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1.1

1.2

1.3

THE LANDSCAPE HISTORY OF WOODFOLD PARK

The backsround to the development of the estate

There is very litile surviving documentary or archival evidence relating to e
landscape of Woodfold Park before the late eighteenth century, and only a
limited amount of information about the previous ownership of the estate, its
component propeities and its surroundings. This produces a malor problem in
terms of the longer perspeciive on the landscape, because it becomes much
harder to identify the earlier components of, for example, field pattems ard

woodland distribution which weze adapted by the designers of the park at i.e

end of the eighteenti century.

There are also major difficulties in analysing the demiled development of the
landscape during the nineteenth century, becauss the ap rchives of successive
owners of the estate have not. survived or are untraceable. The Lancashire
Record Office and Blackbum Central Library, for example, do not hold any
archives for the_ builders and first owners of the Hall and park.
That means that there are no contemporary designs, drawings or plans
prepared in advance of laying-out the park and building the house. Neither are
there accmmt books, estate papers or other material which would shed light on
the construcnon work itself. Blackburn Central Library holds tj

archive, which was deposited in the 1980s by thed
This archive js clearly very incomplete. It includes a considerable number of
account books recerding rentals and other finarcial business of the Woodfold
Estate Company, but the company’s affairs wer concerned largely with urban
and industrial property in this part of Lancashire and elsawhere, rather than

with the park (which, since it was not let or tenanted, raised no rent income).

ThN <ollection docs include a few maps of the estate, but these are of
little he]p in determining the detail of the landscape or, more particularly, in

dating changes which took place between 1828 and 1878 [when it was bought

by _ There are two late nineteenth Century large scale plans
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1.4

1.5

(one undated, one of 1884) which give a generalised impression of the
property, but they are less informative than the 1893 25-inch Ordnance Survey
sheets. T he records include a valuation of the estate in 1855 (not accompanied
by a plan and giving little detai] of relevance to landscape analysis) and a copy
of the 1831 plar‘of the house which appeared in the printed sale catalogue of
that year. As far as can be established, no othe- archives of this
period survive lecally, and none can be located elsewhere, though it is possible

that papers do exist in private hands.

Blackburn Central Library has two essential sources: the sale plan and

catalogue of the -estates which was prepared for the first sale of
property in 1828, after the bankruptcy of the owner_ ard the

1831 sale plan and catalogue which covers the disposal by _

of the remainder of the estate. Together these two catalogues give a valuable
picture of the estate a quarter of a century after its creation, with maps which
are essential to en understanding the original layout. The absence of records
from later in the nireteenth century, with the exception of the 1848 awi 1893
OS maps, means that the dating of the post-sale changes is almost impossible.
However, in retrospect it is indeed fortunate that the degree of change in the
landscape of Woodfold was remarkably limited, so that the basic form and
structure of the park remained unaltered for almost 150 years. This means that
the absence of documentary sources is perhaps less serious than would have

been the case if there had been a degree of frequent change.

There are also printed and published works preduced by local historians in the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries. A key problem here — not confined to this
case ~ is that the later historians tended simply to reuse and lift wholesale the
comments and interpretations of their predecessors. The result is that most of
the evidence in twentieth century histories is derived from -
monumental history of Blackburn. Abram was a leading local historian and

newspaper editor, and had a close personal knowledge of people such as

B s - hich degree of reliability can be placed on his account.

3010572,



]

Shado i At i

SRS ot 10 A SR £ D e Sl G i e g

1.6

N

It 15 clear that almost every ne.wspaper article on Woodfold' is based largely
oz-na'l‘erial.
!

Nineteenth-century” his‘ories of Blackburnt and the adjacent to‘fu*shlps make
the reasonable assuruption that the original ‘manor house’ of the manor of
Mellor was the si; stantial sixteenth- -century property called Stanley House,
situated approx1.nate]y 1.5km ENE from the present Hall, on the summit of
the low ridge hehind the pask and overlooking the valley of Arley Brook. This
rreperty denved its name from ahe-amlly, recorded as owners of the
estate in the reign of Henry VIII, and their successors, Although Stanley

House  was subsequently in the estate purchased by _ and
eventually owned by _ it is apparent that Woodfold Park was

*superimposed’ on thc existing landscape south of Stanley House and the two

properties remained comp]e tely separate.

No surviving archive material is sufficiently detailed for any full assessment
of the pre-1795 landscape to be possible. However, it is clear that at least some
of the later Woodfold Park was within the estate usually known as Arley,
centred on what is now Arley Farm and the property of the- family in
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. There is some documentary evidence
to trace the history of this estate back to the early medieval period. The
Victoria County History recites an extract from the Towneley 'manuscriptsz
about a late thirteenth century grant of land referring to the area of £/ éley
bounded by 'E[."sbum [the present Arley Brook] and also mentioning a ‘long
ridding’. Ridding is a dialect term which describes land cleared from
woodland by ‘ridding’ (or uprooting) trees, and jt is particularly associated
with the period from about 1100 to 1350. The implication is that the Arley
area (and hence Woodfold) was thickly wooded in the early medieval period
and that during the thirteenth céntury clearance was taking place. This would
be entirely characteristic of what is known of the landscepe elsewhere in the

Blackburn area in this period. T ypically, woodland was cleared to make

Blackburn Central Library has a bound file of newspaper cuttings from the 1930s onwards - g
acollection of medieval deeds transcribed by Christopher Towneley and Richard Kuerdes in
the late seventeenth century, and now in Manchester Central Library
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1.8

1.9

1.10

pasture and a limited amcunt of arable, and was occupied by new farms

established on the recently-created agricultural land,

The name Woodfold is much older than the present house and park. The “fold’
element de_rives'from the Old English word feld, and in this context means
‘open land’. This names therefore means ‘an area of cleared ground within a
substantial woodland®, which accords weli with the suggestion that woodland
clearance was in progress here in the. early. middle ages, since the name
Woodfold is certain to be post-Conquest in date. Further evidence of such
clearance is given in a couri record of 1284, in which members of the
-ami]y_ of Shorrocks Grc:en [see below, 1.11} were alleged to have
felled over 300 oék trees in their wood, which nust have covered the area of

the present Woodfold Park.>

The earlier histories are unanimously of the opinion that there was no previous
house on the site and that when he built Woodfold HalI| N -
chosen ‘virgin.land’. The suggestion is reinforced by the specific evidence of
William Yates's one-inch to one-mile survey of Lancashire, ‘published- in
1786. The map is particularly helpful because it just prédates. the-development
of the park and so gives us a view, although its small scale means that it lacks
the detail of the earlier landscape which we would ideally require It confirms
that although the area was given over to farmland (and several farms are
dentifiable within or very close to the later park) there was no house on the
site of Woodfold Hall itszf. On the north side of Arley Brook the map marks
existing‘rpropertics at Green Hurst, Shorrocks Green and Stanley House, while

south of the brook were Shorrocks Hey, Arley Oak, and Wood Fold.

