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6. Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment  

Executive Summary 

The purpose of the Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) is to identify and record the 

potential effects that the Proposed Development may have on physical elements of the landscape; 

landscape character; wild land areas; areas that have been designated for their scenic or landscape-

related qualities; and views from various locations such as settlements, routes, tourism features and 

other sensitive locations. The potential cumulative effects that may arise from the addition of the 

Proposed Development to other wind farms are also considered. 

The study area for the LVIA covers a radius of 40 km from the outer turbines in the Proposed 

Development. The assessment has shown that the effect of the Proposed Development on the 

landscape and visual resource of the great majority of this study area will be not significant, which 

means that for the great majority of the study area, and the receptors that lie within it, the effect of 

the Proposed Development is not defining and the existing, baseline, characteristics of the landscape 

and views will continue to prevail. The receptors that will not be significantly affected by the Proposed 

Development include Gardens and Designed Landscapes, local scenic designations, settlements, Ψ!Ω 

roads other than the A838, railway lines, long-distance walking routes, core paths, the Crask 

Viewpoint, and mountain tops at Ben Klibreck, Quinag, and Arkle, and the great majority of the 

landscape character types that are found within the study area.  

While the effect on the majority of the study area will be not significant, the LVIA has indicated that 

there is potential for the Proposed Development to result in some localised significant effects on the 

area that lies in closer proximity to the site. The LVIA has identified that there is potential for 

significant effects to arise on the landscape character of the site and some parts of its surroundings; 

views from mountain tops at Ben More Assynt and Ben Hee, a stretch of the A838, the high point of 

Cnoc an Alaskie, the Maovally track, and the corrie at Coire Ceann Loch. The Residential Visual 

Amenity Assessment concludes that while there are likely to be significant effects on the residential 

visual amenity of the 11 properties that lie within 3 km of the nearest turbine in the Proposed 

Development or 250 m of the Proposed Development infrastructure, these effects do not have the 

potential to reach the Residential Visual Amenity Threshold. 

The effects that the Proposed Development may have on the Assynt-Coigach National Scenic Area 

(NSA) and two Wild Land Areas (WLAs) have been considered in the assessment. In relation to the 

NSA, localised significant effects have been assessed to arise on two Special Landscape Qualities 

(SLQs) in one part of the NSA, out of a total of 10 SLQs of the NSA. However, this effect is not 

ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅ ŀŘǾŜǊǎŜƭȅ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ΨƛƴǘŜƎǊƛǘȅΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ b{! ŀǎ ŀ ǎŎŜƴƛŎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻn.  

The Proposed Development lies within the south-eastern fringes of the Reay-Cassley WLA (WLA 34). 

The assessment of effects on wild land indicates that the Proposed Development is likely to result in 

a localised significant effect on one of the four Wild Land Qualities (WLQs) of this WLA. However, the 

mitigation that has been applied to the Proposed Development ensures that the significant effects on 

the qualities of the WLA have been substantially overcome by mitigation. A second WLA (Foinaven-

Ben Hee, WLA 37) has also been considered in the assessment, and the effects of the Proposed 

Development on the WLQs and the integrity of this WLA, which lies to the north of the Proposed 

Development, have been assessed as not significant.  

As well as assessing the effect of the Proposed Development itself, the LVIA assesses the cumulative 

effect that may arise when the Proposed Development is added to various scenarios of operational, 

under-construction, consented, application and scoping stage wind farms. The cumulative assessment 
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concludes that the cumulative effect of the Proposed Development on the great majority of receptors 

and viewpoints will be not significant. However, the addition of the Proposed Development to any 

scenario of cumulative wind farms is likely to lead to a significant cumulative effect on the view from 

Cnoc an Alaskie and on the landscape character type (LCT) (sweeping moorland and flows - LCT 134) 

that covers this area and its vicinity.  

The assessment has indicated that significant visual effects are likely to be contained within 

approximately 12.2 km of the turbines in the Proposed Development, although they may, in unusual 

circumstances, arise beyond this. Significant effects on landscape character are likely to be contained 

within a maximum radius of approximately 8.2 km from the turbines in the Proposed Development 

(with this distance arising only in unusual circumstances; the maximum extent of a significant effect 

elsewhere is approximately 7 km).  

6.1 Introduction 

6.1.1 This chapter provides an assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed Development on the 

landscape and visual resource of the study area. The assessment and review process has been 

undertaken on behalf of the Applicant by landscape architects at Optimised Environments Limited 

(OPEN), led by James Welch BA Hons FLI. It considers the effect on the landscape resource (both direct 

effects and effects on how the landscape is perceived) and the effect on visual amenity (views) within 

the study area (Figure 6.1). Cumulative effects arising from the addition of the Proposed Development 

to other wind farms are also considered.  

6.1.2 There are two technical appendices to this chapter.  

¶ Appendix 6.1: LVIA Methodology. 

¶ Appendix 6.2: Residential Visual Amenity Assessment.  

Scope of Assessment  

6.1.3 The landscape and visual impact assessment (LVIA) covers the construction, operation and 

decommissioning phases of the Proposed Development. The proposed wind farm will consist of nine 

turbines and associated long-term and short-term infrastructure, including access tracks and a 

substation with associated compound. Temporary components that are required during construction 

include a borrow pit and a construction compound. The grid connection to the local distribution 

network will be subject to a separate assessment and application.  

6.1.4 The turbines in the Proposed Development have a maximum height of 149.9 m from ground to blade 

tip and for the purposes of this assessment a maximum rotor diameter of 133 m (as shown in the 

visualisations that accompany the LVIA). 

Definition of Study Area 

6.1.5 The initial step in the LVIA is the establishment of the study area to be considered in the assessment. 

Guidance developed by NatureScot (formerly Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH)) (Visual Representation 

of Wind Farms Version 2.2, February 2017) indicates that an area with a radius of 40 km from the 

nearest turbine is appropriate for turbines of the size proposed at this wind farm. This study area is 

shown in Figure 6.1, and a Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) analysis has been carried out for this 

area.  

6.1.6 Within this wider study area, the assessment focuses on a local study area that covers a 20 km radius 

from the nearest turbine (shown on Figure 6.1).  

6.1.7 Mapping of the various characteristics and features of the study area that are relevant to the 

assessment (i.e. landform, landscape character types, principal visual receptors and landscape-
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planning designations) is presented with both 40 km and 20 km study areas in order that the wider 

context can be seen at a broad scale while the local context can be seen at a more detailed scale.  

6.2 Legislation, Policy and Guidelines 

6.2.1 Planning policy and legislation that is relevant to the Proposed Development is described in detail in 

Chapter 5 (Energy & Planning Policy). A summary of those aspects that are of key relevance to the 

LVIA is included below.  

National Policy  

6.2.2 {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǘƘƛǊŘ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ CǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ όbtCоύ ǿŀǎ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ 

June 2014. NPF3 is a long-ǘŜǊƳ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ŦƻǊ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ǎǇŀǘƛŀƭ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ 

Economic Strategy and plans for development and investment in infrastructure.  

6.2.3 Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) was also published in June 2014. The purpose of the SPP is to set out 

ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ aƛƴƛǎǘŜǊǎΩ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

the planning system and for the development and use of land. The SPP is a statement of Scottish 

Government policy on how nationally important land use planning matters should be addressed. 

6.2.4 SPP sets out the required approach to spatial frameworks that guide wind energy development to 

appropriate locations, taking into account important features, and includes provision for the 

protection of areas of landscapes that are recognised for their landscape-related qualities at a 

national level, including National Scenic Areas (NSAs), National Parks (NPs), Wild Land Areas (WLAs) 

and Gardens and Designed Landscapes (GDLs). The relevant paragraphs from SPP are described in the 

baseline section of this chapter (see Section 6.5).  

Regional Policy 

6.2.5 The current Highland Council (THC) statutory Development Plan for the 40 km study area comprises 

the following: 

¶ Highland-wide Local Development Plan (HwLDP) (adopted April 2012); 

¶ Caithness and Sutherland Local Development Plan (adopted August 2018); and  

¶ West Highland and Islands Local Development Plan (adopted September 2019). 

6.2.6 Relevant policies from these documents are described in Chapter 5 of the EIA Report and, where they 

are specifically relevant to the LVIA, are referred to in the baseline section of this chapter (see 

Section 6.5).  

6.2.7 THC has produced Onshore Wind Energy Supplementary Guidance (November 2016), which forms 

part of the Development Plan. This is referred to in Chapter 5.  

Guidelines  

6.2.8 The following sources have been utilised in the formulation of methodology for the assessment and 

the presentation of graphics: 

¶ Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment: Third Edition (Landscape Institute and 

IEMA, 2013) (GLVIA3); 

¶ Landscape Institute (2019). Visual Representation of Development Proposals: Landscape 

Institute Technical Guidance Note 06/19; 

¶ Landscape Institute (2019). Technical Guidance Note 2/19 Residential Visual Amenity 

Assessment; 
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¶ NatureScot (2020). Assessing Impacts on Wild Land Areas Technical Guidance; 

¶ SNH (2010). The special qualities of the National Scenic Areas. Scottish Natural Heritage 

Commissioned Report No. 374;  

¶ SNH (2012). Assessing the Cumulative Impact of Onshore Wind Energy Developments; 

¶ SNH (June 2014). Map of Wild Land Areas;  

¶ SNH (2017). Description of Wild Land Areas;  

¶ SNH (2017). Siting and Designing Wind Farms in the Landscape Version 3a; 

¶ SNH (2017). Visual Representation of Wind Farms, Version 2.2; 

¶ SNH (2018). Working draft Guidance for Assessing the Effects on Special Landscape Qualities;  

¶ THC (November 2016) Onshore Wind Energy Supplementary Guidance; and  

¶ THC (July 2016). Visualisation Standards for Wind Energy Developments.  

6.3 Consultation 

6.3.1 Table 6.1 provides details of consultations undertaken with relevant regulatory bodies, together with 

actions undertaken by the Applicant in response to consultation feedback. This table focusses on 

those aspects of the consultation that require acknowledgement or a response within the LVIA.  

6.3.2 It should be noted that the Pre-Application Consultation Feedback (21 July 2020) provided by 

NatureScot and THC, as quoted below, was based on a superseded version of the turbine layout 

(Layout B as shown in Chapter 3 and the Design and Access Statement), which had two rows of 

turbines rather than the single line of the final layout.  

Table 6.1 ς Consultation Responses 

Consultee Consultation Response Applicant Action 

THC 

Pre-Application 
Consultation 
Feedback (21 July 
2020) 

Χƛǘ ƛǎ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ 
meet a number of the criterion listed in 
ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ {ǳǇǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ DǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ 
for On-shore Wind Energy. As 
highlighted in this pack the design and 
layout of the development require 
refinement to reduce these impacts. 

The layout of the Proposed Development 
was revised following this response, in 
further consultation with THC and 
NatureScot.  

Proposals must have regard to the 
citations for SLAs, particularly that for 
nearby Ben Klibreck and Loch Choire 
SLA. 

The citation for the Ben Klibreck and Loch 
Choire Special Landscape Area (SLA) has 
been considered in the assessment.  

HwLDP Policy 61 Landscape requires 
new development to reflect the (2019) 
SNH Landscape Character Assessments. 
These are a starting point on which to 
base assessment of landscape and 
visual impact.  

It is important to set out who the visual 
receptors of the development are, what 
the landscape impacts are and how 
these two factors relate. 

The SNH 2019 Landscape Character 
Assessments have been used as the basis 
for the assessment of effects on landscape 
character.  

The landscape and visual receptors are 
described in Section 6.5 of this chapter, 
and their inter-relationships are discussed 
throughout the LVIA.  
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Consultee Consultation Response Applicant Action 

Within your assessment, consideration 
of sensitive receptors will need to 
include those who reside in the area 
and those who visit it, with receptor 
locations particularly including areas of 
settlement, transport routes and visitor 
and recreational attractions and 
routes.  

The LVIA considers residents, settlements, 
road-users, path-users, visitors, transport 
routes and recreational locations.  

Visualisations should be provided that 
accord with the Council's latest 
Visualisation Standards for Wind 
Energy Developments. Assessments 
should cover impacts of all elements of 
the development, not just the turbines, 
where they are not covered under a 
separate application.  

A full set of visualisations that accords with 
¢I/Ωǎ Visualisation Standards for Wind 
Energy Developments has been produced 
to support the LVIA (Volume 4)  

The infrastructure of the Proposed 
Development has been considered in the 
LVIA.  

The Council is currently in the process 
of identifying strategic landscape 
capacity for wind energy across 
Highland, including in Sutherland and 
Ross-shire, a study area which includes 
the proposed development siteΧThis 
has not yet been published for 
consultation but progress can be 
followed on the Council's website. 

The draft Sutherland and Ross-shire 
ŀǇǇǊŀƛǎŀƭ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ȅŜǘ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ƻƴ ¢I/Ωǎ 
website (11 February 2021). 

The comments that follow are provided 
with knowledge of the contents of the 
draft documentΧWhile the Rolling Hills 
Landscape Character is extensive in 
Sutherland, the developer should 
remain aware that it does not form one 
contiguous massΧThis creates a need 
to be attentive to the degree to which 
the parts of the LCT which are most 
visible to the travelling public may 
become dominated by development, 
even if the remoter expanses are not. 

The LVIA considers effects on the area of 
rolling hills LCT (LCT 135) within which the 
site lies, and also considers effects on 
views gained by the travelling public.  

The development lies approximately 
6km from the Assynt-Coigach NSA and 
15km from the Ben Klibreck and Loch 
Choire SLA. This is likely to make the 
development prominent in views 
between the designated landscapes, 
particularly from higher ground. The 
intervisibility between these areas is 
not specifically highlighted in their 
citations, but nonetheless should be 
regarded as adding to the sensitivity of 
the landscapeΧ 

The assessment of effects on the NSA and 
SLA is based upon the citations for these 
designated landscapes. Where relevant, 
ǾƛŜǿǎ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ΨƭŀƴŘƳŀǊƪΩ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳǎ ƛƴ 
other areas are also considered.  

Only design viewpoints were detailed in 
the pre-application documents, it is 
assumed viewpoints as detail in Fig 
12.01 of the previous application will 

The final viewpoint list has subsequently 
been agreed with THC as per further 
consultation emails below.  

The final viewpoint list includes a 
viewpoint (Viewpoint 1) from the existing 
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Consultee Consultation Response Applicant Action 

be used in any new planning 
application.  

A further viewpoint should be 
considered from the existing track from 
Corriekinloch to Glen Cassley, from the 
high point of the track.  

track from Corriekinloch to Glen Cassley, as 
suggested by THC.   

An assessment of the impact of 
aviation lighting on the nightscape 
must be submitted with the 
application. This should include 
visualisations at a range of viewpoints 
to be agreed with the Council and SNH. 
The visualisations should be produced 
following a methodology agreed with 
SNH. 

Aviation lighting that is visible to the naked 
eye is not required at the Proposed 
Development.   

The Landscape and Visual impacts are 
key issues which will inform our 
position in relation to this proposal. The 
proposed turbines location means they 
are likely to have an adverse impact on 
Wild Land Areas, in particular Wild 
Land Area 34 ς Reay ς Cassley. A wild 
land assessment should be included in 
support of any proposal which is 
brought forward which the applicant's 
landscape consultants should discuss 
with SNH. The assessment should 
Ŧƻƭƭƻǿ {bIΩǎ ²ƛld Land Areas: 
Technical Guidance (Draft Document). 

 

Wild land assessments have been carried 
out for the Reay-Cassley WLA and 
Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA, in agreement with 
NatureScot (refer to Section 6.7).  

{ǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¢I/Ωǎ ǇǊŜ-
application advice, NatureScot has 
published updated guidance for the 
assessment of effects on WLAs. This 
guidance is not materially different to that 
provided in the 2017 draft guidance, but 
provides clarification and further 
information on certain aspects of the 
methodology. The NatureScot (2020) 
guidance has therefore been used for the 
assessment of effects on wild land. 

A thorough chapter in the EIAR on 
design evolution of the wind farm will 
be required. This should identify what 
the key design drivers were for the 
wind farm and also where the wind 
farm is designed to be viewed from. 
This section of the EIAR should also 
consider the proposed turbine heights 
and scope of avoiding the need for 
aviation lighting. 

This is included in EIA Report Chapter 3 and 
the Design & Access Statement.  

The development has some potential to 
affect the criteria listed in the Councils 
Supplementary Guidance for On-shore 
Wind Energy.  

The 10 Supplementary Guidance (SG) 
criteria are addressed in the Planning 
Statement. 

Existing built infrastructure should be 
re-used or upgraded wherever possible. 
The application should make clear what 
elements of the development are 
existing infrastructure, existing 
infrastructure which will require 
improvement works and new 
infrastructure. The layout should be 

Considerable parts of the access track to 
the Proposed Development utilise existing 
tracks, including the access from the A838.  

The placement of infrastructure has been 
considered throughout the design process, 
with the objective of reducing landscape 
and visual effects whilst considering 
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Consultee Consultation Response Applicant Action 

designed to minimise the extent of new 
works in previously undisturbed 
ground.  

technical and other environmental 
constraints.  

Viewpoints from Ord Hill by Lairg and 
the hills west and northwest of the site 
should be considered as should a 
viewpoint from the NCN 1. 

A viewpoint at the Ord has been 
considered but is not included due to 
negligible visibility of the Proposed 
Development.  

Viewpoints 1, 2, 3, 21 and 22 are in 
elevated locations to the west and north-
west of the site.  

Viewpoints 16 and 17 are located on 
National Cycle Route (NCR) 1, and 
Viewpoint 18 is nearby.  

THC 

Online meeting (23 
September 2020)  

THC noted that there is scope for wind 
energy development at the site and the 
three options presented (of which one 
was a single row of turbines and two 
were double rows of turbines) are an 
improvement on the previous layouts. 
THC would like to see further changes 
to the design ahead of submission. 

THC expressed a strong preference for 
a single row of turbines with a similar 
base elevation.  

A single row of turbines was adopted as 
the site layout from this point onwards. 
Further consultation on the layout was 
subsequently carried out with THC.  

THC 

Online meeting (26 
November 2020)  

THC noted that they were much more 
comfortable with the revised single 
row layout than the previous double 
row.  The single row layout was 
preferred in spite of the increased level 
of theoretical visibility of turbines in 
views from the A838 to the north.  

THC considered that the revised layout 
has beneficially been designed to meet 
the requirements of the place and 
wider area.  

The single row layout discussed at this 
meeting was taken forward with minor 
refinements as the final layout.  

THC 

Email 
correspondence (2 
December 2020)  

¢I/ ƛǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ht9bΩǎ 
proposed approach to viewpoint 
ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ όŀǎ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ht9bΩǎ email 
of 1 December 2020), but would like an 
additional viewpoint in Lairg to be 
included.  

¢I/ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ht9bΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ 
to the study area όŀǎ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ht9bΩǎ 
email of 1 December 2020) and notes 
the suggested approach to the wild 
land assessment.  

An additional viewpoint in Lairg has been 
ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ŀǘ ¢I/Ωǎ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘ ό±ƛŜǿǇƻƛƴǘ нлύΦ  

THC THC agreed the scope for the 
cumulative assessment, which will 
include relevant operational, under-

OPEN has obtained the final proposed 
layout and turbine dimensions for Garvary 
and Lairg 2 Resubmission, and these 
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Email 
correspondence (11 
ς 14 January 2021) 

construction, consented and 
application-stage wind farms. THC 
requested that scoping sites at Garvary 
and Lairg 2 Resubmission are included 
as fixed layouts are available, and 
agreed that other scoping sites at 
Achany Extension, Braelangwell, 
Chleansaid, and Dalchork do not need 
to be included as no fixed layout is 
available.  

scoping sites have been included in the 
cumulative assessment.  

