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1 Introduction 

 
1.1 General  

 
1.1.1 In 2008 Jacobs Engineering UK was commissioned by Scottish Water 

Solutions to carry out a desk-based assessment and walk over survey of the 
Cultural Heritage resource potentially affected by the construction and 
insertion of a replacement treated water mains pipe, extending from Loch 
Maree to Gairloch, Wester Ross NGR: NG 82940 78113 (centered). 

 
1.1.2 A Desk Based Assessment and walkover survey was previously undertaken 

during April 2008.  The proposed scheme was subsequently put on hold and 
in autumn 2010 came back on line with some minor amendments.  The 
majority of the proposed route will remain as it was originally designed in 
2008 (Jacobs, 2008), with two revisions focusing around Torr a Mhuillir to the 
south of Poolewe.  The first revision is along the section of the raw water 
main which ran from Torr a Mhuillir (NGR: NG 86147 79436) southwards to 
Tollie Bay on Loch Maree (NGR: NG 86983 78098, Jacobs 2008, figures 1.2-
1.3).  Instead of extending southwards to Tollie Bay a water mains pipe will 
now run from Torr a Mhuillir, following the A832 to the clear water tank 
located at Croft Hill (NGR: NG 85441 79280, Figure 1).  The second revision 
relates to a section of treated water main which was previously intended to 
extend over Croft Hill to the clear water storage tank (NGR: NG 85441 
79280) this section has now been omitted. 

 
1.1.3 Due to the time gap from when the original baseline data was obtained and 

the preparation of this report, baseline data site information was obtained 
from the National Monuments Record of Scotland (NMRS) and the local 
Sites and Monument Record (SMR) in case of any updates that had taken 
place in the interim.   

 
1.1.4 Jacobs UK is a Registered Archaeological Organisation (RAO) with the 

Institute for Archaeologists (IfA).  This status ensures that there is regular 
monitoring and approval by external peers of our internal systems, standards 
and skills development. Jacobs Engineering UK conforms to the standards of 
professional conduct outlined in the Institute for Archaeologists Code of 
conduct and relevant Standards and Guidance documents.   

 
1.1.5 Data gathering and assessment was undertaken in accordance with the 

Institute for Archaeologists Standard and Guidance on Archaeological Desk-
Based Assessments (1999).  

 
1.1.6 The 2008 study covered a wider area.  This report has used the site 

numbers from the 2008 study to avoid confusion. 
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2   Planning and Legislative Background 

 
2.1 World Heritage Sites are described by The United Nations Educational, 

Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) as cultural and/or natural 
heritage sites which are of outstanding universal value.  UNESCO seeks to 
protect and preserve such sites through an international treaty called the 
Convention concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural 
Heritage, drawn up in 1972.  Scottish Ministers identify and put forward sites 
to the Department for Culture, Media and Sport for nomination and are also 
responsible for ensuring compliance with the UNESCO Convention in 
relation to sites in Scotland.  Historic Scotland undertakes this role as part of 
it’s wider responsibility towards the historic environment1 

 
2.2 Some archaeological sites, buildings or structures enjoy statutory protection 

as Scheduled Monuments (SMs), protected under the Ancient Monuments 
and Archaeological Areas Act 1979, and are by definition of National 
importance.  Without the prior written consent of the Scottish Ministers, 
known as Scheduled Monument Consent (SMC), it is an offence to 
undertake any works which would have the effect of demolishing, destroying, 
damaging, removing, repairing, altering, adding to, flooding or covering up a 
Scheduled Monument.  Development which will have an adverse effect on a 
scheduled monument or the integrity of its setting should not be permitted 
unless there are exceptional circumstances.  Under article 15 (1) of the Town 
and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Scotland) Order 
1992 notification to Historic Scotland of any planning application affecting a 
Scheduled Monument is also required  

 
2.3 Buildings (including structures, wall and bridges) of special architectural or 

historic interest may also benefit from statutory protection as Listed Buildings 
(Graded Category A, B or C(s)) under the terms of the Town and Country 
Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Scotland) Act 1997.  
Works which will alter or extend a listed building in a way which would affect 
its character or its setting, and demolition works require listed building 
consent.  Works requiring listed building consent may also require planning 
permission.  It is a criminal offence to undertake such works without this 
consent.  Any object or structure which is fixed to a listed building, or which 
falls within the curtilage of such building and, although not fixed to the 
building, has formed part of the land since before 1 July 1948, is treated as 
part of the building and also listed.  Some buildings of lesser interest may be 
protected under Local Plan policies (see below).   

