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1 NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY 

1.1 AOC Archaeology Group was commissioned by CleanEarth Energy to undertake a Heritage Impact Assessment 

with regard to proposed wind turbines at Hallsburn, South Lanarkshire. The proposed development site, 

hereafter referred to as “the Site”, lies within the local authority administrative area of South Lanarkshire 

Council. 

1.2 The assessment has established that the Site has not been intensively used or developed in the past. This 

assessment has identified seven non-designated heritage assets (Sites 38-44) within the Site, which are thought 

to date to the post-medieval and modern periods and are judged to be of Low-Negligible importance. Based on 

a review of heritage assets within the 1 km study area, historic maps, aerial photography and LiDAR imagery, 

there is judged to be a Low potential for prehistoric to medieval remains; a Medium potential for post-medieval 

remains; and a High potential for post-medieval agricultural remains to survive in the western area of the Site 

and a High potential for modern water management features to survive on the Site. This assessment has judged 

there to be a potential for hitherto unknown remains to survive on the Site.  

1.3 Any ground works within the Site boundary could be considered to have the potential to have a High impact any 

on buried archaeological deposits that may be present. AOC Archaeology Group have been appraised of the 

location of the proposed turbines; however the location of infrastructure is currently unknown. No direct 

impacts on known heritage assets is anticipated for the construction of the proposed turbines. In line with 

national and local planning policy it is recommended that known heritage assets be avoided by design. A 

programme of archaeological works may be required and will need to be confirmed by the West of Scotland 

Archaeology Service (WoSAS), archaeological advisors to South Lanarkshire Council and may be detailed as a 

condition of any approved planning consent. This may take the form of an archaeological watching brief on 

ground breaking works. Known heritage assets may also require to be fenced to prevent accidental incursion 

during construction works.  In the case that significant archaeological remains are identified further 

archaeological works may be required. Any requirement for further works should be agreed with the client and 

WoSAS.   

1.4 An assessment of the potential for setting impacts upon designated heritage assets and sites considered to be of 

national importance on the non-statutory register recorded by WoSAS has been undertaken as part of this 

assessment. No effects above a Minor level have been predicted. Consequently, no mitigation for setting effects 

is considered necessary. 
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2  INTRODUCTION 

2.1 Proposed Development Site 

2.1.1 The Proposed Development Site (hereafter - “the Site“) is located at land at Hallsburn, South Lanarkshire. The 

Site is occupied by moorland which generally slopes upwards from west to east and is centred on national grid 

reference (NGR) NS 66372 36759. The Site is bound to the west by the B743, to the north by a tree plantation 

around Dungavel Prison or Removal Centre; to the east by land around Dungavel Wind Farm and to the south by 

a mature tree plantation.  The Site is located within the area that is administered by South Lanarkshire Council. 

2.2 Topographical & Geological Conditions 

2.2.1. According to the British Geological Survey GeoIndex (BGS 2022), there are two sedimentary bedrocks underlying 

the Site. The eastern most is Swanshaw Sandstone Formation, which consists of sandstone formed 

approximately 393 to 427 million years ago in the Devonian and Silurian periods. The western most deposit is 

known as Middlefield Conglomerate Formation, a slightly older bedrock formed between 427 to 433 million 

years ago in the Silurian period. Both bedrocks were formed in a local environment previously dominated by 

rivers. 

2.2.2. Mapping of the extent of superficial geological deposits by the BGS is not always accurate due to the 

discontinuity in distribution of these deposits and difficulties in accessing below ground data.  The majority of the 

Site is underlain by the superficial deposits known as Till, Devensian-Diamicton, a deposit formed up to 2 million 

years ago in the Quaternary period in ice age conditions. An area of Alluvium is recorded either side of the Hall’s 
Burn along the southern boundary of the Site. Alluvial deposits consist of claysgravels and sands which were 

formed in the Quaternary period around rivers. Alluvial deposits can mask earlier archaeological remains. 

2.2.3. Three boreholes are recorded c.350 m north-west of the Site, NS63NE1661/1-3. The boreholes were not 

undertaken for archaeological purposes and were each sunk to a depth of 3 m below ground level (bgl). A peaty 

topsoil 0.225 m in thickness was documented in NS63NE1661/1 & 2 with a thinner peaty topsoil 0.15 m recorded 

in NS63NE1661/3. Under the topsoil, three forms of sandy clay which became firmer with depth were 

documented to the termination of the boreholes.  

2.2.4. Another borehole is recorded c. 370m west of the Site along the B745, NS63NE4. This non-archaeological 

borehole recorded 1.1 m of “soil” overlying 2.5m of a deposit described as sandy clay which is likely the Till 

superficial deposits. The basal deposit was recorded as sandstone identified at a depth of 6 m (BGS, 2022).  

2.2.5. The Site is recorded as occupying land which slopes downwards from east, where a height of 300 m Above 

Ordnance Datum (AOD) is recorded at the eastern Site boundary, to west where a height of 234 m AOD is 

recorded along the western Site boundary. 

2.3 Development proposal 

2.3.1 CleanEarth Energy commissioned AOC Archaeology Group to undertake a Heritage Impact Assessment to assess 

the archaeological and heritage value of the Site proposed for development at Hallsburn, South Lanarkshire. The 

development consists of three wind turbines up to 149.9 m in height and associated infrastructure.  

2.4 Government and local planning policies and guidance 

National Planning Policy Guidelines 
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2.4.1 The statutory framework for heritage in Scotland is outlined in the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 

1997, as amended in the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Scotland) Act 1997 and the Ancient 

Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 both of which are modified by the Historic Environment 

(Amendment) (Scotland) Act 2011.  

2.4.2 The implications of these Acts with regard to local government planning policy are described within Scottish 

Planning Policy (SPP) (Scottish Government 2014), Historic Environment Policy for Scotland (HEPS) (Historic 

Environment Scotland (HES) 2019a) and Planning Advice Notes (PAN) for Scotland. SPP, HEPS and PAN 2/2011 

‘Archaeology and Planning' (Scottish Government 2011) deal specifically with planning policy in relation to 

heritage. The planning guidance expresses a general presumption in favour of preserving heritage remains in 

situ. Their ‘preservation by record’ (i.e. through excavation and recording, followed by analysis and publication, 

by qualified archaeologists) is a less desirable alternative. SPP expresses the following policy principles: 

“The planning system should: 

• promote the care and protection of the designated and non-designated historic environment (including 

individual assets, related settings and the wider cultural landscape) and its contribution to sense of place, cultural 

identity, social well-being, economic growth, civic participation and lifelong learning; and 

• enable positive change in the historic environment which is informed by a clear understanding of the 

importance of the heritage assets affected and ensure their future use. Change should be sensitively managed to 

avoid or minimise adverse impacts on the fabric and setting of the asset, and ensure that its special 

characteristics are protected, conserved or enhanced’ (Scottish Government 2014, Para 137).  

2.4.3 The Historic Environment Policy for Scotland (HEPS 2019a) sets out the Scottish Government’s policy for the 
sustainable management of the historic environment. Key principles of the policy note that “Changes to specific 
assets and their context should be managed in a way that protects the historic environment…If detrimental 
impact on the historic environment is unavoidable, it should be minimised. Steps should be taken to demonstrate 

that alternatives have been explored, and mitigation measures should be put in place” (HEP4). 

 Local Planning Policy – South Lanarkshire Council 

2.4.4 The local development plan for South Lanarkshire is made up of the Clydeplan, Glasgow and Clyde Valley 

Strategic Development Plan (SDP), the South Lanarkshire Minerals Plan and the South Lanarkshire Local 

Development Plan (SLLDP). The latter is supported by statutory supplementary guidance. 

2.4.5 The Cydeplan (2017) is a high-level strategic document and does not specifically mention cultural heritage or 

archaeology but does respect the key policy principles set out in SPP. 

2.4.6 The South Lanarkshire Local Development Plan 2 was adopted in April 2021 Volume 1 contains the overarching 

policies. Policy 14 Natural and Historic Environment is the overarching policy with regard to the historic 

environment and states that: 

“The Council will assess all development proposals in terms of their impact on the … historic environment”  (SLC, 

2021a: 35)  

2.4.7 Detailed policies, pertinent to this assessment are contained in the LDP2 Volume 2:   

“Policy NHE2 Archaeological Sites and Monuments Scheduled Monuments and their Setting 

Scheduled monuments shall be preserved in situ and in an appropriate setting. 



HALLSBURN WIND TURBINES: HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

 
 (c) AOC Archaeology 2022 | 8 | www.aocarchaeology.com 

 

Developments which have an adverse effect on scheduled monuments or the integrity of their setting shall not be 

permitted unless there are exceptional circumstances. 

Non-scheduled Archaeological Sites and Monuments 

All non-scheduled archaeological resources shall be preserved in situ wherever feasible. The Council will weigh the 

significance of any impacts on archaeological resources and their settings against other merits of the 

development proposals in the determination of planning applications. 

The developer may be requested to supply a report of an archaeological evaluation prior to determination of the 

planning application. Where the case for preservation does not prevail, the developer shall be required to make 

appropriate and satisfactory provision for archaeological excavation, recording, analysis and publication, in 

advance of development. 

Policy NHE3 Listed Buildings 

Development affecting a Listed Building or its setting shall, as a first principle, seek to preserve the building and 

its setting, and any features of special architectural interest which it has…. 

Policy NHE4 Gardens and Designed Landscapes 

Development affecting sites listed in the Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes shall protect, preserve 

and, where appropriate, enhance such places and shall not significantly impact adversely upon their character, 

upon important views to, from and within them, or upon the site or setting of component features which 

contribute to their value.  

Development which would affect these areas following the implementation of any mitigation measures will only 

be permitted where there is no significant adverse impact on the protected resource, or where the conservation 

value of the designed landscape is enhanced.  

Policy NHE5 Historic Battlefields 

Any development affecting sites listed in the current Inventory of Historic Battlefields shall take cognisance of the 

battlefield and its setting and shall demonstrate how the development will protect, conserve or, where 

appropriate, enhance the key landscape characteristics and special qualities of the site. 

Development which would affect these areas following the implementation of any mitigation measures will only 

be permitted where there is no significant adverse impact on the protected resource. “(SLC, 2021b:56-59) 

2.5 Planning considerations pertaining to the site 

2.5.1. The Local Planning Authority is advised on all archaeological matters by the West of Scotland Archaeology 

Service (WoSAS). Any requirement for archaeological work either preceding or during development will be 

determined by WoSAS acting as South Lanarkshire Council’s advisor on archaeological matters.  

2.5.2. No heritage assets have been previously recorded on the Site.  This assessment has identified seven non-

designated heritage assets (Sites 38-44- Figure 2) on the Site as a result of LiDAR analysis and the walkover 

survey.  

2.5.3. All heritage assets were identified within the 1 km study area (Figure 3). Within the 1km study area there are two 

Category C Listed Buildings; South Halls (Site 14), a 19th century building located c. 590 m west of the Site; and 

Dungavel Prison (Site 17), a 20th century structure located c. 250 m west of the Site.   
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2.5.4. All designated heritage assets, inclusive of assets recorded by WoSAS as “Non-Statutory Register Code C” which 
are defined as “almost certainly of national importance” were identified within the 5 km study area (Figure 4). 

There is one Scheduled Monument; Dungavel Hill, cairn (Site 4), located c. 1.57 km south-east of the Site; two 

Inventoried Battlefields; Battle of Drumclog (Site 19) and Battle of Loudoun Hill (Site 20) which extend c. 3.5 km 

north-west and 3.5 km west of the Site respectively. Six Category B (Sites 8, 9, 11, 12, 15 & 18) and two Category 

C Listed Buildings (Sites 10 & 13) are also located between 1 km and 5 km from the Site. Wallace's Knowe (Site 

35), a Non-Statutory Register Code C earthwork, is located c. 4.64 km west of the Site.  

2.5.5. All designated heritage assets of Very High or High importance (Table 1) have been identified between 5 km and 

10 km from the Site (Figure 4). There are six Scheduled Monuments (Sites 1-3 & 5-7) grouped to the north-east 

or south-west of the Site. The eastern extent of the Inventoried Garden and Designed Landscape, known as 

Lanfine (centred Site 21) extends within c. 9.26 km to the west of the Site.  

2.5.6. The setting of Listed Buildings is a competent planning matter; Section 14.2 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and 

Conservation Areas) Act 1997 states that when determining applications for development which could impact 

upon the setting of a listed building: 

“…the planning authority or the Secretary of State, as the case may be, shall have special regard to the 
desirability of preserving the building or its setting or any features of special architectural or historic interest 

which it possesses” 

2.5.7. Paragraph 141 of SPP (2014) notes the importance of preserving the settings of Listed Buildings, stating that: 

”The layout, design, materials, scale, siting and use of any development which will affect a listed building or its 

setting should be appropriate to the character and appearance of the building and setting. Listed buildings should 

be protected from demolition or other work that would adversely affect it or its setting” (Scottish Government 

2014). 

2.5.8. With regard to Scheduled Monuments, Paragraph 145 of Scottish Planning Policy notes that: 

“Where there is potential for a proposed development to have an adverse effect on a scheduled monument or on 

the integrity of its setting, permission should only be granted where there are exceptional circumstances.” 

2.5.9. SPP (2014, para 148) notes that for Inventoried Gardens and Designed Landscapes  

“Planning authorities should protect and, where appropriate, seek to enhance gardens and designed landscapes 
included in the Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes and designed landscapes of regional and local 

importance.” 

2.5.10. With regard to the Inventory of Historic Battlefields, SPP (2014) makes the following statements:   

“Planning authorities should seek to protect, conserve and, where appropriate, enhance the key landscape 

characteristics and special qualities of sites in the Inventory of Historic Battlefields.” (Scottish Government 2014, 
Paragraph 149). 

2.5.11. There are no Conservation Areas within the 5 km study area. There are no World Heritage Sites within 10 km of 

the Site.  

2.6 Limitations of Scope 

2.6.1 This assessment is based upon data obtained from publicly accessible archives as described in the Data Sources 

in Section 4.2. All heritage assets within 1 km of the Site were identified. All designated heritage assets within 5 
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km of the Site, have been identified to allow for an assessment of the potential for impacts upon their settings. A 

10 km study area was used for the assessment of potential impacts on setting of designated heritage assets of 

Very High or High importance (Table 1) between 5 km and 10 km from the Site. Data from the National Record of 

the Historic Environment (NRHE) was obtained in February 2022 and Historic Environment Record (HER) data 

was received from WoSAS in February 2022. The information presented in the gazetteer regarding known 

heritage assets is current to this date. 

2.6.2 It should be noted that the report has been prepared under the express instructions and solely for the use of 

CleanEarth Energy and their partners. All the work carried out in this report is based upon AOC Archaeology 

Group’s professional knowledge and understanding of current (March 2022) and relevant United Kingdom 

standards and codes, technology and legislation.  

2.6.3 Changes in these areas may occur in the future and cause changes to the conclusions, advice or 

recommendations given. AOC Archaeology Group does not accept responsibility for advising CleanEarth Energy 

or associated parties of the facts or implications of any such changes in the future. 

2.6.4 Access to aerial photographic collections held by the National Collection of Aerial Photography on behalf of 

Historic Environment Scotland (HES) is currently limited due to Covid-19 restrictions. Where photography is 

available online it has been consulted. As LiDAR analysis has also been undertaken this limitation is not deemed 

to compromise this assessment. 