THC 

Email 
correspondence (1 
March 2021)  

¢I/ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ht9bΩǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 
approach to the residential visual 
amenity assessment.  

The residential visual amenity assessment 
is included as Appendix 6.2.  

NatureScot 
(formerly SNH)  

Pre-Application 
Consultation 
Feedback (21 July 
2020) 

This proposal lies wholly within the 
boundary of the Reay-Cassley WLA. 
SNH advised that the effects were 
highly likely to be contrary to Scottish 
Planning Policy, which is considered to 
be of national interest. 

SNH recommend that the applicant 
should undertake an assessment of 
effects on wild land using the 2017 
consultative draft guidance as a 
starting point. Due to this evolving area 
of work, it is strongly advise that the 
landscape consultant should discuss the 
scope of the wild land assessment with 
SNH at an early stage. In due course, 
SNH request hard copies of any visuals 
that may be contained within the wild 
land assessments as part of the EIA 
submission. 

It should be noted that while the turbines 
in the Proposed Development lie within the 
WLA, there are elements of infrastructure 
(including the substation compound, 
construction compound and upgraded 
existing access track) that lie outwith the 
WLA.  

Wild land assessments have been carried 
out for the Reay-Cassley WLA and 
Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA, in agreement with 
NatureScot (refer to Section 6.7). The 
ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀƴǘΩǎ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ Ŏƻƴǎǳƭǘŀƴǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ƘŀŘ 
ongoing discussions with NatureScot in 
relation to the wild land assessment.  

Subsequent to the production of the pre-
application advice, NatureScot has 
published updated guidance for the 
assessment of effects on WLAs. The 
NatureScot (2020) guidance has therefore 
been used for the assessment of effects on 
wild land. 

{bIΩǎ ƻŦŦŜǊ ǎǘill stands; in that they 
would be happy to provide advice to 
the developer on any further 
assessment of this NSA, during the pre-
application phase, if this would be 
helpful.  

OPEN has had ongoing consultation with 
NatureScot in relation to the NSA.  

NatureScot   

Online meeting (25 
August 2020) 

NatureScot requested the inclusion of 
viewpoints at Ben Hee and the western 
end of Loch Shin, within the NSA/WLA. 

NatureScot suggested that it may be 
useful to have a joint site visit with 
NatureScot and OPEN to look at the 
sensitivities surrounding the site.  

Ben Hee has been included as a viewpoint 
(Viewpoint 12) and a viewpoint at the 
western end of Loch Shin (Viewpoint 3) has 
also been included.  

NatureScot and OPEN have attempted on 
several occasions to arrange a site visit but 
this has not been possible, due largely to 
COVID-19 restrictions.  

NatureScot   On 30 September 2020, OPEN issued to 
NatureScot a set of wirelines 
illustrating the proposed revision of the 
site layout to a single row of turbines 

The single row layout was subsequently 
taken forward and refined as the final 
layout of the Proposed Development.  
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Email 
correspondence (7 
October 2020) 

rather than a double row. NatureScot 
noted that It is good to see that these 
have been carefully considered and 
from a design perspective the change 
to a simple linear arrangement of 
turbines does appear to be more in 
keeping with the surrounding pattern 
of landform and in my initial view is an 
improvement on the previous layout.  

NatureScot also noted that effects on 
wild land and NSA continued to be a 
concern.  

NatureScot   

Email 
correspondence (14 
December 2020) 

NatureScot is happy with the proposed 
final viewpoint list for the Proposed 
Development.  

NatureScot is content that OPEN liaises 
with THC regarding cumulative sites to 
be included in the assessment.  

NatureScot is content that the Ben 
Klibreck-Armine Forest WLA is scoped 
out of the wild land assessment, with 
the assessment therefore focussing on 
the Reay-Cassley and Foinaven-Ben 
Hee WLAs.  

Noted.  

 

6.4 Assessment Methods and Significance Criteria 

6.4.1 This section summarises the methodology used to carry out the LVIA, which is described in full in 

Appendix 6.1.  

Desk Study 

6.4.2 The assessment is initiated through a desk study of the site and 40 km radius study area. This study 

identifies aspects of the landscape and visual resource that may need to be considered in the 

landscape and visual assessment, including landscape planning designations, landscape character 

typology, WLAs, operational and potential cumulative wind farms, and views from routes (including 

roads, railway lines, NCRs, core paths and long distance walking routes), and settlements.  

6.4.3 The desk study also utilises Geographic Information System (GIS) and Resoft Windfarm software to 

explore the potential visibility of the Proposed Development. The resultant ZTV diagrams and 

wirelines provide an indication of which landscape and visual receptors are likely to be relevant to the 

assessment.  

Site Visits 

6.4.4 Field surveys are carried out throughout the 40 km radius study area, although the focus is on the 

areas shown on the ZTV to gain theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development. The baseline field 

survey has five broad stages. 

¶ A preliminary familiarisation around the study area in order to visit the aspects of the landscape 

and visual resource that have been identified through the desk study and verify their existence 

and importance. Important features and characteristics that have not become apparent 
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through the desk study are also identified, and particularly sensitive receptors are noted in 

order to inform the design process.  

¶ A visit onto the site itself, in order to establish the potential of the site for wind farm 

development and identify the most suitable areas for Proposed Development in landscape and 

visual terms, along with any constraints that may restrict the developable area.  

¶ Further field survey around the study area, concurrent with the design process for the Proposed 

Development, to identify those receptors that are likely to be particularly important in the 

assessment and inform the layout design, possible turbine height, and the extent of the 

Proposed Development.  

¶ The identification of representative viewpoints to include in the landscape and visual 

assessment, including a wide range of receptors, landscape character, and directions and 

distances from the Proposed Development. 

¶ An on-site review of the special qualities/wildness qualities of landscape planning designations 

and WLAs, which informs the likely effect of the Proposed Development on these qualities and 

its effect on the overall integrity of the designations/WLAs.  

Categories of Effects 

6.4.5 The LVIA is intended to determine the effects that the Proposed Development will have on the 

landscape and visual resource. For the purpose of assessment, the potential effects on the landscape 

and visual resource are grouped into five categories:  

Effects on Physical Elements  

6.4.6 Physical effects are restricted to the area within the Proposed Development site boundary and are 

the direct effects on the existing fabric of the site, such as the removal of forestry and alteration to 

ground cover. This category of effects is made up of landscape elements, which are the components 

of the landscape, such as moorland, that may be directly and physically affected by the Proposed 

Development.  

Effects on Landscape Character 

6.4.7 Landscape character is the distinct and recognisable pattern of elements that occurs consistently in a 

particular type of landscape, and the way that this pattern is perceived. Effects on landscape character 

arise either through the introduction of new elements that physically alter this pattern of elements, 

or through visibility of the Proposed Development, which may alter the way in which the pattern of 

elements is perceived. This category of effects is made up of landscape character receptors, which fall 

into two groups; landscape character types and landscape-related designated areas.  

Effects on Wild Land Areas 

6.4.8 The assessment of effects on WLAs is carried out in accordance with NatureScot guidance (Assessing 

Impacts on Wild Land Areas Technical Guidance, 2020) which provides a prescriptive methodology.  

Effects on Views 

6.4.9 The assessment of effects on views is an assessment of how the introduction of the Proposed 

Development will affect views throughout the study area. The assessment of effects on views is 

carried out in two parts: 

¶ An assessment of the effects that the Proposed Development will have on a series of 

viewpoints; and  
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¶ An assessment of the effects that the Proposed Development will have on views from principal 

visual receptors, which include relevant settlements and routes throughout the study area. 

Cumulative Effects 

6.4.10 Cumulative effects arise where the study areas for two or more wind farms overlap so that both of 

the wind farms are experienced at proximity where they may have a greater incremental effect, or 

where wind farms may combine to have a sequential effect, irrespective of overlap in study areas.  

Significance of Effects 

6.4.11 The previous section of this chapter describes how the landscape and visual assessment is carried out 

in five parts: the assessment of effects on physical elements; the assessment of effects on landscape 

character; the assessment of effects on WLAs; the assessment of effects on views; and the assessment 

of cumulative effects. The broad principles used in the assessment of significance of these parts are 

the same (other than the assessment of effects on WLAs) and are described below. The detailed 

methodology for the assessment of significance does, however, vary, and the specific criteria used 

are described in Appendix 6.1.  

6.4.12 The objective of the assessment of the Proposed Development is to predict the likely significant 

effects on the landscape and visual resource. In accordance with the Environmental Impact 

Assessment (Scotland) Regulations 2017, όǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƘŜǊŜŀŦǘŜǊ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ Ψ9L! wŜƎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΩύ the LVIA 

effects are assessed to be either significant or not significant. The LVIA does not define intermediate 

levels of significance as the EIA Regulations do not provide for these. GLVIA3 also provides guidance 

ƻƴ ǘƘƛǎΣ ƴƻǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άLVIAs should always distinguish clearly between what are considered to be the 

significant and non-ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎΧƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǘƻ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŀ ǎŜǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘǊŜǎƘƻƭŘǎ ŦƻǊ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ 

levels of significance of landscape and visual effects, provided that it is made clear whether or not they 

are considered significantέ όGLVIA3 paragraphs 3.32 and 3.33).  

6.4.13 The significance of effects is assessed through a combination of two considerations; the sensitivity of 

the landscape receptor or view and the magnitude of change that will result from the addition of the 

Proposed Development. While this methodology is not reliant on the use of a matrix to arrive at the 

conclusion of a significant or not significant effect, a matrix is included below (Table 6.2) to illustrate 

how combinations of sensitivity and magnitude of change ratings can give rise to significant effects. 

The matrix also gives an understanding of the threshold at which significant effects may arise.  

Table 6.2ς Illustrative Significance Matrix 

Magnitude  

Sensitivity  

High Medium-
High 

Medium Medium-
Low 

Low Negligible 

High Significant Significant 

 

Significant Significant/ 
Not 
Significant 

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 

 

Medium-
High 

Significant Significant Significant/ 
Not 
Significant 

Significant/ 
Not 
Significant  

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 

 

Medium Significant Significant/ 
Not 
Significant 

Significant/ 
Not 
Significant 

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 
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Medium-
Low 

Significant/ 
Not 
Significant 

Significant/ 
Not 
Significant 

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 

 

Low Significant/ 
Not 
Significant 

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 

 

Not 
Significant 

 

6.4.14 Effects within the dark grey boxes in the matrix are considered to be significant in terms of the EIA 

Regulations. Effects within the light grey boxes may be significant or not significant depending on the 

specific relevant factors that arise at a particular landscape or visual receptor. In accordance with 

GLVIA3, experienced professional judgement is applied to the assessment of all effects and reasoned 

justification is presented in respect of the findings of each case.  

6.4.15 A significant effect occurs where the Proposed Development will provide a defining influence on a 

landscape element, landscape character receptor or view. A not significant effect occurs where the 

effect of the Proposed Development is not material, and the baseline characteristics of the landscape 

element, landscape character receptor, view or visual receptor continue to provide the definitive 

influence. In this instance the Proposed Development may have an influence but this influence will 

not be definitive.  

6.4.16 A significant cumulative effect may arise where a Ψwind farm landscapŜΩ is created as a result of the 

addition of the Proposed Development to other existing or proposed wind farms, resulting in wind 

turbines becoming sufficiently prolific that they become a prevailing or key landscape and visual 

characteristic.  

6.4.17 This assessment assumes clear weather and optimum viewing conditions. This means that effects that 

are assessed to be significant may be not significant under different, less clear conditions.  

Sensitivity  

6.4.18 Sensitivity is an expression of the ability of a landscape receptor or view to accommodate the 

Proposed Development. The sensitivity is determined through a combination of the value of the 

receptor and its susceptibility to the Proposed Development. The factors that determine these criteria 

are described in Appendix 6.1.  

6.4.19 Levels of sensitivity (high, medium, and low) are applied in order that the judgement used in the 

process of assessment is apparent. As shown in Table 6.2, intermediate levels (medium-high and 

medium-low) may also be applied where the particular combination of value and susceptibility results 

in an intermediate definition.  

Magnitude of Change  

6.4.20 Magnitude of change is an expression of the extent of the effect on landscape receptors and views 

that will result from the introduction of the Proposed Development. The magnitude of change is 

assessed in terms of a number of variables, including the size and scale of the impact and the extent 

of the affected area. The factors that determine these criteria are described in Appendix 6.1.  

6.4.21 Levels of magnitude of change (high, medium, low and negligible) are applied in order that the 

judgement used in the process of assessment is apparent. As shown in Table 6.2, intermediate levels 

(medium-high, medium-low and low-negligible) may also be applied where the particular 

combination of variables results in an intermediate definition.  
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Assessment of Cumulative Effects 

6.4.22 The objective of the assessment of cumulative effects is to describe, illustrate and assess the ways in 

which the Proposed Development will interact with other relevant existing, consented or proposed 

wind farms. The outcome of this is the identification of any significant cumulative effects that may 

arise from the addition of the Proposed Development to the cumulative situation, in accordance with 

NatureScot guidance (Assessing the Cumulative Impact of Onshore Wind Energy Developments (SNH 

2012)), which states that cumulative assessment should "focus on the likely significant effects and in 

particular those which are likely to influence the outcome of the consenting process." 

6.4.23 The LVIA assesses the incremental effect arising from the addition of the Proposed Development to 

the cumulative situation, and not the overall accumulation of wind farms across the study area. This 

accords with GLVIA3, which notes (para 7.18): 

άSome of those involved may tend to favour a limited view focussed on the additional effects of the 

project being assessed, on top of the cumulative baseline. Some stakeholders may however be more 

interested in the combined effects of all the past, present and future proposals, including the proposed 

ǎŎƘŜƳŜΧ!ǎǎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ŎƻƳōƛƴŜŘ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ŀǘ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǎǘŀƎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ 

can be very complex. Furthermore the assessor will not have assessed the other schemes and cannot 

therefore make a fully informed judgement. A more comprehensive overview of the cumulative effects 

must rest with the competent authorityΦέ 

6.4.24 The cumulative development of wind farms within a particular area may build up to create different 

types of landscape or visual context. Significant cumulative landscape or visual effects may arise 

where a Ψwind farm ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΩ is created as a result of the addition of the Proposed Development to 

other existing or proposed wind farms, resulting in wind turbines becoming sufficiently prolific that 

they become a prevailing or key landscape and visual characteristic.  

6.4.25 The significance of the cumulative landscape effect from the addition of the Proposed Development 

reflects the intensification of wind farms within the landscape, which is assessed as follows: 

¶ The Proposed Development forms a separate isolated feature from other wind farms within the 

landscape, too infrequent and of insufficient significance to be perceived as a characteristic of 

the area. The cumulative effect of the Proposed Development is unlikely to be significant. 

¶ The addition of the Proposed Development results in wind farms forming a key characteristic of 

the landscape and/ or visual context, exerting sufficient presence so as to establish or increase 

the extent of a Ψlandscape with wind farmsΩ. The cumulative effect of the Proposed 

Development may be significant or not significant, depending on the sensitivity of the receptor 

and magnitude of the change.  

¶ The addition of the Proposed Development results in wind farms forming the prevailing 

characteristic of the landscape and/ or visual context, seeming to define it as a Ψwind farm 

ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΩΦ ¢ƘŜ ŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ Development is likely to be significant. 

Nature of Effects  

6.4.26 ¢ƘŜ ΨƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎΩ ǊŜƭŀǘŜǎ ǘƻ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǊŜ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜ 

(beneficial) or negative (adverse). Effects may also be neutral. Guidance provided in GLVIA3 states 

ǘƘŀǘ άthought must be given to whether the likely significant landscape and visual effects are judged 

to be positive (beneficial) or negative (adverse) in their consequences for landscape or for views and 

visual amenityέΦ ¢ƘŜ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ one that requires interpretation and reasoned 

professional opinion. 
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6.4.27 In relation to many forms of development, the EIA Report will identify positive and negative effects 

ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ΨƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŜŦŦŜŎǘΩΦ The landscape and visual effects of wind farms are difficult to 

categorise in either of these brackets as, unlike other disciplines, there are no definitive criteria by 

which these effects can be measured as being categorically positive or negative. For example, in 

disciplines such as noise or ecology it is possible to identify the nature of the effect of a wind farm by 

objectively quantifying its effect and assessing the nature of that effect in prescriptive terms. 

However, this is not the case with landscape and visual effects, where the approach combines 

quantitative and qualitative assessment. 

6.4.28 In this assessment, positive, neutral and negative effects are defined as follows: 

¶ Positive effects contribute to the landscape and visual resource through the enhancement of 

desirable characteristics or the introduction of new, beneficial attributes. The removal of 

undesirable existing elements or characteristics can also be beneficial, as can their replacement 

with more appropriate components. 

¶ Neutral effects occur where the Proposed Development neither contributes to nor detracts 

from the landscape and visual resource, and is accommodated with neither beneficial nor 

adverse effects, or where the effects are so limited that the change is hardly noticeable. A 

change to the landscape and visual resource is not considered to be adverse simply because it 

constitutes an alteration to the existing situation. 

¶ Negative effects are those that detract from or weaken the landscape and visual resource 

through the introduction of elements that contrast, in a detrimental way, with the existing 

characteristics of the landscape and visual resource, or through the removal of elements that 

are key in its characterisation. 

6.4.29 This assessment adopts a precautionary approach, which assumes that significant landscape and 

visual effects will be weighed on the negative side of the planning balance, although positive or 

neutral effects may arise in certain situations. Unless it is stated otherwise, the effects of the Proposed 

Development on landscape and visual amenity are considered to be negative. 

Duration and Reversibility  

6.4.30 The effects of the Proposed Development are of variable duration, and are assessed as short-term or 

long-term, and permanent or temporary/reversible. It is anticipated that the operational life of the 

Proposed Development will be 30 years. The turbines, site access tracks and substation (with 

associated compound) will be apparent during this time, and these effects are considered to be long-

term.  

6.4.31 Other infrastructure and operations such as the construction processes and plant (including tall cranes 

for turbine erection) and construction and storage compounds will be apparent only during the initial 

construction period of the Proposed Development and are considered to be short-term effects. 

Borrow pit excavation will also be short-term as borrow pits will be restored at the end of the 

construction process, although a permanently altered ground profile may remain evident.  

6.4.32 The reversibility of effects is variable. The most apparent effects on the landscape and visual resource, 

which arise from the presence of the turbines, are temporary/ reversible as the turbines will be 

removed on decommissioning, as will the substation compound. The effects of the tall cranes and 

heavy machinery used during the construction and decommissioning periods are also temporary.  

6.4.33 The access tracks may be left in situ at decommissioning at the request of the landowners, or they 

will otherwise be covered with topsoil and left to naturally regenerate. Turbine foundations (except 

for the top 1 m which would be removed) and underground cabling will be left in-situ below ground 

with no residual landscape and visual effects.  
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6.4.34 In order to avoid repetition, the duration and reversibility of effects are not reiterated throughout the 

assessment. 

Limitations to the Assessment 

6.4.35 There are limitations in the theoretical production of ZTVs, and these should be borne in mind in their 

consideration and use: 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ½¢±ǎ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ΨōŀǊŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘΩ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǘŀƪŜ ƛƴǘƻ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŎǊŜŜƴƛƴƎ 

effects of vegetation, buildings, or other local features that may prevent or reduce visibility. 