 
2.4 The Town and Country Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 

(Scotland) Act 1997 imposes a duty on local planning authorities to have 
special regard to the desirability of preserving the building or its setting or 
any features of special architectural or historic interest which it possesses as 
well as designate and protect the historic character and appearance of some 

                                                
1 http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/worldheritage/what-is-a-world-heritage-site.htm 
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areas through their designation as Conservation Areas.  These are areas of 
special architectural or historic interest, the character or appearance of which 
it is desirable to preserve or enhance.  The main implication of designation is 
that consent will be required for specific types of development that would not 
otherwise require it.  ‘Conservation area consent’ is used for applications to 
demolish unlisted buildings in conservation areas. 

 
2.5 Parks and gardens of national importance are included in the Inventory of 

Gardens and Designed Landscapes compiled by Historic Scotland.  They are 
protected under Section 15(1)(j)(iv) of The Town and Country Planning 
(General Development Procedure) (Scotland) Order 1992 (the GDPO) which 
requires planning authorities, prior to granting planning permission, to consult 
Scottish Ministers on ‘development which may affect a historic garden or 
designed landscape’.  Planning authorities have a role in protecting, 
preserving and enhancing gardens and designed landscapes included in the 
current Inventory and gardens and designed landscapes of regional and 
local importance. 

 
2.6 Central government guidance on archaeology in the planning process is 

given in Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) and Planning Advice Note 42, 
Archaeology (PAN 42).  Key tenets of these documents are the desirability of 
preserving a monument (whether scheduled or not) and its setting and this is 
considered to be a material consideration in determining a planning 
application, and that while preservation in situ is the preferred option for 
mitigating impacts on the cultural heritage resource, where this is not feasible 
then preservation by record is an acceptable alternative.  

 
2.7 SPP outlines the Government’s advice to developers and local authorities 

etc. in their consideration of development proposals affecting amongst others 
Listed Buildings and their setting, Conservation Areas and other historic 
buildings.  Paragraph 113 of SPP states that “when determining applications 
for planning permission or listed building consent, to have special regard to 
the desirability of preserving the building or its setting, or any features of 
special architectural of historical interest which it possesses”.  While there is 
a presumption against development that adversely affects the character of a 
listed building or its setting, each case should be judged on its own merits.  
In general, listing should not prevent sympathetic adaptation and innovative 
solutions may be appropriate providing the special interest of the building is 
protected.  

 
2.8 Guidance given in SPP and PAN 42 is expanded in the Finalised Highland 

Structure Plan (2001) Policy 2.15 Built and Cultural Heritage. 
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3 Methodology 

 
3.1 General 
 
3.1.1 In order to define the cultural heritage baseline for the development, a study 

corridor of 200m around the proposed pipeline route(s) was defined.  The 
following sources of information were consulted for this study area: 

 

• National Monuments Record of Scotland (NMRS); 

• Aerial Photograph Collection held by the Royal Commission on 
Ancient and Historical Monuments of Scotland (RCAHMS);  

• Highland Council Archaeology Unit (HCAU) Local Sites and 
Monuments Record (SMR); 

• Early editions of Ordnance Survey and earlier mapping held by the 
Map Library of the National Library of Scotland and the National 
Archives of Scotland; 

• Published and unpublished archaeological reports, articles journals 
and books;  

• A walkover survey of the original route was undertaken on the 22nd - 
24th of April  2008  

3.1.2 Additional information was gathered and examined for the wider surrounding 
area to place the baseline information in its local and regional context, and to 
assess the potential for unknown and buried archaeological remains.  All site 
numbers in the text are highlighted in bold and are in parentheses.   

