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Abstract

Rochoill Developments Ltd commissioned SUAT Ltd to conduct a standing building survey of a farmsteading at East Nether Benchil, near Luncarty (NGR NO 1003 3094).  Two red sandstone wall panels bearing heraldic devices and probably dating from between the 16th and 18th centuries, had been discovered incorporated into the steading buildings.  
The work (SUAT site code SY04) was carried out on 8th May 2007 in fine weather conditions.  On inspection, it was found that the panels (which were badly abraded) clearly derived from an earlier building, and the arms depicted on one panel could be tied to the Arnot family, previous owners of the land at least as early as 1662.  The buildings themselves were otherwise unremarkable, being of fairly typical late 18th or 19th century construction and bearing the marks of substantial repair and re-build in modern times.  The steading was to be partially demolished and converted to housing, and provision was made for the safe removal and storage of the panels.
1 Background

1.1 Introduction

Rochoill Developments commissioned SUAT Ltd to undertake an archaeological standing building survey on the site of a steading conversion at East Nether Benchil Farm, Luncarty.  The development site consists of a disused farm steading located to the northeast of the village of Luncarty, centred on NGR NO 1003 3094.  The work (SUAT site code SY04) was undertaken on Tuesday 8th May 2007 in good weather conditions.  

The work was designed to satisfy the archaeological condition on development application reference 07/00132/FUL.

1.2 Aims and Objectives

The requirement was to record the condition, location, probable date, historical context and construction fabric of the buildings.  Special attention was to be paid to two heraldic panels built into a wall of the southwest range of the steading.  The results of this survey will constitute preservation of the steading by record.
1.3 Reporting

The present document has been prepared as the final report on this survey.  Copies will be sent to the client, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments of Scotland and Perth and Kinross Historic Environment Record.  

1.4 Planning and Curatorial Issues

This survey is the initial part of a programme of archaeological work designed to satisfy the outstanding archaeological condition on the planning consent for this development.  The remaining requirement will be for the heraldic panels (see below) to be removed by hand and stored in a place of safety, prior to reinstatement.
1.5 Acknowledgements

SUAT wish to thank Gary Neill of Rochoill Developments for his assistance and guidance throughout this project.  Rochoill Developments funded this survey.
2 Details of Work 

2.1 The Site (Illus 1)

East Nether Benchil farm lies approximately 1km northeast of the village of Luncarty, and 2km southwest of Stanley on the west bank of the River Tay to the north of Perth.  It occupies level ground amid agricultural land close to a sand and gravel extraction quarry and the neighbouring farmstead of Nether Benchil.  The present buildings comprise a U-shaped steading aligned southwest to northeast and attached to a two-storey farmhouse, with an additional one-storey animal shed on the northeast side.
2.2 Archaeological Potential

Two heraldic panels built into the eastern wall of the western courtyard building at East Nether Benchil were noted by Perth and Kinross Heritage Trust in February 2007.  Although of unknown provenance, it was possible that the panels, of carved stone, dated from between 1500 and 1800 AD. It was therefore thought possible that at least some of the fabric of the buildings might date from the same period.
2.3 Archaeological Method

All external elevations of the steading and farmhouse, and internal elevations where possible, were photographed to provide a panoramic wrap-around of the buildings.  Details such as the heraldic panels were also photographed at an appropriate distance.  Detailed notes were made concerning the building fabric and construction, condition and dimensions, and scaled drawings of the major elevations were acquired and annotated.
2.4 Results of Investigations

