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lllus 9 Excavation results in Trench 1, Hume Castle grounds (Image by Heritage and Archaeological
Research Practice)
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lllus 10 Post excavation photo of Trench 1, Hume Castle grounds (© Brian Turnbull)

Removal of C1003 and 1004 at the south edge
of the trench revealed a linear alignment of stones,
C1008, running east/west and forming the northern
face of a composite wall, which was abutted by an
accumulation of stones, C1007, that had in all
likelihood tumbled from the wall. The wall face
showed evidence of three courses, and continued to
a height of up to 0.25m, with a core consisting of a
mix of stone and reddish orange sandy clay building
material, C1005. The wall is most prominent
running east/west in the south-east quadrant of the
trench but an outer, or southern, wall face was not
identified, and likely extends beyond the south edge
of the trench. Composite building material C1005
did not extend as far to the west as the stone wall
face and the wall itself appeared to disappear, or
drop off to the west, at the south-west corner of
the trench. A small semi-circular formation of the
stone wall face suggested a possible termination to
the wall, however, this area of the trench had also
been affected by animal burrowing, disturbing the
preservation of the wall at this location. A probable
continuation of wall fill C1005 was found beneath
the levels of animal disturbance, and continued
beyond the western edge of the trench, with a width
of 0.45m (Illus 9).

3.5.2 Discussion of Trench 1 results

Whilst the trench was excavated to target the
internal division and the southern wall of the
building, the uncovered remains indicated a more
complex floor plan to the building. Rather than an
internal division running north to south through
a rectangular building, excavations revealed an
outer (southern) wall to the structure that possibly
terminated towards the western end of the trench,
and as such the centre of the identified rectangular
building. Whilst erosion may have caused the wall to
be less intact, it is also possible that the lack of wall
remains indicates an entranceway into the building.
The excavation did not reveal a southern face to
the wall, which is probably located to the south
beyond the limits of the excavation. The uncovered
remains however, suggest a significant composite
wall surviving to a width of greater than 1m, with
a stone (internal) face and a rubble and clay infill.
To the north (interior) of this wall, a significant
amount of stone collapse was identified, along
with two further stone-built walls. The remains
of a possible north/south wall protruded from
the eastern section of the trench, with the corner
of a further building, or room, indicated by an
‘L shaped composite stone and clay wall in the
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north-west corner of the trench. Neither of these
two walls correspond with a north/south dividing
wall that had been previously suggested, and whilst
excavations did not fully reveal the extent of wall
C1019 in the eastern section of the trench, it
appears that the southern termination of this wall,
or feature, corresponds to the southern limit of wall
C1009/1010.

A built floor surface was not revealed on
the interior of wall C1005/1008, but there is
evidence of a possible old ground surface. There
is a significant amount of tumble and slumped
material that was not removed during excavations,
however, it is possible that what was regarded as
an internal space to a building in previous surveys
may be some form of courtyard or walkway leading
to a complex of smaller structures (that is, formed
by walls C1009/1010 and 1019) within. In this
manner, the southern wall of the building may be
the remains of a more significant curtain wall and
this complex of structures may have related to, or
been in use, prior to the destruction of the castle
in the 17th century.

The internal flagstone floor uncovered on the
interior of the ‘L’ shaped wall in the north-west
corner of the trench may indicate a higher status
to this part of the building than buildings that
would be constructed with a beaten earth floor,
and the sondage excavated through the potential
floor deposits also indicated a greater depth to the
remains. A probable higher status for the building
is further enhanced by the presence of window glass
dating to the late 17th and early 18th centuries
(see Sections 3.5.6 and 4.2), as well as its location
adjacent on the northern side of a former trackway
or access route leading up to the castle (see Sections
3.5.5 and 3.5.6). Together, these results suggest a
probable direct association with the castle complex,
likely forming an outbuilding, which also showed
continued occupation after the destruction of the
castle.

Whilst excavations at Trench 1 have revealed
significant structural remains, there appears to be a
greater complexity to their form than first thought,
and it is difficult to fully ascertain their nature
through the limited exposure. Further removal of
slumped and collapsed materials, and expansion
of the trench to the north and east may help to
provide a better understanding of these remains, and
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to determine whether they were associated with the
earlier castle, or whether the remains were only in
use during the early modern period.

3.5.3 Excavation results in Trench 2

Trench 2 was located to investigate the possible
remains of a building and associated enclosure
identified during previous aerial surveys by HES,
and identified as Building 5 during the field survey
(Hill 2018). The identified building and enclosure
are located at the base of the slope of the castle
outcrop on its northern side, and opposite Lindores
Cottage in the modern village.

