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archaeologist. At some length I argued that documents by virtue
of their genesis in the human wind and execution by the human
hand shared a number of properties with other tools, which we
comfortably characterize as material culture, 1like hquses,
pottery and fields (Driscoll 1987a). I went on to suggest that
these properties required that we consider documents as material
culture and include them in our archaeological analysis. There
is little point in repeating these arguments in detail, here I
will sunﬁarize the essential points and amplify those which have
direct bearing on this study.

Starting from the idealized goal of wishing to write an
history of the development of Pictish Strathearn which attempts
to account for all bands of the social spectrum, I have adopted
several key concepts as guides to my analysis. First, within any
society there exist systems of thought, which structure all
cultural behaviour and which govern the patterning we observe in
the material record. Deetz (1977) has shown that within a single
society this cuts across a wide range of social categories and
material culture types. Further, he has argued that these
structuring principles, which he sees as directly analogous to a
grammar (1967), not only govern form in material culture but also
changes in form. What Deetz offers is a very promising, if
mysterious method for the analysis of material culture (Leone
1982:742-4). Henry Glassie however is the most important advocate
of such 'structuralist' analysis of material culture. He has
provided the necessary theoretical support for the 'generative
grammar' approach to material culture (1377) as well as the most
satisfactory empirical application (1975). Glassie's remarkable

analysis of folkhousing has received much critical attention (cf.
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Deetz 1977, Leone 1982, Wiley 1982) for the facility with which
he relates house form to changing social conditions. One of the
most important accomplishments of his work has been the use of
artefacts to shed light on the values and expressions of people
who would otherwise be historically invisible due to documentary
lacunae. A second point to note in Glassie's work is the active
role that material culture objects play in shaping social
relations. This second point serves as the origin for the
ethnoarchaeological studies of Hodder and his students (1982a).
Their work, inspirational as it is, has not yet successfully
progressed into the analysis of past societies, but they do
provide a number of instances in non-capitalist societies of
material culture items playing central roles in the negotiation
of social relations. The conceptual apparatus they employ to
interpret these social transactions varies widely (cf. Hodder
. 1982a, Miller and Tilly 1984) and it has been John Barrett (not
a Hodder student) who has offered the most coherent analytical
framework for the sort of 'contextual archaeology' advocated by
Glassie and Hodder both of whom have the benefit of detailed
contemporary texts or observational field notes.

Barrett (n.d.) introduces the term field of discourse to

link social reproduction with its material residue. Field of
discourse describes the context of social reproduction: the
social actors present and the material conditions which prevail;
discourse is a general term for the range of verbal and non-
verbal exchanges which take place. An example Barrett likes to
draw upon to explain the term comes from western institutional
education, an element of which is reproduced during the lecture.

Conventionally the teacher speaks from behind a desk or lectern
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with a blackboard at his or her back while facing rows of seated
students. The students' desks with their uniform orientation
toward the lectern, serve to clarify the roles of lecturer and
student, speaker and listener, giver and taker. The material
culture (lectern, desks, blackboard) and their organization are
essential ingredients in the blend of cultural resources which
are drawn upon to construct this specific form of western
education. The legacy of the lecture is revealed in the surviving
material conditions: the key words and diagrams which punctuated
the lecture wmay remain on the board, desks which have been used
may be slightly askew, and very likely comments scribbled on the
desk tops will record dissent or boredom. If the desks have been
drawn into a circle we know immediately that a 'lecture' has not
occurred, but something like a 'structured discussion'. The main
point to recognize is the recursive nature of the relationship
between the discourse and the meanings embodied in the material
culture, It is the continual reuse of the funny desks with the
built-in writing surfaces, oriented toward the blackboard, which
provides them with the collective meaning of 'classroom' or
'lecture theatre', while at the same time the arrangement
conditions the behaviour which occurs in the classroom. When we
turn to look at the archaeological record, it will be important
to recall how the surviving material conditions of the discourse
acquired their meanings. That this sort of approach can
contribute to historical analysis is perhaps best demonstrated in

Foucault's Discipline and Punish and in Markus' Order in Space

ohd Society (1982). Both of these scholars are particularly
concerned with the relationship between architectural forms and

their social consequences, and are quite explicit about how
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power relations are embodied in architecture,

To summarize, I am arguing that material culture actively
contributes to. the process of social reproduction, not simply by
providing the means to recreate the material surroundings, but by
providing the conceptual apparatus and expressive media for
negotiating social relations: a process, which as we have seen,
tends to produce conventionalized responses or roles, like
student and teacher. Throughout the body of this thesis I intend
to iiiustrate the analytical strength of this stance. One of the
immediate benefits of this position is that it provides a way of
handling documents which does not isolate them from the remainder
of material culture and which contributes to our attempts to
'read' non-literary material objects. A technological treatment
of documents begins with the unsurprizing observation that
documents are a particular means of negotiating social relations:
writing is a practice which, like activities such as house
building, has the capacity to shape social behaviour. Not only
through the content of the document but by establishing social
roles of scribe, reader, writer, those who have control and
knowledge, who are to be contrasted with the illiterate. The
latter can recognize writing but are powerless to interpret the
letters. For the Farly Medieval illiterate, writing symbolized
power-1laden knowledge. This approach serves to remind us, that
just as the products of labour and natural resources may be
asymetrically distributed, so too access to cultural resources
may be asymgtrical (Giddens 1979). Additionally, not all
discourse pertains to all aspects of social existence: thus for
the fullest possible picture the material culture record must be

conceived of as a series of overlapping, complementary
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discourses. Writing is a discourse appropriate to certain social
contexts, which as Clanchy has shown for Medieval England were
confined to narrow religious, legal and administrative fields
until well after the Norman Conguest (1979). For the Picts we
will have to determine the appropriate context of writing for
ourselves.

Glassie has demonstrated that architecture contains another
discourse, which while restricted in its range of expression
none the less figures prominently in the social life of the
residents and their community. Generally speaking the expressions
embodied in architecture concern attempts to define domestic
social relations, to mediate social relations between the
inhabitants and their neighbours and to mediate relations between
the inhabitants and the natural world. For the Picts, aspects of
this social control are clearly apparent in the monumental
architecture of the hillforts; we have little else which may be
firmly called Pictish architecture., Pictish period houses from
Orkney (Ritchie 1977) and the Udal, North Uist (Crawford and
Switsur 1977) so strongly reflect local environmental conditions
and available resources that they cannot be taken as general
guides to Pictish housing and much less as typical of Pictish
lowland architecture. For the moment, we must assume that the
domestic architecture of lowland Picts was similar to the better
known architecture of the later Iron Age in South-east Scotland
(see Harding 1982). The erection of carved stone monuments and
the reuse of ancient religious sitesare further distinct fields
of discourse, which will have their own realms of social
importance. Before moving on to discuss these various fields of

discourse in Pictish Strathearn, we must first consider the
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archaeological and documentary sources, the material residues

which define the fields of discourse.
Material Sources: Documents

A.A.M. Duncan believes that 'the critical evaluation of
sources for early Scottish history is nowhere more difficult than
in the annals, genealogies and law books written in Medieval
Ireland ...' (1975:41) and yet these are essential sources for
Pictish history. Not only do they provide the outline of Pictish
history, we are also dependent on the Irish material for clues
about the structure of Pictish society. Clearly there can be no’
justification for a wholesale transposition of the Irish lawyer's
social scheme to Pictland, and we must certainly be wary of
projecting Irish cultural categories on to the Picts, but if we
are to understand the Picts at all it will be as Celts through
their shared cultural inheritance with the Irish and British. In
this respect Kenneth Jackson's (1955, 1980¢) linguistic arguments
in favour of a hybrid Celtic/Pre—(éltic society are both
unconvincing, because of our near total ignorance of the Pictish
tongue, and beside the point, since all our historical sources of
any substance were either composed by neighbqézng Celts or by
people who had come to live among Celts. The actions of historic
Picts are thus only intelligible as the actioms of people
operating within a cultural framework which we today describe as
Celtic., As will become apparent there is no means of
distinguishing the Celtic from the Pre-celtic components in the
matefial'culture. We are therefore obliged with Alfred Smyth

(1984:44-54) and Alcock (1987c) to recognize the Picts as Celts,
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for all the term's analytical limitations.

Both the Irish and the Northumbrian perspectives on Pictland
were foreign, but they were familiar. Unfortunately the English
chroniclers, hagiographers and historians rarely had cause to
dwell on their northern British neighbqé;. Despite those few
well known instances of direct contact such as Egfrith's assault
in AD 685 or Nechtan and Coelfrith's correspondence, the Picts
who appear in English texts serve all too often as paragons of
remoteness as in Bede's account of Cuthbert's evangelizing
mission to the Niduari Picts (VC ch.1l). Our uncertainty with the
origins and reliability of Bede's knowledge of the Picts (cf.
Duncan 1981) is a distinct handicap. Hunter-Blair's (1954)
account of the history of Bernician-Pictish relations indicates
just how little is known about the fluctuations in the
relationship, which include episodes of dynastic alliance (Miller
1978) and bloody military campaigns (Wainwright 1948). Patchiness
aside, the English testimony is crucial, because English
influences are readily apparent in Pictish culture. It is, for
instance, possible to discern strong English influences in the
decorative arts, principally in sculpture (cf. Stevenson 1955,
1970 and Henderson 1967). More importantly for us, there are
strong similarities between early Nothumbrian social and
administrative institutions and those pre-feudal Scotland (Barrow
1973).

Ultimately our dependence on what must be regarded as
external sources reflects the poverty of the early historic
records of Scotland. In answering the question 'where are the
writings of early Scotland?' Kathleen Hughes rejected the two

traditional explanations: neither Edward I nor John Knox should
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be held to blame for the present shortage of documentation
(1980). Hughes' analysis of the sources used by later medieval
and early modern historians indicated that the shortage of early
medieval Scottish texts had earlier origins and she suggested
that documents were never as plentiful as they were in England
and Ireland. For Hughes a most important distinction can be seen
between the Irish and English historical traditions during the
Norman era and the contemporary activities in Scotland. By the
mid-twelfth century at a time when a monastic renaissance was
encouraging Irish monks to copy early manuscripts (Hughes
1980:15) and English clerics were attempting to salvage some of
the Anglo-Saxon past in the face of Norman disregard for their
heritage (Campbell 1984), there was no comparable Scottish
movement, The Scottish episcopate was already Anglo-French
instead of Celtic (Duncan 1975:265). Hughes argued that few of
the clergy 'would have been interested in the vernacular
manuscripts, so any texts in Gaelic would have been likely to
disappear through neglect' (1980:16). The form in which the so-
called Scottish Chronicle now stands appears to reflect this
preference for Latin (Anderson 1980). This account of the
Scottish kingdom from the accession of Kenneth (843 x 848) to 995
was originally composed in Irish or Gaelic but translated into
Latin in the later twelfth century (Cowan 1981: 18). It is
readily understandable, if regrettable, that the Irish and
Pictish representations of the past were treated as irrelevant or
subversive by the newly reorganized religious establishments of
Alexander I and David I. They were after all indebted to a
Scottish monarchy, one which had little interest in their

Pictish predecessors or in the interdynastic squabbles of their
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Dal Riadic ancestors, whose names were safely preserved in the
genealogies.

Within her discussion of early Scottish texts, Hughes' makes
the interesting suggestion that to eighth century Picts and Scots
'the technique of a historian like Bede who critically examined
his sources was incomprehensible., Legend and history were
indistinguishable' (1980:20). This suggestion, which in the light

of Picard's work (1982, 1984) on Adomnan's Vita Columba we must

modify to except the Scots, has important implications for the
ways in which we interpret other aspects of the historical
record, but is especially relevant to any discussion of the
political uses of writing. It remains true that we know of no
Pictish Adomnan or Bede, just as it is true that the sorts of
documents produced in Pictland and early Scotland (Bannerman
1974, Smyth 1972), that is lists, represent the simplest form of
literate technology which Goody and Watt have identified with the
earliest stages of literate society (1963). Miller's work on the
Scottish pedigrees suggests that the succession of Kenneth mac
Alpin required the creation of a completely new pedigree and that
the Pictish records, either through decay or deliberate
destruction, were lost (1980:207-8). The surviving legacy of the
Pictish manuscript tradition is hardly encouraging, the King
Lists being the only unambiguously Pictish texts.

In recent years M.0. Anderson (198¢) and Molly Miller (1978,
1979, 1980) have done much to clarify our understanding of the
Lists. The content of the Lists themselves does not provide the
kind of detail with which we may construct exciting narratives.
It is not even possible to identify episodes of pedigree

adjustment with any confidence. Nevertheless the Lists provided
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the best native testimony to the progress of literacy amongst the
Picts. Although not universally accepted, Miller places 'the
archival horizon of contemporary record within 662 x 668, [and]
the historical horizon of exact memory at 526.... The archival
horizon agrees well with the placing of the corresponding horizon
at Iona within 669 x 679. The claimed historical horizon compares
with the Bernician claim for 547 and the Gwynedd claim for 534:
all three fall within Gildas' adult lifetime' (1979:11). Whatever
the reasons for the scarcity of the Pictish documents it was not
because they were slow off the mark; rather it must reflect on
the development of the Pictish church, the political climate and,
as Hughes suggests, Pictish intellectual outlook at the time of
the Scottish succession in the ninth century. Except for the King
Lists there are few texts which show any Pictish predecessors. A
contemporary Pictish hagiography hardly exists (Boyle 1981,
MacQueen 1980), there are no Pictish law tracts and M.0. Anderson
is reluctant to postulate a Pictish annalistic tradition
(1980:19). Yet we can with varying degrees of confidence identify
Pictish ecclesiastical centres: Abernethy, Brechin, Culross,
Deer, Dunblane, Dunkeld, Forteviot, Muthill and Kinrimund (later
St. Andrews). From this religious milieu come two crucial texts
which may be described as reflecting a Picto-Scottish cultural
tradition: the already mentioned Scottish Chronicle which
probably derives from southern Pictland, gquite possibly Fortriu
(Cowan 1981: 8-9) and the Gaelic notes in the Book of Deer
(Jackson 1972). Wendy Davies has suggested that references in a
version of the Pictish King Lists to the foundation of Abernethy

and the Gaelic notes in the Book of Deer represent the remains of

a charter tradition common to the Celtic west (1982b:273),
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although some Scottish historians remain sg¢eptical. Although
written in Irish, the Deer commentary is an invaluable aid to
pre-feudal land tenure practices and social organization. Indeed

the Book of Deer provides the best justification for believing

that the prevalent social institutions in Pictland resembled
those in contemporary Ireland closely enough to warrant
comparison, and the text must be treated as the starting place
for any discussion of Pictish social structure as Duncan notes
(1975:110-11). A fuller discussion of the notes and the book is
to found in Appendix II.

