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Executive Summary
Why research Iron Age Scotland?

The Scottish Iron Age providash data of international quality to link into broader, Europearde
research qestions, such as thatfrom wetlands andthe wellpreserved and dedp-stratified
settlement sites of the Atlantic zone, from crannog sites and from bdawin buildings The nature
of domestic architecture, the movement of people and resources, the spofadeas and the
impact of Rome are examples of topics that can be explosgdgScottish evidence. The period is
therefore important for understandindater prehistoric society, both in Scotland and across Europe.

There is a long tradition of researdm which to build, stretching back to antiquarian wowhich
represents a considerable archival resource. There are also opportunities through highly favourable
preservation conditionsas noted aboveThe Scottish Iron Agean produce rich, dense data of
international quality and there is great potential to exploit it more fully

Many topics remain to be explored, from the details of regional chronologies and settlement
sequenceghat have long been a key factor of research, to more innovative appesath social
structures, concepts of landscape and society, craft processes and the use of material objects to
AKI LIS LS2LX SQa tA@Sad ¢KS NBaSIHNOK RioNBIOEA2ya
more fullythe richnessand diversityof life inlron Age Scotland

QX

Panel Task and Remit

The Iron Age panedas asked to critically review the current state of knowledge, and consider
promising areas of future research intbe Scottish Iron Age. This is intended to help with the
building of testabledefensible and robust narrativaktat describe and explain societies from the
end of the Bronze Age to the formation of pddbman kingdoms and the arrival of Christianity
(c.80BC¢ ADB00). This will facilitate the work of those interested in the Sdotlien Age and help
set a trajectory for future researchilthough the remit of the current project is Scottish, it is
important that this research is undertaken within the wider context of developments in the rest of
Britain, Ireland and on the Continent.

¢CKAA NBLR2NIZ GKS NBadzZ G 2F (KS History & teSearciR&t A 6 S NI
as arenaLand as resour¢eéBuilding in the Roundsettlements, communities arehclosed places;

Relations between peoplandScotland in a bigger whl. The themes reflect the desire to uncover

the people of the Scottish Iron Age their local, regional andvider European contextThe

document, which outlines the different areas of research work and highlights promising research

topics, is reinforcedby material in an o#ine Wiki format which provides further detail and

resources. The Iron Age Scottish Archaeological Research Framework is intended as a resource to be
utilised, built upon, and kept updated, k@l thoseinterested in this period of @cii f Y RQ& LI a i
and into the future
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Future Research
The main recommendations of the panel report can be summarised under five key headings:

1 Building blocks The ultimate aim should be touild rich, detailed and testable narratives
situated within aEuropean context, and addressing phenomena from the longue durée to
the shortterm over international to local scales. Chronological control is essential to this
and effective dating strategies are required to enable generaémel analysis The
YASNBYIRA TIFOU2ND 27F | NOKI S 2 freogrisidg and gétantldhe Y dza
most out of informationrich sites as they appear.

o There is a pressing need to revisit the archives of excavated sites to extract more
information from existing resourcesotably through dating programmes targeted
at regional sequenceg, the Western lIsles Atlantic roundhouse sequence is an
obvious target.

o Many areas still lack anything beyond the baldest of settlement sequences, with
little understanding ofhe relations ketween key site types. There is a need to get at
least basic sequences from many more areas, either from sustained regional
programmes or targeted sampling exercises.

0 Much of the methodologically innovative work and new insights have come from
longrunning research excavations. Such lagmle research projects aran
important element indeveloping new approaches to the Iron Age.

9 Daily life and practice:There remains great potential to improveur understandingof
LIS2 L SQ& t A@Sa AfeshiappdacheNPayd integr&ion (bfesEndzani
newly-excavated data.

0 House use Rigorous analysis and innovative approaches, including experimental
archaeology, should be employed to get the most out of our understanding of daily
life through the $&rengths of the Scottish record, such as deposits within buildings,
organic preservation and waterlogging.

0 Material culture. Artefact studies have the potential to be far more integral to
understandings of Iron Age societies, both from the rich assemblaigthe Atlantic
area and lessich lowland finds. Key areas of concern are basic studies of material
groups (including the function of everyday items such as stone and bone tools, and
the nature of craft processeg iron, copper alloy, bone/antler and slea offer
LJ NI A Odzf F NI @8 3I22R SPARSYyOSO® hiKSNI 1Se G2
decorationand comparative approaches to assemblages to obtain synthetic views of
the uses of material culture.

o Field to feast Subsistence practices are areoarea of research essential to
understanding past society, but different strands of evidence need to be more fully
AYUGS3IANFYGSRY 6AGK | WFASER G2 FSIFadQ I LILIN
working of agricultural systems is poorly understoodpfragricultural processes to
cooking practices and cuisine: integrated work between different specialisms would
assist greatly. There is a need for conceptual as well as practical perspeoctiges
how were wild resources conceived?

o Ritual practice.Therehas been valuable work in identifying depositional practices,
such as deposition of animals or querns, which are thought to relate to Hoased
ritual practices, but there is great potential for further pattespotting, synthesis
and interpretation.
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1 Landscapes and regions

 /2y0SLIia 2F WNBIAZ2YQ 2N WLINPGDAYOSQ>X | YR K2¢
explored,becausethey are contentious, poorly defined and highly variable. What did
Iron Age people see as their geographical horizons, amddid this change?

