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SF 13 Knife, tip and tang broken. Straight cutting edge and 
upward-angled back, the blade broken before the return 
to the tip. Central broken tang, rectangular-sectioned; 
the blade/tang division is weakly defined with the tang 
expanding gradually to the blade. At the broken end of the 
blade the corrosion has flaked off, revealing orange-brown 
corrosion products on the blade surface which are the 
remains of an organic sheath, probably leather. No traces 
of the handle survive. Angled-back knives are typically 
Early Historic (eg Ottaway 1992, fig 229–30); there is a 
good parallel from Dunollie, Argyll (Duncan 1982, 4, fig 1; 
Alcock & Alcock 1987, 139 ill 8.14; SF 87, 019). Overall L: 
74.5mm; surviving blade L: 50mm; H: 15–18mm; T: 5mm; 
tang section 7.5 x 6.5mm. Context 003, Area 2, grid square 
B2.
*SF 93 Knife blade. Intact parallel-sided blade with angled 
tip; vestigial stump of central tang. Ottaway (1992) type A. 
L: 62mm; H: 11mm; T: 2mm. Blade L: 54mm. Ditch Section 
3, context 405, square A8. Illus 26.
SF 94 Knife with rectangular-section stepped tang tapering 

to a point. The blade is mostly lost but its width and the 
concavity of the cutting edge show it has been heavily re-
sharpened. L: 57mm; H: 9mm; T: 5mm. Tang L: 37mm, W: 
5mm, H: 7.5mm. Ditch Section 3, context 407, square A8.
*SF 125 Knife, intact. Convex curved back with slightly 
concave tip. Concave cutting edge implies resharpening, 
while the X-ray indicates the cutting edge was welded on. 
Stepped tang tapering to a point. Ottaway (1992) type D. 
Similar curved backs with stepped tangs are known from 
Dunadd, Argyll (NMS HPO 289 & 292; Duncan 1982, 4, 
figs 2 & 3), Lochlee, Ayrshire (Munro 1882, 124, fig 129), 
Buiston, Ayrshire (Munro 1882, 222–3, figs 227–8, 230) and 
Kildonan Bay, Argyll (Fairhurst 1939, 210, plate LXXVII, 
no 2). L: 111mm; H: 16mm; T: 4mm. Blade L: 78mm, tang L: 
33mm, H: 6mm. Context 001, Area 2, square A7. Illus 26.
SF 140 Knife blade fragment, lacking tip. Straight back 
and cutting edge. Badly corroded. L: 58mm; H: 18mm; T: 
5mm. Context 202, Area 2, square B9.
SF 185 	Knife with tapering rectangular-section stepped 
tang. Little of the blade survives, although its concave 

Illus 26   Iron and non-ferrous artefacts
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shape shows that it has been re-sharpened. L: 35mm; H: 
10mm; T: 3mm. Context 001, Area 2, square B12.
*SF 213 Knife,?intact. Straight back with angled tip, 
concave cutting edge, stepped and slightly tapering tang. 
Ottaway (1992) type A. Overall L: 80mm. Surviving blade 
L: 46mm. H: 11mm; T: 4mm; tang L: 34mm. Context 003, 
Area 2, square B13. Missing; described from drawing. Illus 
26.

Tools – Punches

Four objects are probably punches, though three lack 
the working tip. One has an integral head, two were 
probably tanged and one lacks the head. Punches 
such as these were commonly used in metalworking, 

especially blacksmithing for tools of this size; tanged 
punches could have a range of functions (Ottaway 
1992, 517) although the size of this one would be 
consistent with iron working. The fineness of SF 239 
suggests it was for non-ferrous metals.

