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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 FOREWORD

1.1.1 Wind Prospect Developments Ltd (Wind Prospect) is the developer of Braemore

Wind Farm and is acting as agent for the applicant Braemore Wind Ltd, a joint

venture between Wind Prospect Developments Ltd and Alpha Wind Energy ApS.

Braemore Wind Ltd proposes to erect twenty-seven wind turbines and ancillary

structures at Braemore Wood, approximately 6km south of Lairg, for the purpose

of generating electricity from wind energy. Figure 1.1, Volume 3 shows the site

location and regional context of the proposals.

1.1.2 This project is one of several wind farms currently being developed and/or

constructed by Wind Prospect. The Wind Prospect Group is a successful and

leading developer, constructor and operator of wind farms around the world and

is well respected globally. The company has over 16 years of experience in the

UK and operates certified management systems for Quality (ISO 9001),

Environment (ISO 14001) and Health and Safety (OHSAS 18001). Table 1.1 refers

to projects recently commissioned and currently under construction:

Table 1.1 Recent projects developed and constructed by Wind Prospect in the UK

Wind Farm Location Capacity
No. of

turbines

Turbine

capacity
Status

Winscales
Workington,

England
6.8 MW 8 850 kW

Commissioned

January 2005

Tir Mostyn

& Foel Goch
Denbighshire, Wales 21 MW 25 850 kW

Commissioned

October 2005

Wardlaw

Wood
Ayrshire, Scotland 18 MW 9 3 MW

Commissioned

March 2006

Glass Moor Whittlesey, England 16 MW 8 2 MW
Commissioned

April 2006

Deeping St

Nicholas
Spalding, England 16 MW 8 2 MW

Commissioned

July 2006

Red House Spalding, England 12 MW 6 2 MW
Commissioned

July 2006

Red Tile
Holbeach,

England
24 MW 12 2 MW

Commissioned

March 2007

Wharrell’s

Hill
Cumbria, England 13MW 10 1.3 MW

Commissioned

April 2007

Arnish Moor Stornoway, Scotland 3.9 MW 3 1.3 MW
Commissioned

April 2007

Stags Holt March, England 18 MW 9 2 MW
Commissioned

August 2007

Walkway Sedgefield, England 14 MW 7 2 MW
Under

construction

Bicker Fen
Boston,

England
26 MW 13 2 MW

Under

construction

Longpark
Scottish Borders,

Scotland
38 MW 19 2 MW

Under

construction

Bagmoor Scunthorpe, England 16 MW 8 2 MW
Pre-construction

works

Rusholme Selby, England 24 MW 12 2 MW
Pre-construction

works

Burnfoot Hill
Clackmannanshire,

Scotland
26MW 13 2MW

Pre-construction

works
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1.1.3 This Environmental Statement has been prepared to accompany the submission of

an application to the Scottish Ministers for consent under Section 36 of the

Electricity Act 1989.

1.2 APPROACH TO ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

1.2.1 Wind Prospect and its consultants have worked together in the development of

this proposal, reviewing alternative design solutions in light of the various

environmental issues identified as a result of their own work and in response to

discussions with the local authority, the local community, statutory consultees

and other interested parties. These environmental considerations have been built

into the design process throughout.

1.2.2 This Environmental Statement has been prepared in accordance with The

Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations

2000 (as amended). Its scope was discussed in advance with the Scottish

Executive (as then called), with letters relating to the scoping being included in

Appendix 1, Volume 4.

1.2.3 This Environmental Statement has been sub-divided into six volumes comprising:

Volume 1 Non-Technical Summary

Volume 2 Main text (this volume)

Volume 3 Figures

Volume 4 Appendices

Volume 5 Confidential Ornithology Report

Volume 6 Visualisations Produced to Highland Council Guidance

1.3 CONSULTATIONS

1.3.1 The relevant statutory consultees have been approached for information and

guidance in the course of the development of this project and the preparation of

this Environmental Statement. Responses to these consultations are given in

Appendix 1, Volume 4.

1.4 THE CONSULTANCY TEAM

1.4.1 This Environmental Statement has been prepared by the following consultancy

team:

RSK Environment Ltd

Consultants: Chris Frain BA (Hons) BLA CMLI

Jenny Wilson Dip LA CMLI

29 Park Circus, Glasgow, G3 6AP

1.4.2 RSK specialise in Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and environmental

management and has gained considerable experience assessing both onshore and

offshore wind energy developments of varying size.
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1.4.3 RSK’s landscape team has been responsible for the preparation of detailed

landscape and visual impact assessments (LVIA) and cumulative landscape and

visual impact assessments (cLVIA) for 25 onshore wind energy projects, including

a number of ongoing projects.

BAKER SHEPHERD GILLESPIE

Consultant: Steve Betts CEnv MIEEM

The William Elder Building, 56-58 Castlegate, Berwick upon Tweed, TD15 1JT

1.4.4 Baker Shepherd Gillespie (BSG) was formed in 1997 and is one of the UK’s leading

independent ecological consultancies. BSG has a 30 strong team of ecologists that

operates at locations throughout the UK.

1.4.5 In recent years BSG has built up a substantial portfolio of Environmental Impact

Assessment (EIA) project experience for wind farm developments in England,

Scotland and Wales. This experience amounts to over 40 projects of varying size.

1.4.6 BSG is committed to providing the highest quality of work and all ecological

personnel are full or associate members of the Institute of Ecology and

Environmental Management (IEEM) and are bound by its code of professional

conduct.

CFA Archaeology Limited

Consultants: T. Neighbour BSc FSA(Scot) MIFA

G. Mudie MA FSA (Scot) MIFA

Old Engine House, Eskmills Park, Musselburgh, East Lothian, EH21 7PQ

1.4.7 CFA Archaeology Ltd (CFA) is a professional contract archaeology and

consultancy business. CFA was founded as a private company in 2000 following

its separation from the University of Edinburgh where it had operated since 1988

as a field archaeology unit, providing consultancy services to the business

community and undertaking the supervision of academic research fieldwork

projects for the University’s Department of Archaeology. The present company

retains the core management staff from its previous incarnation and many of the

original field staff, along with their accumulated expertise.

EnviroCentre Ltd

Consultants: Olivia Burns BSc MSc

Dr Kenneth MacDougall BEng PhD

Claire Thomson BEng CEng MICE

EnviroCentre, Craighall Business Park, 8 Eagle Street, Glasgow, G4 9XA
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1.4.8 EnviroCentre is an environmental consultancy based in Glasgow, with regional

offices in Stonehaven and Belfast. It is a spin-out company from the University of

Strathclyde providing services to both public and private sectors. Established as a

private limited company in 1995, EnviroCentre has grown to have a permanent

team of 50 with a range of specialist staff that combine commercial consultancy,

local authority, regulatory and policy development experience with strong

academic knowledge. EnviroCentre has undertaken environmental consultancy

work throughout the UK and overseas. The range of consultancy expertise

extends across impacts on water, land, air, noise and ecology. EnviroCentre have

provided support to over 25 wind farms throughout Scotland, Wales, Northern

Ireland and the Republic of Ireland.

ACIA Engineering Acoustics

Consultant:Ian Bennett BSc CEng MIOA

39 Garners Lane, Stockport, SK3 8SD

1.4.9 ACIA is an independent firm of consulting engineers specialising in noise

measurement, prediction and control and was set up in 1989. Mr Bennett, one of

the founding partners, has been an acoustic consultant since 1982, before which he

worked on the design and installation of noise-control equipment in a wide

variety of industries. He has taken part in the design of new projects to ensure

that noise criteria are met, including more than 100 wind energy schemes over the

past fifteen years. He has presented evidence at several Public Local Inquiries and

in court.

1.4.10 Mr Bennett is a corporate member of the Institute of Acoustics and is a Chartered

Engineer. He is also Editor of the UK Institute of Acoustics’ bimonthly magazine

Acoustics Bulletin.

