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ENCLOSURE, CATHRIE (SI TE) . Nat i on

a~:-I / t QS

rj<P '6
i

(1'
Surveyair-phot o ;raphs reveal

(1) CPE! SCOT! TJK 245,5028-9.

a se ment of the di t ch of an enclo3ure as crop- mark i n cultivated :field

700 yds . " • of Cathri - 0 The enclostu'e, hi ch i s s ituated ~t a h~i ht o~

500 ft . O.D. on t he edge of s l i .ht slope over l ooking a burn, is not visible

on t he g ound , but the ph t Otl"r aphs s u " es t t hat it as avalon pl an and

eas ured sbme 180 f t. by 130 f t.

up i n .t hA s ame :fiela at t he i

41+8057

xxi N..E . ( unnot ed.)

ong t he axes. A orkcd flint was pi cked

of' vi s it .

26th April 1951 .



Fire.

FORT CLATCI-LtlJID CRAIG (INV.J!,""'NfORY NO.5). There is nothing to

add to the plan and description given in the Jnverrtory.

vi S.B. 24.Al'ril



Fife.

FORTS .AND HOTS, DUNEARN h""ILL (INVENTORY NO. 75). A plan of thi s

sit e was made in 1952, and t he following not es shou l d be subst i t uted

f or the descr i ption g iven in the I nventory.

The ~emains comprise thr e e distinct wor ks :

La) . .An Earl y Iron Age contour fort wi t h double wall s ;

(b ) . A circular , single- walled semi-broch super imposed on (a) •

Lc) . Three hut circles pr-esun.ab l y of l a t er d.at e than the
1J~\ 

f ort, but whos e chronological relationship t o the J..br och

is uncer t ain.
/Wl..~~

The ma j or acceee- of t he hill lies E. & W. , and the ground

i s hi ghe s t near the y;~ end )at the poi nt occupied by t he semi -

b roch. The s ummit area is narr ow and elongated , wi t h a we l l -

marked shoul der f r om which the ground f a l l s steeply f or over

100 f 't . to I . & S. On t he E. s ide only a sligh~ gul ly separates

the h i l l from a neighbouring ridge, but on the N. t he appr oach

is imp eded by. a l och beyond wh i ch lies a parallel ridge.

The Fort. The inner wall of the fort is r edu c ed t o a tickle

of s tones from the point wher-e it emerges from the p l ant at i on.Jr ound

r
t he W. shoulder of t h e hil l.. llie remains are inte~pted a short

dist ance from the '2f{. corner of the semi-br och , but the line is

continued by three contiguous outer f acing s tones (totalling 6 ~t.

i n length) immediatel y b eLow t he serni-b roch wall a t t his cor ner, and

then by a tickle interspersed wi t h occasional outer facing stones

from the SEe corner of the semi-b roch. Only a s ingle coar-se of

facings is v i s ibl e, the s t ones employed being large b oulder s mea suring

up to 3 f t . 3 i ns. in length and 1 ft . in depth. Th e outer wall

is f irst v i s ible on the S. side . oppos i t e the centre of the semi-broch

::Jld 15 ft. b e l ow the inner wall . It ~akes t h e f orm of a t errace wi t h

only a f' ev loose s tones on the sur f ace. Half ""ay between the semi

t"....c...c..R
broch and t h e :& end of the f ort, b oth wa l l s are breached by a~

wh i ch as c ends t he :.tlm hi l l diagonally f rom SE. The f act that t he
l~~rvcci

terminals of the out er wa.Ll, a r e ~lightly i :tlgt"ooveil s uggest s t hat

t his may b e an original ent r ance. From here to t he pl antat i on dyke ,

b oth wall s show an impres s ive amount of s tone , sugge sting that t hey

wer e/



2.

wer e built of stone throughout. Both of them have been breached a t

t he eastern apex , but the gaps are pr ob abl y secondary. To the N.

of the dyke, the inner wal l is reduced to a heavy stone s cree wh i ch

covers the upper part of the slope of the hill, whil e t he outer wall

is represented by a rickle of stones along the edge of the loch and

then by a terrace wh i ch continues as far as the return of' the dyke.

To t he iV. of the dyke, the terrace expands and then dies out opposite

t h e W. end of the inner ·wall. The outer wall probably followed the

edge of this terrace, returning inward~ round the e nd arid. t erminat i ng

against a rocky s carp, but it has been robbed t o provide material

for the three later huts which occupy the whol e ext ent of the expanded

terrace.

The huts have t h emse l v es been r obbed and only occasional... . .

f ac ing st ones , some of' 'wh i ch are upright, ar e now traceable. The

wa l l s h ave apparent l y b een about 3 ft. i n thickness , and the i nt er i or s

of t he huts are slightly scooped out: no details of the ent r ances

are pr es erved.

