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Inheritance, entitlement and a sense of place:
a study of two Perthshire farmsteadings
Louise Turner and Claire Williamson
I don’t know whose ancestors they were,
but I know whose ancestors they are
From The Pirates of Penzance (Lyrics by W S Gilbert)

Introduction

The historical background

In November, 2011, staff from Rathmell Archaeology
Ltd. were commissioned by Forestry Commission
Scotland to undertake a programme of archaeological
fieldwork and historical research upon two ruinous
farmsteadings near Dunning, Perthshire. One of
the steadings was of particular interest in that it
incorporated within its fabric a fragmentary marriage
stone dated to the 1660s.
The fieldwork element comprised a detailed
survey of both sites, which included both historic
building recording and a total station survey. This
was coupled with further archival research which
aimed to establish a long-term chronological narrative
for both sites, and to establish their role within the
wider landscape.

Both sites are located in an upland environment
at a height of around 250–300m od. This suggests
a marginal location, which in turn suggests that
their origins as self-contained farming units are
comparatively recent, post-dating the agricultural
improvements. A late date is supported by evidence
obtained through archaeological excavation of similar
farmsteads across mainland Scotland: this suggests
that – in the majority of cases – those post-medieval
sites which still survive as upstanding visible structures
within the landscape, have origins no earlier than the
18th or 19th century (Dixon et al 2008, 7).
By contrast, the village of Dunning can be traced
back to the medieval period: both farms occupy land
lying immediately to the SE of an area which on the 1st
edition Ordnance Survey map of 1866 is still described
as the ‘Common of Dunning’. Throughout the medieval
period and perhaps beyond, it can be surmised that this
ground was used on a seasonal basis for the grazing
of sheep and cattle by tenant farmers whose main
residence and landholdings lay on the lower ground
in and around the modern village of Dunning.
The major landowner in both Dunning and its
neighbouring parish Forteviot during the medieval
and pre-Reformation period was the church. Its
decline in the late 16th century corresponded with
the increasing success of several local landed families,
in particular the Rollos of Duncrub, who later became
Barons of Dunning.
The Oliphants of Condie were also prominent in
the area in the early post-medieval period. However,
it is not clear which landholding the lands now
occupied by the modern steadings were assigned
to. Instead, the situation at Lategreen and Linnhill is
further complicated by the presence of an additional
landholding, the barony of Struie, which lies close to
Linnhill and Lategreen in the neighbouring parish
of Forteviot.
Though no documentary evidence is available which
can confirm this, it is likely that the land later occupied
by the farms of Lategreen and Linnhill would have
fallen within the extent of the Common of Dunning,
making a medieval or early post-medieval origin for
either seem unlikely. Documentary evidence for the late
medieval period does suggest that a period of change

The sites in their modern landscape context
Forming the focus of this study were two ruinous
steadings named Lategreen and Linnhill, which still
survived as upstanding structures within a coniferous
plantation in an area known as The Linn (Illus 1), at
NO 032 089 and NO 035 089 respectively. Located
south of Dunning, on the northern edge of the Ochil
Hills, they lay within the bounds of Dunning parish.
Their location was isolated, at a substantial distance
from the nearest centres of habitation – the villages
of Dunning and Forteviot.
Both farms occupy a prominent tongue of land
defined in the N by the Water of May, and in the SE
by a roughly SW–NE running tributary of the above
which is named on the Ordnance Survey 2nd Edition
6-inch map of Perthshire and Clackmannan (Sheet
cxix.SW) as ‘The Linn’. To the south and southwest, the land rises to form the summits of Third
Hill (404m od) and Innerdouny Hill (497m od).
Of the two steadings, Linnhill occupies a more
elevated position in the landscape, sitting on the
summit of a rocky knoll, while Lategreen sits lower,
on level ground at the foot of a NW-facing slope, and
bounded at the rear N side by a steep slope which falls
down towards the Water of May.
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Illus 1 Site location plan, featuring extract from Ordnance Survey 6-inch 1st edition map
of Perthshire, Sheet CXIX (Survey Date 1859). (Reproduced by kind permission of National
Library of Scotland)
and settlement expansion was taking place in the
period between the late 16th century and the onset of
the main phase of agricultural improvement in the late
18th century (Dixon et al 2008, 7). It seems more likely,
however, that an upland location of this kind would
only be subject to intensive settlement and farming
following the widespread adoption of the agricultural
improvements. The Statistical Account of 1791–9

gives us an insight into the main foci of production
in the area at this time (Thomas 1791–9), observing
that the area around the Water of May is notable
both for its flax-growing, and its beef production,
making particular mention of the fact that ‘cattle fed
on the banks of the May are more than commonly
handsome, and are esteemed very good beef’
(Thomas 1791–9, 302).
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Illus 2 Plan of Linnhill Steading.

The field survey
The fieldwork took place in late November, 2011, in
conditions that varied from dry and bright to damp
and overcast. A preliminary visit revealed that Linnhill
comprised two rectangular buildings, measuring
externally 17m by 6m and 12.5m by 5.5m respectively,
and arranged on an L-shaped plan. Only the S gable
wall of the larger, eastern building was upstanding
to any great height and both structures were now
obscured by collapsed walling and rubble infill (Illus
2). Further detailed studies of either building seemed
unlikely to yield much more information without
resorting to intrusive methods, so work was restricted
to the total station survey and a basic photographic and
written record of the structure. This record, which was
carried out to Level 2 standard (rcahms 2004) has
been deposited in the archives of rcahms.
The remains of Lategreen survived in a much
better condition. The farmsteading was laid out on
a C-shaped plan (Illus 3), with a rectangular range
at the N side (structure [1002]), flanked by two
rectangular structures, [1001] and [1004]. Sub-oval
enclosures, each defined by earth-and-stone banks,
were located to the E and W sides of the steading.
The central ‘yard’ had been subdivided at a later
date through the construction of a drystone wall
which ran in a N–S line across its extent.
With the exception of structure [1001], the masonry
was snecked whinstone rubble throughout, with whinstone quoins that were either unworked or roughly
shaped. A basal course of boulders could be identified
in places. There was no indication of roofing material

