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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 a proposed wind energy development at West Dyke Head, 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 eight non-designated heritage assets (Sites 15, 18, 33, 34-36, 39 & 40), the remains of 

two post-medieval trackways which appear to still be in use, dry stone dykes and an area of rig and furrow (as 

shown on Figure 2). 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 and modern 

archaeological remains; a High potential for post-medieval remains of an agricultural nature to survive in 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 

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

of proposed turbines; however the location of infrastructure is currently unknown. There is anticipated to be a 

direct impact from the construction of T2 on a probably post-medieval dry stone dyke/wall of Negligible 

importance. No direct impacts are expected from the construction of T1.  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 undertaken 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 east and south-east of West Dyke Head 

and south-east of the B743. The Site is occupied by improved and semi-improved historically enclosed land which 

generally slopes downwards from east to west and is centred on national grid reference (NGR) NS 67924 38102 

(centred). The Site is bound to the north-west by the B743, to the north-east by enclosed agricultural land; to the 

south-east by rising moorland; and to the south-west by enclosed agricultural land.  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), the proposed turbines, are underlain by 

Middlefield Conglomerate Formation, a sedimentary bedrock also formed approximately 433 to 427 million years 

ago in the Silurian period in an environment previously dominated by rivers. The BGS (2022) records three other 

bedrocks within the eastern area of the Site; Waterhead Group (CF HGlenbuck Group) – Congolmerate, Sandstone 

and Siltstone bedrock formed in Silurian Period in a local environment dominated by swamps, estuaries and deltas; 

Swanshaw Sandstone Formation – Sandstone, formed in the Devonian and Silurian period in an environment 

dominated by rivers; and Clyde Plateau Volcanic Formation - Basalt And Hawaiite, an igneous bedrock formed in 

the Carboniferous period between 331 and 347 million years ago in a local environment dominated by eruptions 

of poor magma.  

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 BGS (2022) does not record 

the superficial deposit underlying the proposed turbines. The superficial deposits within the western area of the 

Site are recorded as Till, Devensian-Diamicton, a deposit formed in Ice Age conditions up to 2 million years ago in 

the Quaternary period and alluvium, composed of clay, silt, sand and gravel formed in the Quaternary period in 

riverine environments. To the east of the Site the superficial deposit is documented as Peat, an organic 

accumulation formed up to 3 million years ago also in the Quaternary period.  

2.2.3. The BGS (2022) does not record any boreholes in close proximity to the Site. One borehole, NS63NE9 is recorded 

0.81 km north of the Site, west of the B743. The borehole was sunk at a surface level recorded as +243.7 m in 1976 

and identified 0.3 m of topsoil underlain by three forms of clay, which became more  compact with depth to a 

depth of 6.3 m, where the borehole was abandoned due to a rock obstruction.  

2.2.4. Three boreholes are recorded c.1.35 km south-east 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.  

2.2.5. The Proposed Development is located on the western side of Hawkwood Hill, which generally slopes downwards 

from east to west, from c. 365 m Above Ordnance Datum (AOD) to 234 m AOD. 

2.3 Development proposal 

2.3.1 CleanEarth Energy commissioned AOC Archaeology Group to undertake a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) to 

assess the archaeological and heritage value of the Site proposed for development at West Dykes Head, 
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Strathaven, South Lanarkshire. The development consists of two wind turbines (T1 & T2) with a tip height of 149.9 

m and associated infrastructure. 

 

2.4 Government and local planning policies and guidance 

National Planning Policy Guidelines 

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) 2019) 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 HEPS (HES 2019) 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 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 on the 1st December 2020. 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: 
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“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. 

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 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 designated assets are located within 1 km of the Proposed Development.  

2.5.3. 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” and “Non-Statutory Register Code V” defined as “Probably 
of national importance” have been identified within the 5 km study area (Figure 3). Within the 5 km study area 

there  are two Scheduled Monument; Dungavel Hill, cairn (Site 13), c. 2.32 km south and Burnbrae barrow (Site 5) 

located c. 4.85 km north-east of the Site. There are five Category B Listed Buildings; Auchingilloch Monument (Site 

1) to the south-east; Calder Bridge (Site 6) to the north-west; and Drumclog Church (Site 10), Stobieside House and 

Gatepiers (Site 29); and Drumclog Battle Monument (Site 30) to the west of the Site. There are also seven Category 

C Listed Buildings (Sites 7, 8, 11, 17, 21, 28 & 31) within 5 km of the Site. The closest Listed Building to the Site is 

the Category C Listed Dungavel Prison, former Lodge (Site 11) c. 1.77 km south-west of the nearest proposed 
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turbine, T2. The Inventory Battlefield of Battle of Drumclog (centred Site 3) is also located within the 5 km study 

area to the west of the Site and the eastern extent of the Battle of Loundon Hill Inventory Battlefield (centred Site 

4) extends into the 5 km study area also to the west of the Site. There are two assets recorded by WoSAS as “Non-

Statutory Register Code C” which are defined as “almost certainly of national importance” within the 5km study 

area to the north, north-east of the Site: Strathaven, Gillbank enclosure (Site 22) and West Newton Roman 

Temporary Camp (Site 24) and one asset Harting Rig cairn, (Site 38) recorded as a “Non- Statutory Register Code 

V” which are defined as “Probably of national importance”.  

2.5.4. 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). Between 5 km and 10 km there are three Scheduled Monuments (Sites 2, 9 & 23) 

located to the north-east. The majority of the area within the Battle of Loundon Hill Inventory Battlefield (centred 

Site 4) is located between 5 km and 10 km to the west of the Site.  

2.5.5. 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” 

2.5.6. 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). 

2.5.7. 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.” 

2.5.8. 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). 

2.5.9. There are no Conservation Areas within the 5km Study Area. There are no Inventory of Garden and Designed 

Landscapes (GDL) or World Heritage Sites (WHS) within the 10km Study Area. 

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 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 March 2022. The information presented in the gazetteer regarding known heritage assets 

is current to this date. 
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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 (April 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 archaeozoological and cultural heritage value of the Site at 

West Dyke Head, Strathaven, South Lanarkshire and to identify the potential for direct and settings impacts which 

may result as 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, HEPS and 

PAN2/2011, 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. 

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:  
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• Historic Environment Scotland: 

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 Portal: 

For LiDAR (Phase 3) 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 Site Nos. 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 

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).  
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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.  

 

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 
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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 (ibid) 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). 

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 
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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-

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;  
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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 

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 '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.  
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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 Prehistoric (8000 BC-AD 43) 

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

1.1.2. Lithic implements (Site 37) likely of a prehistoric date were recovered from a 10 m by 10 m area around the River 

Avon to the north-west of the Site. The NRHE notes that the finder, who recorded two findspots, did not detail 

which finds were recovered from the two areas and as such no further detail about the findspot is known. 

1.1.3. A cairn, known as Harting Rig (Site 38) considered by WoSAS to be “Probably of national importance” as a Non-

Statutory register Code V asset is located c. 2.08 km south-east of the Site. The cairn was described in 1973 as 

being circular in plan, 8 m in diameter and surviving to a height of 0.5 m on a rocky knoll with a possible kerb 

overlain by a modern marker cairn. By 1995 the most recent record in the NRHE, the cairn was noted as being 

overgrown and was crossed by a barded wire fence. A turbine of the Dungavel Wind Farm is now located c. 900 m 

west of the Site.  

1.1.4. A cairn (Site 26) on the summit of Side Hill to south of the Site may have originated in the prehistoric period 

although it has been extensively reused in the modern era as a marker cairn and beacon.  

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

The Scheduled Dungavel Hill cairn (Site 13) is located approximately 2.32 km south 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 modern marker-cairn and shelter.  Burnbrae barrow (Site 5) which contained large, human bones 

in a stone cist when the barrow was excavated in 1800 is located c. 4.85 km north-east of the Site. A tumulus or 

mound which is Scheduled and known as Tweediehall (Site 23) is centred c. 7.38 km north-east. It is reported that 

the mound has not been opened.  

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

5.2 Roman (AD 43-410) 

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

1.2.2. The HER records Roman finds including a shoe, some coins and two pairs of Bronze vessels as being recovered 

from Gennerhill (Site 25) in 1805. The centre point for the finds is located beyond the 1 km study area based on a 

100m square grid reference. As such the exact provenance of the find is not recorded and the finds may have been 

recovered from within the 1 km study area.  
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1.2.3. A possible Roman temporary camp is recorded at West Newton (Site 24). It was identified as a cropmark on aerial 

photographs and is a Non-Statutory Registered Code C asset to the north of the Site.  

1.2.4. The Peebles - Castledykes - Loudoun Hill – Irvine Roman road (NRHE NS63NE 7- Canmore 2022) is thought to follow 

the modern route of the A71 c. 1.11 km west of the Site and it is likley that activity from this period is located along 

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). 

1.2.5. With the exception of the finds from Gennerhill (Site 25) and the possible temporary camp (Site 24) the majority 

of the Roman remains in this area have been found in association with the Roman road to the west of the Site. As 

such the potential for Roman remains to survive on the Site is deemed to be Low. 

5.3 Early Historic and Medieval (AD 410-1600) 

5.3.1. No remains dating to the early historic or medieval period are present within the Site and none are recorded within 

1 km of the Site. It must be noted that later buildings recorded in the 1 km study area (Appendix 1) and on historic 

maps may have earlier, medieval antecedents. 

5.3.2. A Scheduled motte at Cot Castle (Site 9), c. 9.36 km to the north, north-east of the Site is of medieval date. It sits 

on an artificial mound atop a promontory above the Avon Water. The 1858 Ordnance Survey Name Book indicates 

that in 1838 two mortared walls, which were seven feet thick, and traces of two others as well as a ditch on the 

north side of the mound were observed. The remains of the motte have subsequently been heavily impacted upon, 

with the south-east portion of the motte being removed through the construction of a silage pit. The modern map 

indicates a building in this location. 

5.3.3. The Scheduled remains of Avondale Castle (Site 2) are located c. 6.37 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.). 

5.3.4. The Inventory Battlefield for the Battle of Loudoun Hill, 1307 (centred Site 4) extends into the 5 km study area to 

the west of the Site, although the majority of the Battlefield is located beyond 5 km from 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). 

5.3.5. 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.  

5.4 Post-medieval (AD 1600-1900) 

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

5.4.2. Pont’s map dated 1583-6 (not illustrated) records the location of Dungavel Hill to the south and the Glengavel 

Water to the west but records no further detail about the Site. Adair’s map (1685- not illustrated) drawn nearly 

100 years later also does record any details about the Site but depicts the general area as hilly. Routeways are 

recorded to the west around Loudon Hill (centred Site 4).  
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5.4.3. Roy’s military map recorded between 1752-55 (Figure 5) depicts the Site between “Side” and “Dyke”, likley the 

locations of mid-18th century farmsteads in an upland environment. The land around the Glengavel Water to the 

west is depicted as being cultivated by the mid-18th century. Ross’s map published in 1773 (not illustrated) depicts 

the location of the Site similarly to Roy’s depiction. 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 4) as “Here Clever fought a Battle, 1684”, although as the Battle took place in 1679, Ross’ 
information is not entirely accurate. 

5.4.4. The Battle of Drumclog, 1679 (Site 3) (Figure 4) was fought to the west of the Site as the opening battle of the 

Covenanter uprising. 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 3) 

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

5.4.5. A map by Forrest dated 1816 (Figure 6) depicts the Site on the west side of Hawkwood Hill to the north of Dykes 

Burn. A north-west, south-east aligned route to a farmstead annotated “Strutherhead” (Site 15) is depicted within 
the north-eastern area of the Site. Ainslie’s 1821 and Thomson’s 1832 maps record no further details about the 

Site. 

5.4.6. The Ordnance Survey (OS) maps published in 1860 (not illustrated) and 1864 (Figure 7) depict the Site within 13 

plots, the eastern most, the location of the proposed turbines, is recorded as number 3350 which is depicted and 

documented as “Rough heathy pasture”. The rest of the Site is depicted as enclosed agricultural land documented 

as arable land in the OS reference book. A road is depicted as running roughly north-west, south-east across the 

Site. A building annotated Strutherhead (Site 15) and a well are depicted as extending within the north-eastern 

Site boundary. To the north another farm, High Dyke is depicted immediately adjacent to the Site boundary.  

5.4.7. Between 1860 and the OS maps of 1897 (not illustrated) and 1898 (Figure 8) the eastern most area of the Site had 

been enclosed and improved and is depicted in two fields with upland pasture depicted further east. A tree 

plantation is also depicted within the Site and is likely to have been planted in the intervening years between the 

OS maps. Strutherhead (Site 15) is depicted as two unroofed buildings without a well in 1898 which indicates that 

it went out use in the late 19th century. The road depicted within the Site in the 1860s is not depicted as a linear 

feature in 1898, with a short section depicted in the north-eastern area of the Site and a new route depicted as 

extending in an eastern direction from High Dykes and terminating at the new band of trees. A pond (Site 33) is 

depicted south of High Dyke along this route.  

5.4.8. There are three Category B Listed post-medieval buildings between 1 km and 5 km from the Site; Auchingilloch 

Monument (Site 1) erected in 1834 to the south-east; Calder Bridge (Site 6) to the north; and Drumclog Battle 

Monument (Site 30) located to the west and erected in 1839 and rebuilt in 1867 within the extent of the Inventory 

Battlefield of the Battle of Drumclog (centred Site 3). An additional five Category C Listed Buildings dating to this 

period; Trumpeter's Well at Hillhead Farm (Site 7) an early 18th century well; an early 19th century farm building 

known as North Brownhill (Site 31) to the north-west; Cauldwakening Farm (Site 8); South Halls (Site 21); High 

Kype Road (Site 28), mid-19th centuries buildings to the west, south-west and north-east respectively.  

