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1 The archaeological evidence 

Before the patterns of Iron Age settlement in the study area can be discussed, they 

have to be determined.  Identifying the location of known activity is the first step in 

assembling a model of the study area as it might have appeared in the Iron Age.   

This chapter describes the archaeological sites and monuments in the field which 

have a bearing on the Iron Age landscape.  In order to ensure comprehensive and 

systematic appraisal of the archaeological evidence in the field, a preliminary 

exercise was carried out to assess and update the known archaeological record for 

the study area.  The chapter therefore opens with a description of this essential 

preparatory work. 

Thereafter the archaeology of the study area is described.  So as to make sense of the 

evolving patterns of settlement, this information is presented as it may have applied 

in the Early, Middle and Late Iron Ages and in terms of a timeframe which is longer 

than the focus of this study.  Specific consideration is given to the period 

immediately following the end of the Iron Age. 

The material contained in the current chapter should be set in the context of 

Shetland’s wider archaeological background and the reference sites and monuments 

which were discussed in detail in Chapter 4: Island landscapes and the North 

Atlantic Iron Age.   

1.1 Gazetteer of archaeological sites 

Desk assessment produced an initial gazetteer which provided a single integrated 

reference point of all the archaeological sites and monuments on Burra, Houss and 

Trondra known at the beginning of this study.  This assessment was followed by an 

intensive programme of field-walking in order to review each site.  The initial 

gazetteer was augmented and updated as fieldwork progressed. 

The final gazetteer is a comprehensive database of sites and monuments of all 

periods within the study area, updated to reflect current thinking and to include 

newly-recorded sites, and annotated to show the relevance of each site to the present 

study.  As such it represents a necessary precursor to the construction of a realistic 

model of the study area in the Iron Age.  It is presented as supporting information for 

this study, in electronic format.  By its nature, however, it is both repetitive and 



bulky and so only appropriate and relevant extracts have been incorporated into the 

body of this thesis and into the Appendices.   

1.1.1 Sourcing the data 

The previously known archaeological record for Burra, Houss and Trondra was 

spread over a number of catalogues.  The National Monuments Record of Scotland 

(henceforward NMRS) is maintained by the Royal Commission for Ancient and 

Historical Monuments in Scotland (henceforward RCAHMS).  The local Sites and 

Monuments Record (henceforward SMR) is the responsibility of the Shetland 

Amenity Trust (henceforward SAT or “the Trust”).  Another catalogue is contained 

in a survey commissioned by the Trust and carried out by EASE Archaeology 

(henceforward EASE) in the 1990s.  A fourth catalogue was established in order to 

record sites and monuments encountered in the course of this study which were not 

otherwise documented.   

The records contained in the NMRS are themselves derived from a number of earlier 

exercises.  The Royal Commission Inventory of 1946 (RCAHMS, 1946) and the 

Ordnance Survey Antiquity record cards together provide the first systematic 

archaeological survey of the study area.  These were supplemented by Calder’s work 

on “Neolithic” houses, cairns and burnt mounds in the 1950s and 1960s (Calder, 

1956, 1963).  In 1973 the NMRS was updated to include all roofed and unroofed 

structures shown on the first edition of Ordnance Survey maps dating to the early 

1880s.  Each site in the NMRS catalogue is identified by a unique number e.g. 

NMRS # HU33SE4.       

The SMR is maintained locally.  There is no public access to the computer system 

itself, but information is extracted by the Trust’s staff on request.  Information 

deemed sensitive or irrelevant to the request is not released.  The SMR does not 

include remains of the crofting period, but it does contain reports of where isolated 

artefacts were found.  Each site in the SMR is identified by a unique number e.g. 

SMR # 827.         

A survey of sites on Burra was undertaken by Gordon Parry in 1977.  Parry’s survey 

was published in 1984 by Hedges (Hedges, 1984) and the published article contained 

a catalogue and a sketch map.  Not all monuments noted on the sketch map had been 

included in the article’s catalogue.  The contents of the article’s catalogue were 

subsequently incorporated into the NMRS and the SMR.   
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In 1995 and 1998 a coastal assessment survey of Burra, Houss and Trondra was 

carried out by EASE.  This produced a full catalogue of the sites and monuments 

lying in a 20 m wide strip adjacent to the coast of Burra, Houss and Trondra (Moore 

and Wilson, 2001b).  Not all of these sites have been incorporated into the SMR and 

the NMRS.  EASE identified each site with an alphanumeric identifier e.g. EASE # 

WB15.       

A new catalogue was established in order to note any previously unrecorded sites 

which might be encountered in the course of this study (henceforward This Survey).  

Sites are identified with an alphanumeric identifier.  Sites on Burra were designated 

“B”, sites on Houss “H” and sites on Trondra “T”, followed in each case by the 

number of the site e.g. “This Survey # B4”.   

The first records taken into This Survey were eleven monuments noted on Gordon 

Parry’s sketch map which could not be traced into the published catalogue (Hedges, 

1984) and which therefore did not appear in the NMRS or the SMR. 

The sources of raw data in the gazetteer may therefore be illustrated thus: 

FIGURE 5-1: DERIVATION OF RAW DATA 

Source: Lamb 

1.1.2 Integrating the data 

In order to provide a single integrated reference point for all known archaeological 

sites, a database was created in Microsoft Access.  Each catalogue contained a 



number of records but the records in different catalogues did not correspond with 

each other.  Each record might contain one or more elements or features present at a 

given location.  Some inspectors had noted all the site types present at a location in a 

single record, whilst others noted them singly, or grouped them differently. These 

compound records therefore required to be broken down further into their constituent 

site types before the catalogues could be cross-referenced.   

The number of records and site types in each catalogue was as follows: 

 BURRA HOUSS TRONDRA TOTAL 

records     

NMRS 119 47 17 183 

SMR 93 53 23 169 

EASE 56 49 27 132 

total    484 

     

site-types     

NMRS 173 72 20 265 

SMR 160 78 39 277 

EASE 56 49 27 132 

total    674 

TABLE 5-1: RAW DATA IN DATABASE 

Each catalogue was made the subject of a different table in the database, and each 

site type formed a separate entry in the table.  This information represented the raw 

data. 

The site entries were compared and cross-referenced and then marked on a series of 

Source Maps which used Ordnance Survey maps as a base.  Each site on each map 

was referenced to a Map Note.  As the study progressed, these maps and notes were 

continuously updated.  Complex areas were examined using larger scale maps, and 

the information transferred to the Source Maps when ambiguities had been resolved. 

Desk assessment at this stage identified a number of gaps and overlaps between 

catalogues, underlining the importance of consulting more than one source.  It also 

highlighted areas of uncertainty which could only be clarified in the field.   

This exercise pre-dated the recent launch of a new site thesaurus by RCAHMS 

which will in future provide an industry standard for Scotland.  In practice 

differences in definition between the catalogues were easy to reconcile in the field.  

The re-assessment of each site allowed the main thesis question to be addressed, 

namely whether the site in question represented evidence of settlement occupation in 

a relevant period.   



1.1.3 Updating the data 

All sites listed in the database were covered in an intensive programme of field-

walking and after each field visit the relevant Map Notes were updated to record 

observations and conclusions.  For example, it might be found that a single record 

which noted a number of site types proved on physical examination to refer not to 

multiple features but to alternate interpretations of the same feature.  On occasion 

duplicate records were noted, where a single site had been entered more than once in 

the same catalogue.   

A re-assessment was made of each monument in the light of its current condition and 

some were eliminated as evidence at this stage.  Part of the survey associated with 

this study took place after an extended period of very dry weather which caused peat 

to shrink from exposed rock and made it easier to see certain features.  Two sites 

provide specific examples.  Site EASE # EB44 was originally been identified as a 

“structure, possible house or cairn” (Moore and Wilson, 2001b: 157).  The group of 

stones described, including a suspected orthostat, could not be found although a 

natural outcrop meeting the description was noted at the location specified.  The 

difference in interpretation is probably due to sub-aerial erosion in the intervening 

years and desiccation of the surrounding vegetation.  Another example is provided  

by site NMRS # HU33SE7 which was originally identified as a cropmark.  This can 

now be seen to have been a loch which has drained over the cliff.  Both of these sites 

were excluded from further consideration. 

Some sites could not be located.  In the case of sites obscured by peat or eroded by 

the sea, the approach taken was generally to prefer the earlier written record in the 

NMRS or the SMR or the EASE survey over visual examination.  One example is 

the site recorded as EASE # WB11 / SMR # 3520, on the edge of a flat field leading 

to the stony beach at Bannaminn.  When examined by EASE in 1995 it was 

described as a rectangular structure, with the eastern wall slightly bowed outward.  

The whole measured about 15 m by 6 m, with a maximum height of about one metre.  

In section, at least six courses of stone were visible in the wall.  Its western end was 

exposed and collapsing from the section, but the rest was regarded as “not under 

immediate threat” (Moore and Wilson, 2001b: 115).  Noting the size and shape, 

EASE suggested that the building was a Norse domestic structure.  A site visit made 

on 27 February 2005 as part of this study, however, found that most of the structure 



had eroded out onto the beach.  The site was nevertheless retained in the database, 

since the earlier inspection provided clear evidence for its existence at the location 

identified. 