 
3.1.3 Sites of cultural heritage interest identified from these sources are shown on 

Figure 1 and details are given in Appendix A. 
 

3.2 Aims and Objectives 

3.2.1 The objective of this study is to identify and assess the archaeological and 
built heritage resource of the study area.  The evidence presented, and the 
conclusions reached, aim to offer a comprehensive basis for further 
decisions regarding the future of the sites and the formulation of a strategy 
for mitigation of impact, should this be required.   

 

3.3 Assessment of Sensitivity of Cultural Heritage Sites 

3.3.1 An assessment of the degree of sensitivity to change of each cultural 
heritage receptor within the study area has been made on a six-point scale 
of Very High, High, Medium, Low, Negligible and Unknown, according to the 
criteria given in Table 1 below.  Existing statutory and non-statutory 
designations will be taken into account in the assessment of sensitivity.   
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Table 1: Cultural Heritage Importance 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Sensitivity Criteria  

Very High World Heritage Sites or other sites of acknowledged international 
importance.  

High 

Scheduled Monuments (SM), Category A or B Listed Buildings; 

Other listed buildings that can be shown to have exceptional qualities 
not adequately reflected in the listing grade; 

Sites proposed for Scheduling or Listing;  

Conservation Areas containing very important buildings;  

Parks and gardens included on the Gardens and Designed 
Landscapes in Scotland and  

Site is not Scheduled or Listed, but meets the criteria used in Scottish 
Historic Environment Policy (SHEP) for the designation of SMs or 
criteria used in their designation of Listed Building categories 
(Memorandum of Guidance on Listed Buildings and Conservation 
Areas, Historic Scotland 1998.  In general, these sites will be rare 
and in outstanding condition.  

Medium 

Category C (s) Listed Buildings; 

Conservation Areas containing buildings that contribute significantly 
to its historic character; 

Historic Townscape or built-up areas with important historic integrity 
in their buildings or built settings;  

Site is a non-statutory archaeological site or standing structure that 
contributes significantly to the Cultural Heritage resource of the local 
area or, to a lesser extent, the county as a whole; and, 

Site is of low sensitivity, but has wider value as part of a group of 
sites. 

Low Site is a non-statutory archaeological site or standing structure that 
contributes to the Cultural Heritage of the parish/local area. 

Negligible 

Site is a non-statutory archaeological site with no surviving remains; 

Buildings of no architectural or historical note; and 

Buildings of an intrusive character. 

Unknown The sensitivity of the site cannot be ascertained. 
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3.4 Predicted Impacts  

3.4.1 Criteria for the assessment of the magnitude of impact are set out in Table 2. 
 
Table 2 - Criteria to Assess Magnitude of Impact on Archaeology and 

Historic Buildings  
 

Magnitude  Criteria  

Major Complete or nearly complete demolition or truncation of most or 
all key elements of a site. 

Moderate Demolition or truncation of many key elements of a site. 

Minor Demolition or truncation of key elements of a site. 

Negligible Change to or loss of minor elements of a site. 

No Change No observable loss of site elements. 

 

3.5 Assessment of Significance of Effects  

3.5.1 Significance of effect is determined as a combination of site sensitivity and 
impact magnitude.  Five levels of significance were defined which apply 
equally to beneficial and adverse impacts: 

 
Table 3 Significance of Effects Matrix 

 

Magnitude 

Sensitivity  
Major Moderate Minor Negligible No 

Change 

Very High Very Large Large / Very 
Large 

Moderate / 
Large 

Slight None 

High Large / 
Very Large 

Moderate / 
Large 

Moderate / 
Slight 

Slight None 

Medium Moderate / 
Large 

Moderate Slight Neutral / 
Slight 

None 

Low Slight / 
Moderate 

Slight Neutral / 
Slight 

Neutral / 
Slight 

None 

Negligible Slight Neutral / 
Slight 

Neutral / 
Slight 

Neutral None 
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4 Archaeological and Historical Background 

 
4.1 Human occupation of Scotland began with the arrival of Mesolithic hunter-

gatherer groups around 7,000 BC. 
 