1 Attempts to understand the Iron Age landscape require improved, integrated survey
methodologies, as existing approaches are inevitably partial.

¢ 1aLsSoia 2F GKS f1yRaoOlFILISQa LKeaAOlf F2N¥Y I
terms of vegetation (known only in outline over most of the country) and sea level
change in key areas such as the firths of Moray and Forth.

1 Landscapes beyond settlement merit further workg.ehe use of the landscape for
deposition of objects or peoplend what this tells us of contemporaperceptionsand
beliefs.

9 Concepts of inherited landscapes (how Iron Age communities saw and used this long
lived land) and socal resilience to issues such as climate change should be explored more
fully.

1 Reconstrucing Iron Age societiesThe changing structure of society over space and time in
this period remains poorly understood. Researchers should interrogate the data for better
and more explicithexpressed understandings of social structures and relations textwe
people.

1 The wider context. Researchers need to engage with the big questionshaingeon a
European level (and beyond). Relationships with neighbouring areas (e.g. England, Ireland)
and analogies from other areas (e.g. Scandinavia and the Low Caslrtae help inform
Scottish studies. Key big topics are:

0 The nature and effect of the introduction of iron

0 The social processes lying behind evidence for movement and contact

o Parallels and differences in social processes and developments

0 The changing rtare of houses and households over this period, including the role of

WadzoadlydArf K2dzaSaQz FNRY ONryy23a G2 oON

architecture, and the shift away from roundhouses.

The chronology, nature and meaning of hillforts arlder enclosed settlements.

0 Relationships with the Roman world.

(@]
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1. Introduction

The Iron Age has long been dominated by the
archaeology of settlement and settlement
design - the brochs, duns, wheelhouses,
timber and stonebuilt roundhouse
settlements, unenclosed platform
settlements, crannogsenclosed farmsteads
and hillforts that are familiar and, often, so
impressive. Uniquely, in the British context,
such sites in northern and western Scotland
have offered deep stratified sequences of
development that have given the opportunity
to observe @velopments, socially, culturally
and architecturally over time in considerable
detail. However, a broader vision of Iron Age
society is coming into focus, including
increasing funerary evidence, hitherto almost
absent, that reveals more about the
population itself.

It is, of course, the people of the Iron Age that
lie at the root of study. Personal identities can
be explored, as expressed through identifiers
of ranking, role, gender and age. The structure
of society as revealed through its material
remairs shows evidence of segregation,
differentiation and regional patterning. The
guestion of regional identites and
idiosyncracies as well as wider links to
communities elsewhere in Britain and in
Europe, and their variation over time, is an
important area @& enquiry. It has long been
argued that the people of Iron Age Scotland
were far from isolated and this has been
dramatically demonstrated by the discovery
of a burial accompanied by an assembled
chariot located at Newbridge, west of
Edinburgh, where datop and form show links
with the Continent, but the technological
details show insular origins. It is increasingly
apparent that materials goods and ideas
were being movedfor a variety of reasons
over very wide arem Keyresearch questions
revolve aroundthe nature ofthese contacts
and the role and extent of mobile people and
groups. The role of warfare and violence
cannot be undeestimated in this process,

with the need for greater precision and
interrogation of the archaeological evidence
in order to pecify itsmodi operandum

Important work has taken place in the
elucidation of environmental change at this
period. Further effort is needed to add detail,
precision and clarity to the chronology of
farming development, its nature, its place
within the landscape, its productivity and its
demographic outcomes.

Ultimately, the nature of society remains the
fundamental question In tackling this,
modern scholarhip must learn how to break
free from simple models, often reflecting
partial and patronisingviews of tribes and
elites transmitted to us fragmentarily by
classical writers,and developricher, more
rounded understandings of life in the Iron Age
as it was lived by prehistoric peoples.

The Iron Age panel was set up to incorporate
the study of the Rman impact on what is
now Scotland and it is important to consider
the relationship that Iron Age peoples of this
zone had with Rome and the wider world of
Empire. This interaction with a literate society
for the firsttime and what impact the Romans
had o local communities, and in turn, what
impact these peoples had on the rest of the
Roman Empire, are all important issues for
exploration. Traditionally, work has focused
on aspects of military history. More recently
there has been a more diverse appre@at of
other aspects of enquiry including the
organisation and nature of supply, the
diversity of peoples among soldiers and
civilians in the frontier zone, and a more
subtle understanding of interactions with the
local population. Roman Scotland is cehta
discussions relating to ethnicity and identity in
the past and has a considerable voice to add
to European and wider debates on frontier
fAFSd 2KIG
5AR (KSe& |ttt fSI@SK
at this time? How did thelongerterm
influence of the Roman world and its legacy

KILILISYSR 6KSyY
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influence the formation, nature and
organisation of the Pictish and other
emergent kingdoms? All of these issues form
critical research areas to explore.

For all its outwardly domestic character,
evidence for ritual and belief is a key feature
of Iron Age study. Can the apparently
straightforward and intuitively interpreted
evidence for the domestic sphere as retrieved
TNRY WaAYLX SQ
alrGAaFTrOG2NAT @
unusual sites such as Mine Howe, Orkney or
High Pasture Cave, Isle of Skyéth their
evidence for activities such as feasting,
sacrifice, deposition, hoarding, or metal
working? Natural, wet/boggy or isolated
places may also feature as ritual foci, with
artefacts and other items being deposited,
providing a rich resource in terms of
craftsmanship, raw materials and the
production and consumption of goods.