Semi-Brach. As already s t ated , this structure occupies the

ni g.1-les t point of the s i t e , and overlies the innermost wall of the

fort on the N. & S. sides. Its wal l has been bua.L t of stone

throughout and measures some ft. in t hicknes s. _li.t t he

the wall appears as a mas s of debris,
C;~ .

in sA.t.Jt~ at one point , and excavation
b<~

On t he /W. side t he ~all has been

pr e s ent t i me it is r epresented by a stony, grass - covered.. mound
-uW ~

on t he/ 8: & ., on whach sides one coarse of outer f acings ia

/
t he facings are l {U'ge . . .,

traceable almost .continuously: boulders Obviously pil~aged fram
S

t he f ort wall . 0.L the . side
I

t hough two cot-ses are visible

would doubtless reveal mor e.

mut uli t a t ed by an observa.t ion pos t a nd by another modern enclosure.
vJ

.A slight gap in t h e i. s i de of t he wal l may Inar }<;i t he pos i ti~n of t he
I

original entrance but there are no v i sible internal features.

2187 xl N, W. 6 }Ugtlst 1952

I
M~~ ....' .' .\'~" " " " '"
P:.-.'. i'\l ..

r I I. .•I tv ,-',:-' ..
; 1'1 . R .
! RE VS ..1_ _ .-_ ....-....._---
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CMJERON

BRaCH, DROMCARROW CRAIG. The ruined structure that stands on the

highest point of Drumcarrow Craig, and which is described as a "supposed

cairn" in the Inventory of Fife (1 ) , is patently a broch , Ui~ ebs !:: "to

Few brochs can have occupied a more

corrmandd.ng situation , f or although D:rumcarrow Craig only attains a height

of 71 1· ft. O. D.) it dominates t he countryside for many miles around j and

enjoys a particularly wide view northwards across t h e estuaries of the

rivers Eden and Tay!. and eastwards over the coastal plain from St. Andrews

to Fife Nes s. Th e broch-builders, however, have clearly been attracted to

t he site not only by the outlook, b ut also by the fact that amp-£e supplies

of suitable building material are readily available; for the rugged mass
t)t

of trap~which the hill is composed outcrops on the su.mmit in the form of

parallel ridges, lying approximately E. and W. , whose rock faces are

fractured by ice and easily quarried.

The broch is almost a perfect circle on plan (Fi gs . & ), and

is one of the largest so far recorded, having an internal diameter of

(2)1., 6 ft. 6 ins. For the most part the wall appears to have been about

17 ft . in thickness) although at one point it narrows to 14 f t . 6 ins. and

at another point expands to 1 9 ft.: the latter measurement may however

be due to local displacement of the lower courses when the superstructure

collapsed. As t he plan shows (Fi g. ) the outer face of the wall is

traceable f or the greater part of the circuit ,and on the W. side, wher e it

is encompassed by a mass of fallen masonry, some of whi ch has been

employed to build a modern cairn, it is still standing to a height of at

least 3 ft. in three courses. The facings are composed of Large , r oughly

dressed blocks up to 3 ft. in len~h wnf.ch, in t ypi cal broch fashion, have

been brought to their course by ~~:s of small s tones. The inner

face, on t he other hand, is only visible in a few places, notably on the

SEe arc, and except on the Nit .. side of the entrance, where a modern

p i t /
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pit has exposed two courses, only one course of' stones can b e seen.

The i nterior of' the s t ructure is , however, cho ked with debris, and

comparison of' the l evels inside and outside t he wall suggests t hat under -

neath the present surf'ace the inner f'ace may b e s tanding t o a height of' at

l east 5 f't . No signs of' chambers can be seen in t he thicknes s of' t he wall,
!:I ~o.t;.

but portions of' b oth the sa3:El walls of' the entrance p as s age f'rom one ~ to

two courses i n height are exposed on the E. arc, while a mass ive l intel

st one , 5 ft. 9 ins. in l ength lies s light l y askew across the passage n ear

the inner end, The pass age, which exhibits no indication of' <1oo,. - checks ,

appears t o have b een abno rmally wide at the inner end , where i t measures

5 ft. 6 ins. , and t o h ave contracted t o about 3 ft. in width at the

outer end, but thes e superf'icial measurement s are not nec es s arily rel i ab le

and n eed to b e tes t ed by excavation.

The br och does not seem t o have possessed any external def'ences , and

t he on l y ot her s t ruct ural remains in its vic i nity - t he f'r agment ary and

ruinous enc l osure wall s l ettered X, Y and Z on the plan, and the semi-

circular wall IV , 17 f't . in radius and ori ginall y about 3 ft. in t hickness,
\a......t::.

which is conceivab l y the remnant of' a round ewt anafogoue t o the t hree

recent l y di s cover ed on the crest of' t he $.IDe hill 500 yds, to the W. - are

all probabl y l ater in date than t h e broch and buil t out of' its ruins.

(1) No. 83.

(2) P. S.A. S., lxxxi (1946':'7), 79.

1.,581 34

x iv N.E. (unnoted).

MSS :. \\.~"", ,,"- , m,

MAP , .
M.R ..
REFS•........_ ..

17 June 1951.;.



Fif'e.

