Ayr Citadel in Context: the decline and fall of Scotland’s Cromwellian forts

Ayr Citadel in Context: the decline and
fall of Scotland’s Cromwellian forts
Louise Turner

Detail of John Slezer’s view of Ayr from the north-west, showing the citadel and St John’s Church, published
in ‘Theatrum Scotiae’, 1693 (Reproduced by courtesy of the National Library of Scotland). See also p. 8.
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Introduction
This article forms a companion piece to a
paper devoted to the Cromwellian Citadel at
Ayr which was presented in Irvine in October
2019 to a conference on Ayrshire castles.¹
While the original paper focused entirely on
the site at Ayr, in this follow-up, I have taken
the opportunity to consider Ayr Citadel in a
wider context, alongside the other four
purpose-built Cromwellian bastioned forts in
Scotland. The focus here is not so much on
their military function, but rather on how all
have fared following their short period of
active use during the Commonwealth. Much
of the evidence for their survival or destruction
can be inferred from historic mapping, but in
recent decades developer-funded archaeology
has also yielded insights into sub-surface levels
of preservation upon all five sites.
Scotland’s Cromwellian forts: origins,
construction and occupation
Before examining the later history of these
sites, an opportunity should be taken to summarise their historical background, and to
briefly characterise their form. The circumstances behind their creation are presented in
detail by Alan Tait, in a paper which still provides a comprehensive introduction to the
Scottish sites and places them in the wider
context of Great Britain and Ireland.²
Tait notes that across Scotland, five custombuilt forts were created between 1650 and
1655, during the Commonwealth period.
Two were located in Lowland Scotland: at the
west coast port of Ayr and the east coast port
of Leith respectively. The remaining three
were sited in the Highlands: at Inverlochy on
the north-west coast, Inverness on the northeast coast, and in a more central, southern
location at Perth. The latter was the only site
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which could not be described as coastal in
character; instead, its position was riverine,
with the fort constructed on the west bank of
the River Tay, just south of the town.
All five were substantial fortifications, of a distinctive form which is typically quadrilateral,
pentagonal or hexagonal on plan with projecting
bastions at the angles, as this plan of Ayr Citadel,
based on a 1654 drawing executed by Hans
Ewald Tessin, clearly demonstrates (Fig. 1).³ The
roots of these complex fortified structures lay
within continental Europe, where the form had
been developed in response to the increasing
use of gunpowder artillery. Their continental
origins are made clear in their alternative name
- trace italienne – and their finished character,
which would have been unfamiliar to most
Scots, with the exception perhaps of those who
had travelled abroad in Europe.
Their military and strategic background has been
summarised by Tait, who provided in addition a
detailed description of each. Fortifications of this
type are substantial in size, and their imposition
upon a pre-existing urban landscape would have
created a striking and intrusive visual feature,
probably invoking a very different response from
the indigenous population than the castles and
tower-houses which had evolved almost
organically within the landscape from the
medieval period onwards.
Any hostile feelings amongst the local
population may have been further stoked by
the fact the building of these citadels often
impacted on their town’s existing historic
structures. For example, the fort at Inverness
was built using material from Greyfriars’
Church and St Mary’s Chapel within the town,
and from the more distant abbeys of Beauly
and Kinloss.⁴ The situation at Leith was similar,
with raw building materials derived from the
old hospice and church of St Nicholas and its
counterpart and part of the fort’s footprint
encroaching upon the burial ground of the
parish church of North Leith.⁵
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of Eglinton. Although the 7th Earl of
Eglinton had originally supported
Parliament, he switched sides prior to
the death of Charles I and consequently
fell from favour, leaving his property to
be plundered as required.
When the construction of these structures encroached so blatantly upon existing places of worship and on the historic
fabric of a town and its environs, it is
easy to interpret their creation as an act
of aggression and subjugation. And yet
contemporary documentary evidence
from Ayr suggests otherwise. Of all five
forts, Ayr has arguably been subject to
more detailed study: here, the level of
preservation is sufficient to merit interest amongst its local community and
regular attention from historians. Why
Ayr Citadel survived better than its counterparts will be considered in more detail
at a later point; for the moment, it is
worth highlighting several detailed
appraisals undertaken over the past 120
years.⁷ Together, these publications have
Fig.1. Plan of Ayr Citadel (after Hans Ewald Tessin, provided valuable insights into the relationship between the fort’s garrison and
Die Stadt und das Fort zu Ayre, 1654)
the town, gleaned through reference to
Ayr’s was also a similar story: as well as
a wealth of documentary sources.
occupying the site of an earlier medieval
