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1.0 Summary 

 

• 102 events and 10 special exhibitions were offered during HAF, making a 
total of 112 offerings. 

• Over 7,500 people took part with numbers ranging from 3 to 130 per 
event. 

• Covid certainly had an impact, but the festival now has a mixture of in 
person and online events. The online events attracted people from all over 
the world. 

• For the second year in a row, the conference was replaced by online talks 
organised by the Historic Environment Team. The 12 sessions (with 24 
talks) were viewed by 565 people, with more expected to view recordings. 
The HAF YouTube channel has now 61 subscribers, up from 26 in 2020. 

• 95% rated the events as excellent or very good. 

• The festival this year was supported by a grant from Historic Environment 
Scotland. This was used to support the brochure, and also to create 
templates and promotional materials for future festivals. 
 

Altogether it was another successful festival, with an interesting mix of events, 
some new to the festival, and good attendance, especially given Covid concerns.  
 

‘We always look forward to HAF events. It is a brilliant festival, we just 

wish we lived closer so we could attend more. It's our autumn 

highlight.’ 
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2.0 Overview 
 
2.1 The Highland Archaeology Festival (HAF) is co-ordinated by The Highland 
Council’s Historic Environment Team with the aim of using the archaeological 
resources of the Highlands to enable communities to participate in and benefit 
from their heritage. As such the festival clearly relates to one of them main aims 
of Scotland’s Archaeology Strategy (2015): Encouraging Greater Engagement. 
Coordination and promotion were again undertaken by Archaeology for 
Communities in the Highlands (ARCH) on behalf of the Council. 
 
2.2 The festival took place 25th September to 15th October. The last week 
overlapped with the first week of the October school holidays. This year marked 
the 28th year of the festival, and remains the much-anticipated heritage event in 
the Highlands for many individuals and groups. It is the largest regular event of 
this nature in Scotland. 
 
2.3 There was the usual mix of walks, talks, workshops and exhibitions for adults 
and children, although the annual two-day conference this year did not go ahead 
in person, replaced by a series of 12 lunchtime and evening online talks. This 
year 112 events and exhibitions were offered, down from 2019, but impressive 
given the pandemic situation. Events were offered by a number of organisations, 
large and small, and took place throughout the entire Highland Council area. 
Kilmartin Museum in Argyll again also participated. 
 
2.4 Event organisers plan their own events, and decide if they will charge for 
them. The success of the festival is due to the support of all of these museums, 
organisations and individuals. The festival organisers provide advice, a risk 
assessment template, and some publicity. 
 
2.5 The Historic Environment Team and ARCH built on past year’s successes: 

• The website with events listings and online booking and payment for the 
conference is now well established and widely used. 

• The mixture of online and in person was popular. 

• Two CPD sessions were offered, but due to the pandemic the in person 
events had to be cancelled. One, on basic finds conservation, was run as 
an online event, and attracted 38 people, far more than could have 
attended in person. Around half were from outwith the Highlands. 

• The geocache trail continues to attract people, though no new caches 
were added this year. Vandalism remains an issue in a few places, and a 
few have been withdrawn. This remains a good way to attract a wider 
audience to HAF, as the caches contain the booklet. 

• The number of self-guided trails continues to increase, and this year 
included the launch of the revised Highland Pictish trail. 
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3.0 Analysis of events 

 
3.1 The HAF 2021 brochure listed 109 individual events and exhibitions taking 
place during the festival period, and a further 3 events were added after the 
brochure went to print. The 10 special exhibitions ran for a period of time during 
the festival, sometimes only a few days, others for the full period, but in 
calculations here are treated as one event. Ten events were cancelled due to 
insufficient bookings, weather, a local funeral or concerns about Covid. Therefore 
in total 102 events took place. This is less than 2019, our last year with both in 
person and online events, but understandable and laudable given the pandemic. 
While we expected indoor events to be less popular, in fact several of these had 
good attendance. 
 
3.2 Thirty self-guided trails were publicised, an increase on the 19 signposted in 
2019. Information about these trails is available year round on the HAF website.  
 
3.3 During HAF, events (including exhibitions) take place throughout the Highland 
Council area and stretching into Moray and Argyll.  