 

3 OBJECTIVES 

3.1 The main objective of this assessment is to identify the archaeological and cultural heritage value of the Site at 

Hallsburn, South Lanarkshire and to identify the potential for direct and settings impacts which may result as a 

consequence of the Proposed Development. The evidence presented and the conclusions offered will provide a 

comprehensive basis for further discussion and decisions regarding heritage constraints on the future 

development of the Site and for the formulation of a further mitigation strategy, should this be required. This will 

be done by examining a variety of evidence for upstanding and buried remains of heritage interest within 1 km of 

the Site; designated heritage assets, including assets on WoSAS’ Non-Statutory Register, within 5 km of the Site 

and assets of High or Very High Importance, including Scheduled Monuments, Category A Listed Buildings and 

Inventory sites between 5 km and 10 km of the Site.  

 

4 METHODOLOGY 

4.1 Standards 

4.1.1 The scope of this assessment meets the requirements of current planning regulations set out in SPP (Scottish 

Government 2014), HEPS (Historic Environment Scotland 2019) and PAN 2/2011 (Scottish Government 2011), 

and local planning policy. 

4.1.2 AOC Archaeology Group conforms to the standards of professional conduct outlined in the Chartered Institute 

for Archaeologists' (CIfA) Code of Conduct (2021), the CIfA Standard and Guidance for Commissioning Work or 

Providing Consultancy Advice on Archaeology and the Historic Environment (2014, updated 2020), the CIfA 

Standards and Guidance for Historic Environment Desk Based Assessments (2014, updated 2020), Field 

Evaluations (2014, updated 2020) and other relevant guidance. 
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4.1.3 AOC Archaeology Group is a Registered Organisation of the CIfA. This status ensures that there is regular 

monitoring and approval by external peers of our internal systems, standards and skills development. 

4.1.4 AOC is ISO 9001:2015 accredited, in recognition of the Company’s Quality Management System. 

4.2 Data sources 

4.2.1 The following data sources were consulted during preparation of this Heritage Impact Assessment:  

• Historic Environment Scotland (HES): 

For National Record of the Historic Environment data and designated asset data sets; 

• West of Scotland Archaeology Service (WoSAS): 

For Historic Environment Record (HER) data;  

• National Map Library (National Library of Scotland, Causewayside, Edinburgh): 

For old Ordnance Survey maps (1st & 2nd Edition, small- and large-scale) and pre-Ordnance Survey historical 

maps; 

• National Collection of Aerial Photography (NCAP) online: 

For historic aerial photography of the Site available online, through AOC Archaeology Group’s subscription to 
NCAP; and  

•  Scottish Remote Sensing Scotland: 

For LiDAR, (Phase 3) LiDAR digital terrain models (DTM), digital surface models (DSM) and LAS datasets 

processed by AOC Archaeology Group using Relief Visualization Toolbox 2.2.1 and SAGA GIS. 

4.3 Report structure 

4.3.1 Each heritage asset referred to in the text is listed in the Gazetteer in Appendix 1. Each has been assigned a 'Site 

No.' unique to this assessment, and the Gazetteer includes information regarding the type, period, grid 

reference, HER number, protective designation, and other descriptive information, as derived from the 

consulted sources. 

4.3.2 Each heritage asset referred to in the text is plotted on the location maps (Figures 2-4) at the end of the report, 

using the assigned Asset Number. The Site is shown outlined in red.  

4.3.3 All sources consulted during the assessment, including publications, archived records, photographic and 

cartographic evidence, are listed amongst the References in Section 7. 

4.4 Impact assessment methodology 

4.4.1. This assessment distinguishes between the terms ‘impact’ and ‘effect’. An impact is defined as a physical change 
to a heritage asset or its setting, whereas an effect refers to the significance of this impact. The first stage of the 

assessment involves establishing the significance and importance of the heritage assets and assessing the 

sensitivity of those assets to change (impact). Using the proposed design for the Proposed Development, an 

assessment of the impact magnitude is made and a judgement regarding the level and significance of effect is 

arrived at. 

Criteria for Assessing Sensitivity of Heritage Assets 
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4.4.2. The definition of cultural significance is readily accepted by heritage professionals both in the UK and 

internationally and was first fully outlined in the Burra Charter, which states in article one that ‘cultural 
significance’ or ‘cultural heritage value’ means aesthetic, historic, scientific, social or spiritual value for past, 
present or future generations (ICOMOS 2013, Article 1.2). This definition has since been adopted by heritage 

organisations around the world, including HES. HEPS notes that to have cultural significance an asset must have a 

particular “aesthetic, historic, scientific or social value for past, present and future generations” (HES 2019a). 

Heritage assets also have value in the sense that they “...contribute to sense of place, cultural identity, social well-

being, economic growth, civic participation and lifelong learning” (Scottish Government 2014, 33).  

4.4.3. All heritage assets have significance; however, some heritage assets are judged to be more important than 

others. The level of that importance is, from a cultural resource management perspective, determined by 

establishing the asset’s capacity to contribute to our understanding or appreciation of the past (HES 2019-

Updated 2020). In the case of many heritage assets their importance has already been established through the 

designation (i.e. Scheduling, Listing and Inventory) processes applied by HES.  

4.4.4. The rating of importance of heritage assets is first and foremost made in reference to their designation. For non-

designated assets importance will be assigned based on professional judgement and guided by the criteria 

presented in Table 1, which itself relates to the criteria for designations as set out in HES’s Designation Policy and 
Selection Guidance (HES 2019-Updated 2020) and Scotland’s Listed Buildings (HES 2019-Updated 2021). 

Table 1: Criteria for Establishing Importance of Heritage Assets 

Importance  Receptors  

Very High  World Heritage Sites (As protected by SPP, 2014);  

Other designated or non-designated assets with demonstrable Outstanding 

Universal Value.  

High  Scheduled Monuments (as protected by the Ancient Monuments and 

Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (the "1979 Act");  

Category A Listed Buildings (as protected by the Planning (Listed Buildings 

and Conservation Areas) (Scotland) Act 1997) (the "1997 Act");  

Inventory Gardens and Designed Landscapes (as protected by the 1979 Act, 

as amended by the Historic Environment (Amendment) (Scotland) Act 

2011);  

Inventory Battlefields (as protected by the 1979 Act, as amended by the 

2011 Act);  

Outstanding examples of some period, style or type;  

Non-designated assets considered to meet the criteria for the designations 

as set out above (as protected by SPP, 2014).  

Medium  Category B and C Listed Buildings (as protected by the 1997 Act);   

Conservation Areas (as protected by the 1997 Act);   

Major or representative examples of some period, style or type; or  

Non-designated assets considered to meet the criteria for the designations 

as set out above (as protected by SPP, 2014);  

Low  Locally Listed assets;  

Examples of any period, style or type which contribute to our 

understanding of the historic environment at the local level.  

Negligible  Relatively numerous types of assets;  

Findspots of artefacts that have no definite archaeological remains known 

in their context.   

The above non-designated assets are protected by Paragraph 137 of SPP, 

2014.  
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4.4.5. Determining cultural heritage significance can be made with reference to the intrinsic, contextual and associative 

characteristics of an asset as set out in HEPS (HES 2019a) and its accompanying Designation Policy and Selection 

Guidance (HES 2019-Updated 2020). HEPS Designation Policy and Selection Guidance (HES 2019-Updated 2020) 

indicates that the relationship of an asset to its setting or the landscape makes up part of its contextual 

characteristics. The Xi’an Declaration (ICOMOS 2005) set out the first internationally accepted definition of 

setting with regard to heritage assets, indicating that setting is important where it forms part of or contributes to 

the significance of a heritage asset. While SPP does not differentiate between the importance of the asset itself 

and the importance of the asset’s setting, HES’s Managing Change Guidance, in defining what factors need to be 
considered in assessing the impact of a change on the setting of a historic asset or place, states that the 

magnitude of the proposed change should be considered “relative to the sensitivity of the setting of an asset”  
(HES 2020, 11); thereby making clear that assets vary in their sensitivity to changes in setting and thus have a 

relative sensitivity.  

4.4.6. The EIA Handbook suggests that cultural significance aligns with sensitivity but also states that “the relationship 
between value and sensitivity should be clearly articulated in the assessment” (HES and SNH 2018, 184). It is 
therefore recognised (HES and SNH 2018, 184) that the importance of an asset is not the same as its sensitivity to 

changes to its setting.  Elements of setting may make a positive, neutral, or negative contribution to the 

significance of an asset. Thus, in determining the nature and level of effects upon assets and their settings by the 

development, the contribution that setting makes to an asset’s significance and thus its sensitivity to changes to 
setting need to be considered.  

4.4.7. This approach recognises the importance of preserving the integrity of the setting of an asset in the context of 

the contribution that setting makes to the understanding, appreciation and experience of a given asset. It 

recognises that setting is a key characteristic in understanding and appreciating some, but by no means all, 

assets. Indeed, assets of High or Very High importance do not necessarily have high sensitivity to changes to their 

settings (e.g. do not necessarily have a high relative sensitivity).  An asset’s relative sensitivity to alterations to its 
setting refers to its capacity to retain its ability to contribute to our understanding and appreciation of the past in 

the face of changes to its setting. The ability of an asset’s setting to contribute to an understanding, appreciation 
and experience of it and its significance also has a bearing on the sensitivity of that asset to changes to its setting. 

While heritage assets of High or Very High importance are likely to be sensitive to direct effects, not all will have 

a similar sensitivity to effects on their setting; this would be true where setting does not appreciably contribute 

to their significance. HES’s guidance on setting makes clear that the level of effect may relate to “the ability of 

the setting [of an asset] to absorb new development without eroding its key characteristics” (HES 2020, 11). 

Assets with Very High or High relative sensitivity to settings effects may be vulnerable to any changes that affect 

their settings, and even slight changes may erode their key characteristics or the ability of their settings to 

contribute to the understanding, appreciation and experience of them. Assets whose relative sensitivity to 

changes to their setting is lower may be able to accommodate greater changes to their settings without having 

key characteristics eroded.    

4.4.8. The criteria used for establishing an asset’s relative sensitivity to changes to its setting is detailed in Table 2. This 

table has been developed based on AOC’s professional judgement and experience in assessing setting effects. It 
has been developed with reference to the policy and guidance noted above including SPP (Scottish Government 

2014), HEPS (HES 2019a) and its Designation Policy and Selection Guidance (HES 2019-Updated 2020), the Xi’an 
Declaration (ICOMOS 2005), the EIA Handbook (SNH & HES 2018) and HES’s guidance on the setting of heritage 

assets (HES 2020). 
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Table 2: Criteria for Establishing Relative Sensitivity of a Heritage Asset to Changes to its Setting 

Relative 

Sensitivity  

Criteria  

Very High  An asset, the setting of which, is critical to an understanding, appreciation, and 

experience of it should be thought of as having Very High Sensitivity to changes 

to its setting.  This is particularly relevant for assets whose settings, or elements 
thereof, make an essential direct contribution to their cultural significance (e.g. 

form part of their Contextual Characteristics (HES, 2019-Updated 2020, Annex 

1)).   
High  An asset, the setting, of which, makes a major contribution to an 

understanding, appreciation, and experience of it should be thought of as 

having High Sensitivity to changes to its setting.  This is particularly relevant for 
assets whose settings, or elements thereof, contribute directly to their cultural 

significance (e.g. form part of their Contextual Characteristics (HES, 2019-

Updated 2020, Annex 1)).   
Medium  An asset, the setting of which, makes a moderate contribution to an 

understanding, appreciation, and experience of it should be thought of as 

having Medium Sensitivity to changes to its setting.  This could be an asset for 

which setting makes a contribution to significance but whereby its value is 

derived mainly from its other characteristics (HES, 2019-Updated 2020).  

Low  An asset, the setting of which, makes some contribution to an understanding, 

appreciation, and experience of it should generally be thought of as having Low 

Sensitivity to changes to its setting.  This may be an asset whose significance is 
predominantly derived from its other characteristics.  

Negligible  An asset whose setting makes minimal contribution to an understanding, 

appreciation, and experience of it should generally be thought of as having 

Negligible Sensitivity to changes to its setting.    

 

4.4.9. The determination of a heritage asset’s relative sensitivity to changes to its setting is first and foremost reliant 
upon the determination of its setting and the key characteristics of setting which contribute to its cultural 

significance and an understanding and appreciation of that cultural significance. This aligns with Stage 2 of the 

HES guidance on setting (2020, 9). The criteria set out in Table 2 are intended as a guide. Assessment of 

individual heritage assets is informed by knowledge of the asset itself; of the asset type if applicable and by site 

visits to establish the current setting of the assets. This will allow for the use of professional judgement and each 

asset is assessed on an individual basis. 

Criteria for Assessing Magnitude of Impact 

4.4.10. Potential impacts, that is the physical change to known heritage assets, and unknown buried archaeological 

remains, or changes to an asset’s setting, in the case of the Proposed Development relate to the possibility of 

disturbing, removing or destroying in situ remains and artefacts during the construction phase or the placement 

of new features within their setting during the operational phase.  

4.4.11. The magnitude of the impacts upon heritage assets caused by the Proposed Development is rated using the 

classifications and criteria outlined in Table 3.   

Table 3: Criteria for Classifying Magnitude of Impact 

 

Impact Magnitude  Criteria  

High  Substantial loss of information content resulting from total or large-
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scale removal of deposits from an asset;   

Major alteration of an asset’s baseline setting, which materially 
compromises the ability to understand, appreciate and experience 

the contribution that setting makes to the significance of the asset 

and erodes the key characteristics (HES 2020) of the setting.  

Medium  Loss of information content resulting from material alteration of the 

baseline conditions by removal of part of an asset;  

Alteration of an asset’s baseline setting that effects the ability to 
understand, appreciate and experience the contribution that setting 

makes to the significance of the asset to a degree but whereby the 

cultural significance of the monument in its current setting remains 

legible. The key characteristics of the setting (HES 2020) are not 

eroded.  

Low  Detectable impacts leading to minor loss of information content;  

Alterations to the asset’s baseline setting, which do not affect the 
ability to understand, appreciate and experience the contribution 

that setting makes to the asset’s overall significance.  
Negligible  Loss of a small percentage of the area of an asset's peripheral 

deposits;  

A reversible alteration to the fabric of the asset;  

A marginal alteration to the asset’s baseline setting.  
None  No effect predicted.  

 

Criteria for Assessing Level of Effect 

4.4.12. The predicted level of effect on each heritage asset is then determined by considering the asset’s importance 
and/or relative sensitivity in conjunction with the predicted magnitude of the impact. The method of deriving the 

level of effect is provided in Table 4. 

Table 4: Level of Effect based on Inter-Relationship between the Importance and/or Sensitivity of a Heritage 

Asset and/or its setting and the Magnitude of Impact 

Magnitude 

of Impact  

Importance and/or Sensitivity  

Negligible  Low  Medium  High  Very High  

High  Minor  Moderate  Moderate  Major  Major  

Medium  Negligible/Neutral  Minor  Moderate  Moderate  Major  

Low  Negligible/Neutral  Negligible/Neutral  Minor  Minor  Moderate  

Negligible  Negligible/Neutral  Negligible/Neutral  Negligible/Neutral  Minor  Minor  

 

4.4.13. The level of effect is judged to be the interaction of the asset’s importance and/or relative sensitivity (Tables 1 

and/or 2) and the magnitude of the impact (Table 3).  In order to provide a level of consistency, the assessment 

of importance and relative sensitivity, the magnitude of impact and the assessment of level of effect are guided 

by pre-defined criteria. However, a qualitative descriptive narrative is also provided for each asset to summarise 

and explain each of the professional value judgements that have been made in establishing importance and/or 

sensitivity and magnitude of impact for each individual asset.  