What we learn from Pagan’s account in
castle, it also incorporated the medieval
particular⁸ is that Ayr was sympathetic to the
parish church of St John and again required
Parliamentary cause during the War of the
the destruction of not only much of the
Three Kingdoms, and that the town was far
church building, but also part of the burial
from cowed by the decision to place the
ground. Much of the medieval parish church
Cromwellian fort quite literally on its
was also robbed of stone for inclusion in
doorstep. The medieval church building was
either the fort’s defences or its internal
cramped and dilapidated, its loss accepted
buildings, with only the tower retained for
quite amicably once assurances were given
use as an ancillary structure.
that a new place of worship would be
Ayr Citadel also reputedly included stone provided. Beyond this inconvenience, any
derived from Ardrossan Castle.⁶ This grievances expressed throughout the years
particular castle was located further to the of the fort’s occupation involved the low-level
north up the Ayrshire coast and it formed part disorder that might be expected in any
of the lands held by the Montgomerie Earls garrison town. During construction, when
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soldiers were billeted with families, there
were complaints that women were kept from
attending church on the Sabbath because they
were busy preparing meals for their lodgers.
Later, there were frequent incidents of
brawling but these tended to involve the
soldiers themselves, rather than the
townspeople, with complaints stemming from
the disturbance incurred.⁹ During the years
that Ayr Citadel was occupied by Cromwellian
troops, some members of the garrison grew
so enmeshed within their adoptive town that
- following the garrison’s demobilisation they remained there, marrying into local
families, providing capital for mercantile
schemes, and even in some cases becoming
burgesses in their own right.¹⁰
The picture painted at Ayr by the researches
of Pagan and others is therefore not so much
one of a hostile installation imposed upon the
community, but rather of an inconvenient
annexe to the town which ultimately became
integrated within it. Its construction also had
an additional environmental benefit in putting
an end to the incursions of windblown sand
which had plagued the town for centuries, by
finally stabilising a substantial portion of this
troublesome area of coastal ground.¹¹
Such a positive relationship may not, however,
have been the case for all of these installations.
Sources record how the initial proclamation at
Edinburgh which announced the building of the
forts was greeted with some hostility,¹² and at
least one of the fortifications – that at Inverlochy
– was built rapidly using earth and timber as
opposed to dressed stone, a choice which appears to suggest military expediency. The fort
at Inverness, too, may have been built quickly,
with the final stone-built structure potentially
occupying the site of an earlier set of defences
erected c. 1651. But in most cases the lengths
to which their builders went to ensure that these
forts made the correct impression are demonstrated by their costs, with each fort requiring
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around £100,000 sterling to build.¹³ At Ayr,
where ground conditions proved particularly
challenging, the budget proved so exorbitant
that Oliver Cromwell asked if the building had
been built of gold.¹⁴
These elaborate and robust structures contrasted greatly with their counterparts in Ireland, where the forts were smaller, and much
cheaper to build, and England, where the main
material used in the construction of contemporary forts at Carlisle and Hull was brick.¹⁵
The Restoration and beyond – 1650-1750
The astronomical costs of construction
reflected the fact that these forts were
intended as permanent monuments to the
power and might of the Commonwealth.
Instead, they were destined to become
obsolete within a very short period. By 1660,
the monarchy had been restored, and the
forts were decommissioned shortly after.
Of the five Cromwellian bastioned forts built in
Scotland Inverness retained its garrison until
1662 for reasons of security.¹⁶ Only two, however, retained a long-term function as military
sites. These were the forts at Leith and Inverlochy. In the case of Inverlochy, this involved the
construction of a new stone fortification which
appears to have occupied virtually the same
footprint as the earlier, earth-and-timber structure. Information relating to Inverlochy is
readily available, as it has recently been subject
to a detailed study,¹⁷ undertaken as part of the
Fort William and Inverlochy Archaeology
project, which provides us with a comprehensive summary of the fort’s development.
Perhaps it was those very strategic reasons
which lay behind Inverlochy’s initial
impermanence – namely, that its rapid
construction reflected practical defensive
concerns – which ultimately led to its
longevity, for by 1690 it had already been
replaced by a stone bastioned fort built at the
behest of General McKay, William III’s military
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commander in Scotland during the 1689-90
period.¹⁸ It appears to have been further
modified in the early part of the eighteenth
century by Hanoverian forces, resulting in the
multi-period structure noted by Cruden, who
identified at least two phases of building in its
surviving masonry.¹⁹

