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1 Introduction 

1.1 General 

1.1.1 Jacobs Engineering UK Ltd has been commissioned by Scottish and 
Southern Energy to undertake a desk based assessment and rapid walkover 
survey of the potential impacts on the cultural heritage resource of the 
construction of a substation site at Knocknagael, Essich, Inverness-shire 
NGR: NH 65131 39070 (centred), for the purpose of outline planning 
application.. 

 
1.1.2 Jacobs Engineering UK Ltd conforms to the standards of professional 

conduct outlined in the Institute of Field Archaeologists Code of conduct, and 
relevant Standards and Guidance documents.  Jacobs Engineering UK Ltd is 
a Registered Archaeological Organisation (RAO) with the Institute of Field 
Archaeologists (IFA).  This status ensures that there is regular monitoring 
and approval by external peers of our internal systems, standards and skills 
development.   

 
1.1.3 Data gathering and assessment was undertaken in accordance with the 

Institute of Field Archaeologists Standard and Guidance on Archaeological 
Desk-Based Assessments (1999).  
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2 Planning and Legislative Background  

 
2.1.1 World Heritage Sites are described by The United Nations Educational, 

Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) as exceptional places of 
‘outstanding universal value’ and ‘belonging to all the peoples of the world, 
irrespective of the territory on which they are located’. (UNESCO) seeks to 
protect and preserve such sites through an international treaty called the 
Convention concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural 
Heritage, drawn up in 1972.  Scottish Ministers identify and put forward sites 
to the Department for Culture, Media and Sport for nomination and are also 
responsible for ensuring compliance with the UNESCO Convention in 
relation to sites in Scotland.  Historic Scotland undertakes this role as part of 
their wider responsibility towards the historic environment1 

 
2.1.2 Some archaeological sites enjoy statutory protection as Scheduled Ancient 

Monuments (SAMs), protected under the Ancient Monuments and 
Archaeological Areas Act 1979, and are by definition of National importance. 
Without the prior written consent of the Scottish Ministers, known as 
Scheduled Monument Consent (SMC), it is an offence to undertake any 
works which would have the effect of demolishing, destroying, damaging, 
removing, repairing, altering, adding to, flooding or covering up a Scheduled 
Monument.  Under article 15 (1) of the Town and Country Planning (General 
Development Procedure) (Scotland) Order 1992 notification to Historic 
Scotland of any planning application affecting a Scheduled Monument is also 
required  
 

2.1.3 Buildings of special architectural or historic interest may also enjoy statutory 
protection as Listed Buildings (Graded A, B or C(s)) under the terms of the 
Town and Country Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 
(Scotland) Act 1997 and Listed Building consent must be obtained where 
proposals will alter the character of the Listed Building.  It is a criminal 
offence to undertake such works without this consent.  Any object or 
structure which is fixed to a listed building, or which falls within the curtilage 
of such building and, although not fixed to the building, has formed part of 
the land since before 1 July 1948, is treated as part of the building and also 
listed. Some buildings of lesser interest may be protected under Local Plan 
policies (see below).   

 
2.1.4 The Town and Country Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 

(Scotland) Act 1997 imposes a duty on local planning authorities to 
designate and protect the historic character and appearance of some areas 
through their designation as Conservation Areas. These are areas of special 
architectural or historic interest, the character or appearance of which it is 
desirable to preserve or enhance. The main implication of designation is that 
consent is required for specific types of development that would not 

                                                 
1 http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/worldheritage/what-is-a-world-
heritage-site.htm 
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otherwise require it, ‘conservation area consent’ is used for applications to 
demolish unlisted buildings in conservation areas. 
 

2.1.5 Parks and gardens included on the Inventory of Gardens and Designed 
Landscapes in Scotland are protected under Section 15(1)(j)(iv) of The Town 
and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Scotland) Order 
1992 (the GDPO) which requires planning authorities, prior to granting 
planning permission, to consult Scottish Ministers on ‘development which 
may affect a historic garden or designed landscape’.  

 
2.1.6 Central government guidance on archaeology in the planning process is 

given in National Planning Policy Guideline 5, Archaeology and Planning 
(NPPG 5) and Planning Advice Note 42, Archaeology (PAN 42). Key tenets 
of these documents is that desirability of preserving a monument (whether 
scheduled or not) and its setting is a material consideration in determining a 
planning application, and that while preservation in situ is the preferred 
option for mitigating impacts on the cultural heritage resource, where this is 
not feasible, preservation by record is an acceptable alternative.  