*SF 149 Punch with rounded top for striking. Square 
section, changing to round at the broken tip. The shaft is 
slightly expanded below the head. Similar tools are known 
from Dunadd (Lane & Campbell 2000, 161, 163–6, fig 4.71, 
no 1298) and Whithorn, Galloway (Nicholson 1997, 421–3, 
fig 10.102). L: 95mm; W: 8mm; T: 9mm. Context 001, Area 
2, square B9. Illus 26.
*SF 193 Punch, parallel-sided rectangular-sectioned 
bar, broken at one end, with tip rounded in one plane. L: 
58mm; W: 7mm. Ditch Section 3, context 407, square A8. 
Illus 26.
*SF 239 Fine tanged punch, both ends damaged. The 
sub-square shaft is slightly expanded below the head, 
suggesting it was tanged, and tapers towards the tip. L: 
70mm; W: 5mm; T: 6mm. Context 001, Area 2, square B12. 
Illus 27.
*SF 240 Tanged punch, both ends missing. Heavy-duty 
cylindrical bar tapering to a damaged point. Broken rec-
tangular-sectioned tang at the top (cf Ottaway 1992, fig 
198). Tanged punches are less common on Early Historic 
sites than non-tanged examples (eg only five out of 81 
awls/punches from Whithorn, Galloway; Nicholson 1997, 
422–3, illus 10.102, nos 50.43; 50.54). L: 132mm; W: 12mm; 
T: 12mm. South-east end of ditch, unstratified. Illus 26.

Ornaments

An unusual iron double loop-headed pin was 
recovered from the site. After initial conservation 
this was tentatively identified as a La Tène I brooch, 
but X-rays make it clear this was wrong. The head of 
the pin spirals into two coils in the same plane, the 
end comes to a rounded point rather than a fracture 
and is coiled back on itself, while the terminal loop 
is tighter than the initial one. None of this is consist-
ent with a distorted spring. The item is clearly the 

Illus 27   Iron artefacts
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head and part of the shank of a stick pin. Similar 
pins come from Cahercommaun, Co. Clare, where 
the site is dated to the ninth century (Hencken 
1938, 37–8). It is also paralleled at the Early 
Historic crannog of Lough Faughan, Co. Down, here 
looped in a figure-of-eight (Collins 1955, 59–61); the 
pin is unstratified but the site is broadly dated mid 
seventh – late 10th century from parallels to Lagore. 
An undated parallel in copper alloy wire comes from 
Gallanach, Coll (Beveridge 1903, 38 & illus facing 
p133; NMS HD 347), while Dunadd has produced a 
single-looped pin (Lane & Campbell 2000, illus 4.77 
no 1954). It may be related to spiral-headed copper 
alloy types where the shank was split and the ends 
formed into loops (eg Laing 1973, 62–5; Laing 1975, 
327; Nicholson & Hill 1997, 363, BZ13.4) for which 
seventh to eighth century dates are suggested. Pre-
sumably all these western examples are derived 
from the widespread Middle Saxon double spiral-
headed type, which is usually of copper alloy. These 
are now dated from the sixth to eighth century or 
later (Hinton 1996, 29–30). A broad seventh to ninth 
century bracket for this pin seems safest on current 
evidence.

*SF 119 Double loop-headed pin made from round-
sectioned wire. The shank is broken, but the diameter 
increases from the head down the shank (from 1.5 to 
3mm), indicating the shaft was slightly swollen to hold 
the cloth better. At the top the wire is twisted to form two 
loops perpendicular to and flanking the shank. One is 
tighter than the other, with the end tucked in. L: 39mm, 
head W: 13mm, H: 8.5mm. Context 001, Area 2, square 
A7. Illus 27.

Fittings/mounts

Ten fittings or mounts were found. Their exact 
function is unclear, as all except one are fragmentary, 
but they are probably from furniture or domestic 
fittings. All are chronologically undiagnostic.

*SF 15 Thin bar, broken and damaged at the edges, 
slightly curved longitudinally. L: 55mm; W: 6mm; T: 2mm. 
Dump 3, unstratified. Illus 26.
*SF 74 Flat rectangular strip, one end?intact, the other 
expanding and broken. Wood traces in the corrosion on 
one side imply use as some form of mount or fitting. L: 
41mm; W: 5.5–7mm; T: 2mm. Context 003, Area 2, square 
B2. Illus 26.
SF 120 Bar fragment, plano-convex section. L: 21mm; W: 
12mm; T: 6mm. Context 001, Area 2, square A7.
SF 126 	Fine broken hook, lacking ends; section varies 
from sub-rectangular to triangular. Head width 16mm, 
surviving arm length 24mm. L: 43mm; W: 3mm. Area 2, 
unstratified.
SF 134 	Bar fragment, plano-convex section. L: 26mm; W: 
13mm; T: 5mm. Context 001, Area 2, square B12.
*SF 147 Bent bar, one end bent through 90 degrees, 
perhaps original; the other end is distorted. Sub-
rectangular section, broken at both ends. Possibly a large 
U-shaped staple, one arm now extended. Surviving arm 
length 44mm; overall L: 124mm; W: 5mm. Unstratified, 
100–150 yards north-east of excavation area. Illus 26.
SF 153 Substantial bar fragment, one edge partly 