5.4.9. The NHRE records an additional two post-medieval buildings (Sites 27 & 32) within the 1 km study area, which are 

reflective of the rural and agricultural landscape of the area of the Site.  

5.4.10. The Site was located in land to the east of the Glengavel Water in uplands until the early 19th century when 

Strutherhead (Site 15) is illustrated along the north-eastern Site boundary, and it is likley that the eastern most 

area of the Site would have been in agricultural use by this date. The eastern area of the Site was improved and 
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enclosed in the later 19th century.  There is judged to be a High potential for post-medieval agricultural remains 

and a Low potential for other remains of this period to survive within the Site. Any agricultural remains are likely 

to be considered to be of Low importance. 

5.5 Modern (AD post 1900) 

5.5.1. The OS map published in 1911-12 (not illustrated) does not record any great changes to the Site in the early 20th 

century, although the number of fields boundaries does appear to have decreased and hence larger fields are 

depicted.  The OS maps published 1959 (Figure 9) and 1969 (not illustrated) do not depict any changes to the Site 

in the later 20th century. A pond (Site 18) is depicted in the eastern area of the Site, between the location of the 

two proposed turbines, on the OS map published in 1969.  

5.5.2. There are four modern Listed Buildings between 1 km and 5 km to the west of the Site (Figure 4). The Category B 

Listed Drumclog Church (Site 10) is dated 1912 and is located at the juncture of the A71 and B745. The 1907 

Category B Listed Stobieside House and Gatepiers (Site 29) is located further west and 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 17) also to the west of the Site. The Category C Listed Dungavel Prison (centred Site 

11) originated as a Lodge depicted in the late 19th century and was altered in the early 20th century. Dungavel was 

converted into a hospital in the Second World War and subsequently a National Coal Board Training Centre and in 

1982, was converted into a prison.  

5.5.3. The Site underwent very little change in the modern era and thus there is judged to be a Low potential for modern 

remains to survive on the Site.  

5.6 Undated 

5.6.1. An enclosure and surrounding bank at Gillbank (Site 22) were identified on aerial photography in 1999 to the north-

east of the Site. WoSAS consider the enclosure to be of anthropogenic origin and have included it on the  Non-

Statutory Register as  Code C asset.  

5.7 Previous Archaeological Investigations (Events) 

5.7.1. The Site was previously surveyed in 2018 (Site 16) (Shaw, 2018). Seven sites of potential archaeological interest 

were identified during the desk-based assessment and a walkover survey. These included the remains of two tracks 

which are recorded on historic mapping within the Site; two field boundaries, one formed of a tree plantation, and 

another recorded as a “denuded dyke”; a brick structure; a former gate post; and an area of bog. The survey also 

recorded a possible building on the OS map published in 1898, although no remains of this building were identified 

during the 2018 walkover survey, and it is more likley that the depiction on the map marks the location of an 

enclosed area rather than a building. 

5.7.2. 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). 

5.7.3. The evaluation (centred Site 33) focused on a shepherd’s cairn, 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).  

5.7.4. 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, grouse butts. Mitigation works (centred Site 
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34) following the previous works (Sites 32 & 33) included the demarcation and avoidance of archaeological features 

(CFA Archaeology Ltd, 2016).   

5.8 Site Walkover 

5.8.1. The Site was visited on the 28th March 2020 in clear and bright conditions. The Site was found to occupy a number 

of fields, currently in use as pasture, south and east of High Dykes Farm.  

5.8.2. The field boundaries within the Site were mainly found to either by formed of tree banked linear boundaries (Plate 

1) in the western and topographically lower areas of the Site or in the eastern area of the Site by dry stone dykes 

(Plates 2 & 3) (shown on Figure 2) varying in height from turf covered wall remains c. 0.3m in height to c. 2m in 

height. The field boundaries likley date to the post-medieval enclosure of the Site and as such would be judged to 

be of Negligible importance as common features of the post-medieval agricultural landscape.  

5.8.3. The location of the former trackway within the north-eastern area of the Site, shown on the OS map published in 

1898 (Figure 8) and recorded in 2018, was found to still be in use as a modern trackway and terminated at a modern 

sheep pen (Plate 4).  

5.8.4. Rig and furrow, approximately 4m in width was identified in the field, west of Strutherhead (Site 15) (Plate 5). The 

extent of the rig and furrow is shown on Figure 2. These cultivation remains likley relate to the use of Strutherhead 

(Site 15). The ruinous Strutherhead (Site 15- Plate 6) was observed adjacent to the north-eastern Site boundary. 

5.8.5. The remains of a brick building (Site 40), likley dating to the modern era, were observed in the centred of the Site. 

The brick walls had been built abutting the existing dry stone boundary dyke and formed a structure containing at 

least two cells (Plate 7). The northern most wall was found to be in the process of falling over the and the south-

eastern elevation had previously fallen and may have survived under turf. A derelict caravan was noted to the 

south-west of the building remains.  

5.8.6. Four possible quarries (Sites 34-36 & 39) were identified in the south-eastern area of the Site, north of the 

proposed T1. Stone blocks were identified at the quarries centred at Sites 34 & 35 (Plates 8 & 9) whereas, the 

quarry at Site 36 was visible as a stone clearance cairn occupying a hollow (Plate 10) which may have been the 

origin of a stream or may be an infilled quarry. Site 39 was identified by a sub-circular negative feature.  

5.8.7. A trackway was found in the western area of the Site. The trackway was found to be metalled at the south-eastern 

end and banked up to a height of c. 0.4m in the north-western end. The trackway (see Figure 2) is recorded on the 

OS map published in 1898 (Figure 8) and was previously identified (Shaw, 2018).The trackway appears to still be in 

use (Plate 12).  

5.8.8. The proposed location of T1 was found to be on sloping semi-improved pasture land (Plates 13 & 14). The proposed 

location of T2 (Plates 15-17) was found to be along a stone dyke field boundary in semi-improved pasture.  

5.9 Aerial Photography and LiDAR Imagery 

5.9.1. Aerial photography available online via AOC Archaeology Group’s subscription to the National Collection of Aerial 
Photography (NCAP) was viewed as part of this assessment.  

5.9.2. Aerial photography taken in 1946 (106G/Scot/UK/0083 Frame 3063) shows the tree plantation depicted on historic 

maps within the Site as an area defined by a liner plantation of trees rather than an area of plantation. Faint linear 

traces in the eastern area of the Site are likely indicative of previous arable cultivation. Historic fields boundaries, 

recorded on OS maps of the 19th and 20th century are also visible as cropmarks in this photograph.  
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5.9.3. Further linear cropmarks visible in the western portion of the Site (106G/Scot/UK/0083 Frame 3221) are also likely 

indicative of arable land use and historic field boundaries are also visible.  

5.9.4. A route aligned north-west, south-east is visible to the north-west of High Dykes and appears to terminate at the 

tree lined area in the southern area of the Site. This route is depicted on historic OS maps. The OS map published 

in 1959 records that the route stopped much shorter than is visible in 1946 suggesting that the eastern portion of 

the route may have gone out of regular use. However later imagery from 1989 (Sortie ASS/61089 Frame 0238) 

suggests that the route was still in use in the later 20th century.  

5.9.5. The photography from 1946 (106G/Scot/UK/0083 Frame 4062) also shows a sub-circular feature is in the eastern 

area of the Site. The location matches with the later location of a pond (Site 18).  

5.9.6. Photography taken in 1946 (106G/Scot/UK/0083) shows irregular cropmarks across the Site. These likley originate 

from the underlying geology or are indicative of previous water ways moving across the Site due to its sloping 

nature.  

5.9.7. A photography taken in 1989 (Sortie ASS/61089 Frame 0238) documents the Site. The Site does not appear to have 

undergone any great changes since 1946 or since the latest available OS map (1969- not illustrated). Regular linear 

cropmarks across the Site likley relate to historic arable activity.  

5.9.8. About 60-70% 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 

cable network under their Virtual World Asset Management programme. In addition, two pilots flights were flown 

on behalf of the Scottish Border Council 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 . 

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

(DTM) 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 identifying 

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). 

5.9.10. LiDAR imagery (example Figure 10) shows regular linear features which correspond to the location of historic field 

boundaries on OS maps. The former road through the Site recorded on OS maps published in the 1860s is also 

visible as an 8 m wide feature.  

5.9.11. Regular linear features within fields are likley the remains of historic cultivation. The linear features adjacent to 

Strutherhead (Site 15) within the Site appear different in form, being composed of wider spaced linear features. 

This may suggest a different type of cultivation in these fields compared to the rest of the Site or may be evidence 

of an earlier form of cultivation similar to rig and furrow around Strutherhead (Site 15).  

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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5.9.12. In the eastern portion of the Site, four negative features are visible in the LiDAR imagery; Sites 18 & 34-36. Site 18 

was identified on a historic OS map dated 1969 (not illustrated). These negative features may also be ponds or 

historic extraction locations.   

 

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. This assessment has identified eight individual heritage assets (Sites 18, 34-36, 34 & 40), the extent of the remains 

of an area of rig and furrow (Figure 2), the remains of dry stone dykes (Figure 2) and the remains of two post-

medieval trackways (Figure 2) within the Site. A previous archaeological walkover survey is also recorded on the 

Site (Site 16).  

6.1.3. Field boundaries likley dating to the post-medieval enclosure of the Site including the dry stone dykes shown on 

Figure 2, and post-medieval trackways (Figure 2) which are still in use are judged to be of Negligible importance. 

Similarly the potential quarries (Sites 34-36 & 39), ponds (Sites 18 & 33) and remains of a brick structure (Site 40) 

within the Site are also judged to Negligible importance. The built remains of Strutherhead (site 15) and an area of 

rig and furrow likley associate with the use of Strutherhead (shown on Figure 2) are considered to be of Low 

importance.  

6.1.4. There is judged to be a Low potential for prehistoric to medieval and modern archaeological remains; and a High 

potential for post-medieval agricultural remains to survive on the Site.  

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

locations there is anticipated to be a direct impact on a portion of the dry stone dyke by the proposed T2 (Figure 

2). The dyke is judged to be of Negligible importance and the magnitude of impact to be medium. The resulting 

level of effect is Negligible. There is not anticipated to be any direct impacts on any other known heritage assets 

noted above. 

6.1.6. 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 likley result in a Negligible level 

of effect.  

 

6.2 Settings 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 



WEST DYKES WIND TURBINE, STRATHAVEN: HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

 
(c) AOC Archaeology 2022 | 24 | www.aocarchaeology.com 

 

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’ and V- ‘Probably 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 5). 

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 5). 

 

 

 

 

 

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 ZTV/ no 

visibility based on 

site visit) 

1 
Auchingilloch Monument

  

Category B Listed 

Building 
Monument 

Whilst the ZTV 

suggest 

intervisibility the 

intervening tree 

plantations will 

limit any views of 

the Proposed 

Development 

2 Avondale Castle Scheduled Monument Castle 

Whilst the ZTV 

suggests 

intervisbility, the 

Castle is located 

within the centre 

of Strathaven 

where the 

surrounding built 
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6.2.2. A summary of the predicted impacts and effects upon the settings of cultural heritage assets by the Proposed 

Development is provided in Table 6. The assessment has been made using the criteria outlined in Tables 2-4. 

environment 

forms its modern 

setting and will 

limit any views of 

the Proposed 

Development. 

9 Cot Castle  Scheduled Monument Castle Out of ZTV 

21 South Halls 
Category C Listed 

Building 

Farmhouse And 

Steading 
Out of ZTV 

23 
Tweediehall, mound 

410m NNE of 
Scheduled Monument Cairn Out of ZTV 

29 
Stobieside House and 

Gatepiers 

Category B Listed 

Building 
House and Gatepiers 

Within the ZTV 

but intervening 

mature 

vegetation will 

likely screen and 

limit any views of 

the Proposed 

Development 

30 

 

 

Drumclog Battle 

Monument 

Category B Listed 

Building 
Monument 

Encircled by high 

mature trees with 

no visibility 

beyond the 

immediate 

environment 

31 North Brownhill 
Category C Listed 

Building 
Farm Buildings 

Out of ZTV 
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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 

Other Factors Effecting Visibility Relative 

Sensitivity 

Magnitude of 

Setting Impact 

Level of Effect  

3 Battle of Drumclog, 

1679 

Inventory 

Battlefield 

3.44 km west The southern and central portion of 

the battlefield, in the vicinity of the 

memorial is low lying and lies 

outwith the ZTV or in trees 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 

Medium  Low Minor 

4 Battle of Loudoun 

Hill, 1307 

Inventory 

Battlefield 

4.74 km west Loudoun Hill itself prevents visibility 

from the western half of the 

battlefield. Visibility is possible from 

the eastern portion of the battlefield 

especially from the areas either side 

of the north to south aligned road 

which runs north from the A71 to 

the east of the hill.  

Medium Low Minor 

5 Burnbrae Scheduled 

Monument 

4.85 km north-east Located on the eastern side of 

Burnbrae which is lined with mature 

trees in an agricultural landscape. 

Burnbrae Farm dominates the view 

to the south. 