A significant body of evidence for the early historic period
derives from later medieval sources and sources for which we lack
any means of precise dating. The best example of the undatable
variety is place-names, which are a tantalizingly elusive sort of
. historic testimony, in that their meaning and form have the
capacity to suggest everything and resolve nothing. For Scotland
this is particularly the case owing to the scarcity of early
attested forms. For example, no more than a small fraction of
pit- names can be provided with a medieval antecedent (Nicolaisen
1976). This lack of early documentation has not prevented modern
scholars from devising ingenious ways of analysing their
distribution and speculating on their significance. Indeed it is
their distribution which in the absence of contemporary records
or archaeological investigations has contributed the most/fhe
habit of using pit- names as markers of Pictish settlement
(Wainwright 1955:36-7, 44-6). Almost without exception general
discussions of Pictish history are illustrated by a map of
Scotland with a familiar scattering of dots in the northeast

which denotes the pit~ places. The conclusion to be drawn from
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such displays, whether or not it is intended, is that people have
remained in more or less the same place for the last 1000-2000
years and that what was once good farmland remains attractive. To
get beyond the geographical perspective and its implied
continuity, requires that we grasp at the social meaning of the
early place-names, obscure though they may be.

G.W.S. Barrow hés shown that it is possible to give the
spots on a map historical meanings by providing them with a
social context drawn ultimately from later medieval charters
(1973:7-67). None of the charters are Pictish, indeed the
earliest Scottish charters begin in the later eleventh century;

but as in the case of the Gaelic notes in the Book of Deer, it is

thought that the patterns of land tenure and the obligations of
clientage changed only slowly. Thus, as we will see, Barrow
postulates the existence of well developed systems of land tenure
and administration, which imply a high degree of political
control., While most scholars would now agree that the early
historic agrarian economy was systematically ordered, it is
difficult to identify chronological development in such a system
which is characterized by its persistent resistance to change.
One possible avenue was outlined in the 1985 Rhind lectures,
where Barrow, expanding on the work he has done on identifying
early church sites from place-names (1973, 1983), indicated the
possibility that rough chronological distinctions might be
discerned in the place-names of Fife and Angus. Exploring the
history of these 'timeless' tenurial rights and obligations must
be granted a high priority, since in agrarian societies it is in
these realms that relations of power were established and

negotiated on a daily and seasonal basis. Yet it is one which we
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are singularly ill equipped to investigate,

I wish to make a final point with particular reference to
the interpretation of this slightly later documentary evidence.
Clearly I cannot hope to pass critical judgement on the work of
historical scholars like Barrow, Duncan and Jackson; I have not
the expertise. But as my theoretical outlook differs
significantly from theirs, =~ 80 ‘11 I have arrived at new
interpretations of their work. In addition the archaeology, of
which they have no critical knowledge, does at times suggest new
and different interpretations of historical sources. Taken as a
whole the image of the Picts furnished by the documentary
evidence is indicative of a society which was 'barbarian' in
terms of the ways in which literacy was employed, but which was
not unsophisticated in political and social organization. This
. complexity is mirrored in the archaeological record, and in the
coming chapters the goal is to provide a more complete picture of
Pictish society than either the historian or the archaeologist

working alone possibly could.

Material Sources: Archaeology

Of the material remains of the landscape the upstanding
field monuments, principally hillforts and sculptured stones, are
of greatest importance. They have been known in detail to several
generations of scholars following the contributions of Joseph
Anderson, David Christison and Romilly Allen, all of whom worked
around the turn of the last century. In the absence of any more

recent studies, Christison's work on Early Fortifications in

Scotland (1898) with later additions (1900) remains the best
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survey of the monumental earthé}n and stone enclosures of the
Iron Age and early historic period. Over the years Christison's
ambitious efforﬁs towards describing and classifying Scotland's
hillforts have required updating and supplementation, tasks which
were undertaken largely by the Ordnance Survey. In addition, the
Marginal Lands Survey (MLS) conducted by the Royal Commission on
the Ancient and Historical Monuments of Scotland (RCAHMS) in the
mid-1950's produced some high quality plans of upland sites, but
like the Ordnance Survey record cards, this material remains
laréely unpublished, and exists only in the archives of the
National Monument Record. Still more recently John Sherriff
undertook a study of the hillforts of Strathearn as a B.A. thesis
at U.C, Cardiff (1978). Despite the value of this more recent
work, Christison's contribution remains unsurpassed for three
.reasons. First he attempted to locate these sites in a regional
context; only Sherriff has also attempted this. Second, his work
is far more accessible than that of any of his followers and thus
provides the most convenient entry into the subject, and third a
number of his sites have disappeared or have appreciably
deteriorated in the last eighty-five years (eqg. Sherriff 1984,
Close-Brooks n.d.). These positive points aside, all the studies
of Strathearn's hillforts are to a greater or lesser extent
flawed by an overemphasis on tactical military interpretations.
Until the recent acquisition of radiocarbon dates (MacKie 1976)
the forts were seen largely in terms of a response to the Roman
invasions. Our greater, although still vague, chronological
control means that mechanical classificatory schemes such as
those employed in the RCHAMS Inventories which are arbitrarily

based upon enclosed area (Nieke 1984) or the use of vitrification
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as a 'cultural indicator' (Feachem 1966) must be modified. These
are among the problems which will be considered in Section III,
where the field evidence for settlement will be considered.

In many ways the work of Allen and Anderson on the Early

Christian Monuments of Scotland (1903) (ECMS) remains even less

tarnished by the years than that of Christison. Of course, many
new discoveries have been made since it was published, but this
new information must be weighed against the information recorded
in the drawings and photographs . which has been lost during
the years of Scottish weather. More importantly, there is still
no replacement corpus, nor are there any real alternatives to
their classification scheme. The fundamental problem with the
classification is that it treats the area of modern Scotland as
though it constituted a single cultural unit during the early
middle ages, thus playing down important regional distinctions
which are apparent in the sculptural traditions. The importance
of the carved stone monuments, symbol stones and crosses for the
study of Early Historic society cannot be over stressed. In the
absence of conventional literate expressions, these must be seen
as the Pictish archive: the repository of learned knowledge about
Pictish society. Unfortunately, it is beyond the scope of this
study to examine even the score of stones and fragments from
Strathearn: for brief comments on the social and political
significance of some of the Strathearn stones and their Southern
Pictish context see Driscoll 1987a & 1987b.

The sculptured stones constitute only one (though by far the
most frequently travelled) of the a\;enues to understanding
Pictish religion and ceremonialism., Strathearn is rich in early

church fabric: Abernethy possesses one of the two Scottish round
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towers; three of the six -~ ., early square towers are found at
Dunning, Muthill and Dunblane (Donaldson 1974, 1985), and a
possible royal chapel is implied by the Forteviot arch (Alcock
1982). The dating of these structures has proved difficult, and
it is only recently that the weight of scholarly opinion has
settled for dates just after the period of this study. Even the
towers at Restenneth and St. Andrews, long believed to be Pictish
must now be considered to date to the eleventh or even twelfth
century (Fernie n.d.). However, these buildings serve as a
valuable guide to the prosperity of religious foundations for
which we have some documentation, since it must be assumed that
they mark the most powerful establishments and that such
establishments do not spring up over night. In addition to these
eminently Christian sites, there is increasing evidence that some
prehistoric ritual complexes developed into ceremonial sites of .
regional importance during the Early Historic period. The best
known of these are Tara and Emain Macha in Ireland (Wailes 1982),
and the Kilmartin-Dunadd area in Argyll: to these we should now
add Forteviot (St.Joseph 1978, Alcock 1982) and other places, on
the strength of aerial photographic evidence.

The interpretation of aerial photographs is a tentative and
hypothetical exercise; crop-marks being more akin to unexcavated
standing monuments than to the excavated plans which they
superficially resemble. In both instances relatively simple or
vague features mask layers of architectural complexity. This is
in no way to diminish the value of aerial photography, which has
emerged as the most powerful technique of archaeological
discovery we now possess., The most important new body of evidence

which this study introduces to Pictish archaeology is the growing
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collection of aerial photographs of cropmark sites on the rich
valley bottoms, where previously place-names were almost our only
index of settlement. Cropmark sites are distributed in a non-
random, non-representative way, since geological and climatic
factors strongly constrain their production. In addition when
unexcavated, they are difficult to date except in the broadest
terms. None the less these data are essential if we are to move
towards an improved understanding of later prehistoric and early
historic settlement. The limitations and potential of aerial
photography will be considered in conjunction with the standing
monuments in Section III. The inability to detect clear and
unambiguous distinctions between prehistoric and Pictish sites is
not of course a problem confined to cropmarks. The scarcity of
excavation relegates all ascription of date and function of
unexcavated sites to speculation.

In recent years the situation has vastly improved. The
canpaign to investigate Farly Historic fortification in Scotland
led Alcock in 1976 and 1977 to dig at Dundurn. This knoll, which
surveys the western outlet of the valley, was the first site
of the Pictish period to be both documented and excavated. At the
opposite end of Strathearn the recent reappraisal of the 1950s
rescue excavation at Clatchard Craig provides evidence for
another Pictish centre of regional importance. Together these two
sites combine to make the valley one of the best known areas for
the Pictish period. It is this excavated material which provides
the essential contextual data to begin interpreting political and

economic structures.
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Lardscape and Society

Having already outlined the geographical and chronological
scopve of this work I feel obliged to conclude this chapter with
some comments about the relationship between the valley and its
inhabitants, It seems important to be clear about what I mean by
'Pictish society', since I plan to analyse the landscape as a
social construct. I believe that taken together the scattering of
farms, forts, churches and ceremonial centres represent more than
a spatial manifestation of social relations, and that they should
be regarded as forming a cognitive model of society.

First I wish to distance myself from the position which
maintains that the Picts represent some sort of admixture of P-
Celtic speakers and pre-Celts. Jackson's discussion of the
Pictish tongue (1955,1980) coupled with the widely held belief
that matrilineal descent represents some sort of primitive
survival (e.g. Henderson 1967:31-3), encourages the acceptance of
this romantic notion of a pristine native culture surviving
" beyond the fringe of the Roman Fmpire. I have already expressed
my reservations about arguments adduced from Pictish linguistics,
and I tend to agree with O'Rahailly when he says that the
differing opinions on the Pictish language tend to cancel each
other out (1946:375 n.l). Here I would like to add some
archaeological and anthropological observations. The entire
concept of the survival of pre-Celtic peoples presupposes that we
could distinguish a series of invasions in the archaeological
record. This is a problem of both method and evidence, which
Champion confronts solidly in his discussion of the Irish

invasions (1981). Contrary to Jackson's assertion (1980:175) the
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rejection of the invasion hypothesis is no passing fancy, but
reflects theoretical advances in archaeological studies of
material culture, which include discardkﬁh the Childean view
of culture, which maintained that a distinctive artefact
assemblage was sufficient to identify ethnicity. Scientific
dating methods have also contributed to the rejection of the
invasion hypothesis by providing far finer prehistoric
chronologies, ones which are independent of material culture
typologies (cf. Renfrew 1973). The only uncontroversial invasion
which we may identify in prehistoric Scotland is the arrival of
Mesolithic hunters and gatherers following the last glaciation.
Previously designated cultural watersheds like the introduction
of agriculture, bronze and iron can now be seen to‘have been
protracted developments which took place over several centuries

and need not have involved any appreciable population shifts.
Hypothetical pockets of pre-Celtic speakers must now be consigned
to the same category as Beaker Folk, that of the obsolete
analytical term. If radical culture change involving change in
subsistence methods, as with the Neolithic,can occur without
population change, then it should be equally possible to theorize
about linguistic change occurring without resorting to major
migrations. Within the confines of this study I see a pressing
need to rethink the invasionist explanation of linguistic change
from Pictish to Gaelic which apparently occurred in Eastern
Scotland during the first millennium AD and to shift the
attention of inquiry towards political and ideological mechanisms
of change and away from the demographic explanation. In this
respect it is interesting that Wainwright (1955:48) followed

Watson in stressing that the process of Gaelicizing eastern
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Scotland was a long term development, one which pre-dated Kenneth
mac Alpin and continued for generations afterwards. With these
thoughts in mind it is gratifying that scholars like Smyth (1984)
and Alcock (1987c) have sought to bury the romantic school of
Pictish studies and to treat the Picts as typical Celts unless
shown otherwise. Such a position is of course necessary if our
study of Pictish history is to have any social content, since we
must to some extent look to the neighbours of the Picts for the
knowledge of early historic society. As noted above,
unsatisfactory though this position is in terms of masking local
variability, the available sources will allow us no other
approach.

Of all the Celtic peoples, we think we know most about the
social organization of the Irish. Indeed, so clearly do
historians write of early Irish society (cf. Dillon 1954, Dillon
and Chadwick 1967, 6 Corrain 1972) and so richly is that society
endowed with illustrative myth (Aitchison 1987), that it has
proved irresistible to archaeologists of the British Iron Age.
Hamilton's direct application of early Irish mythic literature to
interpret the Shetland Iron Age (1968), Cunliffe's casual
evocation of Irish heroic society to animate Danebury (1984) and
D.L. Clark's importation of Irish social categories into
Glastonbury (1972) all serve to devalue the local historical
experiences unique to each area as well as blending various
Celtic traditions into a murky unity. In an effort to avoid this,
I plan to draw on the general organizational principles which
underlie Celtic social institutions and proceed from these to
construct a framework for understanding Pictish society. I take

this to be the reverse of the practice of Hamilton, Cunliffe,
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Clark and others who appropriate convenient details and apply
them across many miles and decades, in the end producing a
homogeneous Celtic society. The details of my view of Pictish

society will emerge as the study progresses.
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SECTION II:

Reproducing Social Relations



Chapter 4
Structures of the Long Run:
Material Circumstances of Social Reproduction

The subject of this thesis is an historic landscape, but the
object of the thesis is to learn about the people who inhabited
it and made it. Ideally, through an understanding of the
conditions they experienced and of their responses to those
conditions we can learn of the social and political developments,
which helped to transform this Pictish heartland into the
Scottish state. In order for this study to approach its
objective, in order for it to transcend the simple description of
afghaeological features, we require a social context in which to
situate the archaeological evidence. The purpose of this section
is to provide that context. It goes without saying that providing
_any sort of commentary on Pictish society is at best a difficult
task. The state of Pictish studies is such that serious social
analysis is rarely undertaken because it is generally regarded as
being historically irretrievable, and as a result writing about
Pictish society is left to the historically innocent. This
section begins the long overdue task of synthesizing an account
of Pictish society from the available historical and
archaeological resources; it is selective and speculative, but
this is unavoidable. It is selective in its geographic focus on
Southern Pictland and in its attention to the economic issues
raised by the agricultural practices which prevailed there. In
what follows I will argue that the social relations governing the
control of agricultural, labour and military resources may be
analysed as the products of two interconnected principles of

social organization: kinship and clientage. The immediate goal of
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the analysis is to allow us to propose social values for the
material remains which constitute the archaeological record and
to explain the patterns of circulation of material goods which
are recorded in later documents. We are, in effect, seeking to
develop an understanding of the social system, which is equally
capable of shedding light on the building of hillforts, the
manufacturing of Pictish brooches and the circulation of
agricultural produce. Most people who have considered these
matters have started with the forts and brooches; we will start
with the food.