Halliday Fraser Munro

Consultant: Hazel Sears BSc (Hons), Dip.TP., MRTPI

Stanhope House, Stanhope Place, Edinburgh, EH12 5HH

1.4.11 Halliday Fraser Munro are chartered architects and town planning consultants

with offices throughout Scotland and Northern Ireland, with 50 professional staff,

8 of whom are chartered town planners. As professional planning consultants,

they are fully versed in the new planning legislation and also have experience

previously gained within local authorities.

1.4.12 Hazel Sears is a Regional Director with Halliday Fraser Munro and has over

twenty-five years experience in town planning in both the private and public

sector. She has been engaged in a number of major development projects and has

contributed planning policy submissions to a number of Environmental

Statements relating to wind farm proposals.
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9 CULTURAL HERITAGE

9.1 INTRODUCTION

9.1.1 This chapter considers the impacts on cultural heritage interests of the

construction and operation of the proposed wind farm. The assessment has been

undertaken by CFA Archaeology Ltd, informed by comments and information

provided by Historic Scotland and Highland Council Archaeology Unit (HCAU).

9.1.2 The specific objectives of the cultural heritage study were to:

 Identify the cultural heritage baseline;

 Assess the proposed development site in terms of its archaeological and

historic environment potential;

 Consider the potential and predicted impacts of the construction and

operation of the proposed development on the cultural heritage resource,

within the context of relevant legislation and planning guidance;

 Propose measures, where appropriate, to mitigate any predicted significant

adverse impacts.

9.1.3 Figure 9.1, Volume 3 depicts the site boundary, the proposed wind farm layout

and the locations of archaeological sites and monuments within the proposed

development area. Appendix 9.1, Volume 4 provides a gazetteer of the cultural

heritage sites and features and an indication of the relative importance of each.

The layout of the proposed development has been designed to avoid

archaeological constraints wherever possible and, as such, contains embedded

mitigation.

9.1.4 Figure 9.2, Volume 3 shows the proposed development in its wider landscape

context together with the wind farm’s zones of theoretical visibility (ZTV) and the

locations of key cultural heritage receptors within 15km of the proposed

development that have a predicted view of the turbines. Appendix 9.2, Volume 4

contains a list of those key receptors that have theoretical views of turbines, based

on the ZTV, and provides a summary of the predicted indirect visual impacts, on

a site by site basis.

9.1.5 The predicted direct impacts on cultural heritage sites and features within the

proposed development area, arising from construction activities, are identified

and appropriate mitigation measures are presented.

9.2 PLANNING AND LEGISLATIVE BACKGROUND

Context

9.2.1 Scotland’s historic environment contributes to the Scottish Government’s strategic

objectives and to the National Performance Framework. The Scottish Historic

Environment Policy (SHEP) document sets out Scottish Ministers’ policies for the

historic environment provides policy direction for Historic Scotland and a

framework that informs the day-to-day work of a range of organisations that have
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a role and interest in managing the historic environment. Scottish Ministers are

determined to achieve three outcomes for Scotland’s historic environment:

 That the historic environment is cared for, protected and enhanced for the

benefit of our own and future generations.

 To secure greater economic benefits from the historic environment.

 That the people of Scotland and visitors to our country value, understand

and enjoy the historic environment.

9.2.2 Cultural heritage resources include:

 World Heritage Sites

 Scheduled Ancient Monuments and other archaeological features;

 Listed Buildings and other buildings of historic or architectural

importance;

 Conservation Areas and other significant townscapes; and,

 Historic Gardens and Designed Landscapes and other significant historic

landscapes.

9.2.3 Those relevant to this assessment are Scheduled Ancient Monuments, other

archaeological features and Listed Buildings. There are no Conservation Areas or

Historical Gardens and Designed Landscapes within the study area covered by

this assessment. Historic Gardens and Designed Landscapes are considered

within the Landscape and Visual Assessment (Chapter 6).

Scheduled Ancient Monuments and other archaeological features

9.2.4 Under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979, the Scottish

Ministers are required to compile and maintain a Schedule of monuments

considered to be of national importance. The statutory consent of the Scottish

Ministers is required before any works are carried out which would have the

effect of demolishing, destroying, damaging, removing, repairing, altering,

adding to, flooding or covering up a Scheduled Ancient Monument (SAM). In

addition, impacts of proposed development works upon the setting of a SAM

form an important consideration in the granting or refusal of planning consent to

conduct development works. Further information on development control

procedures relating to SAMs is provided in Scottish Planning Policy (SPP):

‘Scheduled Monuments and Designated Wrecks’ (Paragraphs 118-119) and

Planning Advice Note 42, Archaeology (PAN 42).

Listed Buildings

9.2.5 Under the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Scotland) Act

1997, the Scottish Ministers are required to compile a list of buildings of special

architectural or historic interest. Such buildings are classified into Categories A, B

and C(s), in decreasing order of importance. Planning authorities and the Scottish

Ministers are required to have special regard for the desirability of preserving

Listed Buildings and their settings and any features of special architectural or
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historic importance they possess. The term ‘setting’ has no definition in the Act,

although the Memorandum of Guidance on Listed Buildings and Conservation

Areas 1998 (Memorandum; published by Historic Scotland) advises planning

authorities to interpret the term broadly. The Memorandum states that a Listed

Building should at all times remain the focus of its setting and that attention

should not be distracted from it by the presence of any new development.

Government policy and guidance is also provided in Scottish Planning Policy

(SPP): ‘Listed Buildings’ (Paragraphs 113-114).

Regional and Local Planning Policy Guidelines

Structure Plan

9.2.6 The Highland Structure Plan (Adopted March 2001) establishes the Council’s

strategic framework for land use and sustainable development. The Structure Plan

notes that Highland’s towns and villages, including their historic and modern

buildings, are an integral part of the region’s heritage, and that Highland contains

extensive archaeological remains of national and local importance. It states that it

is important that new development is sympathetic to existing patterns of

development and that opportunities are taken to preserve and promote the built

heritage. Strategic Policy G2 states that proposed developments will be assessed

by The Highland Council on the extent to which they impact upon the cultural

heritage and demonstrate sensitive siting and high quality design in keeping with,

amongst other considerations, the historic environment.

9.2.7 Policy BC1 states that “archaeological sites affected by development proposals should be

preserved, or in exceptional cases where preservation is impossible, the sites will be

recorded at the developer’s expense to professional standards.”

9.2.8 Under Policy BC5 “the Council will seek to preserve Highland’s buildings and groups of

buildings of historic or architectural interest...by the identification in Local Plans of

opportunities for their productive and appropriate use.”

Local Plans

9.2.9 The Sutherland Local Plan, (As Modified and Intended to be Adopted) 2010,

which replaces the ‘Golspie and Lairg Local Plan (1983) and the Southern and

Easter Sutherland Local Plan (2000), includes policy on the natural, built and

cultural heritage. Policy 4 states that the Council will allow development in areas

of local and regional importance if it believes that they will not have an

unreasonable impact on the heritage resource.

9.2.10 In areas of national importance the Council will allow developments that can be

shown not to compromise the heritage resource. For national designations, where

there may be significant adverse effects, these must be clearly outweighed by

social or economic benefits of national importance.
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9.3 APPROACH TO ASSESSMENT

Data Collection and Consultations

9.3.1 This assessment was conducted in accordance with the Institute for

Archaeologists Code of Conduct (IfA 2006) and Standard and Guidance for

Archaeological Desk-based Assessment (IfA 2001).

9.3.2 A desk-based study and reconnaissance field survey have been conducted for the

full extent of the proposed wind farm (Figure 9.1, Volume 3).

9.3.3 Written requests for information on cultural heritage resources and comments on

key issues arising from the proposed development were sent to Historic Scotland

and the Highland Council Archaeology Unit (HCAU). The responses to

consultation are detailed in Section 9.4.4 below.

9.3.4 Up-to-date information was obtained from appropriate sources on the locations of

cultural heritage sites with statutory protection and those with non-statutory

designations both within and in the vicinity of the proposed development site.

