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Chapter 10: The treatment of the dead in Iron Age Atlantic Scotland 

 

‘Since the last Ice Age approximately one hundred billion people have died. We know 

little now and will never know much about how they died, how their deaths were 

received, where they now lie, where there souls went, or even if, in their own minds, 

they had souls.’ (Davies 1999: 2) 

 

     The funerary traditions of the inhabitants of Iron Age Atlantic Scotland have never 

been well understood. Previous studies have tackled this problem based on particular 

groups of evidence, such as the human remains found on settlements (Armit and Ginn 

2007) and the appearance of inhumation in first millennium AD Orkney (Ashmore 

2003). It is clear from these studies that a wide range of funerary traditions were being 

practised over the long Iron Age, but examining each of these in isolation can never 

answer wider questions about the reasons for, and interactions between, changing 

mortuary practices. This study has for the first time brought together all the available 

evidence for the treatment of the dead during the Iron Age, allowing a new map of 

funerary behaviour to be drawn, and providing the basis for a full discussion of 

mortuary treatment in Atlantic Scotland.  

 

10.1: The Early Iron Age (800-300 BC) 

     For the Early Iron Age evidence for funerary treatment is still extremely sparse; 

human remains have been found at just eight sites spread throughout Atlantic 

Scotland (Fig. 10.1). Overall, the extreme rarity of finds of Early Iron Age human 

remains, even in relatively heavily excavated regions such as the Western Isles, must 
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suggest that destructive, archaeologically invisible funerary rites were in use during 

this period.  

Fig. 10.1: Evidence for funerary treatment in the Early Iron Age (800 BC -300 BC) 
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     Cremation of the dead seems to have continued into the very Early Iron Age at two 

sites in Shetland and the Western Isles, but in neither area is it clear what type of 

funerary treatment succeeded this tradition. From the north-east mainland, just a few 

fragmentary human bones found in midden layers at Cnoc Stanger (37) can be 

assigned to this period. In Argyll, apart from an isolated cremation burial at 

Sanaigmhor (95), the only human remains recorded are the partially exposed bodies 

placed in MacArthur Cave (92), which may provide a hint as to wider funerary 

behaviour in the Early Iron Age. 

    In the southern mainland of Orkney, two Atlantic roundhouse settlements at Howe 

(15) and Bu (9) were used for the deposition of human remains during this period. The 

development of monumental Atlantic roundhouses can be seen as a real break in 

settlement tradition in this area, the start of a period in which power and claims to the 

land were demonstrated by the construction of ever larger and more complex dry-

stone structures (Gilmour 2005: 84). The placement of human remains into these 

domestic sites seems to have originated in the Early Iron Age, and was to become a 

feature of the way in which they were inhabited through the long Iron Age. 

 

 

10.2: The Middle Iron Age (300 BC – AD 300) 

    The Middle Iron Age is the period during which Atlantic roundhouse architecture 

reached its apogee; archaeological evidence for material culture and economic activity 

is more plentiful, and the majority of excavated sites have been dated to this period. In 

terms of mortuary behaviour, there is a (relative) explosion of evidence, with at least 

49 sites producing human remains (Fig. 10.2). This profusion does not extend to Argyll 
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and the Inner Isles, from where only the latest skeleton from MacArthur Cave (92) and 

a single Middle Iron Age cremation burial at Morvern (93) have been recovered.  

Fig. 10.2: Evidence for funerary treatment in the Middle Iron Age (300 BC – AD 300) 
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      In Orkney and Caithness, the excavation of a large number of Atlantic roundhouses 

has revealed a widespread tradition of the placement of human remains onto 

domestic sites during the Middle Iron Age. In Caithness, whole bodies appear to have 

received this treatment as often as disarticulated material, but in Orkney individual 

disarticulated bones dominate. Human remains were also deposited at two non-

settlement Orcadian sites; the Knowe of Skea (17) and Mine Howe (20). Aside from a 

single, perhaps intrusive, cremation on mainland Orkney, the use and deposition of 

human remains on domestic sites, or on sites apparently used primarily for the 

performance of ritual activities, provides our only evidence of the treatment of the 

dead in this period. 