INDETERMINATE P..EM.AINS, MAIDEN CASTLE (INVENTORY NO. 112) •

Ther e is no trace of a f ort at this point , the rect angular

enclosure menti on ed in the I nventory being bounded by a

slight bank of comparatively recent origin. The ~ance

&urvey may b e referring .t o s ome older struct ure which h as

b e en destroyed by cu l t i v ation. .

xii N. E. t' ftM,~~) 23 Apr i l 1951

~ ]
M~S ~~~ ,

FLF i·-.J 1

JVj ,~\ P , .
i"1 . P .
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Fif'e.

K4..RTHWORK, AGABATHA CASTLE (SITE) (INVENTORY NO. 113) .

This is not the kind of s i t e f or an Earl y I ron _~e fort and

the wor k was prob ab ly a motte) as sugges t ed in the Inventory.

xii ii.E. 23 April 1951 ~

_.._---_. _.~ ~

I
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•FL.\ [",1 .
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Fife.

FORT, GREEN CRAIG (I nv entoxy No. 144) . As Dr. Bersu

obs erved (Proceedings, lxxxii , 264 r r .) the I nvent ory ac count

is hopeles s ly inadequate. A plan of the f ort was acc ordingly
/."

made in 1952, and the follovl~es should supersede the

de s cription given in the I nventory.

The r emains apprise the f ollowing el ements: ( a) a contour

f'ort having two principal ramparts, not nec es sarily contempor a:ry
w11"k.
t:c one -anot.her j (b) a sub-oval enclosure l y i ng within the fort

and probably of later dat e; (c) the homestead excavated by

Ber su.

Fort. The inner rampart can b e t raced on the N. s i de, near

the • corner of the f ort, in the f orm of a s l i ght rickle of' s t ones

running a l ong t he margin of the s umnit area of the hill. I n s p:ile

of Bersu's r emarks , it is reasonabl e t o suppose that it continued

east wards at l east as far as the rock outcr op underlying the

enclosure (b), since the N. flank of the hill , though s teep , can

b e climbed wi t hout much difficulty. At t he Nv7. corner the l ine

of the rampart i s i nter rupted a l ater hut of' crescent i c-scoop

type but i t r-esumes along the cuter edge of a terrac e between two

rock outcr ops. It di s appears again ~here the rock descends to

a flat t r iangular p l at eau , and scarcely any t race of i t is

visible a l ong the marg i n of the l at ter f eature ; but i t r e- emerges

to the S., t hreading its way b et ween t wo adjacent outcrops , and

can be f'ollowed thence along a nabur-aL s houlder t o wi t hin a s hort

distance of the N. flank of the hill . As Bersu says, it gives the

impression throughout of' b eing a s tone- f r onted terrace- rampart,

rather than a fre e s t anding r ampart: no inner f acings are v i sible ,

and ther e i s no mound - t he t umbl e of s tones b eing mos t l y on t he

f or,ard s l ope and not on t op of the t errace as wou l d have b e en

t~~
expect ed in the c ase of a rampart of normal ~. On the ot her

hand. , the denudat i on of the site is so great that i t Vl ou l d b e unwi s e,

in t he absence of ex cav at ion , to g i ve unqualified acc eptanc e to the

t errace-rampart theory.

The outer r-ampar-t starts at t he NW. corner, on t he S. side of

a/
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a hol l ow way wh i ch may r epr e s ent a contempor~ approach. The

N. side of the hoLl.ow way i s bounded by a rock wall, and it i s

reasonably certain that the rampart did not cross this wall or

run along the N. face of t he hilL At t h e pr e s ent t ime the rampart

is simply a stony s pr e ad , wi t hout any sign of fac ings. It follows

the margin of a natural terrace t v the point wh er e the track turns

inwards, making for a gap in the inner rampart, then pursues

an even c ourse s omewhat arbritrarily along the face of the

s l ope to a poi nt wher e it meets a definite s houlde r . It

follows the margin of this s houlde r s out hwards ) and then.,.... turns

through a right angle and proceeds in an e aster l y direction.

At this point it i s in a better s t at e of p r es ervat i on , and

consists of a s t on e c or e , faced on both sides wi t h boulder s

and measuri ng 9 ft. in thicknes s. This sector, however , ends

i n confusion. I t looks a s though a stretch of the original
0,",- / new .

rampart has b een r emoved and r e-built ~ ~ alinement, l eaving an

ov erlapping en t r ance at each end . The we s t ern ent r ance s igni£i -

c ant l y opens on to the h ol l ow w~y l eading through the i nn.er rampart.

An alternative, but l e s s l i kely, explanation is that the inner

line of rampart may b e original, and the overlapping ends secondary,

thus forming wa l l ed ap r oache s.

Beyond the e ast er n en t r ance the outer ra.Ir!Part i s int errupted

by a hut, and then by a terraced road. The last visible s t r etch

i s on t he N. side of the r oad) and a pr ol ongat i on of this line

wou l d e f fect a junct ion wi t h the inner rampart.

t h e i nner rampart r an along the bas e of t he s carp.