Chapter 5, the first step, is a straightforward discussion
of the envirommental conditions which prevail in Strathearn and
of the available natural resources. It is representative of much
of Southern Pictland. The second, equally fundamental, step,
Chapter 6, is to assess the nature of the agricultural regime,
again primarily by archaeological evidence, but also by noting
the traditional agrarian practices of the region. There is
mounting evidence for continuous agricultural activity in eastern
Scotland beginning in the third millennium BC, and it seems
reasonable to include the Picts within this agrarian tradition.,
Indeed, it is possible to suggest, without fear of contradiction,
that agrarian concerns dominated the Pictish economy as they did
elsewhere in early medieval Europe. Ancient pollen, fossil seeds,
animal bones and field systems, provide the direct evidence of
agricultural practices, which, while constantly increasing, is
not as yet abundant (cf. Fowler 1981, Mercer 1981). To this may
be cautiously added the contributions of folklife scholars of
traditional Scottish agriculture (Grant 1961, Fenton 1976) and

the more theoretical work of agricultural historians (Whittington
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1973, Dodgshon 1980a, 1980b). The growing body of settlement-
archaeology studies provides indirect but revealing insights into
past agricultural practices especially with respect to the social
relations of production. The micro-topography of farmsteads, the
arrangements of fences, ditches, and buildings reflects the
organization of the 'domestic mode of production' as Sahlins
terms it (1974), while the topography of the farms in the
landscape may reflect the organization of production at a more
extensive, regional level. At the household level most of our
information comes from excavated sites, while the integration of
sites into a landscape draws upon the upstanding monuments and
the aerial photographic record. In addition, such a landscape
model may be supplemented by interpretations of documentary and
place-name material, and it is in this context that the
historical work on early medieval land tenure is important.

One of the most elusive qualities in any landscape study is
animation, which is needed as a safeguard against drawing a
static image of the timeless, changeless countryside. During our
period it seems that social and political relations are becoming
more highly structured, and yet such change takes place within an
economic environment lacking the revolutionary changes in the
technical means of production. Or at least we can not identify
such changes unambiguously in the archaeological record, in the
way we can see the advent of the Neolithic or the coming of
industrialism. One source of change seems to have been the
dg:yalopment of the proto-feudal institution of clientage at the
expense of traditional kin-based forms of social organization. It
would appear that the development of the administrative

institutions associated with pett places and the pre-feudal
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thanages were the political result of this change in social
orientation., Obviously any discussion of the organization of
settlement must follow presentation of the empirical information
of excavation, field survey and aerial photography, which is
contained in Section III.

Of course, economic forces extend beyond the farmstead and
the principles of clientage and kinship also structured the
organization of skilled craft production, the 'communal' labour
for constructing 'public works' (like forts), and the
mobilization of military expeditions. In addition we must suppose
that commercial activities, both long distance and regional
exchange networks, were closely regulated by the ruling elite.
Hodges touched upon such systems of commercial control in Dark

Age Economics (1982), but found the evidence for the Celtic west

_too patchy to generalize from. In order to approach an
understanding of the entire economic system an awareness of the
differences between commercial transactions and those governed by
clientship is necessary. Hodges' failure here is not entirely due
to the quality of the evidence, for although he rightly argues
that economic relations are embedded in éocial relations, he did
not have the : .- -+ firm grasp of those social relations
needed in order to apply them to the available evidence.
Clientship grows out of relations of kinship and is not
always distinguishable from it. Our knowledge of these two social
institutions is largely circumscribed by their relation to land
tenure, so the two institutions are considered together in
Chapter 7. At the outset it is as well to admit that our
knowledge of Pictish social institutions stems from oblique

contemporary references, later documents and and the analogies
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suggested by comparison with common social traits found in
British, Irish and Anglo-Saxon society. This means that, at a
general level, we must confront the question: how different were
the Picts from their neighbours? Traditionally the answer has
been: very different. But this is changing and they are being
increasingly regarded as belonging to the mainstream of early
medieval Britian (e.g. Alcock 1987c, Smyth 1984, Davies 1984).
One of the main obstacles to this rapproachment has been the
peculiar Pictish descent system.

Most discussions of Pictish society never get much beyond
the vexed question of Pictish matrilinearity, an issue which is
largely irrelevant to our concerns and which is probably
unsolvable. It is irrelevant, because no one yet has identified
the archaeological correlates of matrilocal residence patterns,
let alone those of descent rules (Deetz 1965, Hill 1978, Longacre
. 1964, Hodder 1982b:128-32). More importantly, it is irrelevant,
because of the tendency to confuse matrilineal with
matriarchical. There is absolutely no evidence to suggest that
Pictish society was anything other than patriarchical, that is
dominated by men., We lack even the single name of a Pictish
woman, and for every prominent representation of a female, 1like
that on the Hilton of Cadboll cross-slab (Wainwright 1955, plate
9), there must be at least ten representations of prominent men.
This is not to say that women were unimportant in Pictish
society, but it is to recognize that we can not identify their
particular social roles. That the matrilineal question is
irresolvable is evident from the ability of the best available
genealogical evidence, the Pictish King Lists, to sustain two

equally plausible , but contradictory explanations (eg. Anderson
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1980 and Miller 1982 vs. Smyth 1984). Elsewhere I have dealt with
other limitations on the study of Pictish ethnography (Driscoll
1985), but for our purposes there is no reason to consider this
issue further, since we cannot be sure that matrilineal descent
was practised and even if it was, it is not clear how it would
effect our understanding of the relationship between kinship and
land tenure.

It is in the context of land tenure that kinship is of
importance to us. It may be objected that such a discussion is as
pointless as the debates on matriliny. That would be true if we
were dredging through the ethnographies to find a specific set of
cultural practices which we were to offer as a ready-made
explanation of the empirical evidence (cf. Jackson 1971).
However, the object of this discussion is to search for the
general principles which bound together British and Irish society
and which are therefore likely to have prevailed in Pictland. The
point is that we are not seeking to attribute any particular
Irish or British practices to the Picts, but rather to seek the
common social and cultural threads running through early medieval
Britain and Ireland. This is not in fact a radical position,
although few people have ventured outside of their cultural-

historical pigeon-holes to embrace it. Arthur's Britain was the

first major synthesis to cut across British and Anglo-Saxon
boundaries, but more recently Patrick Wormald has suggested that
we might extend our boundaries even further:

we are increasingly aware of the similarities and parallels
between the various societies...all of whom ultimately
shared in the more or less traumatic experience of
"Normanization". This makes it both possible and profitable
to consider the social history of Britain and Ireland,
"Germans" and "Celts", in the early Middle Ages, as a whole
(1985b:81, my emphasis).
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The major profit of adopting this position for our purposes is
that it allows us to establish the nature of the link between
land tenure, lordship (or clientage) and the dominance of the
kindred (Charles-Edwards 1972).

The consideration of clientage in Pictland is if anything
more pressing than the study of kinship, since it is clearly not
possible to explain the growth and development of kingdoms into
states strictly in terms of expanding kin relations (Driscoll
1987b). Clientship as a concept is relatively straight”forward:
I will use the term to describe ' a voluntary tie of personal
dependence in which the social superior provides military
protection, legal support and productive goods in return for
attendance in his retinue or war band and a flow of goods or
labour services from the inferior' (Gerriets 1983:43). 1In
. practice, of course, a whole range of political strategies based
in part on kin ties would be open to the participants. Societies
in which clientage is the principdl means of structuring
productive relations are considered by some to be in the feudal
mode of production (Anderson 1974). This usage is to be
distinguished from tbe more restricted use of feudalism to
describe western Europe in the high Middle Ages, which is only a
specific instance of this mode of production. As Gerriets and
others have made clear, the lords treated their capital resources
(livestock, arable and pasture) as a form of investment which
they dispensed to their clients in return for which they
expected to realise a capital gain in addition to various social
dividends (6 Corrdin 1972:43, Mac Nigcaill 1981). I think the
'voluntary' quality of the lord-client relationship is a matter

for investigation; as is well known 'protection' as a description
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of economic relations can take on a range of meanings some of
which are indistinguishable from coercion. The actual
circumstances under which clientage was entered into must also
have been heavily circumscribed by the pre-existing kin
relations. It does not need emphasizing that kin relations
dominated the small scale rural societies of the Celtic west; it
could hardly be otherwise. Melia in showing just how the metaphor
of kinship permeated the 01d Irish legal expressions reminds us
that the economic and political relations were structured like
kin relations along patriarchical lines (1982). It is clear that
we cannot use the knowledge of Irish or English society to impute
the existence of specific phenomena, but we are, I think,
entitled to employ such knowledge to understand the prevailing
social conditions which led to the development of the more
_ extensive political systéns which we term kingdoms. A point which
perﬁaps does not need stressing is that the network of kin
relations and the system of clientage were the organizational
underpinning of a landed aristocracy. And if we are permitted to
extrapolate from Ireland and England, the social system was
multi-tiered with great lords having many clients and these
aristocratic clients in turn having clients of their own,
'freemen', who themselves had dependents (Wormald 1985b).

The final stage in this analysis, Chapter 8, is a synthesis
of the various lines of investigation into an economic model. It
will be seen in the intervening chapters that transactions
involving material items played a central role in the formation
and maintenance of social relationships. From this observation
and comparison with the archaeological record, it is possible to

suggest how specific goods were drawn upon to reproduce specific
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social relations giving rise to different sociological categories
of goods. This allows us to construct an economic model in which
goods circulate'in distinct spheres which are defined by social
relations. The proposed model has two important benefits: first,
it allows us to suggest how archaeological materials were
employed in specific fields of discourse, and second, it provides
a way of understanding how the various class relationships, which
are well attested in the contemporary Irish and English, laws
were maintained and reproduced on a daily, seasonal and annual

basis.

58



Chapter 5

Envirommental Resources and Agricultural Practices

Social reproduction begins with reproducing the material
necessities of life; the study of the organization of such
activities may be termed economics., In point of fact, Pictish
economics does not exist, at least not in the sense of a body of
theoretical knowledge, drawn from archaeological and historical
sources, which purports to describe Pictish agriculture, industry
and commerce. This chapter initiates the project of writing
Pictish economic history, a task which I do not expect to
complete. For one thing, at the moment we lack the chronological
framework needed to construct a developmental sequence, for
another we lack fundamental data on production and commerce. At
the moment we must be content with a model of the Pictish economy
'constructed from physical geography, later medieval documents,
folklife studies and the contemporary archaeological data. I
recognize that much of what follows is speculative, but it is
speculation based upon the current evidence. In any event, the
purpose of reviewing the evidence relating to early agriculture
is not to write an agrarian history, but rather to gain an
appreciation of the factors and constraints which determined the
rhythms of life and shaped Pictish society.

For most of the last six millennia the livelihood of the
majority of peoples living in east central Scotland came directly
from what they themselves could produce. Just when and from where
this traditional, pre-industrial agriculture emerged is a matter
of some debate: the landmarks of Scottish agrarian history are

for the most part still shrouded in mist. Certainly Neolithic
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agriculture dramatically modified the landscape, but following
this colonial phase of clearance and tillage the next landmark is
not at all obvious unless it be @t the end of the Bronze Age
climatic optimum with the subsequent soil degradation and the
encroachment of blanket peat (R.T. Smith 1975, Whittington 1980).
Quite possibly the Roman campaigns placed severe, if short lived,
demands on the productive capacity of the inhabitants of
southern Pictland, either directly through military requisition
or via imperial taxation, to say nothing of the demands of
provisioning native resistance. It seems that there are few
changes in agricultural practice which can be directly attributed
to the Roman occupation, but without the evidence of civil
settlements it is impossible to assess the true extent of the
impact. The final period of traditional agricultural development
stretches from later prehistory to the era of the Improvements.
‘This pre-Improvement agriculture saw the growth and expansion of
particularly Scottish forms of field systems, which in our area
evolved into an infield and outfield system cultivated in strips,
run rig (Whittington 1973). Without wishing to imply that this
last phase was one of stagnation, it will become clear that the
specific patterns of medieval development are not easily
discerned. None the less it is from this relatively unbroken
tradition of pre-Improvement agriculture that most of what we

think about Pictish agriculture derives.

Perhaps the most stable influences on Pictish economics were
geological and therefore the safest starting place is with the
geomorphology (Walker 1963). The Highland Boundary Fault cuts

through Strathearn at Comrie and divides the valley along a
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northeast-southwest axis into two distinctive geological regions.
To the west the valley is narrow, the hills are steep-sided,
high, rugged metamorphic schists of the Dalradian series. From
these hard rocks may be extracted materials suitable for the
manufacture of polished stone axes, and more relevant to us, the
preferred materials for rotary querns. But agriculturally the
least promising soils and climatic conditions in the valley
prevail here. Various formations of 0ld Red Sandstone (ORS) have
given the area east of the Highland Boundary Fault its softer
contours and broad open spaces. The Picts recognized ORS as an
easily quarried building stone and sculptural medium. The
suitability of ORS as building stone is evident in a great
number of the farmhouses constructed of the stone still to be
seen in the valley, while the sculptures in this material become
annually less visible due to its softness. Glacial action has
‘strongly shaped the Strathearn landscape, leaving jagged peaks on
the schists, rounding the ORS hills and leaving deposits of sand
and gravel in gently undulating hills., The riverine gravels are
the most productive areas for cropmarks, but whether this
accurately reflects preference for settlement, is difficult to
tell. The gravels are obviously well drained, but as we will see
the early place-names, an index of settlement, are not confined to
here. Unfortunately, without studying the extent of Improvement
drainage it is not possible to assess the extent of poorly
drained lands in former times. As might be expected, the higher
hills of the western end of the valley precipitate a higher
annual rainfall than occurs in the east. In fact the eastern
portion receives one of the lowest rainfalls in the country,

which in Scotland is a positive advantage for agriculture where
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the problems with water mostly concern getting rid of it.