     In the Western Isles, a more complex web of funerary traditions may be recognised 

during the Middle Iron Age. In the southern islands of Benbecula and South Uist the 

deposition of disarticulated human remains on domestic sites seems to have been 

widespread, but this behaviour is found on only one site further north, Cnip (72) in 

Lewis. On nearby Skye human remains have been found on two sites, High Pasture 

Cave (91) and Fiskavaig (90), both of which represent natural landscape features 

apparently used for ritual activities during the Iron Age (Birch 2009). 

     In the Outer Hebridean islands of North Uist, Harris and Lewis, formal inhumation 

also appears, in a sporadic fashion, during the Middle Iron Age. These inhumations are 

generally isolated, aside from a single larger cemetery at Galson (74), and are a very 

varied group, involving a spread of men, women and children, a range of orientations 

and positions, the frequent use of stone cists, and the occasional provision of grave 

goods. Two inhumation sites in north-west Sutherland, Loch Borralie (60) and 

Sangobeg (61), seem to be part of this group.  
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     Two sites of Middle Iron Age formal inhumation in Shetland, at Sandwick (4) and 

Sands of Breckon (3), are harder to explain. Strong links between Shetland and the 

Western Isles during the first few centuries AD may be attested by other 

archaeological evidence, such as the distribution of wheelhouses (Harding 2004: 251). 

The northern Shetland inhumations do, however, appear to be extremely isolated at 

present, while the disarticulated human remains placed in the Atlantic roundhouse at 

Old Scatness (2) are most easily compared to examples of this practice in Orkney. 

     The reasons behind the reappearance of inhumation in the north-west of Atlantic 

Scotland from the last few centuries BC are unknown, but would be difficult to relate 

to developments further south in Britain, where this form of burial was not in 

widespread use. Instead, this burial treatment must be explained in terms of an 

indigenous change in the means of demonstration of social status, belief in the fate of 

the dead or attitudes to the individual body, possibilities that will be discussed in the 

next chapter. The ways in which inhumation burial interwove with the more 

widespread practice of the deposition of human remains on domestic sites is unclear, 

but the fact that there appears to be little geographical overlap between the two 

traditions in this period may be telling, perhaps suggesting the existence of two 

separate funerary cultures in Middle Iron Age Atlantic Scotland. 

 

 

10.3: The Late Iron Age (AD 300-800) 

      The Late Iron Age may be seen as a period of significant social change in Atlantic 

Scotland, with the abandonment of monumental settlement construction, an increase 
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in personal ornamentation, and the growing influence of external forces such as the 

Pictish state and the Christian church (Armit 1996: 184-5).  

Fig. 10.3: Evidence for funerary treatment in the Late Iron Age (AD 300 – 800) 
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     The funerary evidence available for this period is relatively substantial, including 

remains from at least 53 sites, but shows a great deal of variation (Fig. 10.3), with no 

sign of any new, universally accepted view of the ‘correct’ treatment of the dead. The 

mortuary evidence available is also still very scarce in comparison to the estimated 

population of Atlantic Scotland in this period, which is believed to have increased from 

the earlier Iron Age based on ecological evidence (Bond et al. 2004).    

    Formal inhumation is, by the end of the Late Iron Age, present in all regions of 

Atlantic Scotland, but rarely seems to have been the only funerary treatment utilised. 

In the Western Isles, inhumation burial seems to have spread down into the southern 

islands, but disarticulated human remains were still being placed onto domestic sites 

during this period. A similarly mixed picture is present in Shetland; this is the period for 

which we have the first small cemetery at St Ninian’s Isle, but several deposits of 

disarticulated remains on settlements were also made. Even in Argyll and the Inner 

Isles, the heartland of Early Christianity in Scotland, disarticulated deposits and 

cremation burials have been found, and evidence for churchyard burial is rare. 

      Perhaps the most intriguing data, however, is that from the north east mainland 

and Orkney (Fig. 10.4). In Caithness and Sutherland, formal inhumations including cairn 

burials and inhumations apparently marked by Pictish symbol stones in some respects 

echo the long cist cemeteries found further south in Scotland. However, disarticulated 

and articulated human remains were still being placed onto settlements up to the very 

end of the Iron Age, and even into the Norse period (see Appendix 3). The east coast of 

Caithness provides a particularly concentrated area of funerary evidence in the Late 

Iron Age, ranging from disarticulated and occasionally modified human bones 

deposited on settlements to inhumations in formally delineated cemeteries. 
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Fig. 10.4: Funerary evidence in Late Iron Age Orkney and Caithness 

 

     In Orkney the treatment of the dead appears to have been even more variable 

during the Late Iron Age. Formal inhumation was adopted at some sites, involving 

relatively large groups at cemeteries such as Westness (30) and Newark Bay (22). 