Low Negligible Neutral 
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6 Calder Bridge Category B Listed 

Building 

2.84 km south-east Mature trees surrounding the bridge 

and the modern bridge over the A71 

to the south of the bridge may 

provide some screening of views 

towards the Proposed Development. 

Low Negligible Neutral 

7 Caldermill, 

Trumpeter’s Well 
Category C Listed 

Building 

2.71 km south-east 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 

8 Cauldwakening Farm Category C Listed 

Building 

3.04 km west The farmhouse is orientated to the 

north. Agricultural buildings to the 

rear may obscure views of the 

Proposed Development. 

Low Low Negligible 

10 Drumclog Church Category B Listed 

Building 

2.76 km west None Medium Low Minor 

11 Dungavel HM Prison Category C Listed 

Building 

1.61 km south-west The prison is orientated west and 

surrounded by mature trees and 

forestry plantation to the north, 

north-east and east which is likely to 

prohibit views. 

Low Low Neutral 



WEST DYKES WIND TURBINE, STRATHAVEN: HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

 
(c) AOC Archaeology 2022 | 28 | www.aocarchaeology.com 

 

13 Dungavel Hill, cairn Scheduled 

Monument 

2.32 km south Dungavel Wind Farm lies between 

the cairn and the Proposed 

Development. 

High  Low Minor 

17 Low Drumclog Farm Category C Listed 

Building 

4.54 km to the west 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 

22 Strathaven, Gillbank Non-Statutory 

Register Code C 

4.63 km to the 

south-west 

None Low Low  Neutral 

24 West Newton Non-Statutory 

Register Code C 

4.44 km to the 

north, north-east 

The topography and River Avon 

valley are elements of the setting 

which provide context for its siting.   

Low Low Neutral 

28 High Kype Road, 

Burnbrae 

Category C Listed 

Building 

4.89 km to the 

north-east 

The farmhouse is orientated south 

towards High Kype Road although 

the northern elevation faces 

ancillary farm structures and forms a 

courtyard setting.  

Low Low Neutral 
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38 Harting Rig Non-Statutory 

Register Code V 

2.13 km south-east Wind Turbines in existence to the 

east and west 

Medium Low Minor 
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Neutral Effects 

6.2.3. The Battle of Drumclog, 1679 (centred Site 3) 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 29) 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 (Site30). 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 3.44 km 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 30) 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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6.2.4. The Battle of Loudoun Hill, 1307 (centred Site 4) 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 4.74 km 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 and backdropped by the 

Kype Muir Wind Farm and 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. 

6.2.5. Burnbrae (Site 5) is a Scheduled barrow situated on a steep scarp overlooking the Burnbrae Burn. The barrow when 

recorded in 1977 is described as being roughly circular, surviving to c. 15 m in diameter and to c. 1.2 m in height. 

Prehistoric funerary monuments are often located on high topographical locations, so the features could be seen 

in the wider environment and near water, which is often considered to have been a liminal space reflecting the 

transition of the living to the dead in the prehistoric period (Cummings & Fowler, 2015:119; McLean, 2016). Trees 

line the Burnbrae Burn to the west of the barrow and are located to the north, and a modern farm dominates the 

view from the barrow to the south. The barrow is now located in a wider landscape which reflects post-medieval 

land management systems where the prehistoric landscape is less readily identifiable. As such the wider prehistoric 

landscape surrounding the barrow is less easily understood and therefore the near setting of the barrow provides 

a sense of the barrow’s original context and thus the barrow is judged to have a high sensitivity to change in its 

immediate environment. The barrow has a relatively Low sensitivity to changes beyond its immediate 

environment. The Proposed Development would be located 4.85 km south-west of the barrow. Wind turbines, 

associated with the Kype Muir and Dungavel Wind Farms are already visible in this direction and it is unlikely that 

following construction the Proposed Development will be readily appreciable as an additional development. 

Further, the Proposed Development is located well beyond the setting which provides the barrow with a sense of 

its original context in an environment more easily appreciable as a post-meidveal agrarian landscape. As such the 

magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible. The resulting level of effect would be Neutral. 

6.2.6. Calder Bridge (Site 6) 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. 
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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 formed by the Dungavel and Kype Muir Wind Farms. 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. 

6.2.7. Trumpeter’s Well (Site 7) is a Category C Listed Building located 2.71 km north-west 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 3) 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.  

6.2.8. Cauldwakening Farm (Site 8) 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 with its adjacent farm buildings and the immediately proximate agricultural fields as well as 

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.3.04 km 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. 
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6.2.9. Drumclog Church (Site 10) 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 2.76 km, where it 

would appear on rising ground, behind mature tree plantations to the north of existing turbines, belonging to 

Dungavel and Kype Muir Wind Farms.  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.  

6.2.10. Dunagavel HM Prison previously Dungavel Lodge (Site 11) 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. The Proposed Development will be located c. 1.61 km 

north-east of Dungavel Lodge, now Prison. The mature vegetation, modern buildings and security apparatus 

around the building will likely prohibit views of the Proposed Development (visible on Plate 16); although the 

Proposed Development will be identifiable on approach to the Listed Buildings from the north. The Proposed 

Development will not alter the way in which the Listed Building can be understood and appreciated in its modern 

setting and will not impact those aspects which still provide the building with significance. As such the magnitude 

of impact is judged to be Low and the resulting level of effect would be Neutral. 
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6.2.11. The enclosure at Gillbank (Site 22) has been coded ‘C’ on WoSAS’s Non-Statutory Register, indicating that it is 

‘almost certainly of national importance’. The exact nature of the enclosure is unknown as it has been recorded as 

a cropmark on aerial photographs, but it has not been subject to any intrusive evaluation. The HER tentatively 

identifies it as an enclosure but also questions this given there is no obvious entrance. The asset is located to the 

west of Gillbank farm on the opposite side of and looking over the steep drop to the Priestgill Burn. If a domestic 

structure, the asset’s location is likely to relate to the immediately adjacent land which could be exploited for 

agricultural purposes and its strategic and defensive position near the confluence of the Priestgill Burn with the 

Avon Water which lie to its south and north respectively and run into each other to its east. The asset would be 

sensitive to changes within this defined area but is considered to be of Low sensitivity to changes in the wider 

landscape. The Proposed Development would be located 4.63km to the south-west of the enclosure and the 

vegetation along Priestgill Burn is likely to, at least in part, screen views towards the Proposed Development. Given 

the above, 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 Low and the resulting level of effect would be Neutral. 

6.2.12. The asset at West Newton (Site 24) comprises the remains of a possible Roman temporary camp. It has been coded 

‘C’ on WoSAS’s Non-Statutory Register, indicating that it is ‘almost certainly of national importance’. The asset has 

been recorded as a cropmark on aerial photographs and does not comprise any visible upstanding remains. The 

camp is located on gently sloping land which drops to the south towards the Avon Water and these are the 

elements of setting which contribute most to and understanding and appreciation of the asset, as they would have 

provided a relatively level piece of ground for temporary occupation but access to and surveillance over a natural 

routeway to the south. The sensitivity of the asset to changes to its setting beyond these elements is deemed to 

be Low. The Proposed Development would be located 4.44 km to the south, south-west of the camp in a direction 

where turbines already exist. The Proposed Development would not materially affect the ability to understand or 

appreciate the asset and its value. The magnitude of impact is judged be Low and the resulting level of effect would 

be Neutral. 

6.2.13. High Kype Road (Site 28) is a Category C Listed farmhouse dated to 1839. The Farmhouse is a two storey, three bay 

house. The southern elevation faces its associated agricultural land to High Kype Road and further south this 

elevation has views across downwards sloping, agricultural land recognisable as part of a managed post-medieval 

enclosure landscape. The northern elevation forms a U-shape which creates a courtyard with ancillary farm 

buildings to the north and north-west. The elements which surround the Farmhouse contribute to an ability to 

understand and appreciate its value and the inter-relationship between with adjacent farm buildings and the 

immediately proximate agricultural fields as well the Farmhouse’s proximity to communication routes which the 

farm buildings 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.4.89 km to the south-west of High Kype Road Farmhouse 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, the magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible, and the 

resulting level of effect would be Neutral. 

 

Minor Effects 

6.2.14. Dungavel Hill, cairn (Site 13) 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 
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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 14). 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 2.32 km to the north of the cairn, on the northern side of the existing Dungavel 

Wind Farm (Plate 18) and to the west of the existing Kype Muir Wind farm. 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 

and following 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. 

 

6.2.15. Harting Rig, cairn (Site 38) is a circular cairn located on a rocky knoll, described in 1995 as being grassed over and 

crossed by a barbed wire fence. WoSAS record the cairn on their Non-Statutory Record as a Code V asset, meaning 

that it is considered to be ‘probably of national importance’. Cairns are often located in high topographic positions 
which afford them views of the adjacent landscape. The cairn is also north-east of the Scheduled Dungavel cairn 

(Site 13) and whilst it is difficult to prove that the monuments were contemporary, however they did exist at some 

point in the same landscape and may have had cognisance of one another. The cairn is now located in upland 

moorland with modern forestry plantations to the north, east and south and the existing Dungavel Wind Farm to 

the west and the cairn has intervisibility with Dungavel cairn (Site 13) and due to downward sloping land has open 

views in a westward direction. The topographical position of the cairn is readily appreciable as is its visual 

connection to another funerary monument, and its western viewscape is understandable and appreciable even 

with the intervening modern wind turbines. However, the modern forestry makes is more difficult to appreciate 

the original viewscape to the east and north. As such the cairn is judged to be of Medium sensitivity to change. 

The Proposed Development will be located c. 2.13 km north-east of the cairn, in the direction of existing turbines 

(Plate 13). Whilst the Proposed Development will be visible the proposed turbines will not alter the topographical 

prominence of the cairn nor would they impede the ability to appreciate the views in a westward direction. The 

visual relationship to Dungavel cairn (Site 13) will also not be impacted. As such the magnitude of change is judged 

to be Low and the resulting level of effect Minor. 

 

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, construction of the proposed T2 is judged to have 

a Negligible level of effect on a dry stone dyke (Plate 17-Figure 2). No further known heritage assets will be directly 

impacted by the construction of the T1 or T2.   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 
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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.  

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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WEST DYKES WIND TURBINE, STRATHAVEN: PLATES 
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Plate 1: South-east facing view of a tree lined field boundary within the western area of the Site 

 

 

Plate 2: North-west facing view along an upstanding section of dry stone dyke 

 



WEST DYKES WIND TURBINE, STRATHAVEN: PLATES 
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Plate 3: North-eastern view along the turf covered remains of a dry stone dyke 

 

 

Plate 4:  North-west facing view of built up remains of a post-medieval recorded trackway within the 

Site which is still in use as a track 

 



WEST DYKES WIND TURBINE, STRATHAVEN: PLATES 
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Plate 5: North-east facing view of the remains of rig and furrow west of Strutherhead (Site 15) 

 

 

Plate 6: North-east facing view of the remains of Strutherhead (Site 15) 
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Plate 7: North-east facing view of the remains of a brick structure (Site 40). Note how the structure 

has been built onto an adjacent dry stone dyke 

 

 

Plate 8: South-east facing view of a potential quarry (Site 34) 
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Plate 9: East facing view of a potential quarry (Site 35) 

 

 

Plate 10: South-east facing view of a potential infilled quarry (Site 36) 
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Plate 11: South-west facing view of a potential quarry (Site 39) 

 

 

Plate 12: South-east facing view of a post-medieval trackway which appears to still be in use 
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Plate 13: North-east-south panorama from the proposed location of T1 

 

 

Plate 14: South-west-north panorama from the proposed location of T1 

 

 

Plate 15: North-east-south panorama from the proposed location of T2 

 

 

Plate 16: South-west-north panorama from the proposed location of T2 
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Plate 17: Dry stone dyke in the vicinity of the proposed T2 

 

 

 

Plate 18: North facing view from Dungavel cairn (Site 13) towards the Proposed Development 



WEST DYKES WIND TURBINE, STRATHAVEN: HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
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Site Gazetteer

Site Number 1

Site Name Auchingilloch Monument

Type of Site Monument

NMRS Number LB1279; NS73NW 4

HER Number 41408

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 271440

Northing 635760

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description

WoSASPIN  41408     Null Report from NMRS, Null Report date from the NMRS.

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.

Statement of Special Interest

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.

References

Bibliography

NSA vol VI p305

Brown "Modern Strathaven with peeps at past" p.190-1 1947

Site Number 2

Site Name Avondale Castle

Type of Site Castle

NMRS Number SM2619; NS74SW 9

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 270359

Northing 644432

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description From Canmore Record: NS74SW 9; Canmore ID: 45636

NS74SW 9 70349 44441

(NS 70349 44441) Castle (NR) (Ruins)
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Site Gazetteer

OS 6" map (1913)

'Evandale' Castle fell into disrepair after 1716.

Carlisle 1813.

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.

Strathaven Castle (Lanark Co. Council noticeboard). The castle is generally as described by 

Wilson. It is constructed of rubble masonry, the lower parts of the walls showing signs of 

coursing, and the remains are in fair condition.

Visited by OS (JD) 17 March 1955.

NS 7033 4444. A watching brief was carried out on behalf of the District Council during 

environmental improvement works in the area around the remains of Strathaven, or Avondale 

Castle. The castle and the park area around it on the E bank of the Powmillon Burn are 

Scheduled, and the watching brief was a condition of the Scheduled Monument Consent.

Landscaping operations on the W side of the Powmillon Burn were restricted to the upper, 

modern deposits at the corner of Todshill Street and The Cross.