The Earn is not a fast flowing river, but in relatively
recent times places have been found where there is sufficient
fall to power mills, In addition to these mills, there is place-
name evidence for the existence o% mills on most of its
tributaries. In shallow draft boats it is possible to navigate as
far as Crieff, perhaps further. That is up to the approximate
line of the Highland Boundary Fault. The larger of the
tributaries, while not navigable for any distance, provided foci
for settlement, independent of the Earn itself. Certainly, the
narrow valleys of the southern Grampians (e.g. Glen Lednoch) and
those of the northern Ochils (e.g. along the May Water) provide
areas for self-contained pockets of settlement. The streams carve
out sheltered glens along which modern farms cluster and which
penetrate several miles into the hills, so that farmsteads in
'neighbouring glens can be separated by miles of moorland. We
should perhaps imagine that in a pre-automobile age the
neighbourhoods around a particular stream were fairly local,
closed communities. It would be surprising in such circumstances
if these geographic factors were not manifest in social and
political groupings. However, aside from the hillforts, knowledge
of the settlement patterns of the tributary valleys is limited to
scant aerial photographic reconnaissance of upstanding sites. No
systematic, upland survey has been conducted on the fringes of
Strathearn. This is a pity as the glimpses from the aerial

photographs suggest that the area is rich in field monuments.
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Shaping the Enviromment: Ordering the Landscape

The palaeobotanical evidence quoted earlier (Caseldine 1979,
1982) suggests that the Neolithic saw a radical change in the
landscape as forest and scrub were cleared to create fields and
pasture. But lamentably we are in no position to estimate for any
prehistoric or early historic period the portion of the landscape
given over to plough, pasture, forest and moorland. The
palaeobotanical studies are as yet too localized and inadequately
dated. This should not however lead us to assume, because we
cannot study it in detail, that Pictish land management was
primitive. From elsewhere in Britain and Ireland comes evidence
of sophisticated techniques dating from the Neolithic onwards.
Evidence for large scale engineering projects includes the system
of wooden trackways through the Somerset levels (Coles and Coles
'1986), while the Iron Age drainage schemes at Claydon Pike in the
Upper Thames valley (Miles 1983) represent projects of a scale
which typically must be within the capabilities of a rural
farming community. In Scotland, aside from the prehistoric fields
and field boundaries themselves, the most dramatic evidence of
landscape management are the linear earthworks which survive best
in the upland areas of the Borders. Although elsewhere in
Scotland such features are rare, this may to some extent
represent different levels of survival. Excavation has recently
shown that some of these linear features were constructed from a
series of guarry pits, so that when detected as ploughed-out
cropmarks they appear as pit alignments (Barber 1985). Although
they are not a particularly common occurrence here, pit

alignments have been observed up and down the east coast of
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Scotland (Macinnes 1983) including several in Strathearn. On the
basis of a single dated excavation and a frequent proximity to
hillforts they appear to be a late Iron Age phenomenon (Barber
1985). Functionally they are ambiguous; they have been seen both
as territorial boundaries (Barber 1985:162) and as structures for
controlling the movement of livestock, especially cattle
(Halliday et al 1981, Halliday 1982). Whatever their role, and
they probably performed more than one, the linear earthworks do
indicate that by the pre-Roman Iron Age notions of differential
land usage and territoriality were being expressed in the
landscape.

Linear earthworks are, of course, only the most substantial
and easily identified of several possible forms of boundary,
which include dry stone dykes, palisades and hedges. Dry stone
dykes are not easily dated, but not surprizingly a number have
'been found in eastern Scottish contexts which appear to be Bronze
Age or later (Harris 1984). Palisades seem to have been
restricted to use around settlement sites, less substantial
wooden fences were probably used for enclosing extensive areas.
On the basis of palaeobotanical analysis it would seem that
hedges were being used to divide a cleared landscape as early as
c.10¢ AD in the area of the Antonine Wall (Boyd 1984a, 1984b),
which is to say contemporary with the linear earthworks. All of
these boundary markers express notions of differential land use
and as such represent an important stage in the process of
ordering the natural world into cultural categories. Not only is
this order essential for a successful mixed pastoral and arable
economy, but it forms the conceptual basis of more complicated

infield-outfield systems.
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Shaping the Environment: Plants and Animals

Just as we can postulate the existence of hedges from pollen
and scraps of wood, but cannot reconstruct lines of bushes, we
can identify the crops grown by the Picts, but can only
hypothesize about the specific systems of crop rotation and the
agricultural regime. There are no specific cereal pollens from
the valley, but from Dundurn come carbonized grains of Hordeum
vulgare, hulled six-row barley and Avena, an unidentifiable
variety of oats. In addition, from Dundurn comes pollen of the

agricultural weed Plantago lanceolata and the preserved remains

of Sitophilos grain weevils (Alcock and Driscoll 1985:12). From
élsewhere in the region comes evidence of a wider variety of
cereals. European winter wheat, along with oats was found at the
mid-first millennium bc settlement of Douglasmuir, Angus
'(Kendrick 1982:139). Of this range, oats followed by barley wege
probably the most important constituents in the diet because of a
superior ability to flourish in the Scottish climate. On the
basis of evidence from southern England we might expect that by
the Iron Age nitrogen fixing legumes were being inserted into the
rotation of cereal and fallow (P. Reynolds 1979:65-6). At the
moment, however, we have no evidence of beans, Flax is known to
have been cultivated in northeast Scotland since the early Bronze
Age (Shepherd 1986:5), and linen may be presumed to have been an
important complement to woollen fabrics.

Alongside these products of the heavily controlled
environments of the fields must be placed a whole range of foods
and raw materials derived from nominally wild plants. The wild

cherries and hazel nuts consumed at Dundurn were probably not
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simply gathered, but were harvested from groves which were
managed in some sense. This is especially true of hazel, which at
Dundurn was used extensively in wattle flooring and probably in
wattle walling for internal buildings and ramparts (Alcock and
Driscoll 1985:4-6, and below Chapter 9). Coppicing, then, would
seem to have been among the woodland management skills of the
Picts. Wild resources which were used at Dundurn but probably did
not require active cultivation include a variety of reeds, mosses
and bracken, the last of which may have been used as bedding
(Brough 1980). We may be sure that peat was being cut for fuel
by the beginning of our period in Scotland (Fenton 1976:29) and
given the proximity of blanket peat in the hills and the raised
bog, Methven Moss, it would be reasonable to expect that in some
areas of Strathearn peat was being used in the hearth and forge.

Less scholarly attention has been directed towards examining
the social and political aspects of medieval animal husbandry
than has been given to land tenure arrangements. Although this
ac;curately reflects the nature of the historical evidence bearing
on the two types of property, it also an indication of how little
medieval archaeology has so far contributed to this aspect of
economic history, despite being well discussed in the
archaeological literature. Livestock being more ephemeral and
mobile, appears in texts as food renders, as the early Irish
lawyer's measure of status and incidentally in hagiography
(Doherty 1982). Beside this wmay be placed the plentiful landscape
features related to keeping of animals, the artistic
representations of animals and of course the archaeological
remains of the animals themselves.

The most widespread landscape features relating to animal
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husbandry are those involved with moving beasts from place to
place and to keeping them put. Throughout the valley are
archaeological traces of enclosures which probably contained
livestock or farmsteads or, as is likely in many cases, both (see
Chapter 10). Frequently one may observe that the enclosures are
provided with trackways leading through the fields to the
entrances. Presumably these helped keep the livestock from
wandering into the fields. 1In addition at various places in the
valley, 'drove ways' leading to areas of permanent pasture are
still to be observed where they cut into the slope forming a
hollow way. They are however undatable. Although they are
ubiquitous features of the landscape of prehistoric Britain
(Riley 1980, Palmer 1983, 1984), it is impossible to bé certain
of the function of these so called corrals and droveways,
especially when they exist principally in the aerial photographic
record. But even when they are excavated, it is not easy to
determine the intention behind structures, which may have
performed several overlapping functions. Thus we have debates
over whether or not livestock were habitually sequestered in
Irish raths (Proudfoot 1961), whether the splayed 'antennae'
entrances of the Little Woodbury type were to funnel cattle into
the site or to impress visitors, or whether the 'drove way' at
Clogher, Co. Tyrone was not a ceremonial avenue (Warner 1987). In
Strathearn most of this evidence is in the aerial photographic
record or has been observed in relation to upstanding monuments:
it will form a major focus of the consideration of the settlement
evidence in Section III.

Sources for Pictish animal husbandry remain scarce, but what

evidence we have suggests that they were sophisticated, probably
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as sophisticated as those of their Irish contemporaries. Our only
direct evidence for the composition of a southern Pictish herd
comes from Dundurn, although faunal material does exist for
Highland sites in the far north, e.g. Crosskirk Broch (Fairhurst
1985), Buckquoy (Ritchie 1977), and in the west, e.g. Dun Mor
Vaul (Mackie 1974), and the Udal (Crawford & Switur 1977). For
fairly self-evident reasons the agricultural regime in these
environments is likely to have differed from that of central and
eastern Scotland, so I will restrict my discussion of the
archaeological data to that area, At Dundurn a simple analysis of
the 500 identifiable bone fragments produced these results:
cattle 64%, pigs 28% and sheep/goat 8%. Such data must be
qualified in numerous ways, firstly, on anatomical grounds:
different species have different numbers of bones, the bones of
bigger, older animals are more rugged and therefore survive
better and are easier to recover; and , then, on cultural
grounds: dietary preferences, social privilege and refuse
disposal all contribute to shaping the archaeological deposits of
bone. Moreover, the size of the sample is small by modern
standards, and strictly limits any possible observations about
herd composition. Given these problems I will restrict myself to
general observations on this material (a more detailed faunal
report is in preparation). Despite all the above qualifications,
cattle clearly dominate the Dundurn assemblage. It is equally
clear that the dietary contribution of wild fauna was
insignificant, since only the bone of a single wild fowl and a
bit of worked antler tine were found. This virtual absence of
wild fauna is perhaps surprising on a site with such strong

aristocratic links. Similarly the frequent occurrence of
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representations of horses in Pictish art might have led us to
expect at least the occasional horse bone. The emphasis on cattle
however is less surprising. It can sustain two very different
views of a pastoral economy. One of these derives from a fairly
naive belief in the continuity of semi-nomadic pastoralism among
the unromanised barbarians. The other, which situates cattle
herding within the context of a fully settled farming regime,
corresponds with contemporary Irish husbandry practices.

If we are to avoid the barbarian stereotype in this
tentative attempt to reconstitute the Pictish farming economy,
then we must transgress the temporal and spatial boundaries of
the Southern Picts and take note of better-documented Early
Christian Ireland. A number of social implications are proposed
in accepting the central place of cattle in the Pictish economy.
Contemporary Irish texts leave us in no doubt that the size of
one's herd was the measure of the Early Christian Irishman (Mac
Niocaill 1972:42-3, Gerriets 1983:50) for as Mac Niocaill has
explained they provided the necessary liquid capital to attract
and maintain both base and free clients (1981). In Ireland it
seems that cattle (cows in particular) were valued not primarily
as beef, but as producers of wmilk and calves. There seems little
doubt that the emphasis in Ireland was on dairying. In a number
of archaeological assemblages of animal bones from the Early
Christian period, Finbar- McCormick has identified the population
structures (based upon age and sex) characteristic of dairy herds
(1983). These include collections from royal sites, of which
Lagore (Hedﬁen 1953) is the best known. To explain this emphasis
he points to the productive superiority of a dairy regime over a

beef one: annually dairy cattle can yield 115 Kg of protein per
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hectare, while cattle raised for beef yield about 27 Kg per
hectare. The importance of a dairy regime is supported by the
medieval Irish texts which describe the dietary importance of
various preparations of milk, butter, and cheese, as well as
being documented in post-medieval accounts of Scottish country
life (Lucas 196@, Fenton 1976:124-58, 1980).

The obvious use of cattle to reckon status in early Celtic
society, and an apparent emphasis on dairy products and livestock
in the customary food renders due to a lord from his tenants and
clients, led earlier generations of scholars to conclude that the
early medieval economy of the Celtic west was overwhelmingly
pastoralist., Although renders of livestock and dairy produce do
figure prominently in all the sources - the Irish and Welsh laws
and the Scottish charters - the relative importance of pastoral
to arable has probably been over emphasized, at least in dietary
terms. The most detailed early contemporary evidence is preserved
in the Irish laws which 1list the pé, customary payment
(literally 'custom') due from various grades of client (Gerriets
1983:50-2). In addition to livestock, the payments were composed
of various agricultural items including grain, malt, butter,
cheese, milk, candles and meat. Gerriets reckons that of these
goods were 'significantly greater in value than the payment of
cattle which identify a particular _l:é‘ (1983:50), and the
quantity of arable products certainly looms large among these

goods. Similarly in the Welsh Laws of Hywel Dda a considerable

portion of the payment is made up of non-pastoral goods like
grain, beer, bread and honey (Richards 1954:72-4, Davies
1982a:46). In Scotland, the traditional payments in kind, cain,

which are recorded first in the twelfth and thirteenth century
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charters, despite considerable regional variation in the
specifics, also exhibit this mix (Duncan 1975:153-6). An
important aspect of these payments was their periodic seasonal
nature.

In Ireland bacon, malt, grain and candles were paid as
‘winter food', while bread, milk products and leeks were 'summer
food' (Gerriets 1983:52). In Wales, 'apart from winter and spring
food-gifts, four were due in Summer, and this may mean that the
court visited each township six times a year' (Alcock 1971:323).
In Scotland, it seems that a similar arrangement of periodic
payments lay behind the substantial hospitality-rent, conveth,
which was collected (and consumed) by a lord or his
representative in person (Duncan 1975:154). Although Alcock was
cautious about projecting the peripatetic court documented in the

later medieval texts, like the Laws of Hywel Dda, back into the

early Middle Ages (1971:323), there are good reasons to suppose
that such arrangements can be extended into the early period, as
Alcock himself now agrees (1987a). Given the personal nature of
clientship (see Chapter 7) an annual circuit would not only
simplify the process of rent collection, but would confirm and
strengthen the relationship of client to lord through the act of
rendering 'food-gifts' and the lord's reciprocal use of the
conveth to host a feast.

In Celtic societies, the consumption of dairy products had a
marked seasonal aspect. Lucas tells us that 'white foods' were
considered summer fare (1960) and Fenton relates that dairy rich
diets are characteristic of sheiling life, not the least because
cows could provide milk during the summer period before the

harvest was in (1976:124 ff). The continuity of Scottish pastoral
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tradition, which was frequently commented upon by later medieval
writers (Fenton 1980:94), entitles us to look to relatively
recent Scottish customs of grazing and sheiling for clues about
the mechanics of the pastoral regime of earlier ages. While we
cannot know that the customs we associate with sheiling,
including moving part of the community away from the farmstead
and the intensive making of butter and cheese, existed in early
medieval times, it seems very likely that there were areas of
moor which were never cultivated and were used for grazing.
Barrow cites the evidence of a thirteenth century charter, which
relates that the Muir of Orchill, in our study area, was
permanent common grazing (1962:137-8). Given the probable
antiquity of unyégbited common grazing, sheiling may be taken as
a useful model for understanding the practices relating to the
use of these permanent pastures. Essentially the shieling system
involved shifting the herds (cattle, sheep and goat) from
designated areas of outfield near the farmstead to more remote,
often upland, tracts of summer pasture. If we follow the early
Irish legal distinctions, then we would expect that areas of
fenced pasture put aside for summer and winter seasons were not
held in common, while the shieling pastures generally were common
grazing for a specific community. These valuable grazing rights
were jealously guarded by thg laws (Charles-Edwards 1972b:62-4),
An obvious benefit of this practice was that it allowed for an
efficient use of the grazing potential of a given region, since
while the sheiling pastures were being grazed, the outfield
pasture was given the chance to recover., It also allowed the
crops to mature in peace.