The old farm known as Greeuhurst stood 2t GR 634289, on the western edge
of the present park. It was shown on the 1848 OS 6-inch map, but had been
demolished by 1893 when the 25-inch map was surveyed and its eastern fields

hi:d been iacorporated within the grasslands of Woodfold Park. It is shown,

This case is.noted in the Ficrorig County History of Lancashire, volvi, p.262 n. 18

T S A o PN O S RV

S R



Ancom— e ] L

L.11

1.12

but not named, on the 1828 sale plan‘for part of the Woodfold estate, but is not

marked on the 1831 plan since jt lay beyond the lots which were being sold,

Shorrock[s] Green was the name of a small hamlet which occupied the area
between what is now Woodfold Park Farm and the entrance gate onto Further
Lane. The evidence of the 1786 map indicates ‘that it was not g nucleated
settlement and it appears to have consistéd of four or five small farms and
attendant cottages. The most important of these properties was the farm which
was held originally by the_fam:]y and which is recorded as early as
the fourteenth cenury. From the late seventeenth century the property was
held by the- family of Blackburn. The 1848 6-inch map shows the
name Shorrock Green, but applies it to the properties’ where Huntsman’s
Cottages now stand. By that date the new model farm at Woodfold Park Farm,

which included the stables and carriage houses for the Hall, had replaced the

other area of cottages previously included within Shorrocks Green,

In 1786 the name Wood Fold was applied to the farm which is now O/d
Woodfold, on the south side of the valley, and this is clearly where the ori gin

of the name of the estate and house. As noted above, this is an old name,

probably dating back to the early medieval period. Whe_

acquired these properties in the mid-1790s and was looking for a title for his
new estate, this name must have seemed attractive and suitably gracious. The
entire area of [Old) Wood Fold F arm was purchased and so it was acceptable

to give its name to the whole of the property.

m his successors at Woodfold Park

2.1 _the creator of the park and builder of the house, was a man of

major importance in Blackburn. Setting himself up in great style and
splendour in a large country estate was for this ambitious and somewhat
flamboyant figure a demonstration to the wider world (as well as *o his
neighbours) of his significance and status.- career is reasonably well-
docunﬁented in published sources, because his great initial success and

immense wealth was followed by a spectacular and notorious bankruptey. He
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was born posthumously in 1764 at Sudell House in Blackburn, the son of a
prominent family which had fulfilled a 1eading rol.e in the town for several

generations. In 1785 he attained his majority and, by what was from his point
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of view a happy chance, the death of his two uncles very soon afterwards

meant that he came into a large inheritance. This he augmented' firstly by
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zealous attention to his business activities, developing a key role as a leading

cotton entrepreneur and financial manipulator in the first phase of Blackburn’s

growth as a centre of the textile trade; and secondly, by a judicious marriage to

I - 1755,

!
!
!
g
i
I
i
i
i
¥
i
§
i
b
H

T R e LT SN M T SR e E LR ) R B AR TR AT

22 In 1796, to m'arkl that important step in his life, he purchased a large area of
land on either side of the Arley Brook, together with the lordship of the manor
of Mellor, from the heirs o |

-immediate]y drew up plans for the creation of a splendid new mansion
house and a large landscaped park. The architect was said to b_
though this is open to question, but the designer of the landscaped park is not

known.

2.3 Work on the ¢onstruction of the new house started at the beginning of 1797.
The tender for the main construction work had been advertised locally in
October 1796 and contracts were let in late November.’ The house was

probably completed in the second half of 1798, at the same time as work on

the creation of a very extensive landscaped park was well under way.
Contemporary writers usually give 1798 as the date of building, implying that
this was when work was finished and the house ready for occupation. This is
not the place to give_anla'rchl;tecturallassessment of the house, except to note
that it was decorated internally to an exceptionally high standard, and that this
mansion was genuinely impressive — it waé without question one of the finest

late eighteenth century houses in north-west En gland.

The manor of Mellor had passed thirough a succession of hands in the second half of the
eighteerth century, and its sale was allegedly forced by the impoverishment of the families
with a legal interest in the property and title,

The tender notice, originally in the Blackburn Maif, is printed in G.C. Miller. Blackburn: the
evolution of a cotton town (Blackburn Corpoiation, 1951} p.366-367
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24 By 1800 the entire project had been completed, the house was occupied and
the park had been established in its ful] splendour, extending up the slopes on
both sides of the valley of Arley Brook The site was perfect in terms of the
requirement of landscaping and aesthetic principles. It had a strong natural
topography, which gave vistas and perspectives. It had slopes, woodland and
water, it faced south and the gentle curve of the valley of Arley Brook
produced the ideal form for parkland It also had the benefit of a sharply-
defined ridge in front and behind-so that the views in the two key directions —
from the house and of the house — were crisply- framed. The other great virtue
of the site was its location, only four miles from the town of Blackburn which
was thus very accessible. Like most wealthy Lancashire merchants of this
period, -vanted to live close to work. The poor reputation of Lancashire
itself, associated with grime and pollution, was a couple of generations in the
future. So Woodfold, close to Blackbum yet in the depths of the country, w
a choice location. Contemporaries recalled how-wed in ‘almost regal
state’ and would drive into town, via Billinge Scar, in a magnificent coach

drawn by four horses and attended by liveried servants.

2.5 Towards his employecsS I was 2 famously generous man by the standards
of the time, distributing seasonal largesse at Christmas and reputedly being the

last to lower wages and the first to rise them again at times of crisis or

depression. This somewhat casual attitude to money, attractive though it seems

o us, was perhaps in part responsitle for his ncitesis. The massive
expenditure on Woodfold ‘may also have led in the long run to financial
difficulties, - vested abroad, verv unwisely, and in 1826, when the

Lancashlre cotton trade went through the tirst of jts great nineteenth-century

financial and t.ommercral crises, his fortunes turmed vatastrophically sour. In

July 1827 he was declared

-and later that ye

property. The humiliation was such that he left Blackburn at night, went to
=d his home town again: he died

a substantial part of his

live in Bath, and as far as is known never visit

i Bath at the age of 92 in 1856,

101067 2P
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2.6 In 1828 the first part of the property was sold, comprising the land south of
Arley Brook and the southern half of the park which lav in the township of
Samlesbury. This land was bought b)- in the mid-1790s but he had no

other legal interest except as owner. In the remainder of the estate, however

2 R R i AT BB MR [avr.

(that part in Mellor township), he was also lord of the manof. That half was
reserved from the 1828 sale on the grounds that it had been legally settled on
his daughters. However, the family clearly preferred to liquidate all its assets
in Blackburn, and in 1831 the daughters, via local agents, completed the sale,
ending the involvement of the- with the Woodfold property. The

property sales of 1828 and 1831 are, from the historian’s poini of view, of

great value because the two sale plans and catalogues give us our first detailed

description of the house and park.

2.7 The purchase'r:in both cases was another local man,_but

he died in 1832, shortly after the second sale; The estate then passed intact to

his son, another || 1o 1ived &t Woodfold until his death in
1849, N - ; : prominent [ocal businessman and textile

merchant, and in 1844 served as_ Woodfold, with

its status and architectural magnificence, was a worthy home for a man so

prominent in county society and the financial affairs of the region’s leading

industry. On his death the whole propurty was inherited by his brother,

_ who died in 1853. It then passed jointly inherited to his two

daughters, one of whom, was
the sister-in-law of of Blackburmn. The

-did not live at Woodfold, which instead was let out to a series of

tenants- during the 1850s, 1860s and 1870s. However_is

said eventually to have persuaded her brother in law to buy the estate, to sort

]

out what is tactfully referred to as ‘a family difficulty’, and in 1878 the

purchase of 836 acres was completed.

¢

; 2.8 _ was born in -at the family’s small brewery in Eanam,
1 Blackburn. He built the business up, so that by the 1860s it had become the
' most important industrial concern in the area apart from the cotton mills, and
E was now one of Lancashire’s leading breweries. |l was the leading
'
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- she married

citizen of the town, active and influential in the politics of the new borough
council and serving a_ He, too, wanted to
establisi himself as a country gentleman and, unlike- could take
advantage bf a ready-made estate and a large and. impressive country house on
the doorstep: although Blackburn was expanding rapidly the Woodfold estate
was far enough from the centre to be unafficted by-. industrial pollution or the
visual intrusion of mills and chimneys, while ‘the Woodfold estate and other
large suburban or edge of town houses and grounds enéured that this north-
west sector was to remain relatiyely inviolate. It was then, as it still is, the
most prosperous, exclusive and ‘protected’ part of greater Blackburn,
Thwaites was a great improver in the tradition of enlightened landowners,
investing heavily in rebuilding fénns and cottages, undertaking tree-planting,
hedge-planting, road building and drainage throughout his estate, and adopting
a paternal and benevolent attitude to his tenants which was often noted by

contemporearies.