razed in order to allow the construction of the
replacement stone fort on the same site. But
of the remaining four, the extent of the
destruction is ambiguous. In the case of
Inverness, documentary sources reveal that
despite earlier instructions for the fort’s
removal, as late as 1675 1,000 cartloads of
A mere four decades had passed between the stone were removed from the fort for the
raising of the five Cromwellian forts and the construction of a new pier.²³
building of a Williamite structure erected on Roy’s Military Survey of Scotland, which was
similar principles on the site at Inverlochy. surveyed between 1747 and 1755, shows the
What of Leith, the only other bastioned fort outlines of all five forts in their entirety (Fig. 2),
which found later use for military purposes? which suggests that all then survived as
Unlike the other Cromwellian structures, the prominent visible features in the landscape or
fort at Leith appears to have occupied at least townscape. However, in only two examples part of the site of an earlier bastioned fort built Ayr and Inverlochy - are internal structures
c. 1549 to house French troops brought into shown as upstanding within the defended area.
Scotland during the Rough Wooing,²⁰ though We know that by this time Inverlochy had
this may not have been intended as a perma- entered its later phase of use as a Hanoverian
nent structure. We know from the Ordnance fort and garrison, but Ayr’s situation is more
Survey Name Book that during the mid-nine- ambiguous and it is unclear whether we are
teenth century, part of the former Leith Citadel seeing the retention of existing Cromwellian
was in use as an artillery station and a garrison buildings or the creation of new ones. Since the
which provided accommodation for men and remaining three are represented only by their
horses,²¹ but this does not necessarily imply external defences, we can infer that all internal
that the site was in continuous use as a military buildings had by this time been entirely
installation throughout the post-Common- removed.
wealth period. In fact, reference to the first That the outer defences at Perth were left
edition Ordnance Survey map suggests that at largely undisturbed is supported by an entry in
this time ‘Leith Fort’ occupied a group of build- the Ordnance Survey Name Book for
ings which were not even associated with any Perthshire,²⁴ which suggests that there were
defences. By this time, only fragmentary individuals present within the community who
remains of walling derived from the at that time, that is, the mid-nineteenth
Cromwellian fort survived, including one gate- century, remembered seeing the defences as
way, as the Ordnance Survey noted in their distinct features within the landscape. This is
accompanying Name Book.²²
supported by the Great Reform Act (1832) plan
In the immediate aftermath of the Restoration,
the initial fate of all five forts appears to have
been the same. Their garrisons were
demobilised and the forts themselves
dismantled. The extent of the destruction
which ensued is, however, uncertain. At
Inverlochy, we could perhaps infer that the
original earth and timber defences had to be
THE CASTLE STUDIES GROUP

of Leith, which appears to show the sites of
three angled bastions and stretches of
intervening wall surviving as earthworks on a
site which appears to have been reduced to
some extent by coastal erosion. This would
imply that any cut stone used to face the
defensive walls and ditches, had, however,
been removed for use elsewhere.
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Fig.2. Scotland’s Cromwellian Citadels, c. 1750
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Moving beyond the map evidence, we find a
common thread which links each site: every
fort represents a sizeable chunk of land located
close to a town or burgh, and as such, it has the
potential to become a valuable piece of real
estate. Small wonder, then, that following the
decommissioning of these military structures,
the sites were invariably gifted by King Charles
II to those who supported him and who
merited rewards for good service.
At least one – the fort at Perth - was gifted to
the town, in return for its loyalty to the Crown.
The situation regarding Inverness is more
difficult to establish: recent work by Kennedy
suggests that the land for the fort was feued
by the town,²⁵ but the period following its
decommission, sufficent ambiguity remained
with regards to ownership to hamstring
efforts to remove it.²⁶ Later nineteenthcentury sources, in particular the Ordnance
Survey Name Book, suggest that there were
properties within the footprint of the fort
which belonged to the burgh, but in this case
the king does not appear to have formally
granted the fort to the civic authorities,
perhaps because, as with Ayr, the relationship
between town and garrison seems to have
been ambivalent.