 
2.1.7 National Planning Policy Guideline 18, Planning and the Historic 

Environment (NPPG 18) outlines the Government’s advice to developers and 
local authorities in their consideration of development proposals affecting 
amongst others Listed Buildings and their setting, Conservation Areas and 
other historic buildings. Paragraph 12 of NPPG 18 states that “In the 
determination of an application for listed building consent or for planning 
permission for development affecting a listed building or its setting, the 
planning authority is required to have special regard to the desirability of 
preserving the building, or its setting, or any features of special architectural 
or historic interest which it possesses”. In addition prior consideration should 
be given to the scope for recycling buildings which have clear historic or 
architectural significance.  
 

2.1.8 Guidance given in NPPG 5, PAN 42 and NPPG 18 is expanded in the 
Highland Structure Plan (2006) Policies BC1 Preservation of Archaeological 
Sites and BC3 Archaeological Heritage Areas.  
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3 Methodology 

 
 

3.1 General 

3.1.1 In order to define the cultural heritage baseline for the development, a study 
area consisting of the substation site footprint with a 100m buffer zone and 
the proposed route of an additional overhead line was defined.  The following 
sources of information were consulted for this  study area: 

 
• National Monuments Record of Scotland (NMRS); 

• Aerial Photograph Collection of the Royal Commission on Ancient and 
Historical Monuments of Scotland (RCAHMS);  

• Highland Archaeology Unit. Archaeological Service Sites and 
Monuments Record (SMR); 

• Ordnance Survey and pre-Ordnance Survey mapping held by the Map 
Library of the National Library of Scotland and the National Archives of 
Scotland; 

• Published and unpublished archaeological reports, articles journals and 
books;  

• A walkover survey was undertaken on the 1st July 2008.   
  

3.1.2 Additional information was gathered from a wider surrounding area 
consisting of the immediate environs of the substation and the additional 
overhead line to place this baseline information in its local and regional 
context, and to assess the potential for unknown archaeological remains. 
Carn Glas, a Scheduled Ancient Monument was also visited with a view to 
determine what if any setting issues may arise from the development. All site 
numbers mentioned in the text are highlighted in bold and are in 
parentheses.   

 
3.1.3 Sites of cultural heritage interest identified from these sources are shown on 

Figures 1. 
 

3.2 Aims and Objectives 

3.2.1 The main objective of this study is to identify and characterise the 
archaeological and built heritage resource of the study area.  The evidence 
presented, and the conclusions reached, aim to offer a comprehensive basis 
for further decisions regarding the future of the sites and for the formulation 
of a strategy for the mitigation of impact, should this be required.   

 

3.3 Assessment of Sensitivity of Cultural Heritage Sites 

3.3.1 An assessment of the degree of sensitivity to change of each cultural 
heritage receptor within the study area has been made on a five-point scale 
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of Very High, High, Medium, Low, Negligible and Unknown, according to the 
criteria given in Table 1 below.  Existing statutory and non-statutory 
designations will be taken into account in the assessment of sensitivity.   

 
 

Table 1: Cultural Heritage Importance 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Sensitivity Criteria  

Very High World Heritage Sites or other sites of acknowledged international 
importance.  

High 

Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAM), Category A or B Listed 
Buildings; 

Other listed buildings that can be shown to have exceptional qualities 
not adequately reflected in the listing grade; 

Sites proposed for Scheduling or Listing;  

Conservation Areas containing very important buildings;  

Parks and gardens included on the Inventory of Gardens and Designed 
Landscapes in Scotland and  

Site is not Scheduled or Listed, but meets the criteria used in Scottish 
Historic Environment Policy 2 (SHEP2) for the designation of SAMs or 
criteria used in their designation of Listed Building categories 
(Memorandum of Guidance on Listed Buildings and Conservation 
Areas, Historic Scotland 1998. In general, these sites will be rare and in 
outstanding condition.  

Medium 

Category C (s) Listed Buildings; 

Conservation Areas containing buildings that contribute significantly to 
its historic character; 

Historic Townscape or built-up areas with important historic integrity in 
their buildings or built settings;  

Site is a non-statutory archaeological site or standing structure that 
contributes significantly to the Cultural Heritage resource of the local 
area or, to a lesser extent, the county as a whole; and, 

Site is of low sensitivity, but has wider value as part of a group of sites. 