We know from relatively recent times that the seasonal

72



migrations of the livestock and their tenders strongly affected
the order of the agricultural cycle. The timing of specific tasks
and activities was seasonal, but the precise timing was
determined by the actual movement between the farmstead and the
hills, which would have varied from year to year. The timing of
events was thus task oriented and not purely astronomical or
calendrical. The connection between dairying and summertime has
already been mentioned. The need to preserve some of this bounty
no doubt encouraged the practice of butter churning and of cheese
making (both of cow's and ewe's milk). While shieling governed
the production of dairy products, it was itself governed by the
timing of the harvest. The livestock were kept in the hills as
long as weather permitted, ideally until after the crop was in,
when they could be allowed into the fields to graze the stubble
and manure the fields (Fenton 1976:132). No doubt slaughter time
also coincided with the return of the herds from the hills at the
end of the season when the beasts were well fattened. Thus the
three major cycles of food production, dairy, grain and meat,
were interrelated.

That a system similar to this was followed in Pictish times
is supported by documentary evidence, and some landscape
features. The provision of lowland communities with upland
pasture seems very ancient. Barrow has traced these traditional
property rights in Scotland's earliest charters (1962:126-7); as
an example he quotes the charter mentioned above: 'the land

called Cotken (Gaelic, coitcheann, ‘common') in Kathermothel has

been in the time of all my predecessors free and common pasture
for all the men dwelling round about it (see figure 4.4), so that

no one may build a house in that pasture or plough it or do
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anything which might hinder use of the pasture' (1962:137-8).
Significantly for us, he has identified here an area of common
pasture which was associated with the community of the early
ecclesiastical centres of Muthill. Strips of uncultivated land
ran through the arable 1linking these areas of common grazing to
the farmsteads. Today evidence of this may survive in place-names
containing the element loan or loaning (Fenton 1980:96). In
recent times these strips of grass served as droving roads and as
'village greens' where community social events were held. Such
loan strips may be analogous to the trackways seen cutting
through ancient field systems and leading to settlements, which
are visible in the aerial photographs of Strathearn (see Chapter
10). They may also be used to lend weight to the suggestion that
at least one of the roles of the pit-alignments (vestiges of
earthworks) was to facilitate herd movement. In addition to these
long term herd movements we should keep in mind that the ancient
Irish practice was to bring the livestock in from the fields and
keep them in an enclosure, lios, at night (Lucas 1958:3-6). Not
only did this make milking more convenient, but it helped protect
the herd from wild animals and cattle raiders. Such enclosures,
similar to that excavated at Garryduff, Co. Cork (0'Kelly 1962),
appear to be represented amongst the many varieties of enclosure
known from Strathearn.

These landscape features bring us back to the archaeological
record which provides us with specifically Pictish evidence about
the organization of the pastoral regime. Most significant in this
respect is the occurrence of the bones of at least two neonatal
calves amongst the Dundurn faunal assemblage. I interpret this as

evidence that the occupants of the site were intimately involved
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with the raising of cattle on a daily basis. These very young
calves would have had minimal meat value. This suggests that the
assemblage represents the consumption of a working herd and
should not be regarded as either tribute or rent. An explanation
for why the calves should be killed before they had grown enough
to provide any quantity of veal is suggested by the ancient Irish
and the pre-Improvement Hebridean custom related by Lucas
(1958:6). The custom stems from the relative importance of
dairying; in both places it was the practice to slaughter the
calves while very young in order to maximize milk yields. The
practice also involved making an effigy from the calf skin
stuffed with straw and placing it near by the cow to deceive the
mother into giving milk. Whether or not these practices were in
fact followed in Pictland, this indication of direct involvement
with cattle herding at the aristocratic, if not royal, level is
important, not the least because it strengthens the suggestion
that the systems of agricultural production in Pictland were
analogous to those of early Ireland (Mac Ndécaill 1972, 1981;
Gerriets 1983). And there, as Byrne says, 'the laws are explicit
that both nobles and commoners were engaged in tillage as well as
pastoral farming' (1971:139). But, there is more to it than that.

Cattle were the currency of power, and not simply because
honour-prices were reckoned in cattle, but because a 1lord
attracted powerful clients through his ability to lend 'surplus'
cattle and pasture to his clients., Financially such loans can be
regarded as a use of investment capital, in so far as the lord
realized a profit on the transaction, but perhaps more important
were the political implications. The scale of investment

described in the legal texts required the provision of small
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herds and could only be undertaken by fairly wealthy nobles. Mac
Niocaill estimates that the lowest grade of noble controlled
eight to ten times the property of his self-sufficient bd-aire
client, and that entry into the high levels of lordship (e.q.

Aire Forgill with 20 clients) required the lord to possess 40 -

50 times the property of a bé~aire (1981:7-9). The object of the
ex"ercise was to attract the economically self-sufficient
clients, who in addition to the interest on the investment
undertook to provide various services. At the moment we are not
concerned with the details of such relationships, but it is
important to realize that on the local scale of a community of
farms the most important political resources were economic,
primarily those concerned with agricultural production. It is
equally important to recall that although ancient Irish law may
have reckoned a person's honour-price in cattle, their real
status was reckoned in terms of the number of clients they could
maintain. Thus power (as always) was not a question of
controlling wealth, but of the creative manipulation of resources
to construct personal relationships.

Although we lack the faunal evidence to verify it, the
ability to raise and keep horses seems strongly linked with the
Pictish aristocracy as it was else where in north Britain. This
is clear whether one looks at Pictish cross-slabs or to the
mention of horses in Bede (see Mayr-Harting 1972:95-7,101). In
no case is there any suggestion that horses were used to perform
agricultural tasks, rather they bore warriors, clerics, and noble
hunting parties. The circulation of horses, along with other
commodities used to signify social position, also had political

overtones. For King Oswin the gift of a fine horse to Bishop

76



Aiddn of Lindisfarne was a gesture appropriate for a devout King.
Aidan's subsequent gift of the same horse to a beggar shocked and
offended the king, while providing Bede with a good illustration
of personal humility (HE iii, 14). Exchanges of such goods
signified a reciprocal relationship of dominance and dependency
between people of the same social category.

Other sorts of livestock seem less overtly political than do
cattle and horses, but this is perhaps because their value was
derived from qualities that are less likely to be documented.
Keeping a range of species lessens the risk of famine due to
disease, as well as introducing variety into the diet. Clearly
pigs, goats and sheep made important contributions to the
subsistence regime of individual farmsteads. Pigs for instance
are attractive because they reproduce rapidly, require a minimum
of care and, since they feed in woodlands, they do not compete
directly with cattle for pasture. Sheep and goats compete more
directly with cattle for grazing but can tolerate rougher pasture
than cattle, and sheep at any rate are a necessary burden on the
land for their wool. It is probably in the context of cuisine
that the small livestock acquired their social value, because
they repeatedly turn up in food renders. To that extent they
were a politically potent commodity.

We should expect that different species would carry a range
of cultural meanings: Levi-Strauss is but one of a number of
anthropologists who have elicited these hidden values through the
study of primitive classification and mythology (cf. Goody
1977:52£f). Because the cow and the horse played such a prominent
role in defining the social identity of the medieval property

owning classes, some of their meanings are known to us.
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Chapter 6

Extraction and Processing, Storage and Manufacturing

James Deetz has commented that even domestic livestock and
the plough furrow are items of material culture, since they are
natural objects shaped by human intervention (1977:24). This
expands the conventional notion of material culture which treats
the term as a synonym for tools., From this perspective, oxen must
be regarded as a principal element of agricultural material
culture: in western Europe they are literally the driving force
of agricultural production. Aside from a few bulls, the only call
for male cattle will have been for traction. It is not clear how
large the plough teams of the early medieval period were however;
the tradition incorporated into the Scottish system of reckoning
units of land divides the ploughgate into eight units called
oxgates (Barrow 1962:129). The ploughgate was the notional area
which could be cultivated by a single team of oxen, which
suggests that the ideal team consisted of eight beasts. Although
the use of these and similar terms in northern Britain is
widespread, it is far from clear that such large teams existed in
our period., To a great extent the size of the team would be
determined by local topography and soils, as well as the type of
plough and the social organization of work. Given the inherent
difficulty of identifying a team of oxen in the archaeological
record, we must look behind them, at the plough and the field, to
gain an idea of Pictish tillage.

If large teams are an introduction of the later Middle Ages,
and this is far from certain, then the plough most likely to have

been used during our period was a simple ard, one lacking a mould
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board, consisting of a bent wooden beam to connect the yoke to
the head and stilt. The actual business end of the plough, the
share, was of iron shod wood. Such ploughs survive from
waterlogged sites in Scotland, the most relevant example being
the late Iron Age ard from Milton Loch crannog (C.M. Piggott
1953). The iron share rarely survives, although examples are
known from Traprain Law (Fenton 1976:27-30). These simple
ploughs, drawn by a pair of oxen, are known archaeologically from
the pre-Roman Iron Age in Scotland (Morrison 1985:71) and
continued in use in the marginal uplands until recent centuries,
but the major question remains: when was the ard replaced by
mouldboard ploughs with coulters in the lowlands? Fenton suggests
that they were in use 'in the early Medieval period' by which he
seems to mean the twelfth century. He argues that the mouldboard
plough and its associated large teams of oxen were characteristic
of the organization and capital investment associated with
monastic agriculture (1976:29). In fact more is at stake here
than accounting for the gap in the artefactual record between
c.40¢ and 1300 AD, or pinpointing the change from the ard to the
'01d Scotch Plough'. Rather than explain the change simply in
terms of technical improvements brought about by capital
invéstment and new management, I would suggest that the change is
directly related to the social questions of land tenure. These
are in fact the same factors as are involved in the development
of run rig field systems. The ard, it is argued by Fenton and
others, is a less efficient cultivator than the true mouldboard
plough, but we should remember that the ard is capable, like its
technically superior cousin, of ploughing a field, albeit with

less efficiency. Nor will it do to argue that ards are incapable
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of cultivating heavy clay soils; advances in soil science and the
continual discovery of prehistoric settlement in such areas argue
against it (Taylor 1983:20). It is even conceivable that the
greater labour requirements of the ard are repayed with superior
yields, because it has been shown that intensive spade
agriculture was more productive than plough cultivation in
Ireland (Bell 1984). Thus the question of plough type, like field
layout, hinges on the social organization of labour in so far as
use of the ard implies more independence in the process of
cultivation, while the mouldboard plough with its large team
suggests communal or joint ownership. Without, for the moment,
getting any further involved with the problem of social
organization of labour and the associated gquestions of land
tenure, we can see that these themes clearly underlie any
consideration of field layout.

It has been generally considered that the ard, which can
only scratch a furrow in the soil and not turn it over, leads to
squarish fields, since the soil must be ploughed along the fields
length and breadth (Wailes 197@, 1972, Fowler 1981: 176-7, 113-
7). In contrast, the mouldboard plough produces long, narrow
fields, since it need pass through the soil only once, and a long
field minimizes turning. Turning a large team of oxen gave the
medieval furrow its characteristic reverse S-bends. Recognizing
this relationship between technology and landscape is all right
as long as we do not credit the tools with the act of laying out
the fields. Robert Dodgshon has effectively criticized such
mechanical determinism in his review of the debate surrounding
the origins of the open field system (1975). In that paper he

rightly indicated that the form of the field was ultimately
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determined by the system of land tenure and the organization of
the ploughing, and he was quick to add that such sharing of
tillage and harvesting tasks did not imply any sort of primitive
tribal egaliterianism. At the moment, the only avenue allowing
consideration of the specific case of Pictish Strathearn is that
of aerial photography. In the aerial photographic corpus are
recorded a number of instances of ancient fields in proximity to
settlements, the discussion of which will be undertaken in

Chapter 19,
Processing

Of harvesting and collection we are almost wholly ignorant,
except for the occasional uninformative comment in a saint's
life, deposits of burnt grain and the rare finds of a sickle
(Wilson 1976) to confirm that it actually occurred. We are better
informed about the processing and storage of the harvest, but
still major gaps in our knowledge of the simple mechanics exist.
Because of the Scottish climate, grain often must be driedfgéggrs
it can be milled or stored. Such kilns would also have been used
for malting, and that may indeed have been their primary
function. Into the eighteenth century and later, corn kilns were
common elements in farmsteads. Such structures probably have
prehistoric roots, but the oldest have been found in Roman
military contexts (Fenton 1976:94-9). In pre-Improvement times
the peat fuel for the kilns formed yet another link between the
resources of the waste lands and the products of arable activity;

perhaps this was also the case in the early medieval period.

Until the use of radiocarbon dating and more precise modern

81



excayations it was thought that rotary querns arrived in Scotland
with the Romans (Curwen 1933), However, it is now clear that they
were commonplace even in the most remote parts of Scotland by the
first century BC, if not earlier (MacKie 1972), and they remained
in use late enough in the Northern and Western Isles to be
photographed in action., The desire to avoid charges levied on
milling seems partly responsible for their survival, but to what
extent hand querns were supplemented by watermills in earlier
cénturies has scarcely been asked (Shaw 1984). An equally
unresolved, but better studied, problem exists with respect to
storage of grain. In east central Scotland consideration of
agricultural storage has focussed attention on souterrains. We
will consider this shortly.

Using Ireland as a guide, water powered corn mills may be as
0ld as the seventh century in north Britain. The horizontal mill
‘was certainly a widespread feature of the Highlands in pre-
Improvement times (Fenton 1976:1¢2-4). These relatively small
machines consisted of a rotary quern, perhaps not much larger
than a hand quern, the upper stone of which was driven by a shaft
with horizontally mounted vanes placed directly in a small stream
or in a purpose built mill lade (see RCAHMS 1986:8-16 for lucid
drawings of a horizontal mill). Such mills require a fairly swift
running current to drive the wheel and therefore are best suited
to hilly terrain and tend to be operated seasonally when there is
sufficient stream. None of the surviving post-medieval examples
are located in eastern Scotland, but this probably reflects the
vigour of the Improvements in more productive areas rather than
anl original distribution. Indeed Barrow concludes his study of

early medieval rural settlement in central and eastern Scotland
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by noting that, 'the abundant references to mills and multures
show that already by the twelfth century and probably long
before, the pattern of rural settlement was chiefly determined by
the amount of ground that could be ploughed and sown, and of the
crops that could be harvested' (1962:140). Presumably these early
mills are awaiting discovery.