¶ The ZTVs do not indicate the reduction in visibility that occurs with increased distance from the 

Proposed Development. The nature of what is visible from 3 km away will differ markedly from 

what is visible from 20 km away, although both are indicated on the ZTVs as having the same 

level of visibility.  

¶ It is important to remember that there is a wide range of variation within the visibility shown 

on the ZTV. For example, an area shown on the blade tip ZTV as having visibility of all of the 

turbines may gain views of the smallest extremity of blade tips, or of full turbines. This can make 

a considerable difference in the effects of the Proposed Development on that area. 

6.4.36 These limitations mean that while the ZTVs are used as a starting point in the assessment, providing 

an indication of where the Proposed Development will theoretically be visible, the information drawn 

from the ZTVs is not completely relied upon to accurately represent visibility of the Proposed 

Development. 

6.4.37 NatureScot guidance (Visual Representation of Wind Farms (SNH, 2017)) provides the following 

information on the limitations of visualisations in Annex A: 

άVisualisations of wind farms have a number of limitations which you should be aware of 

when using them to form a judgement on a wind farm proposal. These include: 

¶ A visualisation can never show exactly what the wind farm will look like in reality due to factors 

such as: different lighting, weather and seasonal conditions which vary through time and the 

resolution of the image; 

¶ The images provided give a reasonable impression of the scale of the turbines and the distance 

to the turbines, but can never be 100 % accurate; 

¶ A static image cannot convey turbine movement, or flicker or reflection from the sun on the 

turbine blades as they move; 

¶ The viewpoints illustrated are representative of views in the area, but cannot represent visibility 

at all locations; 

¶ To form the best impression of the impacts of the wind farm proposal these images are best 

viewed at the viewpoint location shown; 

¶ The images must be printed at the right size to be viewed properly (260mm by 820mm); 

¶ ¸ƻǳ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘƻƭŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳŀƎŜǎ Ŧƭŀǘ ŀǘ ŀ ŎƻƳŦƻǊǘŀōƭŜ ŀǊƳΩǎ ƭŜƴƎǘƘΦ LŦ ǾƛŜǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƛƳŀƎŜǎ ƻƴ ŀ ǿŀll 

ƻǊ ōƻŀǊŘ ŀǘ ŀƴ ŜȄƘƛōƛǘƛƻƴΣ ȅƻǳ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎǘŀƴŘ ŀǘ ŀǊƳΩǎ ƭŜƴƎǘƘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƛƳŀƎŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ Ǝŀƛƴ 

the best impression. 

¶ It is preferable to view printed images rather than view images on screen. If you do view images 

on screen you should do so using a normal PC screen with the image enlarged to the full screen 
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height to give a realistic impression. Do not use a tablet or other device with a smaller screen to 

view the visualisations described in this guidanceΦέ 

6.4.38 This information makes several notable points in relation to the importance of assessment on site 

rather than from visualisations (bullet points one, two, three and five) and the representative nature 

of viewpoints (bullet point four).  

6.4.39 In relation to the first of these points, it should be noted that the assessment within this LVIA is carried 

out from observations in the field, with copies of visualisations, and this process cannot be replicated 

by a desk-based review of visualisations. It is, however, acknowledged that not all viewpoints are 

accessible to all people, and when this is the case, the visualisations and text provided in this LVIA 

should provide a suitable indication of the likely effects of the Proposed Development, its appearance, 

and the context in which it will be seen.  

6.4.40 In relation to the second point, it is important to note that almost all of the viewpoints are intended 

to be representative of the views that may be gained of the Proposed Development from the wider 

study area, and not just a series of very specific locations. NatureScot guidance (Visual Representation 

of Wind Farms (SNH, 2017)) provides the further information on this aspect of assessment in 

paragraph 69. 

άLǘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǎǘǊŜǎǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǾƛŜǿǇƻƛƴǘ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊƳǎ Ƨǳǎǘ ƻƴŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ [±L!Φ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ 

of the powerful nature of viewpoint images and the widespread recognition of some of 

the locations from where these are taken, there is often over-emphasis of their role. 

However, LVIA also includes assessment of the following: 

¶ the extent and pattern of visibility throughout the study area (considering those areas from 

where a wind farm would not be seen, as well as those areas from where it may); 

¶ views of the proposed wind farm from areas of potential visibility other than the selected 

viewpoints; and 

¶ ǎŜǉǳŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎΦέ 

6.5 Baseline Conditions and Preliminary Assessment  

6.5.1 The baseline section of the LVIA records the existing conditions of the study area. Establishing a 

baseline helps to gain an understanding of what makes the landscape distinctive and what its 

important components or characteristics are, and is instrumental in the identification of the landscape 

character receptors, visual receptors and viewpoints that are included in the assessment. This section 

is presented under the following headings: 

¶ landscape character; 

¶ landscape planning designations; 

¶ wild land areas; 

¶ principal visual receptors; 

¶ viewpoints; and  

¶ cumulative wind farm developments. 

6.5.2 This section also identifies which of the landscape and visual receptors have potential to undergo 

significant effects or significant cumulative effects as a result of the Proposed Development, and 

therefore require to be assessed in detail. This is implemented through a two-stage filtering process. 
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6.5.3 Firstly, ZTV mapping is used to identify those receptors which will gain any theoretical visibility of the 

Proposed Development. Where there is no theoretical visibility, receptors are discounted from the 

assessment. Secondly, the receptors that are shown on the ZTV mapping to gain some visibility of the 

Proposed Development have a preliminary assessment to ascertain if they have potential to undergo 

a significant effect or a significant cumulative effect. This preliminary assessment considers various 

factors that contribute to the sensitivity of the receptor, the magnitude of change that will result from 

the addition of the Proposed Development, and the level of visibility and influence of cumulative wind 

farms. Various methods of verification are used in this second stage, including site visits, ZTVs, GIS 

mapping, wirelines and aerial photography. 

6.5.4 In the case of some receptors, this preliminary assessment indicates that the landscape or visual 

receptor does not have potential to undergo a significant effect or significant cumulative effect as a 

result of the Proposed Development, despite gaining visibility of it. This is most frequently due to a 

combination of the limited predicted level of visibility and influence of the Proposed Development 

and/or other wind farms, and the limited sensitivity of the receptor. Where this is the case, the 

potential effects on the receptor do not need to be assessed in any further detail and at this stage 

they can be discounted from the assessment. 

6.5.5 Where the preliminary assessment indicates that there is potential for the receptor to undergo a 

significant effect or cumulative effect as a result of the Proposed Development, this is assessed in 

detail subsequently in this chapter. 

Landscape Character 

6.5.6 Landscape character information is drawn from NatureScotΩǎ нлмф ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ of landscape 

character, which updated and reviewed the original Landscape Character Assessments (LCAs) that 

were produced to cover the whole of Scotland during the 1990s. The 2019 dataset is based on the 

original LCAs and updated to ensure greater consistency in the approach and structure, to reduce 

cross boundary discrepancies, and to make the mapping more accessible and readily legible.  

6.5.7 Guidance on the NatureScot web page advises that landscape capacity studies should take 

precedence over the NatureScot 2019 dataset where relevant to specific types of development, such 

as wind farms. The study area is not specifically covered by such a capacity study and NatureScotΩǎ 

2019 dataset is therefore used as the basis of the characterisation of the landscape.  

6.5.8 The NatureScot 2019 dataset divides the landscape into tracts that are referred to as landscape 

character types (LCTs). Landscape character across the study area is shown on Figures 6.3a (to a 40 km 

radius) and 6.3b (to a 20 km radius) and is shown in relation to the blade tip ZTV on Figure 6.9 (20 km 

radius). Many LCTs are extensive, sometimes covering several areas that are geographically separate, 

and the effects of the Proposed Development can vary widely across a single landscape character 

ǘȅǇŜΦ {ŜǾŜǊŀƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ǘȅǇŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ōŜŜƴ ŘƛǾƛŘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ΨǳƴƛǘǎΩΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ 

shown on Figures 6.3b and 6.9. The landform of the site and study area is also of relevance in the 

survey of landscape character, and this is shown in Figure 6.2. 

6.5.9 In the NatureScot 2019 dataset, the LCTs across Scotland are suffixed by the area in which they lie so, 

for example, the LCTs in the 20 km study area are suffixed by Ψ/ŀƛǘƘƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ {ǳǘƘŜǊƭŀƴŘΩΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ 

assessment, the suffix is not reiterated with each mention of the relevant LCTs as there are not 

multiple regional incidences of any LCTs. 

Landscape Character of the Site 

6.5.10 The site lies within the rounded hills-Caithness and Sutherland (LCT 135). This LCT is extensive, 

covering large parts of the 40 km study area, particularly to the south of Loch Shin where it extends 
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as far south as Ardgay. Rounded hills LCT is described as having the following key characteristics in the 

NatureScot National Landscape Character Assessment (SNH, 2019): 

¶ άRolling hills forming broad, subtly rounded summits but with some more pronounced hills also 

occurring, these often featuring steeper slopes along the coast or where truncated by deep 

glens. 

¶ Hills cut by numerous narrow burns and small lochans lie within dips, corries and on plateau 

summits. 

¶ Predominantly dense heather ground cover and moorland grasses, but also some areas of bog. 

¶ Fragments of broadleaf woodland in inaccessible locations. 

¶ Scarcely settled with a largely uninhabited interior and widely scattered crofts and farms on 

lower slopes adjoining straths and farmed landscapes. 

¶ Narrow glens and lower hill slopes often rich in archaeology with features such as standing 

stones, brochs and medieval townships. 

¶ Wind farms located in more accessible and generally lower rolling hills, either close to extensive 

forestry or the high voltage transmission line aligned broadly parallel to the south-east 

Sutherland coast. 

¶ Convex character of hill slopes limiting distant visibility and views of the hill tops when travelling 

through the landscape. 

¶ Views into the interior of the hills very restricted. 

¶ Strong sense of wild character can be experienced within the more remote and little modified 

parts of this landscape.έ 

6.5.11 This description is broadly applicable to the area of rounded hills LCT within which the site lies. There 

are also local characteristics that distinguish the site and its vicinity from the more key characteristics 

of the wider area of rounded hills LCT. The NatureScot National Landscape Character Assessment 

makes several references to more local characteristics, including the following, with an explanation in 

brackets:  

¶ άLandformΧǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƻŦ Ƙƛƭƭǎ ǿithin this Landscape Character Type which have 

ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛǘƛŜǎΧ{ǿŀǘƘŜǎ ƻŦ ƳƻǊŜ ǎǳōǘƭȅ ǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ Ƙƛƭƭǎ ŀƴŘ ƳƻƻǊƭŀƴŘ ƻŎŎǳǊΧǿŜǎǘ ƻŦ [ƻŎƘ 

{ƘƛƴΧhŎŎŀǎƛƻƴŀƭ ǇƻŎƪŜǘǎ ƻŦ ŦƭŀǘǘŜǊ ǿŜǘ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ƳƻǊŜ ƎŜƴǘƭȅ ǎƭƻǇƛƴƎ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ƻŎŎǳǊ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ 

these areas [the site lies within one of these areas of more subtly rolling hills and moorland, 

west of Loch Shin].  

¶ SettlementΧǿind farm development is present within parts of this landscape character type, 

being generally associated with the more subtly undulating and lower hills set within the interior 

of these uplands [this includes Achany and Rosehall Wind Farms, which are to the south-east of 

the site].  

¶ PerceptionΧǘhe peripheral rounded hillsΧare more visibleΧfrom major routes such as 

theΧA836 and from roads and settlement within the Straths ς Caithness & Sutherland [the 

peripheral rounded hills within which the site is located are visible from the A836, but from 

some distance away].έ 

6.5.12 The key characteristics of rounded hills LCTΣ ŀǎ ǉǳƻǘŜŘ ŀōƻǾŜΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ŀ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ΨǿƛƭŘƴŜǎǎΩΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 

ƛǎ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŎƭŀǊƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ΨǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƴƻǘŜǎ that ά! ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ 

wild character can be experienced in the more remote and less modified parts of the Landscape 
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Character Type, especially in the remote Ben Armine Forest and also to some extent within the higher 

Ƙƛƭƭǎ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ {ǘǊŀǘƘ ƻŦ YƛƭŘƻƴŀƴΦέ 

6.5.13 The area of rounded hills LCT within which the site lies is neither within Ben Armine Forest nor near 

ǘƘŜ {ǘǊŀǘƘ ƻŦ YƛƭŘƻƴŀƴΣ ŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅ ǘƘŜ άstrong sense of wild characterέ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ 

found in this areas. The north-facing slope of rounded hills LCT that covers the southern side of Loch 

Shin, including the site area, is particularly influenced by the nearby A838 road and its associated 

development, particularly around Overscaig, north of the site, where there is a group of houses. 

Prominent fencing, transmission lines and forestry along the road also influence the character of the 

south side of Loch Shin.  

6.5.14 The area of the rounded hills LCT within which the site lies is characterised by hydro-electric 

infrastructure including powerlines, a tarmac road, a mast, and the Cassley hydro-electric substation 

on the shore of the loch.  

Landscape Character around the Study Area 

6.5.15 The prevalent LCT across the 20 km study area is rounded hills LCT, which covers the central, southern 

and north-eastern parts of the study area and is described above in relation to the landscape character 

of the site area. Rounded hills LCT is frequently abutted by sweeping moorland and flows (LCT 134), 

which is found primarily in the eastern part of the study area with smaller areas to the north and west. 

The transition between these two LCTs is subtle and gradual, and together they form a widespread 

upland moorland/forested backdrop to smaller localised areas of other LCTs, including strath (LCT 

142), farmed and forested slopes with crofting (LCT 145), and lone mountains (LCT 138). 

6.5.16 Strath LCT is found at Glen Cassley, Strath Oykel, and the Kyle of Sutherland, all to the south of the 

site and enclosed by rounded hills LCT, and Strath Tirry, to the south-east. Farmed and forested slopes 

with crofting LCT is a diverse mix of crofting land, coniferous plantation, semi-natural woodlands and 

moorland that provides the landscape setting to Lairg, in the south-eastern edge of the 20 km study 

area. In the study area, this LCT is primarily surrounded by rounded hills LCT and sweeping moorland 

and flows LCT, providing a contrasting more complex, settled landscape.  

6.5.17 There is one key area of lone mountains LCT in the 20 km study area. This covers Ben Klibreck, which 

perfectly exemplifies lone mountains; a distinctive individual and isolated Munro that that lies within 

a surrounding expanse of comparatively gentle and undulating rounded hills LCT and sweeping 

moorland and flows LCT. Parts of two other areas of lone mountains LCT that cover the distinctive 

landforms of Quinag and Canisp lie just within the western edge of the study area.  

6.5.18 The western and north-western part of the study area is dominated by the massive landform of 

rugged mountain massif (LCT 139), which consists of high mountains (including Ben More Assynt, Ben 

Hee, and Beinn Leoid) with a rugged, irregular and complex form. Parts of this LCT lie within the 

Assynt-Coigach and North-West Sutherland National Scenic Areas (NSAs). To the west an area of rocky 

hills and moorland (LCT 136) lies beyond the rugged mountain massif LCT, separating the mountain 

landscape from the cnocan (LCT 137) that extends to the west coast and largely surrounds the lone 

mountains LCT of Suilven, Canisp and Quinag.  

Landscape Character Units 

6.5.19 Rounded hills, rugged mountain massif, strath and sweeping moorland and flows LCTs are divided into 

units for the purpose of this assessment, where relevant. The specific unit divisions are listed below 

and shown on Figures 6.3a, 6.3b and 6.9: 

¶ rounded hills LCT; 

o Loch Shin/Glen Cassley;  
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o Loch Fiag;  

o other areas;  

¶ rugged mountain massif LCT;  

o Ben More/Ben Hee;  

o other areas;  

¶ strath LCT; 

o Glen Cassley, Strath Oykel, and Kyle of Sutherland; 

o Strath Tirry; 

¶ sweeping moorland and flows LCT; 

o Crask/Overscaig;  

o Fionn Loch Mor; and  

o other areas.  

Landscape Character Types Included in the Detailed Assessment 

6.5.20 Table 6.3 includes the preliminary assessment of all of the LCTs and units that are found in the 20 km 

radius study area, and indicates which of them are considered to have potential to undergo a 

significant effect as a result of the Proposed Development (including cumulative effects), and which 

of them do not require further detailed assessment. The LCTs and units that do have potential to 

undergo a significant effect, or significant cumulative effect, as a result of the Proposed Development, 

are assessed in full subsequently in this chapter. 

Table 6.3 ς Preliminary Assessment of Landscape Character Types within the 20 km Study Area 

Status Landscape Character Type/ Area/ Unit  Comment 

Included in detailed 
assessment due to 
level of influence 
and visibility of the 
Proposed 
Development. 

Rounded hills (LCT 135) - Loch 
Shin/Glen Cassley unit  

The Proposed Development lies within this 
unit.  

Rounded hills (LCT 135) - Loch Fiag unit  ZTV shows intermittent visibility from a 
minimum of 4.5 km away.  

Rugged mountain massif (LCT 139) - 
Ben More/ Ben Hee unit 

A very short stretch of upgraded access 
track lies within this receptor, and the ZTV 
shows intermittent visibility of the turbines 
from a minimum of 4.5 km away. 

Sweeping moorland and flows (LCT 
134) - Crask/Overscaig unit  

The site entrance and a very short stretch 
of upgraded access track lie within this 
receptor, and the ZTV shows intermittent 
visibility of the turbines from a minimum of 
2 km away.  

Not included in 
detailed 
assessment: limited 
and/or distant 
visibility and 
influence of the 

Farmed and forested slopes with 
crofting (LCT 145)  

ZTV shows very intermittent theoretical 
visibility, parts of it blade tip only, from a 
minimum of approximately 18 km away. 
The Proposed Development may have 
some effect on landscape character but 
this will not be significant.  
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Proposed 
Development and 
no specific 
association with the 
site area.  

Rounded hills (LCT 135) ς other areas  ZTV shows very intermittent theoretical 
visibility, much of it blade tip only, from a 
minimum of approximately 12.6 km away. 
The Proposed Development may have 
some effect on landscape character but 
this will not be significant.  

Rugged mountain massif (LCT 139) ς 
other areas  

ZTV shows very intermittent theoretical 
visibility, parts of it blade tip only, from a 
minimum of approximately 11.3 km away. 
The Proposed Development may have 
some effect on landscape character but 
this will not be significant.  

Strath (LCT 142) - Glen Cassley, Strath 
Oykel, and Kyle of Sutherland unit  

ZTV shows negligible theoretical visibility, 
all of it blade tip only, from a minimum of 
approximately 5 km away. The Proposed 
Development may have some effect on 
landscape character but this will not be 
significant. 

Strath (LCT 142) ς Strath Tirry unit  ZTV shows intermittent theoretical 
visibility, parts of it blade tip only, from a 
minimum of approximately 12.2 km away. 
The Proposed Development may have 
some effect on landscape character but 
this will not be significant. 

Sweeping moorland and flows (LCT 
134) - Fionn Loch Mor unit  

ZTV shows very intermittent theoretical 
visibility, the great majority of it blade tip 
only, from a minimum of approximately 
4.8 km away. The Proposed Development 
may have some effect on landscape 
character but this will not be significant.  

