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This project was funded by Historic Environment Scotland (HES) and the Heritage Lottery Fund (HLF) through the
Clyde and Avon Landscape Partnership (CAVLP).

Introduction
Since 2008, Scotland’s Garden and Landscape Heritage (SGLH) and its predecessor the Garden History
Society in Scotland (GHSS) have initiated and supervised projects involving volunteers in the research, survey
and recording of historic gardens and landscape in various areas of Scotland. The informal recording groups
completed a significant number of recording projects, some records of which are available on the CANMORE
website 1. Building upon these, SGLH set up a pilot project called Glorious Gardens in 2014-2015 (known as
GG1) with the intention to provide a template for research, survey and recording projects involving volunteer
groups across Scotland, starting with the Clyde and Avon Valley area and the Falkirk area 2. Financial support
came from Historic Environment Scotland (HES) and the Heritage Lottery Fund (HLF) through the Clyde and
Avon Landscape Partnership (CAVLP). The recording group in the Clyde and Avon Valley surveyed twelve
sites, and produced a series of reports that form valuable sources of information3.
The purpose of the current study, the second phase of the Glorious Gardens project (referred to as GG2), is to
build on the work of GG1 to develop a conservation strategy for the Clyde and Avon Valley area (see Figure 1),
and also to develop conservation guidance notes for landowners. Volunteer involvement comes in the form of
attendance at, and participation in, a series of workshops designed to allow stakeholders to influence the
content of the strategy by identifying priorities and issues relating to the conservation of designed
landscapes. This strategy is therefore a result of workshop discussions with the stakeholders, who included
landowners, land managers, relevant officers of statutory bodies such as HES, Scottish Natural Heritage
(SNH), the Clyde and Avon Valley Landscape Partnership, local interest groups and volunteers who were
involved in the GG1 research and recording.
The strategy is designed to be applicable to not only the sites researched during the GG1 phase, but also to
other designed landscapes across the area. It is not a detailed management plan with specific actions
identified for specific features within an estate, but is intended to be a strategic approach to conserving the
valued designed landscapes of the whole of the Clyde and Avon valley area. It therefore considers high-level
issues, yet may pick out detail-level features that are of significance to the experience of the valleys as a
whole.
The Clyde and Avon valleys are a unique and beautiful landscape, which has contributed to the livelihoods
and lives of local people for many generations, through mining, industry, horticulture, farming and recreation,
leading to deep and personal connections to this special place. The investment through the work of the
CAVLP, including hundreds of local volunteers, to restore the area's designed landscapes and create new
woodlands, and make nature and historic sites more accessible through improved trails, community and
school workshops and new interpretation, has strengthened those connections and led to a new appreciation
of this area. CAVLP has also invested in skills, networks and support infrastructure so that more people
understand what is special about their place and can work together to protect and manage it into the future
for all to enjoy and benefit from. This has included support for the GG1 project, which has allowed volunteers
to learn and appreciate designed landscapes in the valleys.
The structure of this report includes the following sections:






The existing resource – its history and what remains
The role of the designed landscapes in the character of the valley
Conservation and Management Issues
Priorities for conservation
Conservation for Designed Landscapes – A strategy for the valley

https://canmore.org.uk
The Falkirk area conservation strategy work will be carried out in 2018-2019
3
the web address of the SGLH Collection on CANMORE is: https://canmore.org.uk/collection/result?COLLECTION=1559026
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 Implementing the strategy
The methodology for the project is set out in Appendix 1.

Sources of Information
The key sources of information about the designed landscapes of the Clyde and Avon Valley are the reports
produced during the first stage of the Glorious Gardens project (the GG1 reports), the citations for the Historic
Environment Scotland Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes, existing conservation management
plans, and historic maps.
The Strategy builds upon the work undertaken during the GG1 project which recorded a sample of noninventory designed landscapes (see Figure 1). The first stage (GG1) was an information gathering exercise in
which volunteers researched designed landscapes using historic maps, archives, and field visits, presenting
their findings in a series of reports. The reports were set out with a brief history of each estate including a
timeline of key events, a historical map review, a description and photographs of surviving elements, and a
summary of significance of the site in a local, regional or national context. Reports have been prepared for:







Baronald
Cambusnethan Priory
Carfin & Crossford
Cleghorn
Dalserf House
Harperfield








Jerviswood
Kerse
Mauldslie
Milton Lockhart
Stonebyres
Waygateshaw

Photo: Waygateshaw seen from the A72 (source MVGLA)

The Historic Environment Scotland Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes 4 provides citations for the
inventory designed landscapes that achieve outstanding significance for aspects of the landscape5. There
are four landscapes included in the inventory within the Clyde and Avon valley area which demonstrate the
required integrity and condition as well as fulfilling the assessment criteria:





Chatelherault – which includes the Hamilton High Parks and Fairholm estates;
Barncluith
The Lee Castle
Falls of Clyde – which includes the four estates of Bonnington, Corehouse, Castlebank and Braxfield

Observations relating to former designed features are largely based on historic maps, although other sources
exist for some estates. Key maps consulted include Roy’s Military Survey of Scotland, 1757 (Roy was born
locally near Milton Lockhart and would have known the Clyde and Avon Valley well by the time he oversaw the

Historic Environment Scotland Inventory of Designed Landscapes. Online at https://www.historicenvironment.scot/advice-and-support/listingscheduling-and-designations/gardens-and-designed-landscapes/
5
Aspects considered in the listing of designed landscapes include: work of art; historical; horticultural, arboricultural and silvicultural; architectural,
scenic; nature conservation; and archaeological merit. Integrity and condition of the designed landscapes are also considered as important factors.
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mapping of the area), Forest maps of 1816, and early Ordnance Survey maps. Map sources are listed in
Appendix 2 6.
Sources also included conservation management plans for the Falls of Clyde 7, Chatelherault 8, Mauldslie 9
and Milton Lockhart 10. The Clyde and Avon Valley Landscape – Historical Development Study (2011 11) sets out
the physical context and human activity within the Clyde and Avon valleys. including place names, transport,
forestry and agriculture, industry and trade, tourism, art and literature, and designed landscapes in and
around the Clyde and Avon valleys.
One of the key sources of information, however, is the people who have taken part in workshops as part of the
development of this strategy. These volunteers included landowners and managers, people from statutory or
voluntary/charitable bodies, local interest groups and volunteers who were involved in the GG1 research.
Each person brought to the workshops not only the skills and knowledge as befitted their stakeholder
position, but also other expertise (e.g. some with a planning, forestry or research background) and local
knowledge of the area.

The Existing Resource
Surviving features within the designed landscapes
The designed landscapes of the Clyde and Avon Valley exist in various states, from the relatively complete, to hidden
remnants. The outline structure of the landscapes generally remains, more or less intact, with field boundaries or walls,
and in most cases, some designed features of the landscapes survive, such as entrance gateways, lodges, stable blocks,
terracing and the routes of driveways. Some properties have remnant orchards and walled gardens, many have lost the
country house that formed the focus of the estate. Individual features of each designed landscape will have merit for
conservation, with local or historical interest, but it is a challenge to identify the priorities for conservation that will be of
most benefit to not only the individual estate, but also to the area as a whole.

There are 42 designed landscapes within the Clyde and Avon Valley area (listed in Appendix 3 and shown on
Figure 1), each with a different set of extant landscape elements. The GG1 reports set out the extant features
for 12 of these, as set out in Appendix 3. The types of existing features found in the designed landscapes of
the Clyde and Avon Valley today are summarised in Table 1 below.
Table 1: Extant Designed Landscape Features in the Clyde and Avon Valley Area

Features
Avenues or tree-lined
drives
Pleasure walks

Walled gardens

Presence/prominence in the landscape
Avenues and tree-lined drives can be prominent features in the landscape with lines of
single species trees, often different from the species in surrounding woodlands or field
boundaries.
Pleasure walks in this area tend to be along the watercourses and within incised gills.
However, they are potential more visible to the public due to the access that they
provide. The Clyde Valley Walkway is a notable route that takes in the pleasure walks
of several estates.
Walled gardens tend to be located away from the country house, often on the south
facing slopes of the valley, but their prominence as features in the landscape varies
greatly.