In Ireland excavated examples have been dated by
dendrochronology to as early as 630+9 (Baillie 1980:62), and
early law tracts suggest that by the eighth century, when they
were composed, watermills were commonplace and standard equipment
for the independent farmer (MacEoin 1981:13). These same tracts
also provide detailed descriptions of the working parts of
horizontal mills which have attracted the attention of several
scholars, and have permitted the visual identification of the
constituent parts (Curwen 1944, Lucas 1953, MacEoin 1981).
Despite this success in Ireland, the study of horizontal mill has
been relatively neglected in Scotland (Shaw 1984). The earliest
reference is in the twelfth century Gaelic notes in the Book of

Deer, where a grant involving an estate named Pett in Muillinn,

'Estate of the Mill', is recorded (Jackson 1972:34). Beyond
providing a bench mark for milling studies, it suggests that at
some time previous to the twelfth century, mills were unusual
enough features of the landscape to be useful in distinguishing
places. The usage of mill termms is similar in England, although
much earlier. The earliest place-name reference is dated to c.822
and the earliest reference in a charter boundary clause is in 883
(Hooke 1981:267). This however does not take us very far. Here,
as in the case of the plough, questions of economics and social

organization converge at the point where investigations of the
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material culture break down., It would seem, to judge from the
archaeology and the Irish texts, that such mills were
mechanically simple enough to allow any independent farmer to
build and operate one (MacEoin 1981). Furthermore, Melia's
excursion into the legal regulation of Early Irish mills suggests
that the crux of disputes did not focus on obligatory use of the
mill, but on water rights associated with mill construction
(1982). Thus Melia's work may imply that the revenue producing
capacity of the mill was subordinate to labour saving in Early
Ireland, or alternatively that such legislation was designed to
inhibit the propagation of mills by making it difficult for any
but the largest land holders to operate mills legally.
Unfortunately this is not the sort of question which can be
resolved from the published work on the matter, because most
studies of early mills have concentrated on the mechanics of
mills at the expense of the social and political implications of
the technology.

From the published discussions of horizontal mills, it is
not clear to what extent they would have been technically
appropriate for the gentle landscape of Strathearn where, except
at the hilly fringes, the water courses move slowly. Even the
inhabitants of Dundurn, hemmed in by hills ideally suited to such
mills, used hand querns. It seans reasonable to postulate that if
such mills existed the elite would have controlled them or at
very least have had access to their services and therefore have
had no need for hand querns. But to do so would be to suppose
that we understood more about the qualities and properties of
various types of milling apparatus than we actually do. We are

not in the position to evaluate the relative merits of hand
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versus waterpowered querns: hand querns may produce a finer flour
for all we know and they are certainly more convenient. Ease of
storage may be involved, since unground grain may be more easily
preserved than flour. Cultural factors which have nothing
whatsoever to do with the mechanics of grain processing may also
be involved here, ds for instance is suggested by the occasional
presence of querns in long cist graves (Henshall 1956:261,282).
In any event it looks as if watermills and hand querns were in
use contemporaneously,

Ireland and Pictland are not the only areas where milling
raises awkward and unresolved questions. At least fifty rotary
quern were discovered in the turn of the century excavations at
the Early Historic site of Dunadd (Christison 1905). Margaret
Nieke and Holly Duncan have placed this wealth of querns within
the context of a regional centre for the manufacture of fine
metal work, leather goods and iron objects and the distribution
of these craft items as well as imported goods (1987). They
suggest that the querns indicate that Dunadd was involved in the
processing of grain, which reached the site as tribute. Perhaps,
but why by hand? Dunadd, of all places, with its strong Irish
connections would have had knowledge of mill technology. Were the
querns themselves perhaps yet another commodity distributed
through Dunadd? Further south, in Mercia, one of two Anglo-Saxon
mill sites has been excavated at Tamworth. The radiocarbon dates
centre on the eighth century for this sophisticated example of a
horizontal mill (Rahtz 1976:89-9¢, 198l). The rarity of Pictish
mills does not look so out of place in comparison to the Anglo-
Saxon situation, where despite the many early references to mills

only two have been excavated. One of the many questions posed by
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the rare discovery at Tamworth is: were Anglo-Saxon mills
typically under royal control? The fact that only other excavated
Anglo-Saxon mill also comes from a royal estate (Wilson
1976:276), might be taken to support the unlikely proposition
that even by the ninth century mills had not yet become common
outside the royal demesne.

How are we to reconcile these two contrasting images of
royal economic management? Is it simply a guestion of
technological development or are there other issues involved? At
present it would seem that any questions about the control of
agricultural production approached through the processing stage
represented by querns and mills must remain unanswered. But for
Strathearn we can profitably re-pose these questions at a

different stage in the productive cycle, at the point of storage.

Storage

In addition to the several fold increase in known numbers of
souterrains brought about by aerial photography (Barclay 19849,
Maxwell 1987), recent excavations now allow us to propose a
plausible developmental sequence for their evolution. With this
growth in knowledge have emerged new interpretations of their
function. Wainwright's broadly conceived study of souterrains
revealed that throughout Scotland these underground structures
vary enormously in size, plan and construction technique
(1953, 1963). Of concern to us are the east coast types which he
divided into an Aberdeenshire and an Angus group. (The Angus
group may be comfortably extended to embrace examples in

Strathearn and elsewhere in Perthshire.) Wainwright observed that
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the Aberdeenshire souterrains were 'considerably smaller than
known Angus examples' and that 'several...seem to have been
attached to hut circles as subsidiary structures' (1953:226): in
effect they were cellars. At the time,souterrains of the Angus
group, although clearly associated with settlements at Ardestie
and Carlungie, appeared to lack this direct access from the
dwellings. So this was seen to distinguish the two groups. In any
event the size of the Angus group seemed to preclude interpreting
them as cellars: 'some of the Angus souterrains, including
Carlungie I, are so large that a primitive community could hardly
require storage space on such a grand scale' (1953:230).
Wainwright concluded, because of the frequent occurrence of floor
drains, that the Angus type were subterranean cattle byres
intended to shelter the livestock from the Scottish winter
(1963). In recent years scholarly opinion has shifted away from
the cattle byre interpretation and has embraced the position that
Wainwright had ruled out on a priori grounds, namely that they
are indeed massive stores for dry goods. In part this shift is
based on the realization that it would be difficult, if not
impossible, to coax cattle into these dark confines and that,
even if one could get the beasts through the narrow entrance
passages, the environment would not make for healthy, happy cows.
More importantly, the excavations of the Newmill souterrain
revealed that one entrance to the structure was from within a
timber round house (Watkins 198#b). This established that the
direct connections with dwellings observed by Wainwright in the
the Aberdeen group, and indeed in his Hebridean group, were
present in the Angus group. However, the relationship between the

souterrain and the above ground world seems to have been more
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complicated in the Angus group, since they are often provided
with two means of access. For instance, at Newmill there were two
entrances, one from within the house and another straight from
the yard. The excavator speculated that the outside entry would
have facilitated loading, while removing stored goods would have
been more convenient (and one might add more easily controlled)
by the inside entrance. The discovery of the relationship between
the souterrain and house at Newmill led Watkins to reassess of
earlier excavations of Angus souterrains and to suggest that they
too were typically linked to houses, the insubstantial evidence
of timber houses having been previously overlooked (Barclay 1984,
Watkins 1984),

Having rejected the byre interpretation, most authorities
now agree that these structures served as granaries or as cool
cellars for perishable goods like milk, cheese, meat or beer. The
capacity of the Angus type which so worried Wainwright is indeed
enormous. Newmill, which is by no means the largest, measures 20m
long, 4m at its widest, 2m deep: a total volume of 129m3; of
course, allowing for access would diminish the usable space
somewhat. In plan the Angus group frequently assume a curved,
banana shape, although straight and round examples are known
(Wainwright 1963, Barclay 1980).

Because of Wainwright's and watkins' excavations, which
place the souterrain within the context of a farmstead or
village, some of the subterranean mystery has gone out of these
structures. Given the proximity to the above ground dwellings, it
seems hard to maintain that souterrains were residences of a
vanished people as one of their folknames, 'Picts' house',

implies. Wainwright himself pointed out the absurdity of
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regarding them as refuges because they protruded above the ground
(1953). In any case there are few formal similarities between the
Angus and Irish souterrain (Warner 1979). Moreover, the refuge
hypothesis is probably not a universal explanation even for the
Irish examples with their tricky passageways and trapdoors
(Proudfoot 1961:105-7). The only vestige of this mysterious past
in scholarly circles comes from the continuing willingness of
archaeologists to entertain the possibility that souterrains
served as some sort of ritual arena. Besides their semi-
subterranean location there is little to recommend this position.

The dating of souterrains remains a major problem. One of
the houses at the unenclosed settlement of Douglasmuir, Angus
dating to the mid-first millennium bc (Kendrick 1982:139), has a
deep curving passage-like storage area beneath its floor, which
has been interpreted as a proto-souterrain (Hill 1982a:30). In
addition, at least seven post built structures, some of which may
have been granaries, were found at the same site. In the light of
the Douglasmuir evidence, Watkins has reinterpreted part of his
excavation at the Iron Age open settlement of Dalladies,
Kincardineshire, which produced a group of timber built round
houses and a series of shallow (Im or less) ditches. One of these
houses he reinterprets as a ring-ditch house with a timber or
wattle revetted proto-souterrain within the confines of the house
walls (1984:66). The fill of the ring-ditch provided material for
a radiocarbon date of 24+40 bc (SRR-526). At Dalladies there were
structures which seem intermediate between the earlier,
completely contained storage passages as seen at Douglasmuir, and
the vast, extensive structures typical of the Angus group. These

intermediate sized souterrains were entered from inside the
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houses and extended outside, some were stone revetted and all
seem to have been provided with a timber roof. The storage
capacity seems to be on the scale appropriate for a single
household. In addition, it should be noted that Dalladies also
contained several souterrains which were apparently independent
of houses, but which were provided with porches. The role of
these as community storage facilities may have been analogous to
the timber granaries postulated at Douglasmuir. Fragments of
Roman pottery and glass of late second or third century date

provide a terminus post quem for the deliberate infilling of the

Dalladies group. There is unfortunately no dating evidence
bearing on their construction or occupation other than the first
century bc radiocarbon date quoted earlier.

The building and use of the great Angus souterrains seems
roughly synchronous with the later Dalladies occuvation, around
the time of Christ and later, but as Barclay points out, the
direct dating evidence for the construction period of the
southern Pictish group is sparse (1980b:207). There are only the
dates derived from contexts preceding construction of the Newmill
souterrain: 55+90 bc (GU-1022) and 40+70 ad (GU-1021) (Watkins
1980b:201). The excavator regarded the earlier date as coming
from a somewhat more secure context. Calibrated according to
Stuiver's high-precision timescale (1982), these dates become

AD t
BC 5+95 and/ll@ijs respeqévely. When taken at two standard
deviations, these dates have a 95% probability of falling between
195BC-185AD and 40BC-260AD, that is anywhere from the late Iron
Age to within a generation of the historical horizon of the
Picts.

These new data are welcome, but they do not much alter the
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pre-existing dating scheme. It remains fuzzy. The established
scheme rests on a few Roman artefacts accidentally incorporated
into the fill of souterrains, like Ardestie and Carlungie, which
have been taken to suggest that souterrains in general went out
of use during or slightly after the period of Roman contact
(Wainwright 1963). This is not contradicted by the radiocarbon
date for the abandomment of Newmill., The best dating evidence for
the abandomment of a souterrains is the single radiocarbon date
of 195+55 ad from the fill of Newmill (Watkins 1988b:196).
Following Stuiver again, this corresponds to two dendro-dates:
255495 AD and 335+95AD, which when taken at two standard
deviations (2 sigma) can be taken to mean that there is a. 95%
probability that the sample dates to some time between 65-525 AD,
There is no way of selecting within this span of nearly five
centuries.

This is not much evidence to go on but objections can be
raised to the idea put forward by Wainwright and others that
souterrains belonged to the 'proto-Picts' and that they go out
of use before our period gets unde#way. Firstly, given the
scarcity of Roman artefacts circulating North of the Forth
(Robertson 197¢), we must at least entertain the notion that even
fragile objects had a long life and may not have even been
discarded directly after having been broken. They are therefore

poor chronological indicators except in providing a terminus post

uem, Second, as Wainwright himself reported: 'built into the
souterrains at Cricﬂton Mains and Newstead were square and
dressed stones taken from abandoned Roman sites' (1953:238¢). To
this can be added two further examples from souterrains from

south of the Forth (Welfare 1984). As Welfare is quick to

91



acknowledge, these structures are different in most respects from
the Angus group, except for being subterranean and perhaps for
having been used for storage. The point is that something akin,
albeit a distant relation, was being built in post-Roman
Scotland. Given this evidence from south of the Forth, given the
reasonable doubts about the date of deposition of Roman artefacts
and given that we have radiocarbon dates from only one site, we
should adopt a flexible attitude to the chronology of the
building, use and abandonment of the Angus souterrain. For the
moment we must allow that there is a good chance that they
continued to be used into our period. The tremendous size of
Angus souterrains and the increasing evidence for their ubiquity
argues for treating them as a special phenomenon. As Watkins
points out the control and accumulation of agricultural goods
represented by their storage capacity has important political
implications (1984:73-4). They certainly are indicative of the
arable potential of Strathmore, and as we shall see of
Strathearn, and their apparent point of emergence would seem to
indicate increasing productivity about the beginning of the
Christian era; or if not increased productivity, at least a
change in the storage and collection of agricultural wealth.
According to Watkins, the trajectory of this development seems to
alter drastically in the late second or third century AD, when he
postulates a widespread abandonment of souterrains (1984:78). As
discussed above, other than at Dalladies and Newmill, it is
difficult to be certain that the building of them had even
stopped by then. But it is clear that, although they were
deliberately infilled, the settlements around them none the less

persisted, sometimes incorporating new house forms.
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This digression into souterrain studies has been necessary
not simply because their ancestors and perhaps the Picts
themselves built and used souterrains, but because Watkins is
correct in suggesting that their development and eventual demise
are fundamental steps in the development of the Pictish kingdom
(1984). In his discussion of the problem Watkins proposes that
the storage capacity of the large souterrains indicate the
emergence of a regional elite. At the time Watkins was writing
the full impact of aerial reconnaissance had not been felt:
souterrains can now be seen to be fairly common landscape
features in areas which are productive both in terms of cropmarks
and grain (Maxwell 1987). They therefore are not the unambiguous
index of social status that Watkins suggested. A more important
problem raised by Watkins' discussion is the failure to explain
how a mountain of grain is transformed into power and prestige.
None the less he has properly directed our attention towards the
problem of how agricultural production was translated into power:
the subject of the following chapters.