in either [1002] or [1004]: presumably these structures
were roofed using either thatch or sod, providing
a contrast with [1001] which is discussed in more
detail below.
The largest of the three structures, [1002], measured
approximately 25m by 4m in extent (externally) and was
subdivided into four separate compartments, which
we will term, for the purposes of this paper, [a] to [d]
(moving from W to E). Compartment [b] appears to
have functioned as a threshing or winnowing barn, with
opposing doorways in the N and S walls. The others
appear to represent barns or byres: Compartment
[c], where the rear, N wall appeared to have survived
intact to an unusually modest height of approximately
1m, perhaps functioned as an unroofed pen, while
Compartment [d], which lay at the eastern end of
[1002], had a single slit-type window surviving,
supporting the possibility that it was originally
used as a barn or byre.
Forming the western arm of the C-shaped farmstead
was structure [1004], which stood as a free-standing
structure, linked to the rear N range [1002] by an
L-shaped stretch of walling [1003] which fully enclosed
the NW corner of the site. The S and W walls of [1004]
had been reduced almost to ground level, but the E and
N walls were still sufficiently well-preserved to reveal,
once again, a small, slit-type window which had survived
intact in the E wall, to the N of the central doorway.
This window would have functioned as a means of
ventilation, confirming its use as an ancillary structure
such as a byre or barn, rather than a domestic residence.
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Illus 3 Plan of Lategreen Steading.

Illus 4 Lategreen Steading – north, south and east elevations.

The eastern side of the farmstead comprised
another freestanding structure [1001] which clearly
had a domestic purpose. The masonry employed
in structure [1001] was snecked rubble which had
surviving traces of render in places, but it differed from
the other buildings in that the quoins were of broached
sandstone with droved margins (Illus 4). The roofing
material used on [1001] was slate: discarded slates could
still be found scattered in the vicinity, and the outline
of the roof pitch could still be identified in a deposit
of cement mortar that adhered to the wallhead on the
south gable. Like the adhering render, the presence of
the cement indicated that the site had been roofed and
presumably inhabited until relatively recent times.

Structure [1001]’s domestic nature was further
confirmed by the presence of two large windows on
either side of a central door in the W wall, with another
central window present in the E wall. The S, gable end,
wall also had a fireplace surviving in situ. The interior
wall face had fallen away here, exposing the remains
of a diagonal flue: though the chimney stack had been
lost, the shattered remains of the chimney pot could
still be identified, lying on the ground immediately
adjacent to the E wall of the building.
The configuration of the flue was of particular
interest. Forming part of the primary fabric of the
structure, it appeared to have been constructed in
this diagonal arrangement in order to respect a
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central window located at attic level in the gable
end wall. It was inferred from the presence of this
‘window’ – and from a small rectangular platform
[1013] abutting the S wall (which survived only in
vestigial form and was much obscured by rubble) that
structure [1001] had originally been built with an upper
attic floor, accessed by an external stair, the remains of
which survived as [1013]. While no joist-holes could be
identified at first floor height, there survived in places
a scarcement ledge which would have allowed a floor
to be present. This internal subdivision of space is not
unknown within Scots vernacular buildings: it has
been suggested that the presence of a lofted attic is
a precursor to the two-storey farmhouses which are
characteristic of the farm buildings dating from the
mid 19th century onwards (Walker, 1988).
Each of the farm buildings at Lategreen showed
evidence of secondary use. The northern doorway in
structure [1002] had been blocked with tightly-packed
whinstone rubble, and the large windows in the W wall
of structure [1002] had been similarly infilled to around
half their original height, with the small slit windows
in structures [1002] and [1004] also blocked in this
fashion. This suggests that the steading remained in
use for stock management purposes after it had
fallen into disuse as a self-contained farming unit.
The presence of an iron salt lick holder, nailed to a
deciduous tree which survived as a relict specimen
amongst the conifers, also confirmed a later use as an
area where livestock congregated. This use may have
been seasonal, ie during lambing or calving.
The character of the surviving remains at Lategreen
is clearly consistent with the type of rural settlement
which became widespread throughout much of
mainland Scotland in the wake of the agricultural
improvements of the late 18th and early 19th century
(Dixon et al 2008, 7). Its layout also bears more than
a passing resemblance to the courtyard farms more
commonly found in contemporary lowland settings,
though in quality of build, it is no match for the
planned, neatly-organised structures constructed
by wealthy estate owners or tenant farmers. It could
therefore be suggested that this particular farmstead
itself represents a manifestation of the improvement
ethos, expressed in a vernacular manner which
challenges our preconceived notions of what a
planned farm should look like.
The character of the improvement steading is
widely discussed by Glendinning and Wade Martins,
2008 (Glendinning and Wade Martins 2008): in
summary, rather than having accommodation for
livestock and domestic quarters under one roof,
improvement farm buildings are laid out in a fashion
which allows the physical separation of their various
functions. In particular, service buildings such as byres
and barns are distanced from the domestic structure –
the farmhouse – however modest the latter might be.
On plan, Lategreen is not particularly well-ordered.
It may represent the result of a phased build which
took a number of years to complete. Its adherence to

the standard layout of a courtyard farm is, however,
sufficient to argue that its component parts were
arranged and completed with this goal in sight.
This suggests that that the build was implemented
by a landowner who understood the nature of the
improvement rationale, but who may not have had
sufficient finances available to employ the services of
a professional architect or surveyor. Instead, what this
steading may represent is a vernacular interpretation
and expression of those elements deemed appropriate
in a ‘modern’ farm.
The only means of securely establishing the
longevity and indeed the phasing of this site would,
of course, be through intrusive archaeological
investigation. Such works, however, lay beyond the
scope of this project, so with such detailed analysis
out of the question, other methods were explored in
order to try and obtain a more detailed history of the
landholding, and the buildings constructed upon it.