All historic map resources courtesy of the National Map Library of Scotland, online at maps.nls.uk.
Peter McGowan Associates. 1997. Falls of Clyde, Designed Landscapes Management Study
8
LUC. 2014. Chatelherault Conservation Management Plan
9
LUC. 2013. Mauldslie Conservation Management Plan
10
Peter McGowan Associates. 2011. Milton Lockhart Estate Conservation Management Plan
11
Christopher Dingwall and Peter McGowan. 2011. The Clyde and Avon Valley Landscape – Historical Development Study
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Features
Orchards

Burial grounds or
mausoleums
Specimen trees

Roundels and rondpoints (woodlands)
Boundary walls and
gateways
Gate lodges

Metal strap fences

Follies or grottos
Ha-ha wall
Ice house

Curling ponds
Monuments or statuary
Dovecots

Gas works

Carriage Wash

Presence/prominence in the landscape
Orchards are a notable and more or less defining feature of the Clyde and Avon Valley.
Almost all estates had orchards in the 19-early 20th century, although most orchards
have been in decline. Current efforts by the Clyde Valley Orchard Group are initiating
revival of the orchards and the raising of awareness of them.
Can be variable in terms of presence in the landscape
Specimen trees can be widely visible, where parkland is open to views from publicly
accessible routes. Individual trees may have a presence in the landscape very different
from field boundary trees for example.
Roundels and rond-points, where they are located on prominent landforms or open
spaces, can have a notable presence in the landscape.
Boundary walls and gateways can be the key features in identifying that one is
passing a designed landscape. Adjacent to roads, estate boundaries are a key feature
in the landscape.
Gate lodges were built at many estates, often at multiple entrances. Most are
currently privately occupied, and form recognisable signs of design intent as one
passes.
Metal strap fences are characteristic of designed estate landscapes (though not
ubiquitous). Given the cost of repair, these usually given way over time to more
agricultural boundary materials (e.g. post and wire), and are therefore not always
noticeable features in the landscape
Follies may be prominent in the landscape, grottos tend to be hidden within woodland
Generally, not widely visible
Icehouses are hidden in wooded areas, generally recessed into a hillside, and often
close to the supply of water/ice. They are often located under the dark canopy of yew
trees, and can be hard to find.
Curling ponds, being open spaces, will have a presence in the landscape, though are
not always visible from publicly accessible locations
Monuments may be prominent in the landscape, statues tend to be small scale and
often not visible from public roads or paths.
Dovecots, located at the edges of estates (so that the doves would feed on the
neighbour’s corn) do not always have great presence in the landscape, especially
where woodland has grown up around them.
Gas works, although industrial features, are evidence of the country houses having
gas lighting. They tend to be ruins, or hidden amongst outbuildings, and not part of the
designed features.
Sunken feature with a metalled surface adjacent to a drive for washing down horse
drawn carriages.
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Photo: Waygateshaw Carriage Wash (source GG1 report)

All of the estates have a relationship to water that made use of watercourses large or small as pleasant
features along pleasure walks, focal features integral to the design of the landscape around them, or
boundaries to the estate. All estates had a means of crossing such watercourses, many with early fords or
ferries, others with bridges that form prominent features in the landscape. Many estates had mills on the
watercourses, as functional/industrial elements that helped fund the estate, rather than designed features.




All estates have (or had) parkland that was open space punctuated by specimen trees. Many of these
parkland areas survive as fields with individual trees, though conversely many have been planted up or
infilled with built development.
Other typical designed elements it has not been possible to count include beech hedges, beech or lime
trees, field walls, rectilinear field systems.

Value and significance
The intrinsic, contextual and associative values of the sample sites, considered in the first phase of the
Glorious Gardens project are set out in the GG1 reports, and led to judgements regarding the cultural
significance of each site. These are criteria normally used for cultural heritage assets, rather than for
designed landscapes such as those on the Inventory 12, because the emphasis for the study was the setting
of the house and its local/regional significance within the context of the local historical landscape, including
industrial activity. The significance of sites is discussed in Appendix 4.
This Conservation Strategy is for the Clyde and Avon valleys as a whole series of designed landscapes, and
considers not estates but key features that are significant in giving the valleys as a whole their character. As
a result, the strategy and conservation priorities do not focus only on those sites with the highest
significance status, but from the starting point of considering which designed features make up the character
of the valleys, and which might be missed most if they were removed or lost.

Cultural heritage significance criteria set out in the Historic Environment Scotland Policy Statement (2016), differ from those used for inventory
designed landscapes. Significance is discussed further in Appendix 4.
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Photo: Milton Lockhart Bridge (source MVGLA)

Loss of country houses and effect on designed landscape
The 20th century has not been kind to Scotland’s country houses and their designed landscapes. Many
estates relied upon significant staff numbers to manage and maintain the house, its grounds and occupants.
The two World Wars in the first half of the century reduced the number of estate workers significantly. Some
country houses within the CAVLP area were used as hospitals for the treatment and wellbeing of injured
soldiers, including Baronald. Other country houses fell into decline through economic circumstances. The
loss or abandonment of the country house is undeniably a significant moment in the history of an estate.
Several of the estates within the Clyde and Avon valleys have lost the country house that formed the focus of
the design. Bonnington House was demolished sometime after 1925, following a serious fire. Mauldslie
House was demolished in 1935. Stonebyres House was demolished in 1937 and the estate policies sold to
the Department of Agriculture, who subdivided the land into individual smallholdings in an early experiment in
self-sufficiency. Carfin House was demolished in 1957. Cleghorn House was demolished in 1957, Dalserf
House was demolished in 1963.
Other houses are unoccupied and in a ruinous condition. Cambusnethan House or Priory, in the Gothic
Revival style designed by James Gillespie Graham between 1816-19, has been a ruin for some 30 years.
Following a fire which claimed the roof and interior, the shell of the building is standing, but has been subject
to theft and vandalism. Harperfield which has been unoccupied since sometime after 1970’s, survives as an
intact structure, complete with roof and some windows.
Fortunately some houses are still occupied and in private or commercial ownership.
A long lineage of ownership is particularly of note for some estates, for example the Lockhart family still
occupies Cleghorn, having been there since the 1st Baron of Cleghorn in 1441, and Fairholm has been
occupied by the same family since the 17th century. The houses at Jerviswood, Kerse, Milton Lockhart 13, and

13

Milton Lockhart was rebuilt in 2008 on the site of the original castle, which was dismantled and shipped to Japan in 1989.
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Waygateshaw have been under the same family ownership since the 1940’s or earlier. Baronald has been
operated as a country house hotel since 1990.
The loss of the country house at the heart of the estate generally leads to, or is linked with the decline of the
designed landscape. Without the focus of the design, the structure of the landscape can become degraded
and devalued, leading often to fragmentation and loss of the legibility of the design as a whole. There are
exceptions to this, for example within the CAVLP area the Cleghorn estate, where much of the designed
landscape is intact and legible. However, it is typically the case that the loss of the country house, or an
unoccupied property will result in a degraded landscape.

Designed Character in the Clyde and Avon Valleys
Designed landscapes create an order within the natural landscape. However, defining what is meant by the
term ‘designed’ landscape, is not always straight-forward. The term ‘designed landscape’ or ‘gardens and
designed landscapes’ refers to what are known in Scotland as the ‘policies’ to a landed estate, together with
the gardens and wider planned and planted ground which together form the immediate setting to a house.
The important word here is ‘planned’.
Agreed definitions of historic gardens include:




“An architectural and horticultural composition of interest to the public from the historical and artistic
point of view” (ICOMOS 14)
“An historic garden or park is a defined area deliberately created as an ornamental environment and of
historical interest as such. The term includes designed landscapes” (Garden History Society 1985)
“Gardens and designed landscapes are grounds which have been laid out for artistic effect” (1979
Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act15 cited also in the Historic Environment Scotland
Policy Statement 16)

The Historical Development Study 17 defines designed landscapes as embracing all aspects of landscape
design from gardens, through policy planting around country houses, to the wider agricultural landscapes
where deliberate design is clearly evident.

Designed landscapes in the Clyde and Avon Valleys
Broadly, the pre 18th century designed landscape was formal. Initially these country houses and policies
formed islands within a largely treeless predominately agricultural landscape of unenclosed fields and
grazing land. Designed landscapes from this period tended to impose order and symmetry, and are
characterised by rectangular enclosures, straight tree avenues or tree-lined drives, and geometric features
such as ‘rond-points’ and ‘wilderness’ woodlands. Examples of formal designed landscapes retaining these
features within the Clyde Valley area include Chatelherault and Dalzell.
From the mid-18th century onwards many designed landscapes were remodelled in an informal manner, which
reflected the taste of the time. These changes were applied to the core of the designed landscapes, in
particular the layout of gardens, drives, parkland and woodlands, but rectilinear field patterns remained
unchanged – probably for practical reasons and the agricultural functions of the policies.
The remodelling of designed landscapes was often undertaken at the same time as the rebuilding or
remodelling of the country house. The informal or naturalistic designed landscape is typified by sinuous

International Council on Monuments and Sites. 1982. Historic Gardens (the Florence Charter 1981)
1979 Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act (section 32A (2))
16
Historic Environment Scotland. 2016. Historic Environment Scotland Policy Statement.
17
Christopher Dingwall and Peter McGowan. 2011. The Clyde and Avon Valley Landscape – Historical Development Study
Page 9 of 35
14
15

edges to policy woodlands, and parkland ornamented with specimen trees (some as remnants of former
geometric plantings). Beyond the estate policies, the wider agricultural landscape was improved through the
planting of shelterbelts and planting field boundaries with lines of trees. Examples of informal or naturalistic
designed landscapes along the Clyde valley include, Baronald, Braidwood, Cleghorn and Waygateshaw, or in
the Avon valley at Muirburn and Avonholm. Improvements within the wider agricultural landscape are evident
at Baronald and Stonebyres.
Where opportunities existed, the estate policies embraced elements of the natural scenery. Examples of this
approach include Baronald, Cleghorn, Jerviswood, Mauldslie, Milton Lockhart, Stonebyres and Waygateshaw,
which integrate the naturally wooded tributary watercourses into their designs. At Cleghorn, pleasure walks
were laid out within the existing or planted woodland along the Mouse Water.