Information was obtained from Historic Scotland, the National Monuments

Record of Scotland (NMRS) and the HCAU Historic Environment Record (HER).

9.3.5 Ordnance Survey maps and other historic maps held by the Map Library of the

National Library of Scotland were examined, to provide information on sites of

potential archaeological interest and on historic land-use. The National Archives

of Scotland map collection was also consulted, but that source provided no

additional information.

9.3.6 An assessment was made of vertical aerial photograph collections held by The

Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments of Scotland

(RCAHMS). Sorties dating from 1946, 1948 and1988 were available for

examination.

9.3.7 Bibliographic references were consulted to provide background and historical

information. No attempt was made within the remit of this study to conduct

detailed historical analysis.

9.3.8 A reconnaissance field survey was undertaken of the proposed development area

in order to:

 Assess any information previously obtained through the desk-based study;

 Identify the extent and condition of any visible archaeological remains;

 Assess the topography and geomorphology of the proposed development area

for its potential to contain buried remains of other archaeological sites and

features.

9.3.9 No detailed survey was undertaken within the afforested areas owing to the

dense, impenetrable nature of the plantation woodland or in heavily disturbed

areas of recently felled forest. However, sites identified by the desk-based

assessment within the forest were visited where access was possible.
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Assessment of significance of impacts

9.3.10 The types of impact of the proposed development on cultural heritage interests

are assessed in the following categories:

 Direct: where there will be a physical effect on a site caused by the proposed

development. Direct impacts may be caused by a range of activities associated

with the construction and operation of proposed development features,

including ground-disturbing excavations for turbine foundations, cable

trenches, access roads and borrows pits. In addition, ground disturbance,

such as that caused by vehicle movement, and soil and overburden storage,

may produce irreversible impacts upon archaeological features. Direct

impacts on cultural heritage features are normally adverse, permanent and

irreversible.

 Indirect: where the setting of a site may be affected. Indirect impacts may

relate to new development reducing views to or from cultural heritage

features with important landscape settings, may result from increased noise or

vibration, or may be caused by increased fragmentation of the historic

landscape and the loss of connection between its component parts. Such

impacts are likely to persist during the construction phase of the development

and through the operational phase. Indirect impacts on cultural heritage

features can be adverse, neutral or beneficial, permanent or temporary and

either reversible or irreversible.

 Uncertain: where there is a risk that the works may impinge on a site. For

example, where it is not clear where the location or boundaries of a site lie or

where the baseline condition of a site cannot be established satisfactorily.

9.3.11 Potential impacts, direct and indirect, have been assessed in terms of their

longevity, reversibility and nature (beneficial / neutral / adverse):

 Permanent impacts are those that persist beyond the predicted operational

lifetime of the development. All direct impacts are considered to be

permanent;

 Temporary impacts arise as a result of the presence of elements of the

development but which would be removed by the dismantlement of those

elements. Temporary impacts can be short-term (e.g. construction phase

impacts); or long-term (arising from the long-term presence of the

development affecting the setting of a receptor);

 Reversible impacts are those that are removed by the decommissioning /

dismantling of the development;

 Irreversible impacts are those that persist beyond the lifetime of the

development. All permanent and direct impacts are irreversible;

 Beneficial impacts are those that contribute to the value of a receptor through

enhancement of desirable characteristics or the introduction of new, positive

attributes. In terms of cultural heritage, beneficial impacts include those that

add to an appreciation of the receptor and/or its setting;
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 Neutral impacts occur where the development can be accommodated

comfortably by the receptor while neither contributing to nor detracting from

the value of the receptor; and

 Adverse impacts are those that detract from the value of a receptor through a

reduction in, or disruption of, valuable characterising components or patterns,

or the introduction of new inappropriate characteristics. In terms of cultural

heritage, adverse impacts include those that detract from an appreciation of

the receptor and/or its setting, or compromise views to or from the receptor.

9.3.12 The assessment of significance of effects (both direct, e.g. disturbance caused by

construction operations, or secondary/ indirect, e.g. disturbance caused by wind

thrown trees) takes into account the sensitivity of the receptor and the magnitude

of effect. Where a physical effect on a feature is predicted, the assessment of effect

contains a summary statement of cultural significance.

9.3.13 The assessment of sensitivity of archaeological and heritage assets reflects the

relative weight which statute and policy attach to them, following guidance

published in SPP 23, Scottish Historic Environment Policy (SHEP), and the

Memorandum of Guidance on Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas

(Memorandum). The main thresholds of archaeological importance as set out in

the Model Policies are national, regional and local importance.

 Sites of national importance comprise those sites protected by scheduling

under the 1979 Act, and sites of ‘schedulable quality’. Scheduling is an

ongoing process and not all sites of ‘schedulable quality’ are currently

scheduled. The HCAU HER includes sites identified in its non-statutory

register (NSR) as very likely of national importance (NSR Codes C and V);

 Sites of regional or local importance are those that do not merit scheduling,

but which may have significance within a regional or local context. This may,

for example, apply to their importance to regional or local history, or they may

be the only local example of a monument type.

 Sites of lesser importance may comprise component parts of a landscape rich

in archaeological monuments, and thereby gain greater significance.

9.3.14 The Memorandum states that Category A listed buildings are of national or

international importance, Category B buildings are of regional or more than local

importance, and Category C(s) structures are of local importance. Historic

Gardens and Designed Landscapes listed in the Inventory are considered to be

nationally important. Table 9.1 summarises the relative importance (and therefore

sensitivity) of key cultural heritage resources.
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Table 9.1: Definitions of importance / sensitivity of cultural heritage resources

Importance / sensitivity Site types

International/National World Heritage Sites

Scheduled Ancient Monuments

Sites of schedulable quality (NSR codes C and V)

Category A Listed Buildings

Inventory status Historic Gardens & Designed Landscapes

Outstanding Conservation Areas

Regional Archaeological sites and areas of distinctive regional

importance

Category B Listed Buildings

Conservation Areas

Local Archaeological sites and areas of local importance

Category C(s) Listed Buildings

Unlisted buildings and townscapes of some historic or

architectural interest

Lesser Other archaeological sites;

Findspots

9.3.15 Magnitudes of effect are assessed in the categories high, medium, low and

imperceptible, and are described in Table 9.2.

Table 9.2: Definitions of magnitude of effect

Level of magnitude Definition

High A major effect fundamentally changing the baseline

condition of the receptor, leading to total or major

alteration of character or setting.

Medium A moderate effect changing the baseline condition of the

receptor materially but not fundamentally, leading to

partial alteration of character or setting.

Low A minor detectable effect which does not alter the baseline

condition of the receptor materially.

Imperceptible A very slight and barely distinguishable change from

baseline conditions.

None No discernible change to the baseline condition of the

character or setting of the receptor.

9.3.16 Table 9.3 combines these criteria to provide an assessment of whether or not an

effect is considered to be significant in terms of the Environmental Impact

Assessment (Scotland) Regulations 1999.

Table 9.3 Matrix for assessing significance of effect.

Magnitude ▼

High Minor Moderate Major Major

Medium Negligible Minor Moderate Major

Low Negligible Negligible Minor Moderate / Minor

Imperceptible Negligible Negligible Negligible Minor

None None None None None

Lesser Local Regional National / International

Sensitivity ►

9.3.17 Moderate and major impacts are considered to be significant for the EIA

Regulations. Sites of national importance are more capable of absorbing low

magnitude impacts on their setting, than low magnitude permanent and

irreversible impacts on their character. For that reason low magnitude direct

impacts on sites of national importance are considered to produce moderate and



- 302 -

significant impacts, whereas low magnitude impacts on the settings of such sites

are considered to produce minor and non-significant impacts.