He rarely lived at Woodfold, however, since he and his wife decided to hold
the estate almost ‘in trust’ for their only chiId._died i 1378,
and the Woodfold estate, together with the many other properties which he
had owned in Mellor, Samleébury, Blackburn and Darwen, and the lordship of
In
and |
-a well-known local figure, ‘remained as lady of the mancr and
chatelaine of Woodfold until 1939. When the Second World ‘War broke out

the manor of Mellor, passed to his young

she left Woodfold, to live in the family’s other house near Castle Douglas in

Galloway, and never returned - she died in 1946. The Woodfold estate was

who had been raised to the

and his-ons of his deceased

peerage as

_During the war the house had been kept in running order,

housvingv evacuees among other uses, but none of the family wanted to live
there again — it was regarded as very antiquated and there vere problems such
as inadequate water supplies and no elecuricity — and so in 1947 it was offered
for sale. There were no purchasers, and in 1949 the contents were removed,

the saleable assets siripped, and the shell left to deieriorate,
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2.10

2.11

2.12

The park, which had long been neglected, was already in relatively poor

condition. After 1949 the land on the south side of the brook continued — as it
had been throughout the prev1ous century and a half - in full agricultural use as
part of the tenanted Old Woodfold Farm. However, that on the north’ side — the
former open parkland adjacent to the house ~ experienced continued decline.
This had always been a grazed park, with most of the grassland under non-
intensive agricultural use, but the upkeep of the fencing and walls and, in
particular, the maintenance of the woodland including the pleasure groun&s

north of the house, was of necessity a key element of estate management.

After 1949 very little maintenance was undertaken. The grassland was let out
to neighboufing farmers and. grazed, thus some of the fencing was kept in
repaired, but the woodland became completely overgrown and no maintenance
of any sort was undertaken. The pleasure grounds and walks began to
diéappear'in the undergrowth; the perimeter railings, already damaged by the
removal of some for wa:iime salvage, started to disintegrate; the buildings on
the estate, such as the orangery and the hothouse conservatory in the kitchen
garden, became ruinous; and in the park the fine trees lay where they fell in
gales or as they died of old age. The field drains were no longer kept in repair,
so that in parts of the park the grassland became increasingly wet (probably
reverting to its original condition) and this problem was greatly exacerbated in
the late 196Cs when a new gas pipeline was laid across the park, severing

many of the field drains which led to Iarge scale waterlogging in the area west

of the house.

The house itself was derelict and roofless by the early 1960s, at which point

articles began to appear in the local press lamenting its fate, while the owner,

_and his agents, started to propose schemes for new uses for

B s U

the land and house. Resteration as a hotel was a recurrent favourite, while the
conversion of the park to a golf course was also raised on a number of
occasions. The abandoned house and the orangery had both been designated as
Grade II listed buildings by the Ministry of Town and Country Planning in
August 1952, while in 1995 the park was included on the English Heritage

Register of Parks and Gardens as a Grade 11 site, The fate of both the house

‘E‘.‘{?ﬁ,"'
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and the landscape was therefore increasingly seen as a matter of heritage and
conservation importance, as well as a planning issue. It is in this context that
the present repo'rt on the development of the historic landscape has' been,
prepared as a prelude to the forthcoming restoration of the house and other

historic structures and the reuse of the park.

The park and its plan

3.1 As already noted, there was no house on the site of Woodfold Hall. -

-pu'vrc'hased several hundred acres of farmland, méinly given over to

pasture though with a limited amount of arable. There were also patches of

woodland, their precise boundaries now unknown. The imp]icéti‘on of the early
nineteenth century descriptions is that there was a significant survival of older
woodland in the valley of Arley Brook. Given the very steep slopes,
particularly south of the omémema] bridge, and the ceeply-incised nature of
the [ower section of the valley between the bridge and Alum Scar, this is very
probable, for this stretch can never have been used for agriculture and in such
circumstances woodland survival is characteristic. The conversion of pasture
and meadow to grassed parkland was a relatively easy process, while the

topography of the area (with prominent ridges to the north and south offering
long views down to a deep valley) gave a strong underlying basis for the new
landscape. Nonetheless; a substantial amount of civil engineering work was

undertaken in order to reshape the landscape in certain key areas.

Woodfold Hall was described in 1807 as ‘a very magnificent house [which
has] lately been er'ected,' of bluish-grey stone, having in the centre a flight of
steps with a portico supported by four massy columns of the Corinthian order’.
The front elevation is the feature which always attracted enthusiastic comment
and today, now that the rear of the building has been demolished, it remains its
outstanding feature. A description written in 1825 refers to ‘a handsome
modern structure, built of freestore. and adorned with o pdrﬁco in front,
supported by four lofty columns of the Corinthian order, the bases of which
rest on the highest stone step of a flight which leads to the entrance’. The

house was precisely positioned to take the fullest advantage of the magnificent
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design for the front elevation, It faces south, with a view extending across the
“valley. towards Bi!lfngé Scar and also along the valley to the north-sast and
south. The house also lies on a slight forward projection of the ridge, which
makes a low natural platform sh’ghtly raised above the surrounding parkiand
‘but also clear of the woodland behind, so that the fagade pushes forward into
the ﬁark and its prominence is emphasised. The views of the housé, from the
valley, the park and the opposite §Iope; a}e the basis of the landscaping and the
design of the park was very carefujly structured to avoid detractin g from that

dramatic and stark architectural centrepiece.

3.3 The earliest plan which su;vives dates from 1828, but the engraving of
Woodfold which appears in Corry’s History of Lancashire (1825} is probably
the earliest visual representation. It draws attention to the prominent front of
the building and indicates that the basic form of the park which survives
(albeit in battered condition) today — grassland, edged by woodland and dotted
with carefully-placed individual trees, and with a lake in the foreground [now
largely invisible in the woodland] - is identical with that of the original
design, In other words, although the park has changéd in detail there is a
remarkable degree of similarity between the view of 1825, the plans of 1828
and 1831, and the present landscape. The design was extremely simple yet
sophisticated: a great house, set against a backdrop of woodland on a steep
'slope, forming the dominant element in a massive sweep of grassland dotted

with fine individual trees.

34  This design was created from scratch in 1797-1799. Contemporary writers
refe;red to making of the park as enclosure, but this does not ihiply ‘enclosure’
in the usnal sense, 8 Instead, it means that the grounds were encircled (and thus
enclosed) by a new stone wall, which was said to be four miles in
circumference and nine feet high. A more accurate term is employed by the

Victoria County History, which notes that the land was ‘imparked’,” and that is

g ‘the word which js usually employed today.
f g S
35 & That is, enclosed by the subdivision of waste ground or common fields - this was already: -
E enclosed land in that sense of the word, '
S g 7 That is, created as a park by change from previous land uses
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3.5

3.6

The main road which is now the A677 Preston New Road, was not
constructed until 1825. Until that time a network of country lanes gave access
to this part of Mellor, and to the town of Blackburn. In the middle of the
eighteenth century the road which is now Further Lane ran from Nabs Head

via the hamlet of Shorrocks Green, to- Arley and on into Blackbum via
Beardwood and Dukes Brow. It crossed the area of the later Woodfold Park in
an indirect alignment which ran a]ong the top of the slope behing Woodfold
Hall — where its course is marked by the private lane runnmg westwards from
Woodfold Park Farm - then towards the Deer. Housn where it is sti]] clear,

and on to the site of the lodges at GR644296. before passing Arley Farm and

heading for Beardwood.