The marriage stone
So far, no mention has been made of Lategreen’s most
interesting feature. This was a fragment of carved
stone, incorporated into the fabric of structure [1001]
which was previously identified by Matthew Ritchie
of Forestry Commission Scotland, and which proved a
major factor in instigating the fieldwork and research
which has generated this paper.
Situated in the W wall, the stone had been
incorporated into the S as a rybat (Illus 5). It
bears upon it the following legend: ‘IF.KA.166’,
indicating that it was a marriage stone, dating to
the 1660s. Forming the opposite, northern rybat
was another fragment of worked stone, bearing
a rectangular recessed panel with a squared end,

Illus 5 Lategreen Steading – west elevation, featuring
the marriage stone.
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Illus 6 Reconstructed marriage stone, shown as drawing and composite photograph.

which opened out into a recessed triangle via a narrow
channel. Later digital manipulation of the photographs
produced a composite image which revealed that both
sections were adjoining (Illus 6). This showed the
missing date to be ‘1663’.
It was quite evident that the fragmentary masonry
incorporated within the fabric of structure [1001]
had once formed part of a building that was entirely
different in terms of its scale and appearance. While the
farmhouse at Lategreen was a simple single-chambered
structure of modest size and plain character, the
carved marriage stone appeared to have derived from
something of grander proportions. No traces of such
a structure could be identified at Lategreen, either
incorporated into the existing structures, or located
in their immediate vicinity.

Identifying possible sources
for the Lategreen marriage stone
The marriage stone from Lategreen gave us two sets of
initials – ‘IF’ and ‘KA’ – and a date: ‘1663’. In addition,
we have a fixed location in the landscape – the site of
the improvement farmhouse – and, last, but not least,
a name ‘Lategreen’, which at first sight, appears to be
coupled with the post-Improvement site.
An investigation of historic mapping was the first
line of enquiry. An initial review of the map evidence
failed to reveal any place name evidence for ‘Lategreen’
prior to Stobie’s map of 1783: this supported the
possibility that the upstanding remains at Lategreen
followed the standard pattern previously noted (Dixon
et al 2008), ie that it represented a farmstead first
established in the post-Improvement period.

Early maps of the area, surveyed initially by Pont
in the 1590s, and revised by Blaeu in 1654, revealed
no substantial structures named ‘Lategreen’ in the area
around Dunning. Dunning itself is, however, depicted,
along with two large buildings named ‘Kondy’ and
‘Struwy’. Both of these latter structures can be linked
with sites still existing in the landscape and shown on
modern mapping.
‘Kondy’ was the residence of the Spens family
until the late 16th century, when Condie Castle (as
it is now known) passed through marriage into the
Oliphant family, remaining with them into the modern
period. The site of Condie Castle lies to the west
of Forgandenny, a considerable distance from the
farmsteading of Lategreen. It was burnt down in 1886,
but sufficient fabric remained for a local antiquarian to
note the presence of a late 15th-century tower house at
the core of the larger structure. The re-use of its fabric
in the late 18th-century farmsteading at Lategreen
can therefore be discounted, with the initials on the
marriage stone – ‘IF’ and ‘KA’ – providing the coup
de grace, as neither Oliphant nor even Spens could
be considered potential contenders. Condie, it seems,
cannot be the source of the raw materials used to build
the farmsteading at Lategreen.
On first impressions, Struie Castle seems a much
better candidate. It is located just a short distance from
Lategreen, on the south bank of the Water of May
near Path of Condie. Map evidence suggests that a
network of tracks was in place by at least the late 19th
century, linking those farms which occupied the south
bank of the Water of May, including Linnhill and more
importantly, Lategreen. Struie Castle was also ruinous
by the mid 19th century, which suggests that it would
have made a perfect quarry for the kind of high quality
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dressed stone which can be seen incorporated into the
farmhouse building at Lategreen. And, if Lategreen
had once formed part of the barony of Struie, which is
possible, then the reuse of Struie Castle’s fabric in this
fashion would not be unreasonable.
It is difficult to establish the extent of the barony of
Struie with any confidence. The lands of Struie seem
to have been distributed amongst a number of the local
families, including the Stirlings of Keir, and the Barclay
family. In 1610, the Barclays sold their share of Struie to
William Hay of Little Seggie, who in 1623 left his estate
to his brother Archibald.
Archibald Hay of Strowie had little to do with
this small parcel of land in rural Perthshire. He was
instead a much larger player on the national stage.
In 1617, he travelled to London, where he became
a gentleman usher to Queen Henrietta Maria. He
acquired a plantation in Barbados, but was financially
compromised when his nephew William Powrie, who
was handling Hay’s affairs on his behalf, was swindled
out of a cargo of tobacco and cotton in Rouen by an
individual named Benjamin Fletcher. Hay’s problems
were compounded by his loyalty to the Royalist cause,
and in 1651 he died in the King’s bench prison where
he’d been imprisoned as a debtor (nas:GD34/843/1).
Perhaps in response to these growing financial
pressures, Hay sold the Struie lands to a kinsman,
Robert Hay, at a fairly early date, with a document
dated 29th June 1637 recording the transaction
(ibid). Robert Hay’s ownership of Struie had its own
share of tribulation: in 1641–2, Robert Hay was at
West Fordell (a farm in Forteviot parish which was
also in his ownership) when he and his sons, Robert
and Francis, were attacked by two local men with
‘stings, trees and long durkes’ (Meldrum 1926, 126).
All three men were badly injured in the attack, but
even though the perpetrators pled guilty and served a
sentence of nine days’ imprisonment in the tolbooth
at Edinburgh, this did little to cool the hostilities. In
1642, Hay was complaining that his attackers had
still not been removed from their lands, and that they
‘made a point of walking past Struie Castle with taunts
and challenges, and with the pistols that they carried,
had threatened to put a pair of bullets into Robert’
(Meldrum 1926, 185).
The origins of this dispute are unknown. Hay’s
antagonists were tenants of Sir William Affleck of
Balmanno, and while the disagreement may have
centred around some aspect of land management,
such as access or grazing rights, it is also possible
that the tensions erupting in and around Struie
were reflecting more widespread political unrest,
in a country gearing up towards the Civil War.
With this background, Struie Castle seems on
the face of it to be an ideal candidate for the worked
stone incorporated into the fabric of Lategreen.
After enduring the turmoil of the Civil War, it
would have been quite understandable for the Hay
family to reassert their presence in the local area
in the immediate post-Restoration period through
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the construction of a new, grand structure at
Struie. The fact that Struie Castle was sufficiently
ruinous during the 19th century to not even merit a
mention in MacGibbon and Ross’s classic inventory
of Scottish fortified structures – Castellated And
Domestic Architecture of Scotland – further supports
the possibility that the ruins of Struie Castle were
pillaged for their stone by local farmers. But one
insurmountable problem remains: the initials on
the marriage stone – IF and KA – cannot support
any link with the Hay family.