The quality of evidence from the Scottish Iron
Age represents considerable research
strength. Drystone architecture provides

detailed and stilstanding information on the
Iron Age built environment. Deep manade
soils contain proxy data that may indicate
how people used the landscape, and how this
changed over time. Wetland archaeology can
provide the kind of immediacy of view of life
in the past, through the unusual preservation
of organic materials, that is more generally
associated with shipwrecks. The long history
of research into the Iron Age has provided an

&SG04t InpBriant archivie thit Berits studyd S
02 YLJ NBR

GAGK WAaLISOALItQ
Undeastanding the nature of settlement,
landscape and subsistence remains a key
research area and traditional focus of the
Scottish Iron Age. Combining work on
artefacts with buildings and environmental
work will lead to a far more sharply defined
view of thelron Age in the future. Building on
these strengths through incorporating the
opportunities offered by human remains,
wetland preservation deeplystratified sites
and environmental work are important future
areas of lron Age research.
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History of Research

2.1 Antiquarian work and

syntheses

Interest in the Iron Age remains of Scotland
can be traced back at least to the latter part
of the eighteenth century. While thearly
antiquarians of England plundered barrows,
GkK2asS 2F {020GflyR WOt
stonelined souterrains. The earliest accounts,
though often imprecise, give tantalising
glimpses of finds now lostWiliam Roy
surveyed hillforts in the course bfs mapping
of Scotland in the 1750s (Roy 1793), whils i
known, largely from the Old Statistical
Accountthat excavations took place in the
latter half of the eighteenth century on a
variety of sites. For example, the Rev. Playfair
carried out the fist recorded hillfort
excavation, at Dunsinane Hill, digging a long,
narrow trench across the interior (Christison
1900, 86; Playfair 1819; Robertson 1799)
while Sir Walter Scott excavated at Green
Cairn, Fettercairn, Angus in 1796 (Brown
2003, 55) Vitrified forts were a particular
topic of early debate, focussed on whether
they were natural or artificial, and some were
excavated to cast light on this.¢e Williams
1777). The Society of Antiquaries of Scotland
was founded in 1780,but its interests
remaired rather disparate for the first few
decades, embracing history, numismatics,
travel writing etc as well as archaeology
although there are some important early
accounts of broch excavationge.g. Joass
1890) The Proceedings of the Society of
Antiquaries of Scotland (PSAS) was first
published in 1856, and it is only then that
substantial excavation reports began to
appear.

early

One recurring theme in #history of Scottish
Iron Age research is the role of the individual
¢ at key points the work of a very siha
number of researcherspushed knowledge
forward. Early researchensere often working
in the worlds of law and medicine with access
to the Edinburgh intellectual circles of the
day. Downturns in publication of excavations

4

of Iron Age sites frequently amide with the
death or retiral of key individualdJost were
independently wealthy. For the late
nineteenth century, examples includeeorge
Petrie and his work on the brochs of Orkney,
{ANJ CNI}yOSa ¢ NB & ok
Caithness brochs, andn ia nore eccentric
vein Christian Maclagan, a Stirling lady whose
inde nt aps_enabl r to crash .
%Eoﬁg‘ﬁ ﬁe glﬁé%té%ionso gﬁgnﬁ [%I%ss Eng R
gender. Though her interests were not
restricted to the lron Age, or even to the
British Isles, she did carry ouarious surveys
and an excavation on the hillfort on Mither
¢l 2Q . Syyl OKASO®

NNE Q¢

Nineteenthcentury archaeology benefitted

from two great synthetic surveys. The work of

Daniel Wilson (185 1863) drew together

many widelyscattered references, much of it
unpublished, including important sections on

LNRY !'3S NBYIFIAYyAaX HKAES
Scotland in Pagan Timg4883) synthesised

many of the early antiguarian excavations.

Anderson was a sefhade man, whose
archaeological career began as a
corresponding mmber of the Society whilst
g2NJAYy3 a | 22daNylFftArad A
1869, he was Keeper of the National Museum
of Antiquities in Edinburghand many of his
books and papers remain important today.
For instance, vwhout his work the results of
Tress BANE Q&4 RAIIAYyIEA AY
would have been lostwhile he published
important papers on brochg.g.1873, 1877)
and a wide range of artefactuglies (e.g 1885,
1904) These papers were placed firmly within
what he referred to as the Early Irorgéd, a
term which he insisted should not be ascribed
absolute dates (Graham 1976, 286).

0 NP (
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Flgureé: Photograph of Tress arr's eavation
at Nybster broch, Caithnes® RCAHMS

2.2 The roots of organised fieldwork

The beginnings obrganised fieldwork lay in
this late nineteenth century period. Much of it
was driven by interests in specific monument
types, often with a regional focus. Examples
I NB adzy NB Qa a dzNBS e
crannogs (focussed in Ayrshire initially, but
rangingmuch further afield; Munro 182), the
work of Petrie (and later Grant) on Orkney
ONBOK&aX 2NJ GKS
hillforts such as Dunadd and Traprain Law.
This focus on a region and a monument type
has remained a recurring thentgesuch as he
work of Scott and Lethbridge on Western Isles
wheelhouses in the mi@0th century, and in
the post?2 I NJ LISNA2RZ
work on complex stone architecture in
western  Scotland or excavations on
promontory forts in NE Scotland

The late 19 century saw the beginning of
adzNBSe
on hillforts 898, while the founding of the
Royal Commission put this survey programme
on a regular basis, with later prehistoric
monuments being systematically recorded.
From the arliest Inventories, survey was
often followed by excavation, and many Iron
Age sites were trenched by Commission
surveyors, with important results, until the
1970s.