Again, however, the practice of placing human remains into abandoned Middle Iron 

Age domestic sites appears to have continued right up until the end of the Iron Age. 

Even more surprisingly, cremation burial appears to have enjoyed a late resurgence, 

with isolated examples found at Netlater (11) and Stromness (29), a large number of 

cisted cremations placed over the ruins of the Oxtro roundhouse (23), and an 

apparently Late Iron Age pyre and burial site at Hermisgarth (14).  

     This great variation in funerary treatments within Orkney may be said to represent 

in microcosm the wider picture: the very diverse funerary landscape of Late Iron Age 

Atlantic Scotland. Though archaeological evidence for the treatment of the dead in this 
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region has increased considerably over the last few decades, it does not seem to be 

leading towards the expected result of a single, over-arching funerary process, or even 

a neat series of regional or chronological traditions. In some areas multiple, apparently 

very different ways of dealing with the dead appear to have been in near 

contemporary use. The possible reasons behind this unexpected pluralism in 

treatments of the dead will be discussed in the next chapter.   

 

 

10.4: Problems with the current data 

 

     Although this study has drawn together all the available information on the 

treatment of human remains in Atlantic Scotland, this material clearly still only 

represents a tiny minority of the population of this region over the 1600 years of the 

long Iron Age. It seems likely that this is partly due to the use of archaeologically 

invisible funerary treatments for a substantial proportion of the population, especially 

during the Early Iron Age, but this conclusion must be justified in terms of the 

reliability of the data-set.  

     In terms of settlement contexts, the greatest problem modern archaeologists face is 

the poor recovery and recording of human remains that took place on the many sites 

excavated in the 19th and early 20th centuries, particularly in Caithness and Orkney. In 

Chapter 6 it was mentioned that over half of the human remains recorded on domestic 

sites are no longer locatable for examination, and it also seems likely that a large 

number of human remains, including many small and fragmented bones, were never 

observed during the early excavations of Atlantic roundhouses. Even where human 
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remains were found and retained, information on the original depositional context of 

these bones is often hard to reconstruct from antiquarian accounts. 

     Turning to formal inhumations and cremations, a different problem exists with the 

data. A huge number of simple, unaccompanied burials have been recorded in Atlantic 

Scotland over the last few centuries, but the prevailing belief that formal burial was 

not an Iron Age rite has led to an unknown number of these cases being wrongly 

assigned to the earlier Bronze Age or later Medieval periods. The direct dating of a 

significant number of formal inhumations to the long Iron Age over the last few 

decades, and the equally unexpected dating of several cremation burials to this period, 

highlights the dangers of this kind of archaeological assumption. The overwhelmingly 

coastal location of Iron Age inhumations, many of which were only revealed by coastal 

erosion, also implies that an unknown number of these burials must have been lost to 

the sea without ever being recorded.  

     It seems entirely likely that future excavations of Iron Age domestic sites will 

continue to turn up examples of the deposition of human remains, and that further 

examples of inhumation and cremation burial will be dated to the long Iron Age. The 

question that must be asked, therefore, is whether these different contexts will ever 

turn up a sufficient quantity of human remains, taking into account the difficulties of 

partial excavation and poor preservation, to remove the need for a postulated 

‘majority’ funerary treatment for which archaeological evidence has not survived. It 

must be remembered that only a small proportion of the past population of almost any 

area and period has been recovered archaeologically (Parker Pearson 2005: 5), and the 

existence of one visible funerary treatment is usually taken (perhaps simplistically) to 

apply to the missing majority. 
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     On the current evidence, with all the finds of human remains drawn together in this 

study, there are clearly many fewer individuals represented than are believed to have 

lived and died in Atlantic Scotland during the long Iron Age. Most strikingly, the 

remains of only 30-35 individuals have been found to date to the 500 years of the Early 

Iron Age. Although lack of bone preservation, erosion of coastlines, poor early 

archaeological recovery and recording and a lack of dating evidence will have 

substantially reduced the information available, it seems unlikely that these factors are 

greater for the Iron Age than for the preceding Bronze Age or later Medieval periods 

from which much more funerary evidence is available. Until sufficient further finds are 

made to change this picture it does, therefore, seem important to ask what funerary 

treatment might have been accorded to the missing majority. 

