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Abstract
The Hidden Eritage of a Landscape Projemntplored the archaeological landscape of the 2.5km long isthr]
in Argyllbetween Arrochaion Loch Longnd Tarberon Loch Lomondrhe yeailong project vascommunity-
inspired anded with professionabrchaeologicaéxpertise organisedby Northlight HeritageThe community
hasbeen involved with workshops miocumentary research, examination of historic maps and aerial
photographs and have undertaken geophysical survey, walkover survey, digital survey, hand measure
survey,excavation and postxcavation processing. This fesabled the local community to explore the
archaeological potentiaf the isthmusand appreciate how all the archaeological processes contribute to
investigation Although there was special interesin the Vikingaid into Loch Lomond in 1263, all aspects
human past activity weref interest.

A total of 214 new features were revealed by the walkover surthey majority of which related to Post
medieval enclosure and farming practices, althougités ofa 17" century designed landscape in Arrochar
pre-improvement settlement and evidence of more recent recreational and sporting actiiitiesrbetwere
found. Five weeks of excatvon concentrated on four maisites a prehistoric flint scatteat the Arrochar
Primary School Playing Field, two possible Viking mouh@isS L2 8aA06f S & A (0 SceuFy i
house in Tarbeta preimprovement 18 century enclosure at Stockiedhu and9" centurydeserted

settt SYSyd Fd /mdk AT FyQd {SI NN

This project has added greatly to the information available about the isthmus by bringing together local
knowledge and the results of archaeological research practices. It has inspired the commalitytonew
lines ofresearchsuch as theneaningof the local placenames. Those people passing through the isthmus
whether local or from further afield, will be looking at this landscape in a new light and more fully
appreciating the heritage that it embodies.

Thisreport was partfinanced by the Hetage Lottery Fund and also by the Scottish Government and the
European Community Argyll and the Islands LEADERZZIGB/Programme.
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1.0 Introduction

Northlight Heritage were commissioned by tAerocharand Tarbet Community Development Trust to

undertake the professional archaeological training for the Hidden Heritdgd_andscape: Vengeful Vikings

and Restless RustlePsoject. This was a communied heritage landscape project which focussed on the

2.5km isthmus between Tarbet on Loch Lomond and Arrochar on Loch Long. The project enabled the local and
wider community to explore the archaeological potential within the isthmus, with a special interest in the
documented Viking raid into Loch Long andi.bomond in 1263. The project involved looking at aerial
photographs, undertaking historic map research, documentary research, geophysical survey, walkover survey,
digital survey, hand measured survey, excavation and-ersavation processing. The projecis undertaken
between February and September 2013 avak funded by the Heritage Lottery Fund ahdyll and the
IslandsLEADER.

This report is a conventional Data Structure Report (as specified by Historic Scotland) which describes the work
that was unertaken during the project, brings together the available pestavation analysis and puts

forward some conclusions. A short summary report has been written for the York Archaeological Trust
magazineNorthern Archaeology Toddgee James 2013) and furth&nthetic reports will be produced for
publication once all the specialist reports have been collated.

Although this project aimed to make the archaeological process as visible and comprehensible as possible to
the participants, there may be some ar@wogical concepts underpinning this report that are unfamiliar to

the nonspecialist reader and so some explanation is offered here. Archaeologists are interested in soll
formation processes which can be either natural processes or anthropogenic (higeaoyd. Within the

Scottish landscape there are few areas where both processes are not taking place at the same time. We have
attempted here to identify the anthropogenic features and processes taking place that have resulted in the
features and artefact that were discovered. To aid this interpretation we look at the soil colour, texture and
compaction of each deposit. What we find within a deposit (pottery or coins, for instance) can provide clues to
the chronology of the process or activity.

Some djects and plant remains made from organic material (such as wood, bone and leather) decay in the
ground and disappear from the archaeological record, unless specific soil conditions, such as waterlogging or
desiccation, prevent this. Other types of magti(such as charcoal, pottery and stone) are resistant to decay
and can survive in the ground for decades, if not centuries. The finds from an excavation are therefore biased
towards the nororganic materials and do not represent the full array of matlenihich once existed.

By looking at the range of material (or artefacts) found within a deposit, a date for that deposit can also be
suggested. This date would be provided by the latest material within the deposit and all other materials would
be consiéredresidualc that is, left over from an earlier period.

Complicating this is the action of animals (bioturbation), cultivation (ploughing, drainage), quarrying or
building construction which can disturb soils and result in finds or artefacts froneragatiod trickling or

moving into earlier deposits. Without very careful excavation of these results of later disturbance, objects and
finds can sometimes be included in the material from that earlier deposit and make the deposit appear much
younger thanit really is. If this process can be identified, then the finds are considetetsive.

Interpretation of the archaeological discoveries is often a challenge. Sometimes the evidence is contradictory,
sometimes more than one interpretation can be patward to explain the evidence, but often there is just

not enough evidence to support a definitive interpretation. It is generally good practice to look at the different
interpretations and see which provides the simplest explanation for the observéd®yf OS 64SS h OOl YQa&
wlk T 2NDL o I NOKIF S2f23Aa0a dzaS 62NRa adzOK lFa wialsSteqszr \
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uncertainty in the proffered interpretation. Sometimes we simply do not know the answer and then we look
for parallels in otler areas.

Research into the historical written records and place hames is now being undertaken by members of the
community and the results, together with this archaeological information, will help to achieve a fuller and
more nuanced understanding of thpast.

2.0 Location, Geology and Topography

The walkover survey extended over the isthmus between Loch Long and Loch Lomond in Argyll, which
measures about 2.5 km east/west@about 0.5km north/south (ceméd on NGR NN 30868 04152). The

isthmus is lowying, generally between 10 m to 50 m in height, with the mountains of Ben Reoch (661 m AOD)
to the south and Cruach Tairbeirt (415 m) to the north (see Figures 1 and 2). The isthmus has been a means of
communication between the fresh water of Loch Lordand the Firth of Clyde since prehistoric times and is
currently utilised by the main road from Dumbarton to Invera(A83) and the railway from Glasgow to

Mallaig.

The isthmus lies about 15 km north of the Highland Boundary Fault separating the ldgfrtam the

Lowlands. The solid geology of the isthmus consists of the Beinn Bheula Schist Formation (Psammite and
Pelite), which is crossed (approx east/west) by the Central Scotland Late Carboniferous Tholeiitic Dyke swarm
and the North Britain SiluriaBevonian Calalkaline Dyke Suite (Felsites). The superficial drift deposits in
Tarbet and Arrochar are gravel, sand, silt and clay. The drift deposits in the centre of the isthmus are not
recorded (British Geological Survey 1995), but are generallydgpnsits of gravel, sand and clay with some
bedrock protruding.

Since the Ice Age there has been a complex relationship in Scotland between changing sea levels and the uplift
2F (GKS SINIKQa ONYzal o I 6 2dzi ™o dsmowiand®L6ch MNinont WaB = (G K S
joined to the Firth of Clyde. By about 10,000 years ago, the ice had advanced (in what is known as the Loch
Lomond Readvance), pushing deposits ahead of it and cutting Loch Lomond off from the sea. After this there
were two urther periods when Loch Lomond was joined to the sea. By about 5,500 years ago, the relative fall

in sea level and the deposition of moraine by meltwater down the River Leven resulted in Loch Lomond being
finally cut off from the sea, as it is today (&t Geological Survey 1995, 18).