The Flockharts of Ledgreen
When reference to the historic mapping evidence failed
to provide a match for the marriage stone, a new line of
enquiry was pursued using documentary sources. This
proved much more productive, with the Land Tax Rolls
examination of the Hearth Tax records for the Parish of
Dunning revealing the first known reference to Patrick
Flockhart of Ledgreen in 1647 (nas E/106/26/4/93).
Flockhart is but a minor player when compared
with the more substantial figures who made up
the local gentry: his annual rental payment is, for
example, 80 pounds, as opposed to the Laird of
Duncrub’s contribution of 3333 pounds, six shillings
and sixpence. However, he is of sufficient significance
to be a landowner in his own right, and compared
with the majority of the individuals named in the
Hearth Tax Rolls, he appears to be in possession
of a fairly substantial house, having two hearths
where the majority of names cited have only one
(nas E69/19/4/1). This suggests that the Flockharts
were a family of above average means who were
sufficiently well established within the area to have
become associated with a landholding named
‘Ledgreen’ (ie Lategreen) located somewhere
in the parish of Dunning.
Further research into the Flockhart family revealed
that there were indeed strong ties between the Flockhart
line and the parish of Dunning. They are linked in
particular with the barony of Duncrub, which appears
to include at least some of the former church lands
of Dunning which passed into the hands of the Rollo
family after the Reformation. There are several mentions
of one (or more) Patrick Flockhart(s) who appears to
possess lands in and around the parish in the 1660s.
This individual (or these individuals, plural) appear/s
to have been granted various titles through the years:
Patrick Flockhart of Whitehills is mentioned in a
document dated 1652 (nas GD220/1/E/5/3/1), Patrick
Flockhart of Farnieknowes, in a document dated 1683
(nas GD56/87). In addition, we also have, of course,
Patrick Flockhart of Ledgreen.
The next generation are also well-documented.
Alexander Flockhart is described as the ‘eldest lawful
son to Patrick Flockhart of Whitehills’ in a document
of 1652 (nas GD220/1/E/5/3/1), while in 1683, William
Flockhart is granted lands ‘in the northern half of
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Blaeberriehill in the barony of Duncrub … and parish
of Dunning’ on account of his being the heir to Patrick
Flockhart of Farnieknowes (nas GD56/87). Last, but
by no means least, there exists a contract of wadset
between James, Lord Rollo, and John Flockhart of
Leatgrein and Katherine Anderson, his spouse, in
which James Lord Rollo grants the lands of Rig and
Craigbaikie (located in the vicnity of the 19th-century
steading named Lategreen) in return for a payment of
three thousand merks (nas GD56/75).
These, then, are the names that have been sought
from the outset: John Flockhart (represented by IF) and
Katherine Anderson (KA). The lands are granted in
1661, with date of the marriage stone (1663) indicating
that the house was built just a few years later. This is,
however, where the mystery deepens, for there are no
indications of where precisely the lands of Letgreen/
Leatgrein were located. The rental rolls suggest that
Patrick Flockhart of Letgreen’s holdings within the
parish of Dunning were modest, at best, and yet John
Flockhart and his wife were able to raise sufficient
funds to pay the substantial sum of 3000 merks for the
lands of Rig and Craigbaikie. Not only that, they were
able to engage in the building of a substantial dwellingplace, embellished with at least one carved stone which
commemorated their rise in status.
This is, however, where the trail runs cold. Although
it is perhaps not surprising that no trace of Lategreen,
Ledgreen or Leitgrein is to be found on either Pont or
Blaeu, one might assume that Roy’s Military Survey
of Scotland, surveyed between 1752 and 1755, would
provide us with the missing location. If we focus our
search in the area where the modern steading is located,
ie to the south of the Water of May and to the west of
the tributary later named ‘The Linn’, then Roy’s map
shows only one possible contender. Annotated ‘The
Path’, its location and layout corresponds more securely
with Linnhill, the second of the two farmsteadings
which formed the focus of our original survey.
No settlements are shown on Roy in the vicinity
of our steading. And, adding further to this mystery,
there are no other potential contenders for the site of
‘Lategreen’ located within the parish of Dunning. The
name ‘Ledgreen’, in any of its variant forms, appears
to have disappeared completely from the landscape.
This would suggest that it has fallen from use: either
the Flockharts failed financially, or that this branch of
the family became extinct. This would then, it might
be thought, result in the name being extinguished
completely.