Low Site is a non-statutory archaeological site or standing structure that 
contributes to the Cultural Heritage of the parish/local area; and 

Negligible 

Site is a non-statutory archaeological site with no surviving remains; 

Buildings of no architectural or historical note; and 

Buildings of an intrusive character. 

Unknown The sensitivity of the site cannot be ascertained. 
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3.3.2 Setting is a material consideration in government planning policy for the 
historic environment, as defined in NPPG5 and PAN42, and is recognised 
often to form an intrinsic part of a site’s special interest.  Impacts upon 
setting therefore have the potential to affect the understanding and 
appreciation of a cultural heritage site.   

 
 

3.3.3 There is currently no statutory guidance for the assessment of setting or 
impacts upon the setting of a site.  The following assessment has therefore 
been undertaken against the criteria laid out below. For each site, the 
elements which contribute to its setting are identified against the following 
criteria: 
 
• Physical relationship with or characteristics of the site; 

• Demonstrable former relationship or 

• Perceptual non-physical relationship (e.g. public perceptions of the site, 
historical associations etc). 

 
3.3.4 The sensitivity of each element is then assessed on a three point scale of 

Low, Medium and High in order to define its level of contribution to the 
setting of the site as a whole.   

 

3.4 Predicted Impacts  

3.4.1 Criteria for the assessment of the magnitude of impact are set out in Table 2. 
 
Table 2 - Criteria to Assess Magnitude of Impact on Archaeology and 
Historic Buildings  

 

Magnitude  Criteria  

Major 

Complete or nearly complete demolition or truncation of most or 
all key elements of a site;  

Development will be visible from the site and/or a significant 
viewpoint and will change several landscape elements, important 
to the understanding of the site; and, 

Development would physically sever one element of the site from 
another regardless of its visual intrusion. 

Moderate 

Demolition or truncation of many key elements of a site;  

Development will substantially alter the setting of a historic 
building, transforming its character, removing or altering 
significant elements within this, to affect the understanding and 
appreciation of the structure; and, 

Development will be visible from the site and/or a significant 
viewpoint and will alter several small, or a single large landscape 
element, which may affect our understanding of the site. The 
development may interrupt views from a site, or change the 
function of landscape elements, and the interactions between 
them, important to the understanding of the site.  
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Magnitude  Criteria  

Minor 

Demolition or truncation of  key elements of a site; 

Development will be visible from the site and/or a significant 
viewpoint and does not represent a change in overall character of 
the landscape setting;  

A small change to an element of the landscape character. 
Typically this would be physically removed from the site and affect 
only a small proportion of its surrounding landscape; and,  

Development represents a change to landscape elements which 
are visible from the site, but which are of very minor or no 
importance to the understanding of the site. 

Negligible 

Change to or loss of minor elements of a site; 

Elements of the scheme will be barely visible from the site and/or 
from a significant viewpoint to the site, and does not represent an 
overall change to the character of the landscape; and,  

The scheme will change historic landscape elements of little 
relevance to the understanding of a site. 

No Change 

No observable loss of site elements; and,  

The scheme is not visible from the site and/or from a significant 
viewpoint, and will only change historic landscape elements of no 
relevance to the understanding of a site. 

 

3.5 Assessment of Significance of Effects  

3.5.1 Significance of effect is determined as a combination of the site sensitivity 
and impact magnitude.  Five levels of significance were defined which apply 
equally to beneficial and adverse impacts: 

 
Table 3 Significance of Effects Matrix 

 

Magnitude 

Sensitivity  
No 
Change 

Negligible Minor Moderate Major 

Very High None Slight Moderate / 
Large 

Large    / 
Very Large 

Very Large 

High None Slight Moderate   
/ Slight 

Moderate   
/ Large 

Large  / 
Very Large 

Medium None Neutral   / 
Slight 

Slight Moderate Moderate / 
Large 

Low None Neutral  / 
Slight 

Neutral   / 
Slight 

Slight Slight   / 
Moderate 

Negligible None Neutral Neutral   / 
Slight 

Neutral  / 
Slight 

Slight 
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4 Archaeological and Historical background 
 

4.1.1 Human occupation of Scotland began with the arrival of hunter-gatherer 
groups in the Mesolithic period (c.8000 – 4000BC).  Mesolithic activity is 
mainly represented by scatters of flint fragments and tools, largely along 
coastlines, raised beaches and rivers.   