At the end of the Ice Age, the vegetation of the Loch Lomond region was dominated by heath and birch
woodland and gradually pine, hazel and oak woods became established (British Geological Survey 1995, 21).

The water couses on the isthmus consist of the Tarbet Burn, which runs eastwards to Tarbet on Loch Lomond,
and an unnamed stream which runs westwards to Arrochar on Loch Long. Both streams have been channelled
for some of their length. A third, unnamed stream runstbavards towards Claddach near Tarbet.

3.0 Archaeological and Historical Context

See Appendix 1 for a list of all the known sites within the isthmus prior to this project.
3.1 Prehistoric (c 8,000 RG" century AD)

Prior to this project, the onlynehistoric site recorded on the isthmus was a single lithic scatter in Arrochar,
consisting of about 20 pieces of quartz (one scraper and other retouched pieces), which were thought to date
to the Neolithic or Bronze Age (Bjarke Ballin 2005). This cHamttis one trace of what is likely to have been
more extensive activity which took place beside water courses and near cultivable ground. The reason why

10
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more sites have not been found may be partly the lack of archaeological work in this area, birealso t
generally poor soils, lack of ploughed arable land and the presence of modern development in the prime
settlement areas. The changes in sea level also mean that during earlier prehistory, especially the Mesolithic,
some of the isthmus may have been @mdiater (Dene Wright, pers comm).

The wider Loch Lomond area has been attractive for settlement throughout the prehistoric period, as attested
by a Mesolithic site at Midross (Dene Wright, pers comm) and the presence of several crannogs or artificial
islands, which generally date to the later prehistoric and medieval periods. There are several examples of
crannogs on Loch Lomond in varying states of decay, including the crannogs at Mill Cairn, Luss and
Strathcashell Point (Bakand Dixon 1998).

Forts andduns are characteristic sites of the later prehistoric period but, in contrast to the rest of Argyll where

there are numerous sites of this type, there is only a handful of possible dun and fort sites in the vicinity of the
ArrocharTarbet isthmus. Somaf these sites exist only as place names, for example Dun Mor and Dun Beag

on the east side of Loch Goil. Dun Mor is recorded as the site of possible shieling huts which could be post
YSRASQGIt Ay RIFEGSo® ¢ KSNB A& [|ldndd Indhngurriis VobhfL@mpmdNB Q 2y 5 d
GKAOK F3AFAY O2dZ R 06S FTFEANI & NBOSyd Ayrabetisih®gsisatt KS y S| N
5dzy 5F NI AOKZ t20IGSR y2NIK 2F ! NRSylAyye 2y [20K [ 2Yy:3
has not produced any prehistoric material. There have been a few stray finds within 10 km of the isthmus,

including a single Roman coin, a single flint, a barbed and tanged arrowhead and a small number of charcoal

burning platforms, which suggests thatette may be more evidence of prehistoric activity which could be

located and identified though systematic survey.

Occupation during the prehistoric period is likely to have been concentrated around Loch Lomond, which
would have provided a range of resouscieom freshwater, marine, marshland and woodland environments,
and it would have been relatively easy to move around the loch by log boat. Once the loch was cut off from
the sea, access to marine resources would have been via the Arrdahet isthmugo Loch Long and the

River Leven to the Firth of Clyde.

CKS WalFNDBSGQ LI FOS yI Y-isert GlicK GeansTaN@dfringirfg' Sr 'ighimést A O G | A NI
(Watson 1926, 505). Small boats could well have been carried across the isthmus since preinissri

3.2 Early Christian {69" centuries AD)

Early/ KNRaGAlY aAGSa Ay {O2GftlyR AyOftdzZRS Y2yl aldSNASazZ Y
WIAET QT F2tft26SR 08 | alAydQa yl YSdlishinaBSergsiding 'y AYRAC
fromthe 6"c9" OSy (idzNA S&ad . Lt f8KSyyly 3INI 9SSl NR:E 2dzad 2dziair
Military Survey of the mid8" century. Although no church or chapel is known at this site, it is possible that

there wasan early establishment here which was eventually abandoned. Further afield, at Strathcashell Point

AY [20K [2Y2YyRX G(GKS WwWOIFrakKStQ Aa (K2dAKG G2 6S | NBFSN

3.3 Vikings (8-13" centuries AD)

At the end of tte9™ century, Vikings began their raicaround Scotland, attacking Dbarton Castle ilRD870.

A small number of Viking graves, stray finds and documentary references indicate that Vikings were active in

the area from thed™ to the 13" century (Pierce @13). The Outer Isles and Inner Hebrides became part of the
b2NBSIALY 1AY3IR2Y YR Al ¢l a GKS FlLAfdzNE 2F YAy3 |12
ownership of the islands which led to the Viking raid into Loch Lomond in 1263 (FraSeB8F§6y U ¢ 112y Qa
Saga, by Sturla Thordarsson, tells how the Vikings dragged their boats across the isthmus into Loch Lomond,

where they raided and pillaged. They then fought a battle with the local clan before moving back to the west

coast and met thedrces of the Scottish king Alexander Il at the Battle of Largs (Cowan 1990).

11
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3.4 Medieval period 18- 16" centuries

In the medieval period, Arrochar was part of the Earldom of Lennox. This included the territory of the
MacFarlanes, who had thainain residences at Inveruglas (Fraser 1869, 69) and later on Island | Vow. The
castle at Island | Vow was built in 1577 by Andrew Macfarlane, the laird of Arrochar (Fraser 1869, 78). Tarbet
Isle in Loch Lomond may also have been a medieval stronghadpé¢he Macfarlanes, perhaps guarding the
entrance to the isthmus. There is a story that Robert the Bruce built a castle at Tarbet (Irving 1879), but this
may be a confusion with the royal castle at Tarbert in Kintyre, which he is known to have baik afe

stories of Robert the Bruce travelling through the nearby countryside when pursued by his enemies, crossing
Loch Lomond in a small boat and hiding in caves, including one north of Arrochar which could apparently hold
about fifty men (Fraser 19692).

Other lordly seats of power in the vicinity included Ardkinglass Castle on Loch Fyne (a stronghold of the
Campbells of Ardkinglas), Inchglabraith Castle in Loch Lomond (which belonged to the Galbraiths of Bandry)
and Rossdhu (which belonged to thelkd Lennox). It is possible that some of these sites had origins further
back into the prehistoric period, perhaps as crannogs.

The ecclesiastical centre during the medieval period was at Luss, which would have been the proper place of

burial. Howeverthe graveyard at Ballyhennan was also used for burial in the late medieval period, perhaps

because of the distance from Luss. A story associated with the graveyard at Ballyhennan notes that it was

dzASR FTFASNI I oFddGt S 6 A lickaftetwar8s foPthe byiri@ldiplagug/vittim® gFsaseh y dzS R Ay
1869, 86).