It is unlikely that

The h ol l ow way s . at the E. & W. ends of the N. s i de of the

f ort may b e original, wha.Le the hollow way l eading from Bersu' s

homestead may be.Long to the l ater phas e of occupation r epres ented

by t he encI osur-e, The t erracedroads on the other h and are

pr obab l y of much mor e recent date , and may have been fonned in

the pr oce s s of carting away s t ones from this site.

A~l t he v i s ible huts appear a s semi-ov al scoops; Sn e of
l Y

t h em be:i:sg def i n i t e l y later than the inner r ampart , and another

l ater than the outer rampart. Itl
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I t /

It s e ems r eason able to suppose that both ramparts are part of the

s ame defens ive scheme since the out er r ampart wou l d be us el es s

i f i t was not carried round on the N. side , or pr otected by the

inner r ampart. No specific comments c an b e made on the mis ce l laneous

fragments of wa l l shown on the plan, apart f r om the f act that t he L-

shaped pi ece on t he N. side may b el ong t o the enclosure now t o b e

de s cr ibed.

Enc l osure. The enclosure occupies a level space on the top

of t he hill, but does not appear to be a defensive wor k ( as , f or

i nstance , the i nner enclosure on Normans Law) since : (i) the N.

side crosses the rocky bos s which f orms the actual summit of t he

hi ll and does not at tempt to enclose i t; ( i i ) the equally f lat

area t o the \'1: is not enclosed; and ( iii) t he enc l osure wall is

only 6 f t . i n t hicknes s . The wa l l has been of b oulder-f aced rubbl e

construction , but apart from t he few f ac i ngs marked on t he plan

(none ' of whi ch is rror e t han one course in height) i t is r educed t o

a tickle of stones. The ent r ance appears to have .been situated i n

t he SW. side whe r e there is a wi d e gap in t he wa l l . 'Ihe largest

boulder i n the wall is 2 ft. in height and t here is another one

1 ft. 5 ins. in height. The interior is sub-divided by a ruined

wall wh i ch cuts off t he NW. quarter, but t he only vi s ibl e structures

are .a sub-rectangular hut abut ting the enclosure wall on the S. , and

a doubtful hut in a corresponding pos i t i on on t he NW. side. The

water-l ogged hol l ow at t he foot of the rock which is inside the

enclosure wall on the NE. may be an artificial cistern for wat er .

Homestead. For excavation of this homes t ead see Proceedings,

lxxxii , 264 f f . Immedia.t ely t o the SW. of it, ther e is a slightly
Q~

scooped, r oughly circular hol l ow, wi t h a low bank tEr t he S. and E.

sides. Thi s looks very much l i ke t he homestead hut , and may well

rep resent an extension of the original family. The hut me asur es

about 25 f t . in -i nt ernal diamet er .MSS t\.'7 ·····
PLAN ..
MAP ····
M.R .

': ~~s .
23215 ' iii S W. 7 August 1952.



Fi f e .

E..4.-"R:Tffi'iORK, N.oOR D.AM (INVENTORY NO. 160). The ~ventory

(~'~ - )
des cr ipt i on is adequate, but a p l an of t his 'work{was made in

,....

1952. The inne r scarp st ands to a maximum height of 4 ft . ,

and t he medi al I!DUnd to a height of 2 - 3 ft. There are no

signs of an entrance or of internal structures. In view of

its situation , it is better to describe the struct ure as an

earthwork rat her than a fort, leaving the que st i on of date

open.

L
JOClCVii N. E. 9 J une 1952 .

\
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MSS .t'\...y ~
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Fife.

EARI'ffiYORK, C.ASTLE HILL (n:rvENTORY NO. 161). Th e earthwork

mown as Cast l e Bi l l has b een compl etely obscur-ed by trees and

nothing could b e seen of it at the date of'visit. It is doubtful

rhet.hez- it is a fort, as suggest ed i n the Inventory, or s ome kind

of medivval earthwork.

xxxiii 9 Apr i l 1951 •
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Fi f e.

FORT, LJillY 1IARY t S »'OOD, (INVENTORY NO. 166) • .An Earl y

Iron ilge fort whos e surviving remains are adequately described

in t he Inventory.

xiii S.E. 23 Apr i l 1951
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Fi f e .

FORT AND SETTIEMENT, NORMANS L.A..W ( INVENTORY 00.193). The

pl an and de s cript i on given in the Inventory are inadequate, and

the following notes are designed to accompany t he revised pl an

made in 1954.

The Citadel. Thi s enclosure was not or iginally kidney-

shaped, as it appears on the Inventory plan, but nearly oval.

There is a slight inward curve on t he N. s i de round the he ad

of the gully, but the greater part of the wall has been
,...

destroyed by lanqylips at this point, leaving only the inner

face.

The Citadel wall is reduced to a rickle of stones, but t he

amount of fallen debris, particularly on the S. side and in the

gully on t he N., indicate that it has been a sub s t ant i al wall

built of stone throughout. At t he NW. end and also at the

s i ngle entrance on the NE. it has been 11 - 12 ft. in thickness;

the widt h of the ent r ance c annot b e determined wi.thout excavation.