 

Area 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 
Caithness,  
Sutherland, 
E. Ross 
(total / % for year) 

3 
8 
26 
(37 / 36%) 

 11 
15 
39 
(65 / 
41%) 

6 
21 
26 
(53 / 37%) 

5 
12 
44 
(61 / 
40%) 

7 
16 
33 
(56 / 
34%) 

W.Ross, 
Skye & Lochalsh 
Lochaber 
(total / % for year) 

16 
3 
7 
(26 / 25%) 

 11 
6 
16 
(33 / 
21%) 

8 
6 
9 
(23 / 16%) 

8 
4 
7 
(19 / 
12%) 

16 
2 
6 
(24 / 
14%) 

Inverness & 
Inverness-shire 
Nairn, 
Badenoch & 
Strathspey 
(total / % for year) 

11 
 
3 
3 
 
(17 / 17%) 

 36 
 
2 
9 
 
(47 / 
30%) 

43 
 
2 
4 
 
(49 / 34%) 

47 
 
4 
13 
 
(64 / 
42%) 

23 
23 
2 
26 
 
(74 / 
44%) 

Outwith the area 
Moray 
Argyll 
(total / % for year) 

 
0 
4 
(4 / 4%) 

  
6 
6 
(12 / 8%) 

 
16 
4 
(20 / 14%) 

 
4 
5 
 (9; 6%) 

 
12 
 
(12; 7%) 

Online events 
(total / % for year) 

18 
(18 / 18%) 

12 
(12 / 
100%) 

0 0 0 1 
 

TOTALS (102 / 
 100%) 

(12 / 
100%) 

(157/ 
100%) 

(145 /  
100%) 

(153 / 
100%) 

(167 / 
100%) 

Note: Includes exhibitions, does not include cancelled events. Previous years’ figures from 
previous reports. 
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3.4 Of the areas, Nairn and Skye continue to be least represented, but both 
suffered from cancellations this year. The support by Gairloch Museum, the West 
Highland Museum and Tain and District Civic Trust in organising a range of 
activities in particular was noteworthy.  
 
3.5 The HAF mailing list has around 100 heritage organisations and over 50 
museums and archives which are approached to offer an event. Museums in 
general, however, were less likely to offer either special exhibitions or events. 
Some remained closed in 2021, while others did not have capacity to organise. 
There was no input from the Countryside rangers this year.   
 
3.6 Few individuals offered events, and the concerns with insurance remain a 
hurdle. In a few cases, individuals were matched with organisations who could 
provide cover. 
 
3.7 More online talks were offered this year. Twelve sessions were organised by 
the Historic Environment Team, with some sessions offering several speakers, 
resulting in 24 talks. These attracted an international audience, but were well 
received locally too (see Comments in Appendix 1). Other online talks offered by 
other organisations also proved popular. A talk on String offered by Karen Hardy 
and Caroline Dear was hosted by HET as their bookings were way above 100. 
Where speakers agreed, the HET talks and String were also posted on the HAF 
Youtube channel. As of 31 December 2021 these have attracted 288 additional 
views.  
 
3.8 The majority of events (76%) were offered as free, but with donations 
welcome, or with a suggested donation. This is up from 66% in 2019. The more 
established museums were more likely to charge for their events as funding 
becomes tighter. 
 
3.9 44% of the events were advertised by their organisers as being accessible to 
people with disabilities. However, most indoor events were accessible for people. 
 
3.10 Organisers were asked if their events were suitable for children 
accompanied by adults or aimed specifically at children. Of those who replied 
56% were suitable for accompanied children though only 5 events were targeted 
solely at children. In part this may be because museums were less likely to offer 
events this year, and in part due to heightened Covid risk with children. 

 
3.11 A CPD session on Basic Finds Conservation was organised by ScARF, but 
due to Covid and staff availability was moved online. This resulted in a greater 
number of people attending, from a wider area. We hope to offer more CPD in 
the coming year, and ideally follow up the 2021 session with a practical in person 
event. 
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4.0 Event Attendees: Numbers and Origins 

 
4.1 We asked organisers to let us know how many people attended their event, 
how many of these were from outwith the Highlands and how many were 
children. Virtually all event organisers responded, and all but one museum. 
Attendance was variable, with even some indoor events well attended. There 
were no large events such as the annual Strathnairn Vintage Agricultural Display. 
Museum visits were also down in some cases, as some museums required 
people to book and had limits.  Some people who attended more than one event 
will also be counted more than once. Nevertheless, we can conclude that we had 
over 7500 attendees (including to virtual events), down from 2019 where we 
estimated over 10,000 people attended HAF events. 
 