A total of 97 previously unrecorded sites were identified in the course of field-

walking and these were added to the database through This Survey.  A full list is 

given in Appendix 4: List of new archaeological sites.  Including the 11 sites on 

Parry’s sketch map of Burra, these newly-identified sites were spread across the 

study area as follows:   

 BURRA HOUSS TRONDRA TOTAL 

records / sites     

This Survey 32 57 19 108 

TABLE 5-2: SITES IN THIS SURVEY’S CATALOGUE 

Around half of these new sites consisted of discontinuous lines of earthfast stones, 

some of considerable length and containing substantial individual stones.  These 

were identified as stretches of territorial boundary and they are discussed as part of 

the pre-Iron Age landscape. 

1.2 Selection and presentation of the archaeological evidence 

Each site in the database was examined in the field before being carried forward for 

inclusion in the landscape maps which follow.   

All sites were assessed for relevance to the Iron Age in terms of type and date.  

Where a site had decayed or been removed, previously recorded descriptions were 

preferred because they had been written when the site was more complete.  Sites 

which had entered the record inappropriately were excluded.   

The classification of sites was based on the most probable explanation of the visible 

remains in a Shetland context.  The study area may be expected to reflect 

contemporary developments elsewhere in Shetland.  The different phases of 

Shetland’s archaeology are characterised by certain types of sites and monuments, as 

was described in Chapter 4: Island landscapes and the North Atlantic Iron Age.   

Sites on Burra, Houss and Trondra were assigned an approximate date on the basis 

of analogy.  Few radiocarbon dates have been published in respect of sites in Burra, 

Houss and Trondra, but many of the monuments in the study area may be compared 

with similar dated examples from elsewhere in Shetland. 



Monuments thought to have a bearing upon the interpretation of the study area in the 

Iron Age include those of earlier and later periods as well as those of the Iron Age 

itself.  The archaeological evidence for Iron Age settlement in the study area is 

presented in five stages and in chronological order.  Each potentially relevant site is 

discussed in detail in the context of the stage when it may have been occupied.  

Maps are used to summarise the conclusions of these discussions. 

The presentation of evidence begins with the pre-Iron Age landscape which is 

regarded as relevant for two reasons.   

Firstly, certain monuments of the Neolithic (c. 3500-1500 BC) and the Bronze Age 

(c. 1500-800 BC) were prominent in the landscape and these may have been 

significant in the choice of location for Iron Age dwellings and settlements.  This 

effect has been noticed elsewhere in Britain, as was noted in Chapter 4: Island 

landscapes and the North Atlantic Iron Age.   

Secondly, there is the practical point that some pre-existing structures may have 

continued in active use into the Early Iron Age (c. 800-400 BC).  Certain long-lived 

types of monument, notably oval houses and burnt mounds, cannot easily be 

assigned to a narrow period.  As was pointed out in the preceding chapter, whilst the 

type is more likely to relate to the period before the Iron Age, some individual 

examples will have continued in use into the Early Iron Age (c. 800-400 BC) if not 

longer.   

The distribution of these monuments is considered separately from those sites which 

are more definitely associated with the Iron Age.   

The landscapes of the Early (c. 800-400 BC), Middle (c. 400 BC-AD 400) and Late 

(c. AD 400-800) Iron Ages are each considered separately in terms of sites and 

monuments which are representative of different phases in Shetland’s Iron Age.  

Each example of each type in the study area is discussed and, where appropriate, 

included in a summary map.  Where a site cannot readily be assigned to any one 

stage of the Iron Age, it is taken into consideration in each stage where it might be 

relevant. 

Finally, post-Iron Age monuments which may be of relevance to interpreting Iron 

Age settlement are discussed.  Just as pre-Iron Age monuments may have influenced 

the pattern of Iron Age settlement, so some of the structures built during the Iron 

Age will have been present long afterwards, shaping the later landscape in the mind 

of contemporaries.   



Further information about the individual sites discussed below may be accessed in 

the gazetteer which is available in electronic format in conjunction with this thesis.   

1.3 The pre-Iron Age landscape 

The archaeology of Shetland before the Iron Age was considered in Chapter 4: 

Island landscapes and the North Atlantic Iron Age.   

Two kinds of pre-Iron Age monuments are relevant to the Iron Age.  

Firstly there are the remains of a number of burial cairns and major territorial 

boundaries as well as two standing stones, all of which are still highly visible in the 

study area today.  They represent activity at a level beyond the single household and 

many of these monuments will have been constructed during the Neolithic before the 

sea rose to Bronze Age levels.  All must have been conspicuous in the Early Iron 

Age, although not all may have been of equal importance.  They may be thought of 

as an ancestral landscape which will have had meaning in terms of how Iron Age 

communities interpreted their own place in the landscape.     

On another level, some of the domestic structures from the preceding period will 

have continued in use into the Early Iron Age and possibly longer.  These include 

oval houses and burnt mounds.  Since it is not known which particular examples may 

have been in Iron Age use, these layers of information are summarised and mapped 

separately from the Iron Age material. 

1.3.1 Burial cairns and standing stones 

The burial cairns in the study area, some of which were unrecorded prior to this 

survey, show differing styles of construction which suggests that they may be of 

varying age (Henshall, 1963: 282-283, 1972: 156-182).  Burial cairns are shown in 

Figure 5-2: Burial cairns and standing stones. 

Two of them (SMR # 324 / NMRS # HU33SE11 and SMR # 326 / NMRS # 

HU33SE12) are notably large and monumental and appear to have housed central 

chambers: these may be the oldest cairns. The examples on Burra (SMR # 852 / 

NMRS # HU33NE28) and on Trondra (This Survey # T8) are similar in style but 

much smaller in scale.  Other cairns are too scattered to allow their original form to 

be identified, which raises the possibility that they may have been of slighter and 

possibly later construction.  Most appear to have contained a central chamber.   



The last in the sequence is probably the much scattered cairn above The Mires on 

Houss (SMR # 329) which covered a monumental cist.  The presence of a cist rather 

than a chamber suggests an Early Bronze Age date.  It is located in the only spot in 

this part of Houss from which it is possible to glimpse the striking silhouette of the 

island of Foula out to the west, framed through a notch in the hills of Burra.   

These cairns would have bulked large in the landscape and all appear to relate to 

periods earlier than the Late Bronze Age (c. 1500-800 BC) (Fojut, 1999: 10). 

There are also two standing stones in the study area.  They appear to be used 

differently which suggests that they may not have been immediately contemporary.  

The stone at Yaa Field on Houss (SMR # 327 / NMRS # HU33SE16) forms a focal 

point for three stretches of boundary.  By contrast the stone at Mid Field on Burra 

(SMR # 340 / NMRS # HU33SE17) is unconnected to any boundaries; it is, 

however, conspicuous from sea level in South Voe.  Both stones are shown in Figure 

5-2: Burial cairns and standing stones. 

1.3.2 Territorial boundaries 

The field-walking associated with this study has shown that in certain places in the 

study area it is possible to see that some prehistoric boundaries are earlier than 

others.  In respect of Burra a small scale map had been published indicating the 

positions of all boundaries noted by Parry in the course of his survey (Figure 2 in 

Hedges, 1984: 42).  Details of the field systems and stock enclosures noted by Parry 

were subsequently incorporated into the individual site records in the SMR and the 

NMRS: territorial boundaries were not.  This survey visited all the sites shown on 

Parry’s map, noting in each case whether or not they had been included in the SMR  



 

 

 

 

 

INSERT FIGURE 5-2: BURIAL CAIRNS AND STANDING STONES



or the NMRS.  Some had been recorded in the course of the EASE survey of the 

1990s.  The unrecorded boundaries were noted and surveyed as were any others 

apparently not identified by Parry.  In respect of Houss and Trondra all stretches of 

boundary noted on Ordnance Survey maps or encountered in the course of field 

walking, were surveyed and mapped.  An example of a boundary survey is included 

as Appendix 5: Sample of boundary survey.   

More lightly built boundaries were regarded as modern since they are less likely to 

withstand sustained disturbance by grazing livestock over a longer period.  All 

stretches of boundary were recorded in the gazetteer but those noted as belonging to 

a later period do not form part of the main study.  

Boundaries listed in the gazetteer are illustrated in Figure 5-3: Major boundaries.  In 

places, smaller field systems and sub-divisions lie alongside the stretches of major 

boundary.  

The divisions of landscape which preceded the Iron Age appear to have included 

more than one phase of land division.  Some stretches of boundary are aligned on 

burial cairns, and some bisect the space between them.  In other places some 

stretches clearly abut others.  The prehistoric territorial boundaries are most 

complete on north and west Houss. In many cases the points where boundaries 

would have converged on each other have been partially or completely cleared of 

stone in order to open up the area to common grazing.  Even so, in some places it is 

clear that there was a junction, but owing to their incomplete nature and to their 

curving line, it is not possible to say which boundary took precedence.  In other 

places one boundary clearly abuts another at an angle of 90˚.  It may be assumed that 

later boundaries respect earlier ones.  See Figure 5-4: Boundary junctions on north 

Houss. 

The landscape division can also be seen to date from a period before the present 

width of sea developed between the islands.  In places boundaries now on different 

islands appear to align with each other as at the north end of Houss and the south 

part of Trondra.   

The landscape of the ancestors will also have included the remnants of long-

abandoned domestic occupation.  Although fragmentary now, the ruins of the earliest 

settlements will have been more conspicuous in the Late Bronze Age.  Their form is  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

INSERT FIGURE 5-3: MAJOR BOUNDARIES 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

INSERT FIGURE 5-4: BOUNDARY JUNCTIONS ON NORTH HOUSEE



too elusive to be identified as oval houses.  These sites have not been mapped since 

they are removed in time from the Iron Age landscape but they are discussed briefly 

here.   