Sweeping moorland and flows (LCT 
134) ς other areas  

ZTV shows intermittent/very intermittent/ 
negligible theoretical visibility from a 
minimum of approximately 13 km away. 
The Proposed Development may have 
some effect on landscape character but 
this will not be significant. 

Lone mountains (LCT 138)  ZTV shows very intermittent theoretical 
visibility, the great majority of it blade tip 
only, from a minimum of approximately 
14 km away. The Proposed Development 
may have some effect on landscape 
character but this will not be significant. 

Not included in 
detailed 
assessment: no 
visibility of the 
Proposed 
Development. 

Rocky hills and moorland (LCT 136)  

Landscape Planning Designations 

6.5.21 The site itself is not covered by any known international, national or regional landscape planning 

designations. Various designations are, however, found elsewhere in the study area. These have been 
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considered in the assessment and are shown on Figures 6.4a (40 km radius) and 6.4c (20 km radius) 

and in conjunction with the blade tip ZTV on Figure 6.10a (40 km radius) and 6.10b (20 km radius). 

6.5.22 There are three ways in which landscape designations are relevant to the LVIA. 

¶ The presence of a designation can give an indication of a recognised value that may increase 

the sensitivity of a landscape character receptor, viewpoint or visual receptor, and may 

therefore affect the significance of the effect on that receptor. 

¶ The presence of a relevant designation can lead to the selection of a representative viewpoint 

within the designated area, as the viewpoint will provide a representative outlook from that 

area. 

¶ Designated areas may be included as landscape character receptors so that the effects of the 

Proposed Development on these features of the landscape that have been accorded particular 

value can be specifically assessed. 

National Scenic Areas 

6.5.23 NSAs are areas of national scenic value. The Town and Country Planning (National Scenic Areas) 

(Scotland) Designation Directions 2010 defines an NSA as an area "of outstanding scenic value in a 

national contextΦέ 

6.5.24 Paragraph 212 of SPP (Scottish Government, 2014) states that: 

άProposed Development that affects a National Park, National Scenic Area, Site of Special Scientific 

Interest or a National Nature Reserve should only be permitted where: 

¶ the objectives of designation and the overall integrity of the area will not be compromised; or 

¶ any significant adverse effects on the qualities for which the area has been designated are 

ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ƻǳǘǿŜƛƎƘŜŘ ōȅ ǎƻŎƛŀƭΣ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƻǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ƻŦ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜΦέ 

6.5.25 There are four NSAs within or partially within the 40 km study area; AssyntςCoigach NSA, Dornoch 

Firth NSA, Kyle of Tongue NSA, and North-West Sutherland NSA.  

6.5.26 The AssyntςCoigach NSA lies a minimum of approximately 5.2 km to the west of the nearest turbine 

in the Proposed Development and the eastern part of the NSA is shown on the ZTV to gain very 

intermittent theoretical visibility. This NSA is assessed in full subsequently in this chapter.  

6.5.27 The other three NSAs are shown on the ZTV to gain limited, negligible or no visibility (where there is 

visibility this is partly blade only) from a minimum of 23 km away, and are therefore not assessed in 

any further detail as while the Proposed Development may have some influence on them, this will not 

be significant due to a combination of distance and limited/ lack of visibility.  

Gardens and Designed Landscapes 

6.5.28 GDLs are referenced in paragraph 133 of SPP (Scottish Government, 2014) as follows: 

άPlanning authorities should protect and, where appropriate, seek to enhance gardens and designed 

landscapes included in the Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes and designed landscapes 

of regional and local importanceΦέ 

6.5.29 There is one GDL within the 40 km study area ς Leckmelm ς which is over 38 km to the south-west of 

the nearest turbine in the Proposed Development. The Proposed Development will not have any 

influence on this GDL due to the lack of visibility as shown on the ZTV, and it is therefore discounted 

from the assessment.  
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Special Landscape Areas  

6.5.30 SLAs are areas of land considered to be important at a local level, as designated by THC.  

6.5.31 Detailed citations for each of the 27 SLAs that lie within THC administrative area are provided in 

Ψ!ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ IƛƎƘƭŀƴŘ {ǇŜŎƛŀƭ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ !ǊŜŀǎΩ ό¢I/ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘ {bIΣ нлммύΦ These 

Ŏƛǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜ ŜŀŎƘ {[! ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ άkey landscape and visual characteristics, the special 

qualities for which it is valued, its key sensitivities to landscape change, and possible measures for its 

enhancementΦέ  

6.5.32 There are five SLAs within, or partially within, the 40 km study area: Ben Griam and Loch nan Clar SLA; 

Ben Klibreck and Loch Choire SLA; Eriboll East and Whiten Head SLA; Fannichs, Beinn Dearg and Glen 

Calvie SLA; and Loch Fleet, Loch Brora and Glen Loth SLA.  

6.5.33 The closest SLA to the Proposed Development is Ben Klibreck and Loch Choire SLA, a minimum of 

13.6 km to the north-east of the nearest turbine in the Proposed Development. Visibility of the 

Proposed Development from this SLA is intermittent/very intermittent, with the great majority 

gaining no visibility at all. These factors ensure that the effect on the overall integrity of the SLA will 

be not significant.  

6.5.34 The remaining four SLAs all lie over 25 km away from the Proposed Development and while it may 

have some influence on these SLAs, the distance from the site and the limited/ lack of visibility ensures 

that there will not be a significant effect on the overall integrity of the designated areas. The Ben 

Griam and Loch nan Clar SLA, Eriboll East and Whiten Head SLA, Fannichs, Beinn Dearg and Glen Calvie 

SLA, and Loch Fleet, Loch Brora and Glen Loth SLA are therefore discounted from the assessment and 

are not assessed in any further detail.  

Wild Land Areas  

6.5.35 WLAs are shown on bŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΩǎ 2014 wild land mapping. This mapping is referred to in SPP 2014 

and the NPF ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ōȅ ŀ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ǘƛǘƭŜŘ Ω!ŘǾƛŎŜ ǘƻ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩ όWǳƴŜ нлмпύ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ 

information about the evolution of the mapping, the consultation process that proposed WLAs were 

subject to, and advice as to how the mapping is to be used. 

6.5.36 SPP refers to the WLA mapping in paragraphs 200 and 215:  

ά²ƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ƛǎ ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅŜŘ ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǊŜƳƻǘŜǊ ǳǇƭŀƴŘΣ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ ŀƴŘ 

coastal areas, which are very sensitive to any form of intrusive human activity and have 

little or no capacity to accept new development. Plans should identify and safeguard the 

ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ŀǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ нлмп {bI ƳŀǇ ƻŦ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ŀǊŜŀǎΦέ 

άLƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ όǎŜŜ ǇŀǊŀƎǊŀǇƘ нллύΣ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ 

circumstances. Further consideration will be required to demonstrate that any significant 

effects on the qualities of these areas can be substantially overcome by siting, design or 

ƻǘƘŜǊ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴΦέ 

6.5.37 Paragraph 2.7 of bŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΩǎ Advice to Government (SNH, 2014) also recognises that sensitively sited 

development can be integrated into WLAs: 

άΧƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎŜ {bIΩǎ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŘŜƴƻǘŜ Ψƴƻ ƘǳƳŀƴ 

ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΩ ŀǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ōȅ ǎƻƳŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǿƘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 

such a label would restrict all future development options. SPP (2010) recognises that wild 

land areas are sensitive to development but also that sensitively sited and located 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜƳ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΦέ 
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6.5.38 There are eight WLAs within or partially within the 40 km study area as shown on Figure 6.5a and in 

conjunction with the blade tip ZTV on Figure 6.11a. These eight WLAs are:  

¶ Ben HopeςBen Loyal WLA (Area 38);  

¶ Ben Klibreck-Armine Forest WLA (Area 35);  

¶ Cape Wrath WLA (Area 40);  

¶ FoinavenςBen Hee WLA (Area 37);  

¶ InverpollyςGlencanisp WLA (Area 32);  

¶ Quinag WLA (Area 33);  

¶ ReayςCassley WLA (Area 34); and 

¶ RhidorrochςBeinn DeargςBen Wyvis WLA (Area 29). 

6.5.39 The Proposed Development lies just within the eastern edge of the south-eastern fork of the Reayς

Cassley WLA while the FoinavenςBen Hee WLA is a minimum of 5.8 km to the north. These two WLAs 

are included in the wild land assessment, as agreed with NatureScot and THC.  

6.5.40 The remaining six WLAs have been discounted from the assessment and are not assessed in any 

further detail. This is due to the level of visibility and distance of the Proposed Development from 

them, which precludes the potential for significant effects on wildness qualities to arise, as follows: 

Ben KlibreckςArmine Forest WLA is a minimum of 13 km to the east, with very intermittent visibility; 

RhidorrochςBeinn DeargςBen Wyvis WLA lies a minimum of around 18 km to the south-west, also 

with very intermittent visibility, much of which is blade only; Quinag WLA is a minimum of 20 km away 

to the west and gains theoretical visibility only from two high points of Quinag; Ben Hope-Ben Loyal 

WLA is a minimum of 22 km away and gains very intermittent visibility; and the Cape Wrath and 

InverpollyςGlencanisp WLAs gain no theoretical visibility.  

6.5.41 The Proposed Development may have some influence on those WLAs that gain some theoretical 

visibility but this would not be significant.  

Principal Visual Receptors 

6.5.42 A number of visual receptors such as settlements and travel routes are considered in the assessment 

as views from them may be affected by the Proposed Development. It is not possible to consider every 

potential visual receptor in the study area due to the extent of ground that it covers and the 

ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ŎƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀǘŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ΨǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭΩ Ǿƛǎǳŀƭ ǊŜŎŜǇǘƻǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ may gain visibility of the 

Proposed Development. Principal visual receptors are shown on Figure 6.6a (40 km radius) and 6.6b 

(20 km radius), and in conjunction with the blade tip ZTV on Figure 6.12 (20 km radius).  

Settlements 

6.5.43 The 40 km study area comprises sparsely populated upland landscapes with only a few towns and 

villages, which are found in sheltered, low-lying coastal and strath locations. The settlements included 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ŀǊŜ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ ΨǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘǎΩ ƛƴ ¢I/ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ aŀǇǇƛƴƎΦ  

6.5.44 The larger settlements include Ullapool, Lochinver, Kinlochbervie, Bonar Bridge, and Ardgay, all of 

which are ranged around the coastline and on the Dornoch Firth. The largest inland settlement is 

Lairg, which lies within a crofting landscape at the southern end of Loch Shin. There are also a few 

smaller villages, both inland and coastal, including Rosehall, Scourie and Invershin. The closest 

settlement to the Proposed Development is Rosehall, approximately 17 km south-south-east of the 

Proposed Development, while Lairg is slightly further away at around 18 km to the south-east. All 

other settlements lie more than 20 km away from the Proposed Development.  
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6.5.45 Lairg is the only one of these settlements that is shown on the ZTV to gain theoretical visibility of the 

Proposed Development. This visibility is intermittent, very limited and partly blade only, and gained 

from some distance away (a minimum of approximately 18 km away). Viewpoints 20 and 21 are 

located within and on the periphery of Lairg respectively, and illustrate the very limited influence that 

the Proposed Development may have on views from the settlement. Lairg and the other settlements 

in the study area are therefore discounted from the assessment due to lack of visibility and are not 

assessed in any further detail.  

Routes 

6.5.46 Routes include roads, walking routes, railways, and cycle routes. Routes included as principal visual 

receptors in the assessment are determined by four criteria:  

¶ the extent to which the route traverses the study area or extends across a notable part of it; 

¶ the proximity of the route to the Proposed Development;  

¶ the importance of the route in terms of recognition, traffic volume and usage; and  

¶ the potential for the Proposed Development to contribute to cumulative effects along the 

route.  

6.5.47 The location and extent of roads in the study area reflects the settlement pattern as they follow the 

more accessible coastline and low-lying straths. Interior areas are considerably less accessible by road, 

although there are some well-defined private access routes through the landscape which in places 

provide recreational access (e.g. the access track serving the existing hydro plant on the site and in 

the adjoining Glen Cassley). The roads in the study area that are considered as principal visual 

receptors, due to various combinations of the criteria listed above, are as follows:  

¶ A836, which enters the edge of the 40 km study area to the south-east of Ardgay, passes 

through Lairg and northwards towards Tongue, where it leaves the northern edge of the study 

area;  

¶ A837, which runs from the A836 at Invershin to Lochinver, passing to the south and west of the 

Proposed Development;  

¶ A838, which effectively forms a large loop off the A836, running north-west from Lairg to 

Laxford Bridge along Loch Shin, then north-east to Durness, and finally east/south-east to 

Tongue where it rejoins the A836;  

¶ A839, which runs through Strath Fleet, linking Rosehall in the west with the A9 in the east; and 

¶ The minor dead-end road that runs up Glen Cassley from Rosehall.  

6.5.48 Of these roads, the A837 and minor Glen Cassley road are shown on the ZTV to gain no visibility of 

the Proposed Development. These roads are therefore discounted from the assessment and are not 

assessed in any further detail. The A839 has a short stretch of intermittent theoretical visibility around 

Lairg that is largely of blades only, a minimum of around 19.5 km from the Proposed Development, 

and is also discounted from the assessment as it will not undergo a significant effect.  

6.5.49 The A836 and A838 do, however, gain theoretical visibility as shown on the ZTV and they are assessed 

in detail subsequently in this chapter.  

6.5.50 There is one railway line in the study area, the main line from Inverness to Wick and Thurso, which 

runs in a loop from the south side of the Dornoch Firth up to Lairg and then eastwards to Golspie. This 

railway line is shown on the ZTV to gain only a very short stretch of intermittent visibility, almost all 
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of blades only, from over 21 km away, just south of Lairg. It is therefore discounted from the 

assessment and is not assessed in any further detail.  

6.5.51 There is one NCR in the study area; NCR1. This route enters the south-eastern edge of the study area 

at on the south side of the Dornoch Firth and follows a variety of roads, primarily the A836, across the 

south-eastern and eastern parts of the study area before leaving the northern edge of the study area 

at Tongue. NCR1 gains theoretical visibility as shown on the ZTV. The part of NCR1 that gains 

theoretical visibility is entirely on the route of the A836, and the assessment of effects on views from 

NCR1 is therefore combined with that of the A836.  

6.5.52 The /ŀǇŜ ²ǊŀǘƘ ²ŀȅΣ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ¢ǊŀƛƭǎΣ Ǌǳƴǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ western part of the study area. 

This route is shown on the ZTV to gain very limited visibility of the Proposed Development from over 

35 km away and is therefore discounted from the assessment.  

6.5.53 Core paths in the study area are primarily located around settlements and are largely located outwith 

the 20 km study area. Within the 20 km radius, core paths are largely concentrated around Lairg and 

Rosehall, with three isolated paths also found to the west and north-west of the Proposed 

Development. The Rosehall paths are shown on the ZTV to gain no visibility and are therefore 

discounted from the assessment. There is some limited theoretical visibility from paths around Lairg 

but the Proposed Development lies a minimum of around 18.7 km away. This visibility is almost all 

blade only, and the paths where hubs are theoretically visible (SU16.02 and SU16.07) are enclosed 

within woodland, so will gain very little visibility. Lairg paths are therefore also discounted from the 

assessment. There is one core path (SU16.05) to the north of Lairg that gains theoretical hub and 

blade visibility, but at over 16.7 km away and with screening by vegetation, the effect on views from 

this path will be not significant. The three paths that lie to the west and north-west (SU17.03, Bone 

Caves; SU17.04, Gleann Dubh to Traligill Caves; and SU25.01, Loch Glendhu) are shown on the ZTV to 

gain no theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development and are therefore discounted from the 

assessment.  

6.5.54 The LVIA considers recognised long-distance walking routes and relevant core paths, as described 

above. In addition to these, there are a number of other paths in the study area, including Rights of 

Way (RoW), permissive paths and informal routes. In accordance with the Land Reform (Scotland) Act 

2003, all parts of the Scottish countryside are accessible to all (subject to specific exclusions set out in 

the Act and as long as users behave responsibly) under statutory access rights. As access to the 

countryside is not restricted to specific routes, the consideration of all path routes is not relevant to 

the LVIA, and the assessment focusses on those key recreational routes that are nationally recognised 

as long-distance routes or identified on the Core Paths Plan. Paths other than core paths and national 

long-distance walking routes are therefore not considered in the LVIA. 

Viewpoints  

6.5.55 The assessment of landscape and visual effects is informed by a series of viewpoints that are selected 

to represent visibility from LCTs, landscape planning designations and principal visual receptors 

around the study area. These include points of specific importance such as recognised viewpoints, 

designated landscapes, settlements and routes. It should be noted that while the majority of the 

viewpoints are chosen to represent receptors that have potential to undergo a significant effect this 

is not always the case, and some viewpoints are included to demonstrate a lower level of visibility 

from certain locations. Viewpoints for the LVIA have been discussed and agreed in consultation with 

NatureScot and THC.  

6.5.56 The viewpoint assessment is used to inform and illustrate the assessment of effects on landscape 

character as well as the assessment of effects on views and principal visual receptors. The viewpoints 

used in the assessment are described in Table 6.4.  
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6.5.57 The viewpoint locations are shown in conjunction with the blade tip ZTV on Figures 6.7a (A3 size), 

6.7b (A1 size), and 6.7c (A0 size) and with the hub height ZTV on Figures 6.8a (A3 size), 6.8b (A1 size), 

and 6.8c (A0 size).  

Table 6.4ς Viewpoints  

Viewpoint Grid reference 

Approx. distance to 
nearest turbine  

Comments 

1. Track near 
Maovally  

238046, 920762  

2.21 km  

Included to represent recreational users (walkers/ 
cyclists) of the Maovally track. Within the Reay-Cassley 
WLA. Elevated, accessible viewpoint location. 
Requested by THC in pre-application advice.  

2. Ben More Assynt  231838, 920069 

8.46 km 

Popular Munro within Reay-Cassley WLA and Assynt-
Coigach NSA. Included to illustrate visibility within the 
WLA/NSA and views gained by recreational users.  

3. Coire Ceann Loch  234377, 926544 

8.14 km 

Viewpoint at the western end of Loch Shin, west of the 
property at Corriekinloch and within Reay-Cassley WLA 
and Assynt-Coigach NSA. Included at the request of 
NatureScot to illustrate visibility from a low-level 
within the WLA/NSA.  

4. Arscaig track, Loch 
Shin  

250931, 914142  

9.12 km 

Within Reay-Cassley WLA. Included to illustrate 
visibility within the WLA, views gained by recreational 
users of the track, and as an accessible, low-level view 
from the south side of Loch Shin. 

5. A838 near Colaboll  255804, 910675 

15.10 km 

First in a series of views along the A838, north side of 
Loch Shin. This is the first open view gained towards 
the Proposed Development as the A838 rounds the 
bend at Colaboll. Gained by westbound travellers only.  

6. A838 near Achnairn 254769, 912103 

13.45 km 

Second view from the A838, located at the junction of 
the Achnairn road with the A838. Gained by 
westbound travellers only. 

7. A838 Cnoc an 
Laoigh 

249835, 919215 

6.40 km 

Third view from the A838, open view across the loch 
from a relatively elevated location. Gained by 
westbound travellers only. 

8. A838 near Fiag 244946, 920952 

2.21 km 

Fourth view from the A838, located where the road 
runs directly along the edge of the loch, opposite the 
eastern end of the site.  