The death of Christison in 1912 and the
retirement of Joseph Anderson in 1913,

{20AS0G¢@

LINEANF YYSaz y2i

followed by the outbreak of WWI, correspond
with a drop in archaeological activities in
Scotland. Thefollowing years saw dull in
activity, but with notable exceptions, in
particular ! h /dNIS FyR W
excavations on the hillfort at Traprain Law
(Creel923; 1924; Cree and Curle 1922; Curle
1915; 1920; Curle and Cree 1916; 192myl
work on thebrochs of Midhowe andurness
on Orkney(19301939) (Callander and Grant
1934; Hedgest al.1987).

2.3 Synthesis and survey in the re2d™
century

The arrivh of Gordon Childe makes a useful
marker for the incepgbn of professional
archaeologyHe arrived in Edinburgh in 1927
to take up the Abercromby Chair of
Vr@istong:l‘; ACBREOIPIY 2 yHis apprticular
interest in the phenomenon of vitrified forts
led to excavatins at Finavon, Angusnd
Rahoy, Argyllas well as some experimental
wosky (Childe; 1989 NISEGhHe spB0Ny
Thorneycroft 1938)Childe also provided two
highly influential syntheses of Scottish
archaeology, the first since Anderson (Childe
1935; 1946), whic included important
summaries and interpretations of the Iron Age

al OYARIERRCe x v 32 NI | v i

During World War IlI, the hiatus in
archaeological activity is less noticeable.
Indeed, wartime service even provided
archaeological opportunities for some; J K St

pogephsused R 3t §opne Aifieldslo Cary n g

out aerial reconnaissance of the area and
Peggy Piggott was engaged by the Office of
Works to excavate sites commandeered for
civil defence purposesGerhard Bersu was
invited to Scotland in the immediately pest
war yearsafter his internment and before his
return to Germany, to excavate on a number
of sites (Bersul948a. 1948b CloseBrooks
1983), and his work was signifita
methodologically in the excavation of timber
roundhouses.

2y
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The postwar years were dominated by
ati SYLJaa G2 L)X e / KNRa
of the British Iron Age to Scotland (Hawkes
1959. This was championed by Stuart Piggott,
/| KAt RSQa adz00S&aaz2N) Ay
key element in the interpretations of the
RCAHMS surveys of the Border coumtie
(Piggott 1966; RCAHMS 1956, 1957, )9B7
was supported by excavation to provide type
sequences, much of it conducted under the
auspices of he Scottish Universities Field
School, sponsored and funded by the ancient
universities in Scotland. Peggy Ritg
directed Scottish Field School excavations at
Hownam Rings (Piggott 1948), Hayhope
Knowe (Piggott 1949), Bonchester Hill (Piggott i e aiass o - 8
1950) and Milton Loch Crannog (Piggott Figure 3: Hownam Rings,
1953). In the first three, her research aim was ~ RCAHMS
to elucidate the development of théillforts
of southern Scotland by testinthe Hawkes
and Piggott modell(948). HownanRings was
to become a type site for Iron Age forts of ~ Century
eastern Scotland; concerted deconstruction of  Two things served to destroy this framework:
t A332G0Qa Y2RSt RAR vy 2tie dN@dphentdand drasingyavaitiyflity off § K S
late 1970s(Armit 1999. The publication of radiocarbon dates, and the explosion of
The Iron Age in Northern BritaiiRivet (ed.) excavated evidence from the first rescue
1966) represents the culmination of this G022Yé ®d C2NJ GKS {O2G0AaK |
LISNAZ2RSE 6AGK GKS LINBaASHIGYIDAS v o257 GtKBI IpinGga a w2
a0 NHzOG dzNB 2F LINR GA y OS & of thy WestRS Blag¢ g/Yauhg &CR8dhatdkad Y Q &
adzZNSe ylfteaaas | 2dzy 31960; BahNg 19729/ althogh dhSiNdtenl y R
{ G SOSYy a dtifed artefdrts, all framed slow publication and lack of synthesis has
within a Hawkesian ABC Iron Age. limited their impact. From the 1970s the

amount of excavated settlement sites

exploded. In the Atlantic zone, examples such

as the roundhouses of Bu and Quanterness

and the broch complex of Howe (Hedgest al.

1987, vol 1 Renfrew 1979, 18198 Ballin

Smith 1994) led to radical reappraisal of the

development of brochs, questioning earlier

work such as Hamilton1968, 97101) and

MacKie {965ab, 1971, while work in the

sand and gras landscapes of southern and

eastern Scotland included important work on

souterrains at Newmills and Dalladies

(Watkins1980ab), developing the key earlier

synthesis and excavation of Wainwright

(1963). East Lothian was a particular focus,

including thekey sites of Dryburn Bridge and

Broxmouth. This work was synthesised in an

Roxrg S Ill

2.4 Rescue and research in the later™20
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important conference which was published in
1982 (Harding 1982), destroying the Hownam
sequence for the soutleast. Sadly the energy
devoted to this deconstruction was not
matched ty the will to create another
paradigm, partly due to the lacuna created by
the delayed publication of Broxmouth and
other sites.