Large boulders have been used f or the f ac i ngs , whil e the core is
b~A..\\.E:;Y

composed of siJ:E:ilar s t one s . There is no ditch.

The W. half of the interior slopes down moder at e l y steeply from

W. to E., whil e the eastern half i s level. The only visible internal

structure is a rough ly circular hut consisting of a 3 ft. thick wall

now r educed t o xm: foundation l evel: traces of stone p av i ng appear

through the turf i ns i de the hut, and adjacent t o it on the Eo there

i s a broad stone-paved area, pos s i b l y a courtyard. Agains t the

back of the Citadel wall on the SE. there i s a ragged hollow

measuring about 12 ft. x 6 ft . whi ch is now choked wi t h stones:

i t s purpose is obscure.

Rampart II. This r ampart appears to b e contemporaIj........./i t h
.... ---

the Citadel, although it is impossible t o tell whethe r it abutis .r the

Citadel wall on the W. , wher e the t wo unite~ or whether it is bonded

into it; whi l e e rosion has destroyed t he complementary j unct i on on

the E. However , for what it is worth, the Citadel entrance is pract i c afry

opposite t he ent rance through the dividing wall of Rampart II, and

t h er e is no other apparent entrance into the W. enclosure bounded

by/
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by this rampart, other than that fac:i.ng the Citadel gateway.

Wes t ern Enclosure. The dividing wal l has been of stone, and appears

to b e s imilar in character to Rampart II. It leave s Rampart II at

right "angl es on the N. side , and runs along the crest of a natural

scarp in the hill slop~which get s progre s sively longer and s teeper

from the N. (whe r-e i t is ab out 11 ft. b el ow the l evel of the E. end

of the Citadel) to the S. At the S. end the dividing wall is 12 ft.

Occ asi onal f acing s t ones

thick, whil e the debris shows that i t wa s built of s t one throughout

i n the manner of' the Citadel wa l l.

!lampart ;rI oon the W. & S. s i des of the We st ern Enclosure is

of the s ame character as the dividing wall .
b~

r emain ~f*:t;o H t o give a wi dth of about 12 ft., but otherwise it

is r educed to a l ow mound of s tones whi ch follows a natural crest l ine.

There are n o signs of structures in the We s t er n m closure, but along

the S. and W. s i des of Rampart II, immed i at e l y b ehind the rampart,

there are sever al thick deposits of occupation material, now covered

wi t h nettles, f rom one of which (pr eci s e l y at pin F. ) a fragment of

a lignite armlet was found in a rabbit s cr ape at the date of v i sit.

Eastern Enclosure. Rampart II is as already . described. The

entrance at the SW. corner i s 13 ft. wi de and must b e or i ginal f or

lack of alternatives. A wi nd :i.ng hollow track, possibly engineered

for c hariots , leads up to i t from the ent r ance in Rampa..rt III. At the

NE. end Ramp art II c annot have s t opped wher e i t s t ops now, but must

have returned r ound the N. side of the t errace wher e it i s l ast seen ,

t o die out against the r ock f ace; wh i l e there may have b een a branch

running E. along the crest from the NE. corner of the Yfes t er n

Enclosure. It i s c lear, however, that the Viestern Encl osure

constituted the i nner defence (With or wi t hout the Citadel) and that

the Eas t ern Enclosure) s ituated at a l ower elevation and les s defensible

by nature, served a s an outwork.

The r emains ins ide this encl osure - two hut platforms and a

group of three c ircular and t wo rectangular s t ruct ure s - are in

poor s hape. The structures in the lailer group are indic ated mer ely

by s light l y s cooped floors b-o('~ by occasional b oulder s .

neverthele s s/

There are )



3.

nevertheless , nett le beds b ehind the r ampart , as i n t he Wes t ern

Enclosure, and the origina l dwellings may have st ood there.

The f ragment of outer r ampart (l IB) at the NE. end has b een

drawn across an easy line of appr oach. I t is in a ruinous condition,

consisting merely of a rickle of stones wi t h no mea surab l e thickness,

but must h ave returned at the N. end to unite wi t h Rampart II. I ts

S. end seems t o have abut ted the r ock f ace.

Rampart III. Thi s has been similar in const ruction to Ramparts

I and II, but has been h eavily robbed in pl aces in t he later phase

of occupation, represented by t he c i r cul ar huts adj a cent to it on

bot h s i des. The largest group of 7 - 6 huts and assorledienclosures

lies on a shelf below the rock f ace on t he SEe All t he wall s are stone

built and about 3 ft. in t hicknes s ; t he largest hut is 32 ft. i n

diameter. The entrance t.hrougn Rampart III at the W. end of this

gr oup is original, and 9 ft . in Wi dt h ,but the outer wor ks here are all

secondary. Over l ooking t he gat e ther e are t wo r ect angular platforms

whi ch have been t erraced out of t he rocky slope. They · are pr esumably

s t ances for rectangular buil dings, and the uppenoost is b order ed wi t h

s t ones. The remaining structures can be des c r ibed from t he pl an,

but a spe:,cial note should b e made of the marshy holl ow in the gully

to the SW. of Rampart II whi ch presumab l y served as the wat er supply :