In a few places on the common grazing there is no apparent evidence of improved 

soil, but the area is littered with collapsed stone and possible stone settings which are 

too fragmentary to allow individual configurations or features to be distinguished. 

Their extremely poor state of preservation implies considerable antiquity, and the 

undistinguished soil around them suggests that occupation was neither prolonged nor 

intense. These may be tentatively interpreted as the remains of Late Neolithic 

dwellings. Worsening climate may be expected to have caused a withdrawal from 

sites on exposed coastlines with a westerly aspect where structures will have been 

open to approaching weather fronts. Inland structures at an elevation of around 30 

metres or more will also have been less sheltered from the increasing storminess and 

perhaps prone to abandonment.  Examples of these very early sites include the 

vestigial remains on the exposed west coast of Bruna Ness (EASE # WB21 / SMR # 

3530) on Burra. On Houss the fragments of a structure may be seen on the slopes of 

Grevis Field above Lang Sound (EASE # EB33) and under the crub above Houlls 

known as Dorothy’s Yard (This Survey # H15); there is also a partial field system by 

the Yard.  On Trondra remains are evident at the north-west tip of the island on the 

slopes of Torgur (EASE # T6 / SMR # 3504) and in two places on the limestone 

crags of Hudigarth  above the valley which stretches south of Cauldhame; these 

latter are overlain by crofting period plantiecrubs (NMRS # HU33NE52 & 53).  In 

all cases, the structures described appear to have been the last built in that specific 

location.  

These fragments of deserted domestic occupation may be considered as part of the 

ancestral landscape, but they are likely to be far removed in time from the oval 

houses and burnt mounds which may have continued in active use from the Late 

Bronze Age into the Early Iron Age.   

1.3.3 Oval houses  

As described in the preceding chapter, the form of the oval house was in use from 

Neolithic times into the Iron Age.  There are many examples in the study area but in 

the absence of scientifically dated material, it is difficult to identify which of these 

were occupied at any given point.  This difficulty is compounded in some places by 



episodes of re-building which in some cases have given rise to the appearance of a 

clustered group of dwellings (Hedges, 1984: 51).   

The oval house sites presently known in the study area are listed in Table 5-3: Oval 

houses and “clustered dwellings” in the study area, and presented in map form in 

Figure 5-5: Oval houses and “clustered dwellings” in the study area.  

Various sites will certainly have been abandoned before the Early Iron Age.  By 

analogy with the houses at the Scord of Brouster mentioned in the last chapter, these 

will include houses which lay inland and uphill.   Houses in a low coastal location 

are more likely to have continued in occupation (Fojut, 2006: 42-43) but some of 

these will have been removed by sea level rise during and after the Late Iron Age. 

On the other hand it is known from elsewhere in Shetland that some structures in the 

oval house tradition and scale were in use during the Middle Iron Age (c. 400 BC-

AD 400): Structures 3 and 4 at Kebister might be described as oval houses (Owen 

and Lowe, 1999: 270-275) and from its scale so might the re-modelled house at 

Mavis Grind (Cracknell and Smith, 1983).  The context of these sites was described 

in the preceding chapter. 

Some houses in the study area are more likely than others to have been occupied 

during the Iron Age.  There is slightly ambiguous dating evidence from two sites, 

and a number of undated sites which show evidence of two or more phases of 

activity. 

Two oval house sites have been excavated within the study area in the last fifty years 

and both suggest occupation in the Late Bronze Age or the Early Iron Age.  Both 

occupy a low coastal location and there are burnt mounds nearby.  The presence of 

burnt mounds need not imply contemporaneity of use, but conversely the absence of 

burnt mounds might suggest that the houses had been constructed and abandoned 

during a period either before or after the use of burnt mounds was general.  

The site at Tougs on Burra was discussed in the preceding chapter.  It comprised two 

oval houses, a burnt mound with an associated building, and an undated circular 

feature (Hedges, 1986).  Radiocarbon evidence indicated two phases of activity 

(Hedges, 1986: 12).  One phase was associated with the burnt mound and dated by 

the excavator to c. 2,147-1,856 BC.  The second related to the main structures only,  
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and was dated by the excavator to c. 1,596-195 BC and by another authority to 

1,879-501 BC.  This makes domestic occupation marginal for the Early Iron Age.   

The evidence from the second site is likewise equivocal. 

At the Pund of Burland on Trondra the partial excavation in 1966 (Discovery and 

Excavation in Scotland, 1964: 49, Discovery and Excavation in Scotland, 1965: 37, 

Discovery and Excavation in Scotland, 1966: 43) of a well-preserved oval house 

(EASE # T7 / SMR # 382 & 3505 / NMRS # HU33NE2) yielded an assemblage 

which included potsherds, stone tools and pumice.  Full details remain unpublished 

but the records and finds were deposited with the Shetland Museum (Shetland 

Museum ARC 7377-7394).  Fragments of steatite vessels (Shetland Museum ARC 

7391) and sherds of pottery heavily grogged with steatite (Shetland Museum ARC 

7383, 7388) were found.  Steatite vessels were used in the Bronze Age and the early 

Iron Age (Forster and Bond, 2004: 220).  Steatite tempering is particularly associated 

with pottery of the earlier Iron Age (Sharples, 1998: 133) although the continued use 

of early Iron Age pottery types into the middle part of the Iron Age was noted at 

Kebister (Owen and Lowe, 1999: 283).   

There are a number of places in the study area where the placement of structures 

suggests continued or renewed occupation. 

In some cases the later house occupies the footprint of an earlier house.  At Moosa 

Breck, sometimes called Easter Dale (SMR # 846 & 5857 / NMRS # HU33NE23), a 

circular shaped house appears to have been built on the ruins of an earlier dwelling 

(Fig. 9 in Hedges, 1984: 56) in a manner which is reminiscent of the Mavis Grind 

house (see Figure 4-2: House at Mavis Grind).  A similar pattern is seen on Whalsies 

Ayre, Houss where two adjoining houses lie within a curvilinear enclosure (EASE # 

EB36).  Stretches of boundary and field systems are visible all around.  One structure 

is represented only by earthfast stones, although its entrance is apparent and it 

appears to have been divided internally.  The second structure encroaches upon it 

and is much better preserved, with inner and outer stone faces visible and an annex 

protecting the entrance.     

In other cases, the focus of settlement appears to have moved a few metres upslope, 

possibly away from a rising sea.  Clear examples are seen on Houss and Trondra.   

At Bloomister, Houss an oval house has been removed, possibly during construction 

of the new house on the site, but was reported (SMR # 3065 / NMRS # HU33SE81) 

as being sub-circular and measuring 10.8 m x 9.7 m, with an interior measuring 5.8 



m in diameter.  Apparently the edges were well defined, and the centre of the site 

was irregular, with earthfast stones visible.  This house lay upslope from a reported 

but now eroded oval house on the shore (EASE # 40).   

In two places on Kallee Ness, Trondra houses lie upslope from eroding structures on 

the shoreline.  The sub-circular house (EASE # T3 / SMR # 3501) on the west side 

of Kallee Ness may have been replacement for the now vanished structure (EASE # 

T2 / SMR # 3500) some 250m away on the shoreline where a small jetty now stands.  

To the south of these a sub-circular house (EASE # T4 / SMR # 3502) lies c. 150m 

upslope from a partial enclosure (EASE # T13); fieldwork associated with this study 

noted more structures (This Survey # T9) a similar distance to the east, eroding over 

the beach where the coastal section forms the north shore of Stream Sound. 

The examples considered above give the impression of successor dwellings.  This 

process is seen elsewhere in Shetland: in the context of the Scord of Brouster it was 

pointed out that the presence of successor dwellings in or around the same field 

system may indicate repeated short-lived, sporadic or more continuous occupation, 

and where it occurs on more marginal land it may represent a barometer of 

population pressure or climate change (Whittle, 1985: 24-25).  In the case of the 

study area, however, it is suggested that rising sea level may have played a part in 

the re-location of the settlement focus. 

Conversely some sites containing more than one house give the impression of 

contemporaneity.  The two houses at the Bight of the Sandy Geos (EASE # WB4 & 

5 / SMR # 837 & 3513-4 / NMRS # HU32NE11-12) are a case in point.  Not only 

are they are similar in form, but each has its own burnt mound.  Another example is 

found at Minn on Burra where there are four houses, one to the north (SMR # 824 / 

NMRS # HU33SE48) and three to the south (SMR # 825 / NMRS # HU33SE44-46).  

These three all have annexes and are equidistant from each other, as if laid out at the 

same time.  Situated well upslope from a large area of shallow water, the houses may 

represent a planned re-siting from fields now lost.   

In distinguishing later from earlier oval houses, it has been said that small circular 

houses built in the oval house tradition are more likely to be later than earlier (Owen 

and Lowe, 1999: 284).  At the time of writing there is no commonly accepted 

sequence of morphological development for the oval house but although simple 

house forms were both varied and long-lived (Fojut, 1999: 11), “there was 



incontrovertibly some development towards circular house forms in prehistoric 

Shetland”. 

There are three small houses of notably circular shape in the study area, all on Burra.  

Their size suggests that they all belong to the oval house tradition, and so they are 

included in the above table and map.  Their shape and situation, however, suggests 

that they might belong to the Middle Iron Age (c. 400 BC-AD 400) and they are 

therefore described more fully in the context of that material, later in this chapter. 