4.2 It is difficult to know for certain how many people living outwith the Highlands 
attended HAF events. Attendees at HET online events were encouraged to list in 
the chat where they were joining from, with responses from: 

• The Highlands including Easter Ross, Wester Ross, Inverness and areas 
around Fort William, Skye, Caithness, Sutherland 

• Rest of 
Scotland 
including 
Orkney, 
Barra 
Edinburgh, 
Glasgow, 
Moray, 
Aberdeen, 
Oban, 
Dumfries 

• Elsewhere 
in the UK: 
London, 
Lincoln, 
Bradford, 
Leicester, 
Cambridge, Ely, Wiltshire, Somerset, Belfast 

• Abroad: US (Vermont, Maryland, Arkansas, 
Minnesota, Ohio, Florida, Oregon, Washington, 
California), Canada (Newfoundland, Ontario), 
France 

Some organisers asked their attendees where they came from, and together they 
estimated over 200 came from outwith the Highlands at events and over 200 to 
exhibitions. This is probably an underestimate. The events and exhibitions on the 
NC500 and at Castle Roy, Strathspey reported in general more people from 
outwith the Highlands than other areas. 
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We also asked people on their evaluation forms to list their postcode. Of the 36 
forms returned, the majority were from the Highlands, but of those outwith the 
Highlands, some came from as far away as the southern England. The map 
however is also slanted towards those events where the organisers ensured 
feedback forms were filled in and returned.  
 
4.3 Many people attend more than one event. However, since the forms were 
sometimes handed in during the HAF fortnight, it is difficult to gauge how many 
events people attended, and survey monkey responses reflect only one per 
event. A few organisers made sure that people filled in the form on the day, and 
these tended to only list that one event. We also know anecdotally some people 
used more than one form. In 2021 only 26 people using forms filled in this data. 
However, comments on online chat indicated that many people attended more 
than one talk.  
 

HAF events attended 2021 2019 2018 2017 2016 
One event 58% 77% 67% 70% 72% 

Two events 11% 9% 16% 11% 7% 

Three events  6% 6% 4% 2% 

Four events  2% 5% 3% 11% 

Five or more events 31% 6% 6% 11% 8% 

Total (%) 26 (100%) 161 (100%) 127 (100%) 114 (100%) 141 (100%) 
Note: Previous years’ data from previous reports, and reflect intended number of events rather 
than actual attendance. 2017 data excludes on-line feedback which didn’t ask this question, and 
people who did not answer the question on the feedback form. 

 
5.0 Audience Feedback 

 
5.1 Feedback forms were sent to each organiser for distribution. They were also 
available online from the website as well as links to an online survey monkey 
version. Only 36 responses were received, 9 of these on survey monkey. This is 
one of the lowest response rates we have had in recent years, and more 
attention should be focussed on how to get more feedback in subsequent years.  
 
5.2 Questions asked were designed to allow comparison with previous surveys. 
In addition, people were asked if they had used the HAF website. The forms 
asked people to rate statements from 1 to 5, with one being the best and 5 being 
the worst. This year there were fewer signs of people being confused by the 
rating scale.   
 
5.3 In addition to the forms, people were encouraged to provide feedback at 
online events using the chat facility. Appendix 1 lists the comments received on 
forms and in the chat.  
 
5.4 Overall Satisfaction with events 
Feedback was obtained from people attending 44 events. Of those who filled in 
the forms, reporting on 39 events, 63% found them excellent, 32% very good, 6% 
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satisfactory, 1% unsatisfactory and <1% poor. This is similar to previous years. In 
general satisfaction levels appear to remain at a fairly high standard over the 
years. 
 

Rating of 
Event 

2021 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 

Excellent (1) 63% 76% 77% 66% 70% 83% 72% 68% 72% 
Very Good (2) 32% 21% 19% 28% 22% 13% 22% 29% 25% 
OK (3) 5% 0% 3% 2% 7% 1% 2% 2% 3% 
Fair (4) 0% 1% 0% 3% 1% 0 0 1% 0 
Poor (5) <1% 2% <1% <1% <1% 0 0 0 0 
Total 77 

(100%) 
313 
(100%) 

262(100
%) 

258 
(100%) 

273 
(100%) 

24 
(100%) 

19 
(100%) 

 
100% 

 
100% 

Data for previous years from previous reports. 
 

People also rated the organisation of each event, and again show high 
satisfaction. 