Integrity of Setting 

4.4.14. SPP notes that where there is potential for a proposed development to have an adverse effect on a Scheduled 

Monument or on the integrity of its setting, permission should only be granted where there are “exceptional 

circumstances” (Scottish Government 2014, para 145).  Adverse effects on integrity of setting are judged here to 
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relate to whether a change would seriously adversely affect the asset’s key attributes or elements of setting 
which contribute to an asset’s significance to the extent that that the setting of the asset can no longer be 
understood or appreciated.   

4.4.15. In terms of effects upon the setting of heritage assets, it is considered that only those effects identified as 

’Moderate’ or ‘Major’ in the assessment will have the potential to adversely affect integrity of setting. Where 

effects are 'Minor’ and below effects are found, it is considered that the integrity of an asset’s setting will remain 
intact. This is because for many assets, setting may make a limited contribution to their significance and as such 

changes would not affect the integrity of their settings. Additionally, as set out in Table 3, lower ratings of 

magnitude of change relate to changes that would not obscure or erode key characteristics of setting.  

4.4.16. Where ‘Moderate’ or ‘Major’ effects are found, a detailed assessment of adverse effects upon integrity of setting 

is made. Whilst  ‘Minor’ or lower effects are unlikely to affect integrity of setting, the reverse is not always true. 

That is, the assessment of an effect as being ‘Moderate’ or ‘Major’does not necessarily mean that the adverse 

effect to the asset’s setting will harm its integrity. The assessment of adverse effect upon the integrity of an 
asset’s setting, where required, will be a qualitative one, and will largely depend upon whether the effect 
predicted would result in a major impediment to the ability to understand or appreciate the heritage asset and 

therefore reduce its cultural significance. 

4.4.17. The assessment of the level of effect by the development is based upon plans supplied by the client to AOC 

Archaeology Group and site visits.  

 

5 ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL EVIDENCE 

5.1 Undated 

5.1.1. The Non-Statutory Register Code C, Wallace’s Knowe earthwork (Site 35) is recorded c. 4.64 km west of the Site. 

The earthwork is described as a flat-topped spur projecting into a valley of the River Irvine, cut off by a shallow 

ditch with a vague suggestion of a causewayed entrance.  The date of the earthwork has been debated and the 

NRHE suggests that at one point the remains were thought to date to the Roman period, however no invasive 

works have been undertaken and thus no definitive date for the earthwork is known.  

5.1.2. A knocking stone (Site 23) was found by a stream bed to the west of the Site. The find has not been dated.  

5.2 Prehistoric (8000 BC-AD 43) 

5.2.1. There are no remains or finds dating to the prehistoric period within the Site.  

5.2.2. There are no confirmed prehistoric remains within the 1 km study area, although chert and flint implements (Site 

27) have been recorded along the Glengavel Water to the south of the Site. The centre point for the findspots is 

recorded just beyond the 1 km study area although it is likely that some finds may have been recovered within 

the 1 km study area. Similarly, the exact provenance of a Bronze Age hoard (NS63NW 11) containing a 6th or 7th 

century BC collection of scrap metal materials, including broken and partly melted down objects, 28 spearheads, 

one axe, one sword, a ferrule and three rings, is not confidentially known and is centred by the NRHE just beyond 

the 1 km study area.  

5.2.3. Four funerary and ritual prehistoric Scheduled Monuments are located between 1 km and 5 km from the Site. 

The Scheduled Dungavel Hill cairn (Site 4) is located approximately 1.5 km south-east of the Site. The Scheduled 

Monument encloses a roughly circular cairn which survives to a height of 1.1 m which has been surmounted by a 
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modern marker-cairn and shelter. Another Scheduled cairn, Glen Garr (Site 5) is located 8.48 km south-west. This 

cairn reportedly survives to 2 m in height and similarly is surmounted by a modern marker and shelter. A tumulus 

or mound which is Scheduled and known as Tweediehall (Site 7) is centred c. 9.26 km north-east. It is reported 

that the mound (Site 7) has not been opened. Approximately 6.83 km north-east lies Burnbrae barrow (Site 1) 

which reportedly contained human bones in a stone cist when the barrow was excavated in 1800. 

5.2.4. Overall, there is judged to be a Low potential for prehistoric remains to survive on the Site.  

5.3 Roman and Early Historic (AD 43-1066) 

5.3.1. There are no heritage assets which date to the Roman period within the Site or within 1 km of the Site and as 

such there is judged to be a Low potential for Roman archaeology to survive on the Site.  

5.3.2. In the wider area the Peebles - Castledykes - Loudoun Hill – Irvine Roman road (NRHE NS63NE 7- Canmore 2022) 

is thought to follow the modern route of the A71, c. 2.5 km north-west of the Site, and it is likely that activity 

from this period is located around the road. A later entry relating to the road notes that this is incorrect and that 

‘the Roman road is in fact thought to follow the minor road which forks from the A71 at NS 6486 3956 running 
past Ryeland and Gilmourton farms’ (NRHE NS63NE 7- Canmore 2022). A possible Roman temporary fort (NRHE 

NS64SE 7- Canmore 2022b) has been identified via aerial photography c. 6.5 km north-east of the Site. 

5.3.3. No Early Historic remains have been identified within the 1 km study area by the NHRE and as such there is 

judged to be a Low potential for archaeology of this date to survive on the Site. 

5.4 Medieval (AD 1066-1600) 

5.4.1. The Scheduled remains of Avondale Castle (Site 6) are located c. 8.35 km north-east of the Site. The NHRE notes 

that the Castle was constructed in the late 15th century by Andrew Stewart and was last occupied by the Duchess 

of Hamilton who died in the early 18th century. The castle sits on a largely artificial mound above the Powmillon 

Burn which lies to its south. An earlier castle may have been constructed on the same location by the Flemings of 

Biggar who held the barony of Avondale in the 12th century and the Earls of Douglas may have strengthened this 

existing castle in the late 14th century when they were granted the barony. That castle was apparently destroyed 

by James II in 1455 (Discover Strathaven, n.d.). 

5.4.2. The Inventory Battlefield for the Battle of Loudoun Hill, 1307 (Site 20) is located 3.5 km west of the Site (Figure 

4). The battle is significant as one of the first victories of Robert the Bruce following his inauguration (HES, 2022). 

Bruce’s victory strengthened his position in Scotland and led Edward I to resolve to deal with Bruce personally 
(ibid). 

5.4.3. The NRHE records the findspot of five sherds of medieval pottery (Site 36) to the west of the Site.  No further 

medieval remains are recorded, although later buildings recorded on historic maps may have earlier 

antecedents.  

5.4.4. The foci of medieval activity seems to be centred on Strathaven to the north-east of the Site and along 

communication networks to the west of the Site, which by the medieval period were likely well established. As 

such there is judged to be a Low potential for medieval remains to survive on the Site.  

5.5 Post-medieval (AD 1600-1900)  

5.5.1. Early mapping of the area tends to be schematic and does not reveal any information for land use on the Site. 

Pont’s map thought to date between 1560-1614 (not illustrated) notes the location of Dungavel Hill (centred Site 
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4) to the south-east of the Site and depicts a number of streams and rivers to the north-west, although this map 

does not record any details about the Site itself.  

5.5.2. Adair’s map dated 1685 (not illustrated) annotates “Laudonhill”, likley Loudoun Hill (centred Site 20) on a 

routeway to the west of the Site and labels a building at Drumclog, which would be in the vicinity of the later 

Drumclog Church (Site 9), also illustrated along a routeway to the north-west of the Site. The Site would be 

located in land depicted as a hill to the east of these places. No roads are depicted in this area however rivers 

and streams are depicted. Adair’s map records no specific detail about the Site.  

5.5.3. Roy’s Military Map of Scotland, Lowlands (1752-55) (Figure 5) records the Site to the east of the “Water of Garvle 

or the Glengavel Water. The land immediately east of the river is depicted as being cultivated and farmsteads are 

depicted within this agricultural land. The land further east is depicted as being relatively higher and hilly in 

nature. The Site would have been located at the transition of these different areas. A collection of buildings is 

depicted to the north of the Site and is unlabelled by Roy’s map. These buildings were likely located in the 
vicinity of the later Green Lodge (Site 22) and Category C Listed Dumgavel Lodge (Site 17).   

5.5.4. Ross’ 1773 map (not illustrated) provides no further detail about the Site which is depicted in land west of a 

north-south aligned waterway, the Glengavel Water, between annotated placenames also recorded by Roy 

(1752-55- Figure 5) and Forest (1816- Figure 6). Ross’s map does annotate the location of two separate Inventory 

Battlefields; Loundon Hill (centred Site 20) as “Wallace fought a Battle 1295” to the west; and the Battle of 

Drumclog (centred Site 19) as “Here Clever fought a Battle, 1684”, although as the Battle took place in 1679, 
Ross’ information is not entirely accurate. 

5.5.5. The Battle of Drumclog, 1679 (Site 19) was fought to the west of the Site as the opening battle of the Covenanter 

uprising (Figure 4). The battle was fought between an army of Covenanters who had gathered for a conventicle 

and a force of Dragoons under John Graham of Claverhouse. The battle was a victory for the Covenanters and 

drew increased numbers of supporters to their cause (HES, 2022b). The extent of the Inventory Battlefield (Site 

19) extends to within 3.5 km north-west of the Site. 

5.5.6. A map by Forrest dated 1816 (Figure 6) annotates the Halls Burn which forms the southern boundary of the Site. 

The Site appears to occupy the lower slopes of Side Hill. A north-south aligned road is depicted to the west of the 

Site and this is likely the precursor to the B743. Ainslie’s 1821 and Thomson’s 1832 maps record no further 

details about the Site. 

5.5.7. A 25-inch Ordnance Survey (OS) map published in 1860 (not illustrated) records the northern boundary of the 

Site. This area appears to occupy upland moorland. Grouse Lodge (Site 22) (formerly Green Lodge) is annotated 

to the west on the eastern side of a north-south aligned road (henceforth the B743).  

5.5.8. The OS map published in 1864 (Figure 7) depicts the eastern portion of the Site in moorland with the south-

western area being depicted as agricultural land and a north-south aligned field boundary is depicted parallel to 

the B743. Two wells (Site 40 & 41) are annotated within the Site’s western boundary. The Hall’s Burn is depicted 
as the Site’s southern boundary.  

5.5.9. A 25-inch OS map published in 1897 (not illustrated) does not record any change along the Site’s northern 
boundary although an L-shaped structure, annotated Dungavel Lodge is recorded to the west to the west of 

Grouse Lodge (Site 22).  

5.5.10. The OS map published in 1898-9 (not illustrated) records the Site in less detail than the map published in 1864. 

The lack of change in the depictions is likely due to stylistic changes, with the eastern area of the Site depicted in 
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unimproved, and wet land. No field boundaries are depicted in the south-western area of the Site, although it 

cannot be discounted that this area was not in agricultural use in the late 19th century.  A possible toll booth 

annotated, Hall’s Toll, is depicted opposite the south-western corner of the Site. 

5.5.11. Between 5 km and 10 km from the Site are two post-medieval Scheduled Monuments; Chapelhouse, chapel and 

farmstead (Site 2) located c. 8.9 km south-west; and Old Foundry Holm, ironworks (Site 3), located c. 9.8 km 

south of the Site. The remains at Chapelhouse (Site 2) includes a pre-Reformation chapel, a post-medieval 

farmstead and 18th or 19th century enclosing boundary wall on the western bank of the Greenock Water. Old 

Foundry Holm (Site 3) was an iron smelting works which opened in the 1730s and upstanding industrial remains 

are included in the Scheduled extent.  

5.5.12. There are two Category C Listed building within 1 km of the Site; South Halls (Site 14) a mid-19th century 

Farmhouse and steading located c. 590 m west; and Dungavel Prison, formerly Lodge (Site 17) c. 250 m north-

west of the Site (Figure 3).  

5.5.13. Six Listed Buildings within the 5 km study area (Figure 4) date from the 19th century and fall into three broad 

categories. There are two Category B Listed bridges both dated as being constructed in 1829; Calder Bridge (Site 

12) to the north; and Avon Bridge (Site 18) to the west of the Site. There are also two Category B Listed 

commemorative monuments; the Drumclog Battle Monument (Site 8) which is located within the Inventory 

Battlefield of the same name (centred Site 19) which is located to the west of the Site and dates from the later 

19th century, with the extant structure replacing an early 19th century structure; and Auchengilloch Monument 

(Site 11) which was erected in 1834 to mark the location of conventicles, or non-conformist religious gatherings. 

In addition, there are two Category C Listed 19th century structures associated with Farmhouses; Coldwakening 

Farmhouse (Site 13); and Trumpeter's Well at Hillhead Farm (Site 16).  

5.5.14. The eastern extent of Inventory Garden and Designed Landscape (GDL) of Lanfine extends within the 10 km study 

area to the west of the Site (Figure 4). This GDL is recorded as a large and well-preserved 19th century landscape 

which has undergone very little change since its depicted on the 1854 OS map (HES, 2022c).  

5.5.15. The NRHE records six post-medieval buildings (Sites 24, 26 & 28-31) within the 1 km study area. These are either 

described as farmstead, steadings or mills and reflect the agrarian nature of the landscape around the Site in the 

19th century.  

5.5.16. The south-western portion of the Site appears to have been improved and used as agricultural land in the post-

medieval period, whereas the relatively higher eastern portion of the Site appears to have been unenclosed land 

in the period. As such there is judged to be a High potential for post-medieval agricultural remains to survive in 

the western portion of the Site and a low potential for remains of this date to survive in the eastern portion of 

the Site. Any agricultural remains are likely to be of Low importance.  

5.6 Modern (AD post 1900) 

5.6.1. The OS maps published in 1911 (not illustrated) and 1912 (Figure 8) depict the Site similarly to the post-medieval 

illustrations. A cistern (Site 38) is recorded within the northern boundary of the Site and another is depicted to 

east of the Site on these maps.  Dungavel Lodge, depicted to the west of the Site on earlier OS maps, was rebuilt 

between 1900 and 1912 and is now a Category C Listed Building (Site 17) which includes a chapel. The area 

around Dungavel (Site 17), inclusive of Grouse Lodge (Site 22), appears to have been landscaped in the early 20th 

century.  
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5.6.2. Dungavel (centred Site 17) was owned by the Duke of Hamilton, who was an aircraft enthusiast, and an 

associated airfield (Site 25) was located to the west. Dungavel was converted into a hospital in the Second World 

War. Later the buildings were used as a National Coal Board Training Centre and in 1982 it was converted into a 

prison. The landscape around Dungavel continued to evolve in the 20th century and the extent of planting is 

depicted as bordering the Site’s north-western boundary by OS maps published in 1957 and 1959.  