 
4.1.2 With the introduction of agriculture in the Neolithic period (c.4500 – 2500BC), 

communities became more settled and land was cleared for farming. The 
majority of evidence for the Neolithic occupation of Scotland comprises ritual 
monuments and communal chambered tombs.   

 
 

4.1.3 Chambered tombs are large mounds of stone with one or more chambers 
accessed via a central passage from the outside and there is often a 
forecourt to the passage.  Rather than individual burials, excavation has 
revealed that the dis-articulated bones of a number of individuals were 
placed in the chambers.  An example of such a site is Carn Glas Chambered 
Cairn (Site 8) (see figure 1), a complex long cairn of three interlinked 
Orkney-Cromarty types. Evidence from excavation suggests that many of the 
chambered tombs went out of use in the succeeding Bronze Age (c.2,500 
BC to 800 BC),` 

 
4.1.4 Stone circles and standing stones began to be erected by about 2500 BC, 

towards the end of the Neolithic period, possibly for ritual activities 
associated with the lunar, stellar and solar cycles such as the example at 
Torbreck. 

 
4.1.5 Occupation of some sites from the Early and Middle Bronze Ages has been 

found to have continued into the Late Bronze Age when more substantial 
stone and timber built roundhouses were constructed. People began to live a 
more settled life as farming and the domestication of animals required a 
more permanent presence.  This resulted in the construction of what are 
known as hut circles (roundhouses).  Excavations of these types of dwellings 
revealed that they were constructed mainly of timber with a ring of stones 
forming the external base and have been known to measure up to 9m in 
diameter.  An internal ring of post holes indicate that the roof timbers were 
supported on an internal ring of posts, forming a conical shaped roof, fixed to 
a central post.  The roof covering would have been formed from readily 
available material such as turf, heather, thatch or even animal skins.  
Cooking was done on an open hearth within the centre of the dwelling.  
There is also evidence for external hearths and threshing areas associated 
with agricultural activities.  As indicated these sites are often associated with 
prehistoric field systems and often the surrounding area is littered with 
clearance cairns.  There is abundant evidence for prehistoric activity in the 
area around Essich, with known hut circle sites (Sites 1, 3 and 5) (see figure 
1) where upstanding circular bases of roundhouses have been noted in 
various states of preservation. 
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4.1.6 The Later Medieval Period saw the emergence of the Clan System. The 

power of a clan leader was traditionally based on the size of his retinue, 
especially the number of fighting men, and conspicuous consumption of 
agricultural produce and system of land rental was designed to support this. 
In return for nominal rents, lands were rented by clan chiefs to tacksmen, 
usually their relations, whose principal function was to provide military men 
rather than cash income.  Chiefs tried to maximise the social product of the 
land, rather than cash returns from it. The short land tenure offered by this 
system not only led to short lived settlement patterns but also offered little 
security to tenants or incentives to improve the land. After 1745, laws 
designed to end this military power resulted in the status of a chief becoming 
more dependent on his monetary wealth rather than his men. Cash crops 
were required more than traditional tributes. While money was initially raised 
by the sale of black cattle, it later came from the production of wool. 
Landlords turned to sheep farming and this resulted in clearance of crofts 
and the creation of larger farms, mainly for sheep. The most notorious 
examples of this type of clearance took place on the Sutherland estates of 
the Stafford family (for overview see Hunter 1993). 
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5 The Archaeology and Built Heritage of the Study Area 

 

5.1 Desk-based assessment 

5.1.1 A total of 9 sites of cultural heritage interest were identified within the study 
area. The locations of these sites are shown on Figure 1 and information on 
these sites is presented in Appendix A.  

 
Table 4 – Sites identified by Chronological period:  
 

Period Number of Sites  

Neolithic 1
Bronze Age 3
Iron Age 0
Norse 0
Medieval 0
Post Medieval 5
Modern 0
Unknown 0
Total  9

 
5.1.2 A total of 4 sites are potentially prehistoric in date (Sites 1, 3, 5 & 8). The 

majority of these sites are hut-circles with the exception of site 8 which is a 
chambered cairn and is a Scheduled ancient Monument.  The NMRS notes 
that the cairn is a complex long cairn formed by three linked chambered 
cairns of the Orkney-Cromarty Group.  

 
5.1.3 The cultural heritage of the study area is characterised by sites dating to the 

Prehistoric and Post medieval periods.  
 