Pathlaying operations at the SE corner of the upstanding remains of the castle uncovered the 

footings of an enclosing wall at the edge of the steep slope above the bum (NS 7034 4442). The 

wall was constructed of mortared yellow sandstone rubble, and was c 0.9m wide. The line of 

the wall seemed to continue that of the existing fragments on the NW corner of the extant 

tower.

During the erection of seating on the E side of the castle (NS 7037 4444), mortared sandstone 

rubble was encountered at a depth of 0.55m.

Sponsor: Strathclyde Regional Council.

SRC SMR 1994g.

EXTERNAL REFERENCE

Scottish National Portrait Gallery

Glasgow & Lanarkshire Illustrated, 1910 p.146 - article & photograph

Photographic Survey (December 1959)

Photographic survey by the Scottish National Buildings Record/Ministry of Works in December 

1959.
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Publication Account (1983)

Little is known of the early history of Strathaven castle. The Flemings of Biggar received the 

barony of Avondale in the twelfth century, and although there is a district called Flemington on 

the Hamilton road, it is unknown whether the family built a castle at Strathaven. In the 

following century the barony passed to the Baird family, who maintained it until after the Wars 

of Independence. It appears that in 1370 Avondale was granted to the Earls of Douglas who 

might have strengthened an existing castle (Anon, 1879, 5).

Strathaven Castle was reputedly taken and destroyed by James II on the forfeiture of the 

Douglases in 1455 (Brown, 1947, 102). It was possible Andrew Stewart, who was later granted 

the barony, had the castle rebuilt and refurbished in the late fifteenth century. During the reign 

of James V (1513-42), the barony passed into the hands of the Dukes of Hamilton and one 

member of that family apparently strengthened and enlarged the structure in 1643 (Brown, 

1947, 102). After 1716 the castle fell into disuse and was damaged both by lightning in 1737 

and, later, quarrying by the townspeople (Brown, 1947, 103-4). In the early nineteenth century 

it was observed that 'the castle was in a ruinous state and served to be the habitation of 

martins and swallows' (Mack, 1911, 21).

The ruins of the castle of Strathaven occupy a dominant position in the centre of the town. The 

castle was apparently designed on the plan of a parallelogram with two towers diagonally 

opposite. One of the towers still remains on the north-west angle overlooking the town 

(MacGibbon and Ross, 1971, i, 352), and other surviving fragments include part of the outer 

wall.

Information from ‘Historic Strathaven: The Archaeological Implications of Development’ (1983).

References

Carlisle. (1813) Topographic Dictionary of Scotland. Page(s): 2

Coventry, M. (2008) Castles of the Clans: the strongholds and seats of 750 Scottish families and 

clans. Musselburgh. Page(s): 159,262,533,558 RCAHMS Shelf Number: F.5.21.COV

East Kilbride official guide. ([198-?]) The official guide to East Kilbride. 7th. London. Page(s): 19 

RCAHMS Shelf Number: D.11.53.EAS

Macgibbon and Ross, D & T. The Castellated and Domestic Architecture of Scotland from the 

Twelfth to the Eighteenth Century, vol. 1. Page(s): 352-353 RCAHMS Shelf Number: F.5.21.MAC

McKean, C. (1995c) 'Craignethan: the castle of the Bastard of Arran', Proc Soc Antiq Scot, vol. 

125, 1995. Page(s): 1083-5 illus 9

SRC SMR. (1994g) 'Strathaven Castle (Avondale parish): watching brief', Discovery Excav Scot, 

1994. Page(s): 65

Simpson and Stevenson, A T and S. (1983c) Historic Strathaven: the archaeological implications 

of development, Scottish burgh survey series. {Glasgow}. Page(s): 3 RCAHMS Shelf Number: 

C.3.3.BUR

Traveller's Guide. (1814) 'The traveller's guide through Scotland and its islands: illustrated by 

maps, views of remarkable buildings, &c.', 2v. 6th. Edinburgh. Page(s): 160 RCAHMS Shelf 

Number: D.20.TRA.R

Wilson, J A. (1936-7) A contribution to the history of Lanarkshire, 2v. Glasgow. Page(s): Vol.2, 

182-3 RCAHMS Shelf Number: D.11.5.WIL

Site Number 3

Site Name Battle of Drumclog

Type of Site Battlefield

NMRS Number BTL21; NS63NW 9

HER Number 51981

Status Inventory Battlefield
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Easting 262825

Northing 639871

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description

Date of Battle: 1 June 1679

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.

Inventory Boundary

The Inventory boundary defines the area in which the main events of the battle are considered 

to have taken place (landscape context) and where associated physical remains and 

archaeological evidence occur or may be expected (specific qualities). The landscape context is 

described under battlefield landscape: it encompasses areas of fighting, key movements of 

troops across the landscape and other important locations, such as the positions of camps or 

vantage points. Although the landscape has changed since the time of the battle, key 

characteristics of the terrain at the time of the battle can normally still be identified, enabling 

events to be more fully understood and interpreted in their landscape context. Specific 

qualities are described under physical remains and potential: these include landscape features 

that played a significant role in the battle, other physical remains, such as enclosures or built 

structures, and areas of known or potential archaeological evidence.

The Inventory boundary for the Battle of Drumclog is defined on the accompanying map and 

includes the following areas:

The area of Stobieside, which is on the hill on which the conventicle took place.

The area of the wet ground to the north, known as Coldwakning moss.

The area around the monument which is where Claverhouse was positioned.

The areas to the south and south-east which accommodate possible lines of government 

advance and rout.

The possible location of the ditch where the stream runs between the initial position of the 

armies.

Historical Background

Upon his restoration to the throne in 1660, Charles II imposed increasingly strict regulations on 

religious non-conformity. Despite his initial recognition of the Covenant, Charles II reinstated 

episcopacy in Scotland and the legal protections for Scottish Presbyterianism were revoked. 

Covenanters were forced to convene in secret to worship - often gathering in remote locations 

in the hills to escape government persecution in secret meetings that were known as 

conventicles. This period of persecution was at times to give way to open rebellion during what 

were known as the 'killing times,' with the last of these flaring up in 1679.

Arriving at Drumclog on 1 June 1679, having heard that a conventicle was taking place, John 

Graham of Claverhouse, a government officer and later Viscount of Dundee, found an armed 

force of Covenanters arrayed against him on good ground across a ditch and marsh. After two 

rounds of skirmishing, the whole of the Covenanter force charged down from their high ground 

and across the marsh to engage the government troops, who were overwhelmed and fled. The 

Covenanter victory at Drumclog buoyed the hopes of even moderate non-conformists and 

their ranks swelled with volunteers from all over south western Scotland. The stunned 

government quickly organised a much larger force to deal with the Covenanters. The two 

armies met again on 22 June at Bothwell Bridge, where a resounding government victory 

ended the nascent rebellion.

The Armies
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Unlike the government troops, the Covenanters by and large lacked military experience, 

though some undoubtedly will have been veterans of the Wars of the Three Kingdoms, and 

were equally poorly equipped, with many of them carrying nothing more than agricultural 

tools such as scythes and pitchforks. The carrying of weapons does however suggest that the 

Covenanters were expecting trouble and does not really match the image of them being taken 

by surprise by the government force.

At the time of the battle Captain John Graham of Claverhouse and his dragoons were in the 

area searching for the assassins of Archbishop Sharp, and while at Strathaven gained 

intelligence of the conventicle taking place nearby.

Numbers

Covenanters: Hearne's history gives a high estimate of Covenanter participants, who numbered 

'Fourteen or Fifteen Thousand Men well Armed, and in good Order' (1681: 24); this is likely to 

be out by a factor of 10 and the number is more likely to have been somewhere between 1000 

and 1500 men including about 40 horse. Claverhouse estimated his enemy at the lower end of 

the suggested range. His account numbered the Covenanters as four battalions of foot armed 

with firearms as well as pitchforks and other makeshift weapons, and joined by three 

squadrons of horse (Brander 1993: 169).

Government: Estimates for Claverhouse's government contingent run between 150 and 250 

mounted cavalry and dragoons (Black 1936). Sheilds's history counts three troops of horse and 

dragoons (Shields 1692: 32).

Losses

The government force lost 30-40 soldiers on the battlefield as well as a handful of prisoners 

(Black 1936; Brander 1993; Hearne 1681; Shields 1692). In his history, Shields quotes the figure 

of 'about 30 of the Souldiers killed on the place, and three of the Meeting, and several 

wounded on both sides' (1692: 32). The Covenanters incurred minimal losses at Drumclog, 

though Hearne mentions 10-12 killed at Strathaven as the government soldiers fought their 

way to safety (1681).

Action

On 1 June, word reached a conventicle gathered near Loudon Hill of Claverhouse's approaching 

government force and an armed contingent of Covenanters deployed on good ground at 

nearby Drumclog (Black 1936; Brander 1993). The Covenanters arrayed themselves on raised 

ground separated from Claverhouse's men by a ditch and marshy ground, which prevented a 

government cavalry charge. According to Claverhouse's account, a portion of his dragoons 

were sent forward twice to meet with a party of Covenanter foot soldiers and twice forced the 

insurgents to retreat to their main line (Brander 1993). After the second meeting, the 

Covenanter force attacked Claverhouse's position en masse, their cavalry following their foot. 

The government force was overwhelmed, became disordered and fled. Hearne describes the 

action as follows:

    'The Rebels upon Captain Graham's Approach, sent out Two Parties to skirmish with him, 

which he beat into their main Body. Then they advanced with their whole Force upon him, who 

after a considerable Slaughter of the Rebels, and the Loss of his Cornet, Two Brigadiers, about 

Eight Horse, and Twenty Dragoons, (his own Horse being killed under him, and mounting 

another)....' (Hearne 1681: 24).

Claverhouse's mount, which was badly wounded, fled the field carrying its rider with him. The 

flight of their leader perhaps added to the soldiers' panic as they fled towards Glasgow via 

Strathaven. The fleeing soldiers possibly met resistance at Drumclog Bridge 1.5 km north-east 

of the main battle. Hearne describes more action at Strathaven, where Claverhouse

    'being so much over-power'd in number, he made his Retreat to Glasgow, being in his way 

forced to Fight his Passage through the Towns-Men of Streven, who were got together to 

oppose it, leaving Ten or Twelve of them dead upon the Place.' (1681: 24).

Once safely back in Glasgow, Claverhouse prepared the city for invasion, setting up blockades 

and taking defensive measures. A Covenanter assault did occur, though it was easily beaten 
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back.

Aftermath & Consequences

The Covenanter's victory at Drumclog resulted in a recruitment boon for the non-conformists. 

The Covenanting force was burgeoned by additions from Lanarkshire, Renfrewshire, Ayrshire 

and the surrounding countryside, swelling to an estimated 6000 men (Black 1936; Brander 

1993; Clark 1996) before their next engagement at Bothwell Bridge. The threat of widespread 

popular revolt was very real, as Claverhouse worried,

    'What theses rogues will doe next I know not, but the contry was floking to them from all 

hands. This maybe counted the begining of the rebelion in my opinion' (in Scott 1871, 17: 95).

In response to the Covenanter's victory at Drumclog and their subsequent rise in numbers, the 

Government swiftly organised the deployment of a much larger army of its own, which would 

end the fledgling rebellion with its victory at Bothwell Bridge on 22 June.

Events & Participants

Socio-political tensions related to the Covenanter movement and the Royal imposition of 

episcopacy, particularly in the south-west of Scotland, flared in 1666 with the brief Pentland 

Rising, which was quickly repressed. In response to continued religious persecution throughout 

the 1660s and 1670s, Covenanters in the Presbyterian stronghold of south western Scotland 

again entered into open revolt in 1679 following the assassination of Archbishop James Sharp 

by the Covenanting extremists Hackston of Rathillet and John Balfour (Burley) of Kinloch on 3 

May 1679.

This act of aggression and the anticipation of harsh government reprisal sparked an organised 

Covenanter resistance that gave vent to widespread socio-political discontent in the Scottish 

Presbyterian community. On Restoration Day (29 May) a group of Covenanters burnt acts of 

parliament at the Mercat Cross in Rutherglen. Such organised anti-government activity, which 

was attracting increasing numbers of participants, could not be ignored and John Graham of 

Claverhouse (later Viscount Dundee) led a small force of horse and dragoons from Glasgow to 

break up the threatened insurgency.

Though the Covenanting army was soundly beaten at Bothwell Bridge just weeks after the 

encounter at Drumclog, the 1679 rebellion remains a key moment in the history of the Kirk of 

Scotland. Severe repression at the hands of government agents like Graham of Claverhouse led 

to an organised expression of popular discontent in which thousands of Covenanters took up 

arms against the ruling establishment. The victims of 'The Killing Times' of the late seventeenth 

century became Presbyterian martyrs and the political discontent created under Stuart rule 

had wide ranging political repercussions in Scotland throughout the following century, perhaps 

most notably by fostering anti-Stuart sentiment in the Glorious Revolution and the Jacobite 

Rebellions.

The Covenanter force at Drumclog is thought to have been 1000-1500 men led by Robert 

Hamilton and including several other high-profile organisers, such as the assassins Hackston 

and Balfour of Burley. Robert Hamilton of Preston, a native of Prestonpans and later the 

second Baronet of Preston, was a hardliner who rejected any form of compromise with the 

government and before the battle decreed that no quarter was to be given to the enemy. He 

went on to command the Covenanter army at Bothwell Bridge three weeks later, where his 

uncompromising approach led to a last-minute purge of the so-called Indulged who favoured 

compromise with the government, which would accept his civil authority but not his church. 