3.5 17 and 18" centuries

The 17 and 18" centuries saw several major changes to the parish and to land ownership. Arrochar parish

was separated from Luss in 1649, but did not acqaiparish church until 1733 (Fraser 1869;32 The

Ballyhennan churchyard continued to be used for burial and there are several gravestones from this period,

some with Gaelic inscriptions. By 1767, there was a school in Tarbet which consisted afl acwhaand

GKNBS LI NIGYSydia 6DSYSNIt ! aaSyofeQa 9RdzOFGA2Y [/ 2YYAC(

The Macfarlane possessions, including Inveruglas Castle, Island | Vow and a house on the mainland at

I tFGG20KY2NBE 6 SNB 06 dzNY S R17BcenturyNaenvivbiéhthe RacfarlaeB Biiltl Ay G K &
house at New Tarbet across the isthmus in Arrochar in 1697 (Fraser 1869, 79). A building by the avenue to
NewTarbet was called Tigh VectiGan ¢ KA OK Y SI ya WGiKS 2| (i OK Yandddhastoh 2 dzA SQ 6
Smith 1999 ¢KS KAff 0SKAYR (KS K2 dzingdcarQbutdhaéveRbeed asédSio 2 | § OK Y
warn of approaching danger in earlier times (Fraser 1869, 81). Development continued at New Tarbet with the
building of stables and a coach house in th&ds (Fraser 1869, 81) and further extensions to the main house.

There are local traditions that the old house was eventually taken down (Fraser 1869, 81).

In 1785, the clan chief, John McFarlane, sold the Arrochar elsyapeiblic roupto William Fergusn of Raith

(because of debt) and the Colquhouns of Luss acquired the estate in 1821 (Fraser 1869, 80, 95, 101).

I 2YYdzyAOFIGA2Y 06SG@6SSy (GKS [2¢flyRa IyR ! NBetf gl a Ydz«
Military Road between Dumbarton and Inveagrin the mid18" century. Some lengths of this road can still be

seen to the north of the modern A83.

3.6 19 to 21% centuries

By the mid19" century, the Colquhouns of Luss owned all of Arrochar parish apart from the small Stuckgown
estate (Frase1869, 68). The villages of Arrochar and Tarbet were developed, and buildings of note in Tarbet
included a smithy and a still along the Still Brae. The construction of Tarbet Hotel at the road junction in

12
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Tarbet catered for the growing numbers of visgdo Loch Lomond, and recreation opportunities were
developed with the construction of a golf course and two curling ponds. Piers were constructed in Tarbet and
Arrochar to provide access to the steam ships in Loch Long and Loch Lomond.

The West HighlathRailway was constructed between 1887 and 1894, with a station built at Tarbet and a camp
for the workers at Arrochar. A memorial to the 37 men who died during the construction of the railway is
located in Ballyhennan Churchyard (Arrochar, TadwetArdiui Heritage Group).

A manse in Arrochawras built in 1837 and Arrochah@rch was rebuilt in 1847 (Fraser 1869, 84). The Free
Church at Ballyhennan was built in 1844 and ceased to be used as a church in 1966 (Arrochaand@arbet
Ardlui Heritage Group)A manse serving the Free Church was built on the site of Clattochmore, in Tarbet.

The Loch Long Torpedo Range (:2086) made a significant contribution to both world wars as well as to the
local economy. An outdoor centre was built at Tigh Vecticgtajming one of the old buildings to the rear.

This site was the subject of an archaeological investigation in 1999, which confirmed that the building had
origins in the earl319th century with later phases of modification (MacGregomal 1999).

More recently, an archaeological evaluation took place in the old garden opposite the Tarbet Hotel (WoSAS No
3178), where an undated hearth and an undated ploske were found (Baker 2004a). An evaluation of the

Arrochar House walled garden on Church Road (WdBAIS12) indicated that the garden had been

established in tha 9" century (Baker 2004b). In 2005, an evaluation of land east of Cobbler Cottage (WoSAS

No 3290) found only modern debris anddeposited subsoil (Baker 2005, 24). An archaeological weiko

survey was carried out in 2009 in the Cruach Tairbeirt Forest; this confirmed the presence of features

Fa3d20AF 4GSR 6gAGK | aSidtSYSyd Fd /NBFI FyQid {SFNNIAOK
NN30SW 13 and WoSAS No 4732).

4. ProjectAims and Objectives

The aims of the project were to:

1 Enable young people and members of the wider community to access heritage information and better
understand and appreciate the cultural heritage of the landscape;

1 Increase knowledge about the historiegse of the isthmus of land between Arrochar and Tarpet
particularly, though not exclusively, in the context of Viking activities in the Firth of Clyde;

1 Develop community skills and learning opportunities and encourage the wider community to value
heritage research;

1 Realise the potential of cultural heritage to stimulate community regeneration, and

1 Enhance a sense of place and heritage pride in the community.

The objectives of the Professional Heritage Organisation were to provide training in:

1 How toset up a Geographical Information System (GIS)
Digital and manual survey techniques

Researching archives

Digital photography

Walkover survey, GPS

Geophysical survey

Excavation

Postexcavation techniques

Publications, events and dissemination of the resul

=A =4 -4 4 -4 4 -4 -4
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5.0 Methodologies

5.1 AerialPhotography

A small group of volunteers and Northlight Heritage staff consulted the aerial photographs held in the
RCAHMS, Edinburgh, prior to the walkover survey taking place. Up to 56 features were identified on aerial
photographs dating from 1948 to 1988 (see archive map). The aerial photographs consulted included CO177
1945, BO235 1948, BO379 1954, BO 370 1954, BO 379 1954, BO484 1960, OS 71 a46CTY272 1988.

tKSasS aAiSa 6SNB WINER dejifo assasbziieit Shrarter) dhithy tiietwdloiRer suryey (i K S

and if they proved to be of interest were given a site number.
5.2 Walkoveraurvey

A rapid walkover survey of the isthmus was undertaken betwteer®” March and Aprillz‘h. Proforma

sheets wee used to record sites of archaeological interest, digital photographs were taken and the locations
of sites recorded with a handeld GPS. Walkover teams were generally organised into two teams of
volunteers who walked across the ground at intervalalmdut 3 m apart. Possible sites were initially marked
with flags, then the team returned to discuss the site and record it if it was deemed of archaeological interest.
The sites were entered onto a QGIS system designed by Cathy Maclver. -dditn@ifeatures were

considered of interest, as these relate to the past history and use of the area. See Appendix 2 for a list of all
sites identified during the fieldwork.

5.3 Detailed Measured Survey

After the walkover survey was conducted, several sitesevgelected for more detailed survey work. Several
different techniques were used, including plane table survey at Ben Reoch sheepfold (a manual method) and
total station and DGPSsud& I (i / NBI 3 ISickigdhy (@ditaliNgthad®K | y R

5.3.1 PAne Table SurveyBen Reoch Sheepfold

A wellconstructed sheepfold was recorded on the northern slopes of Ben Reoch, to the south of the railway
line. The 1st edition OS map also depicts an earlier sheepfold on the north side of the railway. Thialpotent
phasing of sites and the good condition of the sheepfold made it an ideal subject for training volunteers in
plane table survey techniques. The site was initially assessed by a brief walkover with written observations
and a measured sketch drawing.

Once initial components of the site had been identified, three intervisible plane table stations were set up so
that different parts of the site could be surveyed from each one. Measurements were taken from each of
these stations using an alidade and tapeasure to plot the exterior of the structure walls. The thicknesses of
the walls and internal features were recorded by hand tape and plotted accordingly. Areas of tumble where
the structure had fallen into disrepair were depicted. The individual sestof the drawing were brought
together into one composite back in the office.

Once this initial drawing of the site was completed, further descriptive notes were written to complement the
AYAGALFE RSAONARLIIAZ2Y RSt Ay Dts antl phsesiokb8ild.a G NHzO G dzNB Q &

5.3.2 Total Station Surve&Ballyhennan Graveyard

The crowded and complex graveyard at Ballyhennan was surveyed using a total station to provide a measured

plan of the boundary wall, gravestones and enclosures. This was damgaukeica 705 Total Station. Two

fixed stations were set up and all the points were surveyed on a local grid. The data were downloaded into
Leica GeoOffice Systems and later converted to British National Grid OSGB36 in ArcMap 10.1. Points were
digitised in Adobe Illustrator to represent each gravestone, which was given a unique number.

