed deposit contained only low quantities of charcoal and occasional
uncharred plant remains. The evidence suggests that this material is likely to be later
contamination of the deposit.

1. Methodology

Two old ground surfaces and a gleyed soil deposit were uncovered below three clearance
cairns, during field work, carried out by SUAT Ltd, at Laggan Road, Newtonmore.

Three 30-litre bulk soil samples were taken from the deposits and submitted to Headland
Archaeology Ltd for palacoenvironmental assessment. Each sample was processed through a
system of flotation and wet sieving in a Siraf style flotation tank. The floating debris (flot)
was collected in a 250 um sieve and, once dry, scanned using a binocular microscope. Any
material remaining in the flotation tank (retent) was wet-sieved through a 1 mm mesh and air-
dried. This was then sorted and any material of archaeological significance removed.
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2. Results
The results are summarised in Tables 1 and 2.
Old ground surfaces below Clearance Cairns I and 2

Both samples contained wood charcoal comprising of a mix of small shrubby species and oak
fragments. In addition, one small sherd of prehistoric pottery and one fragment of worked
flint were recovered from Context 103.

Gleyed soil below Clearance Cairn 3

The sample contained low levels of uncharred plant remains including root debris and a small
assemblage of uncharred weed seeds, including Carex sp (sedge), Chenopodium album (fat
hen), Stellaria media (chickweed), Chenopodiaceae indet (goosefoot), and Galeopsis sp.
(hemp-nettle). Occasional fragments of wood charcoal were also present.

3. Discussion
Old ground surfaces 103 and 205

The presence of wood charcoal and prehistoric artefacts in Context 103 and 205 indicate that
the ground surfaces contain a mix of domestic debris and that the two deposits represent the
remnants of old cultivation horizons that have been sealed below the clearance Cairns 1 and 2.

Gleyed Deposit 305

The remains recovered from the gleyed deposit (Context 305) are different in composition to
that of the old ground surfaces. The sample contained uncharred root debris with occasional
uncharred weed seeds. Only low quantities of charcoal were present and no other
palacoenvironmental remains or artefacts were recovered. There is no evidence to indicate
that this deposit was ever cultivated

Field observations suggest that this deposit was waterlogged at the time Clearance Cairn 3
was formed. The weed seed assemblage includes species that are associated with arable land
or waste places and no aquatic plants were recovered. This implies that the weed assemblage
is unlikely to be associated with the original waterlogged deposit. The presence of large
concentrations of root debris throughout the sample and the location of the deposit near to the
present surface suggests that the weed seeds are probably later contamination.

If these interpretations are correct, we can envisage the cultivation of the site during
prehistory with low level stone clearance being undertaken and the construction of small
clearance cairns. Then, at a later date, the site being more extensively cleared of stone that
was dumped into the wet gully.
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4. Recommendations
Artefacts

It is recommended that the prehistoric pottery sherd and lithic object, from Context 103, be
submitted for specialist assessment.

AMS dating

If radiocarbon dates are required, charcoal is available from Context 103 and 205 for AMS
dating. As the origin of this charcoal is unclear it is recommended that any dating should be
carried out on several single fragments of charcoal in order to gain a range of dates for the
two deposits.
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