9. A838 west of 
Overscaig 

241197, 923496 

2.75 km 

Fifth view from the A838, and the final view gained by 
westbound travellers (albeit perpendicular) located 
opposite the western end of the site. Slightly elevated 
and open view gained as the road drops down to 
Overscaig. Gained primarily by eastbound travellers.  

10. A838 Loch a' 
Ghriama 

239351, 926878 

6.04 km 

Sixth viewpoint on the A838, gained by eastbound 
travellers only. This viewpoint marks the start of a 
stretch of eastbound theoretical visibility leading 
eastwards to Overscaig.  

11. A838 near West 
Merkland 

238644, 932685 Final viewpoint on the A838, gained by eastbound 
travellers only, located in a small area of limited 
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Viewpoint Grid reference 

Approx. distance to 
nearest turbine  

Comments 

11.89 km theoretical visibility. This viewpoint represents the 
westernmost visibility gained from the A838.  

12. Ben Hee  242662, 933928 

13.24 km 

View from summit of the Corbett Ben Hee, within the 
Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA. Included at the request of 
NatureScot to illustrate visibility within the WLA and 
views gained by recreational users.  

13. Cnoc an Alaskie 249511, 926764 

9.59 km 

Located at a local high point within the Foinaven-Ben 
Hee WLA. Cumulative effects with Creag Riabhach.  

14. West Shinness 253391, 915139 

10.80 km 

Viewpoint included to represent views gained from 
residential properties at West Shinness, in a slightly 
elevated position above the loch.  

15. Achnairn 255141, 912564 

13.52 km 

Viewpoint included to represent views gained from 
residential properties at Achnairn, in a slightly elevated 
position above the loch. 

16. A836 near Lairg 256991, 908500 

17.36 km 

The first in a series of views gained from the A836 to 
the north of Lairg. This is located in a layby where a 
more open view is available than elsewhere on this 
stretch of the road.  

17. A836 north 
Dalchork 

253694, 921146 

10.41 km 

The second A836 viewpoint. Visibility between this 
viewpoint and the previous viewpoint is very limited 
and this is one of the few open views. Gained primarily 
by northbound travellers but may be seen obliquely by 
southbound travellers.  

18. A836 Crask 
Viewpoint 

252148, 923991 

9.87 km 

Final A836 viewpoint, located at the signposted Crask 
viewpoint, where there is an interpretation board, 
parking and picnic bench. Outwith, but close to the 
eastern edge of the Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA. Gained by 
people who stop at the Crask viewpoint and a 
perpendicular view may also be seen by northbound 
and southbound travellers on the A836.  

19. Ben Klibreck 258529, 929905 

18.42 km 

Popular Munro within Ben Klibreck-Armine Forest WLA 
and Ben Klibreck and Loch Choire SLA. Included to 
illustrate visibility within the WLA/SLA and views 
gained by recreational users. 

20. Lairg  258286, 906381 

19.71 km 

Viewpoint in the settlement of Lairg, included to 
illustrate visibility from within Lairg.  

21. Rhian Breck, Lairg 259896, 904815 

21.95 km 

Viewpoint included to represent views gained from the 
crofting area to the south-east of Lairg. There is very 
limited visibility from the majority of Lairg.  

22. Quinag 220921, 929200 

21.03 km 

There is very limited visibility from the more distant 
western part of the study area, and this viewpoint 
provides a view from this direction. Within the Quinag 
WLA and Assynt-Coigach NSA. 
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Viewpoint Grid reference 

Approx. distance to 
nearest turbine  

Comments 

23. Arkle 231066, 944995 

25.78 km 

There is very limited visibility from the more distant 
north-western part of the study area, and this 
viewpoint provides a view from this direction. Within 
the Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA and North-West 
Sutherland NSA.  

Cumulative Wind Farm Developments 

6.5.58 Cumulative effects are defined in the NatureScot guidance Assessing the Cumulative Impact of 

hƴǎƘƻǊŜ ²ƛƴŘ 9ƴŜǊƎȅ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ ό{bIΣ нлмнύ ŀǎ άthe additional changes caused by a Proposed 

Development in conjunction with other similar developmentsέ ŀƴŘ Ƴŀȅ ŀǊƛǎŜ ǿƘŜǊŜ ŀ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ 

receptor, visual receptor or view is affected by more than one wind farm (or other relevant 

development). This occurs where the study areas for two or more wind farms overlap so that both 

are experienced at proximity where they may have a greater incremental effect, or where wind farms 

may combine to have a sequential effect, irrespective of any overlap in visibility. 

Wind Farm Sites Included in the Cumulative Assessment 

6.5.59 In accordance with best practice guidance, the cumulative assessment initially covers a radius of 

60 km from the Proposed Development, and includes wind farms that are operational, consented, 

and planning or Section 36 applications. Scoping stage wind farms are not generally included unless 

their application date is anticipated to be prior to or around the same time as the application for the 

Proposed Development, and a fixed layout is available. In this case, the scoping sites at Garvary Wind 

Farm and Lairg 2 Resubmission Wind Farm are considered to be relevant due to their anticipated 

submission dates and the availability of fixed layouts, and their inclusion in the cumulative assessment 

has been agreed with THC.  

6.5.60 The cumulative situation changes frequently as applications are made, refused or withdrawn, and the 

layouts of submitted application wind farms are changed. It is therefore necessary to decide on a cut-

off date when the sites and layouts to be included are fixed. The 14 January 2021 has been used as a 

cut-off for this cumulative assessment, with the wind farms for inclusion being agreed with THC on 

that date, and any changes in the cumulative situation after this date are not incorporated in the 

assessment. 

6.5.61 Wind farm sites that lie within a 60 km radius of the Proposed Development are shown on Figure 

6.13a. Before the cumulative assessment is carried out, it is necessary to ascertain which of these 

sites will be relevant to the cumulative assessment. A wind farm is considered to be relevant if the 

addition of the Proposed Development to this and other wind farms could result in a significant 

cumulative effect on a landscape character receptor, view or visual receptor. NatureScot guidance on 

cumulative assessment (SNH, 2012) suggests that the study area for detailed cumulative assessment 

ǿƛƭƭ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ŜȄǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ ŀ ά35 km radius from the outer boundary of proposal but may be extended 

due to the nature of likely cumulative effects identified aboveΦέ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Proposed 

Development, this radius has been increased to 40 km due to the study area radius of the Proposed 

Development itself being 40 km. Wind farm sites outwith the 40 km radius may be included where, 

for example, a more distant wind farm would be seen from the same route as the Proposed 

Development and the visibility of both sites could lead to significant cumulative effects. In the case of 

the Proposed Development, no wind farms that lie beyond 40 km away are considered to be relevant 

to the assessment.  
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6.5.62 Table 6.5 lists the wind farms that are included in the detailed cumulative assessment, within 40 km 

of the Proposed Development (as shown on Figure 6.13b). 

Table 6.5 ς Wind Farms included in the Cumulative Assessment (40 km radius)  

Wind Farm Name  Status  Number of 
Turbines  

Turbine 
Dimensions  

Approx. Distance 
to Proposed 
Development  

Achany  Operational  19 turbines 100 m to blade tip 14.5 km  

Braemore  Consented  18 turbines 126 m to blade tip 20 km  

Coigach 
Community 
turbine  

Operational  1 turbine  77 m to blade tip  38 km 

Creag Riabhach  Under construction  22 turbines 125 m to blade tip 11.5 km 

Garvary  Scoping  37 turbines  180 m to blade tip  24 km  

Kilbraur and 
Extension  

Operational  27 turbines 115 m/125 m to 
blade tip 

36 km 

Lairg  Operational  3 turbines 100 m to blade tip 23 km 

Lairg 2 Consented  10 turbines 150 m/180 m to 
blade tip  

23 km 

Lairg 2 
Resubmission  

Scoping  10 turbines  150 m/190 m/ 
200 m to blade tip  

23 km 

Meall Buidhe Application  9 turbines  149.5 m to blade 
tip 

22 km 

Rosehall  Operational  19 turbines 90 m to blade tip 15 km 

South Kilbraur  Application  7 turbines 149.9 m to blade 
tip 

36 km 

Strath Tirry  Application  4 turbines  135 m to blade tip  15 km  

6.5.63 Cumulative ZTVs that show the visibility of the relevant sites along with the visibility of the Proposed 

Development have been included for each of these relevant wind farms (Figures 6.14a to 6.14m). The 

relevant cumulative sites are also shown in the wirelines for each of the representative viewpoints in 

Figures 6.15 to 6.37. The wirelines are produced in increments of 90х and cover a variable width of 

the view, ranging from 90х to 360х, dependent on the horizontal field of view that has been used for 

each viewpoint. 

6.5.64 In some instances, wind farms appear in the wirelines although they are beyond their own study area 

radius (i.e. the radius that is appropriate for the turbine tip height of the wind farm in accordance 

with NatureScot guidance (SNH,2017)). Where this occurs, the wind farm is not included in the written 

assessment as it is considered to lie beyond the radius within which it may contribute to a significant 

cumulative effect. 
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6.6 Mitigation 

6.6.1 The layout design of the Proposed Development is a vital part of the EIA process and is the stage 

where the biggest contribution can be made to mitigate potential landscape and visual effects, 

creating a wind farm which is appropriate for the existing landscape character and visual features of 

an area. Landscape and visual objectives have driven the wind farm design from an early stage, while 

allowing environmental constraints, technical and economic factors to be fed in by the EIA team and 

the Applicant (see Chapter 3). Landscape and visual mitigation measures have therefore been 

incorporated through the iterative design process in order to prevent or reduce potential adverse 

landscape and visual effects, as described in the Design and Access Statement.  

6.7 Residual Effects 

6.7.1 This section of this chapter includes the assessment of effects on the landscape and visual receptors 

that have been identified in Section 6.5, above, as having potential to undergo a significant effect as 

a result of the Proposed Development.  

6.7.2 This assessment is presented in four categories, as described in Section 6.4, above: 

¶ effects on physical elements;  

¶ effects on landscape character; 

¶ assessment of effects on wild land; and  

¶ assessment of effects on views. 

6.7.3 The assessment of cumulative effects is incorporated into these categories where relevant.  

Effects on Physical Elements  

6.7.4 The first category of effects covered in the assessment is physical effects, which are direct effects on 

the fabric of the site, such as changes to ground cover. Physical effects are found only on the site, 

where existing landscape elements may be removed or altered by the Proposed Development. This 

category of effects is made up of landscape elements, and in this case there is one element involved: 

rough grassland/moorland. It should be noted that this landscape element is assessed with reference 

to its contribution to the landscape resource rather than in ecological terms. 

Rough Grassland/Moorland  

6.7.5 The construction of access tracks and other infrastructure will require the removal of areas of rough 

grassland and moorland ground cover from the site area.  

Baseline and Sensitivity  

6.7.6 The rough grassland and moorland that covers the site is typical of the area. The value of rough 

grassland/ moorland is medium; it is a relatively widespread landscape element that is not rare or 

specifically recognised for its value but it is a key characteristic element of the rounded hills LCT that 

covers the site and surrounding areas; the NatureScot 2019 description of this LCT notes that it is 

ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎŜŘ ōȅ άpredominantly dense heather ground cover and moorland grasses, but also some 

areas of bogέΦ  

6.7.7 The susceptibility to change of this landscape element is medium-low due to the potential for 

reinstatement and restoration of the ground cover following construction and at the end of the 

lifetime of the Proposed Development. The combination of the medium value and medium-low 

susceptibility to change of the landscape element results in a medium sensitivity for rough grassland 

and moorland ground cover.  
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Magnitude of Change  

6.7.8 The area of rough grassland and moorland to be removed or disturbed in the construction and 

operation of the Proposed Development is limited in relation to the total area found on the site and 

beyond. In relation to the overall area, the magnitude of change of this removal is considered to be 

medium-low.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.9 The effect of the Proposed Development on rough grassland and moorland will be not significant. 

This is due to the medium sensitivity of the landscape element and the medium-low magnitude of 

change on it.  

Summary of Physical Effects 

6.7.10 The Proposed Development will affect one landscape element: rough grassland and moorland ground 

cover. The effects on this element will be not significant. 

Assessment of Effects on Landscape Character 

Introduction  

6.7.11 Landscape character is the distinct and recognisable pattern of elements that occurs consistently in a 

particular type of landscape, and the way that this pattern is perceived. Effects on landscape character 

occur both on the site, where the pattern of elements that characterises the landscape will be directly 

altered by the addition of the Proposed Development to the landscape; and off-site, where visibility 

of the Proposed Development may alter the way in which this pattern of elements is perceived. For 

example, if the Proposed Development is visible from an area of sweeping moorland and flows LCT, 

the perceived experience of this area may be altered as visibility of the Proposed Development 

introduces different external, contextual characteristics despite its physical location in another, 

separate area.  

6.7.12 It should be noted that levels of magnitude of change on landscape character receptors are generally 

found to be lower than the magnitude of change on viewpoints that lie within these landscape 

character areas. This means, for example, that if a viewpoint is assessed to undergo a medium-high 

magnitude of change it does not necessarily follow that the landscape character area within which it 

lies would also undergo a medium-high magnitude of change, but may undergo a medium magnitude 

of change instead.  

6.7.13 This is because the effects on viewpoints are assessed within the context of a specific outlook of the 

Proposed Development and are usually specifically selected to gain a direct view over the site. The 

landscape character of a receptor is not necessarily determined so specifically by the outlook over the 

Proposed Development, and there are many other considerations, both visual and perceptual, that 

may combine to give an area its landscape character. This means that the Proposed Development 

may have a lesser degree of influence on landscape character than on a specific view. This is 

particularly true of areas that lie slightly further away from the Proposed Development. In the 

immediate vicinity of the site, up to around 2 km away - the magnitude of change on viewpoints and 

landscape character is likely to be similar, but beyond this, the magnitude of change on landscape 

character is found to often diminish more rapidly as the influence of the turbines is subsumed in the 

many other influences on landscape character. Viewpoints are referred to in this assessment as they 

give a useful indication of the appearance of the Proposed Development from specific locations within 

the various landscape receptors, but the level of magnitude of change may vary between the 

viewpoint assessment and the landscape character assessment. 
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6.7.14 The assessment of effects on landscape character covers two groups of receptors, landscape 

character types and units, and landscape planning designations. The effects on these receptors are 

assessed below.  

Rounded Hills (LCT 135) - Loch Shin/Glen Cassley Unit 

Baseline and Sensitivity  

6.7.15 The Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unit of the rounded hills LCT covers the ridge of hills that separate Loch 

Shin and Glen Cassley and the northern side of the ridge that separates Glen Cassley and Glen Oykel, 

stretching from Lairg in the east to Corriekinloch in the west. Loch Shin itself also lies within this unit. 

Rounded hills LCT, which is found extensively across the study area, is formed of higher and more 

defined rounded hills that lie adjacent to the lower and more gently undulating and lower-lying 

sweeping moorland and flows LCT.  

6.7.16 The Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unit is a long and linear area of rounded hills LCT that covers the eastern 

part of a vast area of this LCT which extends from Loch Shin in the north and east to Coigach and 

Strath Mulzie in the west and close to Strath Rusdale in the south. The north-eastern boundary of this 

unit follows the northern Loch Shin shoreline between Lairg and Corriekinloch, while the south-

western boundary broadly follows the outer ridgeline of high ground that separates Glen Cassley from 

Glen Oykel, with the high point of Beinn an Eoin lying within the unit. The unit has been defined on 

the basis of this distinctive linear, enclosing landform and the resultant level of influence of the 

Proposed Development that may be gained.  

6.7.17 The key characteristics of rounded hills LCT are described in the 2019 dataset. The majority of these 

are relevant to the Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unit, and these are quoted below.  

¶ άwƻƭƭƛƴƎ Ƙƛƭƭǎ ŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ōǊƻŀŘΣ ǎǳōtly rounded summits but with some more pronounced hills also 

occurring. 

¶ Hills cut by numerous narrow burns and small lochans lie within dips, corries and on plateau 

summits. 

¶ Predominantly dense heather ground cover and moorland grasses, but also some areas of bog. 

¶ Fragments of broadleaf woodland in inaccessible locations. 

¶ Scarcely settled with a largely uninhabited interior and widely scattered crofts and farms on 

lower slopes adjoining straths and farmed landscapes. 

¶ Narrow glens and lower hill slopes often rich in archaeology with features such as standing 

stones, brochs and medieval townships. 

¶ Convex character of hill slopes limiting distant visibility and views of the hill tops when travelling 

through the landscape. 

¶ Views into the interior of the hills very restricted. 

¶ Strong sense of wild character can be experienced within the more remote and little modified 

ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦέ 

6.7.18 The description also includes the following specific comment in relation to the Loch Shin/Glen Cassley 

unit: 

ά¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǎŜveral groups of hills within this Landscape Character Type which have distinct 

identities; 
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Swathes of more subtly rolling hills and moorland occur north-west of Strath of Kildonan, 

west of Loch Shin and between Strath Fleet and the Dornoch Firth. Occasional pockets of 

flatter wet peatland and more gently sloping ground occur within these areas. Some of 

the hills fringing these more subdued areas are often prominent in views from adjoining 

settled Straths and Ŏƻŀǎǘŀƭ ŀǊŜŀǎ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ ōŜƛƴƎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ƭƻǿΦέ 

6.7.19 The northern part of Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unit of rounded hills LCT, to the south of Loch Shin, has a 

higher level of development than many areas of this LCT, with coniferous forestry, tarmac roads, a 

mast, hydroelectric generation infrastructure, transmission lines, a fish farm and houses all lying 

within the unit. Achany and Rosehall wind farms also lie within this unit. External influences of 

settlement and coniferous forestry on the north side of Loch Shin, towards which the landform along 

the southern edge of the loch is orientated, also add to the perception of development. This ensures 

that the key rounded hills LCT ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ ƻŦ άstrong sense of wild character can be experienced 

within the more remote and little modified parts of this landscapeέ does not apply to this area.  

6.7.20 Viewpoints 1 and 4 lie within this receptor while Viewpoints 5, 6, 8, 9 and 16 are located on its north-

eastern boundary, on the A836 and A838.  

6.7.21 The operational wind farms at Achany and Rosehall lie within the southern end of this unit, while 

approximately 700 m outwith the southern boundary is the consented Braemore wind farm. Around 

4.6 km to the south-east is the operational wind farm at Lairg, adjoined by the consented site at Lairg 

2. The operational wind farm at Kilbraur and Extension lies approximately 20 km away to the east, 

while 8.5 km away to the north is the under-construction wind farm at Creag Riabhach.  

6.7.22 The Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unit of rounded hills LCT has a medium-high value; while the great majority 

is not covered by any scenic designations (a very small area on the western edge is within the Assynt-

Coigach NSA) and some areas display elements of development and human influence such as 

coniferous forestry and hydro-electric infrastructure, the majority of the unit does lie within the Reay-

Cassley WLA (although it should be noted that this is not a scenic designation). The landscape has 

scenic quality in its distinctive landscape characteristics and in its setting to Loch Shin and Glen 

Cassley. The enclosure provided by this area of uplands to Loch Shin and Glen Cassley, and the 

separation of these features, is of value, as is the recreational use of tracks/ paths and the waterbody 

of Loch Shin.  

6.7.23 The susceptibility of rounded hills LCT ς Loch Shin/Glen Cassley is medium. This is a distinctive and 

generally undeveloped, remote landscape. However, this landscape is affected by internal and 

external baseline human influences, including wind farms, the hydro-electric infrastructure, forestry, 

and roads and buildings along Loch Shin, and this tempers susceptibility to a medium level as the 

Proposed Development will be located in this context. The large scale and simplicity of the landform 

and landscape patterns also tempers susceptibility.  