14
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5.3.3 DGPS Surveystuckiedhu

The complex of ditches and enclosures at Stuckiedhu was surveyed using a Differential GPS. The DGPS used
was a Leica Viva GS10, whichvided submeter accuracy and map features ready for export to the GIS. The
features were surveyed using the DGPS by walking along features and taking points that defined the visible
edges of the banks and ditches. The data were then exported to vectoaf@nd imported into the GPS as

.shp files geaeferenced to the British National Grid System.

5.4 Geophysics

Three areas across the ArrockEarbet isthmus were targeted for geophysical survey in February 2013, as they
were seen as having archaeologipatential and were suitable for geophysical survey. These three sites were
the Arrochar School Playing Fields, the enclosure at Stuckiedhu and the Cenotaph Mound. All three areas
were surveyed using gradiometry, which records relative magnetism onlowhibe surface of the ground, up

to a depth of approximately 1 m. The survey was conducted using a Dual Sensor Bartington Grad 601.
Readings were recorded within 20 m by 20 m grids and taken every 0.5 m (traverse) by 0.25 m (sample).

An area in the Trhet Playing Fields was surveyed using resistivity, which records the resistance of the ground

to a passing electrical current to a depth of up to 0.5 m (with the utilised probe array). The other areas were
not surveyed using resistivity because of thet@vbpgged nature of the ground. The survey was conducted

using a GeoScan RM15 with a probe spacing of 0.5 m. Readings were recorded within the same 20 m by 20 m
grids as the magnetometry and taken every 1 m (traverse) by 1 m (sample).

For all survey aies and for both methods, the data was obtained by walking up and down set lines within the
grids in a zig zag pattern. The first traverse was in a northerly direction. The location of grids was recorded
using a Leica 705 Total Station.

5.4.1 Processinlethodology

All the gradiometry survey data were downloaded using Grad 601 software and imported into GeoPlot v3 for
processing. The results were produced as greyscale images in GeoPlot, which were then georeferenced in
QGIS 1.8.0 for inclusion in the comnity GIS. In order to reduce the effect of the very high magnetic
readings, the data were processed in GeoPlot by setting the absolute readings to a variety of different
minimum and maximum nanoTesla (nT). The aim of this was to identify any subdtleefethat appeared in

the data but were initially clouded by the strong positive readings created by the bedrock. For each area
(-100nT/100nT), graphics were created. An occasional staggered effect between the readings of individual
lines was \dible. This was due to the large number of measurements taken every metre and difficulties with
Fo&d2ftdziS O2yaraiSyoOe Ay (KS adzZNBSe2NEQ gt Ay3a LI OSo
slight discrepancy in the balancing of the senssas the surveyors walked in a-zi&g pattern and an

unavoidable discrepancy between the two sensors produces a striped appearance in the raw data. To
compensate for this, a zero mean process was applied to all the grids. All the resistivity stavwegma
downloaded into GeoPlot v3 for processing and the results were produced as greyscale images in GeoPlot,
which were then georeferenced in QGIS 1.8.0.

5.4 Excavation

All excavation work was undertaken by volunteers and school children superviseadfftiyosn Northlight

Heritage. The trenches were all excavated by hand with trowels and shovels. A written record of all
archaeological features, deposits and finds was made using convenpiantdrmasheets. Scaled hand

drawn plans were also made atscale of 1:20 or 1:50 and section drawings at 1:10. High resolution digital
photography was also used. Bulk samples of soil were taken from significant archaeological deposits for later
flotation and retrieval of charcoal and artefacts.
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After flints were discovered at the School Playing Field site, all deposits in Trenches 15 and 16 were 100%
sieved through garden sieves with % inch holes, apart from context (1606), which was not sieved because of

time constraints.

A metal detector was used within teenches under archaeological supervision to check for metalwork.
Possible metal objects were marked with yellow pegs. No removal of the metal finds took place except during

conventional digging of the stratigraphic layers.

All trenches were surveyed ingg an EDM and tied in to the OS National Grid. At the end of the excavations

the trenches were backfilled to their original surface.
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Figure 3 Location of all sites recorded during the walkover survey

6.0 Resuls of the Walkover Survey

The Hidden Heritage walkover survey took place between M@Pand April12" 2013. The walkover was
completed by over 40 members of the local and wider community, who persevered through the particularly
cold spring weather. fotal of 214 sites were recorded and photographed (see Figures 3, 4, 5 and 6 and
Appendix 2). All the sites can be viewed on a GIS database which is held by Northlight Heritage and the local
community.

6.1 Late medieval

The oldest site recorded durinée walkover survey was a late medieval grave stone in Ballyhennan Graveyard
(Site 206) which is thought to 6" or 17" century in date (David Caldwell, NMS pers comm).

6.2 Postmedieval enclosure and farming practices

The majority of the sites were assated with postmedieval enclosure and farming practices. These included

earth banks (a total of 43); drains/drainage/culverts, some with upcast banks (27); drystone walls (20);

clearance cairns (12), cultivation traces, including rig and furrow (titlgds (7); a gravel dam; debris (2);
SyOof2ada2NBa opoT SyaNryOS 3IFLA Ay olyla o6HOT F F2NRT |
iron cauldron; a peat cutting; quarries (3); a revetting wall; sheep folds (2), and areas of vegetatianage

(2). There were a few sites which related to buildings, such asdheto 19" -century farmstead at Creag

FyQd {SFNNIAOKZI LIaarotS odzAf RAy3Ia 600 yR I AKASEAY:
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6.3 Tarbet Hotel, recreation and railway (T@ft centuries)

Sites relatindo recreational activities associated with Tarbet Hotel include a bowling green, a curling pond, a
demolished steading, two glasshouses, a grass mower, a garden roller and a duck pond. There were eight
platforms which may relate to buildings of unknown eéand a rectangular depression (perhaps an earlier
archaeological evaluation). The railway had an associated underpass, an embankment and three water
tanks/cisterns. Other modern features include platforms associated with ahmleegolf course (11),

telegraph poles (2), a landfill site, bottle dumps (2) and modern fences (2). There were several natural
features, including a large natural boulder and other mounds (3).

Northlight Heritage and the local community discussed which sites were of partiotdagst, had the most
potential for archaeological remains and were most easily accessible. These sites were then targeted for
excavations.

18
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Figure 7 Map of early ﬂtbentury golf course
(Arrochar, Tarbet and Ardlui Heritage Group)

Plate 1 Late medieval gravestone @lhennan Churchyangnder normal light conditions
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7.0 Results of the Geophysical Survey

7.1 School Playing Field, Tarbet (see Figures 2, 8 and 9)
7.1.1 Magnetometer Survey

The magnetometer survey at the School PlayinigEi@o the southeast of Gébe CountryHouse) revealed a

line of mixed high and low dipoles, indicating a metal pipe running roughly eaghisouthwest. To the

west of this, running roughly north/south, was a slight negative magnetic mixed response, perhaps indicating a
gravellystony deposit and interpreted as a drainage ditch. Linear slight positive anomalies were noted on the
magnetometry plot and targeted as a possibility for excavation.
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Figure 8 Magnetometer survey of the School Playing Field
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7.1.2 Resistivity Survey

At the School Playing Fields, the resistivity plot revealed a line of very low resistance running roughly north
east/southwest across the corner of the plot (see Figure 10). This corresponds witwa kditch associated

with a cable. Several faint low resistance linear anomalies were also identified running roughly east/west and
one north/south; these were interpreted as likely geological anomalies.