This unfortunatesituation was identified by
Historic Scotland as a cause for concern and
resulted in the initiation of The Hiwic
Scotland Backlog Project (Barclay and Owen
1995). This was successful in bringing to
completion many important delayed
publications mostly in PSAS. Scottish
Archaeological Internet Reports (SAIR) should
now be able relieve suclpressure on print
publication.

Archaeological aerial survey has played an
increasing role in the postar years, from its
earliy beginnings in the 1920s (Crawford 1930,
276). The end of the war saw the RAF
undertaking a survey of the entire country
from the air, while from 188 oblique aerial
photographic reconnaissance was sponsored
by the University of Cambridge Committee for
Aerial Photography (CUCAP), conducted by J K
St Joseph. His interests were principally
Roman, but the results often included the
discovery of cropmarkimdicating the remains

of later prehistoric sites (St Joseph 1951;
1955; 1958; 1961; 1965; 1969; 1973; 1977,
MpTyo® { G W2aSLIKQa
1980 but from 1975, archaeological aerial
survey was also undertaken by the Royal
Commission on theAncient and Historical
Monuments of Scotland (RCAHMS 1994, 6),
while flying in northeast Scotland was
undertaken by Aberdeen Aerial Surveys and
by Barri Jones (Shepherd & GréRP6 Jones

et al. 1993). Today, the corpus is dominated
by the massive amoundf data accumulated
since 1975, much of it documenting new
discoveries of cropmark sites. The most recent
RCAHMS regional surveyi®990, 1994, 1997,
2007) represent important steps in
synthesising and understanding this mass of

evidence; it is to be hopethat further such
synthetic regional efforts will be pursued.

The 1980s saw the foundation of lengnning
Universitybased excavation and survey
programmes, especially in the Northern and
2 SAGSNy LatSazr &dzOK
Sanday (Hunter2007 Dockrill 2007 and
southern ShetlandNicholson & Dockrill 1998;
Dockrill et al. 2010 & forthcoming,
ORAYOdZNHKQA 62N)] 2V
(e.g. Harding & Dixon 2000; Harding &
Gilmour 2000 > FyR /I NRAFT
work on S Uiste.g.Parker Peaxm & Sharples
1999; Branigan & Foster 1995, 200This has
proved a great stimulus for the archaeology in
these areas, with modern excavation results
and interpretations leading to fierce debates
and radical reinterpretations of the Atlantic
Iron Age. Otkr areas have seen less research
effort, but notable exceptions are landscape
approaches in E Lothian (Haselgraz@09),
Angus (Dunwell & Ralston20089 and
Caithness (Heald & Jacks@fA01), while the
under-studied areas of Wigtownshire (Cavers
2008 and tre Moray coastal plain (Hunter
2002 Joneset al. 1993 have seen badly
needed work.

Much of this more recent research has
operated in synergy with the second rescue
boom, with developeffunded archaeology.

plannirg policy (NPPG5) since the early 1990s
has had a huge impact on Scottish
archaeology in general, as can be observed
from a review of Discovery and Excavation in
Scotland. Major infrastructure projects in
particular have resulted in the excavation of
some &tremely important later prehistoric
sites, such as Forest Road, Kintore,
Aberdeenshire (Cook & Dunb&008 and
Phantassie, East Lothian (Lelong & MacGregor
2008). This has included areas outwith the
traditional foci of research, such as the Moray
plain Murray 2007; Cressey & Anderson
2011) and RenfrewshireH]lis 2008 ¢
(20040 @2f dz¥YS 2y

I O (The@proligiod sor @rehyleblagy’ daS Srottidhy” i A €

| F NRAY3IQ
§KS y2NIKS!



Iron Age Scotland: SCARF Panel Report

LNRY ! 3S¢3s F2tt26Ay3
of Anderson, Childe and Piggott, sought to
draw some of this material into broader
interpretations, although the pace of
development means that much material is
unsynthesised, or unpublished in sufficient
detail.

2.5 Controversies

It was noted above that key individuals have
often played an important role in driving
research. Disputes lbeeen individuals have
also been an important motor for research
such as the controversy over the finds from
crannogs on the Clyde, subsequently revealed
as modern fakes (Hale & San@605, or
views on the evidence of material culture as
indicators of ontacts and chronology (MacKie
1965ab, 1971 cf Clarke 1970, Lan&987).
Brochs and related complex drystone
architecture has been a lorginning source
of controversy, from the disagreements
between Anderson and Ferguson in the late
19" century (Andersm 1877; Ferguson 1878)
the debates between Scott and Graham in the
mid 20" century (Scott 1947, 1948; Graham
1947) Harding versus MacKie in more recent
years (e.g. Harding 1984, 2000a; MacKie
1965ab, 1983, 1994, 2008, 2010)and
debates between the Edburgh and
Sheffield/Cardiff field projects on the Western
Isles Parker Pearsogt al. 1996; Armit 1997a,
1997b; Sharples & Parker Pearson 1997,
Gilmour & Cook 1998 This vibrancy of
debate and variation of opinion has been
important feature in keeping e subject
fresh, although at times the debatdas
become a little selhbsorbed.