This was a contributing factor in the subsequent defeat in the battle, after which Hamilton took 

refuge in Holland. He was attaindered in 1683 because of his activities in 1679, and he 

continued to raise money and plot insurrection through the United Societies (a seventeenth 

century Presbyterian fundamentalist group). Although he was allowed to return to Scotland in 

1688 after the Glorious Revolution, he refused to recognise the authority of William and Mary 

and was imprisoned on suspicion of sedition. He was released from jail in 1693 and he died in 

1701.

Among Hamilton's force was the eighteen year old William Cleland, who acquitted himself well 

in the battle, almost killing or capturing Claverhouse at one point. He was a Covenanter captain 
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at the Battle of Bothwell Bridge later that month and was named in a proclamation denouncing 

Covenanters after the battle. He escaped to Holland where he became involved in the Duke of 

Argyll's expedition in 1685 to support the Monmouth Rebellion. He went to Scotland ahead of 

Argyll and thus escaped capture but was forced into hiding. He escaped once more to Holland 

but returned in 1688 to gather information for the Scottish exiles ahead of William of Orange's 

arrival. He was part of a group of Covenanters who formed a regiment to resist Popery and 

Prelacy in 1689, which came to be known as the Cameronians. As Lieutenant-Colonel of the 

regiment under Douglas, the Earl of Angus, he commanded the regiment that held Dunkeld 

against the Jacobites in August 1689 after the Battle of Killiecrankie. He was killed in the 

fighting, shot in the head and the liver while encouraging his men.

John Graham, Earl of Claverhouse and Viscount Dundee, commonly known now as Bonnie 

Dundee, was an experienced soldier with a history of fighting for the Crown. He had led the 

suppression of the conventicles in south-west Scotland for Charles II with particular zeal. He 

had been defeated by a Covenanter force at Drumclog, nearly being killed during the 

engagement, before being involved in the subsequent Government victory at Bothwell Bridge 

on 22 June 1679. His actions against them earned him the lasting hatred of the Covenanters, 

who nicknamed him as 'Bluidy Clavers', while his Highland allies knew him as 'Black John of the 

Battles'. He was one of the first of the Scottish nobility to reject the ascendancy of William and 

Mary, and had been declared a traitor even before William and Mary accepted the throne of 

Scotland on 11 April 1689. Graham raised the standard for James at Dundee Law in early 1689, 

before embarking into the Highlands to build support for the cause, all the while evading 

General Mackay's pursuing army. Killiecrankie was Graham's first and last battle for the 

Jacobite cause, as he was fatally wounded by gunfire during the charge. Sources differ on 

whether he died on the field or of his wounds a short while later, but without his leadership 

the Jacobite cause in Scotland was irrevocably weakened.

Battlefield Landscape

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.

Location

The battle is most likely to have taken place directly to the east of what is today Stobieside and 

today the terrain gives a good impression of how the two forces were likely to have been 

disposed. The Covenanters were most likely on the hill, which in the eighteenth century at 

least was known as Hill of Drumclog, while the government troops were on lower lying ground 

to the east, in the vicinity of the battle monument. The area is largely rural in Roy's military 

map of 1747-55, but by the Ordnance Surveys of the nineteenth century, improvements have 

been made to the landscape with the additions of farms and field boundaries, tracks and 

drains. The ditch that separated the two sides has not been identified with certainty and the 

area is speckled with marshy plots of land that could satisfy the brief descriptions given in 

historical accounts. The stream that runs south west from the moss at Coldwakning could be 

the ditch in question, but the position is complicated by offering a 1000 m front that would be 

difficult for a small force to cover adequately.

Terrain
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The battlefield is set within a rural area of low hills and marshland. The area of wet ground to 

the north of the site - the Coldwakning moss - marks the northern boundary of the battle area, 

while another area of marshland is located 800 m to the south. Both of these areas are shown 

on Roy's map but it is likely to be smaller areas of wet ground which played a role in the battle.

The route of Claverhouse's advance is open to some interpretation, as the minor road which 

today bisects the site, and approaches the site via Drumclog Bridge to the north-east, post-

dates the battle by some considerable time (it does not appear on Roy's map). It is possible 

that the dragoons approached over open ground from the north-east, travelling on the gentle 

defile which accommodates the road. Alternatively, they may have travelled from Strathaven 

via the road further to the south and east marked as 'Road from Air' (sic) on Roy's map. This 

would require the open ground to the west to be traversed, possibly via the farmtoun at High 

Drumclog. Both routes would bring the dragoons to essentially the same place, to the east of 

the hill on which the conventicle was taking place.

Condition

There has been some development on the site of the hill where the conventicle took place, 

with Stobieside, a large nineteenth century house and its attendant gardens, sitting on a 

terrace near the summit. The occupation of the hill has a longer history however, and Roy's 

mid-eighteenth century map shows a fermtoun known as Hill of Drumclog on the same site. It 

remains unclear whether there was some form of settlement here at the time of the battle. 

The slopes leading from the hilltop, to the east and south-east are today given over to grazing 

and this bodes well for the preservation of battle-related archaeology. There is still clearly a 

ditch and area of wet ground at the foot of the hill and this may well be the ditch separating 

the Covenanter position from the government position.

The government side of the ditch, to the north of the road, is now partly occupied by a derelict 

school house (appears on 1860 map) which is currently undergoing at least partial demolition. 

Although this will have had an impact, the building's footprint is likely to have disturbed only a 

limited area. There is no sign of the minor road which runs alongside the school and up the hill 

on Roy's map and therefore clearly played no role in battle, though its construction will have 

again had a limited impact on the battlefield. There are also areas of forestry which fringe the 

site to the east, with only a relatively small area, that occupied by the monument, remaining 

clear of trees. The areas obscured by the trees are most likely to have impinged on areas of 

fighting relating to the government rout rather than the main combat. The planting of this 

forestry will have had an adverse impact on this area of the battlefield, and any further 

planting in this area is likely to have further detrimental effects.

Archaeological & Physical Remains and Potential

According to the 1860 1st edition 6 inch map human bones were found in the area presumed 

to have been occupied by government troops, at a location around 100m to the north of the 

monument, which today places it in an area of forestry. There is also a potential mass grave for 

government soldiers at Caldermill 4km to the north-east.

Though a relatively small number of individuals were involved in the battle of Drumclog, the 

nature of hand-to-hand fighting and the presence of mounted troops would deposit a variety 

of physical remains such as spent and dropped ammunition, damaged weapons (i.e. pistols, 

swords, and the various makeshift weapons used by the Covenanters), personal accoutrements 

like buckles and buttons, and cavalry items like horseshoes, nails and other hardware. The area 

is still largely agricultural and has not been extensively developed and it is probable that 

archaeological evidence from the battle remains.

Cultural Association

For such a brief encounter, the battle of Drumclog is highly represented in historic and cultural 

tradition. There is also a large corpus of Covenanter literature, including numerous church 

histories, memoirs, ballads and fictional accounts that appeared throughout the nineteenth 

and early twentieth centuries. The battles of Drumclog and Bothwell Bridge both figure 

prominently among these. The most well-known example of this is Walter Scott's Old Mortality 

which offers fictionalised accounts of the fighting, as well as the assassination of Archbishop 

Sharp and a sketch of the character of John Balfour of Burley. Scott also collected folk ballads 

in works such as 1802's Minstrelsy of the Scottish Border, which featured The Battle of Loudon 
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Hill, or Drumclog. The ballad does not discuss detailed battle action, but rather celebrates the 

bravery of the Covenanters, especially the 'noble' Burley (Brander 1993: 171), 'a man of 

honour, birth, an fame' (ibid.: 172) and decries the 'wicked' Claverhouse (ibid.: 171).

Commemoration & Interpretation

The sustained campaign of government persecution of religious non-conformity during 'The 

Killing Times' of the late seventeenth century was widely remembered and memorialised by 

generations of Scottish Presbyterians, both materially in monuments and memorials, and 

culturally in text, verse and song. The Covenanting tradition and the religious turmoil that 

raged throughout the period is integral to the formation of Scottish Presbyterian identity and 

the history of the Kirk of Scotland.

There is a stone obelisk battlefield monument located immediately to the east of the battle site 

at NGR NS 62545 39625 to memorialise the fallen Covenanters (See RCAHMS record NS63NW 

9.00). Drumclog Memorial Church, erected at the turn of the 20th century to accommodate 

the growing local church population, is named in honour of the battle.
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Overview and Statement of Significance

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.

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.

Inventory Boundary

The Inventory boundary defines the area in which the main events of the battle are considered 

to have taken place (landscape context) and where associated physical remains and 

archaeological evidence occur or may be expected (specific qualities). The landscape context is 

described under battlefield landscape: it encompasses areas of fighting, key movements of 

troops across the landscape and other important locations, such as the positions of camps or 

vantage points. Although the landscape has changed since the time of the battle, key 

characteristics of the terrain at the time of the battle can normally still be identified, enabling 

events to be more fully understood and interpreted in their landscape context. Specific 

qualities are described under physical remains and potential: these include landscape features 

that played a significant role in the battle, other physical remains, such as enclosures or built 

structures, and areas of known or potential archaeological evidence.

The Inventory boundary for the Battle of Loudoun Hill is defined on the accompanying map 

and includes the following areas:

    The plain below Loudoun Hill where the fighting may well have taken place and where there 

is a reasonable potential for the survival of the ditches dug by the Scots.

    The A71, following the line of a Roman Road, which probably remained in use in the 

medieval period and which is likely to have been used by both armies to reach the battlefield.

    Loudoun Hill which provides a focal point for the location.

Historical Background

Aymer de Valence, Earl of Pembroke, challenged Bruce to fight after the Scots success at Glen 

Trool in March 1307. As de Valence had almost captured Bruce at Methven in June 1306 

following a similar challenge, this approach is unsurprising. Bruce accepted the challenge and 

the battle was fought on the plains at Loudoun Hill on 10 May 1307. Bruce took the 

opportunity of the challenge to prepare his ground. He cut three ditches inward from the edge 

of the mosses, leaving 90m gaps in the centre which were guarded by dismounted pikemen, 

while soil embankments with ditches protected the flanks. Bruce then gathered his small force 

and awaited the approach of the English army. De Valence advanced with around 3,000 men. 

The English force was split into two squadrons as they advanced on Bruce's army. The Scots 

used their spears to great effect against both men and horses, leaving many wounded, and 

then charged them as the English assault began to collapse, at which they broke and fled. 

There was probably no pursuit as the Scots were on foot and thus were unable to chase down 

the mounted English forces.

The Armies

The only description available of the Scottish army is a comment that Bruce placed dismounted 

pikemen at the gaps in dykes constructed on the battlefield; however, Barbour (op. cit.: 185) 
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provides a detailed account of the types of weapons that the English soldiers were equipped 

with, including basinets, spears, shields and coats of armour along with their pennons and 

banners.

Numbers

Sir Aymer de Valence, Earl of Pembroke: 3,000, according to the contemporary Scottish poet, 

John Barbour (op. cit., 184), but this figure may well be over-exaggerated. However, the 

English force certainly outnumbered the Scots.

Robert the Bruce: 600, according to Barbour (ibid.); the only reference to the compilation of 

Bruce's force notes that pikemen dismounted and located within the gaps in dykes that Bruce 

had constructed on the battlefield.

Losses

None of the sources give any indication of the losses suffered by either force. The descriptions 

of the engagement undoubtedly suggest there were casualties, although the numbers may 

have lower than other medieval battlefields due to the lack of any pursuit of the routed English 

army.

Action

After his defeat at the hands of Robert Bruce's Scottish army at Glen Trool in March 1307, de 

Valence retreated south with his forces. When James Douglas apparently attacked de Valence's 

representative, Philip de Mowbray, he was furious and came north once more to challenge 

Bruce to fight. Bruce promptly accepted this challenge and the scene was set for a pre-

arranged battle on the plains at Loudoun Hill on 10 May 1307.

However, in advance of the battle, Bruce went to Loudoun Hill to inspect the field and noted 

that it was even and dry with a road situated between two morasses, which remains the case 

even today at Allanton Plains (Brooks, 2007: 171). The road referred to is probably the remains 

of a Roman road recently destroyed by quarrying which may have led to Castledykes fort in 

South Lanarkshire. Bruce cut three ditches inward from the edge of the mosses, leaving 90m 

gaps in the centre guarded by pikemen on foot, while soil embankments with ditches 

protected the flanks of the Scottish force (Barbour, 1395: 183).

With the ground prepared to provide his army with a distinct advantage, Bruce collected 600 

fighting men and the force made their way to Little Loudoun in order to see the approach of 

the English army. De Valence advanced with around 3,000 men, according to Barbour (1395, 

184). The English force was split into two squadrons as they advanced on Bruce's Scottish 

army. Bruce motivated his men with a rousing speech, ordering them to meet the foremost of 

their enemies boldly and reassuring them that those behind would be terrified, he further 

reinforced that they should consider the great joy that victory will bring them (Barbour, 1395: 

187). Emboldened, Bruce's men advanced on their English opponents and the king awaited the 

English advance in one of the gaps left in his previously prepared dykes. De Valence watched 

the Scots in the plain and encouraged his men then trumpets sounded as the English army 

charged the Scots. Barbour reports a great breaking of spears and screams of the wounded as 

the two sides clashed:

    'Quhar men mycht [her] sic a brekyng

    Of speris that [to-fruschyt] war

    And [the] voundit so cry and rar

    That it [anoyus] was till her.
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    For thai, that first assemblit wer

    Fwnyeit and fawcht all sturdely;

    The noys begouth than the cry' (Barbour, 1395: 188).