4.2 Mesolithic occupation is normally indicated by the presence of shell middens 

and flint scatters along coastlines, rivers and floodplains.  Although no direct 
evidence for Mesolithic activity has been discovered around Gairloch and 
Poolewe, recent excavations at Sand in Applecross saw the discovery of a 
rock shelter and associated midden site.  This site contained middens mainly 
comprised of limpet shells, numerous fragments of ‘pot-boilers’, bevel ended 
bone tools, an antler harpoon, red deer and bird bones and fine beads made 
from sea shells (www.applecrossheritage.org.uk/arch). 

 
4.3 With the introduction of domestic agriculture in the Neolithic period, around 

3500 BC, communities became more settled and land was cleared for 
farming. Peat accumulation on the West Highland Atlantic seaboard has 
obscured most Neolithic settlement sites, so the majority of evidence for the 
Neolithic occupation of the islands comes from ritual monuments and 
communal burial mounds.  Stone circles and standing stones began to be 
erected by about 2500 BC, towards the end of the Neolithic period, possibly 
for ritual activities associated with the lunar, stellar and solar cycles. 

 
4.4 The archaeological landscape of the subsequent Bronze Age (c. 2,000 BC to 

700 BC) witnessed a more settled culture.  People began to live a more 
settled life as farming and the domestication of animals required a more 
permanent presence.  This resulted in the construction of what is known as 
hut circles (roundhouses).  Excavations of this type of house have revealed 
they were constructed mainly of timber with a ring of stones forming the 
external base. Some examples have measured up to 9m in diameter.  An 
internal ring of post holes indicates that the roof timbers were laid upon 
timber supports, forming a conical roof.  The roof covering would have been 
formed from readily available material such as turf, heather, thatch or 
perhaps animal skins.  Cooking was done on an open hearth within the 
centre of the dwelling.  Frequently evidence has been revealed of areas 
associated with agricultural activities such as hearths and threshing.  These 
sites are often associated with field systems while numerous clearance 
cairns represent further land improvements.  There is prolific evidence for 
prehistoric activity in the landscape around the village of Gairloch with known 
hut circle sites at sites 29 - 32 and 34 (Jacobs 2008 figures 1.6-1.7) where 
the upstanding circular bases of hut circles have been noted in various states 
of preservation. 

 
4.5  In contrast to earlier periods, the archaeological record of the Iron Age is 

dominated by settlement evidence.  In Atlantic Scotland, the early Iron Age is 
characterised by Atlantic roundhouses (brochs, duns etc).  These structures 
vary considerably in architectural complexity; while this may be partly a 
chronological development, it could also derive from variations in the wealth 
or status of the occupants.  While they may initially appear to be defensive 



 

  8 
 

structures, it has been suggested that they were primarily fortified 
farmhouses.  By around the start of the 1st millennium AD, a new type of 
house appears.  These ‘wheelhouses’ are characterised by semi-
subterranean construction with a circular outer wall and radial internal 
divisions.  These were themselves superceded by cellular buildings.  There 
was often considerable overlap in the occupation of these building types and 
they often occupied the same locations, with no apparent break in 
occupation.  Other Iron Age structural types found on Mainland Scotland 
include crannogs, such as the example in Loch Tollaidh (site 27) (Jacobs, 
2008 figure1.4). 

 
4.6 Like many areas of Scotland, the northwest coast of Scotland was subject to 

settlement by Norse invaders/settlers from the late 8th century onwards.  In 
the 9th century, Norsemen raided this area taking it completely under their 
rule and it was formally handed over to Magnus III of Norway.  Norse rule 
continued until 1266, when the kingdom was ceded to Alexander III of 
Scotland after King Haakon was defeated at the Battle of Largs in 1263. 