9.3.18 All Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Category A and B Listed Buildings and

Conservation Areas within a 15km radius of the Development turbines have been

assessed against the ZTV model. Planning Advice Note 45 (Revised 2002):

Renewable Energy Technologies notes that: “visual effect will be dependent on the

distance over which a wind farm may be viewed, whether the turbines can be viewed

adjacent to other features, different weather conditions, the character of the development

and the landscape and nature of the visibility”. PAN 45 further notes that at distances

greater than 15km a wind farm will generally be seen as “only prominent in clear

visibility - as part of the wider landscape”. Taking account of these factors it is

considered that at distances greater than 15km the indirect, visual effect of the

presence of a wind farm in the wider landscape on the setting of a cultural

heritage site is not significant.

9.4 BASELINE CONDITIONS

General

9.4.1 Thirteen sites of cultural heritage interest have been identified within the

proposed wind farm area (Figure 9.1, Volume 3). Appendix 9.1, Volume 4

provides tabulated gazetteer information on the character, baseline condition and

cultural heritage importance of each site. This information is discussed

thematically below.

9.4.2 There are 34 Scheduled Ancient Monuments within 15km of the proposed wind

farm that have predicted views of turbines, based on the blade-tip ZTV (Figure

9.2, Volume 3). There is also one Category A listed building and 15 Category B

listed buildings from which there are predicted views of the wind farm. There are

13 Non-Statutory Register (NSR) sites that are considered to be probably (Code V)

of national importance within 15km of the proposed wind farm. There are no

Conservation Areas within 15km from which there would be views of the

proposed wind farm.

9.4.3 Site numbers are shown in bold and in brackets in the following text.

Consultation responses

9.4.4 Historic Scotland’s scoping opinion (21st July 2005) confirms that there are no

Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Listed Buildings or Historic Gardens and

Designed Landscapes within the proposed development area. Historic Scotland

identified indirect impacts of the development on Scheduled Ancient Monuments

and Listed Buildings in the immediate vicinity as a potential issue and requested

that a ZTV be used to assess the predicted visual impact on these monuments, in

particular Carbisdale Castle (7165) and Achany House (8016). Historic Scotland

provided digital data on Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Listed Buildings and

Historic Gardens and Designed Landscapes within 20km of the proposed

development area on 18th August 2008.
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9.4.5 The Highland Council Archaeology Unit (HCAU) stated in their reply to a

consultation letter (19th November 2008) that there is a rich prehistoric heritage

and a number of Scheduled Ancient Monuments in the vicinity of the proposed

development that may be indirectly impacted upon. The indirect visual impacts of

particular concern to the HCAU were the Scheduled Ancient Monuments at

Invershin Farm and Primary School (SAMs 5470, 5462, 5497 and 5498), Achany

Glen (2208) and The Ord (1812). The HCAU stated that there had been no

systematic archaeological survey of the proposed development area prior to tree

planting in the area. However, HCAU believe that there is a high probability of

unrecorded archaeological remains being present in the proposed development

area, if they survived the tree planting process, due to the high number of sites

recorded in the vicinity.

Cultural heritage sites

Results of Data Collection

9.4.6 There are no Scheduled Ancient Monuments or sites of schedulable quality within

the proposed wind farm area and no part of the proposed development lies

within a Conservation Area or Historic Garden and Designed Landscape. No

Listed Buildings are located within the proposed wind farm area.

9.4.7 The NMRS and HER contains records relating to four cultural heritage sites

within the proposed wind farm area; these are Inveran Wood farmstead (2),

Achany Glen enclosure (12), Linsidecroy Wood hut circle (10) and Inveran Wood

roundhouse (5).

9.4.8 The HER contains information on two further sites, a sheepfold to the north of

Inveran Wood (1) and a further circular sheepfold in Braemore Wood (13).

Examination of the Forestry Commission records confirmed the location of six of

the sites (1, 3, 6, 12, 8, and 10) identified during the desk-based assessment and

field survey. A further six sites (14-19) were identified from Forestry Commission

records. No information other than the location is given within the Forestry

Commission records on three of these sites (14-16); however, the remaining three

sites are a boundary bank (17), linear banks (18) and a stone dyke (19).

9.4.9 Examination of cartographic sources confirmed the locations of sites provided by

the NMRS and HER.

9.4.10 Examination of vertical aerial photographs identified the extents of two sites (4

and 6) within the proposed wind farm area.

9.4.11 Field survey established the baseline conditions of most of those sites identified

by the desk-based study within the proposed wind farm. Fieldwork also led to the

identification of four sites that were not identified by the desk-based study. These

are a boulder built structure (7), an enclosure (8), a field clearance cairn (9) and a

boundary bank (11).
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Character of cultural heritage

Proposed Wind Farm Area

Prehistoric Remains

9.4.12 Two hut circles (5 and 10) dating from the prehistoric period are recorded by the

NMRS and HER within the proposed wind farm area. Neither site was visited

during the field survey but the NMRS and HER record that one of the hut circles

(10) had been ploughed through and planted with trees. Areas of clearance cairns

and later structures were also recorded around the hut circle in Inveran Wood (5)

during a survey undertaken prior to felling of the woodland in 1999.

Medieval and Later Farmsteads

9.4.13 A farmstead is depicted on the Ordnance Survey 1st and 2nd Edition maps north

of the road at Inveran (2). It is shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st Edition map

(1879) as one building on the western side of the track. The farmstead is also

depicted on the Ordnance Survey 2nd Edition map (1903), which depicts a small

rectangular enclosure to the north of the building and a larger irregular shaped

enclosure to the south. The farmstead is not shown on earlier maps such as Roy’s

Military Survey (1747-55) or Thomson’s map of 1823 and is therefore likely to date

from the early to mid 19th century.

9.4.14 Field surveys identified a possible building/structure (7) within Linsidecroy

Wood. The remains are in a poor condition and a building style or use could not

be discerned. The structure is not shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st and 2nd

Edition maps and is likely to be of 18th century date or earlier.

Enclosures

9.4.15 Field survey and aerial photographic records identified a large enclosure (6)

within the Achany Glen forest. The enclosure is not shown on the Ordnance

Survey 1st or 2nd Edition maps or on earlier maps and is therefore likely to date

to the 18th century. The Ordnance Survey 1st and 2nd Edition maps both show a

sub rectangular enclosure (12) with a small circular structure within it, a short

distance to the north of the other enclosure (6). The enclosure is not shown on

earlier maps and may date from the early 19th century.

9.4.16 Aerial photographs and field survey also identified another possible enclosure (4)

within Inveran Wood. The enclosure is not depicted on the Ordnance Survey

maps or earlier maps. Field survey also identified a further enclosure (8) within

Linsidecroy Wood that is not depicted on any maps and may also be of pre 19th

century date.

Sheepfolds

9.4.17 The Highland Council HER records two sheepfolds (1, 13). One of these (1) is

depicted on the Ordnance Survey 1st Edition as within a larger enclosure (1) to

the north of Inveran. A second, circular, sheepfold (13) at Ceann na Creige is
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shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st Edition map. Both of these features are likely

to date from the early 19th century.

Field banks

9.4.18 The Ordnance Survey 1st and 2nd Edition maps depict a long linear field

boundary (11) running NNW from the River Shin up to Cnoc Ceann nam Bad and

beyond. Field survey recorded a turf bank and ditch at this location, upon which a

deer fence has been erected.

9.4.19 A short section of field bank (3), recorded by the Forestry Commission and

identified during the field survey, is not shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st or

2nd Edition maps and may be of pre 19th century date. Three further field banks

(17, 18 and 19) are recorded by the Forestry Commission within the proposed

development area. These field banks are not shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st or

2nd Edition maps and may also be of pre 19th century date.

Field Clearance

9.4.20 Field survey recorded a large spread of field clearance (9) within Linsidecroy

Wood. It is not possible to date this site exactly but it may be associated with the

possible building (7) and enclosure (8) that may date from the 18th century.

Assessment of Importance of Cultural Heritage Features

9.4.21 Using the criteria detailed in Section 9.3 and Table 9.1, Appendices 9.1 and 9.2

provide an assessment of the importance of each cultural heritage site identified

by the baseline study within the proposed wind farm area.