i t is now choked wi t h reeds but wat er wa s pr es ent just below the surface
0..1\

on the dat e of visit. The cross-walls in this gully are e'f minor

structures , pr e sumab ly connected ..:i t h t he secondary occupation, and the

group of huts to the S. of t he mars hy holloware superficially

i dentical wi t h those already de s cr i b ed. Not e t hat Rampart III can

be traced f urther t o t he IDI. than is s hown in t he Inventory pl an, and

it is pos s i b l e that it was continuous - i ts course along t he N. side

being marked by tpe pr es ent terrace. Some form of def ence is

certainly required on this site , since the slopes, though steep, are

broken by rocky outcrops and easily scaled: vJit hout such defence

there woul d be direct access into t he E. enclosure.

Conclusion. Ther e is no ev idenc e t hat the Citadel is dif ferent

in dat e from Ramparts II and III.

are/

On the contrary , all the wall s



are similar i n construction and the various elements pr oduc e a

coherent pl an. The dwellings of t his ph as e are pr ob ab l y to be

found aga ins t the inner f aces of t he r amparts. A secondary occupation

of t he site is , however, clearly represented by t he settlement built

out of t h e ruined ramparts , a nd pr e s umab l y of Romano- Br i t i sh date.

305202 vii N. W. 17 June 1954.
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Fife

FORT, CASTIE CRAIGS, CRAIGIUSC.P.R HILL (nWENTORY NO. 207).

-
Superfi c i al examination of the r emains adds nothi ng t o t he

account given in the Tnven t.ory , but the fort has been excavated

since t hat account wa s p r epared and a r eport is gi v en in

Pr oc eedings (vol. lxxxv, 165-70).

xxxiii S. E. 10 Apr i l 1951 .
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Fif'e.

E..tl.RTffi110RK, MAIDEN CASTLE (INVENTORY NO. 242) . The pl an

and de s cription gi v en in the Invent ory are adequ ate , except

t hat the so-called ter r aces on t h e N. and S. sides are the

r emains of inner r amparts which h av e ot h er wise b e en eroded

away. The date of the wor k is quite uncertain.
)( 1)(,

~ N. W. 19 April 1951
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fif'e.

EARTHWORK, DUNSHELT P LANT.AT I ON, (INVENT~RY NO. 243). This

wor-k is certainly not an Early Iron .f.{f,e fort, and would appear

to b e some kind of' rath. It is highly desirable t hat it should

b e pr ot ect ed by scheduling in vd.ew of' its unique character.

xii S. E . 1 8 Apr i l 1951 ·
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Fife.

FORT, EAST LOMOND (INVENfORY NO. 244), Ther e is nothing to

add to the plan and des cription given i n the I nvent ory.

xix N.E. 19 Apr i l 1951 I
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Fife.

E.ARTHWORK, LINKS WOOD (INVENfORY NO. 269) The pl an and

descript i on given in the I nventory are adequate , and the

s t ructure is pr ob ab ly r:;? Early I ron .Ag~.

cannot, howev er, b e entirely ruled out.

:i..v N. W.

A medi eval date

25 Apr i l 1951
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Fif'e.

FORT, BOWDEN HILL (SITE). (INVENTORY NO. 302) As t he

Inventory s ays , this wor k has b een completel y obliterat ed by

culti vation. I t could perf'ectly wel l have been an Early

I r on Age f'ort t o j udge f rom the indications given on t he O. S.

map.

xx N. W~
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Fi f e .

FORT , DOWN LAW (I nventory No. 303 ). Thi s is a genuine

Ear l y Iron .Age f ort, heavily reduced by f ormer cultivat ion.

The absence of aroJ signs of def enc es on the N. side at t he

pr es ent t ime i s no doubt attributable to t he effects of

cultivation, and it i s not nece s sary to assume that the

defences on thi s side t ook the form of s tockading.

xx N. E. 23 Apr i l 1951.
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FIFE

NEWBURGH

el-Ac.K.
FORT,~ CAIRN HILL. Now that t h e plantation has been cut down,

the fort f onner l y known as "The Ring" whi ch stands on the summit of Black

Cairn Hill (750 ft. o, D. »)half-a-mile S. of' Newbur gh (
1

) , is seen to h ave

consisted of' an oval enclosure, bounded by a single stone wall, and

measuring internally 405 f't ! in length by 320 ft. in gr eat es t breadth

(Fi g. ). For a distance of 1 60 ft. on the N. side , wh er e it skirted

t he base of a rock outcrop, the wall has completely vanished, and eLsewher-e

i t is reduced to a mere rickle of stones; a few facing-stones which are

still in position at the NE. end indicate , however, that it was about

1 0 ft. wide at the base. Two gaps in the wall, on the NV'1• .a:i:J.d.oSE. sides

respectively , may represent original entrances, but the interior shows no

signs of ' structures.