=2

Geophysics
Interpretation

Glebe Country
House

Trench

Boundary

School

Figure 10 School Playing Field resistivity surve
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7.2 Stuckiedhu (see Figures 2, 11 and 12)
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Figure 11 Location of the magnetometry survey and topographic survey at Stuckiedhu
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7.2.1 Magnetometry

At Stuckiedhu the positive magnetism of the underlying geology, which outcropped close to the surface,
clouded the results. The main wall of the enclosure was indicated by a thin, coherent positive response in a
sub-oval shape. To the west of this, a faint positive response indicated the upcast from a ditch running roughly
north-east/southwest. Other dithes showed as small negative linear anomalies. A low curving bank next to a
bedrock face forming a sloping platform, which was later excavated and found to be a quarry face, was
indicated by a positive response.

Geophysics N
Interpretation
e(‘“a('\k P
au Boundary
0 50 m

Figure 12 Results of the magnetometuy\ey at Stuckiedhu
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7.3 Cenotaph Mound (see Figures 2 and 12)
7.3.1 Magnetometry Survey

The magnwmetry survey of the Cenotaph dind produced a variety of low positive magnetism spots across
the site which might indicate the presence of small stone# pwitsitive magnetism (see Figure 13). These
stones did not form any coherent pattern. The mound itself was indicated by a low positive and negative
mixed signal, consistent with a stony glacial deposit.

Arrochar Outdoor
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Boundary
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Figure 13 Results of magnetometry survey at@emotaph Mound
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8.0 Results of the Topographic Survey

8.1 Ben Reoch Sheep fold, Site 127 (NGR: 30580 03877)

The plane table survey of the sheep fold on the northern slopes of Ben Reoch was complemented by
consultation of the historic maps, which havided the interpretation of this site (see Figure 14).

¢tKS mald SRAGAZ2Y h{ YILE RIFEGSR (G2 Fo2dzi mycnZ RSLIAOGA
sheepfold stands. On the 2nd edition, dated to 1898, the new West Highland railway linegmas be

constructed and a much larger rectilinear sheepfold is depicted. To the north of the railwayrecsagular
SyOft2adzNB Aa YINJSR Fa Fy W2fR aKSSLIFT2t RQX AYRAOIGAyYS
(Site 128). Onthe3rdReA A2y h{ X (KS W2fR &aKSSLIW¥2ftRQ A& y2 f2y3aSN
the sheepfold has been slightly restructured. The bridge across the river to the east of the sheepfold is no

longer marked and so presumably is no longer in use.
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Figure14 I and 2 edition OS mapENLS and plane table swey of the Ben Reoch sheepfold
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The plane table survey of this site (Site 127) combined with a more detailed walkover of the old sheepfold (Site
128) helped to confirm the chronology and structuretod site. Although the site was depicted on the 2nd

and 3rd edition OS maps, the plane table survey has added more detail. For example, the southern wall of the
sheepfold had a large stdircular boiler used for heating sheep dip and feed and a pairstéd sheep shears

were found beside it. The internal compartments, although in bad condition in places, still had wooden ply
blocking the entrances. It was possible to identify pens for medication, shearing and inspection of the sheep.
There was a canete stone sheep dip in an open area at the west end of the fold which was in relatively good
condition, next to a collapsed corrugated iron shed on a wooden deck. Recently repaired chicken wire fencing,
rotting fleeces in one of the compartments anddb&nowledge indicated that this site had been in use for

sheep management within the last five to six years.

Further investigation of the bridge and surrounding ground revealed where the sheep had been herded off the
hill for treatment or shelter at theteeepfold. The bridge over the railway was used for trailer access to the
sheepfold.

Local knowledge confirmed that the two sites had been used as sheepfolds over many years. When the West
Highland Railway was built through the isthmus, the railway compdfered to maintain only one of them

because the increased vibrations threatened the structural integrity of the walls (Cameron McAllum, pers
comm). This helps to explain why one went out of use and why the surviving sheepfold is such a fine example
of its type.
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8.2 Ballyhennan Churchyard (NGBRL332 04529

The total station survey of Ballyhennan Churchyard was undertaken to assist with the mapping of the site and
the identification of the stones (see Figure 15). The community plan to use this atfomto assist with an
ongoing detailed gravestone survey and analysis of the burial pattern. At present it serves to set the late
medieval gravestone in its context.
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Figure 15 Survey of the Ballyhennan Churchyard
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9.0 Results of the Excavations

After consideration of the results of the aerial photographs, walkover survey and some preliminary
documentary research, the community and Northlight Heritage agreed to investigate four sites during the
excavation period (May 7th to May 31st 2013). Anitiddal week of excavation took place between the 2nd
and8" of September.

Trench Site Name NGR Site type

Trenches 1, 2, 3, 4 I NBI 3 yQl  NN30700430 Deserted settlement
NN30SW13

Trenches5and 6,8,9  Clattochmore- NN 3204 0479 16" century lairds house
NN30SwW1

Trenches 7, 15, 16 Arrochar School Playing NN 3206 70471 Geophysical anomalies
Field

Trenches 10, 10a, 10b, Stuckdiehu NN 3129 0423 Prelmprovement

11,12 enclosures

Trench 13 Clearance Cairn Site 17€ NN 30164 03845 Naturalglacial mound

Trench 14 Cenotaph Mound NN 30239 04031 Glacial mound

Table 1 Location of excavation trenches (see also Figure 2)

hPdm / NB I 3 | Yadicenfur§ settdvdert)@d¢e Figurey 16 and 17)

9.1.1 Introduction

/ NBI 3 | y Osliocdte8 bnNd€hoktiOside of the A82 between Tarbet and Arrochar (NGR: NN 3070
0430) and 0.4 km to the east of the outdoor centre at Tigh Vectican. The land is currently owned by the
Forestry Commission and is within an area of naturally regeneratddhaly woodland.

¢KS aAdGS 2F /NBF3 FyQld {SINN}YAOK o6baw b2Y bbon {2mMo00
on the 25 inch first edition OS map surveyed in about 1860 (see Figures 16 and 17), but the site is nhot shown

on the modern OS 101000 map. For the site to have been included in the OS survey, the walls would have to

have been at least 3 feet high, although unroofed. Prior to this project, few people in the vicinity were aware

2F GKS SEAAGSYOS 2F /NBF3I I yQid {SINNIAOKO®
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Figure 17 Detail of OS 25 inch First edition (Dumbartonshire sheetAfrdéhar), surveyed 1860 and
published 1864. (Note the trees planted on the top of the ba@Ks).S
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Figure 18 Plan of the Line of the Proposed Canal between Loch Long at Arrochar and Loch Lomond at Tarbet.
Surveyed for H. Baird, Engar by James Hormu&eyor 1821Detailof Tigh Veticanand/ NBI 3 | y Qi { SI NN
(both unnamed)(© Glasgow Citgouncil Archivgs

t i

A survey of the isthmus undertaken in 1821 for a proposed new canal shows the military road and the back

road before the new road (A83) was éoil NHzOG SR 6&4SS CAJIdzZNB my o ® ¢CKS dzyyl Y
was depicted as a single structure within open ground to the north of the straight military road, with woodland

to the west.