A place in the landscape:
the re-emergence of Lategreen
A search of the various documentary sources which are
available for 18th-century Perthshire failed to yield any
evidence for the Flockharts of Lategreen. This was a
period characterised by its creative attempts at raising
revenues, with all manner of taxation schemes
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imposed. These ranged from more obvious sources
of income like the Inhabited House Tax of 1778–1798
(nas E326/3/49/3) and the infamous Window Tax of
1748–1798 (nas E326/1/98/14), to the more obscure
Dog Tax of 1797–8 (nas E326/11/2/73).
Clearly created to tax households of means, there
are no Flockharts listed in any of these tax rolls for
Dunning parish. Reference to the Inhabited House
Tax rolls (nas E326/3/49/3) indicates that the main
landowners in the parish at this time are Lord Rollo
(who owns 58 properties) and John Drummond
Esq who owns 59. Perhaps this is indication that the
Flockhart family suffered severe economic decline
at some point towards the close of the 17th or into
the early 18th century, with the lands they had
purchased from the Rollo family reverting back
to the original owners.
The next time we see evidence of any association
between the Flockharts of Ledgreen and the parish of
Dunning is the appearance of Leetgreen on Stobie’s
map of 1783. This is the first time that any structure
is depicted in this particular location, and it is also
the first time that the placename ‘Leetgreen’ – in any
of its variant forms – is shown as an appellation to any
mapped structure.
The buildings shown on Stobie’s map are not a
perfect match for either the upstanding remains or
the farmstead as shown on later historic mapping.
The steading is shown as E-shaped, as opposed to
C-shaped on plan, and while this discrepancy is not
insurmountable, the absence of The Path/Linnhill on
Stobie’s map is more difficult to explain. Move forward
80 years, and both steadings are shown in detail on the
1st edition os map of 1866 (Illus 1). Their character,
as depicted on the map, is virtually identical to the
upstanding remains which still survive there, and which
were subject to the field survey. Lategreen, for example,
is shown as a C-shaped range, with circular enclosures
to east and west.
The layout of Lategreen merits further discussion.
While there is some degree of complexity evident, this
seems more likely to represent the work of a single
generation than a series of construction episodes
stretching over two or three hundred years. The
upstanding remains at Lategreen are clearly not
built upon the site of the earlier ‘Ledgreen:’ indeed,
documentary evidence clearly indicates that the
Flockharts were linked with Ledgreen prior to their
expansion up into the valley of the Water of May,
with the original location of Lategreen unknown.
The surviving structure clearly represents an
expansion into marginal upland areas during the
period immediately following the agricultural
improvements, as per the model proposed by Dixon
et al (Dixon et al 2008, 7). This explains why the
steading of Lategreen is absent on Roy, while The
Path/Linnhill is shown, and also why it subsequently
appears on the late 18th-century map by Stobie.
However, the farmhouse at Lategreen – structure
[1001] – clearly reuses masonry derived from a
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substantial building. It would be easy to assume that
this was just a random act of quarrying, using material
derived from any locally available source. But what
makes the association unusual on this occasion is that
this fragment of masonry is a marriage stone which
forms a tangible link with a local family who were
themselves associated with a landholding of the same
name during the mid-17th century. This suggests that
the relationship between structure and artefact is, in
fact, far more complex.

The 19th century and beyond
Late 18th-century documentary sources which detail
the names of householders in the parish of Dunning
make no references to the Flockharts of Ledgreen, which
suggests that the family has been in decline throughout
this century. The first concrete evidence for this change
in fortunes does not, however, appear until 1832, when
in the electoral roll of this year (nas SC49/58) William
Whyte is recorded as the owner of Lategreen, and Hugh
Menzies as the tenant. Here, the name ‘Lategreen’ is
instead given as ‘Wester Lategreen’, which may suggest
that there is – or was – another landholding named
‘Lategreen’ in the vicinity. Once again, the available
map evidence fails to support this possibility.
Lategreen’s changing fortunes can be traced
throughout the 19th century through reference to
the Ordnance Survey’s Object Name Book (Ordnance
Survey 1866) and the Perthshire Valuation Rolls (nas
CC1/8/1/1–189). These sources show that the steading
was tenanted throughout by a resident tenant who
farmed the land (the onb describing it as ‘a single
farm steading situated on the south bank of the Water
of May’). Ownership changes, with the site operating
under an absentee landowner in every instance, but it
forms, nonetheless, a single independent holding.
In the late 19th century, Lategreen appears to have
fallen into severe decline. It is last mentioned in the
valuation roll of 1865–6, when it is in the possession
of John and William Cairns, who are described as
the proprietors and owners, and whose residence is
described as being in Gleneagles. From then on, there
is no mention of Lategreen until 1945, when it once
again merits a mention.
This disappearance from the records is coupled with
physical decline: by the time the 2nd edition Ordnance
Survey map was surveyed and subsequently published
in 1902, the farm steading had shrunk from its earlier
C-shaped plan to a much smaller version comprising
the western half of the north range (ie structure [1002])
and the farmhouse (structure [1001]). The subdividing
cross-wall which runs across the yard has been inserted
by this time, and it may be the case that by this time
structure [1001] has already fallen into disuse as a
domestic structure, functioning now as part of a
stock management facility which provides sheltered
accommodation on a seasonal basis for livestock during
lambing or calving. In addition to the cross-wall, the
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blocking of windows and doorways noted earlier in
this paper may be contemporary with this phase of use.
Our second steading – Linnhill – merits a brief
recapitulation at this point, for unlike Lategreen, it
continues in use until a much later date. Incorporated
into the estate of Kippen Turner in the late 19th
century (which also includes the farms of Rig and
Craigbackie, previously associated with the Flockharts
of Leitgreen), it is combined with the neighbouring
farm of Rashiehill to form one single farming unit. In
1935, an entry in the valuation roll states that the house
of Rashiehill is no longer habitable, with the tenant
farmer living instead at Linnhill, while by the valuation
roll of 1945–6, even though Linnhill and Rashiehill
are described as tenanted, no occupier is mentioned.
This suggests that Linnhill had been abandoned
as a self-contained farming unit and had started
the decline which eventually resulted in its current,
ruinous condition.
In summary, a detailed examination of the valuation
rolls shows broad changes in the nature of land ownership throughout the 19th and 20th centuries. Throughout
the 19th century, various farms throughout the parish
of Dunning are owned by a number of individuals.
Whether these small isolated holdings represent single
investments, or small component parts of property
portfolios spread over wider areas could not be
ascertained within the scope of this study. What is
evident, however, is that towards the end of the 19th
century and into the early years of the 20th century,
these small farms are being increasingly incorporated
into much larger holdings, which obtain their
income from field sports (with shootings increasingly
mentioned) as well as agriculture. Some are linked with
traditional aristocratic families, such as the Rollos of
Duncrub and the Oliphants of Condie, while others
represent unfamiliar individuals who are, presumably
self-made men seeking to invest in land and property.
The most obvious example of this is James C Calder,
who ultimately obtained ownership of both Lategreen,
and the combined holdings of Rashiehill and Linnmill
(sic), and whose address was given in the Valuation
Roll of 1945–6 as Eros House, Regent Street, London.
Though on the face of it this concept of absentee
ownership seems alien to the traditional system, where
land and families are seen as being inextricably linked,
one only needs to recall the example set by Archibald
Hay of Strowie, three centuries previously, whose life
revolved around court and colonial enterprise. It seems
unlikely that, in his brief tenure of the barony of Struie,
Hay would have possessed either the opportunity or the
inclination to take an interest in his small stake in rural
Perthshire, which lay so far from his everyday concerns.