the next few decades embarked on several
industrial enterprises. The first of these was
a textile mill, which employed cheap
indentured labour made up of vagrants who
were apprehended while wandering
throughout Montgomerie’s jurisdiction in
Renfrewshire and Ayrshire.²⁹ They were
provided with food, lodgings and clothing,
but no wages.
Despite having such favourable terms for trading, both locally and further afield, Eglinton’s
concern could not compete due to the inferior
quality of his products. The textile factory was
replaced by a brewery, where the erection of
a new custom-built structure was recorded for
the production of whisky and ‘various waters
from herbs’, apparently on the site of an
already-functioning brewery.³⁰ This brewery
was still in operation by the 1750s, when Roy’s
map was surveyed. Unfortunately, we have no
way of knowing whether the brewery, and the
textile factory before it, occupied some of the
fort’s original internal structures, or whether
the buildings had been razed and entirely
replaced. The brewery appears to have
remained in operation over an extended
period, though Montgomerieston itself passed
out of the possession of the Montgomerie
family and into the hands of the earls of Cassilis
following its sale by the widowed Countess of
Eglinton, who was a member of the Kennedy
family. Changes made to the site appear to
have been minimal during this period.

Two of the forts were granted to individuals.
The fort at Leith was gifted to John Maitland,
2nd Earl, and later 1st Duke, of Lauderdale,²⁷
while Ayr was gifted to Hugh Montgomerie,
7th Earl of Eglinton, who had belatedly
abandoned the Parliamentary cause and Scotland’s Cromwellian forts in modern times
suffered the consequences throughout the Historic mapping of the mid-nineteenth
duration of the Commonwealth.
century is best represented by the first edition
Lauderdale’s interests in Leith fort were series of Ordnance Survey maps, where we
purely financial, and he sold it soon after to find that only two of the five forts, Ayr and
the City of Edinburgh for a substantial sum.²⁸ Inverlochy, have survived in an intact and
By contrast, Eglinton retained the site of recognisable form (Fig. 3). Although by this
Ayr’s fort for his own use. He established the time they are used for very different purposes,
burgh of Montgomerieston there, setting up the key to their common survival may be the
a rival concern to neighbouring Ayr, and over fact that both were in the possession of a
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single landowner and employed for a single
purpose. In the case of Inverlochy, the land use
was military; in the case of Ayr, the fort was
still engaged as a brewery, with no leasing or
sale of any of its elements to individuals who
might instigate further development. This did
not, however, prevent neighbouring
developments from reaching right up to the
limits of Ayr Citadel’s external defences, as
maps of the early 1800s clearly show us.
In 1850, the entire site of Montgomerieston
was sold to John Miller, a self-made man who
styled himself the ‘Baron of Montgomerieston.’ He erected a Gothic-style baronial pile
within the site of the old fort, incorporating
the ruined tower of the parish church into the
structure. In addition, he embarked on
limited rebuilding of the fort’s outer defences
on the seaward side, adding the pepper-pot
bartisan that now forms such a prominent
feature.³¹ The keen eye can, however, readily
distinguish this later reconstruction as the
coursed and snecked rubble used for Miller’s
nineteenth-century creation is far removed
from the high quality work evident in the
fort’s original ashlar masonry. It was during
his ownership that development of the interior began, but this was limited in its impact.
Areas were progressively subdivided into
house plots which invariably comprised large
villas set within extensive grounds, a move
which helped to maintain the fort’s coherence as a distinct feature within the by-now
evolving townscape. In the long term this
process may also have resulted in the preservation of internal features such as the subterranean magazine shown on the first edition
Ordnance Survey 25-inch map of 1855 and
confirmed as a surviving feature in 2010.³²
Inverlochy also retained its coherence as a
site until a relatively late date, no doubt on
account of its continuing use as a military
structure. As late as 1871, when the first
edition Ordnance Survey map was surveyed,
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the fort is shown in its entirety but described
as ‘dismantled,’ though roofed buildings are
still present in the interior.³³ It should
however be re-emphasised that the remains
which survived were those of the Hanoverian
structure, not its Cromwellian predecessor.
Two factors appear to have determined
whether or not these sites survived well into
the present. The first is the degree of
fragmentation which followed progressive
changes of ownership: where the site
remained in single ownership, the footprint
tended to remain well-preserved, but almost
as soon as the site passed into multiple
ownership, development often took place at
varying rates with varying degrees of
destruction occurring across the extent of the
fort. A second factor was the demand for land
within the town, particularly when required
for large infrastructure projects. Their coastal
location often made these forts attractive as
sites for docks or harbours, and their
extensive size and convenient location offered
opportunities for the construction of rail
infrastructure. Inverlochy was sold into
private hands by 1864 and while the northern
portion remained well preserved, having been
retained as a garden, by 1899 the southern
portion was entirely destroyed following the
construction of railway sidings and engine
sheds.
A similar fate befell Leith, though at a much
earlier date: after it was sold to the City of
Edinburgh the area was subject to rapid
development, and by the 1850s the outline of
the fort had already been broken following
the building of docks along its northern edge
and a railway which encroached upon its
interior, as the Ordnance Survey 25-inch map
of Leith clearly shows. Despite the fact that
part of the site continued in use as a base for
a local militia, few traces of the Cromwellian
structure remained, with only a handful of
street names and some vestigial traces of its
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JOURNAL NO. 34