Proposed Wind Farm Area (Figure 9.1, Volume 3)

9.4.22 None of the sites within the proposed wind farm area are considered to be of

national or regional significance.

9.4.23 Four sites are considered to be of local importance. Two hut circles (5 and 10) fit

within a wider prehistoric landscape. A farmstead (2), of likely 19th century date,

and the remains of a possible building (7), that may date from the 18th century are

remains that relate to the later settlement and agrarian development in the area.

9.4.24 Twelve sites are considered to be of lesser significance, these are the remains of

sheepfolds (1 and 13), field banks (3, 11, 17-19), enclosures (4, 6, 8 and 12) and a

spread of field clearance stones (9).

9.4.25 Three sites (14-16) are of unknown importance as no information is given on them

within the Forestry Commission records.

Assessment of the Archaeological Potential of the Proposed Wind farm Area

9.4.26 The majority of the cultural heritage features identified by the study within the

proposed wind farm primarily relate to settlement and agrarian development in

the 18th and 19th centuries, although two hut circles within the area of the
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proposed wind farm provides some evidence for prehistoric settlement in the

area. Many of the minor features (field boundaries and structures) are no longer

detectable as upstanding remains but may be partly preserved as buried features.

9.4.27 Most of the identified sites relate to medieval or later rural settlement with only

two hut circles (5 and 10) of certain prehistoric date identified within the

proposed wind farm area. Roy’s Military survey map (1747-55) depicts the area of

the proposed development as uninhabited open hillside. Later historical maps

show that by the mid-19th century the situation had not changed although some

small enclosures (8 and 12) and sheepfolds (1 and 13) had been built within the

proposed development area, particularly around Achany Glen and Linsidecroy

Wood. One of these enclosures (12) is named An Sithean which translates as the

Fairy Hill, this may indicate that the enclosure had been sited on or around an

earlier feature for which this name would be more fitting.

9.4.28 The NMRS and HER contain a number of records of sites pertaining to the area

immediately around the proposed wind farm area. The majority of these sites are

of prehistoric origin and relate to Neolithic and Bronze Age occupation of the area

and include hut circles, chambered cairns, burnt mounds and field systems with

clearance cairns. Examples include cairns, hut circles and standing stones

(NC50SE 1, 13, 16, 18 and 23) 1.5km north of the proposed development at Druim

Baile Fuir, a chambered cairn and hut circles with field systems (NC50SE 26, 10

and 8) between 1km and 1.5km to the north and east at Achany, kerb cairns, hut

circles and field systems (NC50SE 60, NH59NE 14-17) 1.4km to the northeast and

east along the River Shin and hut circles with field systems (NH59NE 9-12, 19 and

22) 700m to the southeast around Invershin. The degree of prehistoric occupation

in the area was evidenced during the extensive survey and excavations

undertaken on a large section of land along the floor of Achany Glen from 1988

until 1996 (McCullagh and Tipping 1998). A small number of prehistoric artefact

find-spots are also recorded in the surrounding area and are further indicators of

prehistoric activity close to the proposed development. These include a flint axe

head from Invershin (NH59NE 26) and a stone axe head from Murraytown

(NH60SE 27).

9.4.29 Medieval or later settlement remains include motte sites at Invershin Castle

(NH59NE 2) 800m to the southeast of the proposed development and at Inveran

(NH59NE 28) 300m to the south, sheiling huts (NH59NE 37-38) at Invershin

Forest 1.5km to the southeast and a corn drying kiln and farmstead (NC50SE 49)

1.6km to the northeast at Achiemore.

9.4.30 The majority of these prehistoric and later settlement sites are located on the floor

of the Achany Glen along the River Shin or below a height of 150m OD, as are the

modern settlements. Within the proposed wind farm area the cultural heritage

remains are concentrated within Inveran Wood and Linsidecroy Wood and below

an altitude of 150m OD. The majority of the proposed wind farm will be situated

above 150m OD; very few cultural heritage sites are recorded between these

altitudes in the immediate landscape surrounding the proposed development.
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9.4.31 The site of the proposed development is partially covered by areas of dense

plantation forest and large areas of recently felled forest. The original commercial

forestry planting of the proposed development area was undertaken in 1955 and

harvesting operations were carried out between 1998 and 2005. Subsequent

replanting of those areas felled between 1998 and 2000 was commenced in 2005.

Due to the presence of the commercial forestry the proposed development area

has been greatly altered since the mid-19th century.

9.4.32 Given the number of prehistoric sites and artefact find-spots in proximity to the

proposed wind farm there is the potential that buried prehistoric remains may be

preserved within the proposed wind farm area. However, as the majority of

cultural heritage sites within the proposed development area and within the

wider landscape are located below a height of 150m OD and given the nature of

the proposed development, the limited land take required by the development as

well as the current land use of the area for commercial forestry, the probability of

encountering such remains is considered to be low.

Key Receptors within 15km of the Development Area

9.4.33 Those SAMs and NSR sites within 15km (Figure 9.2, Volume 3) and which would

have views of the wind farm vary greatly in character and date, from prehistoric

settlement, ritual and funerary sites (including hut circles, standing stones and

several chambered cairns) to 19th century farmsteads. Amongst the listed

buildings there is a railway viaduct, bridges, numerous churches and 19th century

houses. The listed buildings are scattered along the floor of the glen in rural

surroundings.

9.4.34 There are 47 SAMs within 15 km of the proposed development area and 13 Non-

Statutory Register (NSR) Code V sites within 5km of the proposed development.

There are also two Category A and 26 Category B Listed Buildings within 15 km

of the proposed development area. Those sites that the ZTV predicts as being

intervisible with the development are shown on Figure 9.2, Volume 3 and details

are provided in Appendix 9.2, Volume 4.

9.5 IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

General

9.5.1 Any ground-breaking activities associated with the construction of the proposed

wind farm (such as may be required for turbines bases and crane stances, access

tracks, cable routes, compounds, etc) have the potential to disturb or destroy

features of cultural heritage interest. The creation and extension of borrow pits to

extract construction materials could have similar direct and adverse impacts.

Other construction activities, such as vehicle movements, soil and overburden

storage and landscaping also have the potential to cause direct impacts on the

cultural heritage.

9.5.2 The assessment of predicted impacts has been carried out with reference to the

design layout shown on Figure 9.1, Volume 3, which embeds mitigation into the

siting of the turbines, to avoid archaeological constraints wherever possible. Using
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the assessment criteria set out in Section 9.3 and Tables 9.1-9.3, Appendix 9.1,

Volume 4 contains a final column which provides an assessment of the sensitivity

of the identified cultural heritage sites. The predicted impacts discussed below are

separated into construction impacts (principally direct impacts, arising from

construction activities) and operational impacts (principally indirect impacts,

arising from the presence of the turbines affecting the setting of significant

cultural heritage sites in the wider landscape).

Construction impacts

Direct impacts

9.5.3 Taking into account the embedded avoidance mitigation, there would be a direct

impact on one boundary bank (11) of lesser importance, which would be crossed

by the proposed on-site access track.

Mitigation

9.5.4 An appropriate strategy for archaeological mitigation would be incorporated into

a written scheme of investigation (WSI) agreed in advance of the development by

HCAU. Mitigation measures would include the following:

 Where sites survive as upstanding features and lie in close proximity to

proposed wind farm features they would be avoided as far as is practicable in

order to ensure their preservation in situ.

 Where access tracks are required to cross the remains of a boundary bank (11)

it will do so with the minimum of disturbance to the feature affected.

Archaeological evaluation, watching briefs and excavation

9.5.5 A suitable programme of archaeological evaluation and watching briefs would be

agreed in consultation with the Council’s archaeological advisors (HCAU). Such

mitigation work may be required at proposed turbine locations, for example,

and/or along proposed access track routes and/or borrow pit locations.