inturned, both ends broken. L: 45mm; W: 25mm; T: 4mm. 
Context 001, Area 2, square B9.
SF 155 Riveted bar fragment. Heavily corroded but there 
appears to be a sub-rectangular head of a rivet through 
a?rectangular strip. L: 30mm; W: 18mm; T: 4mm. Context 
001, Area 2, square B9.
*SF 177 Mount, perhaps decorative. Sub-rectangular 
sheet with rounded ends and a sub-square hole at one 
end for a nail. L: 79mm; W: 32mm; T: 3mm. Perforation 
10mm by 7mm. Ditch Section 3, context 407, square A8. 
Illus 27.
SF 199 Bent bar, tapering, sub-rectangular section, ends 
broken. L: 31mm; W: 9mm. Context 003, Area 2, square 
B12.

Nails

The most common iron finds from the site were nails, 
with 19 examples. Square-sectioned rod fragments 
with no other distinguishing features were assumed 
to be nail fragments. A full catalogue can be found in 
the archive: only the key points are outlined here.

All of the nails had square-sectioned shanks. 
Only seven had surviving heads; all were flat and 
either sub-square or circular in plan. Only three 
nails survived intact (SF nos 034, 154a & 154b), 
with another two (SF nos 031 & 069) lacking only 
the tips; lengths varied from 16 to 74mm. One (SF 
31) had surviving wood traces. Without more intact 
nails, further discussion is difficult, but a range of 
sizes are present, with head size varying from 10 to 
23mm.

Such nails are chronologically undiagnostic. 
None were associated with buildings or struc-
tures, and only SF 218 and 238 (from Fill 405 and 
collapsed Wall 406 in the ditch section) came from 
a secure context. However, it is worth looking at 
wider Early Historic parallels. Nails are rare on 
Early Historic sites, although in part this relates to 
selective retention by older excavators. There are 
only 57 from Dunadd (Craw 1930; Duncan 1982, 
18–20; Lane & Campbell 2000, 169) and 12 from 
Dunollie, Argyll (Duncan 1982), where they occur 
only in post-10th/11th century deposits (Alcock 
1987, 141). At Whithorn the vast majority of the 
3857 nails post-date the eighth/ninth centuries: 
only 156 were recovered from Period I deposits 
(sixth to eighth centuries).

This scarcity of nails is a clue to building tra-
ditions. Nails are surprisingly rare finds from 
crannogs (Munro 1882) and duns, while at Whithorn 
they were largely absent from the timber and 
wattle buildings (Nicholson 1997, 405–6). Clearly, 
Early Historic building traditions did not make 
extensive use of nails, and those we have may 
come from internal fittings and furnishings rather 
than buildings. This dearth is even more marked 
in the Iron Age (Hunter 1998, 366–7). Exceptions 
are few and specific: the quantities recovered from 
Dundurn, Perthshire were linked to their use in 
timber-framed ramparts (Alcock et al 1989, 217–18, 
illus 15, nos 1, 18 & 49).
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Miscellaneous objects

Eleven fragmentary objects cannot be identified. 
Unidentifiable iron objects are a recurring issue: 
from the recent Dunadd excavations, 44% of the 
iron objects fell into this category (Lane & Campbell 
2000, 160).