The lane was inconveniently close to the siie of the proposed house, and
Sudell clearly did not want any public access across the estates which he had
acquired. This public road was therefore diverted when emparking took place,
in a classic e\ample of the reshaping of the older landscape to accord with the
aesthenc and socml aspirations of the ambitious landowner. The new course
took it from Raven’s Wing | m a long gentle curve, the present ahonment of
Further Lane, past the main northern entrance to the estate, and then alongside
Lodge Wood. The new alignment is very clearly indicated on the 1831 sale
plan and is prominent on the 1848 Ordnance Survey 6-inch map: on the
former it is shown cutting through the pattern of earlier enclosed fields, The
old lane was partly abandoned and mcomorated within the grassland of the
park, and partly downgraded to a private track The section north of the house
has been noted: east of Woodfold Park Farm it runs east from Woodfold Park
Farm, first between walls and then as an open grassed track, past Deer House
and into the small steep sided valley at its eastern end, before curving to join
the later eastern drive to the house. I have not been able to trace a road order,

confirming this reroutm » among the quarter sessions records.

The majority of the farmland on the north sjde of the valley was readily
converted into open grassland. Any existing boundaries were removed to

ensure an uninterrupted sweep extending for almost a mile, with the house and

its fine portico as Q ilec A]tlgpug‘? 21 Plar\n es to show the
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previous field pattern of this area, there are traces of trec alignments on the
1828 and 1831 sale rlans and the 1848 and 1893 Ordnance Surﬁey maps
which indicate some at least of the boundaries. We also have list of all the

fields in the southern part of the park, as set out i the 1828 sale particulars:

Parcel 99 [at the southern tip of the park] had previously comprised ‘The
Wood Fields, Higher Fields. ‘Meadow, Orchards and Crofts, or parts of the
same, now laid together and forming one Close of Arable Land’ totalling just

under 11 statute acres

Parcel 102 [the land due south of the Hall including the two ponds on the top
of the low ridge opposite the house] had previously comprised ‘The Oller
Carr, TWoV Bank Fields, OId Field, Higher and Lower Calf House, Meadow;,
Backside Meadow, the Wel] Fiefd, and Eccies Field, or parts of them, now

forming one Close of Pasture Land’ totalling 20 acres

Parcel 104 [on the edge of the present park south-west of the Hall] had
previously comprised Barn Field, Croft, Backside Meadow, Marl Field, Two
Acre, Long Field, Nab meadow, or parts of them now occupied as grass land®

and totalting 10 statute acres

The name “Oller Carr’ is significant in landscape terms, since ‘carr’ is the
dialect term for overgrown wet ground, and ‘oller’ s alder. . The present
condition of this part of the park suggests strongly that the ancient alder carr
lay in the wet ground south-west of the hall, where a waterlogged and rush-
grown shallow basin is still apparent. The particulars of these three parcels,
withr' their previous subdivision into many small fields (in only 41 acres there
were all or part of at least 22 previous fields) means that a bj ghly fragmented
and ‘probébly irreguylar field pattern, typical of medieval and e;rly modern
piecemeal private enclosure from waste or woodland, can be postulated with

confidence.

In the valley itself plantation woodlands were created. probably extending and

augmenting existing semi-natural woodland along the streamside and on the

—_————
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steepesi slopes. Plantation woodlands were also established along the
perimeter of the park, to provide a shelter belt and screen: these are very clear
on the 1828 sale plan at the western side of the park and on the 1831 plax at

the eastern end adjacent to the lodges. The 1828 plan emphasises that the
ornamental bridge which linked the north and south sides of the valley also
represented a visual break: on the upstream side wvere plantation Woodlands,
but cn the downstream side the map symbolises ihe much steeper and less

accessible section of the vall ey, where planting was thicker.

In creating water features, so typical of landscaping schemes jn the second
half of the elghteenth century) the unknown desrgner was able to exploit the

natural Opportumnes presented by Arley Brook. This was dammed and a
continuous chain of three long lakes was created. These occupied almost all
the valley floor for a distance of a mile, although the topography meant that
the three lakes were very narrow. The ornamental bridge already mentionad
crossed the brook at the head of the Jowest lake, while further downstream
were cascades and ornamental rock features to embellish the steep-sided
vailey. It was always intended that the two upper lakes would be visible from
the park and house, so that no planting of trees took place on the north side of
the valley above the bridge, These lakes are now almost entirely silted up,
while the bridge and other stonework have suffered considerable dammage and

neglect over many years and are in poor condition.

On the south side of the vallev the majority of the slope was retained as
farmland; although it is reasonable 1o suppose that its general character was
enhanced considerably by replanting of hedges, modest regulanbmg of the
field rattern, and the reconstruction of farm buildings. The key landscape
feature on this side was, however, the construction of two ponds (now known
as Jeffery Pond and White House Pond) which, somewhat daringly, did not
Occupy a stream valley but were constructed as ‘perched ponds® on the edge of
the slope above the valley of Arley Brook, retainec by substantial earth
smbankn:ents and winding 2long the contour. The lakes are at 120 metres OD,

while the house is at approximately 125 metres OD or the other side cf the

valley: the slight dirference s carefully chosen to ensure that when the park

—_————
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was laid out it was possible to look across the valley from the house and see a
sheet of water at almost the same level. Equally, from the middle slope
opposite the observer would look over a sheet of water and across a largely
invisible vailey, concealed behind the artificial lake and embankment, so that
there would be an illusion that the house steod just above the lake surface.

This is illustrated by an 1838 engraving which reveals the skilful visual trick

of the designer.

The other key element in the overall des; gn was the treatment of the areas near
to, and behind, the great new house. The first message conveyed by the
design, one still instantly recognisable today, is that there should be an
absolite minimum of ‘designed’ landscape on the west, south and east sides of
the house, to ensure that its dramatic and bold form remained undiminished.
Thus, no planting of trees, no ornamental gardens, no other buildings, no
complex patterns of paths and steps, would be permitted. It is remarkable that
this forcetul aspect of the design was virtually unmodified throughout the life
of the house — the photographs of the 1920s and 1930s, its last period of

splendour, emphasise that the view of the facade was as bare and ‘minimalist’

as it had been over a centu.y earlier.

The decision to make this the basis of the overall design therefore required
that any ornamental elements, together with ou'tbuilldings, service areas and
mhé: potentially intrusive features, would have to be very carefully placed and
preferably concealed to-avoid damaging the clarity of the view of the house in
its immediate parkland setting. As a result, the ‘footprint’ of the Hall and
outbuildings was exceptionally combact. The plan main building comprised a
d.bublé square; the front one being centred on a stairwell and hall, the rear one
designed around an open unroofed courtyard. The latter included not only the
domestic offices, such as buttery, kitchen, scullery and servants’ hall, but also
‘processing’ places such as the dairy and the brewhouse. Behind the rear
courtyard block was a small semi-enclosed yard and circulating area, with a
short range of outbuildings (including a laundry and kennel yard) on the
opposite side, built into the slope of the hill — partly, no doubt, because the

space was limited, but partly because this meant a greater degree of
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concealment. As a result of this Iack of space, and to avoid visual intrusion,
the coach house, stables and other larger offices were built well away from the
house, at the top of the slope and outside the main park at Woodfeld Park
Farm. The design was ingenidﬁs’ and sophisticated: cfucia]ly, the architecture

and plan of the house, and the design of the park and grounds were conceived

as one.