5.6.3. The OS map published in 1959 (not illustrated) also depicted a rectangular in plan plantation parallel to the Site’s 

northern boundary and a polygonal in shape plantation within the north-eastern corner of the Site. This map 

annotates Dungavel as a “Residential Training Centre”. A water storage tank (Site 39) is recorded in the north-

eastern corner of the Site on the OS map published in 1969 (not illustrated).  

5.6.4. There are three modern Listed Buildings between 1 km and 5 km to the north-west of the Site (Figure 4). The 

Category B Listed Drumclog Church (Site 9) is dated 1912 and is located at the juncture of the A71 and B745 to 

the north-west of the Site. The 1907 Category B Listed Stobieside House and Gatepiers (Site 15) is located further 

north-west, is attributed to Leadbetter and Fairlie architects. These architects, Leadbetter and Fairlie, are also 

thought to be associated with the Category C Listed Low Drumclog (Site 10) also to the north-west of the Site.  

5.6.5. The Site itself appears to have undergone very little change in the modern era, although the Site plantations 

grew up around it in this period and included, to the north, the landscaping around Dungavel (Site 17); and to the 

south a modern tree plantation. The modern tree plantation to the east of the Site appears to have been felled 

for the construction of Dungavel Wind Farm.   

5.6.6. Based on the evidence described above, there is a High potential for water storage systems associated with the 

cisterns (Sites 38 & 39) to survive along the northern Site boundary. Remains of this nature are judged to be of 

Negligible importance. Overall there is a Low potential for other modern remains to survive on the Site.  

5.7 Previous Archaeological Investigations (Events) 

5.7.1. There are three events (Sites 32-34- Figure 3) associated with Dungavel Hill Wind Farm, recorded as extending to 

within the 1 km study area. These include a desk based assessment (centred Site 32); an evaluation (centred Site 

33); and archaeological mitigation works (centred Site 34). 

5.7.2. The evaluation (centred Site 33) focused on a shepherd’s cairn, c. 380m north of the Site where the removal of 

stones was found to overlie a layer of black humified peat 0.1 m thick on bedrock. No further archaeological 

remains were encountered (CFA Archaeology Ltd, 2014).  

5.7.3. Following felling works for the construction of Dungavel Wind Farm, another walkover survey (centred Site 34) 

was undertaken which identified a further two archaeological sites, both grouse butts. Mitigation works (centred 

Site 34) following the previous works (Sites 32 & 33) included the demarcation and avoidance of archaeological 

features (CFA Archaeology Ltd, 2016).  

5.8 Aerial Photography and LiDAR Imagery 

5.8.1. Aerial photography available online via AOC Archaeology Group’s subscription to the National Collection of Aerial 
Photography (NCAP) was accessed for this assessment. Three photographs from 1946 (Sortie 106G/Scot/UK/008, 

Frames 4463-5) show the Site to the east of the B743 in moorland. Thin linear features visible on photography 

are likely extensive drainage channels 

5.8.2. About 80% of the Site has been captured by LiDAR. The Scottish Public Sector LiDAR (Phase 3) was initially 

captured by Fugro for Scottish Power Energy Network (SPEN) in 2015 and 2016 to monitor their overhead power 
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cable network under their Virtual World Asset Management programme. In addition, two pilots flights were 

included, flown on behalf of the Scottish Border Council for Project Whiteadder in 2019. The Scottish 

Government procured this dataset with a contribution from SEPA for public use in 2019. The source can be 

downloaded following link: 

https://www.spatialdata.gov.scot/geonetwork/srv/eng/catalog.search#/metadata/f07fa5bd-493e-46bf-ba12-

4a6615e445ab . 

5.8.3. LiDAR data for the Site included a 0.5m spatial resolution Digital Surface Model (DSM) and Digital Terrain Model 

(DTM) which have been produced from the LAS dataset point cloud, and subsequently improved by 

implementing different visualisation techniques. Analytical Hillshading (x16), Sky View Factor (SVF), Visualisation 

for Archaeological Topography (VAT), Simple Local Relief model (SLRM), Laplacian Filter and VAT & Analytical 

Hillshading (x16) have been produced by using the software Relief Visualization Toolbox 2.2.1 and SAGA GIS. Hill 

shading is the most common visualisation technique for archaeological purposes and is effective for identified 

earthwork features (Challis et al. 2011). Challis (et al. 2011) and Doneus (2013) note that reliance on a single 

technique can be detrimental and stated that whilst hill shading may be the most common form of visualisation 

its can be the least likely to identify, in detail, archaeological remains. Simple Local Relief Model (SLRM) (also 

known as Local Relief Models) greatly enhances the visibility of small scale, shallow topographic features (Hesse, 

2010). 

5.8.4. Regularly spaced north-east, south-west aligned linear features are visible in the north-eastern, and the 

topographically higher area of the Site (example Figure 9). These appear to be modern drainage channels. 

Another linear feature, aligned east-west in the northern portion of the Site, turns 90 degrees within the Site and 

terminates in a north-east, south-west aligned stream which flows downwards to Hall’s Burn. This also appears 

to be a modern drainage feature.  

5.8.5. Linear features which follow the topography of the Site are visible in the southern area of the Site. These 

features appear to be similar in form to potential cultivation remains to the north and south of the Site but they 

follow the steep topography on the Site which would not be an optimum location of cultivation and thus these 

are interpreted as likely being drainage related features which may be natural. Two discrete sections of 

differently aligned linear features in the south-western corner of the Site appear to potentially be the remains of 

cultivation as depicted on the OS map published in 1864 (Figure 7).   

5.8.6. A possible two celled structure (Site 42) is visible within the centre of the Site. The structure is aligned north-east, 

south-west and appears to be located at the top of a slope. This feature may relate to the upland use of the Site 

in the post-medieval period.  

5.8.7. An oval feature (Site 43) is visible in the northern area of the Site. The feature appears to be an area of peat 

extraction, although it may also be a banked enclosure.   

5.9 Site Walkover 

5.9.1. The Site was visited on the 9th March 2022 in clear, windy and inclement weather. The Site was found to be 

occupied by unimproved grassland which sloped downwards from north to south to the Hall’s Burn and upwards 
from the eastern boundary to the western boundary (Plates 1 & 2). 

5.9.2. The majority of the Site occupies relatively higher land to the north of Hall’s Burn and is bound by mature tree 

plantations to the north (Plate 1). The eastern boundary of the Site is not readily identifiable by a linear marker 

on the ground (Plate 3). An existing Wind Farm, Dungavel, consisting of at least eleven turbines occupies the land 

to the east of the Site.  

https://www.spatialdata.gov.scot/geonetwork/srv/eng/catalog.search#/metadata/f07fa5bd-493e-46bf-ba12-4a6615e445ab
https://www.spatialdata.gov.scot/geonetwork/srv/eng/catalog.search#/metadata/f07fa5bd-493e-46bf-ba12-4a6615e445ab
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5.9.3. No evidence of straight, linear drainage features, visible on the LiDAR imagery was found in the northern portion 

of the Site, although water channels were found to cross the Site. Similarly, no evidence of a structure (Site 42) 

visible on the LiDAR imagery or of the historically recorded water storage tank (Site 39) was observed in the 

north-western corner of the Site. Water tanks, also recorded on late 20th century OS maps, were visible 

immediately to the west of the Site, within the extent of Dungavel Prison.  

5.9.4. Two archaeological features identified as part of this assessment were identified in the northern portion of the 

Site- a U-shaped bank (Site 43-Plate 4) and an upstanding brick and concrete structure (Site 38- Plate 5). The U-

shaped bank (Site 43-Plate 4) corresponds to the location of an ovular feature transcribed from LiDAR imagery. 

The bank was found to be open to the north and is most likely a feature related to peat extraction, although it 

may be the remains of an animal pen or the remains of a turf-built structure. Site 38 (Plate 5) was found to 

survive as a ruinous c. 2 m x 3 m x 2 m brick built structure with corrugated metal roof which had been harled. An 

opening, which faced east, once had a door and this was evidenced by surviving fixtures. Inside a raised surface 

surrounded by a deep channel was visible. This building is likely the cistern (Site 38) recorded on historic 

mapping.  

5.9.5. The area either side of the Hall’s Burn, within the southern boundary of the Site is occupied by relatively lower 
lying land around the Burn (Plate 2). The historic movement of the Burn in this area can be seen in the landform. 

A roughly V-shaped bank (Site 44-Plate 6) was observed on the northern side of the Burn. The feature, which lies 

parallel to the natural meander of the Burn, may relate to historic water management practises or may be the 

remains of a turf-built structure.  

5.9.6. Site visits to designated heritage assets within 10 km of the Site were also undertaken on the 9th March 2022 and 

are detailed below in Section 6.2.  

 

6 DEVELOPMENT IMPACT AND MITIGATION 

6.1 Direct Impacts 

6.1.1. Potential impacts on known or unknown buried archaeological remains which may survive within the Site relate 

to the possibility of disturbing, removing or destroying in situ remains and artefacts during construction related 

ground-breaking works (including excavation, construction and other works) associated with the Proposed 

Development. 

6.1.2. The Site does not appear to have been intensively used in the post-medieval or modern era. As such it is possible 

that hitherto unknown remains may survive below the current ground level. 

6.1.3. This assessment has identified two banks of unknown date and origin (Sites 43 & 44), a structure (Site 42) which 

form upstanding features on the Site. Additionally, water management features (Sites 39-41) and a possible 

structure (Site 42) identified via desk-based assessment may survive as buried remains. Sites 42-44 are likely to 

date to the post-medieval period and be associated with the upland use of the Site in that era and as such would 

be considered to be of Low-Negligible importance. The post-medieval and modern water management systems 

(Site 38 & 39) are considered to be of Negligible importance.  

6.1.4. AOC Archaeology Group have been appraised of the proposed locations of the proposed turbines. Based on 

these locations there is not anticipated to be any direct impacts on the known heritage assets outlined above. 
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6.1.5. The potential for buried archaeological remains from the prehistoric to medieval period is judged to be Low. 

There is judged to be a High potential for post-medieval agricultural remains to survive in the western most area 

of the Site in the vicinity of two wells (Sites 40 & 41), recorded on historical mapping, and in an area where 

possible cultivation remains are visible on LiDAR imagery and on balance, and following the recording of Sites 

101 & 103, during the walkover survey there is judged to be a Medium potential for post-medieval remains to 

survive elsewhere on the Site. There is also judged to be a High potential for modern water management 

structures to be found on the Site, although there is likely to be a Low potential for other modern remains to 

survive.  

6.1.6. Based on excavation (Site 33) which preceded the construction of Dungavel Wind Farm, any buried 

archaeological remains in the northern portion of the Site, beyond the Hall’s Burn are likely to be found beneath 

the topsoil and at no great depth.   

6.1.7. AOC Archaeology Group are currently unaware of the location, type and extent of infrastructure required by the 

Proposed Development. The construction of infrastructure will require ground breaking and depending on the 

location of any ground breaking works construction may have a High impact on known heritage assets. Based on 

the importance of known remains on the Site, a High magnitude of impact would result in a Negligible level of 

effect.  

6.2 Setting Impacts 

6.2.1. Potential impacts upon the setting of heritage assets, and particularly designated heritage assets, is a material 

consideration in the planning process. Settings impacts can be positive as well as adverse. For instance, a 

proposal to re-route a trunk road away from a settlement may reduce the flow of traffic within the historic core, 

resulting in an improvement to the setting of any designated assets which may be located there. With regard to 

the Proposed Development, this assessment considers the potential for settings impacts to result from visual 

changes to setting of heritage assets as a result of the Proposed Development. 

6.2.2. This assessment considers the potential for settings impacts upon the settings of all designated heritage assets 

within 5 km of the Site and the potential for impacts upon the setting of all designated assets deemed to be of 

Very High or High importance within 10 km of the Site. Non-statutory Register Sites (NSR) coded C- ‘Almost 
certainly of national importance’ within 5 km of the Site have also been considered. Settings impacts are likely to 

arise during the operational phase of the Proposed Development.  

6.2.3. A zone of theoretical visibility (ZTV), based on the Proposed Development has been produced for this assessment 

(CleanEarth Energy, 2022- Figure 4). Designated assets not within the ZTV have been excluded from further 

assessment, as there is anticipated to be no intervisibility between these designated assets and the Proposed 

Development (see Table 7). 

6.2.4. Designated assets, which the ZTV suggested may have intervisibility with the Proposed Development were 

subject to site visits. Where no intervisibility between the designated asset and the Proposed Development was 

found, the designated asset has also been excluded from further assessment (see Table 7).  

 

Table 5: Assets excluded from further assessment 

Site Number Site Name  Status Site Type 

Basis for Exclusion 

from Assessment (e.g. 

no visibility based on 
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6.2.5. A summary of the predicted impacts and effects upon the settings of cultural heritage assets by the Proposed 

Development is provided in Table 8. The assessment has been made using the criteria outlined in Tables 2-5 

 

 

ZTV/ no visibility based 

on site visit) 

1 Burnbrae Scheduled Monument Barrow Outwith ZTV 

2 
Chapelhouse, chapel and 

farmstead 
Scheduled Monument Chapel 

Outwith ZTV 

3 
Old Foundry Holm, 

ironworks 
Scheduled Monument Ironworks 

Outwith ZTV 

5 Glen Garr, cairn Scheduled Monument Cairn Outwith ZTV 

6 Avondale Castle Scheduled Monument Castle 

Whilst the ZTV 

suggests intervisbility, 

the Castle is located 

within the centre of 

Strathaven where the 

surrounding built 

environment forms its 

modern setting and 

will  also limit any 

views of the Proposed 

Development. 

7 
Tweediehall, mound 

410m NNE of 
Scheduled Monument Mound 

Outwith ZTV 

8 Drumclog Battle 

Monument Category B Listed 

Building 
Monument 

Encircled by high 

mature trees with no 

visibility beyond the 

immediate 

environment 

11 Auchingilloch Monument 
Category B Listed 

Building 
Monument 

Outwith ZTV 

14 South Halls 
Category C Listed 

Building 
Farmhouse 

Outwith ZTV 

21 Lanfine 
Inventory Garden and 

Designed Landscape 
Landscape 

Mature vegetation 

within and surrounding 

the Landscape and the 

distance will screen 

intervisibility  
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Table 6 –Summary of the Predicted Effects Upon the Settings of Heritage Assets during the operational phase of the Proposed Development 

Site No. Site Name Status Distance to 

Proposed 

Development 

(approximate) 

Other Factors 

Effecting Visibility 

Relative 

Sensitivity  

Magnitude of 

Setting Impact 

Level of Effect 

4 Dungavel Hill, 

cairn 

Scheduled 

Monument 

1.57 km north-

west 

The western 

extent of 

Dungavel Wind 

Farm lies between 

the cairn and the 

Proposed 

Development 

High  Low Minor 

9 Drumclog Church Category B Listed 

Building 

2.59 km south-

east 

None Medium Low Minor 

10 Low Drumclog Category C Listed 

Building 

3.83 km south-

east 

The Farmhouse is 

orientated to the 

north. Agricultural 

buildings and 

mature 

vegetation to the 

south and west of 

the farm are likely 

to prohibit views 

of the Proposed 

Development; 

though glimpses 

in winter cannot 

be discounted. 