Designed with watercourses
The landscape character of the Clyde and Avon valleys is defined by a succession of estate policies laid out
during the 18th and 19th centuries contained within river valleys of gently rolling topography punctuated by
steeply incised tributaries, known locally as gills. These gills are clothed with semi-ancient natural woodland,
which has survived due to the steepness of the valley sides. They contain small burns or river tributaries that
are often diminutive given the depth of the gullies. Six tributary valleys within the Clylde valley have been
designated as National Nature Reserve for their woodlands (the Clyde Valley Woodlands NNR), and others
include Sites of Scientific Interest.

Photo: The Mouse Water running through the Jerviswood estate (source MBLA)

It becomes clear when analysing a plan of the Clyde and Valley area (see Figure 1) that most of the designed
landscapes lie adjacent to and relate closely with a major watercourse. For example, the estates of Baronald,
Jerviswood and Cleghorn have boundaries defined by the Mouse Water (pronounced ‘Moose’). Heading
upstream along the river Clyde the estates of Dalzell, Cunningar, Cambusnethan, Brownlee, Dalserf, Milton
Lockhart, Waygateshaw, Orchard, Carfin, Sunnyside, Castlebank, Braxfield, Corehouse, and Bonington estates
all have boundaries defined by the river. Indeed, along the River Clyde it is easier to list the estates which do
not meet the river, namely Stonebyres, Millburn, Hallcraig, Braidwood, Lee and Smyllum.
Heading upstream along the Nethan Water, the estates of Auchenheath, Kerse and Auchtyfardle have
boundaries defined by the river. Again, heading upstream along the River Avon, the estates of Barncluith,
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Fairholm, Patrickholm, Glenavon, Avonholm, Muirburn and Muirburn estates have boundaries defined by the
watercourse.
Some estates relate to river confluences, for example, Ross is bounded by the rivers Avon and Clyde, and
Harperfield was laid out where the Douglas Water meets the River Clyde.
There are two examples of estate policies which extend across major watercourses. Chatelherault policies
were laid out around the River Avon, with deer parks on either side. Mauldslie policies were extended across
the River Clyde to prevent development spoiling the view, approach and setting to the castle.
The intrinsic relationship between designed landscapes and watercourses becomes even more apparent
when the placement of the house, and most importantly, views from the house are considered. Properties
were placed to take advantage of views along watercourses, or across them, or on the slopes above with
panoramic views. Properties which were located to afford long views along watercourses, include the long
view up the Mouse Water valley afforded by the elevated setting of Baronald house. Views along the River
Clyde were essential to Carfin and Dalserf, which also borrowed Mauldslie Bridge and Milton Lockhart as
features in the vistas. In contrast, Dalzell, Waygateshaw and Cambusnethan were located perpendicular to
the watercourse, to afford relatively short, framed views controlled by tree avenues, or clearings in woodland
policies. Examples of properties which were located to afford wide panoramic views, typically from elevated
locations include, Jerviswood on the Mouse Water; Harperfield, Mauldslie, Milton Lockhart and Waygateshaw
on the River Clyde; and Kerse on the River Nethan.
Another approach was to construct follies or view-houses to take advantage of views that were not possible
from the house. For instance, at Bonnington, the house sat within a hollow and did not have views to the
adjacent River Clyde. Instead, a pavilion known as Bonnington Pavilion, Corra Linn Pavilion or the Hall of
Mirrors was built in 1708 for Sir James Carmichael, overlooking the Corra Linn waterfall on the River Clyde.
This classical viewing pavilion is of national importance, as it represents the earliest surviving Scottish
garden building situated to enjoy a ‘sublime’ view of the surrounding scenery, inspiring awe and wonder in the
viewer. This A-listed structure survives today as a standing ruin. Despite its condition, the Bonnington
Pavilion probably represents the single most important built feature to be found within any of the designed
landscapes within the CAVLP area. The pavilion was linked to the policies by a straight walk on a raised
mound, as an integral part of the design. In 1926 this walk was severed by the construction of pipes feeding
the nearby Bonnington Power Station, also A-listed. Further downstream at Dalzell, according to the Old
Statistical Account, written in 1792, the owner Mr Hamilton had ‘built a little temple or summer house for the
sake of the variety of magnificent landscapes to be seen from the spot’ 18. The Carfin estate includes an
octagonal folly with arrow slit windows and castellated parapet, which commands views across the policies
and south over the River Clyde.

Photo: The view along the Clyde Valley from Kirkfieldbank (source MVGLA)

18

Old Statistical Account, 1792
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Peeps, views and vistas
The topography of the Clyde and Avon Valleys is a special feature of the area, defining the valleys, and giving
opportunities for dramatic scenes including panoramas over the valley, framed views along watercourses or
glimpses down deep gorges. Views or glimpses, often locally known as ‘peeps’ are important to the
experience of the valleys, particularly along wooded walks where features of interest should be visible.
The views of the Clyde and Avon Valleys have long inspired artists to visit the area and a wide range of iconic
images exist. However, many of these views are lost, through tree and vegetation growth, development, or
lack of maintenance or access.

Orchards as designed elements
Along with designed landscapes and semi-natural woodlands, orchards represent a further characteristic
feature of the Clyde valley. During the 19th and early 20th century, the Clyde Valley was Scotland’s leading
commercial fruit growing area, and the area is often referred to as ‘Scotland’s Fruit Basket’. At the beginning
of the 19th century, the Clyde Valley included 27 ‘principle Clydesdale orchards’ covering more than 60
hectares (150 acres). A survey carried out in 2004 included 71 sites with a total area of over 64 hectares (158
acres), with over 7000 extant fruit trees 19. Whilst much recent work has been undertaken by CAVLP and the
Clyde Valley Orchards group to raise awareness of the area’s rich fruit growing heritage, it is less appreciated
that many designed landscapes included productive orchards within the policies.

Sketch: Orchards could form part of the designed landscape (source MVGLA)

Analysis of the 1st and 2nd Edition OS Map series reveals that orchards were a feature within the polices of
designed landscapes in the Clyde Valley, including at; Cambusnethan, Brownlee, Waygateshaw, Crossford
and Carfin and Baronald. GG1 volunteers recorded surviving fruit trees within the Cambusnethan and
Crossford and Carfin estates.

Estate Boundaries
Estate boundaries, in particular roadside boundaries and estate entrances, indicate the presence of a
designed landscape. Furthermore, these boundaries play an important part in defining the experience of
travelling through the area. For example, the experience of traveling along the Lanark valley road A72 is
characterised by a winding road enclosed by woodland or overgrown hedges/scrub with glimpses out across
the valley, punctuated by sections of wall and dramatic gateways such as the main entrances at Mauldslie
and Milton Lockhart.
Ironside Farrar. 2004. Clyde Valley Orchards Survey. Scottish Natural Heritage Commissioned Report No.23.
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Sketch: Haha walls kept animals out but did not contain views (source MVGLA)

Several estates in the Clyde and Avon valley feature ‘ha-has’, sunken walls which contain stock but allow the
view from a country house to be uninterrupted. Other structures may be retaining walls, such as at Cleghorn,
where the retaining wall separates the flatter parkland from the steep gorge sides, and also provides a
walking route along it. Several estates also have metal strap fences, and decorative ironwork for garden or
field gates. These iron fences set estates apart from other agricultural landscapes, often indicating parkland
boundaries.

Photo: The wall and path on the Cleghorn estate (source MBLA)

Woodlands
Woodlands are a significant feature of the Clyde and Avon valleys. Scotland was largely denuded of trees by
the 17th century when the country became a net importer of timber. However, remnants of ancient woodland
survived in inaccessible locations, which include some of the steeply sided gills to the Clyde and Avon river
tributaries. These woodlands were relatively undisturbed due to the steep topography and inaccessibility
which constrained agriculture and timber extraction. The importance of these ancient woodlands is
recognised in their designations and status, with Scottish Wildlife Trust reserves at Garrion Gill, Lower Nethan
Gorge and Upper Nethan Gorge. SWT confirm that the Lower Nethan Gorge is one of the best surviving
examples of semi-natural woodland within the Clyde area.
Page 13 of 35

However, human activity has taken place over millennia, even in the most inaccessible woodlands, shaping
the woodlands we see today. Woodland management would have included the regular coppicing of trees, a
practice known as coppice with-standards, on a 30-year cycle. By the late 19th century, woodlands were being
managed to supply gunpowder, pit props, clogs and bobbins, to supply local industries including mining and
textiles. In 1859 a description exists of the clearance of “a crop of natural coppice from the banks of the Nethan
and one of its tributaries in the county of Lanark; this crop consisted for the most part of alder and birch and was
sold for the manufacture of gunpowder” 20.
These surviving remnants of ancient woodland comprise ash, oak, hazel, gean or wild cherry and occasional
elm to the lower ground, with rowan, birch and Scot’s pine to higher ground. Coniferous plantations are a late
20th century addition within the designed landscape setting. Notable plantations occurring within several
designed landscapes including Chatelherault, the Falls of Clyde estates and Baronald.