In order to avoid over-stating the level of activity, oval houses are generally 

excluded from the landscape model at this stage.  Exceptions are discussed in the 

context of the relevant Iron Age evidence later in this chapter.   

In certain cases there may be other evidence for Iron Age activity in the vicinity of 

an oval house.  This might strengthen the case for that particular dwelling having 

been occupied during the Iron Age, and this possibility is considered separately in 

Chapter 8: Testing and using the model.     

1.3.4 Burnt mounds 

Burnt mounds are likely to have formed part of the landscape around the beginning 

of the Iron Age, and evidence for the continued use of some sites was considered in 

Chapter 4: Island landscapes and the North Atlantic Iron Age.   

All known or reported burnt mounds in the study area were examined in the field.  

Their locations are summarised in Table 5-4: Burnt mounds in study area, and are 

shown in Figure 5-6: Burnt mounds. 

Bearing in mind the effects of coastal erosion, the distribution of mounds around the 

coast is likely to have been understated in the modern record.  Locations vulnerable 

to sea-level rise include the areas around the oval house sites at Meal, Gardens and 

Croogarth on Burra, around Pund Crø and Whalsies Ayre in the northern part of 

Houss and around Norbister and Bloomister further south, also West Torgur, 

Hogaland and Kallee Ness on Trondra.  Burnt mounds reported at Meal could not be 

located by this survey; their given positions were vulnerable not only to erosion but 

also to sandblow. 

 

 

 

 



 

INSERT TABLE 5-4: BURNT MOUNDS



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

INSERT FIGURE 5-6: BURNT MOUNDS 



Another possible source of distortion in the record is the classification of burnt 

mounds as burial mounds.  Fieldwork suggests that two mounds on Burra which 

were thought to be burial mounds by analogy with the Knowes of Quoyscottie on 

Orkney (Hedges, 1984: 49) may actually be burnt mounds. 

The first of these lies on the later croft of Gossigarth (SMR # 826 / NMRS # 

HU33SE76) some 250 m from the group of three oval houses at Minn (SMR # 825 / 

NMRS # HU33SE44-6).  The mound is round in shape and measures some 10m in 

diameter and 2m in height.  This is much larger than the Knowes which vary 

between 6 and 8.5 metres in diameter, and between 0.37 m and 0.78 m in height 

(Hedges, 1979: 130-136).  The Gossigarth mound is reported by the NMRS as 

comprising burnt stone and earth.   

The second mound was located on the south shore of the Loch of Papil on the later 

croft of Bannaminn.  It has since been removed but was reported as oval in shape 

and measuring c.7 m by c. 5 m by c. 1.3 m high (SMR # 833 / NMRS # HU33SE71).  

The size is consistent with the Knowes of Quoyscottie.  The nearest known 

settlement site is the group of clustered dwellings at Clett (SMR # 832 / NMRS # 

HU33SE70) which lies c. 300 m to the south. 

In both cases, however, a cist had been inserted into the top of the mound, indicating 

that it was free-draining and therefore likely to contain a high proportion of stone.  

This, and the proximity of possible contemporary settlement, suggests that both 

mounds are more likely to have been burnt mounds.  

Three areas of burnt mounds in the study area have been archaeologically 

investigated.   

Two lie on Burra: Tougs (Hedges, 1986) and the Bight of the Sandy Geos (Moore 

and Wilson, 1999a: 206-207).  In both cases the burnt mounds occur in close 

association with extant oval houses, but there are suggestions that the association 

may be spatial rather than temporal.   

Only the mound at Tougs (Hedges, 1986) has yielded datable material; this was 

discussed in some detail in the preceding chapter.  Activity is marginal for the Early 

Iron Age.  There are two mounds at the Bight of the Sandy Geos (Moore and Wilson, 

1999a: 206-207).  The more northerly (EASE # WB3 / SMR # 3512 / NMRS # 

HU32NE10) of these has been damaged but may have been crescent-shaped.  Its 

sides are retained by a kerb of boulders and it contains a secondary cist which was 

probably a potato store.  The second mound (EASE # WB6 / SMR # 3515 / NMRS # 



HU32NE9) is either oval or crescentic, and its hollow centre shows burnt stone 

fragments. 

The third area is a small group of burnt mounds at Houlls on Houss (Moore and 

Wilson, 1999a: 205).  Burnt mound Houlls I is being eroded by the sea and had 

already been much diminished at the time of the excavation, so its original form was 

not clear although it may have been oval (Moore and Wilson, 2001b: 159).  Houlls II 

was described as amorphous and disturbed. There were reports of at least one other 

mound which would appear to have been removed by erosion (Moore and Wilson, 

2001b: 159).  Houlls I was found to comprise homogenous deposits of fire-cracked 

stone in a silty matrix.  Part of a stone tank was found at the north end.   

In the absence of other information, and notwithstanding reservations about how far 

the classification may be applied in Shetland (Moore and Wilson, 1999a: 233-234), 

Barber’s categories (Barber, 1990a) offer a framework for assessing the relative date 

of different kinds of mound.   

Class 1 mounds are thought to be the earliest kind and the least likely to be 

associated with settlement.  They are usually isolated and kidney-shaped.  Possible 

candidates for Class 1 are the crescentic mounds at Setter (SMR # 851 / NMRS # 

HU33NE18) (see also fig. 11 in Hedges, 1984: 58) and on the north side of the Loch 

of Papil (SMR # 735 / NMRS # HU33SE41).  There is no sign of nearby prehistoric 

habitation in either case.   

The nature of the matrix might place mound Houlls I in Barber’s Class 1 (hunting 

camps), but its shape and the presence of two other mounds suggest that it should be 

categorised as Class 2 (a frequentus populi).  No oval house has been located in the 

immediate vicinity but Houlls does lie roughly halfway between the oval house at 

Norbister (EASE # EB14 / SMR # 3485) and the one at Newton (EASE # EB9 / 

SMR # 2364 & 3480).  This makes it a possible site for a convenient midway 

meeting place which people visited frequently but temporarily.    

Two other groups of mounds on Houss also appear to fit Class 2.   At Norbister three 

oval mounds lie less than 50m from each other (EASE # 12 / SMR # 3483 & EASE 

# EB41-2).  The group lies over 100 m north of the group at Houlls mentioned 

above, but some 400 m from the nearest possible oval house (EASE # EB14 / SMR # 

3485).  Another group is located at Symbister on Houss (SMR # 321-3 / NMRS # 

HU32NE1).  Here the largest of three mounds is 2.5 m high.   



Following Barber’s analysis, each of these groups is a possible frequentus populi, but 

this leaves open the purpose and date of the mounds on Bruna Ness, Burra  where a 

single oval house and associated field system (EASE # WB36 / SMR # 848 / NMRS 

# HU33NE8) lie midway between the two groups of burnt mounds.   

The classification is also difficult to apply to those isolated mounds which are clearly 

not kidney-shaped but which show no evidence of structures.  The mounds at 

Scarfataing (EASE # T10 / SMR # 880 / NMRS # HU43NW2) and South Ayre 

(EASE # T25 / SMR # 881 / NMRS # HU43NW3), both on Trondra, are low, grass-

covered and roughly oval in shape.  They both lie where the crystalline limestone of 

north-east Trondra with its naturally less acidic soil gives way to the metamorphic 

rock and less fertile soils of the rest of the island.  Also on Trondra, the mound at 

Burland (SMR # 383) lies within 250 metres of excavated structures (Moore and 

Wilson, 2001a, b: 12-13) the earliest of which is thought immediately to predate c. 

400-200 BC.   

In terms of Barber’s typology Class 3 mounds are more likely to be connected with 

settlement activity, and to have been later in chronological terms.  These are 

considered as part of the evidence for activity in the Early Iron Age (c. 800-400 BC). 

In order to avoid over-stating the level of activity, Class 1 and Class 2 burnt mounds 

are excluded from the map of Early Iron Age archaeology.   

1.4 Evidence of activity in the Early Iron Age (c. 800-400 BC) 

In the study area, sites and monuments are regarded as providing archaeological 

evidence of Early Iron Age activity if they are directly dated to the period c. 800-400 

BC or if they contain material analogous to other Shetland material which has been 

dated to this period.   

A summary of sites in the study area which show archaeological evidence of Early 

Iron Age activity is set out in Table 5-5: Early Iron Age archaeological sites.   

 

ISLAND DATED 

SITES 

CLASS 3 BURNT 

MOUNDS 

SOUTERRAINS MIDDENS WITH 

POTTERY 

Burra - Branchiclett Branchiclett - 

 - Brough Brough - 

 Tougs Tougs  - 

 - - Clett - 

 - Minn Minn Minn 

     



Houss - Voe of North 

House 

- - 

 -  House - 

     

Trondra Burland - - - 

 - Pund of Burland - - 

TABLE 5-5: EARLY IRON AGE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES  

Two sites in the study area have provided scientific dating evidence of Early Iron 

Age occupation, namely Tougs on Burra and Burland on Trondra.   