5.1.4 The five post medieval sites identified are associated with settlement sites. 
Two are recorded as Farmsteads (sites 2 and 8), and three are recorded as 
buildings (sites 4, 6 and 9), it is also recorded that site 6 has associated rig 
and furrow. 

 
5.1.5 The proposed route of the additional overhead lines passes through an area 

with a number of upstanding archaeological sites.  In addition, the presence 
of peat indicates that sites and remains may survive in good condition below 
the surface.  As a result, this area has been assessed as having good 
archaeological potential.   

 
 
 



 

  11 

 

6 Assessment of Impacts  
 
6.1.1 An assessment was made of the importance of the sensitivity of each site 

following the methodology described in Section 3. The assessment of 
sensitivity for each sites is included in Appendix A and is summarised in the 
table below: 
 
Table 5 – Summary of Assessment of Sensitivity of Identified Heritage 
Sites 

Assessment of Sensitivity Number of Sites  

High 1
Medium 3
Low 5
Negligible 
Unknown 
Total  9

 
6.1.2 Of the 9 cultural heritage sites identified within the study area there is only 

one, site 9, with potential for direct impact that would occur during the 
construction phase of the proposed scheme. There are impacts of slight 
significance on the settings of 7 sites and of moderate significance on the 
setting of Carn Glas, Scheduled Ancient Monument. However this has been 
assessed from data provided of the site footprint for outline planning 
application. The assessment of these impacts may need to be revisited once 
the design for the proposed scheme has been finalised. 

 
Table 6 – Assessment of Potential Impacts Knocknagael Substation Site 

 
Site 
No 

 
Site Type 

Site 
Name 

Description 
of Impact 

Site 
Sensitivity 

Impact 
Magnitude 

Impact 
Significance 

1 

 
 
 
Hut 
Circle 

Essich 

The scheme 
as proposed 
will have an 
impact on the 
setting of this 
site  Medium Minor Slight 

2 

 
 
 
Farmstea
d 

Essich 

The scheme 
as proposed 
will have an 
impact on the 
setting of this 
site Low Minor Slight 

3 

 
 
 
Hut 
Circle 

Essich 

The scheme 
as proposed 
will have an 
impact on the 
setting of this 
site Medium Minor Slight 

4 

 
 
 
Building 

 
 
 
Big Burn 

The scheme 
as proposed 
will have an 
impact on the 
setting of this Low Minor Slight 
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site 

5 

 
 
 
Hut 
Circle 

 
 
 
Big Burn 

The scheme 
as proposed 
will have an 
impact on the 
setting of this 
site Medium Minor Slight 

6 

 
 
Building 
Rig and 
Furrow 
 

 
 
 
Big Burn 

The scheme 
as proposed 
will have an 
impact on the 
setting of this 
site Low Minor Slight 

7 

 
 
 
 
Farmstea
d 

 
 
 
 
Big Burn 

The scheme 
as proposed 
will have an 
impact on the 
setting of this 
site 
 Low Minor Slight 

8 

 
 
 
Chamber
ed Cairn 

 
 
Carn 
Glas 
 
 

The scheme 
as proposed 
will have an 
impact on the 
setting of this 
site High Moderate Moderate 

 
 
 
9 

 
 
 
Building 

 
 
 
Unknown 

The scheme 
as proposed 
may have a 
direct impact 
on this site 

Low Major Moderate 
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7 Summary and Conclusions 
 

 

7.1 General 

7.1.1 A desk based assessment and rapid walkover survey was conducted to 
assess the cultural heritage potential of the proposed development area.  

 

7.2 Discussion and Recommendations 

7.2.1 During the survey eight non-designated sites were identified within 250m of 
the proposed substation and additional overhead line, one designated site, 
Carn Glas Scheduled Ancient Monument was identified within one kilometre 
of the proposed scheme. 

 
7.2.2 Taking into account the identified sites from the desk-based assessment, it 

has been noted that a number of known pre-historic sites lie within 5km of 
the proposed scheme. It is considered, therefore, that the potential for 
remains to be encountered during development is high.  

 

7.3 Mitigation 

7.3.1 The preferred mitigation option for any site or archaeological deposit 
affected by the proposed scheme is to preserve the remains in situ and it 
may be possible to achieve this through slight alterations to proposed tower 
base positions.  However, where preservation in situ is not feasible, then 
preservation by record would be the appropriate alternative mitigation 
strategy.  

