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STONEFIELD — Argyll
By J. MACQUEEN COWAN, C.B.E.

T is now many years since I first visited the garden of Stonefield

in Western Argyll. It lies, well-sheltered and magnificently
situated, on the shores of Loch Fyne, about a mile above the little
township of Tarbert at the northern end of the Mull of Kintyre, and
on the main road to Campbeltown. The garden is thus easily
reached by car, or (with less convenience) by bus from Glasgow,
from which it is 96 miles distant by road. Otherwise the journey
may be made by steamer, as the daily service from Gourock to
Ardrishaig calls at Tarbert on the outward and inward journeys,
and there is a choice of hotels at which to stay over-night.

All during the war, duty took me along the Tarbert road at least
once every month, and I seldom passed the gates of Stonefield with-
out stopping to look in. The house was then unoccupied, so that I
could slip in and out freely, quite unobserved, and when I had only
a few minutes to spare I could search out a particular plant, then
the pride of the garden, and be off again without delay.

To call in frequently, as I did, gave me the greatest pleasure, for
to anyone like myself who has known the Eastern Himalayas well,
Stonefield has a unique attraction added to its special charm. Here,
more so than in any other garden that I know, is a reminder of the
Himalayan scene, as one finds it not far from Darjeeling—on the
way from Sandakphu to Phallut, perhaps, or on the Reichi La, one
of the minor passes leading to Bhutan. There, rhododendron forests
occupy the slopes at altitudes from 9,000 to 12,000 feet and these
were part of my charge as Forest Officer in Darjeeling or Kalimpong.

At Stonefield all the commoner Himalayan species will be found
again—Rhododendron arboreum, R. campanulatum, R. thomsonii,
R. cinnabarinum, R. falconeri, R. grande, R. campylocarpum and
R. iriflorum—where they are at least as large and as vigorous as in
their native land; furthermore, throughout the policies, many of
them seed and regenerate freely in the half shade of surrounding
trees or on the mossy lawns. Indeed, many of the parent plants at
Stonefield, now long established, are over a hundred years old,
having been raised from seed which Hooker collected in Sikkim
(now in part the Darjeeling District) about the year 1850.
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about a month later, towards the end of May. It seems quite a
hardy little plant, and well worth every effort to grow.

Though I lean always to flowers with a scent I feel R. delavay:
should take the next place. It has only been in the gardensome ten
years, but it has made rapid growth and some plants are now
quite 10 feet high. I wish I had had this rhododendron before, as it
is undoubtedly one of the finest of the small tree varieties. The
rough bark and deep green pointed leaves, heavily veined with a
light buff underleaf and the reddish stem of the young growth,
make it an attractive plant anyway. But its trusses of deep ruby-red
flowers are a truly wonderful colour. There is a group of six plants
in the garden planted against a background of silver fir and birch.
The sun shining through the flowers against this background and
that of the dark green foliage of the plants themselves gives a
colour which I cannot describe. This rhododendron flowers here
at the end of April or early May, and though, of course, easily
damaged by frost when open, neither the flower buds nor the last
year’s growth took any harm from the hard long winter and early
spring of this year.

The fourth choice is another sweet-scented one, R. polyandrum.
It came to the garden under the number of K.W. 6413. The plants
were planted in a group in the autumn of 1934, and now cover an
area some 5 yards in diameter and are 4 to 5 feet high.

The plant by nature has a sprawling habit and unless supported
by some other plant would probably not grow much more than
8 feet high. Its leaves are noticeably glandular, without being as
glabrous as R. maddenii. The white flower is beautifully bell-
shaped, with a slight pink streak from the base of the outside. Its
delicious scent can be smelt for some distance from the plants.

This plant is a free flowerer about mid May, although some
seasons many of the flower buds are destroyed by frost.

I think it should be planted in a situation where the sun does not
reach it while any frost there may be is on the plant, particularly
during February, March and April. The plant itself has stood con-
siderable frost and snow here from time to time, and except for
losing its flower buds has taken little harm.

We have in the garden many plants of R. maddenii, but there
are two plants which to me are as lovely as any rhododendron in
the garden. The seed came here under a SHERRIFF number in about
1987 and seedlings were eventually planted, one on the bank of a
small burn, the other overhanging the old roots of a tree on the
rim of a small dell. Both these situations, which get a good deal of
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RHODODENDRONS AT STONEFIELD

Fi6. 18 —A well-flowered specimen of Rhododendron * Fragrantissimum’
which has proved perfectly hardy over a period of years (See p. 19)
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Fic. 36—A plant of R. *Elsae’, tip-grafted in
late August, 1954, on R. fortunet, covered
with polythene and planted in a shade
house. The shoot appeared in November
1954; photographed April 1955

;haras, K. A. Rose
Iic. 37—A bed of rhododendrons, grafted in February 1955 and covered
with polythene, In the background plants raised by the same process
in 1954 (See p. 92)
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germinate. The interesting thing is that today the plants sown
outside are further along than those raised under glass. Some of the
former are over two feet in height with leaves over 18 inches long.

In the plantation devoted to the STEvENsoN collection of species
two or three seed pods are left on each bush to sow themselves in
the rich leaf-mould around them. This idea developed from the
experience we had when the plants, on which many of the seed pods
remained, were moved from Tower Court. The first season after
planting, literally thousands of seedlings appeared and those which
have flowered have all been true to type.

T. H. FinpLAY
Crown Estate Office,
The Great Park, Windsor.

Further Experience
with Tip-Grafting of Rhododendrons

HE tip-grafting method of propagating rhododendrons which

has already been described in the 1958 and 1954 Year Books,
has since then been regularly used by us for propagating several
hundred plants each year. These plants, of recently raised or newly
introduced hybrids, are propagated for distribution to members of
the N.Z. Rhododendron Association.

Thorough trials have now been made on two points involving
the after-care of grafted plants. First of all we tried grafting as
usual, but omitting the tying of damp sphagnum moss around the
union before covering with the polythene plastic bag. The plants
without the moss failed completely.

We next tried using a coating of plastic (““Wilt-Pruf”’) on the
grafted scion, as a substitute for the polythene bag. This method
had been tried in the U.S.A. and was claimed to be a satisfactory
method, enabling grafted plants to be set out in the open im-
mediately after grafting. Although we covered our scions very
thoroughly with the plastic and subsequently set the grafted plants
out in a shade house alongside others covered with polythene
plastic bags, the plants from the “ Wilt-Pruf’’ treatment all dried
out and died, while the polythene-covered plants gave the normal
percentage of successful grafts.






















































































































































































































































