I YFL) RFGSR +F02dzi mMmyHn &aK2@®F WANIKA AW & N 2 QRQ 6122 RIEINB/ I
W2 SEGSN) .t KIYyYylyQ (2 GKS Slado W/ NFYAIYLFGFNYy20KQ (
rig and furrow that was aligned north/south (see Figure 19).
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Figure 19 Map of the Rental Rolltbé Colquhoun Estates ¢ 1820
(Arrochar, Tarbet and Ardlui Heritage Group).
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¢CKS SINIASald RSLAOGAZ2Y 2F W/ NIYIIFYydlFNRARAKQ o/ NBI 3
Ross in 1777, although no structures are depicted (see Figure 29)vdtth noting here that this map also

RSLIAOGa (g2 20KSNJ aSidiutSySyda 2y GKS AadKydzaz 2yS
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Wt dzof AO0] 12dz8aSQ FyR K2dza8 Fid ¢FNBFNI FyR GKS al OFF NI |

Two lae-16" century maps by Timothy Pont (Pont 16 and 17) do not show any settlements along the isthmus.
This should not be taken as proof that settlements did not exist, as they may have not been considered
significant enough to be depicted.

Further documed  NBE NB &SI NOK O2dzZ R 06S dzy RSNIF 1Sy 2y [/ NBI 3

the site in the Argyle Sasines, for example.

Figure 20 A map of the Shire of Dumbarton.
Charles Ross (172806) Published 1777.

Reproduced with permissiari the National Library of Scotland

A walkover survey for a proposed new forest road was undertaken in this area in 2011 (see NMRS NN30SW
13). Upstanding stone and earth enclosure walls and the low remains of probable stone and turf structures
were idenified. Consultation of aerial photographs in the RCAHMS as part of this project revealed the
presence of rig and furrow, aligned east/west, within what is now woodland to the east of the site.

An examination of the census records has revealed that Duand Mary Mclintyre had several children born
at Cragantarrich between 1812 and 1819, but that by 1841 Mary and some of the children had moved to
'‘Murlagan' (High Morlaggan) after Duncan died in 1832 (Sian Loftus, unpublished manuscript).

The site was vited by the Hidden Heritage community team as part of the rapid walkover survey on March
14" 2013 and an area of rig and furrow, a small estzped enclosure or structure and a possible kiln were
identified in the vicinity of two rectangular structures.

The documentary research and walkover survey indicate that this site was]aﬂfgteentury settlement,
which was still a working farm in the early"l€entury but was abandoned and ruined by the ra@" century.
There is also potential for more struces here than have so far been identified.
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1 explore the postmedieval heritage of the Arrochdrarbet isthmus;

1 examine relationships between this site and that of High Morlaggan;

1 identify the chaacter and date of the visible remains;

1 define the extent of the site;

1 explore the potential for earlier structures and

1 provide training for the local community in archaeological excavation, recording and survey.

The objectives were to:

1 excavate two treches within the two identified structures;

1 excavate a trench within the ovahaped structure or enclosure;

9 examine two sections of enclosure walling;

9 examine the possible kiln;

1 excavate two other small trenches to look for earlier structures and

1 walk overthe area within the enclosure intensively to look for other features or structures.

¢KS SEOF@FdAz2ya G / NBI3I [yagénd {2ManNaith ak EdiitiodaRd@ylfor LI | OS 6 &
recording at the end of the project. In total four trenchesr&vepened (see Figure 21).

9.1.2 Trench 1, Structure 1

Trench 1 was located over the visible remains of Structure 1, which consisted of a rectahgylad flat
platform aligned east/west, with a slight bank on the east side. Trench 1 measured 1§ by 6 m wide
(see Figure 22).

The walls of Structure 1 (contexts 108, 102, 105 and 110) were 0.9 m (3ft) wide and constructed with large
round stones and boulders forming the outer face, a core of earth and smaller stones and further medium
sized stoes forming the inner face.

The survival of the walls was variable. The south wall (108) consisted of a few stones forming a single course,
while wall (105) in the east survived to two courses. Wall (102) in the north had a single course and wall (110)
in the west survived to 0.4m high with at least three courses. There was an entrance in thevestitorner,

but its width was not certain. It was possibly about 1.7 m wide. A particularly large rounded boulder formed
the southwest corner of the strutire.

Because of time constraints, only the west half of the interior of the building was excavated to the floor level.

In the southwest corner the floor consisted of light brown sandy clay (103) and in the north the light brown

clay floor was embedakwith fistsized angular stones (106). A roughly rectangular setting of large rounded
boulders (107) was recorded in the centre of the structure, set into the floor (103). The setting measured
between 2.1 m and 2.7 m north/south. Its full extent eastt/was not revealed, but it was at least 3.4 m

across. This setting of boulders had several large rounded stones protruding from its surface along its western
edge. The edge stones were well laid, but the stones in the centre were more randomly placed.
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Plate 2 Trench 1 prexcavation photograph of Structure 1 from the west
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(104)

(101)/(115)

Figure 22 Trench 1, Plan of Structure 1
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To the outside of Structure 1, a bank of small stones and light brown (4411l abutted the west wall (110)
(see Figure 23). To the east a slight earth bank (109) sealed the east wall (105).

The walls and floor surface of the structure were sealed by a layer of angular stones (101) about 0.2m deep,
which formed a level depos#ipread across the whole trench; these were interpreted as stones that had
tumbled from the wall faces.

Plate 3 Trench 1 Internal stone surface (107) and remains of wall (102) from theassith

Figure 23 Trench 1, Structure 1, section through (£10) and bank (111).

In the centre of the trench, within the tumble and near its base, was a dense deposit of pottery (115). The
pottery was dumped there as the tumble began to accumulate.

In the north-east corner of the structure there was a phtof light brown sandy clay (104) surrounded by the

large angular stones forming the tumble (101). This patch of clay (104) was interpreted as collapsed earth wall
core which had become mixed with fallen wall facing stones. The remains were then sgalélii layer of

turf, moss and grass (100) which formed the modern surface.
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Finds

The finds from this trench consisted of about 280 sherds of pottery (including fragments from bovels, cup
plates, conserve jars and a Rockingham glazed teapot), muwehidfi can be dated to the second quarter of

the 19" century (see Haggartyppendix 13. There was also window and vessel glass, some slate fragments,
some coal and one iron nail. There was no materialdating the 19 century. This material woulde

consistent with domestic occupation in the first half of théhmentury. A single bullet casing from the top

layer (100) is modern.

Plate 4 Trench 1, pottery retrieved from the rubble

Samples
No soil samples were taken from this trench.
Interpretation

Structure 1 relates to the unroofed structure shown on tifeetlition OS map surveyed in 1860. The
excavation has revealed that the building measured ald@uPOm by 4.20m (34ft by 14ft) internally with

walls 0.9 m (3ft) wide. The walls wemenstructed of a random rubble outer face with a rubble and earth core
and survived to a maximum height of 0.4 m. Considering the amount of rubble spread over the trench, it is
likely that the walls stood originally to roof height and were deliberately dieshed and the rubble laid flat.
This may have been done to prevent the site from beingaeupied.

The principle internal feature was a rectangular setting of stones in the centre of the building, which may have
been a very rough working surface; theogruding stones may have been part of an internal wall. There was

an entrance in the soutlwest corner which connected to a sloping pathway that led down towards the south
west, where an ovashaped enclosure was noted.