 
4.7 Today the Norse occupation is primarily evident though toponymy (place-

name evidence) which maintains a distinct combination of Scandinavian and 
Celtic origin, such as Wick which means bay, or Sutherland, meaning south 
land.  Gairloch was a Norse settlement, frequently visited by passing Norse 
ships who sought shelter in Gairloch loch as they sailed south.  No 
archaeological evidence of their settlement has been found to date within the 
area, though there is local reference to the burial of a Norwegian Princess 
and her lover on Isle Maree (NGR: NG 9310 7236, NMRS No: NG 97 SW 1). 

 
4.8 The Lordship of the Isles was forfeited to the Scottish Crown in 1493 

following a period of rebellion and subsequently political power in the area 
was largely vested in Clan chiefs.  The power of a Clan chief was 
traditionally based on the size of his retinue, especially the number of fighting 
men, and conspicuous consumption of agricultural produce and the system 
of land rental was designed to support this.  In return for nominal rents, lands 
were rented by Clan chiefs to tacksmen, usually their relations, whose 
principal function was to provide military men rather than cash income.  
Chiefs then tried to maximise the social product of the land, rather than cash 
returns from it.  The short land tenure offered by this system not only led to 
short lived settlement patterns but also offered little security to tenants or 
incentives to improve the land.  It is possible that the early dispersed 
settlement patterns was superseded during this time with the bailtean system 
of irregular clusters of houses known as clachans or bailes, surrounded by 
open land and runrig cultivation (where strips of land were apportioned on a 
regular basis and arable farmed jointly (Dodgshon 1993), although in some 
areas this only developed in the 19th century (ibid).  

 
4.9 The house styles of the early medieval period and methods of agricultural 

cultivation are believed to continue through the medieval period up to recent 
times.  This may be one of the factors behind the lack of identifiable 
archaeological sites.  It is also possible that there is a considerable overlap 
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between earlier structures and more recent ones still occupied or recently 
abandoned.    

 
4.10 The Medieval period in Wester Ross was a time of considerable social and 

economic change.  After the demise of Norse rule the following centuries 
witnessed various attempts by the kings of Scotland to establish power over 
the highlands, the Earldom of Orkney and the Lordship of the Isles in the 
west.  In an attempt to undermine the political status, chief was set against 
chief, encouraging the growth and establishment of the clan system.  This is 
most evident through the construction of numerous castles.  Towns such as 
Inverness were established as strategic centres of trade and royal power. 

 
4.11 Following the failed Jacobite rebellion in 1745, laws designed to remove the 

power and authority of the Highland Clans resulted in the status of a chief 
becoming more dependent on his monetary wealth rather than his retinue of 
fighting men.  Cash crops were required more than traditional tributes.  While 
money was initially raised by the sale of black cattle, through time, the 
production of wool and kelp (industrial raw material made by burning 
seaweed to produce soda ash used to produce glass and soap) became 
more important.  To further maximise production (and therefore profit) there 
needed to be a direct tenurial contact between the landlord and his tenants.  
To achieve this, land was apportioned (lotted) into parcels, known as crofts, 
with one tenant occupying each croft and paying cash rent directly to the 
landlord.  The size of these crofts was small, not only to maximise their 
number, but also to ensure that tenants needed to gather kelp in order to pay 
their rent.  Landlords could afford to pay as little as possible for their labour 
and, as they owned the seaweed, profits were maximised further.  Thus, 
while the price of kelp increased, especially during the Napoleonic war when 
demand increased and the traditional sources of supply were disrupted, the 
cost of the raw materials and labour did not (Grey 1951, 203). 

 
4.12 Kelping therefore led to reorganisation of the settlement pattern with the old 

run-rig system of joint holdings broken up in favour of crofts occupied by a 
single tenant.   

 
4.13 The crash in the price of kelp which occurred after the end of the Napoleonic 

Wars highlighted the unsustainable nature of the kelping system.  As long as 
tenants could pay part of their rents with money derived from labour, kelp 
made it possible for them to survive on the income from smaller crofts (Grey 
1951, 206) but also made them wholly dependent on them.  Landlords 
shared in this dependency as they required kelp production to not only 
generate rental income but also additional profit.  The fall in the price of kelp 
therefore had disastrous consequences for both landlord and tenants, as the 
tenants had small crofts with not enough arable or pasture to pay the rent 
(inflated due to the kelp) or provide a reserve of food to prevent famine, while 
the landlords lost their rental income and profits. Landlords then turned to 
sheep farming, which required not only less labour but also machair lands for 
grazing.  This resulted in clearance of the crofts and the creation of larger 
farms, mainly for sheep.  The most notorious examples of this type of 
clearance took place on the Sutherland estates of the Stafford family and on 
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Skye resulting in the Battle of the Braes (1882) when local crofters forced the 
eviction notices to be burnt.  