Before moving on to consider craft< production, we will
conclude this discussion of the agrarian regime with a few

comments on the rhythm of life it established.

Agricultural Time

The pattern of life suggested by the archaeological and
documentary evidence for a mixed arable regime is most readily
comprehended by reference to pre-Improvement Scotland and
Ireland. Nowhere is the resemblance between the two separate

periods likely to be closer than in the cyclical rhythms of
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agrarian life established by the requirements of ploughing,
harvesting, shearing and slaughter and followed by the Picts and
their descendants. A full understanding is probably beyond us as
urban citizens of the twentieth century, but an appreciation of
these seasonal routines can be gained from folklife studies like
those of Estyn Evans (1957, 1978), Isobel Grant (1961), Alexander
Fenton (1976) and Henry Glassie (1982). It is beyond the scope of
this work to pursue the folklife traditions back to their
prehistoric origins. Yet, we should be aware of the relationship
between the major agricultural events, the seasonal round and the
resulting patterns of social life. Late winter and early spring
will have seen the initiation of the agrarian cycle with
ploughing and sowing, while somewhat later the arrival of new
lambs and calves will have marked a beginning for pastoral
activities. Once the weather turned sufficiently mild, the
livestock could be taken to graze the permanent pastures, which
might be located some distance from the main settlement. This
might in turn require that some of the community should live away
from the farmstead for the summer in order to tend the animals,
Depending on the weather, harvest might begin in August or
September and extend for up to a month, no doubt drawing on the
labour of most of the community. Ideally the livestock and the
last of the community would return from the hills for the winter
once the crop was in. Winter would have been the time for home
crafts: spinning, weaving, candle making and so on.

Annual rounds of agrarian tasks such as these give rise to
specific concepts of time, which as A.J. Gurevich points out are
an essential benchmark for studying the evolution of society

(1976). The anthropological study of preliterate, 'primitive'
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societies has produced an extensive body of theory about the
nature of time in such societies, some of which can be fruitfully
r. applied to the early wedieval period.Gurevich writes that in
such societies:

time does not proceed in a linear fashion from the past to
the future; it is either immobile or cyclical. That which
has already been returns at fixed intervals., This cyclical
conception of the apperception of time...is linked in large
measure to the fact that man has not freed himself from
nature and his consciousness is subordinated to the
periodical changes of the seasons. The rhythm of social life
is governed by the alteration of the seasons and the
corresponding production cycles. As a result, the
interpretation of both the natural and the social world in
accordance with mythical categories leads to the belief in
'eternal recurrence'. Human acts are a repetition of acts
committed previously by the divinity or the 'cultural hero',
ancestors are born again in their descendants. The
consciousness of primitive man is not directed towards the
perception of changes, but inclines to find the old in the
new. This explains why the future, for him, is not
differentiated from what has already been (1976:231, my
emphasis) .

A similar idea is captured in Marshall Sahlins' phrase 'the
Maori think of the future as behind them', a future which is
embodied in their past experience as preserved and interpreted in
myth (1983:526). But the experience of performing tasks on a
daily basis- the milking, ploughing, sowing, reaping - serves to
establish a sense of chronological progress, which separates the
mythical time of the ancestors from the task oriented time of the
living. In addition the physical presence of several generations
introduces an awareness of linear time, but as Evans-Pritchards
explains, even this is not without a cyclical, timeless quality:

Beyond the annual cycle time reckoning is a

conceptualization of the social structure, and points of

reference are a projection into the past of actual relations
between groups of persons. It is less a means of co-
ordinating events than of co-ordinating relationships, and

is therefore mainly a looking-backwards, since relationships
must be explained in terms of the past (1940:108).
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Given the well known legal and economic importance of the
descent group for early Irish society (Charles-Edwards 1972a),
such a genealogically oriented method of time reckoning would
seem suitable for Pictish society. However from the above
comments, it would appear that two conflicting, even
contradictory notions of time are current in preliterate
society. Gurevich suggests that this conflict is resolved through
the ritual calendar. 'Rites and festivals, however, form the link
which connects these two different perceptions of time, these two
different levels of appreher@ion of reality' (Gurevich 1976:231).

It is around these familiar junctures of Samaine, Beltane,

Lugnnasad, and Imbolg that most discussion of Celtic cosmology
goes on, but seemingly without grasping one of the ritual cycle's
more important social attributes. The cyclical ritual calendar
regularly suppresses the perception of task-oriented linear time
by celebrations and rites which evoke mythical and legendary
figures who inhabit a nebulous past. 'Thus linear time does not
predominate in the human consciousness; it is subordinated to a
cyclical perception of the phenomena of life, to a mythical image
of the world' (Gurevich 1976:231).

I make these remarks about time at this point for several
reasons. First, because it is through an awareness of the
regularity of the seasonal agricultural routine that we come to
appreciate how the ritual calaedar is capable of undermining any
notion of linear time in non-literate or marginally literate
societies. Second, because the principal Celtic rituals are
directly concerned with fertility and are thus a discourse
associated with agricultural production and ultimately social

reproduction. Third, and most important, in the relationship
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between the naturally governed cycles of agriculture and the
culturally imposed seasonal payment of food rents, we see a
subtle interconnection between the social order and the natural
order. By linking these payments to natural determined events
like lambing or harvest, the culturally imposed order of things

represented by the food payments is made to seem equally natural,

Manufacturing and Craft Production

It would be anachronistic to separate the majority of early
medieval manufacturing from the annual cycles of activity
established by agrarian production. This is not to deny the
existence of craft - - specialists, but merely to recognize that
most manufacturing will have taken place at the household level.
This includes spinning, weaizing, woodworking, bone and leather
working and small scale smithing. We have a fairly clear idea of
the basic components of material culture in early medieval
Britain (Alcock 1971), and the Picts are no exception here
(Alcock 1987c). It can be demonstrated archaeologically for most
parts of Britain and Ireland that the manufacturing of most goods
was carried out locally, in many cases by the users themselves
(Alcock 1987a, Rahtz 1976, Nieke & Duncan 1987). The Viking towns
and late Saxon burghs are exceptions to this generalization (Hall
1984). The manufacture of goods primarily for household
consumption with perhaps some small portion for local exchange
cqrresponds to Sahlin's 'domestic mode of production' (1974) and
it is for that reason that we should not isolate these activities
from our wider discussion of the agrarian economy. The timing of

production at this level will have been regulated by the seasonal
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availability of raw material such as wool, flax, leather and
governed by seasonal demands. It is also for this reason that we
do not need to dwell on these sorts of manufacturing.

Although this domestic production probably accounted for the
bulk of the tools and articles used on a daily basis, there are
equally important exceptions. Evidence of the presence of
specialist smiths, antler workers and so on at sites with royal
or aristocratic links is a common feature of the Celtic worlgd,
and we will consider it in a moment. There is however a less
well understood aspect of industrial activity, which seems to
fall in between the domestic sphere and the scope of aristocratic
patronage. This is primarily concerned with the extraction of raw
materials, but may also involve the production of certain kinds
of goods.

The prime examples of this concern iron extraction, but may
also relate to the procurement of rare or exotic goods, like
precious metals, furs and so on. However, we will confine this
discussion to iron smelting and smithing., Considerable attention
has been drawn to the literary evidence relating to the social
position of the smith in Celtic society, mostly in texts from
early medieval Ireland (Gillies 1979, Scott 1983, n.d.), which
suggest that he was something of a social outcast, or at least
accorded a special position. It is impossible to know how true
this was in Pictland, but there are two peculiar archaeological
deposits, which indicate that it may have been. Childe reports
that the excavations at the stone circle at Loanhead of Daviot,
Aberdeenshire revealed evidence of iron working on the site,
which of course posted dated the construction of the monument by

many centuries (1946). This smithing activity could not be
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closely dated, not can we place a close date on the iron working
activity discovered during the excavation of the Moncreiffe stone
circle, which is of course in Strathearn (Stewart 1974). This
need not point to social outcasts, but obviously lends some
credence to suggestions that the Pictish smith had a special
status, even if these periods of smithing in Bronze Age monuments
do not date to the early historic period.

The evidence for the extraction of iron is equally difficult
to interpret. W.G. Aitken's survey and excavation of the
bloomeries in the Loch Rannoch area and in neighbouring
mountainous areas provides the most substantial evidence for pre-
Industrial iron smelting in Scotland (1970¢). Clearly these
furnaces were located near these upland lochs because of the
availability of bog iron ore. In most cases only the 'bowl' of
the furnace has survived, but in one instance enough of the wall
of the furnace survives to allow it to be compared with the
better preserved furnaces at the Iron Age smelting site of Bryn y
Castell in North Wales (Crew 1986). Despite this close similarity
with prehistoric furnaces, when dating evidence was discovered at
the sites investigated by Aitken, it pointed to the high Middle
Ages. None the less it seems reasonable to suggest that although
these sites do not represent the precise locations of early
medieval furnaces, they provide a good model for early medieval
smelting. The technology was probably very similar and these
remote boggy ore deposits were probably smelted in the early
historic period and Iron Age.

If it is accepted that these medieval furnaces are
representative of earlier extraction processes, then it may be

that smelting along with certain specialized kinds of smithing
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were the work of specialists. Perhaps there were analogous
specialists who extracted or prepared other raw materials, like
flax or leather, but if so we have yet to discover the sort of
evidence, which would lead to their identification. At the
moment we are not able to do more than suggest that in addition
to the home craftsman and the specialists who operated under
aristocratic patronage, there may have been others.

Far more attention has been directed tothe study of the
products of the workshops patronized by the Celtic nobility, than
has been spent studying the more humble crafts we have been
discussing. However, the organization of the production of those
brooches, hanging bowls and other sorts of fine metal work is
only just coming into focus. Even so, this is to/lgig a topic for
us to do more than outline. Judging from the occurrence of the
debris of metal working, mainly moulds and crucibles, it seems
that the manufacture of jewellery in north Britain and Ireland
was confined to sites with royal or aristocratic status, in most
cases within hillfort ramparts (Duncan 1982, Alcock 1987c). The
extent to which this was the case can be judged by reports of
relatively recent work. The evidence of jewel smithing, can be
demonstrated, sometimeson a very large scale at: Brough of Birsay
(Curle 1982), Dunadd (Lane 1984, Duncan 1982), Dunollie (Alcock &
Alcock n.d.), Mote of Mark (Laing 1975:33-36) in Scotland and
Clogher (Warner 1987), Armagh (Brown & Harper 1984) and Moynagh
Lough Crannog (Youngs et al 1985, 1986) in Ireland. To these may
be added the scant evidence for metal working at Dundurn (Alcock
& Driscoll 1985) and the more substantial finds from Clatchard
Craig (Close-Brooks n.d.), both of which fall within our study

area and are discussed in Chapter 9. Obviously, since far fewer
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early medieval sites of a 'common', non-aristocratic nature have
been examined archaeologically, there is an element of
circularity in this argument. Nevertheless, it does seem to be
the case that fine metal working was confined to high status
sites.

These findings are important to us for a number of reasons.
As Alcock (1987b) and Warner (1987) have noted the presence of
metal working debris is a useful index for assessing the social
status of an undocumented early historic site. Perhaps, more
important, is the implication that the Jjewellery was being'
produced under the direct sponsorship and supervision of the lord
of one of these places. Presumably, the lord will have controlled
its distribution as well as its manufacture. If this was the
case, and there is no strong reason to believe it was not, then
it indicates the existence of a whole set of productive relations
that were different from and independent of the social relations
engendered by agriculture. The interrelationship of these two
types of production in a non-monetary economy is the subject of
Chapter 8.

The potential ramifications of this observation about the
centralized control of certain high status crafts by the nobility
are quite broad. For instance, they suggest that other crafts
related to personal adornment may also have been controlled.
Weapon manufacture certainly seemSto have been, but some gifted
weavers, leather workers and comb makers may also have been
patronized. One can also draw a stark contrast with the
organization of skilled craftsworkers in Anglo-Saxon England and
the continent, where by the seventh century they were found in

the towns and seem to have been regulated much more by commercial
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concerns. There is however no opportunity to explore these issues
here. Nor will it be possible to do more than mention one of the
questions this raises for the study of international commerce in
the early medieval period: what was the source of the leather
goods, particularly shoes (Mayr-Harting 1972:86), that are known
to have been shipped from Ireland to the continent and is this of

any importance for assessing the value of Pictish herds?
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Chapter 7

Relations of Production: Land Tenure and Pictish Society

In this chapter we consider the relationship between the
material aspects of Pictish existence and their social structure.
So far we have examined the mechanics of production and its
static properties. Here I hope to suggest how the material
circumstances of existence actively structured social relations
and to give some idea of the social contexts in which cultural
resources of a material nature - artefacts, food and the built
environment - were mobilized. In effect, this is a a recognition
that activities, like raising cattle and making brooches, which
are archaeologically visible, took place within the context of
relations of kinship and lordship. In other words this is an
attempt to understand the archaeological record in terms of
social reproduction. In this respect this chapter is a
contribution to the literature of anthropology and sociology,
which seeks to explain how the patterns of daily life, that
unfold as part of the continual process of reproducing the
physical necessities of life, simultaneously manage to reproduce
the network of personal relations which constitute the community
(Giddens 1979). Realizing that social relations do not remain
static, that they are continually renegotiated, sometimes quite
radically, places a burden on the theoretician of human society
to account for this process that is both regenerative and
transformational. One of the most satisfactory explanations draws
upon an analogy with language. The act of speech, like social
interaction, serves to maintain the language while continually

introducing subtle, and occasionally dramatic, changes. Social
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relations may be said to evolve in a similar fashion, but rather
than enter into a long theoretical discussion of this point (one
which may in any case be easily pursued elsewhere (Bourdieu 1977,
Sahlins 1981, Giddens 1979, 1981 and Driscoll 1987a)) I would
like to turn to the problem at hand.