 

 

10.5: The fate of the rest of the dead 

 

     The extreme rarity of visible funerary evidence for large areas and time periods 

within Iron Age Atlantic Scotland makes it very likely that mortuary processes which 

resulted in the complete destruction of the body were in use. Speculating on the 

reasons behind a lack of archaeological evidence is always difficult, and clear proof of 

any funerary treatment that has left no material trace will clearly never be 

forthcoming. Archaeological evidence for some forms of funerary treatment is 

available from Iron Age Atlantic Scotland, however, and it would seem most sensible to 

work from the evidence we have towards that which we lack.  
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     The human remains discovered from a variety of contexts may provide clues to 

related, but not archaeologically visible, treatments of the dead (Fig. 10.5). For 

example, the presence of partial cremation burials must indicate the burning of bodies 

and either the loss of some remains at the pyre site or the collection and alternative 

deposition of these remains. Equally, the disarticulated human bones deposited on 

settlement sites must have been obtained from corpses that were accessible at a 

certain point in the decomposition process, and which could either have been 

protected or destroyed after this event. 

 

 

Fig. 10.5: Elements of funerary treatment for which archaeological evidence is 

available (bold) and for which no evidence is available (italics) 
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     Arguably the greatest vacuum in our information is for the earliest stages of the 

funerary process; the initial preparation of the corpse, the main funeral ceremony, and 

the emotional and social effects on the survivors. The initial treatment of the corpse 

would almost certainly have been carried out by members of the immediate group, 

and would have entailed a period of intimate contact with the corpse absent in 

modern western society. Unfortunately, we have no evidence for how extended and 

elaborate this stage of the funerary process may have been, and how it was related to 

the next stage, the physical transformation of the corpse. 

     We do have evidence from Iron Age Atlantic Scotland for funerary processes that 

transformed the dead body from flesh to skeleton, often regarded anthropologically as 

providing a period of transition for the dead in their journey to the afterlife (Oestigaard 

2004: 23-5). The burning of bodies during cremation would accomplish this quickly and 

in a controlled manner, whereas a period of natural decomposition would provide a 

much more gradual transformation, and allow the recovery of parts of the dead. 

Inhumation burial effectively hides the process of decomposition, which may be one of 

the reasons behind the popularity of this form of funerary treatment (Nilsson Stutz 

2003: 102). However, gnaw marks, though rarely found on the disarticulated material 

found on settlement sites, are present on bones from a few inhumations, suggesting 

that a period of above-ground decomposition was accorded to some bodies before 

inhumation or placement on domestic sites. These different types of mortuary 

transformation may suggest varying attitudes towards the bodies of the dead; this 

issue will be discussed in Chapter 11. 

     Clearly, a wide range of final depositional contexts for part or whole human bodies 

is already attested, but the addition of still further options is necessary to explain the 
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relative rarity of osteological remains during the Iron Age. It is possible to postulate 

several depositional contexts which would leave no archaeological trace - bodies sent 

out to sea, complete destruction of the corpse during exposure, and scattering of 

cremated ashes - but whose existence may be inferred from the interim treatments of 

cremation or protected decomposition of the body, or from the relationship between 

the sea and the dead suggested by the placement of inhumation burials. 

      The most tenuous link with current archaeological evidence is arguably that of the 

deposition of bodies in the sea. Though a perfectly reasonable suggestion, the only 

supporting argument for this practice lies in the symbolic importance the sea must 

have held for these communities during the Iron Age. The vast majority of Iron Age 

inhumation burials seem to have been placed on the coastline, suggesting a ritual 

connection between death and the sea. Human remains also appear at natural coastal 

sites, such as Fiskavaig and MacArthur Cave, which may have been chosen for ritual 

activity due to their special, liminal location. Firmer evidence for the practice of formal 

sea burial itself is, however, unlikely to be recovered.  

     One interesting side-note here is the question of how Iron Age communities would 

have dealt with the washed up or lost bodies of those who had drowned, no doubt a 

relatively frequent occurrence in the rough waters of the Atlantic and the North Sea. 

Drowned victims are often buried, either literally or symbolically (by the provision of 

an empty grave) on the shore, and until the 19th century were often denied burial in 

consecrated community churchyards (Pollard 1999: 36-39). The quick burial of washed 

up, decaying bodies on the shore may have had sound practical reasons, but very few 

Iron Age coastal inhumations show evidence of extensive decomposition before burial. 