Burnt mounds which appear to contain structures (Barber’s Class 3) are thought to 

be of later date than either Class 1 or Class 2 types and in this study are treated as 

evidence of Early Iron Age activity.  The date from Tougs might appear to contradict 

this generalisation.  There the burnt mound (EASE # WB 45 / SMR # 337 / NMRS # 

HU33SE3) was found to be associated with a fragmentary structure, a hearth and a 

stone-lined trough but apparently went out of use shortly after the period c. 2,147-

1,856 BC (Hedges, 1986: 12).  An argument for broadly dating Class 3 mounds to 

the Early Iron Age is provided by evidence from the more recent investigations of 

the mounds at Cruester on Bressay and Tangwick at Esha Ness; both of these 

contained structures and both were definitely in use during the Early Iron Age.  In 

contrast to Tougs there was no evidence of contemporary habitation nearby in either 

case, but this is not incompatible with the burnt mound serving as a focus for 

communal activity (possibly involving food).  They may have served a more 

dispersed community comprising more than one dwelling and located within a wider 

radius.  Dwellings located close to the shore are likely to have been removed by the 

changes in sea level and coastal erosion over the last two millennia. 

At the time of writing few souterrains in the Northern Isles have been directly dated, 

but their Early Iron Age background was set out in the preceding chapter.  They, too, 

are regarded as diagnostic of Early Iron Age activity. 

Other evidence, such as potsherds recovered from middens, can only be recognised 

as broadly of Iron Age provenance and may date to the earlier part of the period.   

Material supporting the suggested date of these monuments was surveyed together 

with the archaeological background to Shetland’s Early Iron Age in Chapter 4: 

Island landscapes and the North Atlantic Iron Age.  The same chapter discusses the 

problems relating to the local coarse pottery sequence. 

These categories are considered below in turn.   



1.4.1 Dated sites 

Two sites in the study area have been scientifically dated and were discussed in 

detail in the preceding chapter. 

Tougs, Burra 

The last phase of activity in the oval house at Tougs (EASE # WB45 / SMR # 337 / 

NMRS # HU33SE60) was dated by the excavator to 1,596-195 BC (Hedges, 1986: 

12).   Re-examination of the evidence prompted the suggestion of a revised range of 

1,879-501 BC with a random error of 275-390 years (Ashmore, 1999: 312).  This 

increases the likelihood that Tougs may already have been abandoned.   

Burland, Trondra 

The structure underneath Structure 2 is likely to date to this period (EASE # T17 / 

SMR # 3058 / NMRS # HU33NE64).  This earlier structure was probably ruinous 

when Structure 2 was built over it but the absence of abandonment deposits suggests 

that there may have been little or no hiatus.  Material from pits under one of the 

hearths in Structure 2 (SUERC-3642 & 3643) (The Council for Scottish 

Archaeology, 2004: 170-171) indicated a date of c. 400-200 BC (Bronk Ramsay, 

1995). 

1.4.2 Burnt mounds with structures 

There are six sites in the study area where there is surface evidence for burnt mounds 

containing associated structures.  The date of actual activity these cannot be 

determined without ground intervention.  With the exception of Voe of North House, 

they are all within around 250 metres of one or more oval houses.   

 

Tougs, Burra 

On excavation (Hedges, 1986) the  burnt mound on this settlement site (EASE # WB 

45 / SMR # 337 / NMRS # HU33SE3) was found to be associated with a 

fragmentary structure, a hearth and a stone-lined trough.  It is included here because 

it is a Class 3 mound, although it apparently went out of use shortly after c. 2,147-

1,856 BC (Hedges, 1986: 12).   

Branchiclett (Lu Ness), Burra 



At the site named “Lu Ness” a single large orthostat is visible in the ground between 

the horns of a burnt mound (EASE # WB38 / SMR # 841 / NMRS # HU33NE).  

Brough (Gulver), Burra 

The burnt mound known as “Gulver” (SMR # 336 / NMRS # HU33SE4) lies close to 

Brough.  The present crofter recalls unofficial diggings into this mound (SMR # 336 

/ NMRS # HU33SE4) which revealed structures or rooms (Laurenson, I., pers. 

comm.). 

Minn, Burra 

The NMRS notes the presence of earthfast stones within the crescent of this mound 

(SMR # 347 / NMRS # HU33SE42) and suggests that these “may be evidence of a 

structure” (NMRS # HU33SE4).   

Voe of North House, Houss 

The crescentic burnt mound at the head of the Voe of North House (EASE # EB46 / 

SMR # 330 / NMRS # HU33SE6) lies midway between the modern settlements of 

North House and the Taing (Moore and Wilson, 2001b: 159).  The SMR reports the 

existence of “walling exposed by digging (unpublished)” (SMR # 330).  A number 

of traces of possibly prehistoric structures (This Survey # H25 and EASE # EB24 / 

SMR # 3495 and also EASE # EB26 / SMR # 3497) have been noted around the 

Taing.  There is, however, no further information and no extant trace of the walling. 

Pund of Burland, Trondra 

On Trondra a burnt mound was noted at the Pund of Burland (EASE # T8), next to 

the excavated oval house (EASE # T7 / SMR # 382 & 3505 / NMRS # HU33NE2) 

mentioned earlier in this chapter.  The EASE survey noted that “there are also some 

larger stones towards the centre of the mound which may be structural” (Moore and 

Wilson, 2001b: 165). 

1.4.3 Souterrains 

Although structures reported as “souterrains” may be buried sites of a different 

period and use, the original descriptions have been followed in the absence of more 

recent appraisal.  If they have been correctly identified, the three “souterrains” 

reported in the study area may represent Early Iron Age activity.  



Branchiclett, Burra 

The souterrain at Branchiclett (NMRS # HU33NE5) can no longer be traced on the 

ground.  It was examined and photographed in 1936 (RCAHMS photographs SH/34 

& SH/1322) and appears to have had a broken trough quern built into one wall. The 

description and pictures are consistent with it being a souterrain rather than a buried 

structure.  

 Minn, Burra 

Erosion has removed the “underground chamber” at the Links of Minn (NMRS # 

HU33SE18).  The mobility of the sand and soil in the area and the potentially 

domestic nature of the few finds give the slight impression that this may have been a 

buried structure rather than a souterrain, but the finds are clearly prehistoric.   

House, Houss 

At House a “hollow sounding area” was discovered in the early part of the twentieth 

century (SMR #332).  Stones were removed and a cavity “as deep as a piltock wand” 

(a “piltock wand” is a fishing rod) was found.  This may have been a souterrain, but 

no further description survives and the monument was not located in the course of 

the fieldwork associated with this study.   

1.4.4 Middens with Early Iron Age pottery 

One area of midden on Burra is a candidate for Early Iron Age activity, on the basis 

of the pottery finds. 

Minn, Burra 

The midden in question (EASE # WB1 / SMR # 3510) is eroding along the coastal 

section of the later outset of Gossigarth.  The EASE coastal zone survey recovered a 

single sherd of “Iron Age type pot” (Moore and Wilson, 2001b: 111) from amongst 

the stones (EASE # WB1).   

The description “Iron Age” is too generic to be helpful in terms of assigning activity 

to a narrower period.  The sherd itself could not be traced in the course of this 

research and so the description cannot be refined further at this stage.  

A single sherd in a midden is not sufficient on its own to suggest activity in the Early 

Iron Age, but the possibility is raised because the midden lies close to a group of 



oval houses and a possible Class 3 burnt mound in an area which has suffered severe 

coastal erosion. 

The midden occurs some 200 m to the east of a group of three oval houses in the 

south part of Minn (SMR # 825 / NMRS # HU33SE44-6) and the mound at the later 

outset of Gossigarth (SMR # 826 / NMRS # HU33SE76).  The mound lies less than 

250 m from the houses and is described in the NMRS as circular and consisting of 

“burnt stone and earth”.  There is no record of associated structures and no trace on 

the ground.  However the insertion of a tattie-clamp in the top suggests that the 

mound is free-draining and therefore that it contains a proportion of stone.  The 

midden extends underneath the Gorthendi Geo dyke and pre-dates it.  The dyke 

marks the boundary between the documented outset of Gossigarth and the township 

of Minn, but in dividing the oval houses in the southern part of Minn township from 

the mound on the outset of Gossigarth it appears to bisect what was once a discrete 

settlement.   

In the course of fieldwork associated with this study eight additional potsherds were 

recovered from this site.  Apart from a much abraded piece of rimsherd measuring 

about one centimetre, all were glazed. Four fairly crude examples were glazed only 

on the inside and were medieval in appearance. The remaining three had been glazed 

on both sides. One was a base sherd of brown and white slipware, and the other two 

were thin and white with the appearance of having come from a modern tea set.  

These additional sherds all appear to post-date the Iron Age.   

A map of the study area shows where these sites are located; see Figure 5-7: Early 

Iron Age archaeology. 



 

 

 

 

 

INSERT FIGURE 5-7: EARLY IRON AGE ARCHAEOLOGY 



Even allowing for the general problem of understatement with respect to Early Iron 

Age evidence, when the distribution of possible Late Bronze Age occupation as 

represented by oval houses and burnt mounds is compared with the distribution of 

areas of more definite Early Iron Age activity, then it can be seen that some 

retraction does appear to have taken place.    

1.5 Evidence of activity in the Middle Iron Age (c. 400 BC-AD 400) 

As before, sites and monuments are regarded as providing archaeological evidence 

of activity if they are directly dated to the period in question or if they contain 

material analogous to other Shetland material which has been dated to this period.   

A summary of sites in the study area which show archaeological evidence of Middle 

Iron Age activity is set out in Table 5-6: Middle Iron Age archaeological sites.   

ISLAND DATED 

SITES 

BROCHS  UNENCLOSED 

ROUNDHOUSES 

MIDDENS WITH 

POTTERY 

Burra - - Moosa Breck - 

 - - Atla Ness  

 - Brough - - 

 - - Luddie - 

 - - - Clett 

 - - - Minn 

     

Houss - - - House 

     

Trondra Burland Burland - - 

TABLE 5-6: MIDDLE IRON AGE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES  

Only Burland on Trondra has provided scientific dating evidence of Middle Iron Age 

occupation.   