 
4.14 It was not until the late 19th or early 20th century that the Congested Districts 

Boards or Board of Agriculture divided some of these farms into the regular 
pattern of crofts that are visible today, often with modern houses built to 
patterns provided by the Department of Agriculture and Fisheries.  
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5 The Archaeology and the Built Heritage of the Study Area 

5.1 Desk-based assessment 

5.1.1 Within the study area around the proposed section of pipeline seven sites of 
cultural heritage interest were identified.  The study area comprised a 200m 
wide corridor with the proposed pipeline as its centreline.  This may however 
be subject to design variations depending on the presence or absence of 
archaeological sites.  The locations of these sites are shown on Figure 1 and 
information on these sites is presented in Appendix A.  

 
Table 4 – Sites identified by Chronological period:  
 

Period Number of Sites  Site Numbers 

Neolithic 0  
Bronze Age 0  
Iron Age 0  
Norse 0  
Medieval 0  
Post Medieval 7 17-19, 41 - 44 
Modern 0  
Unknown 0  
Total  7 7 

 
5.1.2 The cultural heritage of the study area is characterised by sites dating to the 

Post Medieval Period.  Seven sites date to this period, and can be divided 
into two broad functional categories: 

 
• Category 1: agricultural sites four in number –including field systems, 

field boundaries (turf dykes, stone and turf dykes, stone walls),  
clearance cairns, rig and furrow, enclosures; 

• Category 2: settlement sites, three in number, farmsteads, 
blackhouses, cottages, farmhouses, hotels, schools. Wells have also 
been included in this category; 

5.1.3 Within the study area there are several agricultural structures (category 1) 
mainly comprising enclosures (sites 41-44).  The NMRS records enclosures 
41-42 and 44 as a single unit (NMRS No: NG 87 NE 14) as they were 
recorded in close proximity to each other on the 1st edition Ordnance Survey 
Map (Sheet XLV, 1881, 1:10560, Ross-shire).  Only two of the enclosures 
are noted on the current Ordnance Survey map although all three are visible.  
Site 43 (Glac an Fhurain Ruaidh) was initially recorded in the early 1990’s by 
Robert Gourlay, a tourist who described the site as a double mound, 
enclosed by the remains of a low wall (SMR, MHG14061, 1991).  During a 
desk based assessment and walkover survey Wordsworth (1994) also 
recorded this site, making no reference to double mounds, only describing 
the site as an oval enclosure c 5m in width, of drystone construction and now 
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poorly preserved.  The local SMR (SMR No: MHG14061) records this site as 
a mound. 

 
5.1.4 Within the study area the structure (Site 17) recorded on the 1st edition 

Ordnance Survey Map (Sheet XLV, 1881, 1:10560, Ross-shire) has been 
demolished.  The same Ordnance Survey Map sheet shows Site 18 
comprising eight small roofed structures (Appendix C), a roofless structure 
and three enclosures.  By the time of the current edition of the Ordnance 
Survey map, only three roofed structures and an enclosure are noted, all are 
modern.  Site 19 was noted on the 1st edition Ordnance Survey Map (Sheet 
XLV, 1881, 1:10560, Ross-shire) as comprising two roofed structures. 
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6   Assessment of Impacts 

6.1 An assessment was made of the importance and sensitivity of each site 
following the methodology described in Section 3.  The assessment of 
sensitivity for each site is included in Appendix A and is summarised in the 
table below: 

 
Table 5 – Summary of Assessment of Sensitivity of Identified Heritage 
Sites 

Assessment of Sensitivity Number of Sites  

High 0 
Medium 0 
Low 6 
Negligible 1 
Unknown 0 
Total 7 

 
6.2 Potential for direct impacts would occur during the construction phase of the 

proposed scheme.  Of the seven sites identified within the study area, there 
are potential direct impacts on two known sites (18 and 42).  The significance 
of impact on these sites has been assessed as Neutral/Slight.  This is 
summarised in Table 6 below. 

