
Scotland’s Gardens and Landscape Heritage (SGLH) and Landscape Institute Scotland (LIS) joint 

response to draft HES policy document Principles and Practice for Designation, Annex 4: The 

Inventory of gardens and designed landscapes 

Response:   

The introduction which comprises 4 paragraphs setting out how HES decide whether a garden and 

designed landscape is of national importance for inclusion in the inventory is welcomed. 

 

Parra 3.  Split into further sentences to aid reader.  The purpose of the inventory is to identify sites of 

national importance.  To provide information . . . 

Inventory Records 

Both parties consider that defining the extent (boundary) of the designation only is a missed 

opportunity in conveying a site.  Therefore, we would ask that consideration is given to including the 

following information on the accompanying map:  all listed buildings within the designation; site of 

manor house (if applicable); approaches; core policies; historic views and vistas; label features of 

interest (Ice House/Walled Garden/Doo-cot/Folly/Burial Ground/place names etc.)   

The current assessment criteria are:  

• work of art; 

• historic value; 

• horticultural, Arboricultural or silvicultural value; 

• architectural value; 

• scenic value; 

• nature conservation value; 

• archaeological value 

The proposed assessment criteria are: 

• artistic interest; 

• historical interest; 

• horticultural interest; 

• architectural interest; 

• archaeological interest; 

• scenic interest; 

• nature conservation interest 

We support the replacement of value, with interest. 

Under artistic interest we welcome the inclusion of whether it was appreciated by its contemporary 

society as a work of art in its own right 

Under horticultural interest we welcome the explanation of the terms Arboricultural and 

Silvicultural. 

In addition to the above assessment criteria, integrity and social value (interest?).  HES 

interpretation of integrity is expanded upon.  However, we query the statement that HES does not 



designate ‘lost’ gardens and designed landscapes, or those which cannot be readily understood due 

to the extent of their physical alteration, including the partial or total loss of their components.     

We consider that the term ‘lost’ must not preclude remnant gardens.  An example would be King’s 

Knot at Stirling.  A ‘lost’ garden designated in the inventory gardens & designed landscapes, a site 

where only the geometric earthworks to the early 17th Century gardens survive.  

Consider retitling Social value to Social and community interest? 

We welcome the inclusion of this criteria as it recognises the important role which public parks often 

play in hosting large scale community events.  