Rating of Event % 2021 2019 2018 2017 2016 
Excellent (1) 58% 75% 80% 67% 75% 
Very Good (2) 35% 19% 17% 26% 15% 
OK (3) 4% 2% 2% 2% 8% 
Fair (4) 3% 1% 0% 2% 2% 
Poor (5)  2% <1% 2% 0 
Total 100% 99% 100% 99% 100% 

 
5.5 Finding out about events 
People learned about events from a number of sources, and many people used 
more than one source. Of the 37 responses to this question: 
 

• By far and away the largest number reported hearing about events from 
the brochure (16). This year they were also asked where they got the 
brochure, with the most common answers being at a community hall (6), 
library (5), by post (3), bookshop (1) and retail outlet (1).  

• 15 people reported learning about an event online, the HAF website (7) or 
on facebook or via email.  

• Word of mouth (3) and a poster (1) were also cited. Word of mouth 
remains an important source. Anecdotally we know that local societies and 
museums also helped to promote. 
 

5.6 There was a range of feedback received on all aspects of HAF, and these 
can be found in Appendix 1. In general most feedback was positive. 
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6.0 Organiser Feedback 

 
6.1 We invited feedback from all organisers when chasing for numbers attending 
the events, and in particular asked if they thought Covid had affected their 
numbers, and if the lack of a printed brochure next year might impact on uptake.  
 
6.2 The feedback was mixed. Some felt Covid definitely affected numbers, while 
others were less sure. Those organising outdoor events in general felt that Covid 
had little affect in people deciding whether to attend or not. Some museum 
organisers noted that Covid had certainly had an impact on people visiting their 
museums. 

6.3 The feedback on brochure use was also mixed. See 9.2 below.  

7.0 HET Online Talks 
 
7.1 Due to the Covid situation, it was decided early against having an in person 
conference. Instead, 12 online sessions were organised, some with multiple talks 
resulting in 24 talks. Last year the festival also had 12 evening talks which were 
well regarded and popular.  This year the talks were a mixture of lunchtime and 
evening. The timing did not seem to affect numbers, although it was clear that 
some people were able only to join for the hour at lunchtime. Future lunchtime 
talks should plan accordingly. In addition, we hosted an online talk on String 
organised by two individuals, whose bookings could not be accommodated on 
the ARCH Zoom license. 
 
7.2 Three talks were full session specials: the launch of Highland Regional 
ScARF, for which HET was a partner, was the first talk, and the programme 
closed with a talk on the Migdale hoard by Alison Sheridan. Originally it was 
hoped to celebrate the publication of Culduthel at the conference, but instead we 
had an online talk by the author Candy Hatherley just as the book was published. 
Other talks covered a variety of themes as would have occurred in the 
conference including architectural studies, student research, recent fieldwork, 
results of scientific research projects and issues linking tourism and heritage. 
 
7.4 The talks were hosted using the Council’s Microsoft Teams software, which 
on the whole worked satisfactory. There was technical support available to help 
before and during sessions. This made a big difference: even if people still had 
problems connecting, they felt that someone was helping out. Technical issues 
were by and large simple (unfamiliarity on how to connect, the fact that each talk 
had a separate link), but a few were less easy to diagnose. We quickly learned 
that asking people to leave and reconnect solved most problems. Technical 
issues at one speaker’s end resulted in some disruption but she sent a new 
recorded version later. 
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7.5 The online talks attracted people from all over the world (see 4.2). Although 
we encouraged people to let us know where they were joining from, most people 
did not do so. While the online talks allowed people from outwith the area to be part of 
the festival, the talks were also appreciated by local people, as noted in several 
comments (see Appendix 1), some of whom would not have travelled to see them in 
person.  
 
7.6 As last year, many more people booked than actually connected: 909 people 
booked, and 638 attended on the days, representing 70%. This is better than last 
year. Numbers ranged from 21 (student research session) to 81 (two talks on 
Caithness). This is down from last year, but online talks are not the novelty they 
were last year. 
 
7.7 The Teams Chat facility allowed comments during the talks, and these were 
generally favourable. In a few cases the evaluation forms recorded feedback on 
these online talks, which were also generally favourable. Comments from both 
chat and feedback forms are included in Appendix 1. 
 

7.8 Where speakers permitted, the talks were recorded and placed on the HAF 
Youtube channel in late November. This has resulted in 288 viewings up to 31 
December 2021 (including the String talk hosted by HET). In 2020 the channel 
had 26 subscribers, and it currently has 61. 
 
7.9 There is clearly demand for online talks to be offered as part of HAF in future 
festivals, even when in person conferences again become possible. This 
presents an opportunity to attract high profile speakers from further afield. 
 