  
7.3.2 Any final decisions on the mitigation requirement, for example, 

archaeological monitoring will be taken by Highland Council’s Archaeological 
Unit.   
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Appendix A  -  Gazetteer 

Site 
No. Site Name Site Type NGR NMRS 

/SMR No. Source Designation Description 

1 Essich Hut Circle NH 650 
389 

NH 63 NE 
64 

NMRS, SMR, 
field survey 

None The NMRS states that what may be a hut-circle is visible on 
aerial photographs (RCAHMSAP 1994) in a semi-improved 
field to the S of Essich. Some 10m to the SW a circular stony 
feature may either be a robbed out cairn or a smaller hut-
circle. A few small cairns are visible on the aerial 
photographs. During the walkover at NH 65013 39045 a very 
disturbed roughly circular area of ground c. 7m in diameter 
with occasional large sub-angular boulders was identified. 
Could not be positively identified as a hut circle. 

2 Essich Farmstead NH 6498 
3898 

NH 63 NW 
54 

NMRS, SMR, 
field survey   
 

None The NMRS notes Two buildings and an enclosure are visible 
on aerial photographs (RCAHMSAP 1994) amongst a small 
stand of trees to the S of Essich. The 1st edition of the OS 6-
inch map (Inverness-shire 1875, sheet xx) depicts one of the 
buildings, as roofed, and the enclosure. The same building is 
shown on the current edition of the OS 1:10,000 map (1975) 
as roofless. During the walkover survey the remains of a 
Blackhouse were identified c.24 x 7m aligned N-S, with the 
byre area to the S. An entrance was identified c. 3m from the 
NE gable end. The second building survives as grass 
covered mounds c. 8m to the NE. The enclosure survives as 
four grass mounds c. 20m to the NE of the Blackhouse. 

3 Essich Hut Circle NH 6511 
3876 

NH 63 NE 
30 

NMRS, field 
survey 

None The NMRS notes that at NH 6511 3876, on a rise, is a 
circular stone-walled hut measuring c. 11.0m in diameter 
between the centres of a wall spread to c. 3.0m all round. 
The entrance, in the E, is mutilated. No trace of associated 
cultivation. Surveyed at 1/2500 during a visit by the OS on 
1971. During the walkover access to the site was precluded 
due to livestock in the field. 
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Site 
No. Site Name Site Type NGR NMRS 

/SMR No. Source Designation Description 

4 Big Burn Building NH 6569 
3848 

NH 63 NE 
68 

NMRS, SMR, 
Field survey 

None The NMRS states that the footings of a building are visible on 
aerial photographs (RCAHMSAP 1994) in rough pasture to 
the SE of the Big Burn. During the walkover survey a building 
was identified c. 13 x 6m aligned SW-NE. Both gables are 
intact and the building survives to wall head height. A second 
structure c. 50m to the NE was also identified on a similar 
alignment c. 14 x 5m with walls upstanding to 1.5m max, this 
may tentatively be identified as a byre. 

5 Big Burn Hut Circle NH 6613 
3858 

NH 63 NE 
91 

NMRS, SMR, 
Field survey 

None The NMRS notes a Hut-circle, situated to the SE of the Big 
Burn, recorded on oblique aerial photography (RCAHMSAP 
1990). The Hut-circle is circular on plan and measures 
approximately 7m in diameter. During the walkover survey it 
was found to be as described. 

6 Big Burn Building, Rig and 
Furrow 

NH 6618 
3878 

NH 63 NE 
67 

NMRS, SMR, 
field survey 

None 
 

The NMRS states that aerial photographs (RCAHMSAP 1994 
and RAF 541 A435, frame no. 3073) show a long building, or 
possibly two shorter buildings on the same alignment, in a 
patch of rough grassland to the SE of the Big Burn. The 
flatter ground around the Building bears faint traces of rig. 
During the field survey traces of a building and wall were 
noted however due to the height of vegetation and gorse no 
accurate plan of the building or the rig and furrow were 
discernable. 