9.5.6 If significant discoveries were made during archaeological monitoring, and

preservation in situ of any sites or features was not possible, provision would be

made for the excavation, where necessary, of any archaeological remains. This

provision would include the consequent production of written reports on the

findings, with post-excavation analyses and publication of the results of the work,

where appropriate.

Construction guidelines

9.5.7 Written guidelines would be issued for use by all construction contractors,

outlining the need to avoid causing unnecessary damage to unknown

archaeological sites. Those guidelines would contain arrangements for calling

upon retained professional archaeological support in the event that buried

archaeological remains of potential archaeological interest were discovered in

areas not subject to archaeological monitoring. The guidance would make clear
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the legal responsibilities placed upon those who disturb artefacts or human

remains.

Operational impacts

9.5.8 The presence of development features may have indirect impacts on the setting of

sites of cultural heritage interest both within the proposed wind farm and in the

wider landscape. Wind turbines and, to a lesser extent, anemometer masts have

the potential to cause indirect visual impacts over a wide area. In particular, there

is potential for the wind farm to be present in views of and from SAMs, listed

buildings and other cultural heritage sites and areas in the vicinity of the

proposed wind farm.

9.5.9 A list of sites predicted by the ZTV to have views of one or more turbines and

therefore considered in this study is contained in Appendix 9.2, Volume 4. The

Appendix provides a tabulated assessment of predicted impacts on a site-by-site

basis using the criteria set out in Section 9.3. Scheduled Ancient Monuments,

Category A and B listed buildings and Conservation Areas up to 15km from the

proposed extension are assessed. Historic Gardens and Designed Landscapes are

dealt with in Chapter 6 - Landscape and Visual Assessment. Indirect impacts on

Category C(s) listed buildings outwith the proposed wind farm have been

excluded from assessment. The Memorandum states that Category C(s) listed

buildings are lesser examples of any period, style or building type and simple,

traditional buildings. In the context of the proposed development, such locally

important sites are considered to have localised landscape settings and indirect

visual impacts are considered to be not significant for such designations.

9.5.10 The assessment of magnitude of impacts provided in Appendix 9.2, Volume 4 has

been based on analysis of the blade tip ZTV (Figure 9.2, Volume 3) taking into

account the distance of the assessed site from the proposed wind farm and the

number of turbine blade tips visible. The ZTV model is, however, a worst-case

predictive tool, based on bare-earth surface topography and maximum blade-tip

height, and takes no account of obstructions to visibility caused by existing

forestry and other vegetation or by buildings or other man-made features.

9.5.11 Analysis of the ZTV predicts that 34 Scheduled Ancient Monuments, one

Category A listed building, 15 Category B listed buildings and 13 Code V NSR

sites would be theoretically intervisible with the turbines (Figure 9.2, Volume 3;

Appendix 9.2, Volume 4).

9.5.12 No significant effects are predicted on any of the external receptors identified by

this study. In the following paragraphs those sites for which significant impacts

have been predicted and those sites which Historic Scotland and HCAU

specifically requested were assessed are considered in detail. Historic Scotland

requested that two Category B listed buildings, Carbisdale Castle (7165) and

Achany House (8016), should be assessed by the study. The HCAU requested that

two distinct groupings of Scheduled Ancient Monuments within 15km of the

proposed development should be assessed; those at The Ord (1812) and the large

group of monuments along the floor of Achany Glen by the River Shin (5470,
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5462, 5497, 5498 and 2208). Additional sites have been included within the

assessment where relevant.

Scheduled Ancient Monuments Na Code V NSR Sites

9.5.13 The large SAM at The Ord (1812) is comprised of up to 20 hut circles, associated

field systems and a chambered cairn. Analysis of the ZTV indicates that only the

hut circles along the southern edge of the scheduled area would be intervisible

with the turbines. Thus, the construction of the proposed wind farm would have

an impact on the baseline settings of sites, which is judged to be of imperceptible

magnitude and minor significance.

9.5.14 A group of SAMs along Achany Glen are related to prehistoric occupation of the

area and include burnt mounds, hut circles and field systems (2208, 1825, 5462,

5498, 5497, 5470). Further settlements sites (MHG 12208, 12804, 9290) and burial

cairns (MHG 12882, 12079, 12195) are recorded as Code V NSR sites along the

glen. The ZTV and wire frames predict that between 14 and 27 of the turbines

would be theoretically visible from the sites amongst this group. Their essential

setting of this group of sites is Achany Glen and their relationships with each

other. Distant landscape views are incidental and do not form an important aspect

of these sites. The A836 and the parallel railway line run from north to south

through the Glen and the majority of the sites lie beneath an overhead power line.

Thus, the construction of the proposed wind farm would have an impact on the

baseline settings of sites which is judged to be of low magnitude and minor

significance.

Listed Buildings

9.5.15 Historic Scotland specifically requested that the impact upon Carbisdale Castle

and Achany House be assessed.

9.5.16 Carbisdale Castle (7165), a Category B listed building, is located 3.5km to the

south of the nearest proposed turbine. The large Baronial mansion was built at the

beginning of the 20th century as a residence for the Duchess of Sutherland. It is

situated on a hill that overlooks the mature forest surrounding it and has open

views to the north and south along the Kyle of Sutherland and Achany Glen. The

principal view from the castle is to the north, towards the area of the proposed

development. Whilst the ZTV and wireframe indicate that 21 to 27 turbines would

be theoretically visible from the castle, the photomontage (Figure 6.14, Volume 3)

demonstrates that the westernmost part of the wind farm would be screened in

the view from the castle. Thus, the construction of the proposed wind farm would

have an impact on the baseline setting of the castle which is judged to be of

imperceptible magnitude and negligible significance.

9.5.17 Achany House (8016) is a Category B listed building located 1.5km to the

northeast of the nearest turbine. The three storey building dates from the late

18th/early 19th century and has mid and late 19th century additions at the rear of

the building. The house faces SSE across lawns; the wind farm would not be

visible in this view. The key view of the house is from the SSE, whereby the house
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is framed by the surrounding mature forest. Thus, the construction of the

proposed wind farm would have an impact on the baseline setting of the house

which is judged to be of imperceptible magnitude and negligible significance.

9.6 CUMULATIVE IMPACT ASSESSMENT

9.6.1 Cumulative impacts on the cultural heritage resource result from changes to the

baseline current setting of the resource caused by the proposed development in

conjunction with other developments that occurred in the past, present or are

likely to occur in the foreseeable future.

9.6.2 Consented and constructed wind farms in the vicinity of the proposed wind farm

at Braemore include Rosehall Hill (19 turbines), and Achany (23 turbines), to the

immediate west; Beinn Tharsuinn (17 turbines), c.20km to the south; and Kilbraur

(19 turbines), c.20km to the north-east. It is judged that the addition of the wind

farm at Braemore to a landscape containing these wind farms would not

significantly alter the baseline setting of cultural heritage resources identified

within this study. Therefore, there would not be a significant cumulative effect on

the cultural heritage resources.

9.7 STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

9.7.1 Thirteen sites of cultural heritage interest have been identified by the assessment

within the proposed wind farm area, using a range of desk-based sources,

consultations and a field study (Figure 9.1, Volume 3). The identified sites within

the proposed wind farm are of local or lesser importance and no significant

impacts (direct or indirect) are predicted to affect any of these. The possibility that

additional, buried and unrecorded remains of archaeological significance within

the proposed wind farm is considered to be moderate. Mitigation measures have

been proposed to offset the predicted possible direct impacts on buried remains

through an appropriate strategy to be agreed with HCAU in advance of

construction.

9.7.2 The archaeological potential of the proposed development site has been

considered and is judged to be of moderate potential, taking account of the area’s

current land-use as commercial forestry and the high density of previously

recorded archaeological sites and monuments in the locality of the proposed wind

farm.

9.7.3 Sixteen SAMs, thirteen Code V NSR sites, one Category A listed building and five

Category B listed buildings have been identified within 15 km from which there

are predicted views of the wind farm. In no case would the settings of these

receptors be affected significantly by the construction and operation of the

proposed development.