A range of structures are associated with Shetland’s Middle Iron Age (c. 400 BC-AD 

400) and these were more fully described in Chapter 4: Island landscapes and the 

North Atlantic Iron Age.  They include blockhouses and promontory forts, as well as 

brochs and houses with a notably circular shape.   

The new kinds of settlement site which appear in the study area are typical of the rest 

of Shetland, although there is insufficient evidence to indicate that there were any 

blockhouses or promontory forts.  There are two brochs which are assumed to date to 

this period by analogy with dated evidence from other broch sites in Shetland.  A 

third possible broch site is considered but rejected.   



There are also three houses of notably circular shape.  Their locations suggest that 

they are small unenclosed roundhouses but their size that they all belong to the oval 

house tradition rather than the wheelhouse tradition seen at Jarlshof or Old Scatness.  

All three are situated on the common grazing which implies that the ground was not 

cultivated intensively or for long enough to visibly improve the soil.  This 

topographical situation marks them out for it contrasts with that of other oval houses, 

which are noticeably located on pockets of good land and next to the coast (Hedges, 

1984: 47, 51).   

The houses on Atla Ness and Luddie were not necessarily contemporary with the one 

at Moosa Breck, but as unenclosed round-shaped houses they are reminiscent of 

Structure 1 at Bayanne, Yell which is of Middle Iron Age date.  Unlike Bayanne, 

however, whose history was considered in the preceding chapter, their unsheltered 

and comparatively isolated locations do not appear to have been long occupied.  

There are no burnt mounds nearby, which strengthens the supposition that these 

dwellings belong to a period when burnt mounds were not in general use. 

As before, middens containing Iron Age material are noted as possible evidence of 

Middle Iron Age activity.   

These categories are considered below in turn.   

1.5.1 Dated sites 

Burland, Trondra 

In the settlement on the shore opposite the broch islet (EASE # T17 / SMR # 3058 / 

NMRS # HU33NE64), Structure 2 was built over the ruins of the earlier building 

which may have been demolished in order to clear the site.  Material from pits under 

one of the hearths in Structure 2 (SUERC-3642 & 3643) (The Council for Scottish 

Archaeology, 2004: 170-171) indicated a date of c. 400-200 BC (Bronk Ramsay, 

1995).  As at Kebister the new building was not in the classic oval house form.   

1.5.2 Blockhouses and promontory forts 

Rejected sites 

There are no extant records or sites of blockhouses or promontory forts in the study 

area although there are sites which might possibly have included the traces of two 



enclosed promontories at the south end of Houss Ness (EASE # EB3 / SMR # 349 & 

3545 and EASE # EB4 / SMR # 3476).   

Although in both cases the barrier enclosing the promontory appears more 

substantial than would be required simply for stock, the actual evidence for 

prehistoric structures is negligible.   Both sites are situated on the edge of the cliff 

and have suffered severely from rockfall and erosion.  

1.5.3 Brochs 

Brough, Burra 

The site has not been excavated, although it has been much disturbed.  The broch site 

(SMR # 331 / NMRS # HU33SE7) has been identified as a definite broch (Fojut, 

1985: 81).  A nineteenth century reference indicates that the depth of building stone 

on the site at that time was sufficient for it to be taken to build the pier at Scalloway 

(Thomas, 1876: 482).  Even so the extensively disturbed mound still stands some 2.5 

metres high, its outlines and surroundings obscured by modern houses and 

cultivation built partially into the mound.  There are bumps and hollows on the east 

side of the mound and some indications of regularly laid stone work.  The extant size 

of the mound suggests that the broch may have been surrounded by a settlement.   

Fojut described the monument’s situation in the appendices to his thesis (Fojut, 

1979) as follows:  

“The site commands an extensive view from north through east to south, with a good 

vantage point opposite the Quarff gap, the only direct east-west valley cutting the 

Shetland mainland. On the west, the view is limited by a low hill, the summit of 

which, 400m away, gives even more extensive views.  The land is all grazing, apart 

from a few garden plots, and the soil is thin, probably as a result of over-exploitation. 

Most of the area has been arable at some time. Drainage is good, and there is no 

surface water, either flowing or static, for some distance. At least one croft has had a 

well.  The shores of the sound to the east, below the site, would have provided 

adequate landing, and its waters a safe anchorage. Stone for building is available in 

plentiful supply on the till to the west, which would also have provided peat.”  

There are a number of remains from other periods in the area; see Figure 5-8: 

Brough archaeological sites. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

INSERT FIGURE 5-8: BROUGH ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES



A number of remains lie on the shore at the foot of the eastern slope, an area which 

has been severely affected by coastal erosion.  These include the remains of at least 

three undated oval houses of diverse form (see Figure 5-9: Houses I & II at Brough, 

also Figure 5-10: House III at Brough) and there are indications that other structures 

may have been lost to the sea.  The temporal relationship of these structures to the 

broch is not clear. 

Burland, Trondra 

The remains of the broch (EASE # T26 / SMR # 384) are slight, and cover a small 

offshore islet some twenty metres in diameter reached from the shore of Trondra by 

a causeway which only uncovered in extremely low spring tides.   

Originally thought to be only a possible broch (Fojut, 1985: 82), the site was 

identified definitely by EASE in 2000 (The Council for Scottish Archaeology, 2000: 

81) and 2002 (The Council for Scottish Archaeology, 2002: 107).   

As is the case with Brough, there are a number of remains from other periods in the 

area around Burland; see Figure 5-11: Burland archaeological sites. 

On the shore opposite there is a small burnt mound (SMR # 383). The Pund of 

Burland lies 500 m to the north but on rough grazing, and contains the previously 

discussed excavated oval house (EASE # T7 / SMR # 382 & 3505 / NMRS # 

HU33NE2) and also a burnt mound which may have contained structures (EASE # 

T8 / SMR # 382 & 3506 / NMRS # HU33NE2).   

The settlement associated with the broch appears to have lain on the modern shore of 

Trondra on the Burland side of the causeway (Moore and Wilson, 2001a); the 

excavations there have already been mentioned.   

Rejected sites 

Another settlement within the study area might be considered as a possible broch 

site.  It has never been identified as such in any recent surveys of the Shetland Iron 

Age (Fojut, 1979, 1982b, 1985) but it is considered here on account of its 

monumental size.   

The unexcavated mound containing clustered dwellings at Clett (SMR # 832 / 

NMRS # HU33SE70) lies some twenty metres above sea level on the north-eastern  
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INSERT FIGURE 5-11: BURLAND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES



edge of the Links of Minn.  It is illustrated in Figure 5-12: Archaeological site at 

Clett, Burra. 

The wealth of other archaeological evidence around the Links of Minn and its 

susceptibility to erosion was described in Chapter 2: The shape of the county.   

The site commands extensive views – and related weather exposure – to the south 

and to the direct west.  A bank curves around the eastern side of an artificial mound.  

The shape of cell-like depressions and their relationship to the site indicates that they 

were inserted later into a pre-existing mound, thus obscuring the character of earlier 

structures.  The site remains unexcavated but artefacts recovered include potsherds 

(Shetland Museum ARC 2002.148) and a sandstone bead (Shetland Museum ARC 

2002.151).  The pottery is reddish brown and charred black on the outside.  Its 

thickness varies between 5-10 mm.   

FIGURE 5-12: ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE (CIRCLED) AT CLETT, BURRA 

To date no geo-physical or other survey has been carried out which might shed light 

on the underlying features of the mound, but visual inspection shows that it lacks the 

characteristic ground plan of a broch.  Although artefacts have been recovered 

periodically from the site, no diagnostically Iron Age finds have been reported.  On 

the basis of current evidence, therefore, it would appear that the site is not a broch. 

 

1.5.4 Unenclosed roundhouses 

Source: Kieran 
Murray 



The round shape of three small houses suggests that they may date to the Middle 

Iron Age.   

Moosa Breck, Burra 

At Moosa Breck, 

sometimes called Easter 

Dale (SMR # 846 & 5857 

/ NMRS # HU33NE23), a 

circular shaped house 

appears to have been built 

partly inside the shell of 

an earlier dwelling (Fig. 9 

in Hedges, 1984: 56).  See 

Figure 5-13: House at 

Moosa Breck. 

This re-modelling is 

reminiscent of the Mavis Grind house 

(see Figure 4-2: House at Mavis Grind), 

the later phase of which was dated 

to the early centuries AD. 

Atla Ness, Burra 

The house at Atla Ness (EASE # 

WB37 / SMR # 853 / NMRS # 

HU33NE27) appears to have to 

have been the first and last 

dwelling in this particular location. 

The 1977 drawing (Fig. 11 in 

Hedges, 1984: 58) hints at the 

presence of vestigial radial piers, 

but these are less clear now; this drawing is 

reproduced as Figure 5-14: House at Atla 

Ness. 
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N 

FIGURE 5-13: HOUSE AT MOOSA  BRECK 

(Fig. 9 in Hedges, 1984: 56) 

FIGURE 5-14: HOUSE AT ATLA NESS 

(Fig. 11 in Hedges, 1984: 58) 



Like the round house at Moosa Breck, the house at Atla Ness has an internal 

diameter of c. 4 metres which is smaller than the house at Mavis Grind.  The site has 

little shelter from the west and there is no evidence of a field system (EASE # WB37 

/ SMR # 853 / NMRS # HU33NE27). 