Turf and topsoil were removed to reveal a dark,
blackish brown sandy clay, C2002, that covered the
entire trench, and continued to a depth of up to
0.1m. On the removal of this, further deposits and
a series of stone features were identified throughout
the trench, representing the walls associated with the
probable building and enclosure (Illus 11 & 12). At
the northern edge of the trench, wall C2003 was
identified as running east/west, formed of at least
two large boulders along with cobble-sized stones (¢
15c¢m), and a pinkish-orange clay deposit that may
have served as a mortar. This feature was partially
surrounded by a sandy clay C2011 that was partially
excavated to reveal a continuation of a single line of
stones towards the north-west corner of the trench,
probably representing a continuation of the wall,
which also continued east beyond the edge of the
trench.

At the west side of the trench, two linear
arrangements of stones were identified (C2004
and 2016) and have been recorded separately, but
probably represent different elements of the same
wall. From near the western edge of the trench
towards the south-east corner, the wall is curvilinear
formed of cobble-sized stones, with clear facing
stones on both the northern and southern sides of
the wall; it also had a rubble core, filled in with
tightly packed gravel. In the north-west corner of
the trench it continues, but is more loosely formed
with cobble-sized stones and a soil matrix.

At the south-east corner of the trench a further
linear arrangement of stones, C2005, was identified
as a probable wall running north-west for 1.2m,
and up to 0.8m wide. The wall is probably a
continuation of wall C2004, and is formed of
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lllus 11 Excavation results in Trench 2, Hume Castle grounds (Image by Heritage and Archaeological
Research Practice)

SAIR 105 | 21



Scottish Archaeological Internet Reports 105 2023

lllus 12 Post excavation photo of Trench 2, Hume Castle grounds (© Brian Turnbull)

facing stones on the north face with cobble-sized
stones forming the bulk of the wall, surrounded
by a tightly packed gravel and soil matrix, C2014.
It was not possible during the excavations to fully
determine whether walls C2005 and 2004 were the
same feature, as areas of unexcavated stones C2006
and 2017 obscure the probable wall remains
between C2004 and 2005, and in all likelihood
are collapse or tumble from these walls.

Three deposits were identified between walls,
C2004/2005, 2016, and 2003. A brown sandy
clay C2009, orange brown sandy clay C2010, and
orange brown sandy clay C2011 were similar in
nature and probably represent the same deposit.
Different contexts were ascribed to allow for spatial
differentiation, with C2009 located between walls
C2004/2016 and C2003/2017; C2011 located to
the north of the western portion of wall C2003;
and C2010 located between walls C2003 and 2005
to the east of wall C2017. A further dark brown
sandy clay, C2012, was identified to the north of
wall C2003 at its eastern end. This differentiation
was ascribed to allow for potential internal spaces
between the identified walls. These deposits were
only partially excavated, and whilst the wall remains
stand proud of them, no obvious floor deposits or
surfaces were identified.

In the south-west corner of the trench, the
removal of topsoil and C2002 revealed the remains
of large boulders protruding from the southern
section of the trench. The stones were the largest
identified within the trench, up to 80cm long, and
formed a linear arrangement running east/west.
The stones form a possible wall, C2007, at the base
of the slope of the castle outcrop and continued
beyond the trench to the west, however, excavations
only revealed a very small portion of this feature. To
the north, between walls C2007 and 2004 a dark
black-brown sandy clay C2008 was identified as a
further deposit. The rich, humic nature of C2008
was very different to deposits C2009 to 2012 and
probably represents older topsoil deposits, or garden
soils exterior to the identified walls (Illus 11).

3.5.4 Discussion of Trench 2 results

The uncovered remains in Trench 2 largely
correspond to the postulated remains identified in
previous survey work. The structural remains suggest
a probable wall C2003 that would correspond to
the southern wall of the identified building, with
walls C2016, 2004, and 2005 representing a
potential enclosure wall appended to the south side
of this building. No floor deposits were uncovered
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associated with the walls, however the nature of the
deposits identified, quantity of artefacts retrieved,
and the depth of the walls suggest that any surfaces
or floors are likely just below the uncovered and
recorded deposits.

The nature of the walls was not fully determined
during the excavation works, and a series of probable
tumble deposits appear to be obscuring sections of
walls C2004 and 2005. At the south-west corner of
the trench the discovery of a series of large stones
and boulders, C2007, suggest the possibility of a
significant wall to the south of the identified building
and possible enclosure. This wall sits at the base of a
significant slope of the castle outcrop, and it is feasible
that the wall was constructed to help retain material
from tumbling downslope towards the building.