8.0 Geocache Trail 
 
The HAF geocache trail continues to be popular, although vandalism is 
increasingly a problem and several have had to be withdrawn. All are listed on 
the geocaching website (www.geocaching.org) under the account HAFCaches. 
People who find the geocaches sign a log book, post comments on the 
geocaching website or both.  
 
The intent of the geocaches was to attract people who might not otherwise think 
themselves interested in heritage or might not know how to find out about what 
was happening, and the caches are big enough to hold HAF brochures. The 
number of locations should be expanded if possible in future years. 

 
9.0 HAF Website 

 
The website continues to be well used and useful, allowing events to be added, 
information about cancellations and fuller details than the brochure allowed. It 
also allowed events to be publicised as soon as they were confirmed, with initial 
entries being added from July onwards.  

http://www.geocaching.org/
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Although only 7 people reported in feedback forms using the website, we know 
that it was consulted far more. Analysis of website statistics show a substantial 
increase in website use from 2019. 
 

 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 
Sessions during festival 2930 1935 1515 1168 1507 1194 

Page Views 6171  4952 3622 4192 3579 

Hits for Home Page 1598  1112 892 685 955 

Hits for Event Calendar 3954  2681 1772 2492 2085 

Hits for Conference Page n/a n/a 447 380 442 350 

Total sessions, including leading 
up to the festival 

7372 3824 3323 3311 4188 2694 

Total page views, including 
leading up to the festival 

17388  8489 10834 12803 9338 

 
9.0 HAF Publicity 
 
9.1 HAF publicity consists of a press release submitted to the main newspapers, 
poster templates provided to organisers and the HAF website. The brochure is 
distributed to a mailing list comprised of those who have requested to be on it, all 
libraries, museums, secondary and primary schools, leisure centres, tourist 
information centres and points and a few other suggested venues. This year the 
Highland Council service points remained closed, so no copies of the brochure 
were distributed as usual there. The festival is promoted on social media on the 
HET HER Facebook page. External organisations such as Society of Antiquaries 
of Scotland (for Digit!) and Archaeology Scotland (for Scottish Archaeology 
Month) also promoted the festival on their websites and social media, as did 
some other local organisations.  The sheer number of events offered during HAF 
meant that none of these other providers listed all the events, because it would 
have swamped their listings. Emails were also sent to the list of museums and 
heritage organisations asking them to promote the festival to their members.  

9.2 The brochure remains a popular way to promote the festival, but is costly to 
print. On feedback forms, it was the main source of information. Organisers of 
events were asked how important the website was for promotion of their events. 
The feedback was mixed. Those who use and like the brochure said that they 
hoped it would continue, with one organiser noting that all of the copies sent to 
their heritage centre were taken. Another museum reported however that few of 
their brochures were taken. A local museum noted that they had a number of 
enquiries about the event from people who had read about it in the brochure, 
despite them having an active social media event page. She added: ‘I don’t think 
not printing the brochure would impact on attendance at our events, but that it 
may not bring our events to the attention of wider audiences who do not regularly 
use online resources.’ 
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In general, those who are frequent facebook users did not see the need for the 
brochure. The organiser of a family event stated: ‘I really like the hard-copy 
brochure you do each year. It's a useful and attractive publication. That said, I 
fully understand and can certainly condone your reasoning for considering the 
move to an exclusively digital format. I think the usual argument that older people 
tend not to access events advertised digitally becomes less and less relevant 
every year.’ One organiser who uses IT noted: ‘While printed brochures are nice 
for me (and visitors) to hold, a web-site with comprehensive search facilities.  
Especially one that is mobile phone efficient is - I think - just as good.’  
 
The feedback forms to attendees asked if people were able to attend online 
events, with 27 saying yes and 3 saying no. This suggests that there still are 
people who will not be able to access the HAF website for future publicity.
 
9.3 The HET team has been considering ways to promote the festival without a 
brochure. These include an A5 flyer which will be distributed as the brochure 
was, and a listing which can be printed from the website or on request for those 
who don’t use computers. However, the necessity to prepare a listing, even for 
the website, means that savings will only be in the printing and postage. 
Sponsorship for the brochure could also be considered. 
 
9.4 A poster which could be customised was sent to all organisers. This provides 
good visual branding for the event. It is unclear how many people used it. A 
template is in preparation so these can be used every year, with only the date 
changed.  
 
9.5 It remains clear that other methods will be needed to reach a larger audience. 
Feedback forms and comments suggest there are still people who did not know 
about the festival beforehand. Other strategies for wider promotion should also 
be considered, though this will have budget implications. 
 