Luddie, Burra 

The house at Luddie (EASE # WB17 / SMR # 3526 / NMRS # HU33SE124) lies on 

the common grazing.  It has been re-used as a crofting enclosure, and as such is 

recorded on the 1881 Ordnance Survey map (NMRS # HU33SE124).  The enclosure 

lies over the ruins of a circular structure c. 7 m in diameter (EASE # WB17 / SMR # 

3526).  The walls are up to one metre thick and 0.5 m high and the lowest course is 

noticeably substantial and earthfast, consisting of large orthostats and small angular 

blocks.  A possible entrance on the north-east side is suggested by a pair of 

orthostats, and earthfast stones in the interior may represent internal divisions.  There 

is a quantity of tumbled stone.  Walling to the south of the enclosure may represent a 

second structure or enclosure of similar diameter and there are remnants of a field 

system.  The site lies c. 10 m above sea level on a low rocky shore exposed to the 

west, which suggests that it might be vulnerable to prolonged storms or severe 

westerlies. 

1.5.5 Middens with Iron Age pottery 

Although only broadly attributable to the Iron Age period, the potsherds from two of 

the three middens noted below show signs being more likely to come from the 

Middle or Late Iron Age rather than the Early period.  

Minn, Burra 

As previously discussed, the material from the midden (EASE # WB1 / SMR # 

3510) can only be dated as “Iron Age”.  It is noted here as it may be Middle Iron Age 

as opposed to Early Iron Age. 

Clett, Burra  

This midden (EASE # WB34 / SMR # 3543) has been subject to erosion in recent 

years.  It lies to the south of the putative broch site noted above (SMR # 832 / NMRS 

# HU33SE70).  The EASE coastal zone survey noted pottery in the section which 

“appeared to be of the late Iron Age or Early Historic period” (Moore and Wilson, 



2001b: 127) and this was transcribed into the local SMR as “later prehistoric or early 

medieval type ware” (SMR # 3543) 

In the course of fieldwork associated with this study six additional potsherds were 

recovered from this site.  One (9 x 5 x 0.8 cm) was glazed on the inside.  The 

remaining five were unglazed and represented four different kinds of fabric.  These 

have not yet been examined by a specialist, but to the naked eye they appear to 

include examples of both rock-tempered and untempered sandy ware.  This would 

suggest these sherds come from a slightly earlier context than those found by EASE, 

and that they may have a Middle or Late Iron Age date. 

House, Houss 

This midden (SMR # 333 / NMRS # HU33SE8) is no longer visible but at one point 

it contained “A good deal of broken pottery as well as numerous stone objects 

similar to those found in brochs”  (RCAHMS, 1946: 74).  

This description dates from 1930, around the time when the first excavations at 

Jarlshof were beginning, but the form and fabric of the sherds are not described 

(RCAHMS, 1946: 74).  If they are “broch-type” in the sense understood at the 

Jarlshof excavation then, by analogy with Kebister, this might suggest a Middle or 

Late Iron Age date.  The assemblage of “broch-type” pottery from Kebister is more 

related to contexts from Phase 2 of that site, which the excavators place in the period 

c. 500 BC-AD 500 (Owen and Lowe, 1999: 269-289).  In the absence of more 

detailed information, it would therefore be more realistic to assign the material at 

House provisionally to the period after, rather than before, c. 400 BC. 

A map of the study area showing where Middle Iron Age archaeological evidence is 

located is presented in Figure 5-15: Middle Iron Age archaeology. 

Even allowing for the accident of survival there is a marked contrast between the 

substantial monuments of Brough and Burland, and the slight evidence of occupation 

to the south which consists mostly of only broadly datable pottery evidence. 
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1.6 Evidence of activity in the Late Iron Age (c. AD 400-800) 

Once again sites and monuments are regarded as providing archaeological evidence 

of activity if they can be directly dated to the period in question or if they contain 

material analogous to other Shetland material which has been dated to this period.   

A summary of sites in the study area which show archaeological evidence of Late 

Iron Age activity is set out in Table 5-7: Late Iron Age archaeological sites.   

As before only Burland on Trondra has provided relevant scientifically datable 

evidence of occupation.   

Some other Middle Iron Age sites may have continued in use.  Elsewhere in 

Shetland, broch sites show evidence of continued or secondary occupation, and this 

may also have been the case at Brough and Burland.   The unenclosed settlements at 

Kebister and Bayanne were probably deserted which suggests that the smaller round 

houses in the study area may also have been abandoned.   

ISLAND DATED 

SITES 

BROCHS 

(SECONDARY 

OCCUPATION) 

MONASTIC 

SITES 

MIDDENS 

WITH 

POTTERY 

Burra - Brough - - 

 - - Papil  

 - - - Clett 

 - - - Minn 

     

Houss - - - House 

     

Trondra Burland Burland - - 

TABLE 5-7: LATE IRON AGE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES  

Notwithstanding the range of new building styles associated with this period, notably 

clover leaf and figure-of-eight shapes and revetted construction, no traces of 

structures in the new styles have been reported in study area.  These types of 

construction are, however, relatively slight and easily removed.   

There is a possibility that structures located at Ruff Loch were used in this period.  

This use need not have been domestic, but may be representative of the kind of 

activity noted in blockhouses and forts elsewhere during this period and described in 

Chapter 4: Island landscapes and the North Atlantic Iron Age.  

There are also some indications of Late Iron Age burials, but these remain 

uninvestigated and do not necessarily indicate domestic activity nearby.  Oral 

accounts of burials on the shore under “large flat stones” at the Links of Minn on 

Burra were quoted in Chapter 2: The shape of the country.  On Trondra a new 



monument was noted in the course of fieldwork (This Survey T5).  This was a 

symmetrical square measuring 7.3 m x 7.3 m and aligned on the cardinal points of 

the compass.  Each side comprised a row of ten to twelve earthfast stones between 

40 and 50 cms in size.  These accounts are reminiscent of the Pictish period burials 

found at Sandwick in Unst, and described in Chapter 3: The character of Shetland 

settlement.   

Archaeological sites of relevance to the pattern of settlement in the study area during 

the Late Iron Age are as follows. 

1.6.1 Dated sites 

Burland, Trondra 

The settlement on the shore opposite the broch islet (EASE # T17 / SMR # 3058 / 

NMRS # HU33NE64) was still in use and two groups of samples (SUERC-3634, 

3637 & 3632 and SUERC-3633, 3635, 3636 & 3641) taken from Structure 2 (The 

Council for Scottish Archaeology, 2004: 170-171) have been dated to c. AD 390-600 

and to c. AD 600-880 respectively (Bronk Ramsay, 1995).  These represent the last 

phases of this building’s use, and extensive deposits of carbonised material, peat ash, 

metal slag and hammer scale in these upper layers indicate that Structure 2 was 

functioning as a smithy (Moore and Wilson, 2001a).   

1.6.2 Brochs (secondary occupation) 

Brough, Burra  

The broch site (SMR # 331 / NMRS # HU33SE7) has not been archaeologically 

investigated.  By analogy with dated developments at Old Scatness, Scalloway and 

East Shore, it is probable that the site at Brough was also occupied, albeit on a 

reduced scale. 

Burland, Trondra 

The broch (EASE # T26 / SMR # 384) has not been archaeologically investigated, 

but the dating information from the settlement on the Trondra side of the causeway 

indicates that the general area was still in occupation.  Developments at other 

Shetland brochs imply that the broch structure itself may also have been still in use. 

1.6.3 Monastic sites 



Papil, Burra  

The structural evidence for occupation at this period is slight and relates to the 

church site (SMR # 342 / NMRS # HU33SE2), suggesting monastic rather than 

secular occupation.  There is evidence for a series of perhaps three churches the 

earliest of which may have been pre-Norse (Moar and Stewart, 1944: 91-92) and 

surrounded by a curvilinear enclosure (Thomas, 1973: 10).  No related domestic 

structures have been found. 

The main evidence for occupation is artefactual and includes a number of cross-

slabs, shrine-posts and sculpted panels in addition to the more famous Monks Stone 

and Papil Stone.  This assemblage is thought to indicate the presence of “a major site 

covering a long date-range from the eighth century onwards” (Fisher, 2002: 53).   

Rejected sites 

Remains at two sites raise the possibility of habitation, but it is suggested that they 

are more likely to represent sites of temporary retreat associated with the monastic 

community at Papil, rather than occupied settlements.  

The site at Ruff Loch is situated on the common grazing at the edge of a cliff some 

20 m in height.  It comprises two structures both of which are ruinous and subject to 

continued erosion.  They are contained within a coast to coast enclosure now reduced 

in most places to rubble.  The size and completeness of the enclosure dyke indicates 

that it has been maintained more recently than the structures.   

The site is extremely exposed to westerly storms, and the structures noted by earlier 

archaeologists have eroded heavily.  Earlier records offer conflicting interpretations 

of these monuments.  Descriptions of the cliff-top structure (EASE # WB14 / SMR # 

341 & 3523 / NMRS # HU33SE10) and the presence of stone axes hint at the 

presence of a cluster of dwellings like others on Burra.  It has been suggested that the 

second fragmentary and sub-circular structure (EASE # WB13 / SMR # 341 & 3522 

/ NMRS # HU33SE53) is a burial cairn with a heel-shaped façade.  Even allowing 

for substantial cliff fall in the intervening millennia, the situation of the site in the 

landscape is not typical of Neolithic burial cairns.  An alternative suggestion is that 

this is a later house of sub-circular or D-shaped plan built in succession to the site on 

the cliff edge.  The surface remains are now too fragmentary for positive 

identification.   