Barbour goes on to describe how Bruce and his brother fought bravely, suggesting that they 

would both have drawn praise from anyone watching their actions during the battle. The Scots 

pierced both men and horses with their spears, leaving many wounded, as Bruce repeatedly 

charged them followed closely by 500 men. Despite de Valence's grief at having been so 

thoroughly defeated by the Scottish army, the English force began to withdraw under the force 

of the Scottish attack. The Scots were probably unable to take full advantage of the English 

withdrawal as they were on foot and unable to pursue the fleeing knights.

Aftermath & Consequences

Having been once more defeated by the inferior numbers of the Scottish King, de Valence fled 

to Bothwell then possibly continued south to England, where he reportedly tendered his 

resignation as a result of his humiliating defeat at the hands of the Scots (Barbour 1395, 190), 

although in reality Edward I appears to have already appointed John of Britanny to replace him. 

Edward himself finally recognised that Bruce was a serious threat and resolved to deal with 

him personally, an approach he had successfully used against Scotland in the past. He gathered 

a new army to deal with the threat and began the march northward. However, the King's 

health was failing fast, and at Burgh-by-Sands, near Carlisle, on 7 July 1307, Edward I finally 

died. Without his leadership, the invasion petered out. His son made an attempt to continue, 

but had too many tasks at home to deal with, including his coronation, to make a serious 

attempt. For the next seven years, the new English King Edward II was far too busy with 

domestic issues to be able to send any major force north against Bruce.

Meanwhile, Robert the Bruce took the opportunity of the reduction in English activity to build 

up his position in Scotland. He now moved to challenge his internal enemies, chiefly the Comyn 

family. The King moved north and fought a series of actions, including the battles at Barra and 

Pass of Brander, that delivered Scotland into his hands and made the former Comyn lands of 

the north-east into a stronghold of his own support, Thomas Randolph becoming Earl of Moray.

Events & Participants

Only two of the participants are named in the sources. The English army was commanded by 

Sir Aymer de Valence, the Earl of Pembroke. Barbour mentions no other names within the 

English force. De Valence was a Frenchman by birth but owed his allegiance to the Kings of 

England for the Earldom of Pembroke. He was a loyal supporter of Edward I and of his son 

Edward II, fighting for both kings. He was present at Bannockburn in 1314 and helped Edward II 

escape the field. He was also involved in the arrest of Edward's favourite, Gaveston; the seizure 

of Gaveston from his custody by the Earl of Lancaster and his subsequent murder in 1312 had 

the effect of confirming de Valence as a Edward loyalist. His attitude towards Bruce may also 

be explained by the fact that as well as a loyal servant of the English King, he was also the 

brother-in-law of John Comyn, murdered by Bruce in 1306.

Robert the Bruce is one of Scotland's most famous historical figures. His grandfather was one 

of the claimants to the Scottish throne in the dispute following the death of Alexander III. 

Bruce was crowned King of Scots on 25 March 1306 at Perth, after murdering his rival John 

Comyn, Lord of Badenoch, also known as the Red Comyn, at Greyfriars Kirk in Dumfries. 

Although Bruce had authored his own coronation, he would become the focus of Scottish 

resistance to the English occupation. However, his initial efforts were less impressive than his 

later accomplishments. He suffered defeat to an English army under Aymer de Valence at 

Methven in June 1306 and again by the forces of John of Lorn, a relative of John Comyn, at Dail 

Righ in August, and Bruce was forced to flee mainland Scotland, while many of his family were 

killed or imprisoned. While in hiding that winter, the legend of the spider spinning a web is said 

to have inspired him to return in 1307, where he met with more success. He won an important 
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victory against de Valence at Loudoun Hill in May, and gained further advantage when Edward 

I died at Burgh-by-Sands, near the Scottish border, in July 1307. With the English threat now 

drastically reduced, Bruce turned to deal with his internal enemies. All of Comyn's supporters 

opposed Bruce, at least initially, and he faced a long struggle against them in the south-west 

and in the north-east. The Battle of Barra two years after his coronation was the critical victory 

of this campaign, leaving him a relatively free hand to deal with his last few Scottish enemies 

and then to pick off English garrisons one by one, destroying the captured castles in his wake 

to prevent the English returning to them. After his overwhelming victory in 1314 at 

Bannockburn, Bruce was able to turn onto the offensive, raiding into England until a settlement 

was finally signed in 1328 under the Treaty of Edinburgh-Northampton.

Context

Scotland's history in the late 13th and 14th century was one of turmoil and conflict. Following 

the accidental death of King Alexander III in 1286, the heir to the throne was his three-year-old 

granddaughter, Margaret of Norway (the Maid of Norway). King Edward I of England proposed 

that she should marry his son and a treaty of marriage was signed in 1290. A ship was sent to 

fetch Margaret that same year, but she died in Orkney while on her way to Scotland for her 

inauguration, thereby scuppering Edward's plans.

Many of the Scottish nobility had some claim to the throne in the absence of a clear successor. 

The two candidates with the strongest claim were John Balliol and Robert Bruce the 

Competitor. To settle the position, Edward I of England was asked to decide who should 

succeed. This process was known as the Great Cause and resulted in a total of 14 claimants 

competing for the Scottish crown, including Balliol and Bruce.

This situation provided Edward I with a new opportunity to bring Scotland within Plantagenet 

control. He was asked to preside over the court of inquiry to the dispute, but first insisted on 

recognition of his overlordship. The Scottish nobility would not agree to his overlordship of the 

country, unwilling to compromise the rights of the Scottish crown, but they were prepared to 

accept him as overlord on a personal basis. This was sufficient for Edward, together with 

control of several royal castles, and he led the court that finally decided on 17 November 1292 

in favour of John Balliol.

John's inauguration as king was the start of his downfall. Edward clearly saw the election 

process as a way to bring Scotland under his control. He behaved towards John like a feudal 

overlord, repeatedly humiliating John and refusing to treat him as a fellow monarch.

The breaking point for the Scots came in 1294 when Edward summoned John and the Scottish 

lords to join his army in France as his feudal vassals. This rejection of the sovereignty of the 

Scottish nation was unacceptable to king and nobility alike. In 1295, the Scottish nobility 

concluded that John was totally compromised and they elected a council of twelve to run the 

affairs of the kingdom. In an attempt to counter Edward's power, the council made an alliance 

with Philip the Fair of France (this was the start of the 'Auld Alliance'). This was effectively a 

declaration of war against Edward and a rejection of his claim to overlordship, which Edward 

could claim as an act of rebellion. In support of their new allies, the Scots launched an attack 

against Carlisle in March 1296.

Edward responded by invading Scotland in 1296, razing Berwick and massacring its inhabitants. 

His army, under John de Warenne, Earl of Surrey, went on to defeat the Scots army at Dunbar, 

effectively ending organised resistance. It is important to note that, although the armies were 

nominally serving the respective English and Scottish Kings, many of the Scots nobility served 

within the English army in this campaign, including Robert the Bruce, and in other campaigns 

throughout the Wars of Independence. This reflected both the shifting balance of power 

between various factions within Scotland, and the fact that the English King compelled some 

Scottish lords to serve him. After the Battle of Dunbar, Edward advanced through Scotland 

with almost no opposition. John Balliol was forced to surrender, abdicate his throne and 

renounce his alliance with France, and was stripped of the royal insignia. Edward also removed 

the Stone of Destiny from Scone to England, together with the Holy Rood of St Margaret and 

other symbols of the Scottish crown.
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With Balliol removed and his own position strengthened by his victory, Edward again 

requested Scottish support for his ongoing war with France, but the outcome was not as he 

hoped. Resistance to his rule remained, but Edward's delegates in Scotland believed the Scots 

were no longer in a position to oppose him. Consequently they were taken largely by surprise 

when the Scots rose against English authority in earnest, in spring 1297. Among the notable 

figures leading the cause this time were William Douglas, Andrew Moray and William Wallace. 

William Douglas was soon captured following the Capitulation of Irvine, when a number of 

Scots nobles negotiated a peace with the English king. Wallace and Moray, however, continued 

the fight against Edward and resisted quite effectively, particularly with the victory at Stirling 

Bridge in 1297. Moray died in November 1297, but Wallace was knighted and made Guardian 

of the Realm, and led a punitive raid south into England in early 1298.

These successes came to nought as Philip of France provided no assistance and instead made 

peace with Edward, leaving the English king free to concentrate on suppressing Scotland. 

Edward's view was that the Scots were rebels against his authority; this was the terminology he 

used throughout. He personally led a force to Scotland later that year, inflicting a catastrophic 

defeat on Wallace's force at Falkirk. Wallace then resigned his position as Guardian, but 

continued to resist Edward's rule. He sailed to France in 1299 to petition Philip for support, 

who introduced him to Pope Boniface VII, who had been given custody of John Balliol by 

Edward. Balliol was released to Philip's custody in 1301, but he was never to return to 

Scotland - unlike Wallace.

Meanwhile, the debacle of the Scottish defeat at Falkirk had given Edward I the opportunity to 

conduct several leisurely campaigns over the next few seasons. He consolidated his control 

over central and southern Scotland by taking numerous strongholds, including Caerlaverock 

(1300) and Bothwell (1301). By 1302, most of the successes of Wallace and Moray's uprising 

had been reversed. The majority of strongholds (such as Edinburgh, Berwick and Roxburgh) 

had remained in English hands, while Stirling was retaken by the English directly after their 

victory at Falkirk. With central and southern Scotland being pacified, Edward I returned to 

England leaving garrisons, sheriffs and a lord lieutenant of Scotland in the person of John 

Segrave to maintain his authority.

The Scots were still unwilling to bow to Edward's authority. John Comyn was chosen as 

Guardian in 1302 and began a guerrilla campaign against the English king's forces in Scotland. 

In 1303, a Scottish army under Comyn destroyed a much larger English force at Roslin. 

However, the war remained in Edward's favour, and Comyn and his supporters negotiated 

terms with Edward in 1304. After Comyn's submission, Edward adopted a more pragmatic 

approach to Scotland, realising he needed support within the country if he was to retain his 

grasp. He restored dispossessed lands to many nobles and placed Scots in positions of 

authority, but he exiled many others whose loyalty could not be guaranteed. Finally, in 1305, 

Edward's bitter enemy Wallace was captured by John Stewart of Mentieth, the Keeper of 

Dumbarton Castle, and surrendered to Edward. Wallace was tried and brutally executed in 

London ' and Edward's control of Scotland seemed assured.

In 1306, Robert the Bruce, grandson of the Competitor and previously a supporter of Edward 

against the Balliol loyalists, began to move against Edward. Bruce murdered John 'the Red' 

Comyn in Greyfriars Kirk, Dumfries, and had himself inaugurated as King Robert I of Scotland at 

Scone in March 1306. Edward was enraged, again treating it as a rebellion, and declared that 

there would be no quarter for Bruce or his supporters. He despatched Aymer de Valence with 

an army to deal with Bruce. Valence, who was a brother-in-law of the murdered Comyn, 

inflicted a heavy but largely bloodless defeat on Bruce at Methven in June 1306. Bruce was 

then defeated a second time at Dail Righ by a force of Macdougalls, losing most of his men. 

Following this, the remainder of Bruce's army was dispersed and many of his family members 

were captured, each facing execution or long periods of imprisonment for their part. Bruce 

himself was forced to flee the mainland and went into hiding, possibly on Rathlin Island or in 

the Western Isles. This is the point at which the legend of the spider spinning a web is said to 

have inspired him to continue his efforts.

Bruce returned to the Scottish mainland in early 1307 at Turnberry. He now switched to a 

guerrilla campaign, engaging English forces at Glen Trool and, finally, in the Battle of Loudoun 
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Hill, where he put Valence's army to flight in April 1307. Edward then mounted another 

invasion, but the English king died at Burgh-by-Sands in Cumbria in July, before crossing the 

border. Although his son, Edward II, continued the campaign briefly, it soon came to an end. 

Edward was too distracted by internal difficulties in England to deal effectively with Bruce, 

including problems at home caused by the hostility of the English barons to Edward's favourite, 

Piers Gaveston.

Edward's domestic problems provided an opportunity for Bruce to solidify his position in 

Scotland. He began a campaign to remove his internal enemies, taking control of castles at 

Inverlochy, Urquhart, Inverness and Nairn, and defeating the forces of the Comyns at the Battle 

of Barra and the MacDougalls at the Pass of Brander, at the same time as he was building his 

own support and strength. Once he had secured his own position among the Scots, he turned 

his attention again to the English. Most Scottish castles remained in English hands and Bruce 

began to seize these one by one, before destroying them to prevent their reoccupation by his 

enemies. By the end of 1309, Bruce was in control of much of Scotland, and was finally able to 

hold his first parliament at St Andrews. Edward launched a retaliatory expedition to Scotland in 

1310, but it achieved nothing of note before he withdrew.

Over the next few years, Bruce continued a 'scorched earth' campaign to strengthen his 

position and weaken the English forces within Scotland. By 1313, only a few Scottish castles 

remained in English hands. This included Stirling, which was besieged by Bruce's brother 

Edward in June 1313. Edward Bruce came to an agreement with the governor of the Castle, 

Philip de Mowbray, by which Mowbray would surrender the castle if not relieved before 24 

June 1314.