The 1828 sale plan is not sufficiently precise to allow the fine detail of the
landscape to be assessed with conﬁdénce, but that of 1831 is of special valye
in giving details of the orhamcntal grounds. The land behind the house had
been formed into a plantation woodland, distinguished by a wide variety of
trees and shrubs (including horse chestnut, oak, beech, European lime, ash and
hol]y) and through this woodland was woven a network of narrow curving
pathways or walks. The woodland itself was carefully laid out with specimen
trees in key locations, intended to provide a focus for visual irterest,

associated with lower planting of holly, hawthom and yew (to which
rhododendrons, now a dominating‘e]ement in the lower planting, were added
subsequently). The whole formed what was described as the ‘pleasure
ground’, as noted in the 183] sale catalogue: ‘The fand immediately behind,
and to the north-west of the Mansion-house has been laid out with great taste
as a ﬂdwer-garden and pleasure-ground, with warm and retired walks,

sheltered by well-grown plantations and evergreen shrubberies’ ® The location
of the flower garden is uncertain, since the maps do not dlfferentlate the uses
within the pleasure-ground and the state of the woodland area now is so poor

that no trace apparently remains. It may be, though, that the extensive drifts of

‘naturalised daffodils within the central part of the woodland have their origins.

in bulb-planiing undertaken as part of the early nineteenth century

landscaping,

However, what is now called the Orangery, and was then known as the
‘Green-House’, was definitcly in existence. It is referred to as a separate

feature in the text of the sale catalogue and is shown on the 1831 map as a

1831 Sale Catalogue [Blackburn Library]
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rectangular building with a slight projrectionA on its southern side, and with a
smaller squére building just beyond its northern corner. The 1828 plan,
although on a much smaller scale and less detailed, also shows it as a
rectangular structur=. In 1848 the OS 6-inch map, labelling it as ‘Hot House’,
shows a rectangular building with southern projection. This very fine building,
listed as Grade II, was -- according to the architséfur_al description — built in
the early nineteenth century. Its position is important, for although it now
within the woodland, all the earlier maps emphasise that when built it Waé‘ on
the edge, set back from the pérk but behind an yépr(‘)n of lawn. The orangery
therefore looked out across the park and the valley of Arley Brook and (no less

important) it was prominent in views from the southern half of the park.

The 1831 map hints at the existence of the large deep depression which lies
just west of the Orangery, and the 1848 map confirms its existence (the
contour line is sharply indenicd into die hillside at this point). In 1848 this
seems to have been treated as an extension of the open lawned area in front of
the Orangery: that was certainly the case in 1893, when the 25-inch map
shows a clearing here. The map of 1928, which shows a pathway circling the
base of the depression, makes its use as a garden feature ‘quite certain. The
depression is clearly an artificial feature and, though now partly-overgrown
and with wooded sides, has the appearance of a former quarry (or delph to use
the local term). There is good reason to suppose that this was its origin, for the
1796 contract for the construction of the house stated that ‘The Ashlar-stones
and those for hewing are proposed to be got in a delf now open at Abbot-brow,
near Abbot-hoixse, within Mellor, but the inferior stones will be met with very
near ‘the intended situation of the house’, and it is virtually certain that this
depression is the excavation for thé ‘inferior stones® of 1797-1798. There is no
reason to doubt that it was subsequently given a basic landscaping treatment
and became a ‘sunken garden’ which formed part of the pleasure grounds,

edged by ornamental woodland and linked with the rest by paths.

Other building materials may also have been won from the park itself. The
long sweep of the grassland is interrupted by several roughly circular

depressions and other excavations. There are also some ponds, one of which,
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due south of the house on the crest of the next low ridge, is surrounded by

large trees and is still water-filled. Others are now dry hollows and areas of
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wet ground. The origins of these ponds and other depressions is not certain, £
though it is certain that the larger ponds predate the creation of the park (the ?éc
3

two south of the house are shown on the 1828 plan, but their form suggests

much . older field ponds or possxbly marl pits). Such ponds are very

v.ﬁ’l,,.v, = A

characteristic features of the rural [andscape in the area — on the south side of
the valley almost every fi ield has one. However, the more irregular depressions

such as those due east of the house and between the house and the ponds may

possibly be the result of excavation for building materials, as the1893 25-inch

fik=s
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map labels the latter as ‘old clay pit’.

3.18 It is immediately apparent from the 1828 and 1831 sale plans that the western
part of the site did not include the walled kitchen garden which is now its most
important — though totally derelict — feature. The site of the kitchen garde
was not wooded, and is shown on this map and - though in less detail — that of
1828 as a deep ‘bay of open ground edged on three sides by the plantation
woods. The 1825 engraving of the Hall and park also shows this feature ve v
clearly, with a continuous grassed slope extending down from the woo. d R
ridge-top. The 1831 map makes a distinction between the estate —type planting &
on the northern side of the future kitchen garden and the ornamental plant‘ng

on the north-east and southern sides, a distinction which is still detec: le

today.

3.19  On the Arley Brook a small watermill was situated near the southern tip the
park, on land now in other ownership and not part of the present develo; ent
project. On the 1828 plan and in the accompanymg sale particulars it is n: ned
as Maudlumm Mill and described as a ‘bone miil”. [t was associated with a
“fish lock’, or fish-weir on the brook. The particulars note that ‘the rapid flow
of the Brook is interrupted, at intervals, by natural, as well as artificial
obstructions, producing picturesque  Waterfalls, capable, from the quick
descent of the Stream, of considerable enlargement. Maudlumm Mill.'an

antient [sic] structure applicable to many useful agricultural, and other

purposes, is worked by this Stream ... The wheel belonging to the Mill is in
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good working order, and nearly new. It is 3 feet_ 6 Inches in face, and abo:t 15

ENEE
il

feet in diameter’. However, on the 6-inch OS map of 1848 this is shown as

‘Mill, site of’, implying that it was by then complétely derelict. More recent]y

OBV, S SPYRS L DU R T AU S VU G I

a sawmill (now derelict) was built on the brook further upstream, just below
the lowest of the three ornamental lakes. and associated with other features,
the remains of which survive, including a hydraulic ram, cistens and an

aqueduct.

e T

Contemporary descriptions of the park and landscape at Woudfold
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4.1 The ambitious, extensive and impressive emparkment of Woodfold, together

with the architectural splendour of the new hous‘e,‘ attracted the attention of

contemporary observers and it became one of the sights of the area, suitable to
be mentioned in county guides and histories in the same way as other major

country houses and ‘gentlemen’s seats’. The earliest published description is

probably that pri.nted in _Bea'un'es of England and Wales, which
appeared in 1807:

_ the proprictor and lord of the manor, has spared no

expence in improving the grounds about this noble mansion, and in
embellishing them with considerable expanses both of wood and water. The
house stands near the northern boundary of the park, whic‘h is surrounded by a
wall of hewn stone, four miles in circumference, nearly nine feet high, and
mounted with a round coping at the top. The park contains some romantic

glens, and fine plantations of young and old trees’.’

4.2 This brief account focuses on the key features - plantation woodlands, water

and the walling of the park — and was plagiarised in several. subsequent

accounts of Woodfold. It is clear that ¢ontemporaries considercd this to be

much the most important and impressive park in mid-Lancashire, while the
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house - monumental, massive and ir. the most fashionable taste — was of equal

_ The Beauties of. England and Wales, or original delineation, topographical,
historical and descriptive, of each county, vol [X Lancashire, Leicestershire and Lincolnshire
(1807) p.123
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interest. The descriptions are in the characteristically fuisome and obsequious
style which typified publications for which gentlemen such as Sudeli were the

target market, but there is no doubting the impression which Woodfold made

upon contemporary observers.

This impact is apparent in the 1825 description from | #istory o
Lancashire, which also included the earliest known engraving of the house.