Tree Avenues Roundels and Specimen Trees
Tree avenues, roundels and specimen trees (including exotic trees) represent special features within the
Clyde and Avon Valleys as they announce the presence of a designed landscape. They are often found within
the estate policies surrounding the house. These features represent a planned intervention and were
designed to create order within the natural environment. As the trees are generally now mature or even
ancient, they are often widely visible, in particular where parkland is open to views from publicly accessible
routes. In addition to their inherent aesthetic qualities, veteran trees are also of dendrological and ecological
importance.
Tree avenues are often prominent features within the landscape, often comprising of a single tree species.
Typical species within the study area are Common beech and lime.

20

Smout, T.C, MacDonald, A.R and Watson, F.W. ‘A history of the native woodlands of Scotland 1500-1920’ Edinburgh University Press 2004.
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The term ‘roundel’ is used for circular planted woodlands, and ‘rond-points’ are circular areas within
woodlands (not always circular themselves) that act as a meeting point for a number of avenues, drives or
cleared vistas 21. Roundels and rond-points were once features within estate policies in the Clyde and Avon
valleys, but have generally been lost, apart from a roundel of woodland planted adjacent to the River Clyde at
Dalserf.
Specimen trees, where surviving, are
indicators of a designed landscape, as
single trees designed to be a feature in a
garden, or as stand-alone specimens within
open parkland. From the 12 GG1 sites, 7
feature Specimen Trees. Typical species
within the study area include oak,
sycamore, lime, ash, elm, horse and sweet
chestnut, common and copper beech.
Exotic trees were also often introduced into
estate policies to provide aesthetic
enjoyment, and mostly date from the late
18th and early 19th centuries, when plant
collecting was at its height. Typical
species within the study area include
Western Hemlock, Giant Redwood and
Douglas Fir, with 170-year-old Douglas firs
at Corehouse, and the Wellingtonia at
Carfin.

Photo: A remnant specimen tree at Stonebyres (source GG1 report)

GG1 volunteers recorded that the great tree transplanter Henry Steuart of Allanton undertook works at
Cleghorn in 1827. In his book The Planter’s Guide, or a Practical essay on the best method of giving immediate
effect to wood, Steuart tells us that “Cleghorn partakes in the woody character of this singular romantic district
and has been abundantly planted according to the fashion of a former day”, he describes how he brought his
transplanting machine to Cleghorn to transplant eleven mature trees, “to give the immediate effect of wood near
his residence” 22. Oak, beech, lime, sycamore and horse chestnut trees between 25 and 35 feet in height were
transplanted by Steuart under the direction of William Elliot Lockhart.

Conservation and Management Issues
Conservation and management of historic designed landscapes is important, not just because of an
academic interest in an estate, or who designed what, but because in more general terms our surroundings
make an important contribution to the environment in which we live today, and designed landscapes can
make a valuable contribution to the environment, aesthetically, for relaxation and for recreational purposes.
Many designed landscapes are accessible with walks or cycle routes, providing links for people to enjoy the
outdoors, for recreation, for health and wellbeing, and for social reasons. Importantly, we are custodians of
the landscape, and should pass it on to future generations in a similar or better state than it currently is.
Neglect or loss of aspects of the landscape that give it local character, historical significance, or create nice
places to be, would be to prevent future generations from knowing, understanding or being able to enjoy the
environment.

21
22

Michael Symes (206) The Glossary of Garden History. Shire.
Henry Steuart. The Planter’s Guide, or a Practical essay on the best method of giving immediate effect to wood. 1848.
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In order to be able to conserve the landscapes around us, we must first understand what issues are faced in
terms of management of the land. Land management is a complex subject with wide-reaching considerations
to be made. Conservation issues relating to historic features or landscape structure must also consider
issues relating to access, economic viability and the changing pressures on land that are faced by
landowners and land managers.
It is important to recognise the challenges faced by land estates, in particular the fact that constraints and/or
pressures are different for conservation, daily management and overall economic viability. Whilst they are
different, they also can overlap and there are opportunities for mutual benefit.

Sketch: “Are we not but custodians of the landscape for the future?” (Source MVGLA)
Conservation and management issues were discussed at the workshops held as part of this study, and are
listed below. It should be noted that this is not an exhaustive list, nor are they in any particular order.








23

Accessibility – The accessibility of the landscape can be seen as a key aspect for conservation, with
areas prioritised for conservation being those that can be seen and enjoyed, rather than areas that are
inaccessible and therefore without the wider benefit that comes from them being experienced.
Accessibility is also, conversely a threat for conservation, with greater wear and tear on routes, and the
risk of vandalism and inappropriate behaviour.
Paths and access – Access issues include facilities such as parking, and safety, typically when paths
through gills are adjacent to a precipitous drop, as is this instance along some stretches of the Mouse
Water near Cleghorn. The variable condition of path surfaces, waterlogged or soft ground in particular,
and lack of adequate signage, are barriers to use. Many paths have historical significance which may be
insufficiently recognised, such as the miners’ commute path up Jock’s Gill. Inappropriate access,
perhaps by cyclists or horse riders along narrow woodland paths is an issue in places. The availability of
facilities to park will guide most people, but others will be tempted to park inappropriately. Access and
the right to roam is seen by some landowners as a problem, particularly where paths run close to private
residences.
Littering and vandalism – Reports of littering and vandalism appear to be relatively localised, and is
representative of a wider societal problem. Provision of adequate rubbish bins (and their regular
collection) can go some way to solving this problem.
Invasive species control – including Japanese knotweed (Fallopia japonica) and Himalayan balsam
(Impatiens glandulifera), giant hogweed (Heracleum mantegazzianum), particularly along watercourses, and
rhododendron (Rhododendron ponticum) and snowberry (Symphoricarpos albus) in woodlands 23.

A river catchment survey of invasive species is being carried out for the River Clyde, by the Clyde River Foundation.
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Development – development is a key threat to the
integrity of a designed landscape, although it may be
necessary for the continuing viability of the area and of
the estate. Development should be designed to be
appropriate or in keeping with its setting, either within or
adjacent to the designed landscape, through means of
layout, scale of buildings, design and external materials.
Economic diversification – Since the decline of the
orchard growing industry, the Clyde valley has seen an
increase in garden centre enterprises, which are notable
along the valley. Generally economic diversification is
seen as an important way in which to raise further funds
to support the land.
Repurposing buildings – Many estate buildings stand
unoccupied or unused. Others have been brought back
into use, through conversion to dwelling houses or for
other uses. There remains the potential for unused
buildings to be consolidated and given a new purpose
suited to their size and location, to the needs of the
estate, or to support local enterprises.

Photo: Development on the Cleghorn estate
(source MBLA)

Photo: Restoration of the Kerse Coach house as a residential property (source GG1 report)
Page 17 of 35






Economic and political climate – Local and national politics can affect land management through
subsidies and investments, taxation and pricing of produce.
Availability of resources – Most of the designed landscapes in the Clyde and Avon Valleys were designed
in an age where labour was cheap and plentiful, so that high-maintenance landscapes were viable. As
social times have changed, that is no longer the case, and conservation proposals must consider the
availability of resources – funding, skills and labour as well as (and in particular) costs of ongoing
maintenance, before embarking on conservation works. Many of the designed landscapes that were
created in the Clyde and Avon Valleys are considered inappropriate for today’s living, and conservation
should consider what is appropriate.
Woodland management – most woodlands in the Clyde valley have been planned and planted, though
some natural woodlands exist in the deeper gorges (Figure 2). Woodlands should be managed to
maintain good age structure and longevity of the wood as a whole. Woodlands have important roles in
the landscape, for shelter, screening, wildlife corridors, framing views etc. Invasion of rhododendron
(Rhododendron ponticum), snowberry (Symphoricarpos albus), affects several woodlands. Brambles (Rubus
fruiticosa spp) and rosebay willowherb (Chamaenerion angustifolium) can also be a problem for areas of
woodland where they invade on path routes. Replanting of woodlands should be focussed on areas with
historic records of woodlands (such as at Stonebyres where replanting has followed historic woodland
areas). Re-establishment can be challenging, especially for hardwoods, with deer and grey squirrel
damage, plant diseases and dominance by invasive species. Some landowners are opting for non-native
species that are establishing better than native species.