Low Negligible Neutral 

12 Calder Bridge at 

Caldermill 

Category B Listed 

Building 

4.76 km south Mature trees 

surrounding the 

bridge and the 

modern bridge 

Low Negligible Neutral 
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over the A71 to 

the south of the 

bridge may 

provide some 

screening of views 

towards the 

Proposed 

Development 

13 Cauldwakening 

Farm 

Category C Listed 

Building 

3.62 km south-

east 

The Farmhouse is 

orientated to the 

north. Agricultural 

buildings to the 

rear may obscure 

views of the 

Proposed 

Development 

Low  Negligible Neutral 

14 South Halls Category C Listed 

Building 

0.59 km east The Farmhouse is 

oriented to the 

north-west and 

the Glengavel 

Water. A 

intervening 

mature tree 

plantation will 

screen direct 

views of the 

Proposed 

Development.  

Low Low Neutral 

15 Stobieside House 

and Gatepiers 

Category B Listed 

Building 

4.50 km south-

east 

The House is 

orientated to the 

north-west and 

west and is 

located within a 

Low Negligible Neutral 
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well-defined 

enclosure but was 

designed to have 

wide ranging 

views of the valley 

to the south. 

16 Trumpeter's Well 

at Hillhead Farm 

Category C Listed 

Building 

4.54 km south Hillhead farm is 

located at the top 

of the hill directly 

southeast of the 

well and may 

obscure views of 

the Proposed 

Development 

Low Negligible Neutral 

17 Dungavel Prison Category C Listed 

Building 

0.25 km south-

east 

The prison is 

orientated west 

and surrounded 

by mature trees 

and forestry 

plantation to the 

north, northeast 

and east which 

limit ground level 

views 

Low Low Neutral 

18 Avon Bridge Category B Listed 

Building 

3.85 km east Bridge over the 

Avon Water with 

views over 

downwards 

sloping land to 

the east.  

Low Negligible Neutral  

19 Battle of 

Drumclog 

Inventory 

Battlefield 

3.5 km south-east A small area in the 

centre western 

area of the 

Medium Low Minor 
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battlefield, to the 

north of  the 

memorial (Site 8) 

is low lying and 

lies outwith the 

ZTV and an area in 

the southern 

portion of the 

Inventory 

Battlefield is 

located in 

plantation and as 

such the Proposed 

Development will 

not be visible. The 

Proposed 

Development will 

be visible from 

higher ground in 

the west and the 

north of the 

battlefield extent 

20 Battle of Loudoun 

Hill 

Inventory 

Battlefield 

3.5 km east Loudoun Hill itself 

prevents 

intervisibility from 

the western half 

of the battlefield. 

The ZTV predicts 

visibility from the 

discrete centre 

area of the  

battlefield either 

side of the north 

Medium Low Minor 
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to south aligned 

road which runs 

north from the 

A71 to the east of 

the hill and from 

the areas along 

the north-east 

and south-west 

edges of the 

Inventory 

Battlefield extent. 

35 Wallace's Knowe Non-Statutory 

Register Code C 

4.64 km east The earthwork is  

a defensive asset 

located within the 

Irvine Water 

valley.  

Low Negligible  Neutral 
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Neutral Effects 

6.2.6. Drumclog Church (Site 9) is a Category B Listed Building built in 1912 to designs by J. MacLellan Fairley. It is 

located to the east of the junction of the A71, B745 and the minor road to Meadowfoot. It sits above lower lying 

ground to the east which drops away to the Glengavel Water and one of its tributaries. Snabe Quarry is located 

to its east and the wider landscape comprises agricultural land, commercial forestry and wind turbines. Much of 

its value lies in its architectural and historical interest but the tower at its western elevation and its location on 

an elevated bit of land make it visible within the close landscape. It is judged to be of Medium sensitivity to 

changes to its setting. The Proposed Development would be visible from the east side of the church at a distance 

of 2.59 km south-east, where it would appear on rising ground, behind mature tree plantations to the north of 

existing turbines (Plate 7).  The church itself would prohibit any views from the west. The Proposed Development 

would not feature in any close views of the church and would be located well beyond the low-lying ground to the 

east of the church. The Proposed Development would not materially affect the ability to understand or 

appreciate the asset and its value. The magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible, and the resulting level of 

effect would be Neutral.  

6.2.7. Low Drumclog Farm (Site 10) is a Category C Listed Farmhouse dated 1907. It comprises a single storey and attic 

Farmhouse with earlier flanking single-storey buildings in U-shaped plan which faces north looking directly on to 

the road and then downslope towards Coldwakning Burn. Modern agricultural buildings are located in the farm 

yard to the south and west of the Farmhouse and the whole is enclosed by tree belts to the east, south and west. 

As a Farmhouse the elements of its setting which contribute to an ability to understand and appreciate its value 

relate to the inter-relationship between the house and the adjacent farm buildings and the immediately 

proximate agricultural fields and communications routes which it would have been sited to exploit. While 

sensitive to changes which would affect these relationships, the Farmhouse is judged to be of Low sensitivity to 

changes in the wider landscape. The Proposed Development would be located c.3.83 km south-east of the 

Farmhouse and well beyond any directly associated agricultural land. On this basis the magnitude of impact is 

judged to Negligible. This would result in a Neutral effect, that is while the Proposed Development may be 

perceptible, from the Farmhouse its presence would not adversely impact upon the setting.  

6.2.8. Calder Bridge (Site 12) is a Category B Listed single semi-circular span bridge dating to 1829 and to plans by 

Thomas Telford and Henry Welch. It is no longer in use and is surrounded by mature trees with the modern 

bridge over the A71 located to its south. The bridge’s main value lies in its architectural interest and its 

association with prominent architects. The elements of setting which contribute to its value are limited to its 

association with the A71, of which it was originally a part, and the Calder Water which requires to be traversed to 

accommodate the route. It is therefore sensitive to changes in its immediate vicinity but of Low sensitivity to 

changes in the wider landscape. From the bridge itself the Proposed Development would be partially screened by 

the mature vegetation and the current bridge to its immediate south. The Proposed Development was found 

visible from the current bridge during a site visit, however when operational the Proposed Development is likely 

to be an imperceptible addition to the existing turbine field at Dungavel Wind Farm. The Proposed Development 

would not impact upon the architectural or historical interest of the bridge, nor would it impact upon the 

relationship between the bridge and those elements of setting which contribute to an understanding and 

appreciation of it. The magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible, and the resulting level of effect would be 

Neutral. 
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6.2.9. Cauldwakening Farm (Site 13) is a Category C Listed Building dating to the mid 19th century. The Farmhouse is a 

two storey, three bay house which faces north towards the lower lying ground surrounding a burn of the same 

name. Modern agricultural buildings are located immediately south and east of the Farmhouse. The elements of 

Farmhouse’s setting which contribute to an ability to understand and appreciate its value relate to its inter-

relationship between with their adjacent farm buildings and the immediately proximate agricultural fields as well 

as communications routes which they would have been sited to exploit. While sensitive to changes which would 

affect these relationships, the Farmhouse is judged to be of Low sensitivity to changes in the wider landscape. 

The Proposed Development would be located c.3.62 km south-east of Cauldwakening and well beyond its 

immediate agricultural setting. Given the above the Proposed Development would not materially affect an ability 

to understand or appreciate the building and its value. In addition, intervening vegetation will in part screen any 

intervisibility and once operational the Proposed Development will be imperceptible from the existing Dungavel 

Wind Farm.  The magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible, and the resulting level of effect would be 

Neutral. 

6.2.10. South Halls (Site 14) is a Category C Listed mid-19th century Farmhouse and Steading. The Farmhouse is a single 

storey with attic, three bay house which fronts onto the B475 and faces north-west towards the Glengavel 

Water. To the rear of South Halls are two ruinous farmhouses. As stated in section 6.2.7 the near setting of 

Farmhouses contribute to an ability to understand and appreciate their value and their relationships to key 

agricultural land and transport/communication routes. While sensitive to changes which would affect these 

relationships, the Farmhouse is judged to be of Low sensitivity to changes in the wider landscape. The Proposed 

Development will be located c. 0.59 km east of South Halls. From the Farmhouse there is unlikely to be any 

intervisibility with the Proposed Development due to a mature tree plantation (Plate 8), although the Proposed 

Development is likley to be visible in far views of the Farmhouse, including those from its historically associated 

land around the Glengavel Water. During construction the Proposed Development is likley to be readily 

identifiable as a change in the wider landscape, however once operational is likley to be imperceptible from the 

existing Dungavel Wind Farm. As such the magnitude of impact is judged to be Low and the resulting level of 

effect would be Negligible  
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6.2.11. Stobieside House and Gatepiers (Site 15) is a Catgeory B Listed House dated 1907 and designed by Leadbetter 

and Fairlie. It comprises an irregular butterfly two storey gabled house with Scottish vernacular detail. The 

entrance faces north-west, and the House is constructed in such a way as to face westward to a courtyard and a 

later residential dwelling. The House is located on an artificially levelled platform which slopes to the south and 

east and is encircled by a wall which defines the extent of the gardens. The gate piers are channel with ball finials 

and wrought iron gates and which face west, likely the intended approach to the House. The topographically high 

location of the House provides views towards the south, across agricultural land which terminates in the 

ridgeline to the south-east, around Dungavel Carin (Site 4), although mature vegetation within the garden likely 

screens, in part, this view from the House. Loundon Hill is visible in this view. The House and Gatepiers are Listed 

for their architectural value and association to named architects. Hence the elements of the House’s setting 
which contribute to an ability to understand and appreciate its value relate to the structure within the defined 

extent of Stobieside House. Views over the valley to the south do contribute to an ability to understand the citing 

of the building, and its topographical prominence allows for an appreciation of its historic and modern outlook, 

however the significance of the House is predominantly derived from its other characteristics. As such the House 

is judged to be of Low sensitivity to changes beyond its garden extent. The Proposed Developed will be located c. 

4.5 km south-east of the House, behind a tree plantation and will likely only be visible in the distance as blades or 

blade tips. Following construction the Proposed Development is unlikely to be perceptible as more than an 

addition to the existing Dungavel Wind Farm which is visible. On this basis the magnitude of impact is judged to 

be Negligible. This would result Neutral effect.  

6.2.12. Trumpeter’s Well (Site 16) is a Category C Listed Building located 4.54 km to the north of the Proposed 

Development. It comprises a conical roofed circular well head of probable early 19th century date. The well itself 

has associations with the Battle of Drumclog (Site 19) centred to the south-west as some of the Claverhouses 

men are said to have been pursued here by the Covenanters and one, a trumpeter, was killed near the well. 

Most of the asset’s value could be said to lie in its historical association though it has some aesthetic value as 

well. The Ordnance Survey noted in 1966 that the well was still in use and supplying Hillhead Farm to the 

southeast and this forms its functional relationship. On the basis of the above, the elements of setting which 

contributes most to an understanding and appreciation of the well is its direct relationship with Hillhead Farm. 

Its other values are associational and historical and will not be impacted upon by changes to its setting. The 

relative sensitivity of the asset to changes in the wider landscape is therefore judged to be Low. Hillhead Farm is 

located southeast of the well and , as its name would suggest, at the crest of a hill. The hill lies between the well 

and the Proposed Development. As such topography is likely to largely prohibit views of the Proposed 

Development. As such the magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible. This would result in a Neutral effect, 

that is while the Proposed Development may be perceptible, in some instances, from the Well its presence 

would not adversely impact upon the setting.  
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6.2.13. Dunagavel HM Prison previously Dungavel Lodge (Site 17) is a Category C Listed Building which was originally 

built as a hunting lodge for the Duke of Hamilton in the early 20th century.  The extant lodge replaced an earlier 

smaller lodge depicted on the OS map of 1898-9. The lodge was used as a hospital in the Second World War, 

subsequently functioned as a training centre, was a prison after 1982 and is identified on Google maps as an 

immigration “Removal Centre”. The lodge fronts to the west towards the Glengavel Water with Side Hill and 

Dungavel Hill rising to its east and southeast respectively. When constructed the lodge was located to the east of 

the smaller Grouse Lodge (Site 22), likely an earlier hunting lodge, in a landscaped area containing ancillary 

structures including a kennels and gasometer building, bound to the north, east and south by a tree plantation, 

and thus the lower portions of the lodge were unlikely readily visible on approach from the north and south (the 

B743) and west (B745) but the upper turrets are likley to have been identifiable. The lodge’s original, intended 

setting has been partially eroded by its; modern function; and modern plantations. The post-1940s use of the 

building is not as originally intended and has necessitated the need for additional buildings and infrastructure to 

be constructed in close proximity to the former lodge, indeed Grouse Lodge which survived until at least the mid-

19th century appears to have been replaced by a modern building. The modern functionality has also altered how 

the landscaping within and surrounding the lodge can be appreciated, changing it from part of the setting of the 

lodge and its aesthetic value to a screening and protective feature. Indeed, whilst the additional tree plantations 

to the north and south of the lodge echo the historic landscaping they have further encircled the lodge and in 

part severed its association with land to the east, originally part of the hunting lands. As such the lodge is no 

longer visible as a lodge house within a landscaped area in association with ancillary hunting buildings, but as a 

historical building within a modern compound. Thus, arguably the architectural and historical value of lodge 

contributes most to an understanding and appreciation of its significance, as the elements which formed its 

setting have been eroded and are not as readily identifiable.  On this basis the sensitivity of the building is judged 

to be of Low, particularly in relation to changes in an eastern direction.  

6.2.14. The mature vegetation around the building will likely prohibit views of the Proposed Development (Plates 1 & 3); 

however as the closest proposed turbine (T2) is located 560 m to the south-east there is likely to be some 

intervisibility, especially from the upper storeys of the lodge. During a site visit the existing turbines of Dungavel 

Wind Farm were not identified from the B473, adjacent to the building but were visible on approach along the 

B745 and were visible on approach along the B473 to the north and south. From ground level within the Site the 

lodge was not visible, although the Proposed Development will be 149.9 m in height and thus there is likely to be 

intervisibility between the lodge with at least the proposed blade tips. The Proposed Development will extend 

the existing turbine field, however once constructed the additional turbines are likely to be largely imperceptible 

additions to Dungavel Wind Farm. Setting impacts may also take into account changes to current noise levels. 

Due to its proximity the construction and operation of the Proposed Development is likely to be heard from the 

lodge, although the intervening vegetation may also buffer the sound. However, the current noise around the 

building, due to its current functionality are very different from its original intended use. As such the magnitude 

of impact is judged to be Low and the resulting level of effect would be Neutral.  
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6.2.15. Avon Bridge (Site 18) is a Category B Listed single semi-segmental arch bridge spanning the Avon Water dating to 

1829. The bridge is still in active use and carries an unnamed road, aligned roughly east-west between the B745 

and the A71. The bridge’s main value lies in its architectural interest and its historic and modern functionality. 

The elements of setting which contribute to its value are limited to its association to the Avon Water which 

requires to be traversed to accommodate the historic and modern routeway. It is therefore sensitive to changes 

in its immediate vicinity but of Low sensitivity to changes in the wider landscape. From the bridge itself the 

Proposed Development would be visible 3.85 km to the east in the vicinity of the existing Dungavel Wind Farm. 