F: tarce
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Figure 4. One of the artefacts 'recovered’ from
Dumbuck crannog, which were later shown to be
fakes,© RCAHMS

2.6  Chronological Schemes

The ThreeAge Systemwas embracedin
Scotland before England (Rowd€pnwy 2007
and see also the ScARF Neolithic Panel
report). In the first synopsis of the Scottish
Iron Age, Joseph Anderson (1883) insisted
that this period should not be assigned
absolute datesas te felt, understandably at
the time, that prehistory could have no

specific chronology. Since théine G SNY WL NR Y

I 3 $a3 been used in Scotland for a period
beginning as late as the first century BC, a full
four centuries after it was understoodby
Hawkes and Kendrick (19310 begin in
southern England on the basis of theories

Ay @2t @A yasing,
02 2y fepraading
(Piggott 1958, 75)

a Céltisspeaking
slowly  wgountry
This  diffusionist

perspective (together with its exaggerated
time-lag) however, beame unsustainable in

the face of new evidence and Piggott (1966, 3)

subsequently backdated

thaception of iron
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using to 550BC Following the radiocarbon
revolution (Renfrew 1973),later writers
moved the date even earlier, to the seventh
eigth century BC (e.g. Harding 1974, 14;
Ritchie and Ritchie 1981, 89he Iron Age has
in the past been understood to terminate
with the Roman invasion of AD78 or in the
GKANR OSyildzNE !'5 2NJ f}
scheme is followed. Despite problems
discussed in wre detail below, this is still
used by some researchers (e.g. Armit 1997;
Armit and Ralston 2003), sometimes in a
modified form (e.g. Hingley 1992, in which the
terminal date was set at AD20(h order to
separate clearlyhe Pictsas an early Medieval
phenomenor).

However, a project by Needhaet al. (1997),
aiming to establish an independent
chronology for British Bronze Age metalwork
through a programme of radiocarbon dating
of associated organic materials, has led to a
revision of the dating of LBA etalwork
assemblagesThis includes the backdating of
the end of Ewart Park metalwork from 700BC
to c. 800BC, suggesting that the EBA
transition should also be backdated hipout

a century (Needham2007;6 dziT OF h Q/
2006). There is no good reasonin the
evidenceto suggest a timéag between the
development of styles of metalwork in later
prehistory in different areas of BritaifThere

is a danger, of course, that the dating of
events in the Early Iron Age jsropelled
backwards as a result of th¢fL} G $lthdzQ
radiocarbon calibration curve, which begins at
around 800BCSuchuncertainiescan only be
resolved through future work, and for now it
would seem reasonable to use 800BC as a
useful marker for the beginning of the Iron
Age (though the queson of the introduction

of iron is another contentious one; there is
some evidence for its use in Britain from the
10" century BC(Collardet al. 2006), but very
little sign of its early use iBcotland.The use
of Bayesian statistics to separate out tA#S
dates that fall within theplateau on the
radiocarbon calibration curve is a highly
promising avenue for further research.

Since the late 1970s/early 1980s, however,
some archaeologists working in Scotland have
adopted a chronological scheme knows the
long Iron Age based on a Scandinavian model,
breaking down perceived barriers between
the Late Bronze Age, the Iron Age and the
EaByNJdistbriE petriod Aril 2akdiny Maursiomns e ¢ = 0
the Norse, rather than the Roman army, as
the terminus of the periode.g.Chapman and
Mytum 1983; Ralston 198Maselgrove et al.
2001, 3 Harding2004 Haselgrove et al. 2001,
3). The long Iron Age therefore covers the first
millennia BCand AD (as epitomised in the
naming of theFirst Millennia Studies Groyp
and has been sumarised by Parker Pearson
and Sharples (1999)thus:

TablelY t I NJ SNJ t SINBE2Y YR {KI N
for chronological divisions within the Long Iron
Age

Label Chronological Spar

Early Iron Age 700-100BC

Middle Iron Age 200BGAD400

Late Iron Age  ADB300-900

A somewhat looser definition of the Later Iron
!2%/%/&AN§(7\ Y u KS AT)\,N\E 0 YAf f,Sy
b2NRS aSuufSYSyué o! NYAO
for the Scottish Archaeological Forum of 1988;

as Armit (1990b, 4 0 S E LJ | AefiR & Xy 2
RFiSa woeSNBEB8 3IAPSYy F2N (K.
Ot SFNXI & Iy IFNDAGNI NE 2y SX
term Late/Later Iron Age has been used more

precisely Sharples and Parker Pearson (1999)

define it variously as AD3@D0 or AD400

800. Downes and Ritchie (B3) quote it as

AD306800. Most recently, Harding (2004, 3)

KFd FNHdZSR FT2NJ I awtz2y3Q
WSIENITeQ NBLINBaSydaa aLJ
Southern Britain would cover the whole of the
prew2Yly LNRY ! 3Ss FyR Wil
the first millennim AD from around its

! This is_the chronological same outlined in R
tFNJSNI tSIFENRZ2Y 'y R { KIF NLJX S
concluding chapterlt is contradicted in Chapter

One, where the scheme is outlined as Late Bronze

Age/Early Iron Agec( 1206100BC), Middle Iron

Age €. 200BCAD 400) and Pictish or phéiking

Late Iron Agec{ AD406800) (ibid. 1999, 15).
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aSO02y R .|jTie RED SydkFs between
these two brackets becomes the Roman Iron
Age Harding rejects the use of the term
Middle Iron Age in a Scottish context, arguing
that it constrains the occupation of brochs to
Gl £ AYAG S orithdkeycentiries