9.7.4 A programme of mitigation works would be proposed in a WSI and agreed with

the local authority to offset the predicted loss of cultural heritage sites within the

proposed development area. No significant residual effects are anticipated in

relation to cultural heritage interests and the development proposals are
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considered to conform with the aims of national, regional and local planning

policy as regards cultural heritage.
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APPENDIX 9.1: Cultural Heritage sites within the proposed wind farm area

No Site Name Site Type Easting Northing NMRS/HER Source Description Importance

1 Inveran

Wood

Sheepfold 257111 897805 MHG32589 HER, Forestry

Commission,

Field survey,

Cartographic.

A three compartment sheepfold within a larger

enclosure is first depicted at this location on the

Ordnance Survey 1st Edition map (1879).The

Ordnance Survey 2nd Edition map (1903) shows

that two further compartments had been added

to the sheepfold and an additional small

enclosure is also shown to the north of the

building.

Field survey recorded a drystone built

sheepfold, with five internal compartments as

shown on the Ordnance Survey maps. A

modern concrete mill race is located at the

roadside beside the sheepfold. The feature is 1m

deep, 0.5m wide and 5m long .

Lesser

2 Inveran

Wood

Farmstead 257025 897588 NMRS, HER,

Cartographic,

Field survey.

The Ordnance Survey 1st Edition map depicts a

single roofed rectangular building a short

distance north of Inveran.

Field survey recorded the remains of a

rectangular drystone built building with a small

enclosure attached to its south western end. The

building is divided into two rooms measuring

10m x 5m and 8m x 5m. The walls of the

building are preserved to a height of 1.6m along

its northern wall and 0.4m along its southern

wall. The Forestry Commission records a site

immediately to the north of the farmstead, but

Local



No Site Name Site Type Easting Northing NMRS/HER Source Description Importance

further details are not given.

3 Inveran

Wood

Field bank 256870

256911

897963

897991

Field survey,

Forestry

Commission.

The Forestry Commission record an old bank at

this location.

Field survey recorded a section of poorly

preserved field bank, 2m wide and 0.3m in

height.

Lesser

4 Inveran

Wood

Possible

enclosure

256973 898138 Field survey,

Aerial

photographs

Field survey recorded the tumbled remains of a

possible enclosure on a south-east facing slope

above the forest track near a fenced off shaft.

The remains comprised of large boulder built

walls and numerous tumbled smaller stones.

The enclosure is 15m in length by 10m wide and

the walls survived up to 1m in height.

Lesser

5 Inveran

Wood

Round

house

256550 898520 NH59NE60 NMRS; HER The NMRS records a round house at this

location measuring 10m internally. Areas of

clearance cairns and later structures were also

identified within the immediate surrounding

area.

The site was not visited during the field survey.

Local

6 Achany

Glen

Enclosure 256828 898745 Field survey,

Aerial

photographs,

Forestry

Commission

An enclosure was identified at this location from

aerial photographs.

Field survey recorded a large sub rectangular

enclosure delineated by a bank, 2m wide and

approximately 1m in height.

Local

7 Linsidecroy

Wood

Possible

building

255663 898925 Field survey Field survey recorded an L-shaped setting of

boulders with a further boulder setting in a

slight curving alignment to the west. The

structure is 5m in length by 1.5m in width and

0.3m in height.

Local



No Site Name Site Type Easting Northing NMRS/HER Source Description Importance

8 Linsidecroy

Wood

Enclosure 255616 898944

(centre)

Forestry

Commission,

Field survey,

Cartographic.

The Forestry Commission records a hut circle,

enclosure and a bank and wall at this location.

Field survey recorded a sub-circular drystone-

rubble built enclosure. There is a possible

entrance in the southwest. The enclosure is 18m

in diameter. The wall is up to 1m wide and 0.8m

high on the better preserved northern side, the

southern wall is much less pronounced.

Local

9 Linsidecroy

Wood

Field

clearance

255582 898948 Field survey Field survey recorded a spread of large sub-

angular boulders on the slope below site (8). The

spread is 20m in length, 6m wide and 0.6m in

height.

Lesser

10 Linsidecroy

Wood

Hut circle 255320 899180 NH59NE21 NMRS,

Forestry

Commission

The NMRS and Forestry Commission record a

hut circle measuring 13m in diameter. Pieces of

iron slag are recorded as lying around the

interior of the hut circle. The interior has been

ploughed through and planted with trees. The

site was not visited during the field survey.

Local

11 Creag Liath Boundary

bank

Field survey Field survey recorded a modern deer fence set

over an earlier turf bank, which has a ditch on

its south side.

Lesser

12 Achany

Glen, An

Sithen

Enclosure 256783 899037 NH59NE42 NMRS,

Forestry

Commission,

Field survey,

Cartographic

A large sub rectangular enclosure, containing a

small circular structure is depicted on the

Ordnance Survey 1st Edition map.

Field survey recorded that the enclosure is now

within mature forestry but its southern

boundary wall is visible running alongside an

old trackway. The wall measures up to 3m in

width in places and up to 1m in height. The full

extent of the enclosure could not be traced

Local



No Site Name Site Type Easting Northing NMRS/HER Source Description Importance

through dense forestry.

13 Braemore

Wood

Sheep fold 255290 901350 MHG32586 HER The SMR records a circular sheep fold depicted

on the Ordnance Survey 1st Edition map.

Lesser

14 Braemore

Wood

Unknown 254989 901642 Forestry

Commission

No information given. Unknown

15 Braemore

Wood

Unknown 255130 901634 Forestry

Commission

No information given. Unknown

16 Braemore

Wood

Unknown 255134 901725 Forestry

Commission

No information given. Unknown

17 Braemore

Wood

Boundary

bank

Forestry

Commission

A possible enclosure bank measuring 79m in

length is recorded by the Forestry Commission.

No other information is given on this site.

Lesser

18 Braemore

Wood

Linear

banks

256908 898783 Forestry

Commission

The Forestry Commission records linear banks

at this location. No other information is given on

this site.

Lesser

19 Braemore

Wood

Stone dyke 256511 899369 Forestry

Commission

The Forestry Commission records a stone dyke

at this location. No other information is given on

this site.

Lesser
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APPENDIX 9.2: External Receptors

Ref Site Name Easting Northing Status Site

Importance

Turbines

Visible

Distance to

nearest

Turbine (km)

Effect

Type

Magnitude of

Impact

Significance

of Impact

2208 Achany Glen,

settlement 900m to

1850m S of Lairg

Station

258000 903000 SAM National 21-27 3 Indirect Low Minor

5498 Invershin Primary

School, settlement

257900 899700 SAM National 14-20 2.2 Indirect Low Minor

1825 Achinduich,hut

circle 900m S

of,Lairg

258000 899100 SAM National 14-20 1.6 Indirect Low Minor

5462 Invershin Primary

School, settlement

258000 898000 SAM National 14-20 1.8 Indirect Low Minor

5497 Invershin Farm,

settlement and

burnt mound

257900 896500 SAM National 14-20 2.4 Indirect Low Minor

5470 Invershin Farm,

settlement and

burnt mound

258600 896600 SAM National 21-27 3 None

1791 Invershin

Farm,standing

stone

257600 896800 SAM National 14-20 2.2 Indirect Low Minor

1792 Invershin

Station,chambered

cairn

257900 895900 SAM National 21-27 3.1 Indirect Low Minor

1768 Balcharn,

chambered cairn

259600 906500 SAM National 1-6 6.6 Indirect Low Minor
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Ref Site Name Easting Northing Status Site

Importance

Turbines

Visible

Distance to

nearest

Turbine (km)