Photo: Felling has reopened views at Chatelherault (source MVGLA)








Plant Diseases – tree diseases have become more common in recent years, with Ash dieback
(Hymenoscyphus fraxineus), Larch dieback (Phytophthora ramorum) and other diseases being present in
the area.
Tree age – many specimen trees, avenues and woodlands were plated in the late 19th century or earlier
and are made up of elderly to ancient trees. Tree planting is a long-term activity, that has not been
continuous, meaning that there are few medium aged plantings of non-commercial trees to maintain the
structure of the woodlands, and gaps are forming in mature avenues, for example at Cleghorn, Alexander
Hamilton Memorial Park. At Chatelherault, gaps in the Grand Avenue north of the hunting lodge have
been replanted.
Orchards – orchards are generally seen as positive assets, for their visual presence in the valley,
considered by many as a key characteristic of the Clyde Valley and the rich history of fruit growing.
Orchards are generally in poor condition, often very neglected with dying trees. Although they are not
generally seen as commercially viable, there is now community support through the Clyde Valley
Orchards Group, and local demand for produce is increasing.
Designations – designations can be appropriate ways to limit inappropriate action but can also deter
action that could be positive. An example cited is the blanket Tree Preservation Order at Cambusnethan
currently preventing volunteers of the Friends of Cambusnethan from taking out inappropriate or selfPage 18 of 35




seeded trees. It has also been stated that designations for landscapes ‘lack the teeth’ that built heritage
designations have, but to others designation is seen as the best/only way forward.
Built heritage – while the built heritage is often an important part of the designed landscape, some feel
that there is too much focus on the country house, and the landscape is peripheral to it.
Walled gardens – walled gardens are seen as being of interest regardless of condition but can be labour
intensive to maintain as gardens. Maintenance of existing features or consolidation of upstanding
remains may be seen to be of no purpose if the garden is not to be used as such.

Photo: A former walled garden on the Muirburn estate near Glassford (source MVGLA)






Views and visibility – Whilst historic views from or to properties, and peeps from pleasure walks have
often become overgrown with vegetation, some landowners are not keen to open them up again,
particularly if they reduce privacy. Some woodland areas were planted in order to screen views, such as
at Baronald, screening views from the road and the new bridge from the house.
Financial constraints – conservation works are not undertaken if there is not the financial resource to
carry them out. Viability of estates is a key aspect to conservation. Some estates have become
fragmented through sale of peripheral land in order to maintain the core. Funding sources may be
available but are likely to be competitive and may have obligations such as the requirement to provide
public access that might discourage some landowners.
What’s the point? – there are many with apathetic or negative attitudes towards conservation of historic
landscapes and features, including those who ask ‘what’s the point?’ – what’s the point in working
against current environmental threats (plant diseases, invasive species etc.) and trying to re-establish
vulnerable native species or ash woods?; what’s the point in spending money on features of no use to an
agricultural landscape?; what’s the point of restoring something that no-one can see or enjoy?; what’s
the point in restoring something for restoration’s sake and then incurring greater maintenance costs
than at present?; what’s the point if it doesn’t help towards funding the estate?; what’s the point in
opening up access to allow unwelcome irresponsible people in?; what’s the point if landowners aren’t
willing?; what’s the point in writing another lengthy conservation statement/plan for it just to sit on the
shelf? In many ways these are all very valid points, which can only be tackled through conversations
between landowners, funding bodies, statutory consultees, qualified consultants and with local interest
groups who would have an interest in carrying out the work and enjoying the results. There is certainly a
need to look forwards rather than backwards, and to be realistic in what is achievable in the current and
likely future economic, social and environmental climate within the study area, and the wider
geographical and political context which influences the study area.
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Priorities for Conservation
If conservation of historic landscapes is to look forward, it cannot mean preventing change, nor can it mean
restoring a building or returning a landscape to how it appeared/functioned at one moment in time, as if
preserved in aspic. Landscapes, more so than buildings, are in constant change. Change in the landscape
can almost go unnoticed. It can be a subtle as a dislodged cope stone on a dry-stone wall, or a fallen branch
from a heritage tree. Over time, the accumulation of these subtle and imperceptible changes results in
degraded designed landscapes. Conservation of historic landscapes must therefore accept that change will
occur, and aim to guide the amount of change that is appropriate.
The ways in which conservation priorities are identified can vary hugely but should reflect a level of interest in
the feature that may be an academic interest or be a personal response.
Academic interests may consider rarity or representativeness of the feature, or unique characteristics that
are considered worthy of protection. There may be historical significance, local interest, or an interest as part
of a social narrative. Academic interests can change with time also, with one of the most notable changes
being the value placed on the environmental aspects of a landscape, including ‘ecosystem services’, the
benefits that the whole of the ecosystems bring to society, that were hardly considered 20-30 years ago.
Priorities can also be affected by the criteria used to identify significance of features. It has been noted that
the value and significance criteria for cultural heritage sites (such as scheduled archaeological monuments)
is different from the criteria for inclusion on the Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes.
A personal response to the value of a feature may be purely about aesthetic qualities or may relate to a
personal experience in which the location or the feature plays a part, such as childhood memories of walks or
woodlands.
Conservation should also consider the question of why a feature should be protected. Is it for reasons of
historical or cultural significance, rarity, local interest, as part of a narrative/story of the landscape, or
tourism? Feedback from workshop participants included that there is a need for multiple benefits to arise
from conservation works, and rare, easily accessible, and educational features should take priority.
Priorities for conservation have been identified by stakeholders at workshops, and include:








Woodland structure: management of existing woodlands to maximise wildlife value and diversification
of non-native plantation woodland. Restocking and replanting of ‘lost’ shelterbelts within estate
farmland, reinstating the setting of the landscape, and restoring and reinforcing a mosaic of policy
woodland and riparian and semi-natural woodland in the gills. Replacement of conifer intrusions in belts,
clumps and policy woodlands by mixed broadleaves or broadleaves and Scots pine as appropriate for the
site. Consultation with local conservation officers is important before woodland works are carried out.
Trees: management and restoration of parkland planting, including individual specimen trees, tree
groups (clumps, roundels etc.) and tree avenues following the precedent of original species and planting
pattern where possible.
Boundaries: restoration and/or repair of historic boundary walls, gateways, and metal strap fences that
are experienced from public routes, tree work and restocking of ageing mature roadside and field
boundary trees and the long-term preservation of roadside hedges.
Buildings: conservation/consolidation and where possible restoration of follies, doocots and grottos,
garden and estate buildings.
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Walled Gardens: conservation/consolidation of the built fabric of walled gardens and identifying viable
long-term uses for the garden ground.

Photo: A distinctive estate wall in need of repair (source MVGLA)







Access: development and promotion of public access including better dissemination of information on
paths and routes, removal of physical and psychological barriers in the spirit of the Land Reform Act, and
linking with outside routes. Access and interpretation are closely linked, and education through
interpretation should be used to deter inappropriate behaviour while accessing land.
Interpretation: development of interpretation of estate landscapes and their management in balance
with nature conservation information. To include information/education to raise awareness of the
challenges to land management and conservation, and to deter inappropriate behaviour.
Recording: continuation of the recording project for designed landscapes not included in GG1 or other
reports. The GG1 pilot project recorded 11 of the 42 non-inventory designed landscapes within the
CAVLP study area24.

Conservation for Designed Landscapes
Vision and aims
A Conservation Strategy is a plan designed to achieve long term or overall aims. To identify the long term or
overall aims for the Clyde and Avon Valley as a whole, we refer to the vision of the Clyde and Avon Valley
Landscape Partnership, which states:


24

“The Clyde and Avon Valleys will continue to have a strong distinctive landscape character and high
scenic and biodiversity value. Native woodlands within the steep sided valleys will be safeguarded
through positive management. Beech and hawthorn hedgerows, tree lines and shelterbelts will once
more be complete and maintained to create spatial integrity, shelter and wildlife corridors. The
distinctiveness of policy woodlands, including exotic specimens will also be conserved …. Important built
heritage features such as towers, castles, walls and bridges will be conserved for future generations to
appreciate ….”

The reports prepared by GG1 volunteers are available on the CANMORE website: https://canmore.org.uk
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The strategic long-term vision and aims for the designed landscapes within the Clyde and Avon Valley could
therefore be expressed as:


“A coherent landscape made up of a series of valued and managed estates in which design and response
to setting are legible”

Breaking this down, the aims of the vision include:






A coherent landscape – one in which the distinctive character of the valley is clear with woodlands and
road corridors well managed;
valued estates – with research, knowledge and awareness of the local and regional importance of sites
and features, including accessibility through a connected and maintained path network;
managed estates – well maintained and viable;
design is legible – conservation, consolidation, restoration of key designed elements or layout [even if
there is development], including trees and woodlands;
response to setting are legible – peeps and views protected and the relationships between country
houses and the valleys and watercourses are visible and understood.

