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4.1	 Background	
	
4.1.1	 Initial	proposal	
The	initial	concept	for	the	Landscape	Partnership	area	was	the	catchment	of	the	River	Ken/River	Dee	
running	into	Kirkcudbright	Bay.	This	was	driven	by	the	water-based	project	ideas	and	the	influence	
that	 the	 river	has	on	 the	 local	 landscape,	 connecting	 and	dictating	 landscape	 character.	However,	
this	 area,	 at	 over	 1050sq	 km,	 was	 found	 to	 be	 too	 large	 for	 the	 HLF	 Landscape	 Partnership	
programme,	and	therefore	needed	to	be	reduced.		
	
4.1.2	 Amends	made	
The	following	changes	were	made	before	the	Stage	One	submission:		

• The	north-eastern	section	of	the	area	was	reduced	to	the	visual	and/or	landscape	character	
boundary	based	on	SNH	1998	landscape	character	type	‘Upper	Dale’;		

• The	catchment	around	Loch	Grannoch	was	reduced	to	the	shores	of	the	loch;		
• The	 south-eastern	 boundary	 below	 Bengairn	 was	 reduced	 to	 the	 landscape	 character	

boundary	below	the	‘Coastal	Granite	Uplands’;		
• The	 water	 catchment	 of	 the	 Tarff	 Water	 that	 joins	 the	 Ken	 below	 Tongland	 Bridge	 was	

removed;		
• Kirkcudbright	Bay	was	included	using	a	line	set	c.100m	inland	of	the	shore	(high	tide).		

	
This	provided	the	Partnership	Scheme	with	an	 initial	area	of	approximately	600km2.	This	made	up	
the	 content	 of	 the	 stage	 one	 application	 to	 HLF	 and	 was	 used	 to	 direct	 discussion	 through	 the	
Development	phase.		

	
4.2	 The	Development	Phase	
	
Through	this	project,	the	character	of	the	landscape	has	been	considered	in	more	detail	than	for	the	
regional	 scale	 characterisation	 carried	 out	 for	 SNH	 in	 1998,	 and	 some	 of	 the	 character	 area	
boundaries	(transitions)	have	been	adjusted.		
	
The	Landscape	Character	Assessment	study	was	guided	by	a	steering	group	including	D&G	Council’s	
Landscape	 Architect,	 D&G	 Council’s	 Archaeologist,	 D&G	 Council’s	 Scenic	 Areas	 Officer	 and	 a	
representative	 from	 Historic	 Environment	 Scotland.	 A	 key	 part	 of	 this	 study	 was	 to	 consider	 the	
landscape	boundary	and	all	parties	were	keen	that	to	ensure	this	was	a	genuinely	iterative	process.	
	
Initial	 drafts	 of	 the	 Landscape	 Character	 Assessment,	 drawing	 upon	 fieldwork,	 desk	 top	 analysis,	
broader	 data	 sets	 and	 community	 consultation	 activity	 highlighted	 a	 number	 of	 suggested	
amendments	to	the	Scheme	boundary.		
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The	suggested	amends	were	as	follows:	
	
4.2.1	 Kirkcudbright	Bay	
To	include	Kirkcudbright	Bay,	it	is	important	to	include	the	hills	that	surround	the	bay	and	form	the	
backdrop	to	the	water.	These	do	not	extend	far	inland,	up	to	1km,	but	it	is	not	logical	to	take	a	100m	
wide	strip,	which	would	include	only	part	of	the	shoreline	woods,	and	would	run	only	part	way	up	
the	 view.	 It	was	 recommended	 therefore	 that	 the	 inland	 edge	 be	 re-drawn	 to	 include	 the	 slopes	
running	down	to	the	sea,	using	field	or	woodland	boundaries	as	readily	perceptible	on	the	ground.		
	
4.2.2	 The	Western	Boundary		

The	Rhinns	of	Kells	forms	a	strong	visual	boundary,	with	the	Silver	Flowe	valley	behind	this	ridge.		
	

KIRKCUDBRIGHT	HARBOUR		

RHINNS	OF	KELLS	
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The	 catchment	 of	 the	 Blackwater	 of	Dee	 to	 the	west	 includes	 the	 valley	 upstream	 (west)	 of	 Loch	
Grannoch,	 drained	by	 the	Cuttiemore	Burn,	 below	Millfore	Hill.	Minor	 amendments	 are	proposed	
which	 reflect	 the	 manual	 digitisation	 of	 the	 initial	 catchment	 boundary,	 correcting	 some	 minor	
inaccuracies.		
	