SF 62 	 Lump. L: 22mm; W: 19mm; T: 14mm. Area 1, 
context 003, grid A2.
SF 120 	Sheet fragments (2), lacking diagnostic features. 
L: 39mm; W: 27mm; T: 2mm, and miscellaneous lump, L: 
20mm; W: 18mm; T: 10mm Area 2, context 001, grid A7.
SF 121 	Lump. L: 40mm; W: 30mm; T: 10mm. Area 2, 
context 001, grid A7.
SF 131 	Sheet fragment, two surviving perpendicular 
edges with a semi-circular concavity at the corner with 
a raised lip. Function unknown. L: 33mm; W: 29mm; T: 
5mm. Hole: 10mm. Area 2, context 202, grid B12.
*SF 152 Tapering fragment, missing one end. Oval 
section. L: 22mm; W: 10mm, T: 6mm. Area 2, context 001, 
grid B9. Illus 26.
SF 197 	Miscellaneous sheet fragments, no diagnostic 
features. 4 individual pieces. Area 2, context 003, grid 
B12.
*SF 200 Fragment of a thick sub-rectangular object. L: 
41mm; W: 35mm; T: 8mm. Area 2, context 003, grid B13. 
Illus 26.
SF 211 	Sheet, thin. L: 43mm; W: 35mm; T: 2mm. Area 2, 
unstratified, grid B13.
SF 250	 Miscellaneous fragment. L: 42mm; H: 22mm; T: 
3mm. No context.
*SF 251	 Broken sub-rectangular fragment. No diagnos-
tic features. Found along with three pieces of unclassified 
iron slag. L: 28mm; B: 25mm; T: 10mm. No context. Illus 
26.
SF 252	  Sheet fragments x 21, no diagnostic features. No 
context.

Missing items (descriptions taken from site records)
*SF 56	 Rod with expanded head, possibly nail. Grid A2. 
Illus 26.
*SF 151  Rectangular bar. Grid B9. Illus 26.
SF 158	 Lump. Grid B12. Missing in June 1965
SF 169	 Lump. Grid B9.
SF 185	 Portion of an iron artefact. Grid B3.
SF 207	 Iron fragment, about 1″ long, slightly bent, round 
section. Grid B13.

Non-ferrous objects

*SF 92	 Rectangular lead strip, rolled into a cylinder and 
flattened. L: 21mm; B: 11mm; T: 6mm. Ditch section 2, 
context 405. Illus 26.
*SF 128	 Copper alloy cylinder (SF 128a), apparently 
broken at both ends. Now missing; site records describe it 
as a ‘bone or wooden point in a cylindrical copper case’(SF 
128b) but it looks too crude to be a case and is more likely 
to be binding from the edge of an organic object. L: 23mm, 
D: 8mm. ‘Oven trench’, square A8, topsoil. Illus 26.

8.6.3	 Discussion

The metal objects recovered from Bruach an 
Druimein are summarized in Table 10. The assem-
blage consists mainly of tools and fittings. The 

punches suggest metalworking, mainly black-
smithing, which is confirmed by the slag reported 
elsewhere. However, it is unclear how much black-
smithing was a ubiquitous pursuit to be anticipated 
on every site and how much a specialist one: older 
excavations tended to dismiss slag and gave scant 
attention to iron. This makes it very hard with these 
less glamorous materials to assess what is normal 
and what represents deviations from the norm. The 
iron pin is unusual, as most jewellery was in bronze 
or bone, but again this may in part be due to recog-
nition problems, as fragmentary pins and brooches 
are hard to identify.

Dating the site by the ironwork is tricky, but the 
pin and the knives are consistent with an Early 
Historic date (the pin probably of seventh to ninth 
century date), and the assemblage as a whole would 
not be out of place in an Early Historic context. The 
sparsity of secure contexts does not allow us to date 
or phase the objects further, although the absence 
of diagnostic finds from Area 1, with its prehistoric 
roundhouses, suggests the bulk of the ironwork is 
likely to belong to the Early Historic phase (Table 
11). For wider discussion the assemblage will be 
considered as a whole and compared to other Early 
Historic assemblages in Argyll and elsewhere.

The RCAHMS inventory for Mid-Argyll lists 31 forts, 
63 duns, 20 enclosures and eight crannogs (RCAHMS 
1988). When ecclesiastical sites are added (RCAHMS 
1992, 3–10; Lane & Campbell 2000, 24–5), it is clear 
the environment around Bruach an Druimein was 
densely occupied. However, there are few excavated 
sites, with only five having finds suggesting contem-
porary occupation: Ardifuir (Christison & Anderson 
1905); Dun Chonallaich (Ritchie 1987, 62; RCAHMS 
1988, 160–1); Eilean Righ 1 (Brown & Cowie 1987), 
Loch Glashan (RCAHMS 1988, 205–8); and Dunadd 
(Lane & Campbell 2000). Of these, Dun Chonallaich 
has not been thoroughly excavated and Loch Glashan 
is yet to be fully published (Campbell & Crone 2005). 
For comparanda we must take a wider view, con-
sidering every excavated fort, dun and crannog in 
modern-day Argyll of potential Early Historic date 