Ayr Citadel in Context: the decline and fall of Scotland’s Cromwellian forts

Fig. 3. Scotland’s Cromwellian Citadels, c. 1850-70
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defences, including its principal gate (now discussion. Although Kennedy asserts that
incorporated into a house) and fragments of Inverness hosts the ‘last remaining fragments of
Cromwellian fortifications anywhere in
walling, hinting at its former use.³⁴
Ayr and Perth seem to have been less ravaged Scotland’,³⁵ the situation is more complex.
by the intensive levels of development evident Viewed upon modern mapping and aerial
at Leith, Inverlochy and Inverness. This perhaps imagery, Ayr’s outline can still be traced quite
reflects the declining fortunes of both towns as clearly: its eastern, landward gateway survives
trading centres in the second half of the nine- intact, although an apparent stretch of
teenth century. Perth’s destruction in particular upstanding defensive wall with bartisan tower
appears quite piecemeal: although it is difficult owes its origins to the work of the self-styled
to discern the outline of its defences and bas- ‘Baron of Montgomerieston.’ More recent
tions on the first edition Ordnance Survey map discoveries at Ayr include a surviving stretch of
of 1860, the interior remains largely undevel- the original wall at the north-west corner, reoped. Here, encroachment came from small- discovered by staff working for Rathmell
scale development occurring outside the site, Archaeology: this fragment of masonry had
with the defences removed first, and the inte- originally been spotted by four students of Ayr
rior left as a broad green space. This appears to Academy,³⁶ and its Cromwellian credentials can
reflect modest growth and a correspondingly be confirmed both by its marked batter and by
modest need to expand the town outwards the fine ashlar masonry which matches the
surviving gateway perfectly. Developer-funded
onto the site formerly occupied by the fort.
work has further added to our understanding: it
Assessing levels of survival in the modern
has revealed that levels of survival are poor in
urban environment
the south-east quadrant,³⁷ with only faint traces
Three and a half centuries have passed since of the moat and a possible robbed-out wall
the five Cromwellian forts were raised in noted, but that the situation is better in the
Scotland, and one and a half have elapsed north-east, where traces of the wall base have
since their remains were surveyed and been uncovered on two occasions.³⁸ Recent
described by the Ordnance Survey as they set work undertaken in the northern portion of the
about compiling their first map series. outer defences by Rathmell Archaeology has also
Revision of these maps has continued on a revealed the footings of a wall which had once
regular basis, and this resource has now been run laterally across the base of the north ditch.³⁹
augmented by a range of aerial and satellite
Inverlochy has also been subject to more
imagery which allows detailed study of the
detailed investigation in recent years, through
forts, or at least of the sites which they once
a programme of works undertaken as part of a
occupied. Coupled with this is an increasing
community archaeology project.⁴⁰ Throughout
quantity of data amassed as a result of
the course of this project, a detailed history of
developer-funded archaeology: this allows
the fort’s development was compiled, and the
the degree of survival of the sites themselves,
potential for survival of associated sediments
or at the very least sediments of potentially
tested in various locations. The surviving
contemporary date, to be assessed not just
fragments of the north and west walls
above the ground, but below it.
overlooking the waterfront are of course
Of the five forts, Ayr, Inverlochy and more derived from the later Hanoverian structure,
recently Inverness have received the most and it is evident that the construction of the
attention in terms of recent study and railway goods yard over much of the interior
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has largely destroyed any earlier sediments.
Trenching outside the limits of the fort
suggested, however, that there was a
potential for midden deposits to survive,
which, while not informing upon the structural
elements, could potentially shed light upon
the lives of its occupants.