It	was	therefore	recommended	that	if	the	catchment	area	is	to	be	followed	on	the	western	side,	the	
Cuttiemore	 Burn	 valley	 should	 be	 included.	 The	 boundary	 should	 be	 corrected	 to	 the	 ridge	 tops,	
following	fence	or	wall	lines	where	these	exist.		
	
4.2.3	 The	North-Eastern	Boundary	/	Cairnsmore	of	Carsphairn:		
The	 feedback	 from	 community	 consultation	 at	 Dalry	 and	 Carsphairn	 included	 comments	 that	 the	
area	 should	 extend	 to	 the	 catchment	 to	 the	 north-east,	 i.e.	 to	 include	 the	 upper	 reaches	 of	 the	
Water	 of	 Deuch	 and	Water	 of	 Ken	 down	 from	 Enoch	 Hill,	 Struther’s	 Brae,	 Alwhat,	 Polkeoch	 and	
Benbrack.		
	
This	was	 due	 to	 a	 number	 of	 reasons,	 including	 the	 dominance	 of	 Cairnsmore	 of	 Carsphairn	 as	 a	
backdrop	 to	 the	 local	 landscape,	 the	 similarity	 of	 the	 historic	 environment	 record	 data	 and	 the	
overall	 significance	 of	 retaining	 the	 watershed	 as	 the	 landscape	 boundary.	 It	 was	 particularly	
considered	 important	 to	 include	 Cairnsmore	 of	 Carsphairn	 and	 Beninner,	 as	 these	 hills	 form	
prominent	landmarks	and	the	backdrop	in	views	of	the	northern	part	of	the	Galloway	Glens,	and	are	
the	 visual	 horizon	 that	 is	 an	 essential	 part	 of	 the	 northern	 Glenkens.	 Projects	 proposed	 in	 the	
delivery	 phase	 include	 the	 Natural	 Flood	 Management	 facilitation	 Project	 around	 Carsphairn,	
endorsing	this	case	for	inclusion	further.		
	
4.2.4	 Outcome	of	review	
The	 landscape,	 as	 perceived	 by	 the	 people	 of	 the	 area,	 was	 a	 vital	 consideration	 in	 the	 steering	
group	discussion.	There	are	a	number	of	contributing	factors,	outlined	in	Chapter	3	‘The	Landscape	
of	 the	 Galloway	 Glens’	 as	 to	 why	 the	 Galloway	 Glens	 is	 perceived	 as	 a	 coherent	 and	 cohesive	
landscape,	using	a	mixture	of	natural	and	cultural	heritage	factors.	Following	detailed	discussion,	the	
case	for	the	three	variations	cited	above	was	felt	to	be	so	strong	that	they	should	be	adopted.	
	
The	steering	group	acknowledged	that	this	did	slightly	increase	the	area	under	consideration	by	the	
scheme	 to	 approximately	 678	 km2	 (an	 increase	 of	 approximately	 8%)	 but	 the	 resulting	 landscape	
case	was	felt	to	benefit	from	the	greater	coherence	that	it	offered.	It	was	also	important	to	reflect	
the	study	work	undertaken	with	inputs	from	the	local	community	and	professional	bodies.		
	
These	points	were	considered	by	the	Partnership	Board,	who	endorsed	the	recommendation	of	the	
steering	 group.	 The	 Partnership	 Board	 agreed	 that	 this	was	 the	 boundary	 recognised	 by	 the	 local	
community	 and	 also	 acknowledged	 the	 visual	 and	 hydrological	 factors	 that	 meant	 it	 better	
represented	‘the	local	landscape’.		
	
The	 Partnership	 Board	 acknowledged	 the	 challenges	 that	 a	 larger	 landscape	 brought	 but	 felt,	
mindful	of	 the	relatively	 low	population	density,	 the	project	under	consideration	and	the	cohesive	
nature	 of	 the	 valley,	 this	was	manageable	 and	would	 remain	 under	 review	 to	 ensure	 the	 scheme	
retained	coherence	and	focus.		
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4.3	 Overview	
	
The	Boundary	discussions	and	considerations	are	included	in	more	detail	in	the	Landscape	Character	
Assessment	&	Historic	Environment	Audit	report.	The	following	map	indicates	the	Development	
phase	scheme	boundary	(in	blue)	and	the	proposed	Delivery	stage	boundary	(in	green).	
	
	
	

	