The Conservation Strategy
The strategy for the conservation of the designed landscapes in the Clyde and Avon valleys will be one of:












Preserving the presence of the designed landscapes, principally through maintenance of outward looking
boundaries, typically along roadsides and along pathways. This will include care of built heritage
structures including gateways, walls and architectural metalwork, as well as natural heritage features
including hedges and hedgerow trees.
Management or enhancement aiming to reinforce or restore the local landscape character, i.e. those
characteristics which contribute to local distinctiveness. Works should also reflect the ecological
character of the local area to reinforce local biodiversity value and maximise wildlife benefits.
Maintaining trees within the landscape including, in particular avenues, specimen trees and hedgerow
trees, and involving both preservation of older trees and planting of new trees to preserve the structure of
the treescape into the future.
Planting to restore ‘lost’ specimen trees within estate policies, tree groups (clumps, roundels etc.) and
tree avenues following the precedent of original species and planting pattern.
Raising awareness of the individual and collective importance of designed landscapes within the study
area through interpretation.
Guiding development to take account of the historic landscape and archaeological record, and aiming to
avoid schemes that are either inappropriate to the historical context, or which may be damaging to
important below-ground remains.
Supporting mitigation of intrusive features or influences which detract from the rural character of the
landscape (e.g. hard urban edges and kerbs in rural settings, unsightly buildings or structures, poorly
managed or degraded land on the fringes of settlements, insensitive highway improvements, etc.)

Implementing the Strategy
Landowners and land managers
As has been identified earlier, conservation issues relating to historic and landscape features must consider
issues relating to access, economic viability and the changing pressures on land that are faced by
landowners and land managers.
Put simply, first there needs to be a desire to undertake conservation and management works by the
landowners and land managers, and secondly the necessary resources and finance to undertake the works.
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Ideally the owner/manager of each designed landscape should prepare a Conservation Management Plan
(CMP). We are aware of conservation management plans having been prepared for the following designed
estates: Mauldslie, Castle Lockhart, and Falls of Clyde Designed Landscape. Landscape conservation
management plan grants from HES are available for up to 50% of the cost of preparing a CMP for an inventory
garden and designed landscape, and there may be grants available for other designed landscapes.

Volunteers
There are a number of voluntary interest groups in the area, including Friends groups. There are established
Friends groups at Cambusnethan Priory, and volunteer groups and opportunities at Baron’s Haugh (Dalziel
Estate), Chatelherault Country Park, and Mauldslie Woods.
The Clyde Community Initiative, based in Lanark, provides a framework for volunteer work, which benefits not
only those taking part, but provides community support and could be a useful source of volunteer input to
management or conservation works.
The GG1 volunteers that have participated in the workshops during this projects have expressed an interest
in continuing with the type of research they carried out for GG1. They have been knowledgeable and
interested, and form an important resource for the valley.

Woodland management
The importance of woodland management, both policy woodlands and ancient woodlands is of particular
relevance to designed landscapes within the CAVLP area.
Woodland management tasks vary considerably in their complexity and resources. However, there are some
works such as the removal of invasive shrub species which can be undertaken by volunteers.
There are examples of ‘lost’ woodlands and shelterbelts which could be replanted to reinstate former
components of the designed landscapes.

Paths and access
Many of the designed landscapes can be accessed by Core Paths.
Landowners and managers can seek grants to undertake necessary repairs to path surfaces, physical
features and vegetation clearance. Paths for All grants may be available for maintenance or recovery of path
routes.
Another potential source is the Scottish Prison Service who support community projects through providing
labour as part of community service obligations.

Sharing best practice
CAVLP has been instrumental in supporting community initiatives within the study area. However, CAVLP as
an organisation will not exist from April 2018, although measures are being put in place to support
communities as part of the CAVLP legacy, through a community capacity building project, focussing on the
rural Lanarkshire LEADER area, helping communities to plan and deliver improvements to their local area 25.
Liaison with established voluntary groups such as, but not limited to, Clyde Valley Orchards, and Friends of
Cambusnethan Priory, Lanark Archaeology Group, Lanark History Group and Clydesdale Community Initiative.

25

Visit www.clydeandavonvalley.org for further information
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Alongside the production of this Conservation Strategy, GG2 also included the production of a series of
Landowner Conservation Guidance Notes, on subjects that were deemed to be of particular relevance to the
CAVLP area, for which there was less existing published advice. The Notes included:
 Trees avenues, specimen trees and roundels
 Peeps, Views, Vistas and Pleasure Walks
 Orchards in designed landscapes
 Roadside boundaries and entrances, ha-ha's, estate walls and strap fences
 Walled Gardens
There are also existing sources of reference for management of designed landscapes, such as the Historic
Environment Scotland’s guidance Managing Change in the Historic Environment 26, including advice on how to
identify, assess and mitigate changes as a result of development in or near a designed landscape. Other
relevant guidance documents are available and include:




Historic Environment Scotland: Inform guidance series
Forest Research: Best Practice Guidance series
Other internet sources

Other Proposals
Building on the recommendations within the Conservation Strategy, works should prioritise the restoration of
built heritage features due to their national significance. For example, the Bonnington Viewing Pavilion.
There are also opportunities for further research into the designed landscapes of the Clyde and Avon Valleys,
including recording projects for remaining non-inventory designed landscapes not covered by the GG1.
These small research projects could be carried out by GG1 volunteers who have expressed a interest in
continuing. Further evaluation could also be carried out into the significance of designed landscapes within
the area, using either the Scheduled Monument criteria, as were used in the GG1 reports, or the HES Inventory
evaluation criteria.

26

Historic Environment Scotland. 2016. Managing Change in the Historic Environment: Gardens and Designed Landscapes
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Appendices

Appendix 1: Method and Approach
The method for the study includes the approach to collating existing material, gathering volunteers, outline
content/itineraries for workshops, and the initial approach to structuring the Conservation Strategy (CS) and
Conservation Guidance Notes for Landowners (LCGN).
Desk based review and collation of key conservation needs for historic landscapes concentrated on existing
resources, including the Inventory and the GG1 reports, but also conservation management plans prepared
for individual assets within the study areas. An allowance was made for field visits to key sites that members
of the team were not familiar with, in order to assist with the understanding of the assets.
A volunteer working group was gathered, drawing upon the GG1 volunteer group who had the experience of
conservation recording, and had been trained through GG1 to identify key conservation needs. Volunteers
were also drawn from amongst landowners, particularly those engaged with GG1, local interest groups,
statutory consultee bodies and council planning and Historic Environment Scotland officers. The volunteers
were invited to attend three half-day workshops over the course of the project, and to engage with the
development to the CS and LCGN through these workshops.
Workshop 1: an introduction to the project and its purpose, an introduction to the needs and challenges
for conservation of historic landscapes, and the needs and aspirations of landowners. Discussion
covered the scope of the project and identified a number of key management issues affecting designed
landscape in the valley;
 Workshop 2: presentation of the first draft CS and LCGN (pre-circulated) with discussion based around
three themes:
 Table A - Identifying and prioritising key features and elements of the designed landscapes;
 Table B - Identifying constraints and opportunities for conservation;
 Table C - The role of the Conservation Strategy and Guidance Notes for those who will be using them
(landowners, public body conservation officers, conservation volunteers);
 Workshop 3: presentation of the second draft CS and LCGN (pre-circulated) with discussion and
feedback to enable finalisation. The approach to getting conservation tasks actioned was discussed, as
was the legacy for the project.
Workshop attendees were introduced to the concepts and methods for conservation status appraisal and


identification of conservation needs, prior to discussions regarding how best the Conservation Strategy and
Landowner Guidance Notes might be structured to be most useful. Given the field research and information
gathering about historic landscapes undertaken during GG1, further field visits with volunteers were not
necessary.
The CS and LCGN were drawn up, with format and content structure as developed through discussions at
workshops. First and second drafts were produced for discussion at the workshops, prior to completion of
the final reports.
During the project, regular communication was undertaken with the client project supervisor, with short
quarterly progress reports. There were also regular publicity outputs regarding the project, as content
submitted for Glorious Gardens, SGLH and CAVLP social media/website releases.
The key outputs of the project are the Conservation Strategy and the Landowner Guidance Notes, in a format
developed through stakeholder involvement.
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Appendix 2: Map Sources







Roy's Military Survey of Scotland, 1757 (Roy was born locally and would have known the Clyde and Avon
Valley well by the time he mapped it)
Forrest, 1816, The County of Lanark from Actual Survey
Ordnance Survey six-inch (1st edition), Lanarkshire Sheet XXXI. surveyed 1858, published 1864
Ordnance Survey 25-inch map (2nd edition), Lanarkshire 031.04, surveyed 1896, published 1897
Ordnance Survey 25-inch (4th edition), Lanarkshire 025.11. surveyed 1941, published 1947
Aerial photographs taken in 1944-50. Source: maps.nl