 
6.3 In undertaking this Desk Based Assessment, the cultural heritage sites within 

the study area have been identified and assessed to prevent potential 
impacts during construction and by on site machinery and vehicles. 

  
Table 6 – Assessment of Potential Impacts during construction;  
 
Site 
No. 

Site Name Description of 
Impact 

Site 
Sensitivity 

Impact 
Magnitude 

Impact 
Significance 

18 Croft Hill, 
Structure 

The proposed route 
passes directly 
through this site, 
where eight 
structures and three 
enclosures were 
noted on the 1st 
edition Ordnance 
Survey map (Sheet 
XLV, 1881, 1:10560, 
Ross-shire) 
potentially directly 
impacting underlying 
structural remains. 

Low Minor Neutral/Slight 

42 Tollie Farm, 
enclosure 

The proposed route 
passes directly 
through the northern 
extent of this site, 
potentially directly 
impacting the 
remains of this site.  

Low Negligible Neutral/Slight 
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7   Mitigation Proposals  

 
7.1.1 The preferred mitigation option for any site or archaeological deposit affected 

by the proposed scheme is to preserve the remains in situ and it may be 
possible to achieve this through slight alterations to the route of the pipeline.  
However, where preservation in situ is not feasible, then recording through 
excavation would be the appropriate alternative mitigation strategy.  

 
7.1.2 In relation to site 18 it is advised that a watching brief is undertaken as open 

cut work may damage this site.   
 
7.1.3 It is initially proposed that as a means of removing the direct impact in 

relation to site 42, that the line of the pipeline is slightly altered by realigning 
it northwards towards the road (A832).  By doing so, the predicted direct 
impact on site 42 would be avoided.  If the proposed line of the pipeline can 
not be moved then it is proposed that a topographic survey of sections of the 
enclosure (Site 42) which may be damaged is undertaken prior to 
construction works.  It is also proposed that detailed sections are drawn 
through the enclosure to record method of construction prior to 
reconstruction following the insertion of the pipe.  It is also recommended 
that to prevent and minimise damage to any upstanding sites that tracked 
machinery or geotextile membrane is used to protect the ground surface.   

 
7.1.4 The proposed route of the replacement raw water pipe passes through an 

area which has been assessed as having moderate to low archaeological 
potential.  It is therefore proposed that archaeological monitoring takes place 
where groundbreaking works are undertaken within the extents of site 18 
and 42 (Figure 1).  

 
7.1.5 Any final decision on the requirement for and level of archaeological 

mitigation will be taken by Andrew Puls of Highland Council Archaeological 
Unit.   
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Appendix A - Gazetteer 

   
    
Site 
No.  Site Name Site Type NGR NMRS 

/SMR No. Source Designation Sensitivity Description 

17 Croft Hill Structure 
(destroyed) 

NG 
86171 
79566 

MHG51422 Maps, SMR None Negligible Site 17 is depicted on the 1st edition Ordnance Survey map 
(Sheet XLV, 1881, 1:10560, Ross-shire) as a roofed 
rectangular structure oriented north-west – south-east with a 
courtyard on the north-eastern side. 
The site could not be identified during the field survey (April 
2008). 

18 Croft Hill Structure NG 
86125 
79418 

MHG51423 Maps, SMR, 
field survey 

None Low The 1st edition Ordnance Survey map (Sheet XLV, 1881, 
1:10560, Ross-shire) depicts a small clachan or settlement 
comprising eight small roofed structures varying from 
rectangular to square in plan, a roofless rectilinear structure 
and three rectangular enclosures with an average 
measurement of less than 0.10 hectare. 
Field survey (April 2008) revealed that the site now 
comprises three structures located within the northern extent 
of the site.  There are no traces of the structures and 
enclosures recorded on the 1st edition Ordnance Survey map 
(Sheet XLV, 1881, 1:10560, Ross-shire) which formed this 
site. 