It is fair to say that Pictish ethnography is more elusive
than Pictish economics. As we have seen, there is no single,
undisputed fact about their social organization, including the
long standing traditional belief in matrilineal descent (Smyth
1984:58-73, Driscoll 1985:6l). We are therefore forced to
consider Pictish social organization initially through
comparative means or not to consider it at all. This involves
examining the Pict's contemporaries in Barbarian Europe,
especially their close neighbours : the British, Irish and
English (Wormald 1985b). It also includes reasoning backwards
from medieval Scottish social arrangements. For various reasons
mentioned previously, early Irish society provides an attractive
~ starting place, not the least because it is well documented. The
orthodox description of early Irish society as 'tribal, rural,
hierarchical, and familiar' (Binchy 1954:54) has much to
recommend it as a general description of social arrangements in
Barbarian Europe. This con:cise phrase raises a number of
interesting questions of interpretation. Professor Byrne has, for
instance, examined the problems inherent in the use of the term
tribal (1971). However difficult the task of interpretation may
be, a far more important issue of method is raised by following
the work of 2 legal historians and the use of law texts in
general. The historical scholar's desire to establish fixed

social categories as a prelude to studying change over time is
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understandable, and even to be expected when the historical
material consists largely of legal tracts. It does indeed
present difficulties. Most historians of the early middle ages
tend to discuss society in terms of a system of classes made up
of nobles, freemen and the unfree. When this tendency allows the
scheme to supplant analysis it becomes a problem against which we
have been warned by no less a polemicist than E.P. Thompson:

Sociologists who have stopped the time-machine and, with a
good deal of conceptual huffing and puffing, have gone down
to the engine-room to look, tell us that nowhere at all have
they been able to locate and classify a class. They can only
find a multitude of people with different occupations,
incomes, social-hierarchies, and the rest. Of course they
are right, since class is not this or that part of the
machine, but the way the machine works once it is set in
motion - not this interest and that interest, but the
friction of interests - the movement itself, the heat, the
thundering noise. Class is a social and cultural formation
(often finding institutional expression) which cannot be
defined abstractly, or in isolation, but only in terms of
relationship with other classes; and, ultimately, the
definition can only be made in the medium of time - that is,
action and reaction, change and conflict. When we speak of a
class we are thinking of a very loosely defined body of
people who share the same categories of interests, social
experiences, traditions and value-system, who have a
disposition to behave as a class, to define themselves in
their actions and in their consciousness in relation to other
groups of people in class ways. But class itself is not a
thing, it is a happening (emphasis in original, 1978:295).

In the discussion that follows I have attempted to avoid this
criticism of class analysis by considering social relations in
terms of the transactions by which social relations were made to
happen. In archaeological terms this means allowing the material
culture its proper position as part of the discourse by which
people engaged in social relations. Obviously the work of legal
scholars like Binchy is crucial in helping to identify the fields
of discourse in which the key social relations are formed and
without doubt it is from the legal tracts that we know that the

key discourses were kinship and clientage and that land tenure
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and control of movable wealth were the fields in which these

discourses were most active.

Land and the Kindred

Strong tenurial rights to land claimed through the kindred
may be documented throughout early medieval Europe and may with
some justification be said to reflect a prehistoric or at any
rate pre-literate attitude, which seeks to identify the kin-group
with the land. Since we may identify variations on this theme in
early Ireland (Mac Niocaill 1972:51), early England (John 1962),
early Wales (Davies 1978a & b) and on the continent (Gurevich
1977:3-7), it would be perverse to suppose that the Picts did not
similarly regard land as being held collectively by the descent
group (however that might have been reckoned). Charles-Edwards,
in one of the most effective efforts to cut across the academic
barrier between Celtic and Anglo-Saxon studies has managed to
identify a similar relationship between kinship, status and land
tenure in both societies (1972a). He notes that the status of the
English freeman (ceorl) and the Irish free commoner (bo’—aire) was
expressed in terms of the notional area of land required to
support a household. In Fngland this was the hide, in Ireland
this was 'the land of one kinsman' or the tech, house. A freeman
sought this land from his descent group through the mechanism of
inheritance. although the actually inheritance might occur 1late
in a person's life (Gerriets 1983:47, n.l8), in theory the
kindred or descent group should control sufficient land to
distribute among the eligible members of the group. In Ireland

this group consisted of the four generation agnatic lineage
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called the derbfine, while in Fngland similar if less well
documented d%égnt groups also existed. In both Irish and Anglo-
Saxon legal theory the sufficient land was stated to be five
houses (or hides) (Charles-Edwards 1972a:16-18). The laws also
make an interesting equation between the five hides necessary for
a free kindred (that is one in which all eligible members of the
group has the requisite land) and the lowest grade of lord, who
had five houses (or hides) subject to him (ibid: 18). If a
descent group did not have enough land some or all of the members
might have to enter into a dependent contractual relationship
with those with greater resources. In Ireland the preferred type
of vassalage seems to have been between kinsmen. The status of a
lord then 'requires that the holders of a five hide unit, namely
a lineage, should be his vassal. Lineage, lordship, status and
land are bound together in a tightly knit unity' (ibid: 21). Both
Irish and English lords were ranked in five house or hide
increments, each lot of five no doubt representing a lineage held
in vassalage. Royalty in this sense can be regarded as a supreme
example of lordship, although kingship did acquire certain
attributes which did set it apart from other, lesser instances of
lordship (Binchy 1978, Wormald 1985a, Sawyer & Wood 1977).

It should perhaps be noted here that the quantity of land
allotted to the freeman presumes that he had tenants, either
unfree commoners or slaves, who did a significant amount of the
tillage. A freeman then was well up the social scale, and thus
the notion that a hide was the unit of land necessary for
household was just that, a notion. In real terms it was the land
needed to obtain a certain status, not the land needed to

survive. Presumably just as the freeman had the right to expect
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from his descent group the area of land appropriate to his
status, so too the unfree had a right to a place within the
territory of the kindred, but the laws are reticent about land
tenure at the lowest levels of society. No doubt then as now law
was a device for maintaining the status qﬁo of the elite not for
ensuring fairness .across the entire social spectrum.

In these early legal tracts the notion of property is quite
distinct from our own conception of private property. Alexander
Gurevich has illustrated this point by drawing attention to the
meanings embodied in the Germanic term odal, which describes
property relations which are inextricably linked to kinship,
cosmology and the relationship between humanity and nature
(1977). As he points out 'property is not confined to a relation
with an object or with land: it is a quality of the person
himself, one of the characteristics of a freeman, of a member of
a kinship group.... It is precisely as a result of belonging to a
lineage, to a family, that an individual has personal rights,
full rights including rights to property' (ibid:5). It is quite
evident from the association between status and land tenure
discussed by Charles-Edwards that these statements which were
made with reference to Germanic and Scandinavian practices are
equally applicable to the British Isles.

One may go further and identify the traces of a similar
conception of property in Pictland. The term davoch, which
derives from the Ir'ish dabhach, 'vat' was used in the former area
of Pictland to describe a 'relatively fixed, compact piece of
ground, SO permaneﬁt in fact that it would be given a definite
name in the way a farm is given a name' (Barrow 198la:15). The

distribution of the term and the way in which the term was used

108



in later medieval times led Professor Barrow to conclude that
‘despite the Irish origin of the word, there seems something
inescapably Pictish about the use of the davoch of 1land'
(1962:135). The davoch therefore seems to embody the notion of
property as expressed in the abstract terms of the English hide
or Irish and Scottic tech (see Bannerman 1974:131ff). Barrow
makes this identification explicit when he says that a davoch
'would support at least one family of free birth, perhaps several
such families holding jointly, for we have cases of pit- and bal-
[place-]names compounded with mac ...joined to a personal name,
e.g. Pitmacdufgil, 'farm of the Dugald's sons'...'(198la:15). It
is very tempting to see such names as the holding of a lineage,
but there is of course no way of knowing.

Charles-Edwards well recognizes that the system of land
tenure and lordship which he discusses is idealized. Aside from
the lawyer's tendency to arrange things into formal schemes, this
is because the laws he draws upon were being composed as the
system of land tenure was fading away (1972a:3). He outlines some
of the changes which led to a divergence in land tenure practice,
the most important of which concerned the declining power of the
kir%;roup. In both societies there appears to have been a steady
accumulation of landed property in the hands of an ever smaller
portion of the nobility. This had the effect of increasing the
social stratification and resulted in an increase of the relative
numbers of unfree commoners. According to O,Corra'in,'before the
beginning of the ninth century and probably much earlier, the
derbfine or joint-family and property-owning kindred group, had
fallen into abeyance and was replaced by the basic or nuclear

family which, because it was smaller and less able to defend
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itself, became more and more dependent on lordly protection'
(1972:44). The driving force behind this change would appear to
be an active process of acquiring clients and property on the
part of the nobility at the expenses of the kin-group. Through
out much of western Europe this process was encouraged and
accelerated by the Church (Goody 1983). In Pictland we can not
trace the development of this process, but we can recognize the
end results, which are the larger territorial kingdoms of the
eighth and ninth centuries. It is important to remember as this
discussion goes on that this conflict in interest between
relationships established by clientship and those of kinship
characterizes the whole age. And that it is this conflict which
is responsible for the ambiguity in the land tenure evidence from
early Britain and Ireland.

This conflict manifests itself as an apparent contradiction
in allocation and access to lands. In principZlée the arable land
was held by the descent group as part of the communal inheritance
from time immemorial: theoretically it was inalienable. However
property including land was far from evenly divided and was
governed by a highly developed inheritance law: in practice this
was not a communal arrangement. Although an individual's social
identity derived first of all from his or her membership in a
lineage or descent group, the shared interest of membership did
not imply equality. So, we find that even within that tribal
corporate body of kin some members were clients of or personal
dependents of other members. They were not all equal. It is the
contradiction between the theory of joint ownership and the
practiée of restricted access to landed property that provides

the economic basis for class distinctions in the Farly Historic
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period. The basic distinction was that between free and unfree,
that is between those with control of the land and those without.
As we have seen such a distinction could be applied to whole
lineages. The free-unfree boundary was not absolutely rigid. Over
a period of generations a family could rise or fall. Within the
coarse categories of free and unfree there were of course further
distinctions which were highlighted by the lawyers in their
tracts.

The early Irish laws, composed in the seventh and eighth
centuries, discuss four distinct social categories arising out of
the fundamental free-unfree division. The free included nobles
and free commoners and the unfree included dependent commoners
and slaves (Gerriets 1983:47). All were defined in terms of
property and birth., Blue blood, wealth and possession of clients
were the distinguishing characteristics of the nobility. By the
time of the earliest laws, it is quite clear that the inheritance
of property had institutionalized class divisions. These status
differences which must have their origins in status differences
based on age and sex seem to acquire real material expression
only with the development of book-rights (written grants of land
to the church in perpetuity) which permitted land to be removed
from the kin-group at large and concentrated in the hands of a
few (see John 1962 for detailed discussion of the English
evidence and Doherty 1982:315-6 on Ireland).

In discussing land tenure in Early FEngland, Eric John
suggests that 'with book-right begins...the history of the
conception of an individual's control over property' (1962:63).
This he explains is because 'early English law did not know of

any unrestricted donation, that donations of land were in a sense
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precarious, and that book-right was intended to create, for the
Church first, a perpetual and unrestricted tenure of land'
(ibid:49). The first English charters are dated to the second
half of the seventh century, but the process of change was slow.
It was not, for instance, reflected in the literary values of

property as presented in Beowulf and Widsith; 'the poems then

seem to suppose that men of the warrior class had to earn their
right, and their titles were precarious and strictly dependent on
good behaviour' (John 1962:56). Instinctively it is hard to
conceive of a nobility without inheritable property including
land, but there may be an explanation for this apparent paradox.
As John points out 'many of the land books [documentation of land
transaction] even of the earliest period, despite their language,
convey not ownership of land, but (the term must be allowed us) a
“sdperiority" over land and freemen'(ibid:2), So that while at
the unfree level there appears to be an implicit relationship
between the land and the tillers of the soil, at the free level
the real locus of power lay in rights of 'superiority' over a
tract of land, a right which was originally held from the kin-
group and lord or king and to whom it reverted at death (ibid:56~
7). Wendy Davies' study of early Welsh land transactions provides
an indication of how tenacious this traditional quality of group
ownership might be (1978b). In southeast Wales the legacy of the
Roman villa system was a class of large land holders, who were
politically independent of their king, but they still required
the king's intervention to alienate land to the Church. Here the
royal presence seems customary and symbolic but still essential,
Although the land had accumulated in the hands of a few families

within the wider kin—group, the king was still looking after the
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interests of other members upon whom the property could
theoretically devolve. That the land could be alienated suggests
that communal control of landed property had largely become a
fiction; that the consent of the king was obtained implies that
the threat of having future generations claiming back their
birth-right led the Church to take the precaution of involving
the king in the process despite his limited authority.

Regardless of whether we take John's point that private
property begins with written documents at face value or prefer
instead to see it as a social development with deeper roots,
there can be little doubt about the agency of the development. It
was clientage. Before turning to look more closely at clientage,
it seems useful at this point to say a few words about the
position of the kindred within the larger social and political
world.

It is clear from all the customary law of the Barbarian law
codes that one's legal and social identity rested with the
kindred, at least at the beginning of our period (Wormald
1985b:84-6). Disputes were affairs of the kin-group as a whole,
Collection and payment of fines for damages and offences, like
the wergeld and honour-price, were the responsibility of the
entire group. Unresolved disputes could lead to vendettas lasting
generations and the requirements of personal and family honour
were powerful forces in politics at every level. This much is
well known. True though this was for Anglo-Saxon society, it is
only with much difficulty that the operative kin-group, analogous
to the Irish derbfine may be identified even in the law codes
(Charles-Edwards 1972a:21-30). So if we wish to understand the

position of the kin group in society at large we are restricted
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to the Irish example.

To simplify, the basic political unit in Early Christian
Ireland was thelgégghj which despite some reservations is best
translated as tribe (Byrne 1971, Godelier 1977:70ff). These
tlatha were petty tribal kingdoms each of which was governed by a
Ei,'king'who ruled over the various constituent lineages. The
organization of the lineages within the Eééﬁﬁ has been compared
by anthropologists to that of the ‘conical clan', which is
internally stratified especially with regard to property and
access to high office. The noble lineages which enjoy these
privileges tend to dominate the rest, but none the less a unity
does exist which transcends the economic and political divisions
(Goody 1983:237). Byrne is unsure as to whether members of the
Eﬁéﬁh believed in descent from a common ancestor as their names
often imply, but he is in no doubt as to their true nature: ‘'in
the historic period wost if not all tdatha contained forloinnte
or families of different d%%ent from the dominant
kindreds,....Furthermore, the Eﬁggg_as a kingdom nearly always
had subsumed older population groups' (1971:145). There is, then,
an underlying process of expansion and conquest, which
constitutes a major theme of pre-Norman Irish history. This
entailed a continual hiving off and fragmentation of ruling
dynasties (d'Corréﬁn 1972:44-5), and this in turn produced a
confusing settlement situation. 'The settlement groups may not
have formed a coherent settlement pattern that can be neatly
delineated on a map, but may have lived intermingled with their
neighbours under kings who represented them as peoples (tdatha in
the original sense of the word) rather than as territorial units'

(Byrne 1971:156)., This seemingly chaotic interpretation is
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