A time and a place for the Flockharts
of Lategreen
The remains of Lategreen and Linnhill are modest
structures, easy to overlook and disregard as
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inconsequential. The study of such sites is often
confined to the superficial recording of the surviving
physical elements: a measured survey, a photographic
record of any structures, perhaps a drawing or two.
Such work is valid and commendable, providing a
detailed record of the site which can inform future
study and management.
Projects of this kind usually involve a brisk trawl
through the mapping evidence and any associated
sources such as the Ordnance Survey Name Book.
A search limited to these sources would reveal the
history of these particular steadings to be interesting,
but unremarkable. We might conclude that Lategreen
makes its first appearance on Stobie’s map of 1783,
with Linnhill having possible earlier origins in the
mid 18th century. Both farms clearly post-date the
agricultural improvements, a suggestion confirmed by
the fieldwork element of this project. Linnhill comprises
a free-standing farmhouse with an associated multichambered steading, while Lategreen has by 1866
evolved into something resembling a courtyard farm,
with three rectangular buildings arranged around
a central courtyard.
By relying on such a narrow analysis of the
accompanying sources, we would have obtained
an impoverished reflection of what was in reality
a much more complex narrative. In this particular
instance, the catalyst which facilitated a more indepth understanding of the site was the incorporation
of a re-used, fragmentary (but still broadly legible)
carved stone of 17th-century date within the fabric
of Lategreen’s farmhouse. While the stone itself was
unremarkable – fragments of worked stone can, of
course, derive from any number of sources – further
research revealed a link between structure and artefact
which could not have been anticipated.
Further study of documentary sources indicated
that this marriage stone had marked the marriage of
John Flockhart of Leitgreen and Katherine Anderson
in the early 1660s. This link between the Flockhart
family and the lands of Ledgreen or Lategreen had
been established prior to 1647: clearly, they resided
in a respectable dwelling, equipped with two taxable
hearths. It was probably located in closer proximity to
the village of Dunning, if not, in fact, within Dunning
itself, and the name itself – ‘Ledgreen’ or ‘Leitgreen’
– suggests that it may have been situated in close
proximity to a mill lade.
By the 1660s, the Flockharts were sufficiently
successful to expand their holdings to incorporate
the holdings of Craigbaikie and Rig, thus heralding
an expansion into former Rollo-held lands in the
valley of the Water of May. To commemorate this new
acquisition, and the marriage of John and Katherine
– they appear then to have built a new dwelling which
was substantial enough to warrant the inclusion of a
marriage stone.
This appears to have marked the pinnacle of their
achievements, for the family subsequently fell into
decline. During the following century, the Flockharts