Barber has suggested, however, that the partially decomposed juvenile remains placed 



 310 

into pits at Hornish Point may have been those of a drowning victim. The juvenile 

might have been used for this domestic ritual either opportunistically or due to the 

special connotations this form of death held (Barber et al. 1989: 777).  

     Cremation of the dead clearly did occur during the long Iron Age in Atlantic 

Scotland, and the limited amount of burnt bone placed in several cremation burials 

(see Chapter 9) suggests an alternative final treatment of a proportion of these human 

remains. So far, however, Iron Age cremation burials appear to be few, and to 

represent a distinct rite which involved the preservation and memorialisation, not the 

fragmentation and scattering, of the remains of the dead. The rarity of easily available 

timber for cremation pyres in deforested areas of Atlantic Scotland may also indicate 

that cremation of the dead would not have been a common event.  

     The practice of complete, destructive exposure could provide an alternative rite of 

transition for the dead body, conceptually and practically related to the more 

protected excarnation process suggested by the state of disarticulated remains found 

on domestic sites (see Chapter 6). One form of mortuary treatment could even have 

led on to the other, with complete exposure of bodies after certain bones had been 

removed. Is long-term exposure therefore the most convincing suggestion for a 

missing final fate for the majority of the dead of Iron Age Atlantic Scotland? 

 

10.5.1: The argument for excarnation 

      It has been suggested that excarnation of the dead, in which the corpse naturally 

decomposed, provides the most likely context for the recovery of disarticulated human 

remains before their deposition on settlement sites. It was also noted, however, that 

evidence of exposure in the form of gnaw marks or weathering, or of active 
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excarnation in the form of defleshing marks, is rarely found on disarticulated bones 

recovered from domestic sites. This suggests a carefully controlled phase of 

decomposition, a form of protected excarnation either above or below ground, from 

which remains could be drawn at the correct moment (see Madgwick 2008: 107-8). 

The fate of these previously protected bodies after the removal of the required bones 

or body parts, is, however, unclear. The lack of archaeological evidence for these 

incomplete corpses indicates that bodies may have been afterwards disposed of via a 

destructive process: burnt, deposited in the sea or, perhaps most simply, exposed.   

     Just one site can be suggested as a location where exposure of dead actually took 

place during the Iron Age; MacArthur Cave in Oban. At this site, recording of the 

contexts in which human remains were found (Saville and Hallen 1994: 720) suggests 

that the bodies were disarticulated by the time that the cave filled with sediment. The 

presence of small bones such as metacarpals and patellae makes it unlikely that the 

cave was used for the deposition of dry bones, and more likely that this was a location 

of primary deposition, at which disarticulation and fragmentation occurred. The 

logistics of this disturbance can be easily deduced; several bones display gnaw marks, 

showing that they were accessed by scavengers while still fresh (Fig. 10.6).  

Fig. 10.6: Gnaw marks on bones from MacArthur Cave (photos: author) 
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     MacArthur Cave is an important but so far unique site, and it would be unwise to 

conclude from this that caves were widely used as places for the decomposition of the 

dead during the Iron Age. For widespread unprotected excarnation involving the 

complete destruction of the body we necessarily have no archaeological evidence. 

Given this, is there any convincing reason to assume that exposure of the dead formed 

the majority funerary treatment over the long Iron Age?  

      The answer must be no, but this is not to say that exposure was not part of the 

funerary culture of Iron Age Atlantic Scotland. It remains a likely possibility that would 

explain the loss of a great deal of osteological evidence, and can be conceptually 

related to the protected decomposition and removal of skeletal elements attested to 

by the disarticulated remains found on domestic sites. In a society which was 

practising a complex web of methods of dealing with the dead, exposure may well 

have played a part. It is simply not possible on the current evidence to declare it to be 

the fate of the majority of the Iron Age dead. 

 

 

10.6: Was there one majority funerary treatment, or many? 