(1) Inventory of Fife, No. 439.

23 4172

vi S. W. (unnot ed).
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Fi f e .

E;.RTH\·;C2K. CGWSTRANDBURN ( I nventor y No. 428 ) . Al t hough

t hey have beGn a lmost ent i r el y l eve l led by cult i v at i on , t r a c es

of t wo Oan1..S , not indicat ed on the I r',ventory p l an , c an still b e

s e en her e on t he i nn e r s i des of t he 2 di t che s . Th e wor k

is c er t ainly not an Early I r on Age f ort , and is pr e sumably 11o"'V::.

sort of Dark Age or medieval earthwork.

xxxi ii S. 'I. 10 Apr i l 1951..
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Fife.

EA."R.THWe'RK, LSTER PI TLOUR (SITE) . (Inventory No. 500) . The

s l i ght r emains of thi s st ruct ure mentioned in the Inventory wer e

complet ely obs cured by f ell ed trees at t he date of vi sit .

xi i S. ~ 18 Apr i l 195L
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FIFE

CAMERON

FORT, DENORK CR.UG. Denork Craig (1 ) , three-quarters of a mile W.

of Denhead, is a small isolated hill girt by steep rocky slopes which

steadily increase in height from 15 ft. at the E. end of the hill to

over 50 ft. at the W. end. Both the ends of t h e hill have been partly

qu arried aw~ in former times whi l e a resevoir has recently been constructed

in the low ground at the base on the f!)ff. Th e whol e of the available space

on t he top of the hill has b een enclosed by a stone wall, 12 ft. in

t hickness, to form a quasi - el l i p t i cal f ort measuring 465 ft. in length by

135 ft. in breadth at the centre (Fi g. ) • For the greater p art of the

circuit the wall has been entirely de s t r oyed by stone-rubbing or by t he

erosion of the lip of the crags on which it stood, but outer facing

stones can still be seen in a few places, notably just below the present

Y'
margin of t he hill-top in the centre of the S. side, whil e the stone coxe

also survives intennittently as a low, usually turf-covered, bank. Th e

\~

best preserved pace of wall occurs at t he W. end of the hill wher e, for

a short distance, both faces are present and t he outer f ace, which is

bedded directly on the rock and is composed of large blocks of stone up

to 2 f t. 6 ins. in length, still stands three courses (3 ft. 6 ins. ) i n

he i ght. A rock-cut passage which t r aver s es the s teep slope on the S. side

of t he fort p resumably represents an original entrance , and another

similar passage at the W. end of the hill, which now carries a modern

f light of steps, may likewise b e original. Th e interior of the fort ,

wM.ob consists of a numbe r- of rock outcrops wi th level grassy spaces
~

b etween them, ~ no signs of structures.

(1) For t he name c f', Wat s on , History of the Celti c Pl ace-Names of

Scotland, p. 30.

1.,55137

x iv N. E. (unnoted).
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FIFE

CAMERON

HUTS, DRUMCARRGW CRAIG. The remains of' three circular huts can be

seen on the crest of' the W. portion of' Drumcarrow Craig, 500 yda, W. of the

summit and 1.>.00 yds. NNE. of' Drumcarrow f'arm, The best preserved hut
w\~\,..

measures f'rom 24 ft. to 27 ft. in diameter w:i.tft. a ruined boulder-f'aced

J:Ubble wall about 4ft. in thiclmess, and has an entrance 6f't. wide in the

E. side; many of' the large facing stones of the wall are still in~

and measure up to 3 ft. in length. The second hut lies ~.O ft. E. of the

f'irst , and the third hut 20 ft. NE. of the second. Both of' these have been

similar in construction to the f i r s t , but in each c ase all that now remains

is a slightly hollowed circular area about 20 f't. in di amet er with a f'ew

isolated boulders round the p erimeter.

fV/ 451.f133

xiv N. E. (unnot e d) .
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FIFE

SJIJ.JTIE

FORT, CUI[' HILL. The northernmost of' the twin summits of Cult

Hill (800 ft. O.D.) consists of a rocky moll roughly circular on plan

with a f'Latrt ish top measuring 220 ft. from N. to S. by 200 ft. from E.

to W. Except towards the N., the flanks of the hill present fairly steep

continuous slopes ranging in height from 25 ft. on the S. to 45 ft. on

the NW.; the N. face, )~O ft. in height, is broken by two successive

natural terraces, but imnediately beyond the lowest terrace the ground

falls precipitously for 45 ft., and then more gradually for some 300 ft.

to the main road. from Dumfermline to Rumblingbridge. This knoll is, there-

fore, admirably designed by nature for defence, and it has, in fact, been

fortified by enclosing the top within a triple s eries of ramparts, the

innennost of which was drawn continuously round the margin of the summit

area, and the second and third respectively round the flank and base of the

sides except the N. where the precipice rendered outworks

.s -=_.:JThere ramparts have been almost entirely erooeo. away., but

are marked in places by the artificial t er-races on which e~

moll on all

unnecessary.
\"'4.Ci.':»

their p;a;hhs
\oSbC:;.

was erected. Thus the inner rampart (Fig. ,A) is represented by three

•

broken and ragged ;t:;r agment s of a turf-covered bank, not more than 18 ins.

high, on the S.; by a single fragment of a s:L-nilar bank on the W. ; and

by a terrace with a well-defined scarp at the back on the E. t h e medial

and outer ramparts are in an even worse state , the former (:B) merely

showing as a terrace on the S. f'Lank and as a crest-line along the RE.

flank, while all that remains of the latter (C), whos e decay has been accel- .'<

erated by ploughing at the base of the knoll, is a short length of terrace
0"'-

and bank e£ the S., and fragments of the rampart terrace on the SW. and RE.