Two distinct types of pottery have been found at Ruff Loch: one is “reddish pottery, 

fine and hard baked in texture” (NMRS # HU33SE10) whilst the other is grey and 

steatitic, and over 10mm thick (Shetland Museum ARC # 1994.732). These two 

styles may represent local and imported ware from a single phase but it is more 

likely that they come from different periods.   

The later phase of occupation might date to the Late Iron Age.  The site lies about 

one kilometre from the early Christian site at Papil and shares a west-facing 

exposure not only with that of Fugla Stack on the west side of Kettla Ness but also 

with other eremitic sites in Shetland.  One possibility is that the papar used the cell-

like clustered structures on the cliff edge during periods of retreat.  This would 

account for the shape and preservation of the enclosure, which would represent a 

zone of separation from the secular world.  It would also be chronologically 

consistent with the second type of pottery.  The sub-circular or D-shaped structure, 

however, remains unexplained. 

The second site is Fugla Stack (EASE # WB08 / SMR # 3517).  This lies off the 

west coast of Kettla Ness on Burra and is 33 m high with a surface area on its flatter 

part of around 400 square metres.  Used now for pasturing a limited number of sheep 

in summer, the stack contains a mound some 7 m in diameter and some 2 m in 

height.  The site has not been visited in recent times, and may have been constructed 

as a sheep shelter.  On the other hand its location and proximity to Papil might 

suggest eremitic use, potentially eighth or tenth century AD (Lamb, 1978).   

1.6.4 Middens with pottery 

Minn (Gossigarth), Burra 

As previously discussed, the material from the midden (EASE # WB1 / SMR # 

3510) can only be dated as “Iron Age”. 

Clett (South), Burra  

As previously discussed, the material from this midden (EASE # WB34 / SMR # 

3543) is less likely to be Early Iron Age and more likely to be either Middle or Late 

Iron Age.   

House, Houss 



As previously discussed, the evidence from Kebister suggests that “broch-type” 

pottery continued in use into the Late Iron Age, making it possible that the evidence 

from the House midden (SMR # 333 / NMRS # HU33SE8) relates to this later 

period. 

A map of the study area showing the location of the Late Iron Age archaeological 

evidence is provided in Figure 5-16: Late Iron Age archaeology. 

1.7 After the Iron Age  

The period immediately after the Iron Age is the Early Norse period (c. AD 800-

1000).  The study area contains a number of structures which are likely to have been 

occupied and these are considered here because of the frequency with which Late 

Iron Age and Early Norse material are found in close proximity.  The case of 

Sandwick in Unst was considered in detail in Chapter 3: The character of Shetland 

settlement, and further examples were examined in Chapter 4: Island landscapes and 

the North Atlantic Iron Age.   

Occupied sites at this period include not only the diagnostically-shaped Norse 

longhouses with bowed walls, but also broch settlements and possibly also monastic 

sites.  Comparative material from elsewhere in Shetland is discussed in Chapter 4: 

Island landscapes and the North Atlantic Iron Age.   

A summary of sites in the study area which show archaeological evidence of Early 

Norse period activity is set out in Table 5-8: Early Norse period archaeological sites.   

ISLAND DATED 

SITES 

LONGHOUSES BROCH SITES CHRISTIAN 

SITES 

Burra - - Brough - 

 - “by Clett” - - 

 - - - Papil 

     

Houss - Whalsies Ayre - - 

     

Trondra Burland Burland Burland - 

 - “by Burland” - - 

 - “by Cauldhame” - - 

TABLE 5-8: EARLY NORSE PERIOD ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES  

Archaeological sites within the study area which are likely to have been occupied in 

the Early Norse period (c. AD 800-1000) and which therefore may have been  
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 influenced by the settlements of the preceding Late Iron Age (c. AD 400-800) are as 

follows. 

1.7.1 Dated sites 

Burland, Trondra 

At the settlement on the shore opposite the broch islet (EASE # T17 / SMR # 3058 / 

NMRS # HU33NE64) a sample (SUERC-3631) obtained from possible longhouse 

(Structure 1) provided indicative dates of c. AD 680-940.   

1.7.2 Longhouses 

“by Clett”, Burra 

The site (EASE # WB11 / SMR # 3520) lies on the shore at Banna Minn.  Lacking a 

name, it has been designated “by Clett” for the purposes of this study.  The structure 

has now eroded onto the beach, but was originally described as rectangular and 

measuring 15m by 6m.  The east wall was seen to be slightly bowed (Moore and 

Wilson, 2001b: 115).  The location fulfils all the classic criteria for the optimum 

Norse site (Small, 1968: 149) although sea access is narrow and leads onto the open 

Atlantic. A ruined click mill (This Survey # B13) a few metres to its west shows that 

the site also had access to fresh water and water power.  There is fragmentary 

evidence of building stone in the coastal section adjacent to the site on the south-east 

(EASE # WB10 / SMR # 3519). 

Whalsies Ayre, Houss 

Three long houses have been recorded in this area, all located on the shore of Stream 

Sound.  They may represent successive dwellings but they appear to have been the 

last homes built in the area.   

Two of the long houses were reported as of Late Norse or medieval appearance.  One 

(EASE # EB17 / SMR # 3488) is actively eroding whilst the other (EASE # EB20 / 

SMR # 3491) has eroded completely.   

Judging from its description the third long house (EASE # EB21 / SMR # 3492) may 

have been the earliest: it has now also eroded completely.  It was described as 

measuring at least 10m in length and 6m in width and having bowed long walls and a 

curved gable.  It stood next to a stretch of boundary represented by a line of earthfast 



stones and marking the edge of a field system associated with the remains of an oval 

house (EASE # EB18 / SMR # 3489).  

 “by Burland”, Trondra 

In addition to the possible longhouse which has provided dated material, there is 

evidence of a second longhouse (This Survey # T4); this lies to the north-east of 

Burland, separated from the modern croft land by a small loch.  It is designated “by 

Burland” in this study.  Earthfast stones define a rectangle some 16 metres long and 

oriented north-west – south-east. The rectangle is 3 m wide at the north-west end, 5.3 

m wide in the centre and some 5 m wide at the south-east end. On the west side of 

the north-west end the short side of a second rectangle measuring 6.3 m by c.3 m 

abuts the main structure. The traces of an earlier field system are visible thirty metres 

to the south within a modern field. They survive as three lines of earth fast boulders 

describing three sides of a rectangular area some 10 m x 15 m.  

The possible burial cairn (This Survey # T5) which was described above in the 

context of the Late Iron Age, lies 50 m to the south-east of this longhouse.   

 “by Cauldhame”, Trondra 

The remains of a longhouse (EASE # T27) and remnants of a field system lie on the 

southern edge of the later croft of Cauldhame.  This site is designated “by 

Cauldhame” for the purposes of this study.  Defined by grass covered walls which 

are faced on both sides, the structure is divided into two parts.  The upper part has 

bowed walls and rounded gables and measures approximately 14m by 9m. The lower 

part measures approximately 7m in length by 5m wide.   

Over the last thirty years the former croft land of Cauldhame has been developed for 

new houses but there is a truncated enclosure of prehistoric appearance (EASE # 

T13) visible on the coast, and a number of broken ard points have been recovered 

from the garden of one of the new houses (Brown, C., pers. comm.).  

1.7.3 Brochs 

Brough, Burra 

The broch site (SMR # 331 / NMRS # HU33SE7) has not been archaeologically 

investigated.  By analogy with dated developments at Old Scatness, Scalloway and 



East Shore, it is probable that the area around the broch at Brough was also 

occupied. 

Burland, Trondra 

The broch (EASE # T26 / SMR # 384) has not been archaeologically investigated, 

but the dating information from the settlement on the Trondra side of the causeway 

indicates that the general area was still in occupation.  Given the rise in sea level, 

however, it is possible that the broch structure itself may not have been usable. 

1.7.4 Christian sites 

Papil, Burra  

Amongst the sculpted Class 2 stones found at Papil, a small inter-laced fragment of 

cross-marked stone is thought to show affinities with late tenth century work from 

Iona (Fisher, 2002: 53-54).  This is not proof of occupation in the Early Norse 

period, but may be indicative. 

A map of the study area showing the location of the Early Norse period (c. AD 800-

1000) archaeological evidence is provided in Figure 5-17: Early Norse period 

archaeology. 

1.8 Limitations of archaeological evidence 

Most of the sites described in this chapter have been assigned to a particular period 

from visual inspection only and on the basis of analogous material from elsewhere.  

The assumption that they were occupied in the timespans shown needs to be tested.  

A description of the approaches which might be taken in order to achieve this is set 

out in Chapter 8: Testing and using the model. 

It is also the case that the archaeological evidence considered and presented in this 

chapter does not represent a full expression of the Iron Age landscape as it might 

have appeared in the study area. 

By its nature archaeological evidence is incomplete.  In many places natural and 

human processes such as coastal erosion or later occupation may have removed 

traces of earlier activity.  Known archaeological sites and monuments therefore form 

only part of the picture.   
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In order to be able to provide as complete a model of the Iron Age landscape as 

possible, it is necessary to consider other possible locations where occupation may 

have taken place but where signs of prehistoric settlement activity are likely to have 

been removed over time.  A range of disciplines may be used to predict other 

occupation sites, and these are discussed in the next chapter.



 