 
     Previous discussions of the treatment of the dead in Iron Age Atlantic Scotland have 

usually tacitly borne the assumption that what we are missing archaeological evidence 

for is a single, destructive funerary rite that could account for the lack of osteological 

remains. This idea seems to be rooted in the belief that most societies practice a single 

set of funerary practices at any one time. Clearly, however, no single mortuary process 

could account for all the human remains recovered from Atlantic Scotland, which are 
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variously unburnt, burnt, articulated and disarticulated, and found in a variety of 

depositional contexts. Although it seems counter-intuitive to further complicate the 

picture provided by the current evidence, it seems likely that several of the possible 

mortuary treatments and depositional contexts included in Fig. 10.5 occurred in this 

region. The defining characteristic of funerary practice during the long Iron Age seems 

to be pluralism: the near-contemporary utilisation of multiple ways of dealing with the 

dead. None of these treatments can be dismissed as a ‘deviant’ practice given the 

absence of a widespread funerary ‘norm’. It is important to work from the 

archeological evidence available during this period rather than an assumption that a 

majority treatment would have existed; it is, therefore, mortuary diversity that 

archaeologists must attempt to explain. 

     There are societies in which a range of funerary treatments are used within one 

belief system. In Tibetan Buddhism, for example, different members of society could 

be exposed (sky burial), cremated (fire burial), or lower down the social scale, placed 

into rivers (water burial) or inhumed (earth burial) (Malville 2005: 191-2). In Aztec 

society, the manner of death determined the funerary treatment accorded; women 

who died in childbirth were buried, warriors who died in battle were cremated, and 

the bodies of the poor were placed under house floors (Iguaz 1993: 65-6). These 

examples, though drawn from areas wide apart in space and time, show how a range 

of ways of dealing with the dead can form part of one overall cosmology, with funerary 

treatment being decided according to the social status, age or sex, or the manner of 

death of the individuals involved. 

    Unfortunately, the demographic data that can be drawn from the disarticulated and 

cremated material in Atlantic Scotland does not allow a clear analysis of which 
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members of society were receiving different funerary rites. The dominance of adults in 

intact depositions, the prevalence of women amongst formal inhumations, and the 

more frequent placement of men on domestic sites, suggests that these forms of 

treatment were not applied to communities as a whole. Juvenile remains are, in 

contrast, found much more frequently among the disarticulated material, suggesting 

that this is more likely to have been drawn from the general population. Infants and 

neonates also appear to dominate at the apparently unique site of the Knowe of Skea. 

Overall, however, the limited demographic data available does not allow a clear 

analysis of whether different age or sex groups were usually accorded different 

funerary treatment. 

     The examples of Buddhist Tibet and Aztec Mexico are drawn from complex societies 

with formally structured religions, and it is open to question whether a similar set of 

beliefs surrounding the treatment of the dead is ever likely to have covered the wide 

area of Atlantic Scotland during the long Iron Age. It seems more likely that this region 

was split up into many relatively independent groups for much of the Iron Age (Armit 

2005: 69-72), and ritual practice and cosmology may well have differed between these 

areas. The clearest evidence of the existence of separate funerary cultures may be the 

Middle Iron Age divide between north-western areas where formal inhumation was 

dominant and the strong focus on the deposition of human remains onto settlement 

and ritual sites in Orkney and the north-east mainland.  

     Strict dividing lines in funerary behaviour are rare however, and this should not be 

surprising; contact between the different island groups and mainland areas of Atlantic 

Scotland appears to have been frequent during the long Iron Age, as testified to by 

striking similarities in architecture and material culture. People as well as ideas would 
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have travelled throughout the region, and in smaller areas in which a wide range of 

mortuary practices were present, such as Late Iron Age Caithness and Orkney, we may 

be able to recognise the existence of different sub-groups who held very different 

ideas on the correct way of dealing with the dead.  

      It should also be unsurprising that funerary practice may have changed over the 

course of the long Iron Age. The longevity of the practice of placing human remains 

onto domestic sites, which appears to stretch from the mid first millennium to the very 

end of the Iron Age and beyond, is remarkable, but other forms of funerary behaviour 

seem to have been adopted and abandoned during this period. Religious belief is 

rarely static, and the range of accepted burial treatments certainly seems to have 

shifted in several areas, for example with the appearance of formal inhumation in 

Orkney and Caithness during the Late Iron Age. Outside forces may have influenced 

these changes, but in many cases they seem to be entirely indigenous, and must be 

explained in terms of evolving belief systems or social conditions within Atlantic 

Scotland. These different ways of interpreting the enormous diversity of funerary 

treatment in this region during the long Iron Age will be discussed in the next chapter.  