2.4.1 External elevations

Southwest elevation, southwest range:  This was part-roofed in corrugated steel, a recent development replacing earlier asbestos sheeting; the remainder of the roofing was grey slate.  The lower courses of the wall were mostly of random bullets of whinstone, in places heavily re-pointed with coarse lime mortar.  Patches of grey cement were also visible.  The upper courses were of dressed grey sandstone, with an area of heavy re-pointing towards the southern end of the wall (this might possibly have concealed a blocked window).  The blocks appeared to have been frequently laid with the grain exposed, resulting in severe erosion.  In several places blocks had been removed and replaced with red machined bricks.  The southern corner featured dressed sandstone quoins.
Modern modifications to the building layout and fabric were noticeable in the northwest corner (beneath the slate), where a large (3.5m wide), entirely open entrance had been inserted, giving way onto a concrete floor.  A steel girder lintel supported the roof across the entrance, while red brick rebuilding was apparent to either side as repairs to the truncated stone fabric.  An earlier entrance, now blocked with concrete and breeze blocks, stood 1m to the southeast, formed with highly abraded dressed sandstone blocks.  This measured 1.10m wide and 2.15m high.
Southeast elevation, southwest range:  The upper storey was entirely of modern red brick, with the lower being a mix of brick and heavily pointed sandstone.  The lower storey also featured a green-painted wooden slide door and concrete-set window.  
Northeast elevation (courtyard), southwest range:  Adjoining the north range, this was entirely roofed in corrugated steel.  The majority of the wall fabric was of random bullets, heavily pointed. Exceptions were: the northern corner of the upper storey, which was of heavily pointed dressed sandstone; the southern end where the elevation keyed-in with the adjoining southeast face, the corner being of red brick from ground to wallhead.  
A bricked-up doorway standing 2.15m high and 0.9m wide was located 3m from the southern end of the elevation, with a window filled-in with breeze-blocks positioned directly above.  The latter was one of a pair sitting either side of a larger (2m wide) bricked-up window or hatch in the upper storey.  Below the northernmost of the small windows stood a ground-floor window filled in with breeze-blocks and measuring 0.8m x 1.20m.  In the northeast corner of the range stood a second blocked door (breeze-blocks) adjoining the northeast range. 
Between the middle ground floor window and the north door, two fragmented bas relief panels, both eroded, had been built into the wall, bearing heraldic devices and carved in red sandstone.  Occasional blocks of red sandstone were noted throughout the building, but especially around the courtyard.  The northernmost panel, in reasonable if eroded condition, was a sub-triangular fragment 0.8m long and 0.5m high, depicting a central wreath surrounding a shield.  Two pairs of (presumed) initials flanked the wreath, R.A. and C.A., while the shield bore two stars, a chevron, and a crescent.  The panel was set in the wall 2m from the ground. 
The southern panel, a sub-rectangular fragment, was highly abraded and clearly very friable.  It measured 0.5m high and 0.35m wide, and was set 2.15m from the ground, and appeared to be the surviving portion of a larger original depicting a shield bearing several rosettes, spirals or concentric circles, at least one cockle or scallop shell, and a blank disc above a chevron.  The letters G and B stood to the right of the shield, only the right portion of which survived.
Southwest elevation, northeast range:  This was roofed entirely in grey slate, while the wall fabric was generally a mix of grey sandstone and random bullets exhibiting heavy re-pointing.  Two blocked doorways stood at either end of the range, both filled in with breeze-blocks.  The westernmost measured 1.25m wide and 2.15m high, the eastern 2.5m wide; both supported wooden beam lintels.  A bricked-up window set into the ground floor and a hatchway with a green-painted wooden door in the upper storey stood between these two doorways, while a glazed window occupied the northwest corner of the upper storey.
A single storey northeastwards extension to this range featured a single slide door, and was of the same fabric as the main range (although the masonry and structure were unsound and collapsing).  The extension connected with the northeast range.
Southwestern elevation, northeast range:  This was roofed in grey slate, with traces of the original grey sandstone wall surviving to either side of a 3m wide entrance, which had been extensively repaired using red brick to rebuild the edges of the doorway.   The range connected with the farmhouse.
Farmhouse:  This was a two-storied building of late 19th or early 20th century origin, built in grey sandstone with wet-dash on the southwest wall.  Two extensions, one wet-dashed, one of red-brick, were built onto the northwest and southwest walls.
Northeast “courtyard”, formerly a roofed livestock shed:  The lower courses of the surrounding wall were of original sandstone, with upper courses in brick, all whitewashed and forming the walls of a roofed, single-storey building from what had originally been an open enclosure with an entrance in the north side.  The roof had now been removed in the course of the present development works, returning the enclosure to something resembling its original state.  A ramp contained by a low inner wall ran inside the north wall of the building.  The building adjoined the northeast range and was accessed via an entrance in the latter which mirrored the one described above (3m wide). The north side of this entrance had been rebuilt with breeze blocks.
Northwest elevation, northwest range:  Roofed in slate, the walls were constructed of wet-dashed bullets and sandstone.  Two windows filled-in with breeze blocks cut the upper storey, while below the westernmost was a dummy gun port visible as a vertical slit (bricked up) in a red sandstone setting.  The sandstone suggested that this feature might have been relocated from the same original source as the heraldic panels and occasional dressed red sandstone blocks.  No doorways were apparent.