lacking any kind of definition in the townscape.
The lack of development in the interior has
meant, however, that it has fared better than
many of its counterparts. Investigations
carried out by the Scottish Urban Archaeological Trust (SUAT) during the 1990s found the
foundations of internal structures surviving,⁴⁵
with a later evaluation carried out in 1997
revealing the inner revetment wall of the east
ditch and the inner revetment wall of the
south ditch . This was followed by excavations
in the south-west area of the fort which found
that a major portion of the bastion’s revetment wall remained, with the return to the
north-south curtain wall surviving in association. Enough of the masonry survived, too, to
identify three different episodes of
construction,⁴⁶ although the excavators
argued that in this instance it probably
reflected the work of three different work
gangs rather than three different phases of
construction.⁴⁷

It might be assumed that the remaining forts
at Leith, Perth and Inverness would be less
well-preserved, judging by the progressive
erosion of their defences. Leith, however,
shows some promise, as like Ayr, it still
retains a small upstanding portion of its
Cromwellian structure. This is the Citadel
Arch, located at Dock Street and comprising
a vaulted pend with arched gateway, now
incorporated into a house. The survival of
sub-surface features has however been demonstrated in recent years. Trial trenching,
undertaken elsewhere on the site in 2002,
proved promising in terms of the potential
quality and quantity of sub-surface evidence
surviving. A first phase of works revealed the
remains of post-medieval buildings consistent with the fort’s internal structures, while
a second revealed the line of the defensive
ditch, which survived to a depth of 3.8m
below the natural level of the subsoil and
which was lined with sandstone ashlar.⁴¹

Conclusion
Scotland’s Cromwellian forts sprang from a
common source, and in some respects they
share a common narrative. Some degree of
difference was always evident, with the fort of
Inverlochy representing a more temporary
earth-and-timber structure and its counterparts
at Ayr, Inverness, Leith and Perth composed of
much more durable and imposing ashlar
masonry. And yet it was Inverlochy that arguably endured longest in its original role: built
quickly with practical military concerns uppermost in mind, it was rebuilt as a permanent
structure only a few decades after the Restoration of 1660 which saw its fellow bastion forts
dismantled. Only Leith shared its fate, continuing in use in a much reduced form as a barracks
until the mid-nineteenth century. Most of the
forts did not retain their military function after
1660. Instead, they were decommissioned, but
the extent of the ensuing destruction at this

At Inverness, it is clear from early twentiethcentury sources that considerable remains
could still be seen in the early 1920s,⁴² but by
1960, only the ‘northwest and northeast bastions, with an intervening stretch of rampart’
were still visible.⁴³ Following the construction
of an oil storage and distribution depot after
this date, only the north-west bastion and a
stretch of rampart were still visible in 2005,⁴⁴
but further information regarding the survival
of sub-surface deposits is limited.
By the mid-nineteenth century, Perth appears
to have been the least well-preserved of the
five, comprising an area of open space and
THE CASTLE STUDIES GROUP

54

JOURNAL NO. 34

Ayr Citadel in Context: the decline and fall of Scotland’s Cromwellian forts

also subject to destruction through harbour
and railway construction. On all five sites,
isolated Cromwellian (or in the case of
Inverlochy, successor) fragments survive, but
these do little to convey the imposing
grandeur of the original structures. Only
through historic mapping, and to a limited
extent from aerial imagery, do we gain a real
impression of how dramatic these structures
might have appeared to their local
communities during the short but highly
impactful Commonwealth interregnum.