9.6 In addition to funding the brochure this year, the grant from Historic 
Environment Scotland was used to create promotional materials which can be 
used in subsequent years, thereby 
making the festival more cost efficient. 
These include the template for a flyer 
and posters where only the dates need 
updating and portable banners.  
 
 
 
Exhibition at Glenfinnan Station 
Museum 
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10. Conclusions 

 
10.1 The Highland Archaeology Festival continues to be a very popular annual 
event, with a loyal local audience and good support from a number of local, 
regional and national organisations. Numbers of events were high, and many 
people participated, even in an uncertain year due to the pandemic. The 
feedback shows 95% rated the events as excellent or very good. The success 
could not have been done without the many local organisations that volunteered 
their events – and then often participated as well. 
 
10.2 This year was challenging due to the pandemic, but many people were 
clearly delighted to be able to visit sites and even some indoor events. The 
variety of offerings again resulted in a diverse and vibrant programme. 
 
10.3 The online talks, particularly those organised by HET, were popular and 
enabled a more widespread and larger audience to be reached than would have 
been done by an in person conference alone. The return of an in person 
conference together with an online programme will enable the festival to expand.  
 
10.4 The festival continues to fit very well with The Highland Council’s 
organisational objectives: 

• supporting sustainable economic group 
As noted above, HAF attracts people from outwith the Highlands, but it also 
encourages visitors from the Highlands to explore other areas. Some museums 
see it as a way to encourage people into the museum, especially at a time after 
the main tourist season. Some societies use it as a way to promote their 
organisation and gain new members. 

• Delivering health and learning benefits 
The range of events, inside and out, promoting the Highland’s heritage provides 
a varied and cost-effective learning platform. The conference provides an 
opportunity to learn about research and fieldwork which otherwise would not be 
available. Many of the events were outdoor walks, and encouraged healthy 
activity, hopefully encouraging people to continue to explore the rich heritage on 
their doorsteps. 

• Protecting the natural and cultural heritage of the Highlands 
The cultural heritage of the Highlands is a rich asset. By promoting local heritage, 
including opportunities to learn more about it, its importance will be better 
appreciated and protected for the future. HAF is an important aspect of the 
outreach work of the Highland Council Historic Environment Team – and is much 
appreciated by the public. 
 
10.5 There is much to build on for 2022. We hope to continue to expand the 
number of groups taking part and to encourage more people to explore 
museums. We will also continue to reassess our publicity to see if we can better 
spread the word to those who are unaware of the festival and to support local 
organisations. And we will try to identify areas where cost savings can be made. 
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Appendix 1              Comments 2021 

 
Comments in quotes are from online sessions chat facility, facebook or email feedbacks 
General 

• ‘HAF is really impressive!’ 

• This is the first year I have attended any HAF Events. It certainly won't be the last 

• We always look forward to HAF events. It is a brilliant festival, we just wish we lived 

closer so we could attend more. It's our autumn highlight 

• Thank you to every involved in organising this festival and making it happen 

• Although I have only managed one event this year, I thought the programme of events 

was excellent and I take my hat off to the organisers for pulling it altogether in these 

difficult times 

• Suggestion: We went to Castle Roy and then on to the museum in Grantown. I think it 

would have been great for those people who didn't know about the festival to have had it 

pointed out to them that there was somewhere else to go locally, e.g the museum point at 

Castle Roy was open for ta{illegible} and vice versa. This could boost numbers 

• Keep going! Excellent did not have time 

• Excellent as usual. Many thanks 

 

Brochure 
• I definitely still see more to attend, having the hard  copy to hand... Bonar Bridge Library 

had a good local supply. 

• If there is no printed brochure next year will it be possible that a "PDF" version is 

available to download and print off at home? 

Specific Events 
• E23 (Kilmartin Glen walks) and E67 (Achnabreck rock art): We really enjoyed the 

guided walks. The volunteers Dan and Craig were extremely knowledgeable. Walks were 

well organised and we've certainly learned a lot about the history of the Kilmartin area. 

We are looking forward to visiting the museum in 2023! 

• Various feedback in visitor book for E31 (Castle Roy open days), from local, England 

and U.S.A: Very good. Wonderful.  A fantastic achievement. Well done! . Amazing. Great 

place. Interesting place to visit. Amazing what progress in the last 5 months! Wonderful to 

finally see inside; thank you so much for the informative chat. Fantastic. What a change. 

Can’t believe the difference – well done. Fantastic tour. Great tour – we’ll be back in a 

few years to see progress.  Wonderful place, such excellent work to preserve the history 

of an important building for the future. Excellent. Wonderful. It’s looking good. Thank you 

for a lovely tour – very much enjoyed. Beautiful work. Great job. 