A short extension northeastwards connecting the main elevation with the courtyard/animal shed featured two ceramic outflow pipes.  1.8m from the ground was a small rectangular port 0.25m across, that did not fully penetrate the wall and may have been either a dummy window or a beam slot for some form of external wooden structure.  It is possible that an outbuilding such as a lavatory was at some stage built against the main wall.
3 Interpretation

Nothing in the layout or construction method of the steading suggested a date earlier than the 18th century, with some parts (in particular the farmhouse and modern extensions) clearly being more recent.  The northeastern range, connecting with the farmhouse, is likely to have been a later addition to the original L-shape plan formed by the southwestern and northwestern ranges, to which it connects via a short extension of the latter.  This expansion of a simple “L” into a U-shape is common in 19th century farmsteadings.  The farmhouse, of late 19th or early 20th century origin, may have replaced an earlier building, which might perhaps have been the source for the various blocks of dressed red sandstone (a fairly frequently encountered building material in medieval and later building in Tayside) found incorporated into the steading walls.
That the red sandstone blocks and the red sandstone heraldic panels derive from the same source seems a reasonable hypothesis.  Further investigation into the panels has resulted in a possible link between at least one of the crests and a former landowner of Nether Benchils:
“Mr Andrew Arnot of Benchellis as heir of Robert Arnot of Benchellis his father in the lands of Ovir, Middell and Nether Benchellis, £15 feu ferme; in the salmon and other fisheries of Ovir, Midle and Nether Benchellis on the waters of Tay, Schochie and Ardochie, 20s feu ferme; and a sixth part of the toun and lands of Ardgilzeane in the lordship of Scone, 1d blenche ferme.”





Perthshire Retours No 686 15 Jan 1662(Macdonald 1904)

The Arnot arms are described in the same source as a chevron between two stars in chief and a crescent in base: exactly what is depicted on the more complete of the two panels, the sub-triangular fragment.  This fragment is likely to have come from a dormer window in an earlier building.  The same fragment also includes the initials R.A., and it is here speculated that these initials may indeed be those of Robert Arnot.  The arms depicted on the other, partial, panel are currently unknown, but the panel itself is likely to derive from the same building as its partner.  It may be, therefore, that a building of red sandstone fabric belong to the Arnot family and standing on the site at Nether Benchil, was demolished to make way for the present buildings, and some of the fabric incorporated into the walls of the steading by way of repair or reconstruction, including the above described heraldic panels which had been integral to the original building.  The question of whether this activity immediately preceded the present farmhouse, or whether the farmhouse is simply the latest in a succession of buildings, is impossible to settle on present evidence.
4 Conclusions and Recommendations

SUAT considers the terms of the standing building survey to have been met.  No further work is recommended on this site, with the exception of the removal, storage and reinstatement of the heraldic panels.  In discussion with Mr Gary Neill of Rochoill Developments, it was agreed that this work would proceed as follows:  

1) The developers would carefully remove the wall fabric from behind the panels until a judgement could be made concerning their thickness and condition

2) The panels would then be videoed in situ and copies of the video provided to SUAT and PKHT to allow archaeological advice to be taken

3) A specialist mason, properly equipped with specialist tools, would advise on and oversee the final removal of the panels

4) The panels would be sealed in purpose-built wooden crates and stored on-site in a metal container tool store used only by Rochoill
5) No attempt to clean or restore the panels would be made without consultation with a specialist conservator.  Should the opinion of the conservator be against further intervention, no such intervention would be made

6) The panels would be reinstated into the building when it was safe to do so.  This reinstatement would not necessarily have to be into the wall from which they were taken, as a coating of wet-dash was to be applied to this wall which was, in any case, not the original location of the panels (see below).  The location chosen for reinstatement would be one where the panels would not be exposed to undue risk of damage

However, the final decision ultimately rests with Sarah Winlow, the PKHT Heritage Officer.
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Appendix 1  Photographic Register