Meanwhile, King Edward II's political problems had been partially resolved by the killing of 

Gaveston in 1312 and the submission of the earls of Lancaster, Arundel, Warwick and Hereford 

in September 1312. The agreement made by de Mowbray made it politically unacceptable for 

Edward to leave the castle to its fate, while Bruce had also added Roxburgh and Edinburgh to 

the re-captured castles. The English King raised a large army and marched north to relieve the 

siege, although many of those present in the army had recently been his enemies.

Edward's army met Bruce's at Bannockburn, just outside Stirling. The Scottish scored a famous 

victory, which effectively gave Bruce complete control of Scotland while crippling Edward's 

authority in England. This in turn allowed Bruce to begin raiding into England in an attempt to 

force Edward to accept Scotland's status as a nation, and he recaptured Berwick in 1318. He 

appealed to the Pope for support with the Declaration of Arbroath in 1320, and gained papal 

recognition as king in 1324. However, the English king did not relinquish his claim to Scotland, 

despite his defeat at Bannockburn and his ongoing struggles in England.. Edward II was 

deposed by his queen in 1327 and replaced by his 14 year old son Edward III. Finally, in 1328, 

with the Treaty of Edinburgh-Northampton, which recognised Scotland as an independent 

nation and relinquished any English claim to the throne, the First Scottish War of Independence 

came to a close.

Battlefield Landscape

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).

Location

As noted above, the originally recorded site of the Battle of Loudoun Hill was at NS 609 378, 

though the origin of this location remains unknown as the original Ordnance Survey Name 

Book was destroyed during a World War II bombing raid.
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Terrain

The main feature of the landscape at this location is Loudoun Hill itself, which rises steeply to 

the north, while the battle is assumed to have taken place on a plateau below the hill. To the 

west, the ground falls away into boggy ground covered by streams and burns, through which 

the River Irvine runs in a narrow defile towards the sea. To the east, the ground rises to high 

moorland that runs north-east towards Strathaven.

Condition

The battlefield has seen little residential development. However, it has become part of a 

significant industrial landscape, with the Darvel and Strathaven section of what was originally 

the Glasgow and South West Railway running through the south of the site, though it had been 

closed and dismantled by 1955. More recently, sand quarrying to the east and south-west of 

the main battlefield may have had a significant adverse impact on the battlefield; the quarry to 

the south-west having destroyed a Roman fort, for example. There is also evidence for 

previous quarrying and mining in the area visible on historic maps. Within the main battlefield 

area there is a disused quarry now filled with water to the west, with a reservoir further to the 

west. The combination of quarrying, road construction, tracks, drainage ditches and so forth 

indicates that at least some of the archaeological evidence of the battle may have been 

disturbed or lost. However, there are some significant areas of the battlefield which appear 

undisturbed and where good evidence for the events of the battle may survive, in particular if 

the ditches were located.

Archaeological & Physical Remains and Potential

Surviving archaeological evidence from the battlefield is possible because of the scale of this 

fighting, the recorded use of ditches by Bruce and the relatively low level of development in 

the vicinity of the battlefield, although some areas of the battlefield have been extensively 

quarried. The potential remains include personal accoutrements like buckles and buttons, as 

well as pieces of horses' tack and horseshoes since the English were a cavalry force. Barbour 

states that there was a great breaking of spears as the two forces, which may mean that 

lanceheads and spearheads may survive on site if the soil conditions allow. The ditches are 

likely to have filled up through erosion over time or have been deliberately backfilled after the 

battle, however there is a strong possibility they will have survived as archaeological features 

in the landscape and could be located through geophysical survey or excavation. They also hold 

the exciting prospect that any clean up of the battlefield after the fighting may have used the 

ditches as convenient places to dispose of the detritus of battle or even to bury the fallen.

Cultural Association

There is little commemoration of Bruce's victory at Loudoun Hill, despite the fact that it 

marked a turning point in his fortunes. Three battles were allegedly fought in the general area: 

one by Wallace in 1296 (though this is of extremely doubtful historicity, it may be Blind Harry 

ascribing Bruce's victory to Wallace in his writings); Bruce's battle in 1307; and a battle 

between Covenanters and Claverhouse in 1679 at nearby Drumclog. The only commemoration 

of the 1307 battle is an engraved stone near the summit of Loudoun Hill. There is a steel 

monument dedicated to Wallace and the 1296 battle, which has more prominence because of 

its position within the legend of Wallace; he is said to have gained revenge for the death of his 

father by killing the English knight Fenwick, who had killed Wallace's father in 1291. There is a 

ballad called The Battle of Loudoun Hill, but this actually refers to the Battle of Drumclog, 

which was fought a few miles eastwards in 1679.
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Site Number 5

Site Name Burnbrae

Type of Site Barrow

NMRS Number SM4298; NS74SW 5

HER Number 9747

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 271350

Northing 641980

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description

WoSASPIN 9747

NS74SW 5 7135 4198.  

 

(NS 7135 4198) Cairn (NR)  

OS 6" map (1971)  

 

Barrow, Burnbrae: 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  

 

This barrow was noted as an earth-and-stone cairn in 1966; its dimensions were as stated by 

the RCAHMS. The cup-marked stone was not noticed.  

Surveyed at 1:2500.  

Visited by OS (RD) 9 August 1966
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I would have said that it seems to lie closer to NS 7134 4199 (instead of NS 7135 4199), but the 

discrepancy may be due to comparisons between differing map scales. It is likely, though, that 

the scheduled area will still safely encompass this monument.
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Site Number 6

Site Name Calder Bridge, Calder Water, Caldermill

Type of Site Bridge

NMRS Number LB1283; NS64SE 30

HER Number

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 266342

Northing 641923

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description

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"

Statement of Special Interest

Now by-passed by road, and no longer in use. William Brownlie of Strathaven and the mason.

References

Bibliography

SRO

RHP 12607

Site Number 7

Site Name Caldermill, Hillhead Farm, Trumpeter's Well

Type of Site Well; Battle Site or Skirmish

NMRS Number LB1322; NS64SE 1 1

HER Number 41389

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 266010

Northing 641680

Parish Avondale
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Council South Lanarkshire

Description

WoSASPIN  41389     NS64SE 1 66013 41683.  

 

(NS 66013 41683) Trumpeter's Well (NR)  

OS 1:10000 map (1976)  

 

The Trumpeter's Well, now filled up, is traditionally associated with the death of a trumpeter 

retreating from Drumclog (1679) and the site of his burial is still pointed out.  

Name Book 1858  

 

The 'Trumpeter's Well' marks the site of the graves of several soldiers, amongst them a 

trumpeter who was overtaken and slain by the Covenanters after the battle of Drumclog in 

1679 (M Gebbie 1880). The well, which is now protected by a 9' high circular building, is still in 

use, water from it supplying the nearby farm of Hillhead. The name is still known locally.  

Visited by OS (RD) 17 March 1966

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.

References

Bibliography

Covenanter Trail Guide Leaflet produced by District Council

Site Number 8

Site Name Cauldwakening Farm

Type of Site Farmhouse; Farmsteading

NMRS Number LB1284; NS64SW 9

HER Number 40674

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 264010

Northing 640150

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Listed Building No: LB1284

WoSASPIN  40674     

NMRS Report date for above text 30/11/01

No other information from the NMRS at this time. This  record may refer to a photograph of an 

extant site or monument or the location of a site or monument that is now gone. For industrial 

sites more information may be available with the next scheduled update of NMRS records.

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.

Statement of Special Interest
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Scheduled Monument

Site Number 9

Site Name Cot Castle,motte

Type of Site Motte (Medieval)(Possible)

NMRS Number SM2627; NS74NW 7

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 273944

Northing 645657

Parish Stonehouse

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Scheduled Monument Number: SM2627

Description

The monument consists of the remains of a motte which stands on a promontory overlooking 

the Avon Water.

The motte is approximately 2m high and roughly 30m across the top. Half of the motte to the 

SSE has been removed at some point in the last thirty years by persons unkown but the rest is 

in a stable condition.

The area to be scheduled includes the remains of the motte and its sides forming a D-shape. It 

measures approximately 40m WSW to ENE by 20m and is marked in red on the accompanying 

map.

From Canmore Record: NS74NW 7; Canmore ID: 45600

NS74NW 7 7394 4566.

(NS 7394 4566) Site of Cot Castle (NR)

OS 6" map (1913)

Cot Castle stood on an artificial mound, upon which were found, about 1838, the foundations 

of two mortared walls about seven feet thick which, with traces of two others, formed a 

square. There are some slight remains of a ditch on the north side of the mound.

Name Book 1858

All that remains of Cot Castle is a mutilated flat-topped mound situated at the confluence of 

the Avon Water and an unnamed stream. It is oval on plan, measuring 28.0 metres east to west 

by 20.0 metres north to south, and is 2.0 metres in height. No masonry is in evidence. The 

south-east side is mutilated by an old silage pit.

Resurveyed at 1/2500.

Visited by OS (JLD) 11 June 1959
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References

Coventry, M. (2008) Castles of the Clans: the strongholds and seats of 750 Scottish families and 

clans. Musselburgh. Page(s): 259,531 RCAHMS Shelf Number: F.5.21.COV

Ordnance Survey (Name Book. Object Name Books of the Ordnance Survey (6 inch and 1/2500 

scale). Page(s): Book No.55, 53-4 RCAHMS Shelf Number: Ref

Site Number 10

Site Name Drumclog Church

Type of Site Church

NMRS Number LB1270; NS63NW 16

HER Number 9131

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 264020

Northing 638880

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description

WoSASPIN 9131

NS63NW 16 6402 3888.

Architecture.

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.

Statement of Special Interest

In ecclesiastical use.

References

Bibliography

3rd Stat. Acc. Lanark. P 459

RSA Exhibition Catalogue 1911, p 37

Site Number 11

Site Name Dungavel H M Prison

Type of Site Hospital; Lodge; Prison

NMRS Number LB6612; NS63NE 17

HER Number 40678

Status Category C Listed Building
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Easting 265840

Northing 637210

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description

WoSASPIN  40678     NS63NE 17.00 centred 65845 37219

NS63NE 17.01  Centred NS 650 370   Airfield

H M Prison, Dungavel [NAT]

OS 1:10,000 map, 1980.

NMRS Report date for above text 08/01/02

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 

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. 

Derived from HS Listed Building Data

Entered WoSAS (MO'H) 20/11/2009

Site Number 12

Site Name Dungavel Hill
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Type of Site Desk Based Assessment

NMRS Number

HER Number 1501

Status Event

Easting 267555

Northing 637245

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.

Site Number 13

Site Name Dungavel Hill

Type of Site Cairn

NMRS Number SM2848; NS63NE 1

HER Number 9118

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 267510

Northing 635400

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description

WoSASPIN 9118

NS63NE 1 6751 3540.  

 

(NS 6750 3539) Cairn (NR)  

OS 6" map (1959)  

 

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 

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

Page 40



Site Gazetteer

Site Number 14

Site Name Dungavel Wind Farm

Type of Site Archaeological Mitigation Works

NMRS Number

HER Number 5676

Status Event

Easting 267148

Northing 637499

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.

Site Number 15

Site Name High Dykes

Type of Site Building

NMRS Number NS63NE

HER Number 17249

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 267330

Northing 638770

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description WoSASPIN 17249

The current OS 1:10000 map indicates this to be the location of a roofless building, however, 

on the 1st ed. map this is the site of an occupied farmstead named Strutherhead.

Site Number 16

Site Name High Dykes, near Strathaven, South Lanarkshire

Type of Site Archaeological Survey

NMRS Number

HER Number 6482

Status Event

Easting 267500

Northing 638350
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Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Rebecca Shaw Archaeological Services

2018

A desk-based assessment and walkover survey was carried out over an area of ground 

extending over around 80 hectares that was proposed for new woodland creation

Site Number 17

Site Name Low Drumclog Farm

Type of Site Farmhouse; Farmsteading

NMRS Number LB1275; NS64SW 10

HER Number 40673

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 263560

Northing 640120

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description

WoSASPIN  40673     

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.

Statement of Special Interest

Dressed stones from old Stobieside House. (Information from farmer)

Site Number 18

Site Name Pond

Type of Site Pond

NMRS Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 267952

Northing 638056

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire
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Description *LB

*14/03/2022

*Hist OS map/LiDAR

*Annotataion of the OS map published in 1969. 

*Visible as a 35m NE-SW by 18 m NW-SE depression on LiDAR imagery (Hillshade)

*Ordnance Survey. 1969. NS6638-NS6738 – AA Revised: 1968, Published: 1969

Site Number 19

Site Name Sheepfold

Type of Site Sheepfold

NMRS Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 267173

Northing 638087

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB

*14/03/2022

*Hist OS map

*Sheepfold annotation on the OS maps published in 1860 and 1964. Not depicted on later maps

*Ordnance Survey. 1860. Lanarkshire XXX.14 (Avondale) Survey date: 1858,   Publication date: 

1860; Ordnance Survey. 1864. Lanarkshire, Sheet XXX Survey date: 1858,  Publication date: 

1864

Site Number 20

Site Name Site 13, Dungavel Windfarm

Type of Site Evaluation

NMRS Number

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.
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Site Number 21

Site Name South Halls

Type of Site Farmhouse; Farmsteading

NMRS Number LB1288; NS63NE 18

HER Number 40677

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 265010

Northing 636890

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description

WoSASPIN  40677     NS63NE 18 6501 3689

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.

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 

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.