6.7.24 The combination of a medium susceptibility and medium-high value of the landscape results in a 

medium-high sensitivity for rounded hills LCT ς Loch Shin/Glen Cassley.  

Magnitude of Change  

6.7.25 All of the turbines and the majority of the infrastructure (including existing and new access tracks, the 

substation compound, and borrow pit search area) of the Proposed Development are located within 

the north-western corner of this unit, and the site area will therefore undergo direct physical effects 

from the construction and operation of the turbines, access tracks and hardstandings, borrow pit, 

construction compound and substation compound, as well as perceived effects that arise through 

visibility of the Proposed Development.  
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6.7.26 This unit of rounded hills LCT gains theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development from on the site 

itself up to approximately 18.5 km away. This theoretical visibility is variable and reflects the landform 

within the unit; the north-east-facing slopes that enclose the southern sides of Loch Shin and Glen 

Cassley are shown to gain intermittent visibility, much of it blade only, as this landform is orientated 

towards the site, while the southern side of the ridge that separates Loch Shin from Glen Cassley gains 

negligible visibility as it is orientated away from the site, and views are screened by the intervening 

landform of the northern ridge.  

6.7.27 Magnitude of change will vary within this unit. The site area and its vicinity will have a high magnitude 

of change due to both direct physical effects on the landscape and perceived effects that rise through 

visibility of the Proposed Development. The high magnitude of change arises from the following 

considerations. 

¶ The site area is an upland moorland landscape with limited evidence of large-scale built form 

or development. The presence of the Proposed Development will result in a direct effect to this 

baseline character through the addition of new, unfamiliar features, primarily the turbines, 

providing a highly-visible, prevailing influence and introducing uncharacteristic elements in 

terms of movement, materials, colour, and structures. 

¶ In addition to the physical effects, there will be a perceptual alteration to the character of the 

landscape setting, arising from visibility of the colour, movement, scale, texture and form of the 

turbines, which are uncharacteristic of the landscape.  

6.7.28 While the magnitude of change on the site and its close vicinity will be high, there are factors that 

mitigate the level of change to some extent, although these are not sufficient to reduce the level of 

magnitude of change: 

¶ The Proposed Development infrastructure that lies within this unit is not unfamiliar in the site 

area due to the hydro-electric infrastructure that already affects the vicinity, including the 

power station and access tracks. This means that the landscape lacks the unspoilt remote, 

wildness characteristics with which the Proposed Development would have the greatest 

contrast. 

¶ The Proposed Development will not affect any of the key characteristics (quoted above) that 

are important in the creation of the distinctive character of this landscape (as noted above, the 

ƪŜȅ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ ƻŦ άstrong sense of wild character can be experienced within the more remote 

ŀƴŘ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ƳƻŘƛŦƛŜŘ ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜέ does not apply to this area due to the influence of 

hydro infrastructure and other developed influences).  

¶ The generally large, sweeping scale, simplicity and lack of enclosure that characterise the 

receptor prevent the occurrence of uncomfortable scale comparisons and provide an 

appropriate receiving environment for the Proposed Development. 

¶ The location of the Proposed Development within the rounded hills LCT ensures that there is a 

buffer of this landscape type around the turbines, so they do not appear to extend up to the 

boundary of the receptor, but are in a broader area of consistent landscape type. 

6.7.29 The extent of the high magnitude of change will vary around the Proposed Development. To the 

north-east, it is likely to extend up to around the southern shore of Loch Shin, approximately 1.5 km 

from the turbines. This area will have the greatest influence from the turbines as they are located 

upslope and are likely to appear prominent due to their position on the higher ground, and will also 

be seen at their full height. To the south-west of the turbines, however, theoretical visibility is more 

limited due to landform screening, and the turbines will lie downslope of this area, reducing their 
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prominence. In this direction, the high magnitude of change is therefore likely to extend to a 

maximum of around 1 km from the turbines.  

6.7.30 Beyond this immediate area, the magnitude of change will drop to a medium-high, and then medium 

level. This reduction in the level of change results from various factors including the reduction in the 

extent of the setting that will be affected by the Proposed Development so that the turbines become 

a less notable external influence on landscape character; the increased distance between the 

Proposed Development and these parts of the receptor; and the increasing importance of other 

influences on landscape character as the Proposed Development decreases in influence. There will 

also be no physical effects on this part of the receptor, and effects on landscape character will arise 

solely from visibility and perceived influence of the Proposed Development. 

6.7.31 The extent of the various levels of magnitude of change will again vary around the Proposed 

Development. To the north, east and north-east, a medium-high and then medium level of change is 

likely to extend to the boundary of the LCT, which follows the northern side of Loch Shin and is a 

maximum of around 4 km from the nearest turbine. Viewpoints 8 and 9 lie on the edge of rounded 

hills LCT in this direction, around 2.2 km and 2.75 km respectively to the north of the nearest turbine, 

and illustrate the appearance of the Proposed Development as seen from this periphery of the 

receptor.  

6.7.32 To the south, east, west, north-west, south-east and south-west, the medium-high and then medium 

magnitude of change will extend to a maximum around 4.5 km from the nearest turbine, and 

considerably less than this in some areas due to the rapid reduction in visibility and influence of the 

Proposed Development in these directions. Viewpoint 1 lies around 2.2 km to the west of the nearest 

turbine and illustrates the appearance of the Proposed Development as seen from this part of the 

landscape.  

6.7.33 Where there is some visibility of the turbines from beyond around 4.5 km away ς that is, to the north-

west, south-east, and further away, the south and south-west - the magnitude of change will drop to 

a medium-low, low or negligible level as the influence of the Proposed Development reduces with 

reduced visibility, distance, and the reduced extent of the setting to the receptor that are affected by 

the Proposed Development.  

6.7.34 The southern side of the ridge that separates Loch Shin from Glen Cassley will have negligible or no 

change due to the negligible visibility and therefore influence of the Proposed Development. 

6.7.35 Various elements of infrastructure lie within this unit as well as the turbines, including access tracks 

and the substation compound. These elements almost all lie within the areas described above as 

having a high, medium-high or medium magnitude of change, and will not lead to any additional 

magnitude of change on these areas. There is, however, one small section of upgraded access track 

that lies at the northern end of the unit, between around 4.5 km and 5.5 km from the nearest turbine. 

In this area, the magnitude of change arising from the turbines will be a maximum of medium-low, as 

described above. In this area, the upgrading of the access track will contribute to the magnitude of 

change but will not exceed a medium-low level due to the relatively limited influence that the 

upgrading of the existing track will have on landscape character.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.36 The effect of the Proposed Development on the landscape character of rounded hills LCT ς Loch 

Shin/Glen Cassley will vary. The effect on the great majority of the receptor will be not significant due 

to a combination of the factors considered in the medium-high sensitivity of the receptor and the 

medium-low, low or negligible magnitude of change upon it.  
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6.7.37 A combination of a medium-low magnitude of change and a medium-high sensitivity can lead to an 

effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect on the areas of the LCT that have a 

medium-low magnitude of change (that is, limited areas to the south, north-west and south-east of 

the site, beyond 4.5 km from the nearest turbine) is judged to be not significant primarily because the 

landform of these parts of the receptor is not notably orientated towards the Proposed Development, 

and other landscape characteristics or features will retain their baseline influence.  

6.7.38 There will, however, be a significant effect on the site area itself and the area that extends up to a 

maximum of around 4.5 km from the nearest turbine in the Proposed Development. This effect arises 

from a combination of the factors considered in the medium-high sensitivity of the receptor and the 

high, medium-high or medium magnitude of change upon it. This effect will be long-term and 

reversible. 

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.39 The location of operational and consented wind farms within and around this receptor is described in 

the baseline description above. In addition to these wind farms, application-stage sites at Meall 

Buidhe, Strath Tirry and South Kilbraur lie at 6.6 km to the south and 3.8 km and 19 km to the east 

respectively. The scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are 5.6 km and 4.3 km respectively 

to the south-east.  

6.7.40 The great majority of theoretical visibility of the cumulative wind farms is gained from the south-

eastern part of the receptor, within which Achany and Rosehall wind farms are located while 

Braemore, Garvary, Lairg, Lairg 2, Strath Tirry and Meall Buidhe form an arc around the south-eastern 

edge. There is also some theoretical visibility of these sites from the western side of Glencassley, but 

visibility from the northern part of the receptor is very limited as the ridge of rounded hills LCT screens 

visibility from the south and south-east.  

6.7.41 Theoretical visibility of Creag Riabhach and Strath Tirry wind farms is gained largely from the eastern 

slope of the receptor that falls down to Loch Shin, with some theoretical visibility of Creag Riabhach 

also gained from the western side of Glen Cassley. Kilbraur and Extension and South Kilbraur have 

been discounted from the assessment due to the limited and distant theoretical visibility of these 

sites.  

6.7.42 There are four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be added: 

operational/under-construction wind farms; operational/under-construction plus consented wind 

farms; operational/under-construction plus consented and application-stage wind farms; and 

operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms. 

6.7.43 The cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed Development in any 

scenario will vary across the receptor. The highest cumulative magnitude of change in any scenario 

will arise on those limited areas in the central part of the receptor that lie between the Proposed 

Development and the cumulative wind farms. Here, there is some intermittent mid-range influence 

from the Proposed Development to the north-west; of the group of sites that lies to the south of Lairg 

to the south-east; and Creag Riabhach and/or Strath Tirry to the east/north-east. These intermittent 

areas of cumulative visibility lie at a distance where both the Proposed Development and the 

cumulative sites may have some influence on landscape character, and the addition of the Proposed 

Development to the north-west while the cumulative sites are to the south-east or east/north-east 

can result in the Proposed Development introducing wind energy influence to an aspect of the 

receptor that is not otherwise affected, leading to visibility of wind farms in three directions around 

the receptor.  

6.7.44 However, the elevated landform ridge of rounded hills LCT that lies between the Proposed 

Development and the south-eastern group of wind farms ensures there are very few areas where the 
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Proposed Development is visible and influential along with other wind farms of various statuses, and 

concurrent visibility is generally found more along the lower ground that forms the southern side of 

Loch Shin, where long views up and down the loch are available. Viewpoint 4 lies on the edge of the 

loch, and illustrates the level of influence of the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms 

to the east and south-east.  

6.7.45 In the operational/under-construction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed 

Development to varying levels of influence of Achany, Creag Riabhach, Lairg and Rosehall will have a 

maximum low/medium-low cumulative magnitude of change on these central parts of the receptor. 

This arises from visibility of the Proposed Development to the north-west while the other wind farms 

are seen to the north-east and the south-east, and thus leads to a wind farm being theoretically visible 

on three sides of Loch Shin. It is limited to a low/medium-low level by the limited and relatively distant 

visibility of the cumulative wind farms, the restricted turbine size of Achany, Lairg and Rosehall, the 

very small proportion of the view that they will occupy; and the similar landscape setting of Achany, 

Rosehall Lairg and the Proposed Development within rounded hills LCT. The limited influence of the 

Proposed Development is also relevant.  

6.7.46 In the operational/under-construction plus consented wind farms cumulative scenario, with Lairg 2 

and Braemore also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the 

Proposed Development will increase to a medium-low level. This is due to the increased wind farm 

influence arising from Lairg 2, with its larger turbine dimensions and extent across the view, despite 

its grouping with Lairg wind farm.  

6.7.47 In the operational/under-construction plus application-stage wind farms cumulative scenario, with 

the application stage wind farms at Meall Buidhe and/or Strath Tirry also considered, the cumulative 

magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed Development will increase slightly due 

to the addition of theoretical visibility of a further wind farms, but will remain a maximum of medium-

low due to the very limited visibility and influence of Meall Buidhe and Strath Tirry on these central 

areas of the receptor.  

6.7.48 In the operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms 

cumulative scenario, the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered. 

These sites are given less weight than application-stage wind farms as there is no certainty as of the 

cut-off date that they will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2 

Resubmission would not lead to any notable increase in the medium-low cumulative magnitude of 

change arising from the Proposed Development in the previous scenario due to the minor increase in 

the visibility of turbines over that of the consented Lairg 2 turbines. Garvary would add a further wind 

farm to the scenario to which the Proposed Development would be added, but would be seen in 

conjunction with the group at Lairg and would not increase wind farm influence notably around the 

view. When Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are considered, the cumulative magnitude of change 

arising from the addition of the Proposed Development may increase slightly but would not increase 

over a medium-low level.  

6.7.49 It is possible that a scenario may arise where the Proposed Development is added to one or both of 

the scoping sites, but the application-stage sites are no longer relevant. In this case, the consideration 

of Lairg 2 Resubmission and/or Garvary would not increase the cumulative magnitude of change over 

the medium-low level assessed in the operational/under-construction plus consented scenario.  

6.7.50 Away from these central parts of the receptor, the cumulative magnitude of change will be lower than 

the maximum medium-low level found here. This is due to the more limited, intermittent and distant 

visibility of the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms. In some areas, the Proposed 

Development will not notably increase wind farm influence around the setting to the receptor but will 

be seen in conjunction with other wind farms, thus reducing its cumulative effect.  



 

Sallachy Wind Farm EIA Report 6-41 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment  

 

6.7.51 The cumulative effect on the landscape character of rounded hills LCT ς Loch Shin/Glen Cassley will 

be not significant in any scenario. This is due to a combination of the factors that lead to the maximum 

medium-low cumulative magnitude and the medium-high sensitivity of the receptor.  

6.7.52 A combination of a medium-low cumulative magnitude of change and a medium-high sensitivity can 

lead to an effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect is judged to be not 

significant primarily due to the very limited parts of the receptor that may be notably influenced by 

the Proposed Development and other wind farms and the separation of the Proposed Development 

from other wind farms, which ensures that the influence of the Proposed Development and 

cumulative wind farms cannot concurrently be sufficient to lead to a significant cumulative effect.  

Rounded Hills (LCT 135) - Loch Fiag Unit  

6.7.53 The Loch Fiag unit of rounded hills LCT is to the north of Loch Shin and is part of a wider area of 

rounded hills LCT that links the rugged mountain massif LCT of Ben Hee in the west to Loch Naver and 

the lone mountains LCT of Ben Klibreck in the east. This unit of rounded hills LCT abuts extensive areas 

of sweeping moorland and flows LCT to the north and south, forming a ridge of high ground that 

separates the massive expanses of moorland that cover the area north of Altnaharra in the north and 

Strath Tirry and Glen Fiag in the south. The high point in this unit, Creag Dhubh More (555 m), is in 

the north-western corner, close to Ben Hee, from where the ground drops gradually to the south and 

east.  

6.7.54 The key characteristics of rounded hills as described in the 2019 dataset are quoted above in relation 

to rounded hills LCT ς Loch Shin/Glen Cassley. These are generally relevant to the Loch Fiag unit, which 

displays little development and retains a sense of wildness.  

6.7.55 There are no viewpoints within this LCT. However, Viewpoint 10 lies on its south-western boundary, 

at the boundary with rugged mountain massif LCT and the south-western part of rounded hills LCT ς 

Loch Fiag can be seen in the outlook towards the Proposed Development from Viewpoint 12.  

6.7.56 While there are no operational wind farms within this unit, part of the under-construction wind farm 

at Creag Riabhach lies within the south-eastern end of the unit. The operational sites at Achany and 

Rosehall lie a minimum of 18.5 km to the south of the unit, while Lairg Estate and the consented Lairg 

2 are to 24 km to the south-east. Braemore is 23 km to the south, and the operational Kilbraur and 

Extension lies over 32 km to the south-east.  

6.7.57 The Loch Fiag unit of rounded hills LCT has a medium-high value; while it is not covered by any scenic 

designations, the majority of the unit does lie within the Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA (although it should 

be noted that this is not a scenic designation). The landscape also has scenic quality in its massive, 

exposed and elevated landform, and the link between Ben Klibreck and the western mountains is also 

of value.  

6.7.58 The susceptibility of rounded hills LCT ς Loch Fiag is medium-high. This is a remote upland landscape 

with little internal large scale or readily apparent built or moving development, and the external 

influence of the Proposed Development will contrast with this. There is also an association between 

the south-western part of this receptor and the landscape within which the site lies, as they lie on 

either side of Loch Shin, enclosing the water body. However, the large scale and simplicity of the 

landform and landscape patterns prevents a high susceptibility, as does the location of the Proposed 

Development in a part of the setting to the receptor that is already affected by external development 

and human influences along Loch Shin.  

6.7.59 The combination of a medium-high susceptibility to change of the landscape and the medium-high 

value of the landscape results in a medium-high sensitivity for rounded hills LCT ς Loch Fiag.  
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Magnitude of Change 

6.7.60 The Proposed Development lies outwith this receptor and effects will therefore arise from changes to 

the way that the landscape character is perceived as a result of visibility of the Proposed Development 

rather than as direct physical effects on landscape character. 

6.7.61 Rounded hills LCT ς Loch Fiag gains theoretical hub height and blade tip visibility of the turbines in the 

Proposed Development from a minimum of around 4.5 km away to the north up to a maximum of 

around 17.5 km to the north-east. This visibility is intermittent and irregular, arising where the slopes 

of the hills are facing southwards, towards the site. Some parts of the Proposed Development 

infrastructure lie at closer proximity to the receptor than the turbines but these will not notably 

increase the magnitude of change arising from the turbines due to their limited visibility and 

accommodation into the landscape context.  

6.7.62 Magnitude of change will vary widely across rounded hills LCT ς Loch Fiag due to the extensive nature 

of the LCT and the resultant variable influence of the Proposed Development.  

6.7.63 The highest magnitude of change will be gained from the southern extremity of the western part of 

the receptor, which is in closest proximity to the Proposed Development ς between approximately 

4.5 km and 6.5 km away. This is a small part of the receptor that covers the south-facing slopes of the 

ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ /ƴƻŎ ŀΩ DƘǊƛŀƳŀ όотм m AOD), which lies immediately to the east of the A838 

near Viewpoint 10.  

6.7.64 Within this area, the level of change will be medium to medium-low with medium being found on the 

closer and more enclosed area, where the Proposed Development will be seen in the open part of the 

setting to the receptor, dropping to medium-low as on the more distant and open higher ground, 

where the Proposed Development will affect a much smaller proportion of the setting to the receptor. 

This will arise as a result of the following considerations.  

¶ The site area is an upland moorland landscape with limited evidence of large-scale built form 

or development. The presence of the Proposed Development will result in a perceptual 

alteration to the character of the landscape setting, arising from visibility of the colour, 

movement, scale, texture and form of the turbines, which are uncharacteristic of the landscape.  

¶ The landfoǊƳ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŎŜǇǘƻǊ ό/ƴƻŎ ŀΩ DƘǊƛŀƳŀύ ƛǎ ǎǘǊƻƴƎƭȅ ƻǊƛŜƴǘŀǘŜŘ towards the 

Proposed Development, which lies on the opposite slope of Loch Shin, and this association will 

increase the influence of the Proposed Development.  

¶ The Proposed Development will appear in the open aspect of the setting to the receptor, 

particularly from the more enclosed lower slope where other aspects are more enclosed by 

landform, and this will also increase its influence. 

6.7.65 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a maximum medium or medium-low level are as 

follows. 

¶ There will be no direct physical effects on this receptor, and effects are perceived only. 