Appendix 3: Extant Features
Table 2 sets out the extant and lost features of Inventory and GG1 recorded designed landscapes within the
Clyde and Avon valley area. Compiling the list has been undertaken as a desk top exercise, overlaying the
Second Edition map series, dating from the early 1900’s, with contemporary satellite imagery, using National
Library of Scotland georeferenced maps 27. The Inventory and GG1 reports were consulted when compiling
the list. The use of the term ‘lost’ implies that there is no visible evidence above ground.
A review of the Canmore database and the HES designations portal identified buildings of special
architectural or historic interest (listed buildings), and scheduled monuments of national importance, which
are highlighted in bold. Listed buildings are protected from development by the need for listed building
consent through the planning system, for alterations, extensions, or other works including demolition.
Scheduled Monuments are considered to be of national importance, and not the same as listed structures,
with higher levels of protection. Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes sites are selected as
nationally important landscapes. However, the inventory status does not have the same statutory protection
as listed buildings an scheduled monuments, although the significance of the site can be taken into account
in the planning process. Further information on the protection afforded by designation can be found on the
Historic Environment Scotland website 28.
The table also lists the additional designed landscape identified within the study area, for which there is no
information from GG1 reports or the Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes. Further research into
these landscapes, including existing features that occur within them, has been beyond the remit of this study
but represents opportunities for trained GG1 volunteers.
Table 2: Elements of Designed Landscapes
Estate

Alexander Hamilton Memorial
Park (Station Park)
Auchenheath

Extant features

Bandstand B-listed
Auchenheath House B-listed
Coach House B-listed
Garden terraces and
balustrades B-listed
Entrance gate piers and walls
B-listed

Auchtyfardle
Avonholm

27
28

Avonholm House B-listed

http://maps.nls.uk for georeferenced or ‘side-by-side’ historic maps.
https://www.historicenvironment.scot/advice-and-support/listing-scheduling-and-designations/
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Lost features

Estate

Barncluith

Baronald

Bonnington

Extant features

Barncluith House and 16th
century Tower house B-listed
Terraces and Summerhouse Alisted
Category A group listing is a
non-statutory status which
does not alter the individual
category of listing, but
emphasises that the merit of
each building is enhanced by its
association with other buildings
in the group
Baronald Lodge B-listed
Baronald House A-listed
Mousebank House
West Drive
Baronald Gardens
Walled Garden C-listed
Stables Complex C-listed
Cartland Crags burial ground
Cartland Crags Woodland
Cartland Crags Walk
Corra Linn Pavilion A-listed
Bonnington Power Station Tank
and pipes A-listed
Bonnington Mains farm
complex, comprising Stables
and Horse drawn Threshing
Barn B-listed
Walled garden
Terrace Walk (to Pavilion)
Beech Avenue
Fog House/Summer House
Iron bridge (collapsed)
Tulliford Ferry/Ford crossing

Lost features

Parkland policies
Greenhouse range to walled
garden

Bonnington House (1950’s)
Stables
Walled Garden structures
Parkland policies including
specimen trees
Belvedere
Shelterbelts and woodland

Braidwood
Braxfield

Braxfield House B-listed
Stables B-listed
Dairy C-listed
Walled Garden Inc. Bothy Clisted
Mausoleum
Pleasure Walks (some)

Riverside pleasure walks
Lodge

Cambusnethan House (ruin) Alisted
Estate Offices and Stables Blisted
East Lodge
North Lodge
East Drive
North Drive
Cambusnethan Gardens

Specimen trees to North, East
and South Park policies
Wemysshill Orchard

Broomhill/ Raploch
Brownlee
Cambusnethan
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Estate

Castlebank

Carfin

Chatelherault

Extant features

The General’s Mausoleum
burial ground
South Park
North Park
North-East Park
East Park
Highmainshead Woods
Carbarns Wood
Carbarns pleasure walks
Riverside pleasure walks
Roundel
Clydesholm Bridge A-listed
Castlebank House Inc. Stables
B-listed
Castlebank Lodge Inc.
boundary walls, gatepiers and
gates C-listed
Garden Terraces (fruit growing)
Inc. masonry retaining walls Clisted
Summerhouse
Rockery/Rock Garden
Pond
Rose Garden
Carfin Lodge
Upper Lodge
Main Drive (part)
North Drive (part)
North-East Drive
Carfin footbridge
West Parkland: The Holm
North Park
East Park
Crossford Park
North Park folly (ruin)
Big Wood
Aaronshill Wood
Riverside pleasure walk
Chatelherault Hunting Lodge,
Ornamental Gardens, Boundary,
Courtyard Walls and Leopard
House A-listed
Hamilton Monument A-listed
Old Avon Bridge A-listed
Avon Bridge A-listed
The Duke’s Bridge B-listed
Darling Bridge B-listed
Fairholm B-listed
Fairholm Bridge B-listed
Avon Railway Viaduct and
Tunnel Approach B-listed
Laigh Quarter Bridge C-listed
Cadzow Castle (reconstructed)
Scheduled Monument
Cadzow Chapel (ruins)
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Lost features

Carfin House
Specimen trees to Holm Field
parkland
East Park Orchard
Holmfoot Orchard

Roundels
Specimen trees to High Park
parkland
Round-point
Belvederes
Bowling Green

Estate

Cleghorn

Corehouse

Extant features

Cadzow Oaks
Darling Pleasure walk
Great Avenue (replanted)
Avon Gorge woodlands
Wham ponds
Service Area 1
Service Area 2
Coach house Courtyard
Kitchen Garden
Sunken Garden
Avenue
Eastern Approach
Leech Ford road
Parkland
Burial ground
Cleghorn Woods
Ravine pleasure walk and
serpentine retaining wall
Dams (lower)
Sawmill
Shelterbelts and woodland
(some)
Corehouse Inc. Terrace A-listed
Corra Castle (ruin) A-listed and
Scheduled monument
Stables B-listed
Conservatory B-listed
Cranston Mausoleum C-listed
Stove House or Vinery C-listed
North Lodge
Corehouse Farmhouse
West Lodge
Damhill Lodge
Sawmill
Ice House
West Lodge Cistern
Dovecot
Sun dial
Corra Linn viewing platforms
South Drive
West Drive
Walled Garden (partially
collapsed)
Glasshouses (derelict)
Vinery Inc. Glasshouses
Kitchen/Flower Garden
Pleasure Walks Inc. sunken
path
Corehouse Burn Inc. bridges
The Mill Gill Inc. rustic bridges
Planted knolls (evergreen)
Arboretum
Beech avenue

Craignethan
Page 29 of 35

Lost features

Cleghorn house
Ponds
Dams (upper)
Cleghorn terracotta brick works
Whitelees shelterbelt and
woodland
Collielaw Wood shelterbelt and
woodland (some)
Specimen trees to parkland

Tulliford Lodge
Lake Cottage
Corra Linn Mill
Pond (silted)

Estate

Extant features

Lost features

Crossford Park
Cunningar
Dalserf

Dalzell

Entrance Lodge C-listed
Coach House and Stables
Entrance gatepiers, boundary
walls and railings C-listed
Main Drive
Lime Avenue
West Park
North-west Park
East Park
Pleasure Gardens
Gasometer
Dalzell House Inc. Well-head,
Coach House, Stables and
Terrace Garden A-listed
Dell summerhouse B-listed
Mausoleum, St Patrick’s
Graveyard Inc. Boundary Walls
B-listed
St Patrick’s Well C-listed
Gazebo C-listed
The Sow Bridge Inc. feeder
pond, rill and cascade C-listed
Burngrange Lodge C-listed
North Lodge C-listed
Old Dalzell Manse Inc. Coach
House B-listed
‘Gladstone’s Summerhouse’
Sundial
Fountain
St. Margaret’s Well
Deer Park
North Pleasure Park
Beech Walk
Japanese Garden
Curling Pond (overgrown)

Dalserf House (footings visible)
Mature hedgerow trees
Roundel
Specimen trees to North, West
and East Park policies

Harperfield House (unoccupied)
B-listed
Stable/Farm Block C-listed
Douglasmouth entrance Lodge
B-listed
Garden Cottage
South Lodge
West Drive
South Drive
Pleasure Gardens
Policy parkland
Riverside woods
Jerviswood House A-listed

South and West approach
drives
Shelterbelts
Roundels
Tulliford Lodge and ford
Walled garden structures

Specimen trees to parkland
‘peep’ to south of house

Fairholm
Glenavon
Hallcraig
Harperfield

Jerviswood

Page 30 of 35

Woodland (some)