Louise Turner and Claire Williamson

vanish completely from both the documentary record
as taxable residents of Dunning parish, and the placename ‘Ledgreen’ or ‘Leitgreen’ is also conspicuous by
its absence. Mid-18th-century mapping fails to show
any sites named ‘Lategreen’ or any of its related variants
within the parish of Dunning.
But in 1783, we see the arrival of an Improvementera farm steading named ‘Leetgreen’ appearing in
a location where earlier historic mapping suggests
that no such building had been standing previously.
There is nothing outstanding about this farmstead.
Its appearance and character seems totally in keeping
with the observations made by Dixon et al in their
2008 discussion of post-medieval rural settlement in
lowland Scotland. But conversely, there is no reason
to believe that this well-preserved structure pre-dates
the improvement era. On plan, it bears a striking
resemblance to a courtyard farm, but the style of build
is undoubtedly vernacular: its imperfect layout may
reflect the fact that the steading was built as a phased
build over an extended period, but this may have been
executed over a series of years rather than through
generations.
In character, the surviving remains at Lategreen
resemble a vernacular interpretation of an ideal form –
the courtyard farm – which was built in this instance at
a much lower specification than an equivalent structure
built, for example, by a wealthy aristocratic landowner
with access to skilled masons and architects. But the
attempt to embody this ideal still exists, which suggests
that the owners and/or tenants who built (and potentially
founded) the steading of Lategreen had high hopes for its
future and the desire to invest good money in its success.
What marks Lategreen out as unusual is undoubtedly
the presence of the marriage stone. This is not itself
a particularly surprising feature within the fabric of
an improvement farm steading: it represents a useful
piece of worked stone, suitable for re-use. But its link
with the reappearance of the placename, ‘Lategreen’
becomes a source of potential interest, particularly
since the name appears to have fallen out of use for
almost a century and reappears in a place which
does not match its original location.
It was evident that the epithet had been linked with
the family, both prior to their acquisition of land on
the north and south banks of the Water of May in the
early 1660s (land which probably included the modern
site of Lategreen), and prior to the construction of
the building which carried the marriage stone. It
was also likely that the marriage stone had originally
formed part of a building constructed on the lands of
Craigbaikie and Rig acquired by the Flockharts in the
1660s, rather than the ‘ancestral’ lands of Ledgreen.
Now broken into two pieces and reused as the
rybats of a window, the marriage stone would
originally have functioned as a lintel in a much
more imposing structure. It remains, however, a
highly visible inclusion within the building’s fabric,
located in a prominent position just to the right of
the structure’s doorway.
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If Lategreen represents a post-Improvement attempt
at colonizing a marginal upland environment, then the
incorporation of the marriage stone may represent more
than the prudent re-use of a scarce and expensive raw
material. The fact that a century-old stone commemorating the achievements of the Flockharts of Leitgreen
was incorporated into a new farming settlement
named ‘Lategreen’ may not be co-incidental. Rather
than representing raw material procured from a
convenient local site for re-use, we can instead envisage
the marriage stone as a deliberately curated artefact,
transplanted from one site and faithfully replaced in
an entirely different location.
The re-use of worked stone in this way is hardly
unfamiliar. One obvious example is the re-use of
Roman stonework within medieval ecclesiastical
buildings. This practice was once dismissed as the
convenient plundering of building materials in order
to save time and effort on the part of the builders.
However, Eaton has questioned this interpretation
(Eaton, 2000), noting that in some instances, the
efforts involved to import Roman stone onto a site
would have been greater than quarrying new material
locally. Instead, a deliberate statement is being made
by the selection of certain materials in preference to
others. Such iconic re-use (as opposed to functional
re-use) has been discussed by Stocker (1997), though
Eaton points out that Stocker’s work fails to differentiate
between the manner of re-use and the reason for re-use
(Eaton, 2000, 135).
The iconic re-use of medieval carved stones in much
later structures can also be attested, particularly in
those 19th-century buildings which are of Gothic or
Scots Baronial character. An example of this practice
can be seen in Dunlop House, East Ayrshire: here, a
carved stone of 16th-century date, derived from the
precursor of the modern house, has been placed
in a prominent location over the inner doorway
of the vestibule in an 1830s house designed in the
‘Jacobethan’ style by the architect Thomas Hamilton
(Millar 1885, 72).
In the case of Lategreen, it is hard to see how the
re-use of the stone could not be iconic as much as
functional. It is also hard to imagine anyone other than
a Flockhart having had a hand in its removal, curation,
transportation and re-incorporation. In the mid 17th
century, the Flockharts appear to have been a modest
family in the area around Dunning and Glendevon.
They were too small to be counted amongst the local
gentry – the Rollos, the Oliphants, the Hays – and yet
by the 1660s John Flockhart of Leitgreen had sufficient
funds available both to obtain the lands of Rig and
Craigbaikie from James, Lord Rollo, for the substantial
sum of 3000 merks, and to construct a new dwellingplace which incorporated a handsome marriage stone
amongst its fabric.
The fate of the Flockharts of Ledgreen is unknown.
In 1685, Craigbaikie and Rig are removed from the
barony of Duncrub and annexed instead to the barony
of Gleneagles (nas GD198/160–162). Whether this
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marked the point where the Flockharts’ fortunes waned
could not be established, though a tantalising glimpse
into the family’s decline is offered by a petition presented
to parliament in 1700 (rps A1700/5/7) ... This details
how the heritors of Perthshire became impoverished
following war, a succession of poor harvests and the
predations of marauding bands of Highlanders. It also
makes explicit reference to further losses incurred
following investments made in the Company Trading
to Africa and the Indies, better known as the Darien
Company.
One Flockhart is named here, William Flockhart
of Whitehills, an indication that the Flockhart family
invested capital in the ill-fated Darien scheme. The
disaster of Darien may, however, merely have served to
accelerate a pre-existing decline into freefall. Though
the exact manner of their demise remains unclear, what
is certain is that the Flockhart family had vanished
from the parish of Dunning by the 1830s.
It is during this period of archival obscurity that
the Improvement steading of Lategreen appears in its
modern form and location. It is also evident that at
some point between 1685 and 1783, the 1660s building
constructed by the Flockharts must have deteriorated to
such an extent that it could be plundered of its masonry
which was then re-used in a different structure. It might
seem appropriate for such re-use to incorporate the
stone in its complete form: instead, it has been broken
at some point in its history, either during its removal
from the original building, or during its curation and
transportation to the new site, or even prior to its
installation in the new structure.
It is suggested that the insertion of the marriage
stone in such a prominent location represents a
deliberate reference to the past. Perhaps this was
undertaken by new tenants who wanted to emphasise
their own status, in the present, by associating themselves with the family who already had strong links
with the landholding. We are left with no clues as to
the identity of these individuals: is it possible that we
are in fact witnessing the last gasp of the Flockharts of
Ledgreen/Lategreen? The success their family enjoyed
during the late 17th century had ended – perhaps
through financial difficulties, though potentially
through a link with the tumultuous politics of the time.
The Rollos were staunch supporters of the Jacobite
cause, and while they managed to escape the turmoil of
the period relatively unscathed, the lesser families who
were embroiled in their affairs may not have been so
lucky. Perhaps, in one last attempt to assert themselves
in their ancestral lands, a hopeful Flockhart took up
a modest tenancy in a marginal area, commemorated
the family name by re-using it for the name of the
new farm, and added a physical link with the past by
incorporating remnants of the old family seat within
the new structure.
If this was the case, then the enterprise was doomed
from the outset. The lands of Lategreen had been sold
and re-tenanted just a few decades later, leaving only
the echoes of the Flockharts behind them: a farmstead

Louise Turner and Claire Williamson

94

and a place name, both of no apparent antiquity, and
a fragmented marriage stone, which, superficially at
least, appeared to bear no association with its wider
landscape context.