	Frames
	Description
	View

	01
	S end, SW elevation
	NE

	02
	SW elevation
	NE

	03
	S half, SW elevation
	NE

	04
	N half, SW elevation
	NE

	05
	NW elevation (main)
	SE

	06
	NW elevation (with courtyard/animal shed, oblique)
	E

	07
	W end, NW elevation
	SE

	08-10
	NW elevation (main)
	SE

	11
	NW elevation (courtyard/animal shed)
	SE

	12
	NE elevation, courtyard/animal shed
	SW

	13
	External entrance, courtyard/animal shed
	NW

	14
	NE elevation, NE range
	SW

	15
	SE elevation, NE range
	NW

	16
	SE elevation, farmhouse
	NW

	17
	SEelevation, SW range
	NW

	18
	SE half, NE elevation, SW range
	SW

	19
	NE elevation, SW range
	SW

	20
	NE half, NE elevation, SW range
	SW

	21
	Sub-rectangular panel fragment 
	SW

	22-23
	Sub-triangular panel fragment
	SW

	24
	SW end, SE elevation, NW range
	NW

	25
	NE end, SE elevation, NW range
	NW

	26
	Extension, SE elevation, NW range
	NW

	27
	NW half, SW elevation, NE range
	NE

	28
	SE half, SW elevation, NE range
	NE

	29
	NW elevation, farmhouse
	SE

	30
	Interior, NE range
	SE

	31
	Interior, courtyard/animal shed
	NE

	32
	Interior, courtyard/animal shed
	E

	33
	Interior, NE range
	NW

	34
	Interior, NW range (extension)
	NE

	35
	Interior, SW range
	SE

	36
	Interior, NW range
	NE

	37
	Dummy gun port, NW elevation, NW range
	SE
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	SUAT were commissioned to conduct a standing building survey of a farmsteading at East Nether Benchils, near Luncarty.  Two red sandstone wall panels bearing heraldic devices and probably dating from between the 16th and 18th centuries, had been discovered incorporated into the steading buildings.  On inspection, it was found that the panels (which were badly abraded) clearly derived from an earlier building, and the arms depicted on one panel could be tied to the Arnot family, previous owners of the land at least as early as 1662.  The buildings themselves were otherwise unremarkable, being of fairly typical late eighteenth or nineteenth century construction and bearing the marks of substantial repair and re-build in modern times.  The steading was to be partially demolished and converted to housing, and provision was made for the safe removal and storage of the panels.

	PROPOSED FUTURE WORK: 
	None
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	Rochoill Developments Ltd
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Appendix 2 Standard Terms of Reference for all Fieldwork

2.1 Recording Methodology

SUAT employs a Single Context Recording System that allows full cross-referencing of stratigraphy, finds and environmental samples, as well as site-wide phasing.  All features will be planned at scale 1:20, and sections drawn at scale 1:10.  Sections and profiles will be drawn and all features will be photographed with metric scale included.  Environmental samples will be taken from archaeologically significant contexts, if the analysis of these samples would aid significantly in the interpretation of any features identified.

2.2 Human Remains

If human remains are encountered they will be left in situ and the local police will be informed.  If removal is required this will take place in compliance with Historic Scotland’s Policy Paper The Treatment of Human Remains in Archaeology.

2.3 Products and Reporting

A Data Structure Report will normally be prepared within a period agreed within the Written Scheme of Investigation/ Project Design, after the completion of the fieldwork.  This forms the basic level of reporting.  Further reporting may be required on the basis of discoveries made during excavations.

A copy of the report and the project archive will be deposited in the NMRS.  Further copies will be sent to the client, LAAO and others, as appropriate.

2.4 Artefacts

Finds of objects will be subject to the Scots Laws of Treasure Trove and Bona Vacantia.  SUAT will report such finds, if recovered, with supporting documentation to the Secretariat of the Treasure Trove Panel for disposal to the appropriate museum.

2.5 Discovery and Excavation in Scotland

A brief summary of the results will be submitted to Discovery and Excavation in Scotland.
2.6 General Conditions and Health and Safety

SUAT adheres to the Code of Conduct of the Institute of Field Archaeologists.

SUAT has public liability insurance of £5,000,000.  Details of this can be provided on request.

SUAT operates a strict health and safety policy and conforms to the Health and Safety at Work Act.  SUAT undertakes Risk Assessments on all fieldwork carried out.

All SUAT representatives will at all times wear protective footwear, high visibility clothing and other appropriate clothing.  Hard hats will be worn if there is active plant on site or at all times if the site is deemed a hard hat area.

If lightly contaminated deposits are uncovered disposable boiler suits and gloves will be worn.  A source of clean water will be made available for staff to clean hands with.  If the health risk posed by site contamination is felt to be too high all further archaeological work will stop in that area.
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