7 Big Burn Farmstead NH 6608 
3906 

NH 63 NE 
57 

NMRS, SMR, 
field survey 

None The NMRS notes a farmstead comprising 2 unroofed 
buildings, one of which is a long building, and an enclosure is 
depicted on the 1st edition of the OS 6-inch map (Inverness-
shire 1875, sheet xx). Only the unroofed building to the E is 
shown on the current edition of the OS 1:10,000 map (1975). 
During the walkover survey due to the height of vegetation 
and gorse this structure was not identified. 
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Site 
No. Site Name Site Type NGR NMRS 

/SMR No. Source Designation Description 

8 Carn Glas Chambered 
Cairn 

NH 6493 
3830 

NH 63 NW 
14 

NMRS, SMR, 
field survey 

Scheduled 
Ancient 
Monument 

The NMRS states that these three cairns of the Orkney-
Cromarty Group built on end along a small narrow ridge, one 
of a number which runs north to south across the area. The 
main body of the cairns is composed of naked small angular 
stones but the edges are overgrown and indistinct. The areas 
between the cairns are turf-covered but there is a low neck of 
cairn material below the turf connecting the cairns proper. In 
plan the cairns are more or less parallel sided with rounded 
ends. The north cairn measures 120 feet north to south and 
57 feet across the chamber. Thirty feet to the south lies the 
centre cairn measuring 76 feet north to south by 46 feet east 
to west. About thirty feet further south lies the last cairn, 124 
feet long by 94 feet wide. The positioning of the chambers 
and the intermediate necks of cairn material suggest the 
cairns were regarded as a whole: the overall length is 380 
feet. On the other hand, at the south end of the centre cairn 
there are a few earth-fast stones which suggest there may 
have been a peristalith of spaced stones encircling the 
individual cairns. In each of the cairns there is exposed part 
of a chamber. These all appear to be similar, rectangular in 
form and constructed of large flat slabs set on edge. During 
the walkover survey it was found to be as described. 

9 Unknown Building NH 6536 
3905 

 Map Building A building is depicted on the 1st edition 1:2500 Inverness-
shire sheet XX.1. This building is not depicted on the 2nd 
edition map. During the walkover survey due to the height of 
vegetation and gorse this structure was not identified. 
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Appendix B  -  Photographic Plates 

 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Plate 1: Site 8, Carn Glas from S looking toward proposed substation site  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Plate 2: Site 2, from N 
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Plate 3: Site 4, from SW 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Plate 4: Site 6, from S 
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Appendix C  -  DES Entry 

LOCAL AUTHORITY: Highland Council 

PROJECT TITLE/SITE NAME:  Knocknagael Substation Site 

PROJECT CODE:  

PARISH:  Inverness and Bona 

NAME OF CONTRIBUTOR:  Alisdair Curtis 

NAME OF ORGANISATION:  Jacobs UK  

TYPE(S) OF PROJECT: Desk-Based Assessment and Walkover Survey 

NMRS NO(S):  N/A 

SITE/MONUMENT TYPE(S):  N/A 

SIGNIFICANT FINDS:  N/A 

NGR (2 letters, 8 or 10 figures) HN 65131 39070 – centred on 

START DATE (this season) July 2008 

END DATE (this season) July 2008 

PREVIOUS WORK (incl. DES ref.)  

MAIN (NARRATIVE) 
DESCRIPTION:  
(May include information from 
other fields) 

 

A desk-based assessment and walkover survey was conducted to 
assess the potential impacts upon the Archaeology and Cultural 
Heritage resulting from the proposed construction of a substation 
site at Knocknagael, Essich (NH 65131 39070 – centred on). It is 
likely that the proposed works may impact directly upon the remains 
of archaeological features present within the study corridor.   
 
Nine sites were identified within the study area from a desk-based 
assessment and walkover survey. There is abundant indication that 
this area was occupied and exploited from as early as the Neolithic 
period. One site has been identified that dates to the Neolithic and 
three sites could potentially date to the  Bronze Age period.  
The presence of so many sites within the study area suggests that 
although dispersed, there is a high potential for archaeological 
remains to occur ranging from the Neolithic period to the post 
medieval period.   

PROPOSED FUTURE WORK:  Any decision on the mitigation requirement will be taken by Highland 
Councils Archaeology Unit 

CAPTION(S) FOR ILLUSTRS: N/A 

SPONSOR OR FUNDING BODY:  Scottish and Southern Energy 

ADDRESS OF MAIN 
CONTRIBUTOR:  

Jacobs UK ,  
160 Dundee Street  
Edinburgh 
EH 11 1DQ 

EMAIL ADDRESS: Alisdair.curtis@jacobs.com 

ARCHIVE LOCATION  NMRS 

 