Indeed, when constructed the Proposed Development would result in a largely imperceptible change to the 

existing view. The Proposed Development would not impact upon the architectural or historical interest of the 

bridge, nor would it impact upon the relationship between the bridge and those elements of setting which 

contribute to an understanding and appreciation of it. The magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible and 

the resulting level of effect would be Neutral.  

6.2.16. The Battle of Drumclog, 1679 (centred Site 19) is included on HES’s Inventory of Nationally Important Historic 
Battlefields. The Battle was fought between a Covenanter army and force of Dragoons under John Graham of 

Claverhouse on an area of low hills and marshland to the northwest of Drumclog. The Inventory indicates that 

the Conventicle which the Dragoons aimed to break up was likely held on a terrace of land on which Stobieside 

House (Site 15) now stands. The battle itself is likely to have taken place to the east of Stobieside with the 

Covenanters on the hill slopes and the Dragoons on the lower lying ground to the east, in the vicinity of the 

current monument to the battle (Site 8). Coldwakning Moss to the north marks the northern extent of the battle. 

The landscape today is largely open agricultural land or unimproved moor/moss to the west and north with areas 

of commercial forestry to the south and surrounding the battle monument. It is the internal elements of 

landscape, such as the hillslope and moss which would have influenced the events of the battle and which 

provided the Covenanters with an advantageous position and the relationship of the high ground to the low area 

to the east, in which the Dragoons would have been located, are appreciable on the ground today; thus allowing 

for an understanding and appreciation of the battle and its outcomes. On balance, the landscape context of the 

battlefield is judged to be highly sensitive to changes within the Inventory boundaries but less sensitive, of 

Medium sensitivity to changes beyond that boundary. HES’s guidance on managing change within battlefields 
states that ‘Most development outside the battlefield boundary will not have a significant impact on the 
landscape context’ (HES 2016b, 18). The Proposed Development would be located 3.5 km south-east from 

battlefield. Based on the ZTV produced for this assessment the Proposed Development will be visible from inside 

the battlefield extent (Figure 4), except from the central portion of the battlefield in which the monument (Site 

8) is located. Following a site visit, forestry within the southern portion of the battlefield would also prevent 

views of the Proposed Development and extant buildings and vegetation within the battlefield extent would also 

partially screen the Proposed Development from certain locations. Given the distance to the Proposed 

Development, it would not affect the elements of the landscape context outlined above or prevent them being 

understood in the context of the battle. At most, the turbines would be perceptible in the wider landscape in 

association with the existing Dungavel Wind Farm but that would not materially affect the ability of the 

landscape context to contribute to an understanding and appreciation of the battle. As such the magnitude of 

impact is judged to be Negligible. The resulting level of effect would be Neutral. 
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6.2.17. The Battle of Loudoun Hill, 1307 (centred Site 20) is included on HES’s Inventory of Nationally Important Historic 
Battlefields. The Battle was fought between the army of the recently crowned Robert (I) the Bruce and the 

English army under Aymer de Valence on land to the south of Loudoun Hill, and likely south of the River Irvine. 

The battle likely took place on the plateau to the south of the hill with the deeply incised River Irvine to the north 

and the steep sloped Loudoun Hill still further to the north. To the west the ground falls away to boggy ground.  

The landscape today is largely open agricultural land or unimproved moor/moss with areas of industrial activity 

at the eastern extent of the Inventory boundary. It is the internal elements of landscape, such as Loudoun Hill, 

the River Irvine and the plateau to the south which would have influenced the events of the battle and which 

provided the Bruce with an advantageous position. On balance, the landscape context of the battlefield is judged 

to be highly sensitive to changes within the Inventory boundaries but less sensitive, of Medium sensitivity, to 

changes beyond that boundary. HES’s guidance on managing change within battlefields states that ‘Most 
development outside the battlefield boundary will not have a significant impact on the landscape context’ (HES 
2016b, 18). The Proposed Development would be located 3.5 km to the east of the battlefield. It would not be 

visible from a great many locations within the battlefield including the western half and within the gorge of the 

River Irvine. It would be visible from the area of the plateau in which the main fighting is thought to have taken 

place. Given the distance to the Proposed Development, it would not affect the elements of the landscape 

context outlined above or prevent them being understood in the context of the battle. At most, the turbines 

would be perceptible in the wider landscape as a largely imperceptible addition to the existing turbine field of 

Dungavel Wind Farm but would not materially affect the ability of the landscape context to contribute to an 

understanding and appreciation of the battle. As such the magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible. The 

resulting level of effect would be Neutral. 

6.2.18. Wallace’s Knowe (Site 35) is considered by WoSAS to be a Non-Statutory Register Code C asset which consists of 

the earthwork remains of a small fort overlooking the Irvine Water (Plate 9). A site visit found the fort to be 

located on a spur projecting into the valley of the River Irvine and a shallow ditch was identified on the westward 

or landward side to the north-east of Loudon Hill. The date of the earthwork is unknown, and it has been 

suggested by the NRHE that it was not a fort but the remains of a homestead. The earthwork appears to be a 

defensive asset, with an association to the River Irvine and thus it is sensitive to changes in its immediate 

environment. The asset is considered to have a Low sensitivity to changes beyond the Irvine Water valley and its 

immediate surroundings. The Proposed Development would be located c. 4.64 km east in an upland environment 

and the ZTV created for this assessment suggests there may be intervisibility however, the Proposed 

Development is located well beyond the elements of the landscape which enables an appreciation and 

understanding the earthwork’s defensive setting and thus the magnitude of change is judged to be Negligible 

and the resulting level of effect would be Neutral 
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Minor Effects 

6.2.19. Dungavel Hill, cairn (Site 4) comprises the Scheduled remains of a circular cairn of c. 14m in diameter and 

surviving to height of c. 1.1m. It is located on the summit of Dungavel Hill, the lower slopes of which are 

surrounded with commercial forestry. Truly panoramic views are available from the cairn, with views to south 

and east mainly comprising adjacent hilltops which are often covered with forestry. Views to the north and west 

are of lower lying ground in the valley of the Irvine Water, where Loudon Hill forms a prominent feature in the 

view. Wind turbines are present in views in most directions in both far, medium and near views and include 

those to the immediate north associated with the Dungavel Wind Farm (centred Site 38). Despite their 

prevalence in the landscape the turbines do not inhibit the ability to understand the cairn as a prehistoric burial 

monument placed in a location in the landscape which commanded wide views and, in a location, where it can 

be seen from the wider landscape. Given its relationship with and placement in the landscape and the fact that 

this contributes to our understanding and appreciation of it, Dungavel Hill, cairn is judged to have High sensitivity 

to changes to its setting. The Proposed Development would be located 1.57 km to the north-west of the cairn, on 

the western side of the existing Dungavel Wind Farm (Plate 10). As such once constructed the Proposed 

Development is likely to be readily appreciable as an extension to the existing turbine field to the north of the 

cairn. The Proposed Development would slightly extend the existing arc of view of turbines to the north of the 

cairn, which would be readily visible during construction, however following the construction the Proposed 

Development is unlikely to be readily identifiable as a separate development. At the operational stage the 

Proposed Development would not change the current setting of the cairn or the ability to understand and 

appreciate the asset as a burial mound in a prominent landscape position. As such the magnitude of impact is 

judged to be Low and the resulting level of effect would be Minor. The integrity of the asset’s setting would not 
be harmed.  

 

6.3       Mitigation 

6.3.1. National planning policies and planning guidance, SPP (Scottish Government 2014), HEPS (HES 2019) and 

PAN2/2011 (Scottish Government 2011), as well as the local planning policies outlined in this report, require a 

mitigation response that is designed to take cognisance of the possible impacts upon heritage assets, both 

known and potential, by a proposed development and avoid, minimise or offset any such impacts as appropriate.   

6.3.2. AOC Archaeology Group have been appraised of the location of the proposed turbines but are unaware of the 

location of proposed infrastructure. Based on this assessment and the location of the proposed turbines no 

direct impacts on known heritage assets are anticipated. However, there is the potential for hitherto unknown 

archaeological remains to survive.  

6.3.3. It is advised that known heritage assets within the Site (Figure 2) should avoided by design. In the case that the 

assets cannot be avoided by design archaeological mitigation in the form of recording or micro siting may be 

required and prior to construction known heritage assets may require to be fenced to prevent accidental 

incursions. There is the potential for hitherto unknown remains to survive on the Site and as such a programme 

of archaeological works may be required. These works may take the form of monitoring via an archaeological 

watching brief undertaken during ground breaking works associated with the Proposed Development. Any 

archaeological works should be agreed with the West of Scotland Archaeological Service (WoSAS) prior to being 

undertaken and could be included as a condition of any approved planning consent.  
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6.3.4. In the case that significant archaeological remains are identified further archaeological works, excavations, post-

excavation analyses and dissemination may be required. Any further works would need to be agreed by the 

Client and WoSAS.  

6.3.5. An assessment of the potential for settings effects upon designated heritage assets and assets included on 

WoSAS’ non-statutory register has been undertaken as part of this assessment. No effects above a Minor level 

have been predicted. Consequently, no mitigation for setting effects is considered necessary. 
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Plate 1: East facing view of the Site from the B743 

 

 

 

 

Plate 2: North-east facing view along the Hall’s Burn within the southern boundary of the Site 
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Plate 3: South-west facing view from the north-eastern corner of the Site 

 

 

Plate 4: East facing view of the southern end of a banked feature (Site 43) 
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Plate 5: West facing view of a building, likely a former cistern (Site 38) in the south-eastern corner of 

the Site 
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Plate 6: South-east facing view of a bank on the northern side of Hall’s Burn 
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Plate 7: South-east facing view from the Category C Listed Drumclog Church (Site 9) towards the Site. 

Note the existing turbines further south. 

 

Plate 8: South-east facing view of the principal elevation of the Category C Listed South Hall (Site 14). Note the 

mature tree plantation to the east which will screen visibility of the Proposed Development 
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Plate 9: East facing view of Non-Statutory Register Code C Wallace’s Knowe (Site 35). Note the Proposed 
Development may be visible in the distance 

 

 

Plate 10: West facing view from the Scheduled Dungavel Hill, cairn (Site 4) towards the Site. Note the existing 

turbine of Dungavel Wind Farm and the turbines in the distance which do not detract from the panoramic vista 

from the cairn 
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Asset Gazetteer

Asset Number 1

Asset Name Burnbrae, barrow 170m NW of

Type of Asset Barrow

NRHE Number SM4298; NS74SW 5

HER Number  9747

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 271350

Northing 641992

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Situated on the edge of a steep scarp overlooking the right bank of the Burnbrae Burn, about 

170m NW of Burnbrae farmhouse, this barrow appears as a roughly circular, grass-covered 

mound measuring 15m in diameter and 1.2m high. Round the W half of the perimeter, where it 

has been disturbed by rabbit-holes and sheep-scrapes, it can be seen that the mound consists 

predominantly of earth and gravel.

Excavation of the barrow about 1800 is reported to have revealed 'the large bones of a man' in 

a stone cist, whose capstone was subsequently left lying on the surface of the mound (M 

Gebbie 1880).

Nothing is to be seen of the cist at the present time, but it is possible that the upright slab, 

measuring 0.8m by 0.3m and 1.1m in height, that has been erected in the centre of the barrow, 

may be the original capstone. It should be noted, however, that the slab bears a regularly-cut 

slot in its W side, which probably indicates that it has served at some time as a gate-post. One 

of the boulders forming the foundation course of the field-wall whose last vestiges can still be 

seen skirting the S periphery of the barrow exhibits on its upper surface a single cup-mark 

measuring 85mm in diameter and 20mm in depth.

RCAHMS 1978, visited 1973

Asset Number 2

Asset Name Chapelhouse, chapel and farmstead

Type of Asset Chapel; farmstead

NRHE Number SM5405

HER Number 9093

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 263478

Northing 627963

Parish Muirkirk

Council East Ayrshire

Description The monument consists of the remains of a pre-Reformation chapel, post-medieval farmstead 

and enclosing boundary wall.

The site is a slightly raised level area on the W bank of the meandering Greenock Water. The 

chapel is represented by wall footings which inscribe the shape of a rectangle with a semi-

circular or polygonal apse at the S end. Its orientated N-S and measures 14.6m by 5m over 

walls 0.65m thick and 0.4m high. There is a partition between the apse and the rest of the 
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chapel. The radius of the apse is 4.5m. The walls are coursed and well constructed. 15m to the 

N are the remains of an 18th to 19th-century U-shaped farmstead which consists of two 

parallel three-roomed dwelling houses of thin coursed rubble masonry connected in the S by 

an amorphous mound over 2m high. The latter may represent an older building, possibly a 

Priest's house.

The farmstead measures 22m NW-SE by 25m NE-SW overall. The walls are somewhat depleted 

but portions remain to a height of 3m. The chapel and farmstead are surrounded by a 

substantial stone and earth wall which varies in thickness from 1 to 3m. On the E side, where 

the ground slopes slightly and becomes damper, there is a ditch parallel to the wall.

The scheduled area is irregular and measures a maximum of 90m N-S by 80m E-W to include 

the enclosure wall, chapel and farmstead.

Asset Number 3

Asset Name Old Foundry Holm, ironworks

Type of Asset Ironworks

NRHE Number SM5537

HER Number 9096

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 264190

Northing 626919

Parish Auchinleck

Council East Ayrshire

Description The monument consists of the remains of a charcoal and peat-charcoal fired iron-smelting 

works of the 1730s. The visible remains include the collapsed blast furnace, the waterworks 

associated with a water-powered blowing apparatus, and a bridge and trackways providing 

internal access. The scheduled area is irregular in outline, maximum dimensions 380m by 

140m, to include all these features and an area around and between them in which evidence 

associated with their construction and use may survive.

Asset Number 4

Asset Name Dungavel Hill, cairn

Type of Asset Cairn

NRHE Number SM2848; NS63NE 1

HER Number 9118

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 267517

Northing 635404

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description The impressive remains of a roughly circular cairn measuring 14m in average diameter and 

1.1m high stand on the rounded summit of Dungavel Hill (458m OD). A low, partly moss-

covered platform of cairn material, which extends around the base, increasing the overall 

diameter to about 20m, has been extensively disturbed by stone- robbing, and no kerbing is 
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visible. The centre is surmounted by a modern marker-cairn and a crude stone shelter of no 

great age. RCAHMS 1978, visited 1973

This cairn was in a similar condition when seen in 1955. Visited by OS (WCW) 18 July 1955

NS 6751 3540 A cairn, 15.5m in diameter and 1.5m high, with a modern marker cairn and a 

shelter built upon it. Surveyed at 1:10,000. Visited by OS (BS) 14 July 1978

Asset Number 5

Asset Name Glen Garr,cairn

Type of Asset Cairn

NRHE Number SM2469; NS53SE 2

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 259233

Northing 631057

Parish Sorn

Council East Ayrshire

Description The cairn on the summit of Glen Garr hill seems to be 80ft in diameter. A triangulation station 

(noted in ONB) "shaped like a tower" has been built on the centre of the cairn with stones 

robbed from the surface, but the core is probably intact.

V G Childe and A Graham 1943; J Smith 1895; Name Book 1857

The cairn on Glen Carr measures 14.0m in diameter and is 2.0m high. There are indications of 

an attempted excavation, the structure having been dug into. A small cairn 2.0m high and 4.0m 

in diameter (presumably marking the old triangular station) has been erected on it.