Table 10   Metal finds from Bruach an Druimein 
(excluding four missing ones)

Material Description Quantity

Iron Knives 7

Punches 4

Ornaments 1

Fittings and 
mounts

10

Nails 19

Unidentified 
fragments

11

Lead Sheet 1

Copper alloy Cylindrical 
binding

1
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(using RCAHMS 1971; RCAHMS 1975; RCAHMS 
1980; RCAHMS 1984; RCAHMS 1988 as a basis). 
Problems still arise: many are old excavations where 
little attention may have been paid to rusting iron, 
and the occupation sequence on these complex sites is 

rarely known in detail. However, a few points emerge 
from consideration of the assemblages (Table 12).

On most sites, even those excavated recently, iron 
is sparse, but it is notable that more recent excava-
tions have larger ironwork assemblages, and clearly 

Table 11   Distribution of metal objects (excluding four missing items)

Area Context Grid square Finds

1 001 A2 Nail

1 003 A2 Miscellaneous

1 003 B1 Nail

1 003 B11 Nail

2 001 A7 Pin SF 119; knife SF 125; bar fragment SF 120; two miscellane-
ous; eight nails

2 003 B2 Knife SF 13; strip SF 74

2 001 B3 Two nails

2 001 B9 Punch SF 149; bars SF 153, SF 155; two nails; miscellaneous

2 002 B9 Nail

2 Wall foundation 202 B9 Knife SF 140

2 001 B12 Knife SF 185; punch SF 239; bar fragment SF 134; nail

2 003 B12 Bent bar SF 199; miscellaneous

2 202 B12 Miscellaneous

2 003 B13 Knife SF 213; miscellaneous

2 Unstratified B13 Miscellaneous

2 Unstratified Hook SF 126

DS Ditch wall 406 A4 Nail

DS2 Ditch fill 405 A14 ?Nail SF 218

DS2 405 – Lead sheet SF 92

DS3 405 A8 Knife SF 93

DS3 Ditch fill 407 A8 Knife SF 94; punch SF 193; mount SF 177

Unstratified – Punch SF 240; bars SF 15, SF 147; SF 3 miscellaneous

Table 12   Iron objects from excavated and published Early Historic sites in Argyll.  
Sites with poor dating (such as sandhill sites and most caves) are excluded
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Dunadd Fort X X X X X X Lane & Campbell 2000

Dunollie Fort X X X X X Alcock & Alcock 1987

Kildonan Bay Dun X X X X X Fairhurst 1939

Bruach an Druimein Open? X X X X X

Eilean Righ 1 Dun X X Brown & Cowie 1987

Leccamore, Luing Dun X Ritchie 1971

Dun Mic Choigil Dun X Hedges & Hedges 1977

Dun an Fheurain Dun X X Ritchie 1971

Iona Monastic X Barber 1981, 349

Keil Cave Cave X Ritchie 1967
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differential recovery is a major issue. This further 
complicates matters in assessing what is typical 
and what is unusual. However, the Bruach an 
Druimein assemblage is different from those from 
nucleated forts such as Dunadd and Dunollie: it has 
a notable absence of weapons and only a restricted 
range of tools. More detailed study shows that the 
closest comparison is to Kildonan Bay (Fairhurst 
1939), one of the few duns excavated to reasonable 
standards, where knives, nails and a limited range 
of tools predominate.

Previous studies have shown that the presence 
and absence of object types may give insights into 
questions of status, hierarchies and inter-site rela-
tionships. This has largely been confined to the exotic 
end of the spectrum: imported pottery, fine metal-
working and jewellery (eg Dark 1994; Campbell 
1996). It is clear that sites such as Dunadd stood apart 
from other settlements in Argyll, with their inhabit-
ants able to acquire, use and distribute exotica (see 
Alcock & Alcock 1987; Alcock 1988; Campbell 1996; 
Campbell 1999). It has also been argued that some 
crannogs and duns were inhabited by people of high 
status, perhaps nobles and important freemen, or 
even kings (Alcock 1988; Campbell 1999, 22, 28). 
These studies into local and regional politics may 
now be augmented by the more prosaic material. Dif-
ferences in the ironwork assemblages from different 
sites are likely to reflect these social processes, with 
a more restricted range of activities taking place at 
the smaller sites compared to the royal sites.