19 Torr a Mhuillir Structure NG 
86263 
49402 

MHG51424 SMR, maps, 
Field survey 

None Low The 1st edition Ordnance Survey map (Sheet XLV, 1881, 
1:10560, Ross-shire) depicts two roofed rectangular 
structures at this location, one oriented north-west – south-
east and the second north-east – south-west.  The local SMR 
(MHG51424) notes that the easternmost house corresponds 
with the structure depicted on the 1st edition Ordnance 
Survey map (Sheet XLV, 1881, 1:10560, Ross-shire).  The 
site was not visited during the field survey (April 2008) 

41 Tollie Farm Enclosure NG 
86105 
78940 
(cent) 

MHG30687, 
NG 87 NE 
14, 

Maps, SMR, 
NMRS 

None Low The NMRS and SMR (NG 87 NE 14, MHG30687) record the 
presence of three enclosures, illustrated on the 1st edition 
Ordnance Survey map (Sheet XLV, 1881, 1:10560, Ross-
shire) (part of a group of three enclosures, sites 42 and 44).  
A large sub-oval enclosure has been recorded in this area 
oriented north-west-south-east and measuring 55.00m in 
width.  The site was not visited during the field survey 
(April 2008) 

42 Tollie Farm Enclosure NG 8601 NG 87 NE Maps, SMR, None Low The NMRS and SMR (NG 87 NE 14, MHG30689) record the 
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Site 
No.  Site Name Site Type NGR NMRS 

/SMR No. Source Designation Sensitivity Description 

7892 14, 
MHG30689 

NMRS presence of three enclosures, depicted on the 1st edition 
Ordnance Survey map (Sheet XLV, 1881, 1:10560, Ross-
shire) (part of a group of three enclosures, sites 41 and 44).  
A small sub-oval enclosure was recorded adjacent to the 
road which leads to Tollie Farm.  The enclosure measured 
30.00m in width and is oriented north-south.  The site was 
not visited during the field survey (April 2008) 

43 Glac an 
Fhurain 
Ruaidh 

Mound NG 8592 
7885 

MHG14061 SMR None Low The local SMR (MHG14061) notes site 43 is comprises a 
double mound, surrounded by the remains of a low wall.  The 
site was subsequently recorded as an oval enclosure, 5.00m 
wide, with tumbled stone walls, located close to the remains 
of site 44).  It was also noted that the site may be part of an 
earlier settlement, as there are traces of features to the west, 
in Glac an Fhuarain Ruaidh.  The site was not visited 
during the field survey (April 2008) 

44 Tollie Farm Enclosure NG 8595 
7880 

NG 87 NE 
14, 
MHG30688 

Maps, SMR, 
NMRS 

None Low The NMRS and SMR (NG 87 NE 14, MHG30688) record the 
presence of three enclosures, illustrated on the 1st edition 
Ordnance Survey map (Sheet XLV, 1881, 1:10560, Ross-
shire) (part of a group of three enclosures, sites 41 and 42).  
The SMR notes that within the enclosure there is evidence 
for structures within the north western sector of the 
enclosure.  A large sub-oval enclosure, oriented north-west-
south-east was recorded adjacent to the Tollie Burn and 
measures 85m wide.  The site was not visited during the 
field survey (April 2008) 
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  Appendix B – Photographic Plates 

 
 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   
 

 
 
 
 

Plate 1: Looking towards Site 19, Torr a Mhuillir, from the north east. 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

Plate 2: Site 12, The Narrows, from south west. 
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Plate 3: Site 18, Croft Hill, from west. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Plate 4: Site 41, line of the enclosure is highlighted by the dashed line, from east. 
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Appendix C First Edition Ordnance Survey Map 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1st Edition Ordnance Survey (Sheet XLV, 1881, 1:10560, Ross-shire) 
 
 
 
 

Site 18 
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