• E35 (Kirkmichael open days): Very interesting tour and explanation of the graveyard 

and impressive stones, and a journey through time visiting the {illegible} the chance. 

• E35 (Kirkmichael open days): Excellent, keep it up! Good tour from Dr James Mackay, 

so interesting 

• E42 (Conan Stone open day): Really appreciated the Sunday opening of Dingwall 

Museum so we could see the Conan stone 

• E43 (The Wilds of Breakachy): Our guided tour of Breakachy was fantastic thanks to 

the landowner and guide Roland Spencer Jones – very enjoyable 

• E60 (Exploring Ardross): ‘It was an excellent tour and a wonderful day and I look 

forward to another one’ 

• E67 (Achnabreck Rock Art): Interesting afternoon despite the downpour which 

inevitably hindered what could be done. Needed to properly understand what will be done 
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with the results of the rock art project afterward. First time I've been aware of the HAF. 

Will look out for more. 

• E69 (An Evening with Archaeologists): ‘A tremendous and absorbing evening’. ‘Most 

interesting . All the speakers were very good especially the lady from Aberdeen’. ‘It was 

great to be able to join the zoom evening with the archaeologists even while we were on 

holiday in Norway.’ 

• E61 (Broadford Marble Quarry): ‘Thank you very much for hosting such an interesting 

tour of the marble works today. Your positivity, professionalism, warmth and dedication 

shone through – so important for engaging new subscribers’ 

HET Online Talks 
General:  

• ‘I’m really enjoying these festival talks’ [from Arkansas]. ‘Love these webinars’ [from 

Seattle]. ‘All events have been fantastic and very much appreciated, thanks Kirsty 

and all’.  

• I've attended many years of HAF – I have to say, with the online events I was 

definitely able to attend more than I would have done in person. I attended 6 online 

talks, I might have done 2 or 3 if they were all in person events? It's the geography 

for everyone isn't it, that would be a lot of miles and travel time to try and fit in. This 

was great – a couple I probably wouldn't have travelled for were actually the most 

interesting talks! 

• I do miss the "in person" thing, I don't know if there is a happy medium – 

broadcasting live talks maybe so you can do either? Or just recording for viewing at 

any time? 

• The recorded talks are a great idea – again I will catch up on a couple I missed I 

hope when they go up 

• The lunchtime hour long talks – perfect for the working day – again I wouldn't have 

been able to do this with travel wither side 

• I missed the eventbrite booking being last minute but got an immediate reply from 

Susan from this address with a link so I could join one of the talks last minute – once 

again, online and we can all get to more of these! 

• The access to the on-line talks was also really good, it meant, for us, that we didn't 

have to travel the 35 miles each way to Inverness for a talk. This is good for 

everybody and the planet, though it is nice to actually meet people but we did lots of 

that at the outings and walks. Well done to everybody for a marvellous program, 

thank you all very much. 

• We attended most of the on-line presentations. We both thoroughly enjoyed the talks, 

a chance to hear scientific presentations again was so welcome and helped re-

energise ageing brains! We hope that you continue with this format in future years. It 

allows people to attend from far and wide, without excessive additional travel and 

accommodation costs, not to mention reduced Carbon emissions. 

Specific Talks: 
• E25 (ScARF launch): ‘The Scarf launch was fab. I can’t wait to get stuck in to 

it’.’Highland HER is an absolutely amazing resource – we appreciate all the work the 

team do on it!’ ‘It was absolutely fantastic working with Susan and everyone else on it 

[HighARF]. We are lucky to have such talent in the sector in Scotland.’ ‘This is a 

really fantastic resource and provides a workable way to progress. There has been 

so much antiquarian investigation in the Highlands it is, as Susan says, almost 

impossible to find a lot of this. Having it all pulled together is one of the greatest 

developments in our archaeology within the last decades. Well done, and thank you 

especially to Susan’. ‘Looks great’. ‘Very impressive – congratulations. A great 
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resource’. ‘An amazing achievement – thank you everyone’. ‘Congratulations to 

everyone involved. I cannot wait to dive into these resources and explore what has 

been created here!’ ‘Great resource. Don’t click on it late at night- you’ll be on into the 

small hours … incredible sheer amount on there already – thanks to all’. ‘Thank you. 

Great resource. Look forward to using it’. ’Well done Susan and everyone.’ ‘Excellent 

overview, Susan!’ 