The pottery found within the tumle (115 and 101) consisted of large sherds, which indicates that they were
brokenin situand have not subsequently been moved around. These sherds therefore relate to the period of
occupation just before the building was demolished. The pottery fromiesds (100), (101), (109) and (115)

all dates to the second quarter of the‘i@entury (see Haggarty). A range of vessels is represented, including
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bowls, dairy bowls, plates, cups, a conserve jar, crocks, a Rockingham teapot and a chamber pot.eHilese ar
consistent with occupation of a rural croft in the beginning of th& géntury. The window glass indicates

that the structure probably had small glass windows. The presence of slate fragments suggests that this might
have been used for the roadthough the small quantity might indicate that the roof was dismantled ard re

used elsewhere.

Structure 1 is likely to have been similar in size and appearance to the structure at Tigh Vectican located c 400
m to the west, which is also of early to rig" century date (MacGregat al 1999).

9.1.3 Trench 2, Structure 2 (see Figure 24)

Trench 2 was located to the west of Structure 1 and revealed the corner of@stamgular enclosure. This
structure relates to the western enclosure marked on tfieetiition OS map, which measured approximately
12 m by 5 m. All that survived on the surface here was a roughly rectangular terrace cut into the slope.
Trench 2 was 5 m long by 3 m wide and was located in order to investigate the character and constifuctio
the structure.

The subsoil was light orange brown clayey silt (207), observed at the north end of the trench within a sondage
at a depth of ¢ 0.4 m. The subsoil was overlain at the north end of the trench by a fine light grey brown silty
layer (203which was ¢ 0.1 m deep. This was interpreted as the remains of a turf bank on the edge of the
terrace. Overlying this deposit was a spread of sub angular stones (202) which looked as if they had tumbled
down slope. These were perhaps the remnants stome wall or bank that had been seriously degraded or
robbed.

In the southern part of the trench, which formed a flat terrace, there were several large sub angular stones
(206) overlying the subsoil. These stones (206) did not form a coherent surfacea have been levelling
material. Substantially bigger, fladpped stones (205) sealed these stones (206) and formed a rough corner

or L-shape. These stones were rounded and not ideal for use as building stones, but they could have formed
the baseof a rough enclosure wall. Overlying this corner was a further layer of medium to large sub angular
schist stones which were spread across the trench (204). Sealing all of these deposits was a 0.2 m thick layer
of black brown, very rooty topsoil (201).

Finds

The topsoil (201) contained several fragments of modern glass, part of a food tin and S‘Bmerttery

pottery. Layer (204) contained vessel glass, several fragments of window glass, some fragments of burnt flint,
part of a 19-century clay pipet 1 SY A GK (KBS AYAONRYR APY[ WgDh2Q 6a8$
9) and several fragments of uI%Eentury redware crock with an internal black glaze.

Samples
No soil samples were taken from this trench.
Interpretation

Although there was no edénce of a structure here prior to the excavations, Trench 2 uncovered the-north
west corner of a stonduilt structure or enclosure. The larger stones formed the basal course of a rough
stone wall built on a terrace cut into the natural hill slope. Safhe fine silty deposits could be the
remnants of a turf component to the enclosure wall. Earth and stone walls are well known in Scottish
vernacular architecture. The spread of stone (204) and earth suggests that the walls were deliberately
levelled.

As so little of the structure was uncovered, it is not possible to say whether this was a roofed structure or an
open enclosure. The building construction of Structure 2 was rough when compared with Structure 1, which
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may suggest that it was an aninglclosure rather than an inhabited, roofed space. The pottery found within
Structure 2 was generally TfQ:entury and so there was no evidence to suggest that this structure was not
contemporary with Structure 1.
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Figure 24 Trench 2, plan of Struct@re
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9.1.3 Trench 3 (see Figure 25)

Trench 3 measured 5 m by 5 m and was located over the enclosure bank and a rectahgpkd platform.

The bank was aligned east/west on the north sidédd€ S / NS 3 Iy Qi {SIFNNIAOK asSadats

The subsoil was fine light yellowish grey sandy clay (302) which was at least 0.2 m deep. The subsoil (302)
formed a flat surface bounded on the south side by a linear outcrop of bedrock running east/west, parallel t
the enclosure bank. There were no features cut into subsoil, however there were several finds pressed into its
surface including two fragments of t’l‘&entury pottery.

An enclosure bank had been constructed on top of the subsoil (302). The earligstroemh of the bank was
a northfacing, roughly coursed wall face (306) which consisted of six courses of irregular stones.
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Onthe south side, the wall face (306) consisted of a series of deposits (310), (309), (304) and (308). The first of
these (context 310) was between 0.12 and 0.2 m deep and wdspesited subsoil that supported the stone
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masonry (306). Layer (310) waslseaby a much more sandy deposit (309) which was present only in a small
pocket, 0.2 m thick (perhaps a bucketful) abutting the wall (306). Layers (310) and (309) were sealed by
orange brown sandy clay (304) which formed the main body of the bank. (3@/rwas up to 0.57 m thick

and, as it lay closest to the surface, had suffered considerable damage from roots, particularly to the lower
south side of the bank.

Within the upper layer of the bank (304) and abutting one of the largest stones of (386 legas of clay (308)
0.1 m thick, which bonded the stones (306) in place.

A layer of small, rounded, cobble stones (307) had been pushed into the surface of (304). When seen from the
south, the cobble stones (307) formed a bahdt sloped dagonally @wnwards to the easfsee Plate Y. The
cobble stones (307) were only present in the mé&ttion of the bank and did not reach its top or bottom.

The final phase of the enclosure bank construction consisted of several large rough capping stones (305)
placed on top (see Pla®. The capping stones had partially fallen off or been displaced by roots. The bank
and capping stones were covered by a thin layer of moss and topsoil (303) which w&s0®.04 thick. The
topsoil within the rest of the trenck301) was between 0.1 m and 0.3 m deep.

Plate 7 Trench 3. west Facing section of enclosure bank
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Finds

There were few finds from Trench 3. Six sherds E5‘Fdéhtury pottery were found on the suréa of the

subsoil (302) and there were five other unstratified sherds d¥-aéntury pottery. There were no finds from
within the body of the bank which could help to date its construction. The topsoil layers (301) and (303)
contained three pieces of @sible quartz debitage (including SF 301). There was also a fragment of a lead
sheet from the topsoil (301).

Samples

Four soil samples were taken. These have been floated and an initial assessment made (see Carson, Appendix
10). All the samples contad modern roots, indicating that there has been a considerable amount of

bioturbation since the layers were deposited. Unfortunately, no sample contained enough identifiable

charcoal to be submitted for radiocarbon dating.

Interpretation

The enclosure énk excavated in Trench 3 is part of a bank which runs from the Quarry (NGR: NN 306 042)

north-S+ &gt NRa G2 GKS aSidtSYySyd 2% /NBF3 yQd {SFENNFrAO
formed an enclosure which would have kept livestock duhe infield, the area of cultivation during the

growing season. The bank was constructed of earth and stone and capped with stone. The outer face

contained more stones, probably to prevent the bank being eroded by animals.

9.1.5 Trench 4

Trench 4 masured 2.5 m by 3 m and was located over a slight hollow measuring ¢ 1.3 m in diameter, which
was initially thought to be a kiln. Once the topsoil was removed, no archaeological features were visible and
so the trench was not excavated further.
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Finds

TISNE 6SNB (g2 FAYRa FTNRY G2LA2Af o6namoyY I YSdFrt T22F
fragments.