¶ The key characteristics that are important in the creation of the distinctive character of rounded 

hills LCT will not be affected by the Proposed Development. Importantly, the key characteristic 

ƻŦ άStrong sense of wild character can be experienced within the more remote and little modified 

parts of this landscapeέ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ rounded hills LCT ς Loch Fiag is not 

remote and lacks the sense of wildness that is found elsewhere due to the presence of the A838, 

coniferous forestry, and other elements of development.  
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¶ The distance between the Proposed Development and this part of rounded hills LCT ς Loch Fiag 

will reduce its influence as the inherent character of rounded hills LCT will continue to prevail, 

along with other external influences on the receptor.  

6.7.66 Around 6.5 km away from the Proposed Development, the magnitude of change will drop to a 

medium-low/ low, low and then negligible level. This reduction in the level of change results from 

various factors including the reduction in the extent of the setting that will be affected by the 

Proposed Development so that the turbines become a less notable external influence on landscape 

character; the increased distance between the Proposed Development and these parts of the 

receptor; the relatively low elevation of the turbines, which ensures that they will not appear as 

prominent vertical features; and the increasing importance of other influences on landscape 

character as the Proposed Development decreases in influence.  

6.7.67 Extensive parts of the receptor are shown to gain no visibility of the Proposed Development due to 

landform screening, and there will be no change on these areas.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.68 The effect of the Proposed Development on the landscape character of rounded hills LCTς Loch Fiag 

will vary. The effect on the great majority of the receptor will be not significant due to a combination 

of the factors considered in the medium-high sensitivity of the receptor and the maximum medium-

low/ low magnitude of change upon it. However, the effect on the very small part of the receptor that 

ŎƻǾŜǊǎ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ƻŦ /ƴƻŎ ŀΩ DƘǊƛŀƳŀ ŀƴŘ lies closest to the site ς between around 4.5 km 

and 6.5 km away - will be significant due to a combination of the factors considered in the medium-

high sensitivity of the receptor and the medium to medium-low magnitude of change upon it.  

6.7.69 A combination of a medium-low magnitude of change and a medium-high sensitivity can lead to an 

effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect on the part of the receptor that has 

a medium-low magnitude of change is judged to be significant largely due to of the orientation of 

landform towards the Proposed Development and the appearance of the Proposed Development in 

the open aspect of the setting to the receptor.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.70 The location of operational and consented wind farms within and around this receptor is described in 

the baseline description above. In addition to these wind farms, application-stage sites at Meall 

Buidhe, Strath Tirry and South Kilbraur lie at 28 km to the south and 13.8 km and 33 km to the south-

east respectively. The scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are 26 km and 24 km 

respectively to the south-east. Braemore, Lairg, Kilbraur and Extension, Meall Buidhe, and South 

Kilbraur have been discounted from the assessment due to the limited and very distant theoretical 

visibility of these sites.  

6.7.71 Other than Creag Riabhach, the relevant cumulative wind farms of all statuses lie to the south and 

south-east of this receptor, and are contained within a limited part of the setting to the receptor 

(approximately 35°). The southern and south-eastern sites have limited and distant visibility from, and 

influence on the receptor, gained largely from the upper south- and south-east-facing slopes in the 

southern part of the receptor. The great majority of the northern and lower areas of the receptor will 

gain no influence of wind farms, including the Proposed Development.  

6.7.72 Creag Riabhach, which lies partly within the south-eastern corner of the receptor, has a slightly 

different pattern of visibility and will have more influence on the eastern area and east-facing slopes.  

6.7.73 There are four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be added: 

operational/under-construction wind farms; operational/under-construction plus consented wind 
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farms; operational/under-construction plus consented and application-stage wind farms; and 

operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms. 

6.7.74 The cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed Development in any 

scenario will vary across the receptor. The highest cumulative magnitude of change in any scenario 

will arise in two areas: firstly, ǘƘŜ ΨŦƛƴƎŜǊΩ ǘƘŀǘ ŜȄǘŜƴŘǎ ǎƻǳǘƘ-eastwards from the main body of the 

ǊŜŎŜǇǘƻǊΣ ŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ DƭŜƴ CƛŀƎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻǾŜǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ /ƴƻŎ ŀΩ aƘŀƻƭƭ 

Rhuaidh, Cnoc Allt an Ulbhaidh; and secondly, the southern slopes of Cnoc Maol na Cloiche Gile, which 

lies to the west of Glen Fiag.  

6.7.75 These areas lie between the Proposed Development and Creag Riabhach, and are shown on the 

cumulative ZTVs to gain intermittent visibility of both wind farms, as well as very distant and limited 

visibility of the group of sites that lies to the south/south-east. In these areas, the addition of the 

Proposed Development to the cumulative scenario will introduce wind farm influence to the south-

western aspect of the setting, adding to the influence of Creag Riabhach to the north-east and the 

distant and limited influence of the other sites to the south-east.  

6.7.76 In the operational/under-construction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed 

Development to varying levels of influence of Achany, Creag Riabhach and Rosehall will have a 

maximum low/medium-low cumulative magnitude of change on these parts of the receptor. This 

arises from visibility of the Proposed Development to the south-west while other wind farms are seen 

primarily to the north-east but also the south-east, and thus leads to a wind farm being theoretically 

visible on three sides of the receptor. It is limited to a low/medium-low level by the very intermittent 

nature of the effect; the very limited and relatively distant visibility of the south-eastern cumulative 

wind farms; the restricted turbine size of Achany and Rosehall, the very small proportion of the view 

that they will occupy; the retention of the northern, western and north-eastern aspects of the 

receptor with no wind energy influence; and the similar landscape setting of Achany, Creag Riabhach, 

Rosehall and the Proposed Development within rounded hills LCT. The not significant influence of the 

Proposed Development is also relevant.  

6.7.77 In the operational/under-construction plus consented wind farms cumulative scenario, with Lairg 2 

also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed 

Development will increase to a medium-low level. This is due to the increased wind farm influence 

arising from Lairg 2, with its larger turbine dimensions and extent across the view, which ensures that 

the south/south-eastern group of sites will have an increased influence.  

6.7.78 In the operational/under-construction plus application-stage wind farms cumulative scenario, with 

the application stage wind farm at Strath Tirry also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change 

arising from the addition of the Proposed Development will increase slightly due to the addition of 

theoretical visibility of a further wind farm, but will remain a maximum of medium-low due to the 

very limited and relatively distant visibility and influence of Strath Tirry on these areas of the receptor.  

6.7.79 In the operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms 

cumulative scenario, the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered. 

These sites are given less weight than application-stage wind farms as there is no certainty as to the 

cut-off date that they will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2 

Resubmission would not lead to any notable increase in the medium-low cumulative magnitude of 

change arising from the Proposed Development in the previous scenario due to the minor increase in 

the visibility of turbines over that of the consented Lairg 2 turbines. Garvary would add a further wind 

farm to the scenario to which the Proposed Development would be added, but would be seen in 

conjunction with the group at Lairg and would not increase wind farm influence notably around the 

view. When Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are considered, the cumulative magnitude of change 
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arising from the addition of the Proposed Development may increase slightly but would not increase 

over a medium-low level.  

6.7.80 It is possible that a scenario may arise where the Proposed Development is added to one or both of 

the scoping sites, but the application-stage sites are no longer relevant. In this case, the consideration 

of Lairg 2 Resubmission and/or Garvary would not increase the cumulative magnitude of change over 

the medium-low level assessed in the operational/under-construction plus consented scenario.  

6.7.81 Away from these two specific parts of the receptor, the cumulative magnitude of change will be lower 

than the maximum medium-low level found here. This is often due to lack of visibility of the Proposed 

Development and/or cumulative wind farms, and where there is visibility, the increasingly more 

limited, intermittent and distant visibility of the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms.  

6.7.82 The cumulative effect on the landscape character of rounded hills LCT ς Loch Fiag will be not 

significant in any scenario. This is due to a combination of the factors that lead to the maximum 

medium-low cumulative magnitude and the medium-high sensitivity of the receptor.  

6.7.83 A combination of a medium-low cumulative magnitude of change and a medium-high sensitivity can 

lead to an effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect is judged to be not 

significant primarily due to the very limited parts of the receptor that may be notably influenced by 

the Proposed Development and other wind farms and the separation of the Proposed Development 

from other wind farms, which ensures that the influence of the Proposed Development and 

cumulative wind farms cannot concurrently be sufficient to lead to a significant cumulative effect.  

Rugged Mountain Massif (LCT 139) - Ben More/Ben Hee Unit 

Baseline and Sensitivity  

6.7.84 The Ben More/Ben Hee unit of the rugged mountain massif LCT forms a rough arc to the west of the 

site with Ben Hee in the north, Ben More in the south and Ben Leoid at the centre. The unit has been 

defined on the basis of this crescent of enclosing elevated landform that wraps around the head of 

Loch Shin, and the site area, and the resultant level of influence of the Proposed Development that 

may be gained.  

6.7.85 Rugged mountain massif LCT, which is found in the north-western part of the study area, comprises 

elevated mountains of massive scale with a rugged, irregular and complex form. The Ben More/Ben 

Hee unit covers the south-eastern part of a vast area of rugged mountain massif LCT that extends 

from Foinaven in the north to Breabag in the south. The southern and eastern boundaries of this unit 

abut rounded hills LCT and sweeping moorland and flows LCT, including the Loch Shin/Glen Cassley 

unit of rounded hills LCT within which the site lies.  

6.7.86 The key characteristics of rugged mountain massif LCT are described in the 2019 dataset. The majority 

of these are relevant to the Ben More/Ben Hee unit, and are quoted below.  

¶ άMountains with very steep slopes which are often covered in scree and commonly feature 

narrow rocky ridges, buttresses, crags and pronounced peaks. 

¶ High, generally lying above 800m. 

¶ Different geology associated with each mountain group influencing their character. 

¶ Deeply indented sea lochs of Lochs Glendhu and Glencoul and a number of sheer-sided glens, 

cut into the mountains of north-west Sutherland, generally orientated on long north-west to 

south-east fault lines. 

¶ Dark, narrow lochs within some of the north-west Sutherland mountain glens. 
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¶ Mountain peaks form landmarks, rising above the interlocking mass of lower slopes and 

distinguished by their height, distinctive and recognisable profile. 

¶ Largely uninhabited and difficult to access. The small number of settlements and roads which 

do exist tend to be located at the edges of this character type and at the intersection of a strath 

or loch. 

¶ Interior of this landscape is mainly visited by hill walkers and deer stalkers. 

¶ Limited visibility within the glens which lie between or at the foot of these mountains, due to 

their steepness of slope and immense size. 

¶ Extensive views of the surrounding landscape and an exhilarating experience of openness and 

exposure from mountain ridges and summits. 

¶ Natural unmodified character of the high mountains, with their remoteness, ruggedness, and 

ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘȅ ƻŦ ŀŎŎŜǎǎΣ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǿƛƭŘ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊΦέ 

6.7.87 The description also includes the following specific comments in relation to the Ben More/Ben Hee 

unit: 

άQuartzite screes on the sheer south-west flanks of Foinaven and Arkle and on the upper 

slopes of Ben More Assynt give these mountains a characteristically pale grey colour. The 

physical characteristics of these massif areas varies. The Foinaven massif has a complex 

form ofΧlong, rocky narrow ridges and spurs, deeply scooped corries and many 

pronounced tops. Ben Hee and Ben Leoid have more rounded forms in views from the 

east, but with a massive scale. These are much rougher and rocky from their western 

aspect, and close association with the more irregular high mountain peaks.έ 

άThere is a stronger landscape contrast however in the east where the lower-lying, 

expansive and simpler Sweeping Moorland and Flows abuts the high rugged mountains 

which stretch from Foinaven to Ben More Assynt.έ 

άThere are dramatic views of the western Rugged Mountain Massif ς Caithness & 

Sutherland from the A838, although some of the interior mountains are more hidden from 

view. This mountainous area is also seen to great effect across a foreground of smooth, 

low-lying Sweeping Moorland and Flows from the A836.έ 

6.7.88 ²ƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜ ƳŀƧƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǳƴƛǘ ŘƻŜǎ ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ άnatural unmodified character of the 

high mountains, with their remoteness, ruggedness, and difficulty of access, creating a strong wild 

characterέΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ eastern periphery of the unit is modified by nearby elements of 

development, including the A838 corridor, coniferous forest, and general development along Loch 

Shin.  

6.7.89 Viewpoints 2, 3, 11 and 12 lie within this receptor. Viewpoints 2 and 12 represent views from key 

summits ς Ben More Assynt and Ben Hee respectively - while Viewpoints 3 and 11 are lower-level and 

show the view from within Coire Ceann Loch and from the A838 west of Ben Hee respectively. 

Viewpoint 23 (Arkle) is located at the northern end of the wider area of rugged mountain massif LCT.  

6.7.90 There are no operational, under construction or consented wind farms within the Ben More/Ben Hee 

unit of rugged mountain massif LCT, or within the wider area of rugged mountain massif LCT. The 

closest operational or under construction wind farm is Creag Riabhach, 8.5 km to the east. There is a 

more distant group to the south-east, including Achany and Rosehall, around 17 km away; Braemore, 

22 km away; and Lairg and Lairg 2 just over 28 km away.  
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6.7.91 The Ben More/Ben Hee unit of rugged mountain massif LCT has a high value; the western part of the 

unit is within the Assynt-Coigach NSA and the majority lies within the Foinaven-Ben Hee and Reay-

Cassley WLAs. The landscape has notable scenic quality in its distinctive landscape characteristics and 

the enclosure and contrast provided by the mountains to the adjacent sweeping moorland and flows 

LCT (as quoted above from the NatureScot landscape description). The recreational use of this 

landscape by hillwalkers also contributes to its value.  

6.7.92 The susceptibility of the Ben More/Ben Hee unit of rugged mountain massif LCT is medium-high. This 

is a distinctive and undeveloped, remote upland landscape with no internal large-scale built or moving 

development, and the external influence of the Proposed Development will contrast with this. 

However, the Proposed Development will be seen in an aspect of the setting to rugged mountain 

massif LCT that is affected by baseline human influences, including more distant wind farm 

development and the roads, buildings and forestry along Loch Shin, and this tempers susceptibility to 

a medium-high level as the Proposed Development will be seen in this context. It is also relevant that 

rugged mountain massif LCT does not have a specific association with the site area, and is 

characterised primarily by its innate landscape elements and patterns.  

6.7.93 The combination of a medium-high susceptibility to change and the high value of the landscape results 

in a high sensitivity for the Ben More/Ben Hee unit of rugged mountain massif LCT.  

Magnitude of Change  

6.7.94 The turbines and majority of infrastructure of the Proposed Development lie outwith this receptor 

and effects will therefore almost all arise from changes to the way that the landscape character is 

perceived as a result of visibility of the Proposed Development rather than as direct physical effects 

on landscape character. There is, however, one short stretch of upgraded access track (approximately 

2 km long) just within the southern extremity of the unit, at the head of Loch Shin. This is the section 

ƻŦ ǘǊŀŎƪ ǘƘŀǘ Ǌǳƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ [ƻŎƘ ŀΩ DƘǊƛŀƳŀκ[ƻŎƘ {Ƙƛƴ ōǊƛŘƎŜ ŎǊƻǎǎƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ŝŀǎǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ !ōƘŀƛƴƴ ŀΩ 

Choire burn crossing in the west. Along this stretch of the upgraded track, there will be physical effects 

as well as perceived effects.  

6.7.95 The Ben More/Ben Hee unit of rugged mountain massif LCT gains theoretical hub height and blade 

tip visibility of the turbines in the Proposed Development from a minimum of around 4.5 km away to 

the north up to a maximum of around 15 km to the north-east. This visibility is intermittent and 

irregular, arising at high points and where the slopes of the mountains are facing towards the site.  

6.7.96 Magnitude of change will vary widely across rugged mountain massif LCT ς Ben More/Ben Hee due 

to the extensive nature of the LCT, its rugged, massive landform and the resultant variable influence 

of the Proposed Development.  

6.7.97 The highest magnitude of change will arise on three areas within the inner arc of the unit, to the north 

and west of the Proposed Development. These are the steeply rising southern slopes of Sron na Garbh 

¦ƛŘƘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŜƴŎƭƻǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ [ƻŎƘ ŀΩ Dhriama, to the north of the Proposed Development; 

the lower east-facing slopes of Ben More Assynt, to the west of the Proposed Development; and the 

incised glen of Coire Ceann Loch, to the north-west of the Proposed Development.  

6.7.98 The first two of these areas - Sron na Garbh Uidh and the lower east-facing slopes of Ben More Assynt 

- lie between approximately 4.5 km and 7 km away from the nearest turbine in the Proposed 

Development. The third area - Coire Ceann Loch ς is further away, extending up to around 8.2 km 

away from the nearest turbine; in this area, the influence of the turbines extends for a greater 

distance due to the channelling of landform towards the Proposed Development and the more 

enclosed, focused nature of this influence, as the wider setting of rugged mountain massif LCT is not 

so apparent as on the open, upper slopes.  
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6.7.99 Within these areas, the level of change will be medium to medium-low with medium being found on 

the closer and more enclosed area, where the Proposed Development will be seen in the open part 

of the setting to the receptor, dropping to medium-low as on the more distant and open higher 

ground, where the Proposed Development will affect a much smaller proportion of the setting to the 

receptor. This will arise as a result of the following considerations.  

¶ The landform of these parts of the receptor is orientated towards the Proposed Development 

and this association will increase the external influence of the Proposed Development.  

¶ The Proposed Development will result in perceived effects on the mountainous upland 

character of this landscape through the addition of the external influence of new, unfamiliar 

features, primarily the turbines, which will provide a visible influence of uncharacteristic 

elements in terms of movement, materials, colour, and structures.  

¶ While the key characteristics that are important in the creation of the distinctive character of 

rugged mountain massif LCT will not be notably affected by the Proposed Development, there 

is likely to be some effect on the key characteristic of άNatural unmodified character of the high 

mountains, with their remoteness, ruggedness, and difficulty of access, creating a strong wild 

characterέ. This effect will, however, be moderated by the appearance of the Proposed 

Development in what is already a more developed and less remote or wild aspect of the views 

available.  

¶ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άdramatic views of the western 

wǳƎƎŜŘ aƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ aŀǎǎƛŦΧŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ !уоуέ ŀƴŘΣ ŀǘ ŀ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǊ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜΣ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻŦ άthis 

Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴƻǳǎ ŀǊŜŀΧǎŜŜƴ ǘƻ ƎǊŜŀǘ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ŀ ŦƻǊŜƎǊƻǳƴŘ ƻŦ ǎƳƻƻǘƘΣ ƭƻǿ-lying Sweeping 

aƻƻǊƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ Cƭƻǿǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ !уосέΦ 

¶ The Proposed Development will appear in the open aspect of the setting to the receptor, 

particularly from the more enclosed lower slopes, and this will also increase its influence. 

¶ The 2 km stretch of upgraded access track lies within this part of the receptor, at the foot of 

Sron na Garbh Uidh, and there will therefore also be a minor physical effect on this part of the 

landscape.  

¶ In Coire Ceann Loch, the channelling of landform to the south-east reduces the open aspect 

across the wider rugged mountain massif LCT which elsewhere dilutes the influence of the 

Proposed Development, thus increasing the influence of the turbines as they are seen in the 

open aspect of the setting.  

6.7.100 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a maximum medium or medium-low level are as 

follows. 