F NRPdzy R GKS {dz2Ny

perceived failing would seem to b more
than conventional depending upon a rigid
classificatior2 ¥ o0 NP OKa | & WYA

The usefulness of the terdibng Iron Ag€has
become paritularly apparent in the Western
and Northern Isles (e.g. Armit 1990a; Downes
and Ritchie 2003), where in the past cellular
o0dzAf RAy3da KIF@S o06SSy
despite the evidence fotocal continuity in
architectural tradition, the lack of written
records and the geographical distance from
the Pictish heartland The  greater
chronological fluidity offered by the term
allows the archaeologist to appreciate the
evolution of architectural traditions and social
developmentin the longue duré and over
wide, and environmental very distinct, areas.
The use of this long Iron Ageflects adistinct
movement of interesttowards the study of
the Northern and Western Isles over the past
twenty years In the south and east of
Scotland, the Norse incursion che no more

a logical stopping point than the Roman
invasion or the first historical mention of the
Picts is in the Atlantic north and west. There is
much to be said for the adoption of a
chronological scheme that does not lay so
much stress upon the sigitance of the dates
of the earliest surviving written records, and
the rather artificial divisions between later
prehistoric, Roman and Early Historic periods
which result from this.

It is clear from this discussion that there is no
universally acceptedhronological scheme for
the Scottish Iron AgeAlthough it has been
said that the traditionally defined Iron Age
(quoted as 700BC to AD500) merges
WAYLISNOSLIGAGE2@Q Ayd2
1997, 15), there is evidence for major

10

changes in the settleent record of many
areas fromc. AD40O if not fromc. ADDO0.

2.7  Previous research frameworks
Looking back over other syntheses and

d f‘re%earéﬁﬁrérﬁe\ﬁo}[kkf & 2 ¥Wcdtable how often
NB OdzNX ¢ K ¢

GKS alyYS (KSYSa
_survey (Hawkes & Piggott 1948,-941047))
Riag PamédNR o/ diffisiisRorld view, but
many of the issues are familiar: issues of
chronology, regional patterning, ways of life
on different settlements (with crannogs
specified as a priority for investigation), the
problem of hillforts (vith a recommendation

excavation of a few), the lack of knowledge of
burials and religion, and a sparsity of work on
WAYRdzAGNE F YR
in all these areas, but as this document shows,
all these topics are stitlurrent.

I Aad2NRO {0204t yRQa&
priorities (Barclay 1997) were necessarily
more limited in outlook, and significant
progress has been maden certainaspects.
Our knowledge of roundhouses and
souterrainsis now mut better, andwe have
teased out something of the sequence to
cropmark sites in their identified key areas of
southeast Scotland and Angus (Haselgrove
2009; Dunwell & Ralston 2008). Other topics
remain current and valid: responses to
environmental changethe primary use and
internal structure of brochs; burials; the
chronology and significance of decorated
pottery; and the need to study the context of
Wwa i NI e

Other recent reviews have all looked at
versions of the same themes. Mostnsiyetic
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purview, which considered five themes:

chronology; settlements, landscapes and
people; material culture; regionality; and
processes of change. Hingley (1992) Spllt
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had a structure similar to this document in
many ways: households/houses;
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communities/enclosed sites; regional
organisation; production, circulation and
consumption; ritual belief and deposition.
Armit & Ralston (2003a) used a threefold
division of Atlanticeast, and southwvest, with

a more limited focus on settlement,
environment and economy which fitted the
theme of the volume. This SCARF document
has engaged withparts of the problem in a

2.8 Future Resarch Recommendations

different way, to try to encourage integration
different sources bevidence. In looking back
to 1948, our knowledge of and perspectives
on the Ilron Age have transformed
dramatically but many of the essential
concerns of chronology, regionality and
understanding settlements and material
culture, remain.

The following have been identified as key future research areas and issues:

9 Existingarchival and artefactuatollections provide a valuable resource that would be
rewarding to exploit, especially research into antiquarian work. &tmoration of the social

networks of the early archaeologists, tracing influences and the development of ideas would

help enrichand clarifycurrent understandings of the Iron Age.

1 Identifying current archaeologists (and their archives), from whom mecent oral history
could be captured, would also provide a richly important potential source of information

11
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3. Land as arenag place &
territory

3.1 Introduction

Wandscap@is the arena in which evergcal
aspect of human settlement and life takes
place. As such, land and watdorm the
natural canvas and frame which on the one
hand may shape human activities and
responses, but equally may be adapted and
changed bythem. As a result it is easy to
become overly deterministic in our
approaches to latlscape, reflecting what has
become a traditional school of landscape
history, which simply aims to find out what
happened in the past and where. This is the
approach which reads its history through the
form of features that break the natural
contour, striging them together in
sequencesbased upon vertical and horizontal
stratigraphy that trace a series of events
cumulatively leading to the present day. Here,
in a nutshell, lie the principles behind Historic
Landscape Assessment and Characterisation,
which seek to identify these fossils of the past
in the modern patterns of fields and
plantations. Furthermore, it is an approach
GKFO YAIKG faz2z oS
itself to palaeeenvironmental techniques for
the examination of landscape change.