3.5.5 Excavation results in the test pits

Test Pit 1 was located to the west of the castle, and
south of the entrance way into the castle grounds
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from the car park, positioned adjacent to the
modern path that leads visitors up to the castle. The
test pit was located to investigate the deposits at this
location in order to test the suitability and feasibility
for potential future service works (electricity) leading
up to the castle. Beneath topsoil and slopewash
deposits, eroding bedrock, C013, was revealed and
showed evidence of iron panning. The bedrock had a
gradual slope downwards to the north-west, and had
clear sections of eroding or broken off stones that
were contained in the slopewash above (Illus 13).
To the south-west of Test Pit 1, Test Pit 2 was
located between two east/west orientated bedrock
outcrops, which formed a natural holloway. The test
pit was positioned to investigate the potential for a
former trackway leading up to the castle from the
south-west. On removal of turf, topsoil, and a rich,
mid-greyish brown clay silt, a layer of compacted
cobbles and gravel, C018, was revealed. The deposit
was surrounded by/compressed into a compacted
brown sandy silt matrix/bedding deposit C019 and
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lllus 13 Excavation results in test pits, Hume Castle grounds (Image by Heritage and Archaeological

Research Practice)
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probably represents the metalled surface of a former
track located within the Holloway (Illus 13).

On the eastern side of the castle, Test Pit 3 was
positioned to investigate the deposits and character
of a bank (potentially part of the castle defences)
identified in previous surveys. The test pit measured
3x1m and was orientated approximately north-east/
south-west, with the natural slope of the ground
running downslope from west to east. Removal of
turf and topsoil revealed an extensive deposit of
irregular stones, C005, surrounded by an orange
brown sandy loam, C006, with the stones and soil
deposit continuing to a depth of up to 0.21m. The
stones were mostly concentrated in the western
two-thirds of the test pit, and appeared to hit an
abrupt end 2.2m from the western end of the
excavation area. The stones showed no structural
form, and appeared to be naturally tumbled
stones from upslope to the west. This abrupt edge
was characterised by a large boulder, and some
smaller cobbles, C008, that appeared to form a
linear arrangement running across the test pit in a
north-west/south-east orientation. This alignment
of stones was 0.4m wide and continued beyond
the edge of the test pit to both the north-west and
south-east. These stones were left in situ, potentially
representing the remains of a small wall. To the east
of this linear arrangement was a further collection of
tumbled stones, C007. On removal of the deposits
of tumbled stones, thin deposits of silty clays, C003
and 004, were found to overlie crumbly orange stone
bedrock, C009, visibly eroding and having been laid
down in east to west planes as identified in Test
Pit 1. The bedrock was found to slope significantly
downwards to both the east and north, indicating
that the larger stones of C008 were located in a
deeper area of C004 than any of the surrounding
stones of C005 and 007, and may have settled
naturally, having tumbled downslope from the west
rather than being purposefully built (Illus 13).
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3.5.6 Discussion of test pit results

Excavations in Test Pit 1 did not uncover any
significant archaeological remains. The test pit
revealed a bedrock outcropping only 30cm
below ground surface at this part of the site, also
indicating stone tumble from upslope to the east
likely associated with erosion, however it cannot be
ruled out that the tumbled stones may have been
associated with the destruction of the castle and
associated features.

The topography and bedrock outcropping,
creating a natural holloway at the location of Test Pit
2, suggested the possibility of a trackway leading up
to the south-west of the castle. This was confirmed
by excavation following the discovery of metalled
surface C018, and whilst only a small portion of
the surface was uncovered in the test pit, it is likely
that the track continues up the holloway and passes
adjacent to the south of the structural remains in
Trench 1. As the test pit was only 1x1m, it was
not possible to identify the full dimensions of the
trackway, or whether there was any evidence of
drainage or cart ruts associated with it.

The large number of stones revealed in Test Pit 3
probably tumbled down the natural slope from the
castle, tumbling west/east. The remains of a possible
wall, C008, were recorded as running across the test
pit north-west/south-east, these may correlate with
the remains of a bank identified during the previous
drone survey. The nature and topography of the
exposed bedrock however, indicate that these stones
likely came to naturally rest in a deeper hollow than
those further upslope, potentially acting as a natural
barrier to proceeding tumble, rather than having been
formally built as a wall or boundary. These remains
did not seem to indicate any evidence of castle
defences, or associated boundaries, and are likely a
reflection of the natural topography at this part of the
site. The amount of tumbled stone located in this area
however, suggests that the stone deposits may relate
to the destruction phase of the castle.
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