Effect

Type

Magnitude of

Impact

Significance

of Impact

1812 The Ord,

chambered cairns,

cairns, settlements

and field systems

257400 905500 SAM National 21-27 4.6 Indirect Imperceptible Minor

1759 Achany,chambered

cairn

257100 902000 SAM National 7-13 1.7 Indirect Low Minor

1761 Achinduich, stone

circle 950m NNE of

Achinduich

258400 900800 SAM National 21-27 2.5 Indirect Low Minor

1784 Druim Baile Fuir,

stone circle, cairns,

hut circles and

enclosure

255700 902700 SAM National 21-27 1.5 Indirect Low Minor

1801 River Shin,stone

circle on W bank

of,S of Lairg

258100 904800 SAM National 14-20 4.5 Indirect Low Minor

1817 Lairg Muir North,

chambered cairn

500m NW of

Culbuie

259300 907400 SAM National 21-27 7.2 Indirect Imperceptible Minor

1818 Lairg Moor South,

chambered cairn

290m N of Sydney

House

259000 907200 SAM National 21-27 6.8 Indirect Imperceptible Minor

5302 Langwell,fort and

dun

241000 900800 SAM National 14-20 12.2 Indirect Imperceptible Minor

1877 Swordale, hut

circle 1450m SE of,

Bonar Bridge

262500 890100 SAM National 14-20 10.4 None
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Ref Site Name Easting Northing Status Site

Importance

Turbines

Visible

Distance to

nearest

Turbine (km)

Effect

Type

Magnitude of

Impact

Significance

of Impact

1758 Achany, cairn 256700 902600 SAM National 21-27 1.9 None

1829 Altbreck,broch

1650m ESE of

Dalchork Bridge

259100 910300 SAM National 21-27 9.6 None

1878 Loch Dola,hut

circles and

clearance cairns

261500 908100 SAM National 1-6 9 None

4569 Loch Tigh na

Creige,house

262200 909600 SAM National 21-27 10.6 None

4560 Meall

Meadhonach, hut

circles, field system

and shielings

260800 911200 SAM National 14-27 11.4 None

5078 Loch Tign na

Crieg,farmstead

261400 909900 SAM National 21-27 10.4 None

5081 Loch Beag na

Furalachd, cairn

and shielings

259700 914900 SAM National 1-6 14.4 None

5090 Creagan Tigh na

Creige,shielings

261500 910300 SAM National 21-27 10.8 None

5161 Meall

Meadhonach,

sheepfold

260400 912400 SAM National 21-27 12.1 None

5194 Meall

Meadhonach, hut

circle and field

system

260700 912000 SAM National 21-27 11.7 None

5401 Loch Beag na

Fuaralachd,

260000 914900 SAM National 7-13 14.3 None
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Ref Site Name Easting Northing Status Site

Importance

Turbines

Visible

Distance to

nearest

Turbine (km)

Effect

Type

Magnitude of

Impact

Significance

of Impact

prehistoric

settlement

5563 Altbreck,

homestead 1800m

ESE of Dalchork

Bridge

259200 910200 SAM National 21-27 9.6 None

5153 Loch Tigh na

Creige, settlement

650m W of W end

of loch

260300 909300 SAM National 21-27 9.2 None

5160 Loch Tigh na

Creige,sheepfold

261800 909600 SAM National 21-27 10.4 None

5162 Tighcreag,hut

circle

262400 909700 SAM National 21-27 10.8 None

5309 Loch Tigh Na

Creige,hut circle

261800 909700 SAM National 21-27 10.5 None

MHG

9174

Cam Mor Broch 250390 898530 NSR V National 21-27 4.16 Indirect Low Minor

MHG

9175

St Colman’s Chapel 250480 898660 NSR V National 21-27 4.01 Indirect Low Minor

MHG

12921

Linsidemore

Wood, kerb cairn

254510 899910 NSR V National 14-20 1.25 Indirect Low Minor

MHG

12913

Invershin Castle 257270 896360 NSR V National 21-27 2.4 Indirect Low Minor

MHG

12882

Altnagar Lodge

Hotel

258310 899170 NSR V National 14-20 2 Indirect Low Minor

MHG

9290

Cnoc na Moine, hut

circles

258400 899300 NSR V National 14-20 2.1 Indirect Low Minor

MHG Achinduich, hut 258200 900900 NSR V National 21-27 2.2 Indirect Low Minor
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Ref Site Name Easting Northing Status Site

Importance

Turbines

Visible

Distance to

nearest

Turbine (km)

Effect

Type

Magnitude of

Impact

Significance

of Impact

12804 circles

MHG

12195

Achany, kerb cairn 257400 902250 NSR V National 21-27 2.1 Indirect Low Minor

MHG

12208

Achaidh Mhoir,

hut circles

257940 903010 NSR V National 21-27 3 Indirect Low Minor

MHG

12079

Pitarxie, kerb cairn 257450 903950 NSR V National 21-27 3.1 Indirect Imperceptible Minor

MHG

30198

Invershin

graveyard

257539 897222 NSR V National 21-27 1.3 None

MHG

33768

Achany Ice House 256900 901400 NSR V National 14-20 1.7 None

MHG

12893

Easterton hut

circles

250900 899700 NSR V National 1-6 3.05 Indirect Imperceptible Minor

279 Shin Railway

Viaduct

257893 895274 Listed

Building

Category

A

National 21-27 3.5 None

7165 Carbisdale Castle 257448 895457 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 21-27 3.5 Indirect Low Minor

282 Achinduich, Old

Achinduich House

258038 899888 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 14-20 1.8 Indirect Low Minor

7176 Kincardine,

Kincardine Parish

Church,

Churchyard

260513 889420 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 21-27 10 None
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Ref Site Name Easting Northing Status Site

Importance

Turbines

Visible

Distance to

nearest

Turbine (km)

Effect

Type

Magnitude of

Impact

Significance

of Impact

7176 Kincardine,

Kincardine Parish

Church

260553 889433 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 21-27 10 None

8016 Achany House 256909 901838 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 14-20 1.5 Indirect Imperceptible Negligible

7183 Ardgay, Ice House 260006 890620 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 14-20 8.7 None

284 Bonar Bridge,

Migdale Hospital,

Combination Poor

House

261629 891545 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 1-6 8.7 None

285 Bonar Bridge, Bank

of Scotland,

Caledonian Bank

261062 891422 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 14-20 8.5 None

7174 Invercharron

House, Gates and

Gate Piers

259539 891842 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 21-27 7.4 None

7165 Carbisdale Castle

and Entrance Gates

257594 894915 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 1-6 3.3 None

267 Invershin, salmon

fishing station

257365 896639 Listed

Building

Regional 14-20 2.1 None
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Ref Site Name Easting Northing Status Site

Importance

Turbines

Visible

Distance to

nearest

Turbine (km)

Effect

Type

Magnitude of

Impact

Significance

of Impact

Category

B

265 Invernan, Shin

Bridge

257496 897533 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 7-13 1.5 None

8025 Lairg, Church of

Scotland Parish

Manse

258227 907100 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 21-27 6.3 None

8019 Lairg, Manse Road,

Lairg Burial

Ground

258051 907252 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 21-27 6.3 None

287 Brae Doune,

suspension

footbridge

244054 901382 Listed

Building

Category

B

Regional 21-27 9.3 None



Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey
Explorer Map with the permission of the 

Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office
(c) Crown Copyright AL 100020176

Legend

Figure 9.1 - Cultural Heritage 
                   Internal Receptors

                 Scale: 1:20,000 @ A3

 Braemore Wood
Wind Farm

Site Boundary

Turbine Location

Cultural Heritage (Point)

Cultural Heritage (Linear)

Site Access Route



Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey
Explorer Map with the permission of the 

Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office
(c) Crown Copyright AL 100020176

Legend

Figure 9.2 - Cultural Heritage 
                   External Receptors

                  Scale: 1:120,000 @ A3

15km



5km

Braemore Wood
Wind Farm

Site Boundary

Turbine Location

Listed Building (Category A)

Listed Building (Category B)

Scheduled Ancient Monument

NSR Site

5km & 15km Site Buffers

1 to 6
7 to 13
14 to 20
21 to 27

Visibility