-vrotc that:

‘the chief ornament to this township [Mellor] is Woodfold Park, the seat of

_It is five miles i1 circumference, and riéhly adorned with

woods, modern plantations, and all the beauties of the varied scenery
presented by hill and dale; wood and water, still further embellished by the
truly magniﬁcent,mansion of the owner ... The manor of Mellor has been
much improved by this gentleman, and it is warmly to be hoped that his

example will induce other opulent proprietors of land in this part of the

Cou‘nty’.m
The section of the valley of Arley Brook which fell within the Woodfold
estate satisfied the aesthetic need for a wilderness element within the
landscape, to provide a sharp contrast with the smooth grassed slopes of the
park and the regularity of the house itself. This was the ‘romantic alen’ of

which Britton wrote, and the 1828 sale description waxes lyrical about its

scenic charms:

‘The banks of the Arley Brook form, with the n‘ig‘ged bed of that Rivulet, a
deep and sequestered Glen, each side covered (excep't where composed of |
naked roc‘:ks),‘ with fine overhanging_ Woods, . beneath v;rhich,ralong the
Northerly side of the Stream, and within the limits of this Lot .[no.6], Is &
retired walk which, following the windings of the Brook for upwards of half a

Mile, d'scloses, at various points, the most striking and romantic Scenery’.

572p
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This description — estate agent’s advertising — could have foreshadowed the
loss of this landscape. Only. threq;= years after the publication of the description
in Corry’s History, the world 0- collapsed in bankruptcy and the
estate was sold. There was clearly a considerable risk that the carefully-
constructed landscape of the park would be signifi cantly altered as a resqu' the
sale .was piecemeal and sections of the property could have passed into
different hands while the passibility of industrialisation was present in any
locality in this part of the county. Had land ownership been fragmented the
future of the park would have beén seriously jeopardised but its good fortune
was that ‘the.sales eventually - resulted in purchase by Hindle. Even more
fortuitous was that unified property in turn passed to

Nonetheless, there were changes in detail and although&

evidence survives, it is possible to trace these from successivé editions of the

Ordnance Survey maps. These changes are considered below.

Changes to the landscape later in the nineteenth century

_ who inherited at the end of-from his father, was
_nd clearly regarded Woodfold as a house

and property to be upgraded and enhanced — it was the beneficiary of

substantial investment during his period of ownership. Although nothing
significant was done to the house — at least insofar as external appearance was
concerned — the park was improved to take account not so much of changing
taste, but rather of‘practical cdns‘iderations It is striking that altaough by 1850
Woodfold, with its ‘classic’ late elghteenth century architecture and landscape
— was senous]y unfash:onable nothing was done to ‘reshape its “overall
character. Thus, no formal gardens were ever constructed, no Gothic elements

intruded, and the aesthetic aims of the 1790s were not compromised.

The 1848 Ordnance Slirvey 6-inch map shows the kitchen garden, whereas
the 1831 sale plan does not, The date of this feature can therefore be placed
sometime between 1832 ('when_ and 1845
(when OS surveying began). "We cannot be more precise, but it is quite clear

that the kitchen garden is a later msemon mto the orllgma zElzmd.s,cgpe:"desgu
: 4
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The steep south-facing slope here was terraced, to provide a more manageable
form for cult‘ivétion, and a pair of retaining walls was constructed with‘a‘ ﬂight
of steps between upper and lower levels. High red-brick side-wélls with flat
flagstone caps were built to the east and west: these survive in relétively good
condition, though the capstones have fallen and broken in several places. The
distinctive cu.rvirig'buttr.esses at the southern ends of the 'wallé are an unusual
and attractive featﬁre, as is thé'surviVEng roUnd-héaded archway which gi?es
access from the kitt‘:hen'garden” into the 6mafﬂental woodland. The northern
edge of the site was prévided Wi;h a high red-brick wall, against which were
constructed a range of garden buildings, bothies and a centfa]. glazed hot-house

(1848 term) or conservafofy (1884 term). A well was built in the centre of the

lower terrace and by 1893 a second small range of sheds and a glazed building
(probably a potting shed) had been built ﬁlrthE:r north, cut into the slope of the
hillside. As was typical of kitchen gardens, the arrangement of paths, shown
most clearly on the 1893 map, was neatly symmetrical and regulai': there was

order and beauty as well as utility.

The same period, roughly 1832-1845, saw changes to the roads within the
park and, as a result, to the landscape of the grassland areas and the pleasure
grounds. The sale plan of 1831 shows that at that time (and presumably,
therefore, as part of the briginal design) the house was approached by a long
curving drive which extended south from the realigned Further Lane just north
of Shorrock Green. Here a substantial entrance gate with tall stone piers was
built, and still survives. The drive then ran past Woodfold Park Farm, through
an inner gafe, and entered a turning cirele or forecourt on the inner side of the
perimeter wall. The drive then crossed the grassland southwards in a long

curve before approaching the house from the south-east.

Another drive — at this time the more important - approached the house from
the south, leaving the Pleasington Road at a pair ¢f hexagonal lodges and then
winding across the southern half of the park past Old Woodfold and down to
the breok, which was crossed by an ornamental bridge at one end of which

was a pair of stone gateposts with associated iron fencing. This section of the

drive gave fine views across the valley to the house, which helps tc explain
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as th mam “"Epr ach,;whlL the route into Blackburn via

why it was regar
Billinge Scar i thg )e%rs around 1800 much more direct and convenient.
For importah[ lsltofs, and for the ambitious and conﬁdentowncr, the sense of
arrival - when approaching the house from .thé south was particularly
impressive. The view embraced the fine mansion on the opposite hillside, the
wooded slopes, the vast expanse of grassland, the rich and well-ordered farms,

and the lakes and streams of a great country estate.

By 1848, however, this pattern of rootes had been extensively remodelled. A
second main approach to tﬁe house now entered the park from the cast,
where an entrance lodge (usually known as the Mellor Lodge and now listed
Grade II) had been built on. the Blackburn to Preston turnpike road [Preston
New Road] which was constructed in 1825. From. the Iodge a drive extended
through plantation wocdlands for almost half a mile to a second of inner lodge
(now known as Middle Lodge and also listed Grade II). It then continued on a
gently curving route contouring across thé:_ open grassland of the park towards
the house. This is the present drive which, though iargely‘b disused, is still a
prominent feature of the open parkland east of the house. Clearly it is not an
element from the original design of the Iato 1790s, but reflects the changing
aspirations of the estate*sl new owner in the 1830s. The building of Preston
New road, which slashed across the earlier landscape north of the Woodfold
estate, is crucial to this reorientation, because it provided an opportunity for an
imoosing’ new estate entrance, with gates and a lodge, to be constructed much
nearer to Blackbum,‘ with access to the fast new main road, and with a more
public and impressi\;e demonstfation of the status of the estate than was
afforded by the earlier access from the narrow irregularity of Further Lane or

the back road through Billinge.

The visual impact of the approach along the new drive was carefully
calculated. The visitor passed through woodland — which was in reality
comparatively narrow and limited in éxtent, but offered glimpses into fields
and pastures — and then came to the middle lodge. The sense of arrival was

hLeightened by the enclosed feeling of this first phase, and then giveﬁ drama by

the emergence into a huge and uninterrupted sweep of grassland. The second




stage ‘of the arrival involved a sequence of increasingly 1mpresswe vistas

-

across the park, to which was added the view of the great house, seen “side on®

y and thus projecting out into the park from the wood!and screen behind. As the

visitor drew niearer, the full scale and bulk of the house became apparent, and

i the almost theatrical effect of the facade was fully r'ea]ised.‘

i 5.7 At the same time (the 1830s) as the new drive was constructed and a grand '

entrance to the estate and house was therefore provided, other changes took b|
I place.- The earlier northern drive, which curved across the grassland south of
‘ Woodfold Park Farm, was now redundant. It was therefore abandoned and is