Estate

Kerse

The Lee

Mauldslie

Extant features

Cleghorn Drive
Bellfield Drive
Cleghorn Glen woodland
Doocot field
Jerviswood Steading
Kerse House
Kerseholmfoot (low level walls)
Home Farm complex
Gardner’s House
Entrance Lodge
Lime Avenue
Entrance Gateway
Policy parkland
Specimen trees to parkland
(some)
Parkland policies
Northern loop paths
Cistern Road
Cistern & Pumping Station
Field gates and horticulture
infrastructure
The Lee House B-listed
Dovecot B-listed
South Lodge B-listed
Auchenglen Farm Stables
Auchenglen Bridge
March Bridge
Brocklinn Bridge
The Lee Folly
Walled Garden
Pease Tree
Folly Wood
Mashock Burn
Courtyard Stables
Mauldslie Kennels
Gamekeeper’s Cottage
Mauldslie bridge A-listed
West (bridge) Lodge gateway
and gates A-listed
Pleasure gardens
Stable Service Drive
North-west Drive
North-east Drive
South-west Drive
South-west Park
North-east Park
East Park
West Park (inc. Rosebank)
Haugh Hill burial ground
North-west Woods
North-east Woods
East Woods
North-west Woods pleasure
walks
Riverside walk
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Lost features

Orchard (some surviving trees)
Specimen trees to parkland
(some surviving trees)
Glasshouse complex (ruin)
Kitchen Garden

West Drive
Gasometer
Specimen trees Inc. Firs to
Walled Garden Parkland
Nursery Wood pleasure walks
Nursery area
Brocklinn Glen

Mauldslie Castle
Rams Gill iron bridge
(collapsed)
North Woods iron bridge (deck
missing)
Jock’s Gill iron bridge (deck
missing)
Specimen trees (some) to
North-east and South-west
Parks
Roundels to West Park
South-west Park policy
pleasure walks (some)

Estate

Extant features

Lost features

Haugh Hill pleasure walks
Mauldslie Mains
Gasworks
Millburn
Milton Lockhart

Lockhart Castle (2009)
Milton Lockhart Lodge B-listed
Burnetholm Cottage
Milton Farm
Pleasure/Family garden
Walled Garden
Milton Lockhart Bridge &
gateway B-listed
Main Drive
East Drive
Valley Parkland
Meander Parkland
North Haugh Parkland
Burnetholm Parkland
Sandigate Haugh
Milton Lockhart Wood
Townhead Burn Wood
Jock’s Gill Wood
North Wood
Milton Lockhart pleasure walks
Milton Lockhart Mill (ruin)
Cart wash to Valley Parkland
(possible)

Specimen trees (some) to
Meander Parkland
Meander Parkland pleasure
walks

Coach House and Stables Blisted
Laundry
North Lodge
South Lodge
Ice House
Farms
Serpentine Drive
North-east approach
Original road (east-west)
Southern Drive
North Drive
Service Drive
Various residential properties
and small holdings
Walled Garden
Front garden
Parkland
Stonebyres Woods

Stonebyres House (part
remains)
Smithy
Specimen trees to policy
parkland
Orchard
Low Wood riverside pleasure
walk
Black Hill woodlands and
pleasure walks/rides
Rond-point depicted on Roy’s
Military Map (possibly located
to north edge of Black Hill
Curling Pond (overgrown and
planted)

Muirburn
Netherfield
Orchard
Patrickholm
Raploch/Broomhill
Ross
Stonebyres
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Estate

Extant features

Lost features

Ravine paths
Quarry
Black Hill Fort and settlement
Smyllum
Sunnyside
Waygateshaw

Waygateshaw House B-listed
Stables
Lodge(s)
Dovecot (ruin) B-listed
Kitchen garden
Dovecot garden
Gateway(s)
Main Drive
Service Drive
Cart or Carriage-wash
Waygateshaw Parkland
Waygateshaw Woodland

Specimen trees to parkland
Orchard

HES are currently undertaking a review of buildings/structures which are listed both as buildings of special
architectural or historic interest and scheduled as monuments of national importance.

Appendix 4: Value and Cultural Significance
The cultural significance for each of the Glorious Gardens (GG1) sites was assessed within the GG1 reports,
using three characteristics, intrinsic, contextual and associative values, as set out by Historic Environment
Scotland (HES) Policy Statement, 201629.
The HES starting point for identifying gardens and designed landscape of national significance to include in
the Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes is the definition of gardens and designed landscapes as
"grounds consciously laid out for artistic effect”. Glorious Gardens, despite the name, took as its focus the
policies of the house, or, in the case of public parks, the park in its entirety. The project looked at all of the
components of the policies, not only “grounds consciously laid out for artistic effect”. As such, social,
economic, cultural and technological/industrial values were considered as well as art-historical values.
Research was also concerned with the contribution made by the policies to the local historical environment
and aspects of their history that gave the estates regional or local significance.
It was not the intention to compare the sites considered in GG1 with those in the inventory, given the different
emphasis of the starting point. It is also important to note that the researchers were volunteers with little or
no prior knowledge of historic landscapes, and data was collected without interpretation. Although the data
collected does fit with some of the inventory criteria, it was considered more appropriate for the aims of the
project to use the criteria for cultural significance rather than the inventory criteria.
Consideration of significance was requested by the stakeholders of the GG1 project (the Council and HES),
and it was intended that if a site was considered to have the potential to be included in the Inventory, it would
be brought to the attention of HES for further investigation.
29

Historic Environment Scotland. 2016. Historic Environment Scotland Policy Statement
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The three characteristics used to evaluate cultural significance for GG1 sites are described further below.
Intrinsic characteristics are inherent within the landscape and/or its constituent parts, including:
 Condition
 Research potential
 Length and legibility of its apparent developmental sequence
 Original or subsequent functions
Contextual characteristics relate to its place within the wider landscape, or body of existing knowledge,
including:
 Rarity of the designed landscape or any part of it, assessed against its regional and national context
 Relationship to other, similar landscapes in the vicinity
 Relationship of the designed landscape and its constituent parts to the wider landscape setting
Associative characteristics include the historic, cultural and social influences that have affected the form and
fabric of the designed landscape, and vice versa, including:
 Aesthetics attributes
 Significance in the national consciousness or to people who use or have used it, including descendants
 Associations with historical, traditional or artistic characters or events
For each of the GG21 sites, the reports rank the three characteristics as outstanding, high, some or little, and
considers the significance in terms of local, regional, national or international significance.
Table 3: Significance of selected CAVLP designed landscapes, as summarised in the GG1 reports
Designed landscape

Baronald
Cambusnethan
Carfin
Cleghorn
Dalserf
Harperfield
Jerviswood
Kerse
Mauldslie
Milton Lockhart
Stonebyres
Waygateshaw

Intrinsic

some-little
high-little
some-little
high-outstanding
high
some
high
some
high
high
some
some

Contextual

high
high
some
high
some
some
high
some
high
high
high
some

Associative

high
high
some
high
high-outstanding
high
high
high
high
high
high
some

GG1 assessment of
cultural significance

Regional
Regional
Local
National
National or International
Regional
Regional
Local
Regional
National
Regional
Regional

From the above table, it can be seen that one site, Dalserf stands out. The GG1 report states “Although
Dalserf House no longer stands, many elements of the associated designed landscape and gardens do
survive, albeit in variable condition. Positive conservation management could greatly enhance the
significance and value of the property. Overall, the property has at least regional cultural significance, and its
association with one of the Scottish Colourists is considered to be of national or even international cultural
significance”30. National or international significance would normally only be considered for a site with
consistent high or outstanding qualities and condition. It is perhaps questionable, therefore, why this
significance level is suggested for a site, apparently based on the associative value of a painting by Francis
C. B. Caddell, who was one of a group of Scottish Colourists well-known in their day. However, no further
analysis of value and significance has been undertaken during GG2.

30

Glorious Gardens. 2017. The Development of the Gardens and Designed Landscape at Dalserf, Clyde Valley
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A further two GG1 sites, Cleghorn and Milton Lockhart were judged to be of National importance. These sites
have many surviving elements, designated woodlands, and cultural associations with eminent characters
such as Sir Walter Scott and J. C. Loudon.
The assessment of significance is designed to help in establishing why a place or feature is considered to be
of importance and why it is valued. The GG1 report authors recognise that this can be a subjective exercise,
reflecting the moment in history when the assessment was made, and the knowledge of the site at the time.
This means that the assessment of significance has the potential to change as the knowledge and
understanding of the site increases, as ideas or values change, or because of alterations to the place or a
feature, including condition. For example, Cambusnethan Priory has ‘some’ intrinsic value due to the
degraded condition of the physical features, and ‘lost’ natural heritage features. However, the site’s
contextual and associative values are high, characteristics which might have otherwise raised the cultural
significance. Whilst it should be recognised that the levels of significance are somewhat subjective and
dependant on availability of information as well as site condition, they form a valuable starting point for
comparative studies.
The evaluation process adopted during the GG1 process was commented upon by consultees during the GG2
process, as it did not follow the recognised criteria for determining whether a garden or designed landscape
is of ‘National Importance’ for inclusion in the Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes held by HES.
However, as noted above, the emphasis of GG1 was different from the intentions of the Inventory, and the
decision was made to use the cultural heritage criteria instead of those for the Inventory.
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