• E27 (AOC excavations): ‘Very interesting and excellent details’. ‘Thank you all for the 
wonderful talks!’ ‘Well done everyone. Fascinating work.’ ‘Thank you so much to all 
presenters and to HAF for these talks. very interesting. Can't wait to see the publications 
and post ex results.’ ‘Thank you for the excellent talks and look forward to studying the 
talks again on the youtube site.’ ‘Thank you to all the presenters - great stuff!’ ‘This was 
wonderful’ 

• E30 (Castle Roy;  Pictish Lives): ‘Thank you very much. Fascinating’. ‘Fascinating talk!’ 

‘Fascinating - thank you ladies      ’. ‘Thanks, enjoyed so much.’ 

• E45 (Caithness talks): ‘Thank you Martin, you are always a superb presenter and 

teacher. Fascinating.’ ‘Really interesting’. ‘Thank you so much Colleen. Really interesting 

presentation. I had no idea that site was so rich and wide ranging.’ ‘Great talk.’ 

‘Wonderful’ 

• E51 (Heritage & Tourism): ‘I'm struck by the ways in which Julian's work around memory 

and meaning can expand perspectives on regenerative tourism -- offering tourists the 

opportunity to come away with fresh perspectives on their own people and places. Thank 

you.’ ‘the film is great, in juxtaposing what teh spaces used to look like, what they look 

like now, and what they will look like! Elegantly and concisely told’. ‘A very illuminating, 

inspiring group of talks!’ ‘This was so great. Thank you so much.’ ‘Thank you to the 

speakers and festival’ 

• E53 (Whisky Heritage): ‘Fascinating! Thank you.’ ‘Excellent talk.’ ‘That was excellent!’ 
‘Very interesting overview móran taing!’ ‘Thank you for such an interesting talk’  

• E58 (Culduthel): ‘Fabulous.’ ‘Well done Candy. Looking forward to reading the book.’ 

‘Great talk. That is a very good site. The glass beads are beautiful.’ ‘Very much enjoyed 

the talk!’ ‘Thanks so much for an excellent talk.’ ‘Excellent, wonderfully detailed talk. 

Thank you so very much.’ ‘Thank you very much. Fascinating.’ ‘Great talk’. ‘Thanks, it 

was great’. ‘Thanks, super interesting’ ‘Cheers for the talk      super interesting to know 

the history of the local area.’ ‘Brilliant talk. Can’t wait to get the book. Thank you.’ ‘Very 

interesting      ’ 

• E66 (Architectural Studies…): Got immediate response to late booking request thus able 

to attend 

• E64 (Dendrochrology): ‘Fascinating thank you’. ‘Great talks Coralie and Rob. The wood 

pasture information seems to have great potential also for understanding better the role 

grazing had in prehistory, particularly the impact Neolithic communities had on native 

Scottish woodland’. ‘Very interesting’. ‘Brilliant potential’. ‘Thanks for excellent talks’. 

‘Thanks, great info’.  

• E65 (Bellfield excavations. Treasure Trove): ‘Fantastic, thank you.’ ‘Great. Very 

interesting’. Excellent, thanks.’ ‘Couldn’t connect …now can’t hear Emily speaking, bit of 

a disaster’. ‘while we wait for Emily, can I just say how wonderful all the presentations 

have been over the last two weeks.  They are very much appreciated’. ‘Thanks Emily & 

Owain for very interesting talks, also the organisers - very much appreciated. Thanks for 

sharing them with us all’. Thanks to all, so interesting and all sorted fine in the end      . 

‘Many thanks, a good session despite the tech issues’. 

• E66 (Architecture studies): ‘3 superb talks. Thank you so much’. ‘The format with 3 such 

different talks was great, it's almost better than one long talk - we get to hear about 
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contrasting projects and can follow them up later ourselves. Thank you’ ‘Thank you so 

much’ ‘Thank you all, 3 equally brill talks – what a lovely evening      ’ 

• E68 (Student research): ‘Very interesting thank you.’ ‘Fantastic talk’. 

• E73 (Migdale): ‘Thank you Alison for a great talk and thank you to the whole team for a 
fantastic range of talks over the last weeks’. ‘Another terrific talk from Alison, thank you 
very much. And thanks to all the organisers of the Highland Archaeology Festival for a 
great series of events and for sharing them with us all.’ ‘Thank you so much Alison for a 
fantastic talk, full of information to follow up. You could do a whole series!’ ‘Thank you for 
a very interesting talk’. 

 
 