not shown on the map of 1848. However, neither the new drjve from Preston

o ui——

New Road nor the old main' drive from the south park was suitable for

E ‘inferior’ uses, such as deliveries, servant traffic and household business, so an
y alternative — a tradesmen’s access - had to be provided. At some point in the i
l late 1830s, therefore, a new service road was built through'the pleasure , |
] ground to the north of the house, winding through the plantation woodland % ’
§ from the yard just south of Woodfold Park Farm to the service area at the rear | :;
of Woodfold Hall. The new drive followed the alignment of one of the earlier i i;
i winding paths, except at its northern end where it diverged towards Woodfold , ;;
1 Park Farm. ; :j;f
1 | %
| :
5.8 The construction of this new drive mi ght imply that the value placed upon this | %
i woodland as a pleasure ground was diminished, but the design of the new i )'1‘
service road strongly suggests the opposite. Everything was done to cnsure ; 1:
i that it blended well with its surroundmgs The drive, which surv:ves intact | £
along its entire length, was surfaced with setts and rammed stone and bounded ' i&j
i by stone retammg walls approximately 1.0 metre in height. It is cut into the i %
: hillslope, probably to ease the gradient (it-would have been used by laden carts f ?
i delivering, for example, coal to the house) and for the same reason follows a ; E* '
sinuous course, but this also meant that it was sympathetic to the existing [‘ ’£
i pattern of winding pathways through the woodland. The new drive was thus ! :{_{
superimposed upon an existing pattern of paths, and the earlier landscape of } ii
i the pleasure. grounds, but was designed so that it appears'part of the original | :
design. Where it intersecied the earljer pathwavs the stone retaining walls -

w’iOJ”P |
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were curved back into the alignment of rhe'pathways, so that the two elements

were skilfully Integrated.
Within the woodland the details of planting are obscure though the existing

trees and shrubs give a general indication of what was designed in the first nalf

of the nineteenth century. The 183: sale plan and the 1843 Ordnance Survey

map beth indicate an area of regular planting due north of the house at the top

of the slope, where todéy there is a semi-open glade within the wood]and. The

Mmap suggests shout straight lines of trees and it is possible that this represents

either an orchard or the remains of a small tree nursery laid out during the

period of plantation development. Although the 1893 map 'delineates this area

with a pecked line it does not distinguish it in any other way. It is however
significant that whereas in 1848 a path of track led straight from the rear of the
house to this area of woodland, by 1893 this has been. truncated, as though
direct éccess was no longer needed. In 1919 this area 1s shown as an irregular
clearing, but in 1928, after the last major phase of improvement works on the
estate, it had become a large rectangular Open space and it seems probable —

though at present unprovable — that it had been lajd out as tennis courts.

The boundary between the woodland and grassjand of the park was defined by
a low brick wall with stone capping, topped by slender and cldsely-spaced
iron railings. The two engravirgs, of 1825 and 1838, do not show this feaiure
but since they were drawn from a considerable distance away that is not proof
that the railings did not exist. The sale plans of 1828 and 1831 imply that the

boundaries were ‘hard®: both use pecked lines to indicate unfenced boundaries

elsewhere on the estate, but the woodland edge is shown with a solid line. This
was certainly the case in 1848, and it is reasonable to suppose that the railings
which survive in some stretches, though in & very poor condition, Were in
place by this time. For most of its Iéngth this boundary emphasised a very

but in front of the Orangery

e enclosed space from the

sharp contrast between woodland and grassl:ind,
there was a lawned area so the low wall separated th

open park. The aim was clearly to give views out from the Orangery across the

park but perhaps more importantly to give a view of the Orangery - this is

very clear in the 1825 engraving, where the Orangery appears as a prominent

feature,
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l 5.11 At the edge of the woodland west of the house, where the line of the wood
projects somawhat into the park, was a small aviary. It is almost certainly an

! original feature of the landscaping, since it is apparently indicated on the 1828
sale plan and is certainly shown on that of 1831. It therefore belongs tc_

l BN ::nd design. The 1831 plan clearly shows a shallow semi-circular

building with a small oval enclosure in front, on the very edge of the weod,

! and it has precisely this form today, though totally ruinous. Its architectural '

i

i

i

style shows similarities to that of the Orarigery, on a much smaller scale — in

péu’tié:j]ar, the curved iron glazing bars which formerly supported the roof.

5.12  In the edge of the grassland close to the aviary are the remains of cisterns and
wells which supplied water to the house: ‘The Premises are constantly and
abundantly supplied with fine. Sbringfand Cistern-Water”.!! They tap natural
springs in the hillside (which is extremely waterlogged along this stretch) and
consist of stone-lined tanks with massive flat capstones, now partly broken
and damaged. It is unclear when they were construcied, as they are not shown
on the 1828 or 1831 sale ‘plans or the 1848 OS map [which usually indicates
such features and, for example, shows a well in the newly-built kitchen

garden] — but as they were underground they may simply have been igno;a-ri

PR

on those maps. The wells are however shown on the 1893 25-inch map.

e

5.13  The 1825 engraving and the sale plans of 1828 and 183! show the house with
a driveway widening as a forccourt or carriage sweep in front of the main
entrance and then continuing along both sides of the building. Beyond the

driveway [presumably gravélléd] the grassland extends in an uninterrupted

WEre narrow ‘_beds’, but it is not possible to say what treatment these were
given. In 1831 the driveway and carriage sweep appears to have been
unfenced, but on the 1848 map it is shown with a solid line which impties that

it was now edged (probably with iron estate railings). This arrangement was

T e IR F TR A4 S ST T T AMIBINY e i e  mdsto

unchanged in 1893 but by 1910, when the second edition of the 23-inch map

T —— TSI TS TE

1831 sale plan: description of house 2 D

' l sweep. The 1831 plan indicates that between the driveWay and the house walls

st agnered &’V’?‘%i‘
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was published, a major change had taken place. A large roughly rectangular
plaiform area in front of the house had been separated from the open parkland
to form an enclosure, and the forecourt was unfenced once more. The iron-
fenced enclosure which survives today is therefore a relatively recent addition
to the parkland landscape, constructed sometime around 1900. There is no
evidence that this enclosure was ever used for anything other than lawns, but it
can be presum'ed that its purpose was to allow the creation of an expanse of
<mooth and mown turf in front of the house, rather than the rougher grazed

grassland of the park.

Within the grassland areas of the park were many individual isolated trees,
‘dotted écross»t‘he slopes to give the classic impression of an English parkland
landscape. The 1825 engraving emphasises this element in the overall ‘view,
alt.hough it also gives prominence to the several small copses within the park
and hints at the survival of a line of substantial trees forming part of a thick
hedgerow across the slope south of the house. This hedgerow stcod on the line
of the boundary between the townships of Mellor and Samlesbury, and was
part of an older ﬁe]d"boundary. predating emparkment. It is shown as thc
northern edge of Lot 6 on the 1828 sale plan, because that that sale the lands
within Mellor were reserved to the|jjfamily ~ the implication is that the
boundary was still recognised. By 1848 the hedgerow had largely disappeared
but the OS 6-inch map shows that a line of trees survived on the boundary
sheltered in one of the gulleys running down to the brook. The same map
shows very clearly that a straight line of trees extended across the park from a
point close to the western édge’ of the kitchen garden south to the township
boundary, and this is clearly the remainé of an older field boundary. In
contrast, such clearly‘-deﬁned lines are not found in the eastern half of the
park. The line of trees is still clear on the 1893 map but several had been felled
in the inter-war period and today it is no longer apparent. Sometime between
1848 and 1893, probably simultaneously with the demolition of the farm
buildings at Greenhurst on the western edge of the park, the remaining fields
within the park curtilage south of the house were brought within the park itself
by removing the hedges and boundaries, though keeping some of the

a1 667 2P

hedgerow trees.
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6.1

At the north-east end of the park, east of Huntsman’s Cottages, is a large
rectangular field edged by strips of woodland. Although this is included within
the curtilage of the park (and is within the boundary of the designafed English
He;itage area) it is clear from map evidence that it 'was never integrated with
the park in visual or tunctional terms. This is probably because, as it lies
behind the crest of the sloping grassland, .it is largely invisible from the

parkland and ihe approach drive. This field was, however, subject to one
aspect of the landscaping implemented by _ at its eastern a_nd

western edges plantation woodland was created to prcvide a screen or shelter -

belt, and two small copses on the edge of the slope ‘WE'.’e p!aﬁted to break the
line of the crest. These wocded areas are shown on the 1831 sale plan a;nd the
1848 OS map, though the land was not part of the 1828 or 1831 sales and it
was specifically excluded from the definition of the park in 1831. It was
eventually divided into two fields by a central plantution strip containing an

elongated pond: the pond is shown in 1831 but the woodland appeared in

stages during the later ninetcenth century.