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank Matthew Ritchie
of Forestry Commission Scotland for giving us the
opportunity to carry out this piece of work, and for
encouraging us to move beyond the original scope of
the work by commissioning us to expand our findings
in the form of an academic paper. We would also like
to thank Thomas Rees for his insights and comments
during the preparation of this paper, and Simon Taylor,
who willingly shared his considerable expertise with
the authors on the subject of place names. Finally, we
would like to acknowledge the hard work of Diane
Gorman, who assisted in the field survey elements of
the project.

References
Dixon, P, Govan, S and Macinnes, L 2008. But the
Walls Remained: A Study of Unroofed Settlement
Depicted on the First Edition of the Ordnance
Survey 6-inch Map of Scotland rcahms/Historic
Scotland (Edinburgh).
Eaton, T 2000 Plundering the Past: Roman Stonework
in Medieval Britain Tempus (Oxford).
Glendinning, M and Wade Martins, S 2008 Buildings
of the Land: Scotland’s Farms 1790–2000 rcahms
(Edinburgh).
Gloag, W 1843 Rentall of the County of Perth.
MacGibbon, D and Ross, T 1887 Castellated and
Domestic Architecture of Scotland.
Millar, A H 1885 The Castles and Mansions of
Ayrshire: Illustrated in Seventy Views with
Historical and Descriptive Accounts (Edinburgh).
Meldrum, N 1926 Forteviot: The History of Strathearn
Parish (Paisley).
Ordnance Survey 1866 Name Book, Perthshire.
rcahms, 2004 Survey and Recording Policy
(Edinburgh).
Thomas, R 1791–9 ‘The Parish of Forgandenny’
Statistical Account of 1791–9, Vol. 5, 298–303.
Stocker, D 1997 ‘Fons et origio. The symbolic death,
burial and resurrection of English font stones’.
Church Archaeology 1, pp. 17–25.
Walker, B 1988 ‘Lofted Open-Hall Farmhouses in
Scotland: A Preliminary Statement’. Vernacular
Buildings 12.

Archival sources

National Archives of Scotland
nas CC1/8/1/1A-213 County of Perth valuation

rolls 1855–1978.
nas E69/19/4/1 Hearth Tax Records for Perthshire
1691–5 Vol. 1.
nas E326/1/98/14 Window Tax 1748–1798 Vol. 98.
nas E326/3/49/3 Inhabited House Tax Rolls Vol.
49.
nas E326/11/2/73 Dog Tax Rolls 1797–8 Vol. 2.
nas GD34/843/1 Description of the sufferings of
Archibald Hay (Archibald Hay’s Papers 1631–51).
nas SC49/58 Perth Sheriff Court, Freeholders and
Electoral Records
nas GD56/87 Instrument of sasine in favour of William
Flockhart, now of Farnieknowes … (Papers of the
Rollo Family of Duncrub, Perthshire, 1443–1911).
nas GD 56/75 Contract of wadset between James,
lord Rollo, with Sir John Rollo of Bannockburn as
cautioner, and John Flockghart of Leatgrein and
Katherine Anderson, his spouse … (Papers of the
Rollo Family of Duncrub, Perthshire 1443–1911).
nas GD198/160–162 Special retour in favour of John
Halden of Glenegills as heir of deceased Mungo
Halden of Glenegills … (Papers of the Haldane
Family of Gleneagles, Pthershire, 1190–1773).
nas GD220/1/E/5/3/1 Contract of wadset by
James, Marquess of Montrose with consent
of John Graham of Balgown in favour of
Alexander Flockhart of Whitehill … (Title
deeds and other writs of James, Duke of
Montrose and his predecessors, c 1165–mid
18th century)

Records of the Parliament of Scotland
rps A1700/5/7 Petition of the Heritors of Perthshire
(William II: Translation>1700, 21 May Edinburgh,
Parliament>Additional Sources>27 May 1700).
Abbreviations
nas
nmrs
od
os
rcahms

National Archives of Scotland
National Monuments Record of Scotland
Ordnance Datum
Ordnance Survey
Royal Commission on the Ancient
and Historic Monuments of Scotland

Inheritance, entitlement and a sense of place: a study of two Perthshire farmsteadings

Abstract
A programme of archaeological fieldwork and
historical research was carried out on two ruined
farmsteadings within Forestry Commission Scotland
holdings near Dunning, Perthshire. Both appeared to
post-date the agricultural improvements of the late
18th century; indeed, cartographic evidence combined
with observations made in the field fully supported
this interpretation.
The re-use of a fragmentary marriage stone in
a prominent location within the fabric of one of
the farmsteads suggested an association with the
Flockharts of Ledgreen, a family prominent in the
parish of Dunning throughout the 1600s, but who
vanish from the area in the 1700s.
This paper explores the re-emergence of the
place name ‘Lategreen’ in association with a
post-Improvement farmsteading, and argues that
the inclusion of a 17th-century marriage stone
commemorating the Flockharts may in fact indicate
a last attempt by the Flockharts to reassert themselves
in their ancestral lands, an attempt which ultimately
ended in failure.
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