Statement of Special Interest

Built as Dungavel Lodge for the Duke of Hamilton to designs by the estate architect. Used as 
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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.

Site Number 22

Site Name Strathaven, Gillbank

Type of Site Enclosure

NMRS Number NS74SW 19

HER Number 9739

Status Non-Statutory Register Code C

Easting 270200

Northing 642540

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description WoSASPIN 9739

NS 7020 4254.

This enclosure, revealed on aerial photographs taken by Hanson, appears small when 

compared with other enclosure sites, and the surrounding ditch is disproportionately large.  It 

is difficult to identify any entrance, which might cause one to question its identification as a 

domestic structure, but an artificial origin seems definite, and it seems unlikely to be a tree ring 

or plantation bank.

Derived from HS Non-Statutory Register entry

Entered WoSAS (CF) 23/04/99

This enclosure appears small when compared with other enclosure sites, and the surrounding 

ditch is disproportionately large.  It is difficult to identify any entrance, which might cause one 

to question its identification as a domestic structure, but an artificial origin seems definite, and 

it seems unlikely to be a tree ring or plantation bank. Scheduling may be appropriate on 

acccount of the site's fragility and its unusual form.

Site Number 23

Site Name Tweediehall, mound 410m NNE of

Type of Site Cairn (Prehistoric)

NMRS Number SM2628; NS74SW 1

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 272250

Northing 644418

Parish Stonehouse

Council South Lanarkshire

Description From Canmore Record: NS74SW 1; Canmore ID: 45613

NS74SW 1 7225 4441
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(NS 7225 4441) Mound (NR)

OS 6" map (1971)

Cairn, Tweediehall: 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.

References

Ordnance Survey (Name Book. Object Name Books of the Ordnance Survey (6 inch and 1/2500 

scale). Page(s): Book No.55, 9 RCAHMS Shelf Number: Ref

RCAHMS. (1978a) The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments of 

Scotland. Lanarkshire: an inventory of the prehistoric and Roman monuments. Edinburgh. 

Page(s): 66, No.110 RCAHMS Shelf Number: A.1.1.INV/20

Site Number 24

Site Name West Newton

Type of Site Roman Temporary Camp (possible)

NMRS Number NS64SE 7

HER Number 9204

Status Non-Statutory Register Code C

Easting 269200

Northing 643000

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description WoSASPIN 9204

NS64SE 7 centre 692 430.

The site's location can be established by the presence, recorded in cropmarks, of the ditch 

which marks one side of the camp.  Additional cropmarks allow the extent of the site to be 

roughly established, though the details are difficult to establish.  There may be more than one 

phase of construction apparent here, which makes the site additionally important.  It should be 

considered a potential scheduling candidate.

Site Number 25

Site Name Gennerhill

Type of Site Roman Miscellaneous Finds

NMRS Number Roman Miscellaneous Finds
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HER Number 9119

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 268000

Northing 639800

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description WoSASPIN 9119

NS63NE 2 680 398.  

 

A sandal, made from a single piece of leather, evidently Roman, which was found in 1805 

under 2' of moss on Genderhill farm, was in Aiton's possession in 1811.  Also found there "a 

few years ago" was the head of an axe "of a handsome shape", which was destroyed; and in 

1803, two pairs of vessels "of Roman bronze" were found under a moss. They resemble a small 

brass ladle; one of each pair fits neatly within the other, and the inner one of both pairs is 

perforated like a drainer. The holes are very well cut, of pin-hole size.  

W Aiton 1811  

 

Some Roman shoes or sandals and some small coins have been found on Gennerhill farm.  

NSA 1845 (W Proudfoot)  

 

No further information was obtained at Gainerhill farm (NS 680 398), present tenant of 40 

years standing.  

Visited by OS (JD) 19 March 1955

Findspot roughly located as 6-figure grid reference.

Site Number 26

Site Name Side Hill

Type of Site Cairn

NMRS Number NS63NE 3

HER Number 9120

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 268040

Northing 636990

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description WoSASPIN 9120

NS63NE 3 6804 3699.  

 

(NS 6803 3699) Cairn (NAT)  

OS 6" map (1959)  

 

This cairn, which is situated immediately N of the summit of Side Hill (430m OD) appears as a 

grass-grown stony mound, roughly circular on plan, measuring 7m in diameter and not more 

than 0.3m high. It is surmounted by a well-built modern marker-cairn, which incorporates 

vitrified and fire-reddened stones in its material, possibly indicating that the site was used at 

some time as a beacon stance.  

RCAHMS 1978, visited 1972  

 

NS 6804 3699. A grass-covered cairn, 12.0m in diameter and up to 0.8m high, with a modern 
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marker cairn upon it.  

Surveyed at 1:10,000.  

Visited by OS (BS) 14 July 1978

NS 6805 3700 to NS 7160 3500  Archaeological assessment of the proposed site of a windfarm 

development along a line of hilltops between Side Hill and Goodbush Hill, covering a distance 

of c4km, was undertaken by GUARD. A series of features of potential archaeological sensitivity 

of prehistoric date were identified, comprising three cairns and a possible hut platform. Also 

noted was a significant accumulation of peat which may mask surviving archaeological 

remains. Mitigation measures adopted involve the creation of exclusion zones around the 

sensitive areas identified, within which no development should take place.

NS 68055 37000  Site 001: Side Hill Cairn   A grass-covered cairn, c12m in diameter with a 

centrally placed modern marker cairn. Originally recorded by the RCAHMS in 1978.

Sponsor: Energy Unlimited & Manweb Generation Holdings Ltd.

K Speller and A Leslie 1995.

Much denuded, with only 0.3m of upstanding cairn material. Re-used as a modern marker 

cairn, and also perhaps as a beacon. Little information will probably survive.

NMRS Report date for above text 25/08/98

Site Number 27

Site Name Dykehead

Type of Site Structure

NMRS Number NS63NE 21

HER Number 41285

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 267080

Northing 639250

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description WoSASPIN  41285     NS64NE 21  6708 3925

A single unroofed structure is depicted on the 1st edition of the OS 6-inch map (Lanarkshire 

1864, sheet xxx), but it is not shown on the current edition of the OS 1:10000 map (1980).

Information from RCAHMS (AKK) 28 September 2000.

NMRS Report date for above text 24/01/01

Site Number 28

Site Name High Kype Road, Burnbrae

Type of Site Farmhouse; Farmsteading

NMRS Number LB1282; NS74SW 53

HER Number 40659

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 271490
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Northing 641880

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description WoSASPIN  40659     NS 71420 41776 53.01 Burnbrae Cottage.

Description

Dated 1839. 2 storeys, 3 bays. Harled, with painted margins. Central recessed door beneath 

cornice and datestone. Window added to right of door. 12-pane sash windows throughout. 

Eaves course, cornice and end stacks with diamond flues. Slate roof. Low, painted rubble, 

piend-roofed, single-bay flanking wings, with modern window in left, extend northwards to 

form U-plan steading to rear.

Site Number 29

Site Name Stobieside House and Gatepiers

Type of Site House; Gatepiers

NMRS Number LB1289

HER Number

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 262227

Northing 639801

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

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.

Site Number 30

Site Name Drumclog Battle Monument

Type of Site Monument

NMRS Number LB1269

HER Number

Status Category B Listed Building

Easting 262545

Northing 639625

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire
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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.

Site Number 31

Site Name NORTH BROWNHILL

Type of Site Farm Buildings

NMRS Number LB1324

HER Number

Status Category C Listed Building

Easting 264828

Northing 642831

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Earlier 19th century range of single-storey farm buildings, built on slope. Limewashed rubble 

and painted margins. 7- bay range with modern brick extension to south. 3-bay cottage at right 

with centre door. Low extension links cottage to long byre at right. 2 stacks and slate roof.

Site Number 32

Site Name West Dykehead

Type of Site Building

NMRS Number NS63NE

HER Number 17246

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 266890

Northing 639300

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description WoSASPIN 17246

The current OS 1:10000 map indicates this to be the location of a roofless building, however, 

on the 1st ed. map this is the site of an occupied farmstead named Mid Dykehead.

Site Number 33

Site Name Pond

Type of Site Pond
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NMRS Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 266936

Northing 638578

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB

*15/03/2022

*Hist OS map

*A pond depicted on the OS map published in 1898 and depicted as a stand of trees in 1911-

12. No features are depicted on later OS maps

*Ordnance Survey. 1898. Lanarkshire Sheet XXX.SE Date revised: 1896, Date Published: 1898; 

Ordnance Survey. 1911. Lanarkshire XXX.14 Revised: 1909, Published: 1911; Ordnance Survey. 

1912. Lanarkshire Sheet XXX.SW Date revised: 1909, Date Published: 1912

Site Number 34

Site Name Negative Depression

Type of Site Feature/Probable quarry

NMRS Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 267996

Northing 638331

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB/LD

*16/03/2022 and 28/03/2022

*LiDAR and walkover survey

*Negative ovualar depression

*Size- 25m N-S by 16m E-W

*LiDAR imagery Phase 3- Hillshade

*A large depression, open to the north-east recorded on the 28/03/2022 (1009) during the 

walkover survey. Loose stone was found within the feature and stone blocks, at least one of 

which appeared to have been dressed was observed in front of the probabale quarry face

Site Number 35

Site Name Negative Depression

Type of Site Feature/Probbale quarry

NMRS Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 268235

Page 51



Site Gazetteer

Northing 638123

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB/LD

*16/03/2022 and 28/03/2022

*LiDAR and walkover survey

*Negative sub-square depression

*Size- 16m N-S by 20m E-W

*LiDAR imagery Phase 3- Hillshade

*A large depression in the corner of a field, likely the location of a stone quarry recorded as 

(1010) during the walkover survey on the 28/03/2022.

Site Number 36

Site Name Negative Depression

Type of Site Feature

NMRS Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 267927

Northing 638387

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB/LD

*16/03/2022 and 28/03/2022

*LiDAR and walkover survey 

*Negative sub-circular depression

*Size- 7m N-S by 10m E-W

*LiDAR imagery Phase 3- Hillshade

*A pile of stones located within a depression identified (1007) during the walkover survey on 

the 28/03/2022. A possible clearance cairn or dump of stone at the head of a burn

Site Number 37

Site Name Holmhead

Type of Site Lithic Implement(S) (Stone)

NMRS Number NS63NE 12

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 265950

Northing 639450

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description Listed among the places where the objects noted on NS64SE 13 were found.(MacFadzean does 

not specify which articles came from which site.) NMRS 339/2
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Site Number 38

Site Name Harting Rig

Type of Site Cairn (possible)

NMRS Number

HER Number

Status Non-Statutory Register Code V

Easting 269460

Northing 636240

Parish Avondale

Council South Lanarkshire

Description WoSASPIN 9121

NS63NE 4 6946 3624.

(NS 6946 3624) Cairn (NAT)

OS 6" map (1959)

The partly grassed-over remains of a circular cairn, measuring about 8m in diameter and 0.5m 

in height, stand on a rocky knoll on the summit of Harting Rig. A number of large boulders, 

which may have formed part of the kerb, project through the turf at various points on the 

periphery, and the centre is overlain by a modern marker cairn.

RCAHMS 1978, visited 1973

NS 6947 3625. The grass-covered remains of a cairn, 7.0m in diameter and 0.3m high, with a 

modern marker cairn upon it. It is rather small in comparison with other hilltop cairns in the 

South of Scotland and may be no more than an old boundary marker.

Surveyed at 1:10,000.

Visited by OS (BS) 14 July 1978

NS 6805 3700 to NS 7160 3500 Archaeological assessment of the proposed site of a windfarm 

development along a line of hilltops between Side Hill and Goodbush Hill, covering a distance 

of c4km, was undertaken by GUARD. A series of features of potential archaeological sensitivity 

of prehistoric date were identified, comprising three cairns and a possible hut platform. Also 

noted was a significant accumulation of peat which may mask surviving archaeological 

remains. Mitigation measures adopted involve the creation of exclusion zones around the 

sensitive areas identified, within which no development should take place.

NS 6944 3622 Site 004: Harting Rig Cairn A mostly grass-covered, circular cairn c8m in diameter 

with a centrally placed modern marker cairn. Originally recorded by the RCAHMS in 1973, 

when possible remains of a stone kerb were noted, the site today displays no indication of a 

possible kerb. This feature has either become overgrown or the stones in question have been 

removed. A possible outer ditch and bank exists on the SE side, extending for c5m. A barbed 

wire fence currently cuts approximately centrally across the cairn..

Sponsor: Energy Unlimited & Manweb Generation Holdings Ltd.

K Speller and A Leslie 1995.

Site Number 39

Site Name Possible quarry

Type of Site Possible small quarry

NMRS Number
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HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 267953

Northing 638343

Parish

Council South Lanarkshire

Description *LB/LD

*Walkover survey 28/03/2022

*A small negative depression banked up at the western side and open to the east

*Size- 7m x 6m and about 1m in deoth at deepest point

*Likely the remains of a small quarry

*Recorded as 1008 during walkover survey

Site Number 40

Site Name Structural remains

Type of Site Structure

NMRS Number

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 267537

Northing 638197

Parish

Council

Description *LB/LD

*28/03/2022

*Walkover survey

*Brick remains of walls of structure with at least two cells , smaller 2.5m by 1.5m, larger 2.5m 

by 3m. Built onto north face of side of stone dyke. Lime mortar between bricks.

*Possible temporary structure like a shelter or a water store

*A derelict cravan is located nearby

*Recorded as 1014 during the survey
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