Over the last thirty years, however, pest
processual  perspectives have greatly
influenced how landscape is perceived, and
therefore studied in archaeologysgeeBender
1993; Tilley 1994; Ashmore & Knapp 1999)
¢ KNR dzZ3 K & dzOK
seen as a backdrop for activities of the past or
an analytical resource; instead it is a more
' YOATJdz2dza O2y OS LI
entity that exists by virtue of it being
perceived, experlenced and contextualised by
LIS2L) SQ o!
perspective the Iandscape iS not separate
from practices, and its understanding is
gained through experiences. Research themes
such as biographies, metaphors and

12
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phenomenology have their origins in these
perspectives.

British Iron Age studies aréncreasingly
incorporating these approaches as
researchers consider the variety of social
relations, experiences and negotiations
between people, place and landscape (see
Bevan 1999; Sharplest al. 2008 for
examples). This has been an important
developmen for exploring Iron Age
settlement ¢ moving away from only site
based analyses to contextualise sites through
a greater theorised approach to landscape

and the environs. For Iron Age spaces
02y OSLJia 2 ¥ Wil ala
(Ingold 2000), and archeologies of

inhabitation (e.g. Chadwick2004), have
provided new ways to consider the spaces
between settlements and the meaning of
living in the landscape.

To these can be added questions stemming
from two fundamental themes: population
and territory. What was the size of the overall
population? How was it disposed regionally?
How did it develop through the*Imillennium
BC? And what were the territories that

occupying? These ardargely unattainable
ambitions but they feed into every aspect of
our understanding of the past. For example,
do the settlements that are recorded
represent the totality of the population, or
smaller subsets? What is the nature of the
household that occupies a broch, for
example? Are these téhtgwers of the elite or

indeed, howlargeis thishouseholdand how
dges itrelate to jts neighbours, and do those

% K S N@atiotshigs ¥nay ShekidRd, Hbig trué $r

Orkney or the Western Isles? Are there
missing seiors of these societies that are

a KY 2 N¥om ghis Y y | stdely 186558 P Rcodnibble signatures in

the surviving archaeology?

While these sorts of questions provide
numerous avenues to progress Scottish Iron
Age studies, it is important thatit is
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recognisel that many areasare still locked
firmly in the early days of data collection. To
take forts and their landscapes as an example,
since the first systematic attempt to solve the
chronological puzzle that they present in the
Borders at Hownam Ring®me 60 years ago
(Piggott 1948, only the low land hillfort at
Broxmouth, East Lothianhas beenalmost
entirely excavated and that now thirty years
ago. No unploughed example haser been
dug to this extent. Settlement studies
necessarily must transpose what little is
known for a tiny minority to the silent
majority. For years yet to come any
understanding of settlement patterns in the
landscape will be extensively founded on
uneven survey data in which the values and
chronologies of the various constituents are
barely exploredand certainly not reliable.

The sections that follow are fairly traditional,
hedged around with the limitations ofhe
data. Nevertheless, it is important not to lose
sight of questions relating to how the
landscape shapes the lives of those living
there andvice versahow these relationships
change across space, and how they may be
manifested in the cultural residues of
archaeological deposits. By investigating such
guestions using different methodologies it
allows assumptions about life and death that
are embedded in more traditional approaches
to the Scottish Iron Age to be challenged and
tested.

3.2  Reconstructing environmental

change

Climate and Climate Change

The Iron Age is taken here to mean the period
between c. 80BC and ¢c. AD500,the latter
date a median estimate given the
diachroneity of this boundary across Scotland.
Climate reconstructions which reflect the very
longterm, Milankovitchdriven  millenial
relationship between the Earth and the Sun
(Davis et al. 2003) suggest summer

13

temperatures in north west Europe, inclirdy
Scotland, to have been slightly warmer than
today, and winter temperatures not dissimilar
to today. It is the more abrupt, centennial
scale climatic fluctuations superimposed on
these trends that had at the very least,eth
potential to impact on human livelihood
(deMenocal 2001; Berglund 2003; Turnety
al. 2005; Charman 2010). The summary here
is a description and synthesis of
palaeoclimatic data only. Inferred human
responses to Iron Age climate change are
considered lagr.

Bondet aQa o6 mMdppTt 0 NBO2NR
YIENRYS ASRAYSYI
icebergs to the latitude of western Ireland,
centred on c. 800BC, is a graphic though
poorly resolved description of the
hemispheric, probably global scale diis
rapid climate change (Mayewskt al. 2004;
Chamberset al. 2007). Oppo, McManus and
Cullen (2003) report cold ideearing surface
ocean water off western Ireland between
110BC and c. 400BC, the only time this
occurred in the last. 5000 years, écause the

a3Jdz F AU0NBI YE gl a
resources would almost certainly have
collapsed.

Measures of storminess will have been
related to the strength of the North Atlantic
jetstream. Wilsonet alQa oOoHANANO
identified the periodc. 1106450BC as one of
widespread sand blow, as do Bjorck and
Clemmensen (2004) in Denmark, but
increased storminess is also recognised in
several case studies after 500BC (Wilsort

al. 2001; Wilson 2002; de Jorey al. 2009),
and in the Outer Hebrides Gilbertscet al.
(1999) foundthat only the centuries after
AD200were as affected.

Temporal detail comes from more closely
dated terrestrial records. Speleothem data are
annually resolvable but complex in the
climatic variables they describe. McDermott
et alQ 200D record from western Ireland is
regarded as describing annual temperature
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