time is uncertain. In some cases, this may have
resulted primarily in the demolition of internal
structures, but in others the defences may have
been deliberately slighted with high quality
building stone removed and ditches infilled.
Archaeology provides a means of testing the
possible extent of such destruction.
Most of the forts were gifted by Charles II to
those who had served him well in the
Commonwealth period. The fort at Perth was
gifted to the town, as its inhabitants had been
supporters of the Royalist cause. The fate of
the fort at Inverness is less clear: the land on
which it stood may originally have been feued
by the town and following its decommission
there appears to have been some doubt
regarding its ownership. The forts at Leith and
Ayr were both gifted to loyal members of the
nobility – to the Earl of Lauderdale and the
Earl of Eglinton respectively – and this is
where their paths diverge. Leith was sold at
a healthy profit to the City of Edinburgh very
soon after its acquisition, while Ayr was
retained and made into a site for business and
enterprise which, unfortunately for Eglinton,
never really took off.

Louise Turner, c/o Rathmell Archaeology Ltd., 8
Ashgrove Workshops, Kilwinning, Ayrshire KA13 6PU.
Email: contact@rathmell-arch.co.uk
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the case of Ayr the entire site retains echoes
of its original character surprisingly well,
while, at Leith, early sale resulted in earlier
fragmentation and varying levels of
destruction across its extent. In the long term,
this has meant that of the five forts, Ayr –
which remained in the hands of a single
owner until late into the nineteenth century
– retains more elements of its original
defences and even some isolated elements of
internal structures. The interior of Perth
remains well preserved, as its later history
meant it was never built upon, but no traces
now survive of its defences. Inverlochy was
all but obliterated by the later fort built upon
the same site, but like Leith and Inverness was
THE CASTLE STUDIES GROUP

https://www.st-andrews.ac.uk/history/ssne
/item.php?id=6600

4. Ordnance Survey Name Books, Inverness-shire
1876-8, volume 33, page 28, National Records of
Scotland (NRS), OS1/17/33/28, available at:
https://scotlandsplaces.gov.uk/digital-volumes/ordnancesurvey-name-books/inverness-shire-os-name-books-18761878/inverness-shire-mainland-volume-33/28

5. Ordnance Survey Name Books, Midlothian 1852-3,
volume 83, page 12, NRS, OS1/11/83/12, available at:
https://scotlandsplaces.gov.uk/digital-volumes/ordnancesurvey-name-books/midlothian-os-name-books-18521853/midlothian-volume-83/12

6. See above, ‘Ayrshire Gazetteer’, no. 1.
7. These have included: J H Pagan, Annals of Ayr in
the Olden Time 1560-1692 (Ayr, 1897);
J Strawhorn, The History of Ayr: Royal Burgh and
County Town (Edinburgh, 1968 and 1989); H Caldwell,
H Fraser & L Lyall, ‘Cromwell’s Citadel in Ayr’, Ayrshire
55

JOURNAL NO. 34

Ayr Citadel in Context: the decline and fall of Scotland’s Cromwellian forts
26. Ibid., page 6.
27. Ordnance Survey Name Books, Midlothian 18523, volume 83, page 24, loc. cit
28. Ibid.
29. A F McJannet, Royal Burgh of Irvine (Glasgow,
1938), page 186
30. Caldwell et al., op.cit., page 153
31. Ibid., page 154; Strawhorn, op. cit., page 181
32. Tom Barclay pers. comm.
33. NLS, OS map, 6 inch to 1 mile, Inverness-shire
sheet CL, first edition surveyed 1871, published 1876,
available at https://www.maps.nls.uk
34. Ordnance Survey Name Books, Midlothian 18523, volume 83, pages 11-13, 20, NRS, OS1/11/83/1113,20, available online at:

Archaeological and Natural History Collections, 2nd
series, volume 8 (1969), pages 153-4; and T Barclay
& E J Graham, The Early Transatlantic Trade of Ayr
1640-1750 (Ayrshire Archæological & Natural History
Society, monograph 30 (2005))
8. Pagan, op. cit., page 51
9. Ibid.
10. Barclay & Graham, op. cit., page 17
11. W A Dodd, ‘Ayr: a study of urban growth’, Ayrshire
Archaeological & Natural History Collections, 2ⁿd
series, volume 10 (1972), pages 301-79 at 316
12. Tait, op. cit., page 9
13. Ibid., page 11
14. Pagan, op. cit., page 51; according to New
Statistical Account of Scotland, volume 5, County of
Ayrshire (1845), pages 42-4 at 44, available at
https://stataccscot.edina.ac.uk, Cromwell’s reference was to silver
15. Tait, op. cit., page 11
16. A. Kennedy, ‘Cromwell’s Highland Stronghold:
the Sconce of Inverness’, Scottish Local History, 106
(Summer 2020), pages 3-7
17. T Pollard & O Lelong, Fort William and Inverlochy
Archaeological Project (Historic Conflict in the
Highlands): Data Structure Report (GUARD
Archaeology, Project 2348, 2007)
18. Ibid., page 10.
19. S Cruden, The Scottish Castle (Edinburgh, 1960),
pages 229-30
20. Ordnance Survey Name Books, Midlothian 18523, volume 83, page 24, NRS, OS1/11/83/24, available
online at:

https://scotlandsplaces.gov.uk/digital-volumes/ordnancesurvey-name-books/midlothian-os-name-books-18521853/midlothian-volume-83/11

https://scotlandsplaces.gov.uk/digital-volumes/ordnancesurvey-name-books/perthshire-os-name-books-18591862/perthshire-volume-67/24

35. Kennedy, op. cit page 6.
36. Caldwell et al., op.cit., page 153
37. H. James, Citadel Place, Ayr. Archaeological Evaluation: Preliminary Report (GUARD Archaeology, 2004); D
Sneddon, Citadel Place, Ayr, Archaeological Evaluation:
Data Structure Report (GUARD Archaeology, 2007)
38. P. Duffy, 4 Montgomerie Terrace, Ayr (GUARD
Archaeology, Project 1004, 2001); A K Maule, ‘Ayr
Citadel, South Ayrshire (Ayr parish), watching brief.’
Discovery & Excavation in Scotland, 2ⁿd series,
volume 2 (2001) page 87
39. Thomas Rees, pers. comm.
40. Pollard & Lelong, op. cit., page 43-4
41. G. Brown & S. Stronach, ‘Dock Street, Leith, City
of Edinburgh (City parish of Edinburgh), Cromwellian
Citadel’, Discovery & Excavation in Scotland, 2nd
series, volume 3 (2002), page 48
42. G. Eyre Todd, Famous Scottish Burghs: their
Romantic Story (London, 1923), page 202
43. J Wood, ‘Cromwell’s Fort, Inverness, Highland (Inverness & Bona parish), Watching Brief’, Discovery & Excavation in Scotland, 2ⁿd series, vol. 6 (2005), page 82
44. Ibid.
45. R. Cachart, ‘Princes Street/Marshall Place, Perth
(Perth parish), Cromwellian Citadel’ Discovery &
Excavation in Scotland 1991, page 72
46. S. Stronach, S 1997 ‘Perth Floods Prevention
Scheme (Perth, Tibbermore parishes.’) Discovery &
Excavation in Scotland 1997, pages 64-5

25. Kennedy, op. cit, page 5.

47. Cachart , op. cit.

https://scotlandsplaces.gov.uk/digital-volumes/ordnancesurvey-name-books/midlothian-os-name-books-1852-1853/
midlothian-volume-83/24

21. National Library of Scotland, Ordnance Survey
map (hereafter NLS, OS map), 6 inch to1 mile,
Edinburghshire sheet II, first edition, surveyed 1852,
published 1853, available at: https://www.maps.nls.uk
22. Ordnance Survey Name Books, Midlothian 18523, volume 83, page 24, loc. cit.
23. Kennedy, op. cit. Page 5.
24. Ordnance Survey Name Books, Perthshire 185962, volume 67, pages 23-5, NRS, OS1/25/67/23,
available online at:

THE CASTLE STUDIES GROUP

56

JOURNAL NO. 34