Interpretation

This feature was interpreted as a slight hollow in the natural subBod.can has probably been deposited by
campers.

Midden deposit, Tigh Vectican Hen run

A nearly complete, 1808y G dzZNE O NR Gy DSNNIYy &a6G2ySel NB aSt1 SN o62G(¢
was found on the surface near the hen run. Selzser was often taken on picnics and hunting parties and so are

fairly ommon. Apparently this variety was the favourite drink of George Bernard Shaw (George Haggarty,

pers comm).

{dzYYI NB 2F / NBIF3 FyQid {SINN}AOK
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archaeological evidence predating the" century was found. The late ul‘&:entury seltzer bottle found

nearby was evidence of activity in the vicinity of Tigh Vectican. Given the limited extent of these excavations,

it is possible that there are earlistructures on this site which have not yet been identified. Settlement shift

was a common phenomenon during the medieval and later period (James 2009) and so it is probable that

there was an earlier house site nearby. For example, theshagbed enclosw recorded to the south of

Structure 2 could possibly be the remains of an earlier building.

We know from the documentary sources that the site was occupied in the first quarter aB'fheentury and
the pottery retrieved from the site would be consésit with this date. Structure 1 was revealed as a stone
walled building, which may have had glass windows and probably a slate roof. Part of a rough cobbled
working surface was revealed within the building. No hearth was identified, and so this woblabpr have
been located towards the eastern end which was not fully excavated.

Structure 2 was larger than Structure 1 but not as substantially built and so it may have been an unroofed turf
and stone enclosure, perhaps an animal pen, rather than &bbuilding.

The enclosing bank was constructed of earth and stone and would have kept grazing animals out of the infield
in the summer. The bank was topped with stone and some holly trees. The holly could be either a hardy
remnant of a more mixed hegbrow or deliberate growth for fodder (C Mills, pers comm). No dating evidence
for the construction of the bank was found. So far no corn drying kiln has been identified.

This settlement was depicted as unroofed in the e century, so it had beenleared or abandoned by this
time. Sometime after the mid9" century, the structures were deliberately levelled.
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9.2 Clattochmore, Tarbet
9.2.1 Introduction

The second site to be investigated during the Hidden Heritage Project was at Clattachmbeg, WWhaere a

house belonging to the MacFarlanes of Arrochar was said to have been located in th]a?@a]dmtury (Fraser
1869 vol 2, 79). Clattachmore refers to a property on which Tarbat Manse was subsequently built, which is
now known as The Glebe @ury House. The Clattachmore®™® Sy (i dzNBE WRg St ft Ay 3IQ 41 &
singlestorey thatched house, measuring 34 feet long and 13 feet wide, with glass in the wirdewar(
manuscripty. ¢ KA a4 K2dza$ 6+ a RS&0NR& SR zantury ahd ivwasSnbtedds1860 NY & Ay
that portions of the foundations, level with the ground, could still be traced (Irving 1879, vol 2, 271 and Fraser

1869 vol 2, 79). There is also a local story that Robert the Bruce erected a castle at Clattochtribi®, b

likely that this has been confused with the royal castle that he built at Tarbert in Kintyre.
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w2éQa ahif Al NES"tedshbes th Filitdnkréad ofdssihg two streams which are
identifiable today (see Figure 26). A large rectangular structure is shown south of the road, between the two
streams. This is thought to be the school. Beside this are three structures which ard imalater maps as
Claddach [beg]The approximate site where theanse is now standing is shown occupied by two unnamed
structures, on the north side of the military road. This suggests that there were roofed structures here rather
than just a ruin. Netructures are depicted in this area time plan of the 1821, but the amse is shown on

the 25inch OS map of 1860 (see Figures 27 and 28) and so was built sometime between these dates. (A
reference to the construction of a manse in Arrochar in 1754t(Siratistical Account, Volume 3, 434) refers to

a building near the f%century church in Arrochar, which is now the Village Inn.)

Claddochmore was one of several residences occupied by the chief of the Macfarlanes during the late

medieval period, inciding Inveruglas Castle, Ela®vow and Tarbet Isle. After the destruction of the house at

/[ tFG020KY2NBE (GKS al OFIFINIFySa O02yaidiNUzOGSR + ySé K2dza S
Long (now in Arrochar) and bearing a date stone of 1697.
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The deskbased investigation and walkover survey, which took place in April 2013, highlighted the potential for
late medieval remains in the grounds of the Manse at Clattochmore. It was noted that the Glebe Country
House is built on a terrace overlookingetArrochar Primary School playing field and the current garden of the
Glebe Country House is split between two levels, partly on the upper terrace and partly on the lower terrace.
In the garden to the east of the house there was a very sligiiaped bak which was considered worthy of

further investigation as a potential house foundation, perhaps that noted in 1869. The garden was not
thought suitable for an initial geophysical survey because it was a small area and was waterlogged at the time.

Fourtrenches were dug in the grounds of the Glebe Country House during the week df4§7|ayl9th 2013
(see Figure 29).

The aims of the excavation were to:

9 explore the potential site of thae" century MacFarlane house;

9 identify the character and date ohe visible remains;

1 explore the potential for earlier structures and

1 provide training for the local community in archaeological excavation, recording and survey.

9.2.2 Trench 5 (see Figure 30)

Trench 5 was located in the Glebe garden to the east of thesé. It measured 10 m by 6 m and was located

over the Lshaped feature. The subsoil consisted of bands of orange brown clay sand (510) and gravel and grey
clay (509) at a depth of about 0.20n3 m below the surface. Subsoil was exposed only in the sigkes of the

trench. Three field drains were cut into the subsoil. Drain (503) consisted of a ceramic field drain laid within a
slot trench. The ceramic drain was at a depth of 0.3 m below the surface and alignedvestthouth-east.

Towards the cent of the trench another drain (505) with an offshoot (506) were seen as linear features ¢ 0.3

m wide, filled with a mixed brown and orange clay with coal. This feature was investigated with a small
sondage but a ceramic drain was not found before theeHmcame waterlogged.

A slight bank of gravel (507), measuring 1 m wide, ran east/west across the southern part of the trench and

part of a similar bank of gravel (508) ran north/south in the eastern part of the trench. These banks joined to
form an Lshaped feature. The bank (507) sealed the field drain (505). These layers and features were
themselves sealed by a layer of loose grey brown clay with numerous stones (501) which was abeut 0.2 m
0.3m deep. This deposit was interpreted as a cultivatedeyasdil as it contained patches of coal and garden
debris (502). There were also patches of charcoal, coal, clay and twigs (504) within layer (501). Numerous tree
roots had disturbed the soutkast corner of the trench. Layers (501) and (504) were #eated by turf and

topsoil (500) which was 0.1 m deep.
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Figure 27Plan of the Line of the Proposed Canal between Loch Long at Arrochar
and Loch Lomond at Tarbet. Survejad H. Baird, Engineer by James Horn Surveyor 1821.
Detail of Tarbet. Therera no buildings in the vicinity of the future manse. The structures to the north of the
stream are Tyneloan, Coilleach and an unknown struc{@easgow City Council Archiyes

: L Al
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Figure 28Tarbet depicted on the 25 inch to 1 mile first editionn@.
Dumbarton Sheet VI.14 Arrochar, Surveyed 1860, Published 1864. ©NLS
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Figure 29 Clattochmore, Tarbet, Location of Trenches 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 15 and 16.
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