8.7	 Medieval pottery (Illus 22) 
Bob Will

Twenty sherds of pottery weighing a total of 87g 
were recovered from the excavations. The assem-
blage was worked for joins with little success mainly 
due to the small size of the sherds.

The pottery falls into two main categories: Scottish 
White Gritty Ware fabrics and Scottish Medieval 
Redware fabrics. These fabrics are the two main fabric 
types found in Scotland and broadly date from the 
later 12th/13th century through to the 15th century.

8.7.1	 Scottish White Gritty Wares

Twelve sherds were recovered, two rimsherds and 
ten body sherds. This type of pottery has been 
found in large numbers from excavations in the 
east of Scotland, particularly in Fife, Lothian and 
the Borders where it often accounts for over 95% of 
the assemblage (Haggarty & Will 1996). But recent 
excavations in Ayr, Dumbarton, Cruggelton Castle 
and other sites in the south west of Scotland have 
recovered large assemblages of White Gritty Ware 
pottery. It is now likely that this pottery was being 
made at a number of different production sites 
including sites in the west of Scotland. So far the 
only known and excavated White Gritty kiln site in 

Scotland is at Colstoun near Haddington in East 
Lothian (Brooks 1980), although other possible 
kiln sites have been suggested at Balchrystie and 
Tentsmuir in Fife. This type of pottery has been 
found in archaeological contexts dated to the later 
12th century at Kelso Abbey (Haggarty 1984) but it 
remains in use right through to the 15th century.

The fabrics from Bruach an Druimein tend to be 
partially reduced with a grey or black core, often 
with a white border on the external surface rather 
than the pale buff to white fabrics found in the east 
of Scotland. These differences may reflect a different 
firing process or production centre,

The vessels represented by the sherds from 
Bruach an Druimein seem to comprise cooking pots 
or storage jars and jugs. The cooking pots identified 
by sooting or fuming marks on the external surface 
and have unglazed square rims.

8.7.2	 Scottish Medieval Redwares

Eight sherds, including three rimsherds and three 
base sherds, were recovered in a pale orange fabric 
that appears to have been fired at a fairly low tem-
perature as the fabric is quite soft and abraded. 
As with the Scottish White Gritty Wares, Scottish 
Medieval Redwares are found throughout Scotland 
and continue in use over a long period of time (late 
12th to 15th century). Redwares exploit iron-rich 
clays, which are found in most parts of Scotland 
and tend to be oxidized during firing. Although this 
is a general fabric type, recent work in Aberdeen 
(Murray 1982), Perth (Scott & Blanchard 1983) and 
at the kiln site at Rattray, Aberdeenshire (Murray & 
Murray 1993) have identified local fabrics for these 
areas, although apart from Rattray the production 
centres are unknown. Although similar material has 
been found in large quantities from west coast sites 
(Glasgow, Paisley, Rothesay), thus far little research 
has been carried out, surprisingly only small quan-
tities of Redware sherds have been recovered from a 
series of excavations in Ayr (Franklin forthcoming). 
A large pottery production site for the late medieval 
to post-medieval period has recently been published 
from Stenhouse near Falkirk (Hall 2002).

8.7.3	 Possible imported vessel

Two sherds from the same vessel, a small globular 
jar, possibly a cooking pot (SF 170, SF 215) may 
represent an imported vessel from the Low Countries. 
The sherds were recovered from the topsoil and are 
abraded on the external surface. The orange/pink 
fabric and pronounced rilling manufacturing marks 
are very similar to Low Countries Redwares; these 
fabrics begin to come into Scotland in the mid to 
late 15th century. Ewan Campbell notes, however, 
that the fabric and form of this vessel is similar to 
an early medieval import at Southampton (Timby 
1988, 100, Fabric 178).



50

8.7.4	 Conclusions

This small assemblage of medieval pottery is 
an important group for this area where so little 
medieval pottery has been published. The assem-
blage consists of the two main fabric groups found 

in Scotland from the late 12th to 15th centuries 
and demonstrates trade in pottery both within 
Scotland and possibly mainland Europe. Much of 
the assemblage is abraded and comes from unstrati-
fied contexts, mainly ploughsoil, and is probably the 
result of manuring.