Visited by OS (DS) 21 August 1956

NS 5923 3105. A cairn, 17.5m in diameter and 2.0m high with a modern marker cairn and two 

small shelters built upon it.

Surveyed at 1:10 000.

Visited by OS (BS) 7 July 1978

Asset Number 6

Asset Name Avondale Castle

Type of Asset Castle

NRHE Number SM2619

HER Number 9751

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 270359

Northing 644432

Parish Avondale
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Council South Lanarkshire

Description The castle stands on a mound that is largely artificial. It is an oblong building 70 feet by 38 feet, 

with the long axis running east and west. There is a round tower, four storeys high, at the 

north-west angle and a projecting wing at the south- east corner. The castle itself was three 

storeys high and the north and east walls still stand, with the central part of the south and the 

lower part of the west walls.

J A Wilson 1936.

Avondale Castle seems to have been built in the fifteenth century.

D MacGibbon and T Ross 1887.

Late 15th century. Rectangular-plan rubble-built castle with 2 round towers set on diagonally 

opposite corners. Now in ruins; only the north wall and north west tower survive in anything 

like their original condition. North west tower has gun ports, and several rectangular openings, 

some blocked, and is divided by narrow courses in to 4 stages. North wall has splayed plinth 

and some blocked rectangular openings. It is now reinforced by concrete. Tall pier of south 

wall remains.

Built by Andrews Stewart an illegitmate grandson of the 2nd Duke of Albany who obtained the 

barony in 1456 and became Lord Avondale in 1457. Last occupied by the Duchess of Hamilton 

who died in 1717. Derived from HS Listed Building Data. Entered WoSAS (MO'H) 18/04/2008

Asset Number 7

Asset Name Tweediehall, mound 410m NNE of

Type of Asset Mound

NRHE Number SM2628

HER Number 9728

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 272250

Northing 644418

Parish Stonehouse

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Situated in gently sloping arable ground 400m NNE of Tweediehall farmhouse, this cairn 

appears as a heavily grass-grown stony mound, roughly oval on plan and measuring 17m from 

N to S by 7m transversely; its present shape may, to some extent, be the result of ploughing. It 

has never been opened (Name Book 1858). RCAHMS 1978, visited 1973

This cairn was first published as a 'tumulus', and was noted as a mound in 1966; its dimensions 

were as stated by the RCAHMS. Revised at 25". Visited by OS (RD) 9 August 1966

Asset Number 8

Asset Name Drumclog Battle Monument

Type of Asset Monument

NRHE Number LB1269

HER Number

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 262545
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Northing 639625

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Erected 1839, and rebuilt 1867. Granite monument, with stepped plinth, pedestal and tall 

slender obelisk. Inscription on face of pedestal. Enclosed by plain iron railings.

Inscription reads "In commemoration of the victory obtained on this battlefield on sabbath the 

1st of June 1679 by our covenanting forefathers over Graham of Claverhouse and his 

dragoons."

The dates are inscribed on the back.

Asset Number 9

Asset Name Drumclog Church

Type of Asset Church

NRHE Number LB1270; NS63NW 16

HER Number 9131

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 264021

Northing 638892

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description J. MacLellan Fairley architect. Dated 1912. Roughly cruciform-plan with tower near west 

corner. Snecked bullfaced rubble with polished ashlar dressings. Entrance at base of tower, 

recessed under moulded round arch with splayed reveals. Prominent square-plan tower with 

squat diagonal buttresses, chamfered in upper part to form octagonal base for cupola. Louvred 

oculus high on each face, S-tracery in some openings. Squat pinnacles over angles. Unusual 3-

stage copper cupola with bell-cast cap and weather vane. Body of church with double aisles on 

north-west elevation, single on south-east elevation. Buttressed south west gable with Y-

traceried window. All gables crowstepped. 4 swept-roofed windows on south-east break the 

eaves line. Slate roof. Painted and leaded glass panels by C. E. Stewart FRSA and JT & CE 

Stewart.

Asset Number 10

Asset Name Low Drumclog

Type of Asset Farmhouse

NRHE Number LB1275;NS64SW 10

HER Number 40673

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 263563

Northing 640125

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire
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Description Possibly Leadbetter and Fairlie architects. Dated 1907. Single-storey and attic farmhouse with 

earlier flanking single-storey buildings in U-plan. House has 3 unequal bays. Rubble-built, with 

polished ashlar dressings. Off-centre door with moulded architrave has datestone and cornice 

above, single window to right and 3 windows to left. Eaves course and 3 wall-head dormers, 

central dormer with ogival gabled head and thistle finial, outer dormers have crescent and rose 

finials respectively. Straight skews, scrolled skewputts and end stacks. Painted rubble retaining 

wall has round, corniced piers with domed caps.

Asset Number 11

Asset Name Auchengilloch Monument

Type of Asset Monument

NRHE Number LB1279

HER Number

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 271446

Northing 635764

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Erected 1834. Square-plan polished ashlar, corniced pedestal on stepped plinth. Capping stone 

curves to square base of pyramidal cap. Inscribed on north west and south east faces, with 

modern bronze plaques recessed bearing same inscriptions. Enclosed by fleur-de-lis cast iron 

railings.

Inscription explains that conventicles were frequently held at this spot, and that the monument 

was erected after a commemoration service held by Rev Wm Logan, Lesmahagow on 16 July 

1834.

Asset Number 12

Asset Name Calder Bridge at Caldermill

Type of Asset Bridge

NRHE Number LB1283; NS64SE 30

HER Number

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 266342

Northing 641923

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Thomas Telford and Henry Welch architects. Dated 1829. Single semi- circular span bridge. 

Stugged ashlar, with ashlar voussoirs, dressings and parapet coping. Splayed and sloping 

abutments. Band course over arch, and date stone set in rectangular panel over keystone on 

south east side, inscribed "Built by Wm Brownlie".
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Asset Number 13

Asset Name Cauldwakening Farm

Type of Asset Farmhouse

NRHE Number LB1284; NS64SW 9

HER Number 40674

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 264015

Northing 640154

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Mid 19th century. 2-storey, 3-bay farmhouse. Painted rubble and margins. Central corniced 

door. 12-pane sash windows throughout. Eaves course and cornice, corniced end stacks and 

low piend roof. Recessed low wing to right.

Asset Number 14

Asset Name South Halls

Type of Asset House

NRHE Number LB1288; NS63NE 18

HER Number 40677

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 265021

Northing 636892

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Mid 19th century. Single storey and attic, 3 bays. Coursed rubble with polished margins. 

Central door, with 4-pane fanlight, in architrave. 8-pane sash windows in architraves. Eaves 

course and cornice, 2 barge-boarded gabled dormers, corniced end stacks and slate roof. Low 

recessed single-storey L-plan wing to right has door and double window, with 1 double and 3 

single windows, door and garage door in return elevation.

Asset Number 15

Asset Name Stobieside House and Gatepiers

Type of Asset House; Gatepiers

NRHE Number LB1289

HER Number

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 262227

Northing 639801

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire
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Description Leadbetter and Fairlie. 1907. Irregular butterfly-plan, 2-storey, gabled house with Scottish 

vernacular detail. Harled with red sandstone dressings. Entrance on north west elevation with 

single storey, canted porch set in angle formed with south west wing; deeply recessed door 

with outer moulded architrave; stone balustrade above. Secondary entrance in shallow 

advanced gabled bay on opposite side of courtyard. Corbelled angle turret at south west. 

Stepped 

string course forms cills to 1st floor windows, all 12-pane sashes. Window above main 

entrance with pedimented gabled head. Some 1st floor windows with gabled heads, some with 

swept roofs, windows in all gable ends. Most gables crowstepped. Slate roofs. Low storage 

range. Channelled gatepiers with ball finials, cast-iron gates with fleur-de-lis and thistle finials.

Asset Number 16

Asset Name Trumpeter's Well at Hillhead Farm

Type of Asset Well

NRHE Number LB1322; NS64SE 1 1

HER Number 41389

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 266013

Northing 641683

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Existing conical-roofed circular well-head probably built early in 19th century, at well pointed 

out as the site where some of Claverhouses men, one a trumpeter, were killed by pursuing 

Covenanters, following the battle of Drumclog (1679). Well-head is rubble-built with ashlar 

doorway, slate roof; well is stone-lined.

Asset Number 17

Asset Name Dungavel Prison

Type of Asset Prison

NRHE Number LB6612; NS63NE 17

HER Number 40678

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 265845

Northing 637219

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Circa 1900-1912, John B Crombe, architect. Built in 3 stages, first, a 2-storey and attic 3-gabled 

block now in centre of building, was complete by 1904. Extension to S, 2 and 3-storey, with 

conical-roofed engaged lower added by 1911, and complex completed by 3-storey and attic 

square tower to N, 2-storey wing beyond 2-storey porch to original block and Chapel to rear of 

S extension. Harled, with sandstone dressings, base course, slate roofed, all windows recently 

replaced with double glazing in timber frames.

FRONT ELEVATION: from left corner 2-storey bay, solid parapet with moulded cope. Single 

windows to right, then 3-storey tower with canted bay at ground, tripartites above. Corbelled 
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bartizans at corners, 1-storey at left, 2-storey at right (pepperpot roof removed). Crenellated 

parapet on corbel course. To right 1900-4 range, shorn of gables, with 2-storey porch left of 

centre, round arched doorway with Gibbs surround, round-headed window at first and parapet 

with balustrade to front. 1900-11 range to right, with stair bay on left with bipartites at first 

and second within arched surround, smaller bipartite at ground and balustraded parapet. 3-

storey and attic engaged tower with conical roof and weathervane with ducal coronet. To right 

wing steps down to 2-storey angle bay. Side and rear elevations complex and undistinguished 

save for CHAPEL, low single storey, with 2-light lancets lighting duk's dais at rear, then 3 pairs 

bipartites, then side-set gabled bellcote with cross finial and tiny buttressed chancel with three-

tier light window in gable, gabled vestry to left of chancel. All chapel windows leaded in 

geometric pattern.

INTERIORS: much altered, but some original cornices, especially in S wing, which appears to 

have been ducal private apartments, and contains elaborate fire staircase. In service wing to N 

3 glazed roofs, 2 with steel, 1 with timber framing, latter with unusual trusses.

CHAPEL INTERIOR: panelled timber screen separates dais from body of Chapel. Pine pulpit with 

ducal armorial panel. Gothic organ case in chancel, which has raised diaper marble floor. 

Wagon roof with exposed timbers, main couples supported on corbels carved with appropriate 

words such as love, faith, long suffering.

TERRACE: along W front of house terrace with balustrade along whole length of house.

Built as Dungavel Lodge for the Duke of Hamilton to designs by the estate architect. Used as 

base by the Marquis of Clydesdale for flying in the inter-war years, and the destination of 

Rudolph Hess's abortive flight to meet the Duke in 1941. During the Second World War 

Dungavel was used as a hospital, later as a National Coal Board Training Centre and since 1982 

as a prison.

Asset Number 18

Asset Name Avon Bridge

Type of Asset Bridge

NRHE Number LB12572

HER Number

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 261787

Northing 636261

Parish Galston

Council East Ayrshire

Description Single segmental arch spanning Avon Water; dated 1829 in eliptical panel.

Asset Number 19

Asset Name Battle of Drumclog

Type of Asset Battlefield

NRHE Number BTL21; NS63NW 9

HER Number 51981

Status Inventory Battlefield
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Easting 262825

Northing 639871

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description The Battle of Drumclog is significant as the opening battle of the 1679 Covenanter uprising. It 

was a resounding victory for the Covenanters, boosting recruitment to their cause, but the 

uprising would be quickly suppressed at Bothwell Bridge a few weeks later, sparking a period of 

brutal reprisal against the Covenanters.

The Battle of Drumclog was fought between an army of Covenanters gathered at a conventicle 

and a force of Dragoons under John Graham of Claverhouse. While the dragoons were aiming 

to break up the conventicle, they were instead themselves driven off by the Covenanters.

The Covenanter victory bolstered their cause, and their numbers rapidly grew, although the 

Government also increased the size of their army to deal with the new Covenanter rebellion, 

which was swiftly crushed by the Government forces at Bothwell Bridge a few weeks later.

The contemporary accounts and the nature of the terrain make the identification of the 

battlefield, which is set within a rural area of low hills and marshland, readily identifiable. The 

Conventicle appears to have been held on the terrace on which the large house of Stobieside 

now stands, perhaps also on the slopes above and below this terrace. A possible line of the 

ditch described in the accounts can still be seen where a stream runs along the foot of the 

slope to the east of the house. Claverhouse's men were positioned to the east of the ditch, in 

the area now occupied by the monument to the battle.

While there has been some agricultural development and small-scale mining and quarrying in 

the area of Drumclog over the intervening centuries, there has been no large-scale industrial or 

commercial activity. The terrain and its seemingly favourable state of preservation mean that a 

successful archaeological investigation of the site is probable. The site could yield valuable 

information about the realities of skirmish activity between government forces and the largely 

civilian Covenanters. Furthermore, the marshy condition of the soil gives the potential for 

exceptional preservation of military equipment and other objects of the period, including 

organic material which would not last in a dry environment. Remains are likely to be of high 

importance in their own right as well as illustrative of an important moment in Scottish history.

Asset Number 20

Asset Name Battle of Loudoun Hill

Type of Asset Battlefield

NRHE Number BTL36

HER Number

Status Inventory Battlefield

Easting 260953

Northing 637511

Parish

Council East Ayrshire

Description The Battle of Loudoun Hill is significant as one of the first victories of King Robert I (the Bruce) 

against the English forces, then under Aymer de Valence, following his inauguration as King. As 

a result of the defeat, Edward I resolves to deal with Bruce personally, but his failing health 

leads to his death before he even reaches Scotland. Meanwhile, having been victorious in 

battle, Bruce's cause is boosted and he begins to strengthen his position in Scotland afterwards.
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Following on from the skirmish at Glen Trool, where Bruce had caused de Valence's army to 

flee when they attempted to attack his camp, Bruce and de Valence met again at Loudoun Hill. 

As the battle was arranged following a challenge by the English commander, Bruce was able to 

arrive first and prepare the ground before his enemy reached the area. With ditches restricting 

the ground available for manoeuvre, Bruce was able to overcome the much larger English army 

and inflict heavy casualties on them.

The originally recorded site of the Battle of Loudoun Hill was at NS 609 378, although this 

locates the battlefield on the southern precipitous face of Loudoun Hill. McLeod (1960) 

suggested a more feasible location would be to the south of the River Irvine and north of 

Wallace's cairn. Topographically, this location does appear to fit more appropriately into the 

detailed description provided by Barbour (1395).

Asset Number 21

Asset Name Lanfine

Type of Asset Garden

NRHE Number GDL00252

HER Number

Status Inventory Garden and Designed Landscape

Easting 254868

Northing 636720

Parish Galston

Council East Ayrshire

Description A large, well-preserved 19th-century landscape with 20th-century terraced garden, with a 

good, representative collection of exotic trees around the house. The policy planting forms an 

important backcloth to the Conservation Area of Newmilns and the town of Darvel which lie to 

the north.

Lanfine is situated south of the towns of Newmilns and Darvel and south of the River Irvine. 