The track which climbs obliquely up the flank of the knoll from the SE.

appears to be of fairly recent date, and the original entrance to the fort

is probably indicated by a gap in the defences in the centre of the E. side.

Apart from the foundations of a secondary structure situated at the point

where the modern track breasts the shoulder of the knoll, the interior is

featureless.

024966

:xxv S. W. (unnoted},

Mss KJ .
PLAN .
MAP........................
M. R ; ..
REFS _ .

6 May 1 952.



I~il""eS Ie

c i.r-cuLar-b l,e ditche s of '::JY,

visible

e' conoentr-Lo ',vi

tc118s

)

"' ..-" ....-,
.:.._j\........!- 2 ~I



FIFE

~_"R.Trt7l0RK, Lll-TGO BI G ' roOD. ~_ smal l earthvror k , much reduced by f ormer

cult i va t i on , i s si~uated on flat and mars hy 3Tound i n ~he ',," . corner of the
w .

f i e ld Jcha t borders the E. s io,e of Li.ngo BiS '!Yood , haLf a mi l e ".' no',:. of

R e ccan ,~,lla,r all. p L an ni :th r o nded c o n n e r- s , i t c o ns.i. s t s of a bank mid

external dit ch and me a au r-es over -al l 1OLI' f~c . from E. 0 \7. by 77 f -t . from

1'~ . t o 1 • The di t ch, ' {ho s e if . s ide i ncor por ates -)ar:t of an ol d wat er-couz-ee ,

is f ron 10 f t . t o 14 f t . L, - ~dth, ou~ is n ot more th~l 18 DiS . deep at ~he

pres ent t ime; wm.Le the b ank , ',ini ch is now t r a eeab _e onl y on the E. 3...110. I ,
\ t.

hi. gh and i s spr-ead to a new : ':'dt h of 15 f t .

Ther e i s no def inite i ndi cation of an eLt r ' "lee , and the intel~ior is

f en.t urele ss . The s hape 9110. s i tuati on of the worx , and.. the f act that i t

hac. a we t di t ell fed by a s t earn, SU,2:.:.;e s t that i t i s a med.i aeva.L home s tead

moat . ( 1 )

(1 ) Cf . Bl oomfield , _~~~~.

LJ,95087

xv S .~ (unnot ed ), 2 Lay '1951 •
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FIFE

ST. ANDBE\VS

EARTHWORK, EI TTOCK' S DEN. The small p romont ory t h at lies in the

angle f'ormed by t he j unct i on of' the sea-clii'f' , 1 00 ft . high, and the W.

side of' t he ravine known as Kittock' s Den.has been f'ortif'i ed by the

construction of' a curved rampart and ditch across i ts n eck (Fig. ).

Alt hough the f'i e l d i n which t hese remains are sit uated , and which is

locally called the "Ca stle Acr e", h as f'requently b een under t he plough,

and both works are i n consequence almost obli t er at ed, i t is clear that

t hey h ave been of' exceptionally large size; even when a generous

allowance has been mad e f'or spread, t he ramp art can hardly have b een l es s

than 50 ft . in t hicknes s at t he base, whil e the ditch h as been at l east

55 f't, in \vidth. Both def'en ces at pr es ent stop short of' t he edge of' t he

summit plateau at eith er end, but surf'ace indications suggest that the

t r ack round the NW. end overlies t h e :fill ed- in ditch, and is t her ef'ore

a secondary f'eature, s o that the original entrance presymahly . skirted the

def'enc es on the SEe side. The inter i or of' the earthwork , which s l opes

gentl y t owards the Nil. and contains no t r ace of' buildings, is roughly

t riangular on pl an and measures 285 f't. in l ength ·by 260 ft. in greatest

width. A cart-track which climbs the W. f'ac e of' the r avine and ent ers the

earthwork near t h e apex of' the promontory has obviousl y b een in use at a

f'airly recent dat e, but it is concei vable that it represents an improved

v ersi cn of' a t r ack which was originally built t o connect the earthwor k

with an anchorage on t he s ea-shore. Although there is no record of' the

existence of' a cast le on this s i:te , other than t he name "Castle Acr e"

whi ch may well ref'er s imply t o the rampart and ditch, the mass ive nature

of' t he lat ter suggests that they are of' medi aeval rat her than prehistor ic

date.

#0/551152

ix S.E. (unnoted).
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