Conclusion

The analysis of the historical development of the park and house at Woodfoid
reveals — despite the paucity of documentary evidence — that the iandscape of
the late 1790s is surprisingly intact in its general pattern, even though there
has bécn much loss of detail. This is attributable 1o several factors: the first is
the decision o_- in 1796, to design on a grand scale and to a very
high standard, so that the Iandséépé ‘c‘reated was strong, simple and effective.
By its very scale and effectiveness in visual terms, yet its praéticality and
efficiency in functional terms, it worked extremely well and so incentives for
changs were few. The next factor is that most of the succession of owners in
the half-century from 1828 to 1878 were not in possession for sufficiently long

to make a clear mark, or were very conservative in their aesthetic perceptions

(as we may suppose was the case with_ or were not
really resident (as was the case with_; This meant that such
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6.3

6.4
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change as there was remained relatively modest and did not disrupt the form

and character of the property.

The same conservatism was clear during the long period, 1878 to 1939, when
the owner of the estate andiof the manor wa_-saw no
need to change the inkerited landscape and neither, crucially, did -wish to
do what so many Lancashire landowners did in .-time, namely sell up. All
across the county, in the years from the 1880s onwards, estates such as this
were being sold for building or industrial dcve]opment‘ or were heing handed
over to borough councxls for parks or public open space. Woodfold was saved
not only because of the conservatism of its-owner but also by a coincidence of
geographical factors: it lay just Deycmu the northern edge of the Lancashire
coalfield, thus escaping the development of mineral reserves which was to be
the ruin of a number of major estates in this period; it was too far out from
Blackburn to be affected by pressure for housmg development in the
Edwardian period and even betwee'l the wars; it did not have a main road
frontage but lay away from the through roads (and so was less susceptible to
pressure for industrial development or the speculative development of
housing, including ribbon development); and it was in a rural district council

area, not a borough, and so was not really appropriate to be handed over as a

municipal park.

The final paradox is that its abandonment in 1949 was in a sense its saving.
There is no doubt that if, as was hoped, the house and park had been sold for
institutional use in the latz 1940s, a wide range of changes would have been
imposéd. For example, sale as a hospita] or boarding school (both typical fates
of country houses at 'this'time) would inevitably have led to road-construction,
the development of many additional buildings, and the transformation of the
park. Although obviously a great deal of physical damage resulted from the
abandonment over the next half-century, the centinued low-level agricultural

use of the park helped to preserve its basic features.

As the reconstruction and conversion of the house, restoration of the landscape

and insertion of appropriate new built elements within the park begin, it is
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important to note the key features of the landscape so that their protection and
restoration form part of the new design ‘and development. The ‘checklist’
below indicates in basic summary form how restoration work can be fully
sympathetic to the inherited landscape of the area, and how it will make a very

positive contribution to the success of the scheme now being started:

the restoration of the pleasure grounds — this will involve Very extensive
clearance of secondary tree growth, fallen and dead trees, and undergrowth in
the woodland areas — a detailed staged survey of the woodland is already
under way, with the identification of trees for retention being determined not
only by their physical condition but aIso by thexr relevance 1o the origina!
planting schemes; and replacement with appropnate species where necessary,

mcludlng the re-creation of the form of earlier shrub planting (involving =

major reduction and upgrading of invasive thododendrons which have

seriously diminished the quahty of Iarge areas of the woodland)

0 the pleasure ground restoration will also require the clearance, restoration anc
reopening of the network of paths, which can be identified from the 1831 an¢

1848 maps as ‘well as surviving evidence on the ground: these paths will ther

form the basis of the future leisure use of this woodland

0 the major restoration of woodland in the area around the Orangery, including
the re-establishment of the Iawned frontage which is part of the ‘origina:
design, and the re-creation of the sunken garden in the former quarry (with -
lawned interior and pathways and shrub planting on the slopes in accordance

with the evidence of carlier planting schemes which can be obtained from e

surviving specimens)

O replacement in appropriate fashion of . the characteristic ralhnqv which
formerly edged the woodland along almost the entire distance from Woodfol
Park Farm to the Kitchen Garden: this is a vital element in any scheme
becau5° of its landscape and historical signifi icance. The replacement needs to
include the restoration of the walls with stone cappings which are found along

the length of the wall, though much damaged and ruinous - - substantial

Tyt ey =




quantities of shaped capstones survive in the undergrowth adjacent to the wall

and these should be reused if possible.

basic restoration of the aviary, though without the original roof glazed
structure: its restoration could form part of a more g_enerél scheme involving
the adjacent walling and thé woodland areas immediately behind: the aviary
would be a passible location for a seating area, since it offers fine views 4Cross

the park, though full restoration of the structures is not feasible — consolidation

is the only feasible op.tion.»

a restoration and conservation of the red-brick stone-capped walls around the
kitchen garden as part of the residential development of this area: it is very
important that these walls are consolidated and restored to full standard,
including the archway and other features, and that the stone capping conforms
to the styles of the surviving sections: it is also important that the gardens of
the houses to be built within the garden should be separated by red-brick walls

with stone capping in a similar style, rather than with stone walling

ensuring that the area around the house is treated in full accordance with the

spirit and execution of the 1798 design, without flower beds or other intrusive

features and with minimal desi gned landscape

ensuring that the materials used for the surfacing of drives, parking areas and
pathways are as appropriate as possible — mvim'mising the use of tarmac and

concrete, maximising the use of gravel, setts, cobbles or rammed stone

surfacing

restoration of pathways and other features in the woodland areas of the valley
of Arley Brook [depending on the future ownership of these parts of the
estate]: these are identifiable from map and field evidence. Part of the plan
involves developing new access routes, usiﬁg-footpéth alignments dedicated as
public rights of way, in conjunction with future owners and managers of the

estate and its component parts such-as the valley woodlands, dnd these two

3@3@@?2P
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clements can be integrated as one phase of the project; including restoration as

required of paths in Arley Brook valley below the ornamental bridge

maintaining the grassland in good condition by regular grazing, and

potentially enhancing it by the same method

potentially creating new ecological habitats in parts of the grassland, including
possible pond restoration and wetland formation in fringe area. The very poor
condition of parts of the park [especially on the slope below the kitéhen
garden and west of the house] means that continued though gradual reversion

10 wetland, a process already well under way, is probably the only realistic

option.

undertaking a programme of tree replacement within the park using the
evidence of older Ordnaﬁce Survey maps [especially 25-inch of 1893] and the
1825 engraving, together with the field evidence of tree remains, to identify
the sites of earlier trees now lost: this element will be ‘especially important in

the area closer to the house, where visual gain and historical benefits are clear.

careful Jandscaping around the newly-built properties and the new structures
behind the restored house, and in the area of the kitchen garden development,
involving use of appropriate materials; exclusion of visually-intiusive
elementssuch as garden sheds; use of ap‘pr'opriate' surfacing; and plﬁhting of

suitable species in wuodland and garden areas using arboricultural survey of

existing woodland as a guide

IN
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