The heavily wooded policies of the designed landscape provide a backdrop to Newmilns and 

Darvel. The estate lies on gently sloping ground to the south of these settlements in the valley 

of the River Irvine. The designed landscape is relatively enclosed, the policy planting prohibiting 

outward views except from the house. There are views towards the designed landscape from 

the A71 between Newmilns and Darvel. More general views are obtainable from the backlands 

of each town. The full estate, including Parkerston and Bonnieton Hill plantations, which frame 

the designed landscape to the south, is encompassed in panoramic views from the minor road 

to the north of Newmilns and Darvel. Parkerston, Bonnieton and Dykehill plantations are part 

of the essential setting.

There are few map records of the designed landscape. It appears to have changed little in 

extent since its development in the earlier 19th century, as shown on the 1st edition OS 1:2500 

map of 1854. The designed landscape boundaries extend to the River Irvine in the north. To the 

west, east and south it is bound by the minor road which runs from Ranoldcoup Bridge at 

Darvel in the east to Mount Pleasant by Newmilns in the west.

Asset Number 22

Asset Name Greenhead

Type of Asset Hunting Lodge

NRHE Number NS63NE
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HER Number 17248

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265660

Northing 637250

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description The current OS 1:10000 map indicates nothing at this location, however, on the 1st ed. map 

this is the site of a Grouse Lodge.

Asset Number 23

Asset Name Hall's Burn

Type of Asset Knocking Stone (Period Unassigned)

NRHE Number NS63NE 6

HER Number 9123

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265150

Northing 636650

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description 'Near the mouth of the burn, in the stream bed, lower half of a lugged mortar, of white marble; 

one of the detached lugs found nearby. Outer and inner surfaces roughly worked. Diameter of 

flat base 220mm; external wall slope 60; estimated wall thickness 60mm; outside diameter 

across break 360mm.'

H McFadzean 1986.

Asset Number 24

Asset Name South Halls Farm Steading

Type of Asset Steading

NRHE Number NS63NW 54

HER Number 50378

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 264972

Northing 636877

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description No description available

Asset Number 25

Asset Name Dungavel, Airfield
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Type of Asset Airfield

NRHE Number NS63NE 17.01

HER Number 41178

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265000

Northing 637000

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description A pre-war private landing ground and World War II RAF Emergency Landing Ground and post-

war landing strip which housed the RAFVR Gliding School between 1948-9, in the vicinity of 

Dungavel Prison. No remains of the aifield could be found on the date of visit. J Guy 2001; 

NMRS MS 810/11, Part 3, 225-6

Asset Number 26

Asset Name East Dykenook

Type of Asset Farmstead

NRHE Number NS63NE

HER Number 17247

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265650

Northing 637900

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description The current OS 1:10000 map has nothing marked at this location. However the 1st edition map 

indicates that this was the site of a farmstead named High Dykenook.

Asset Number 27

Asset Name Glengavel Water

Type of Asset Findspot

NRHE Number

HER Number 12865

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265450

Northing 635550

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description NS 654 355 is noted as the farthest upstream point on the Glengavel Water where chert 

implements have been found.  (See NS63NW 34-36 for other finds associated with Glengavel 

Water.)  

NMRS MS 339/9.
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Marks the northernmost point on the Glengavel water from which flint objects have been 

recovered. 6-figure grid reference given.

Asset Number 28

Asset Name Templehill

Type of Asset Buildings

NRHE Number NS63NE

HER Number 17252

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265340

Northing 636170

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description The current OS 1:10000 map has nothing marked at this location. However the 1st edition map 

indicates that this was the site of a ruinous building named Templehill .

Asset Number 29

Asset Name Templeland / Templehill

Type of Asset Farmstead

NRHE Number NS63NE 22

HER Number 41263

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265320

Northing 636220

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description A farmstead annotated 'Ruin', comprising one partially roofed building and three enclosures is 

depicted on the 1st edition of the OS 6-inch map (Lanarkshire 1864, sheet xxxvi), but it is not 

shown on the current edition of the OS 1:10000 map (1980). Information from RCAHMS (AKK) 

29 September 2000.

Asset Number 30

Asset Name Geil Mill

Type of Asset Farmstead; Mill

NRHE Number NS63NW 51

HER Number 41264

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 264970

Northing 636140



Asset Gazetteer

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description A farmstead and mill, comprising three roofed building and one small unroofed structure is 

depicted on the 1st edition of the OS 6-inch map (Lanarkshire 1864, sheet xxxvi). One roofed 

building is shown on the current edition of the OS 1:10000 map (1980). Information from 

RCAHMS (AKK) 29 September 2000.

Asset Number 31

Asset Name Geil Mill

Type of Asset Mill

NRHE Number NS63NW

HER Number 17244

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 264960

Northing 636140

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description The current OS 1:10000 map indicates this to be the location of a building named Geill Mill, 

however, on the 1st ed. map this is the site of a corn mill named Glengavel Mill.

Asset Number 32

Asset Name Dungavel Hill

Type of Asset Desk Based Assessment

NRHE Number

HER Number 1501

Status Event

Easting 266891

Northing 636225

Parish

Council North Lanarkshire

Description Assessment in relation to proposed windfarm development at Dungavel Hill by Headland 

Archaeology Ltd in 2004.

There are 12 sites within the development area, and a total of 30 sites within a 5km radius. 

There is 1 SAM, Dungavel hill cairn within the development area.

Asset Number 33

Asset Name Site 13, Dungavel Windfarm

Type of Asset Evaluation

NRHE Number
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HER Number 5390

Status Event

Easting 267044

Northing 637223

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description An evaluation was carried out by CFA Archaeology Ltd in 2014 to investigate the archaeological 

significance of a shepherds cairn that lay on the site of a proposed wind farm substation. The 

site lay in a commercial forest and comprised a collection of random stones standing to about 

1m and forming a conical arangement.

Following the removal of the stones, a trench measuring 4m by 1m revealed a thin layer of 

black humified peat less than 0.10m thick, overlying natural shattered bedrock. The cairn had 

been constructed directly on top of the existing ground surface.

Asset Number 34

Asset Name Dungavel Wind Farm

Type of Asset Archaeological Mitigation Works

NRHE Number

HER Number 5676

Status Event

Easting 267377

Northing 636659

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description As part of a programme of mitigation works prior to the construction of Dungavel Windfarm, a 

shepherd's cairn was evaluated by CFA Archaeology Ltd in 2014 to establish its archaeological 

significance.

The shepherd's cairn was deconstructed and found to be a random collection of stone 

measuring about 1m high and 2.5m in circumference at its base, resting on top of topsoil, with 

bedrock beneath.

Asset Number 35

Asset Name Wallace's Knowe

Type of Asset Earthwork

NRHE Number

HER Number 9146

Status Non-Statutory Register Code C

Easting 261140

Northing 637980

Parish Loudon
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Council East Ayrshire

Description The remains of this small fort occupy Wallace's Knowe, overlooking the Irvine Water. About 

1875 it was almost perfect, but at that time the farmer levelled the rampart and nearly filled in 

the ditch.

J Smith 1895; Name Book 1856

Wallace's Knowe is a flat-topped spur projecting into the valley of the River Irvine and cut off 

on the land (W) side by a now shallow ditch. The level interior measures 25.0m E-W by 20.0m, 

and a very slight rise above the ditch indicates the remains of a possible rampart. The ditch is 

10.0m wide on the W, and 0.1m below the top of the spur, and there is the vague suggestion 

of a causewayed entrance. Surveyed at 1:2500.

Visited by OS (JLD) 15 August 1956 and (RD) 17 March 1966

The possibility that this is a Roman fortlet is supported by the alignment of N-S hollow ways 

and by a wide, cobbled substratum sectioned by the Irvine Water some 200 yds upstream.

F Newall 1966

This earthwork is generally as described. It is not a Roman fortlet as suggested by Newall nor 

are the features he describes. Its position and form are indicative of a (?IA) homestead (cf 

NS53NE 6).

Visited by OS (MJF) 18 July 1978

Surveyed at 1:200 by ACFA. Generally as described above.

Report in SMR archive (ACFA, 1996).

Asset Number 36

Asset Name Glengavel Water

Type of Asset Pottery

NRHE Number

HER Number 12863

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 264800

Northing 636900

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Five sherds of medieval pottery were found in the area between NS 644 375 and NS 652 362. 

(Note: the reference in Discovery and Excavation, Scotland 1984 locating this pottery to NS 644 

375 is erroneous.)

H MacFadzean, M MacFadzean and D MacFadzean 1984; NMRS MS 339/12.

Asset Number 37

Asset Name Peelhill

Type of Asset Bronze Hoard

NRHE Number NS63NW 11

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 264540
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Northing 636580

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description WoSASPIN 9126

(Area: NS 644 365) A 6th or 7th century BC founder's scrap-metal hoard of LBA objects was 

recovered, at the end of February/beginning of March 1961, from a reclaimed bog on Peelhill 

farm.  The hoard, of broken and partly melted-down objects, consisted of 28 spearheads, 1 

axe, 1 sword, a ferrule, and 3 rings. It is exhibited in the Glasgow Art Gallery and Museum.  

The original position of the hoard could not be determined due to the disturbance of the bog 

by reclamation work and the scattering of the hoard by the plough; but a systematic search is 

thought to have recovered the whole hoard.  The bog lay in a basin-shaped hollow, about 100 

yards across in a glacial moraine about 300 yards S of and overlooking the farm.  

J M Coles and J G Scott 1965  

 

According to Mr Craig, the farmer's son, the hoard was found in the basin-shaped hollow 

centred at NS 6454 3658.  

Visited by OS (RD) 17 March 1966  

 

Some of the pieces of this hoard have been twisted by heat and others are mere fragments, 

features which indicate that they were the raw materials of a smith and that the hoard is a 

collection of objects made ready for melting down and recasting.  (Accession No. in Glasgow 

Art Gallery and Museum: A6441).  

RCAHMS 1978.  

 

Schmidt and Burgess give a detailed description and illustration of the socketed axe, of slender 

form with rectangular-sectioned body, while Burgess and Colquhoun describe one of the 

swords, of Ewart Park type - Northern step 2.  

P K Schmidt and C B Burgess 1981; C B Burgess and I Colquhoun 1988.  

 

A leaf-shaped spearhead, part of the Peelhill hoard, broken at the neck and with possible 

traces of vegetal matter at the base of the shank, is now in Glasgow Art Gallery and Museum, 

Acc No. A9101.  

J Mair 1991.

Location roughly given as 6-figure grid reference.

Asset Number 38

Asset Name Cistern

Type of Asset Cistern

NRHE Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 266576

Northing 636947

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB

*0/03/2022

*Historic OS map

*A cistern annotataed on the 25 inch OS map pubished in 1911 and on the OS 6 inch map 
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published in 1912. The cistern is not depicted on the OS map published in 1959

*Ordnance Survey. 1911. Lanarkshire XXX.14 Revised: 1909, Published: 1911; Ordnance Survey. 

1912, Lancashire Sheet XXXVI.NW Revised: 1909, Published: 1912

; Ordnance Survey. 1959. NS63NE – A Surveyed / Revised: 1857 to 1957, Published: 1959

*LB/LD

*09/03/2022

*Walkover survey

*An upstanding ruinous building measuring c. 3m x 3m x 2m composed of harled covered brick 

with a corregated metal roof was found. The door had been removed but the fixings were still 

attached to the wall. Internally no floor was found an a concrete plint was obsered to be 

surrounded by a shafts which are likely required for the cisters use.

*Recorded as Site 102 on site

*Walkover survey on the 9th March 2022

Asset Number 39

Asset Name Water Storage Tank

Type of Asset Tank

NRHE Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 266077

Northing 637100

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB

*04/03/2022

*Hist OS map

*A water storage tank annotataed on the OS map published in 1969

*Ordnance Survey. 1969. NS6637 – A Revised: 1967, Published: 1969

Asset Number 40

Asset Name Well

Type of Asset Well

NRHE Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265605

Northing 636730

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB

*07/03/2022

*Hist OS map

*A well annotatated on the OS map published in 1864, 1898-9. No depicted after 1912. 

*Ordnance Survey. 1864.Lancashire Sheet XXX, Surveyed: 1858, Published: 1864
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Ordnance Survey. 1864. Lancashire Sheet XXXVI, Surveyed: 1858, Published: 1864; Ordnance 

Survey. 1898, Lancashire Sheet XXX.SW, Revised: 1896, Published: 1898

Ordnance Survey. 1899, Lancashire Sheet XXXVI.NW, Revised: 1896, Published: 1899; 

Ordnance Survey. 1912, Lancashire Sheet XXX.SW, Revised: 1909, Published: 1912

Ordnance Survey. 1912, Lancashire Sheet XXXVI.NW Revised: 1909, Published: 1912

Asset Number 41

Asset Name Well

Type of Asset Well

NRHE Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265746

Northing 636690

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB

*07/03/2022

*Hist OS map

*A well annotatated on the OS map published in 1898-9 and depicted on OS maps until at least 

1959

*Ordnance Survey. 1864.Lancashire Sheet XXX, Surveyed: 1858, Published: 1864

Ordnance Survey. 1864. Lancashire Sheet XXXVI, Surveyed: 1858, Published: 1864; Ordnance 

Survey. 1898, Lancashire Sheet XXX.SW, Revised: 1896, Published: 1898

Ordnance Survey. 1899, Lancashire Sheet XXXVI.NW, Revised: 1896, Published: 1899

Asset Number 42

Asset Name Building

Type of Asset Possible Structure

NRHE Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 266149

Northing 636853

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB

*07/03/2022

*LiDAR

*A possible two cell structure located on the high ground

*Size c. 20m N-S x 15m E-W

*Not visisble on satellite imagery and not identified during the walkover survey on the 9th 

March 2022

*Scottish Public Sector Phase 3. The source can be downloaded following link: 

https://www.spatialdata.gov.scot/geonetwork/srv/eng/catalog.search#/metadata/f07fa5bd-



Asset Gazetteer

493e-46bf-ba12-4a6615e445ab . Visible on Mulit-hillshade, local relief model, sky factor view

Asset Number 43

Asset Name Bank

Type of Asset Bank

NRHE Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 266197

Northing 637012

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB

*08/10/2022

*LiDAR

*Ovular feature aligned N-S

*c. 55m N-S by 22m E-W

*LiDAR imagery- shill sade, SRLM, SVF

*NS6435; NS6436; NS6437; NS6438; ; NS6536; NS6537;NS6538; NS6635; NS6636; NS6637; 

NS6638; NS6737;  NS6738 LAS Phase 3

*LB/LD

*09/03/2022

*Walkover survey

*A U-shaped bank open to the north was found surviving 2m in height and visisble c. linear 

extent 80m

*A possible peat extraction area with surviving bank. It may also be the location of an animal 

enclosure of truf built structure

*Centre point given for point data

*Record as Site 101 on site

*Walkover survey on the 9th March 2022

Asset Number 44

Asset Name Bank

Type of Asset Bank

NRHE Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265988

Northing 636602

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB/LD

*10/03/2022

*Linear upsatdnign earthwork

*Visible as a 1.5-2.5m wide bank which survived to a height between 0.3m at the N-E end and 
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0.5m at the southern corner. The bank is located parallel to the meander of the burn

*A possible enclosure or water management system

*Centre point given for asset

*Recorded as Site 103 on site

*Walkover survey on the 9th March 2022
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