¶ There will be no direct physical effects on this receptor other than the minor effect of access 

track upgrading, and the great majority of effects are perceived only. 

¶ The key characteristics that are important in the creation of the distinctive character of rounded 

hills will not be notably affected by the Proposed Development. Importantly, the key 

ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ ƻŦ άExtensive views of the surrounding landscape and an exhilarating experience 

of openness and exposure from mountain ridges and summitsέ will not be affected as these 

peripheral parts of rugged mountain massif LCT do not include άmountain ridges and summitsέΣ 

but are the relatively low-lying outer slopes of the LCT. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in a relatively unremarkable part of the setting to 

rugged mountain massif LCT and not in the context of the massive, dramatic mountainous 

interior which is seen in other directions. The Proposed Development is also seen in the most 
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developed aspect of the setting to the receptor, with external and internal human influences 

such as the A838, coniferous forestry, hydro-electric infrastructure all apparent, and this 

reduces its contrast with baseline landscape character and influences.  

¶ The distance between the Proposed Development and these parts of rugged mountain massif 

LCT reduces its influence as the very strong inherent character of the receptor will continue to 

prevail, along with other external influences on the receptor.  

6.7.101 Viewpoint 3 is located in one of the these three areas, at the upper end of Coire Ceann Loch, and 

illustrates how the landform of the glen reduces the open aspect of the setting to the receptor, 

thereby increasing the influence of the Proposed Development. The magnitude of change on the 

landscape character in the glen, around this viewpoint, will be at the lower end of a medium-low level 

for the reasons described above.  

6.7.102 Around 7 km away from the Proposed Development (or 8.2 km in the case of the Coire Ceann Loch 

area), the magnitude of change will drop to a low and then negligible level. This reduction in the level 

of change results from various factors including the continuous increase in the influence of the more 

dramatic parts of the rugged mountain massif LCT that lie to the north and west; the opening up of 

views, including panoramic views from summits and ridges, so that the proportion of the setting 

affected by the Proposed Development notably reduces; the increased distance between the 

Proposed Development and these parts of the receptor; and the relatively low elevation of the 

turbines, which ensures that they will not appear as prominent vertical features.  

6.7.103 Viewpoint 2 (Ben More Assynt) lies within this area, just under 8.5 km to the west of the Proposed 

Development. This view illustrates how the extensive and open wider LCT of rugged mountain massif, 

which extends to the north, south and west, provides the key setting to this part of the unit, while the 

Proposed Development affects only a small, relatively developed proportion of the setting so that the 

wider rugged mountain massif landscape characteristics of the receptor remain prevalent.  

6.7.104 Extensive parts of the receptor are shown to gain no visibility of the Proposed Development due to 

landform screening, and there will be no change on these areas.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.105 The effect of the Proposed Development on the landscape character of rugged mountain massif LCT 

ς Ben More/Ben Hee will vary. The effect on the great majority of the receptor will be not significant 

due to the factors considered in the maximum low magnitude of change despite the high sensitivity 

of the receptor. However, the effect on the small part of the receptor that covers the southern slopes 

of Sron na Garbh Uidh, the lower east-facing slopes of Ben More Assynt, and Coire Ceann Loch, and 

lies between around 4.5 km and 7 km away from the nearest turbine in the Proposed Development 

(8.2 km in the case of Coire Ceann Loch) will be significant due to a combination of the factors 

considered in the high sensitivity of the receptor and the medium to medium-low magnitude of 

change upon it.  

6.7.106 A combination of a medium-low magnitude of change and a high sensitivity can lead to an effect that 

is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect on the part of the receptor that has a medium-

low magnitude of change is judged to be significant largely due to of the orientation of landform 

towards the Proposed Development and the contrast that the Proposed Development will have with 

the character of the receptor.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.107 The location of operational and consented wind farms within and around this receptor is described in 

the baseline description above. In addition to these wind farms, application-stage sites at Meall 
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Buidhe and Strath Tirry lie at 20 km and 23 km respectively to the south-east. The scoping sites at 

Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are 29 km and 28 km respectively to the south-east.  

6.7.108 Other than Creag Riabhach, the relevant cumulative wind farms of all statuses lie to the south-east of 

this receptor, and are contained within a limited part of the setting to the receptor, as seen at 

Viewpoints 2 and 12. These south-eastern sites have limited and distant visibility from, and influence 

on, the receptor. gained largely from high points and upper south-east-facing slopes. The majority of 

the receptor will gain no influence of wind farms, including the Proposed Development. Creag 

Riabhach, which lies to the east, has a similar pattern of visibility.  

6.7.109 There are four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be added: 

operational/under-construction wind farms; operational/under-construction plus consented wind 

farms; operational/under-construction plus consented and application-stage wind farms; and 

operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms. 

6.7.110 In the operational/under-construction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed 

Development to operational and under-construction wind farms at Achany, Rosehall, Lairg and Creag 

Riabhach will have a will have a low cumulative magnitude of change. This arises from the 

introduction of the Proposed Development as an additional, closer, wind farm influence on the 

receptor, and is limited by the distant visibility of the operational/under-construction wind farms; 

their relatively restricted turbine size, and the very small proportion of the setting to the receptor 

that will be occupied by them; the small number of wind farms (with Achany and Rosehall appearing 

as a single wind farm) that may contribute to the cumulative effect; the similar landscape setting of 

all of the sites within or partly within rounded hills LCT; and the containment of the Proposed 

Development and cumulative wind farms within the southern/eastern aspect of the setting so that 

the Proposed Development will not introduce wind farm influence to an entirely new aspect of the 

receptor. This last point also ensures that the great majority of the setting remains without wind farm 

influence, including the dramatic and eye-catching mountainous NSA landscape that lies to the north 

and west of the receptor.  

6.7.111 In the operational/under-construction plus consented-stage wind farms cumulative scenario, with 

Braemore and Lairg 2 also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change will increase to a medium-

low level due to additional wind farm visibility and the larger scale of the Lairg 2 turbines. Wind farm 

influence is, however retained within the south-eastern aspect of the setting to the receptor, and this 

combines with the limited and distant cumulative wind farm influence to limit the increase in 

cumulative magnitude of change.  

6.7.112 In the operational/under-construction plus consented and application-stage wind farms cumulative 

scenario, the application stage wind farms at Meall Buidhe and Strath Tirry are also considered. The 

additional consideration of either of these sites would not lead to any notable increase in the 

medium-low cumulative magnitude of change arising from the Proposed Development due to their 

limited and distant influence and location in the south-eastern aspect of the setting, where they are 

grouped with other wind farms.  

6.7.113 In the operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms 

cumulative scenario, the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered. 

These sites are given less weight than application-stage wind farms as there is no certainty as to the 

cut-off date that they will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2 

Resubmission would not lead to any notable increase in the medium-low cumulative magnitude of 

change arising from the Proposed Development due to the minor increase in the visibility of turbines 

over that of the consented Lairg 2 turbines. Garvary would add a further wind farm to the scenario to 

which the Proposed Development would be added, but would be seen in conjunction with the group 

at Lairg and would not increase wind farm influence any further around the view. When Garvary and 
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Lairg 2 Resubmission are considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition 

of the Proposed Development may increase slightly but would not increase over a medium-low level.  

6.7.114 The cumulative effect on the landscape character of rugged mountain massif LCT ς Ben More/Ben 

Hee will be not significant in any scenario. This is due to the factors that lead to the maximum 

medium-low cumulative magnitude despite the high sensitivity of the receptor.  

6.7.115 A combination of a medium-low cumulative magnitude of change and a high sensitivity can lead to an 

effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect is judged to be not significant for a 

number of reasons, including the relatively distant visibility of all cumulative wind farms and their 

grouping together (along with the Proposed Development) within the southern/eastern aspect of the 

setting to the receptor; the resultant retention of the great majority of the setting without wind farm 

influence, including the dramatic mountainous NSA landscape that lies to the north and west; and the 

low elevation of the cumulative wind farms and the Proposed Development in relation to much of the 

landscape, which precludes prominent visibility and reduces vertical impact, ensuring that the 

turbines form a subservient external influence on landscape character.  

Sweeping Moorland and Flows (LCT 134) - Crask/ Overscaig Unit 

Baseline and Sensitivity  

6.7.116 Sweeping moorland and flows LCT is a flat or gently undulating landscape that weaves around other 

LCTS ς most often rounded hills LCT - in the study area. The transition between these two LCTs is 

generally subtle and gradual. The Crask/Overscaig unit of sweeping moorland and flows LCT borders 

the northern edge of Loch Shin, covering the swathe of low-lying land that lies between the higher 

and more dramatic landform of the Loch Fiag and Loch Shin/Glen Cassley units of rounded hills LCT.  

6.7.117 The Crask/Overscaig unit occupies the central western part of a very extensive and irregular area of 

sweeping moorland and flows LCT that extends from the north coast down to Rogart. The A836 runs 

through the eastern part of this unit while the A838 passes along the south-western edge. The unit 

has been defined on the basis of its relationship to Loch Shin and the Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unit of 

rounded hills LCT, which encloses it to the south and within which the site lies. Other areas of sweeping 

moorland and flows have less specific association with the Proposed Development in terms of location 

and landform orientation.  

6.7.118 The key characteristics of sweeping moorland and flows LCT are described in the 2019 dataset. These 

are largely relevant to the Crask/Overscaig unit, and these are quoted below.  

¶ άDŜƴǘƭȅ ǎƭƻǇƛƴƎ ƻǊ ǳƴŘǳƭŀǘƛƴƎ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƭƛŜǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ōŜƭƻǿ орл ƳŜǘǊŜǎΦ 

¶ Occasional isolated hills of limited height form local landmark features. 

¶ Lochs and mature, meandering rivers. 

¶ Very distinct flora, dominated by sphagnum mosses, produced by the wetness and infertility of 

the flows. 

¶ Areas of peat cuttings and hagging. 

¶ Pockets of improved grazing, mainly within the outer fringes of sweeping moorland. 

¶ Coniferous forest forming a dominant characteristic within some parts of this landscape 

character type. 

¶ Ribbons of broadleaf woodland occasionally run along the water courses and loch edges. 

¶ Very sparsely settled with dispersed crofts, farms and estate buildings largely found on the outer 

edges of this landscape or near a strath. 
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¶ Vehicular tracks within parts of the landscape. 

¶ Wind farms, transmission lines, the A9 and a network of minor roads are key features within the 

more modified outer fringes within Caithness. 

¶ Long, low and largely uninterrupted skylines offering extensive views across this landscape and 

result in a feeling of huge space. 

¶ Consistent views to the distant Lone Mountains and Rugged Mountain Massif ς Caithness & 

Sutherland. 

¶ Great sense of exposure on areas of flat peatland on upland plateau. 

¶ A strong sense of remoteness is associated within the largely uninhabited, inaccessible core 

flows and moorlands of this lanŘǎŎŀǇŜΦέ 

6.7.119 The description also includes the following specific comments in relation to this unit. 

¶ άΧ{ƛƴƎƭŜ ǘǊŀŎƪ ǊƻŀŘǎΣ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ !уосΣ Ŏǳǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ǎǿŜŜǇƛƴƎ ƳƻƻǊƭŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘΦέ 

¶ άViews from theΧA836 and from the A838 across the low-lying moorlaƴŘ ƻŦ !ΩaƘƻƛƴŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

distant mountains are particularly dramaticΦέ 

6.7.120 While these characteristics are broadly applicable to the unit, there are several factors that locally 

alter its character. The south-western periphery displays a greater level of development than other 

parts, due to residential development at Overscaig and West Shinness on the shore of Loch Shin as 

well as the A838 corridor and power lines. Coniferous forestry also affects the northern part of this 

edge. In the eastern part of the unit, the A836 in reduces the sense of remoteness and exposure due 

to the appearance and noise of traffic. This influence of human development affects not only the area 

immediately along the road but also more distant areas that may otherwise be perceived as very 

remote, such as Cnoc an Alaskie (Viewpoint 13). Extensive commercial forestry and deforestation 

operations also affect the perception of remoteness and inaccessibility of this landscape.  

6.7.121 ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŦŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ άvery sparsely settled with dispersed crofts, farms and 

estate buildings largely found on the outer edges of this landscape or near a strathέ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŀǇǇƭȅ ǘƻ 

the south-western periphery, where there is more clustered and less sparse settlement. It is also the 

case that the ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ άa strong sense of remoteness is associated within the largely uninhabited, 

inaccessible core flows and moorlands of this landscapeέ is not apparent on this periphery due to the 

level of development. The A836 corridor also affects this characteristic in the eastern part of the unit.  

6.7.122 Viewpoints 7, 8, 9, 13, 14, 17 and 18 lie within this receptor.  

6.7.123 A part of the under-construction wind farm at Creag Riabhach lies within the north-eastern corner of 

this unit of sweeping moorland and flows LCT, while the operational and consented sites at Achany, 

Braemore, Lairg, Lairg 2 and Rosehall are a minimum of 8.3 km, 10.5 km, 11 km, 11.5 km and 8 km 

away to the south and south-east. The more distant operational wind farm at Kilbraur and Extension 

is a minimum of approximately 24 km away to the east.  

6.7.124 The Crask/Overscaig unit of sweeping moorland and flows LCT has a medium value; it is not covered 

by any scenic designations and contains elements of development and human influence, although an 

area in the northern part lies within the Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA (although it should be noted that this 

is not a scenic designation). The landscape also has some scenic quality in its landscape characteristics 

and contrast with the surrounding hill landscapes. Recreational use of tracks and paths also 

contributes to the medium value.  

6.7.125 The susceptibility of sweeping moorland and flows LCT - Crask/Overscaig unit is medium-high. This is 

a distinctive, sometimes remote, landscape and the Proposed Development will contrast with this. 
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Moreover, the south-western part of this landscape has a visual association with the site as landform 

is orientated across Loch Shin, towards the Proposed Development. However, the development that 

is found along the south-western periphery provides a baseline influence of development in this area 

and the large scale and simplicity of the landform prevents a higher susceptibility, as does the human 

influence of coniferous forestry.  

6.7.126 The combination of a medium-high susceptibility to change of the landscape and the medium value 

of the landscape results in a medium-high sensitivity for sweeping moorland and flows ς Crask/ 

Overscaig. 

Magnitude of Change  

6.7.127 The turbines and majority of infrastructure of the Proposed Development lie outwith this receptor 

and effects will therefore almost all arise from changes to the way that the landscape character is 

perceived as a result of visibility of the Proposed Development rather than as direct physical effects 

on landscape character. There is, however, one short stretch of upgraded access track (approximately 

900 m long) just within the western extremity of the unit, at the head of Loch Shin. This is the section 

of track that runs between the A838 in the east and a point around 100 Ƴ Ŝŀǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƻŎƘ ŀΩ 

Ghriama/Loch Shin bridge crossing in the west. Along this stretch of the upgraded track, there will be 

physical effects as well as perceived effects. 

6.7.128 The Crask/Overscaig unit of sweeping moorland and flows LCT gains theoretical hub height and blade 

tip visibility of the turbines in the Proposed Development from a minimum of around 2 km away to 

the north-east up to a maximum of around 16 km, also to the north-east. This visibility is irregular, 

arising at high points and where the gentle moorland slopes are facing towards the site.  

6.7.129 Magnitude of change will vary widely across the Crask/Overscaig unit of sweeping moorland and flows 

LCT due to the extensive nature of the LCT, its irregular landform and the resultant variable influence 

of the Proposed Development. 

6.7.130 The highest magnitude of change will be on the area that is closest to the Proposed Development, on 

the northern side of Loch Shin opposite the site, where a pronounced slope rises from the lochside 

between around 2 km and 4-4.5 km away from the turbines. The maximum level of change on this 

area will be medium-high to medium although a large part of this slope is currently covered by 

coniferous forestry, and the effect on the character of these areas will be negligible. The A838 runs 

through this area, and the houses and hotel at Overscaig also lie within it.  

6.7.131 Viewpoints 8 and 9 lie in this area and illustrate the type of visibility of the Proposed Development 

that may be gained.  

6.7.132 The medium-high or medium magnitude of change arises from the following considerations. 

¶ The Proposed Development will result in perceived effects on the baseline moorland character 

through the addition of the external influence of new, unfamiliar features, primarily the 

turbines, that provide a visible influence of uncharacteristic elements in terms of movement, 

materials, colour, and structures.  

¶ The landform of this part of the receptor is orientated towards the Proposed Development and 

this association will increase the external influence of the Proposed Development.  

¶ While the key characteristics that are important in the creation of the distinctive character of 

sweeping moorland and flows LCT will not be notably affected by the Proposed Development, 

there is likely to be some effect on the key characteristic of άLong, low and largely uninterrupted 

skylines offering extensive views across this landscape and result in a feeling of huge spaceέ as 

the Proposed Development will be seen in some views across the landscape. This effect will, 

however, be moderated by the location of the Proposed Development outwith this LCT and the 
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peripheral location of this part of the LCT, which means that the Proposed Development will 

not be seen in long open views within and across the LCT.  

¶ The Proposed Development is also likely to have some effect on the key characteristic 

ά/ƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Řƛǎǘŀƴǘ [ƻƴŜ aƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ŀƴŘ wǳƎƎŜŘ aƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ aŀǎǎƛŦέ and ǘƘŜ άGreat 

ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜ ƻƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ Ŧƭŀǘ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ƻƴ ǳǇƭŀƴŘ ǇƭŀǘŜŀǳέ, although again this effect will 

be moderated by the location of the Proposed Development outwith this LCT and the peripheral 

location of this part of the LCT.  

¶ The Proposed Development will appear in the open aspect of the setting to the receptor, and 

this will also increase its influence. 

¶ The short stretch of upgraded access track lies within this part of the receptor and there will 

therefore be a minor physical effect on this part of the landscape.  

6.7.133 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a medium-high or medium level are as follows. 

¶ There will be no direct physical effects on this receptor other than the minor effect of access 

track upgrading, and the great majority of effects are perceived only. 

¶ The key characteristics that are important in the creation of the distinctive character of rounded 

hills LCT will not be notably affected by the Proposed Development. Importantly, the key 

ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ ƻŦ ά±ƛŜǿǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜΧ!уоу ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘhe low-ƭȅƛƴƎ ƳƻƻǊƭŀƴŘ ƻŦ !ΩaƘƻƛƴŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

distant mountains are particularly dramaticέ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǎ the Proposed Development 

will not be seen in such views.  

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǎǿŜŜǇƛƴƎ ƳƻƻǊƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ Ŧƭƻǿǎ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅ άthe strong sense of remoteness 

[that ] is associated within the largely uninhabited, inaccessible core flows and moorlands of this 

landscapeέ and this reduces its contrast with baseline landscape character and influences.  

¶ The generally large, sweeping scale, simplicity and lack of enclosure that characterise the 

receptor prevent the occurrence of uncomfortable scale comparisons. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen across the waterbody of Loch Shin, which creates a 

sense of separation between the receptor and the turbines, thus avoiding a sense of 

encroachment.  

6.7.134 At around 4.5-5 km away from the turbines, the slope that rises from the loch opposite the site 

flattens out before dropping to the valley of the Strath Duchally Burn, and there is a break in 

theoretical visibility. The landform of Glen Fiag also screens visibility. However, theoretical visibility 

continues to the south-east where the locally prominent landform of Cnoc an Ulbhaidh rises to the 

east of Glen Fiag, and the magnitude of change on the south-western shoulder of this landform will 

be medium due to its orientation towards the Proposed Development. This area extends up to around 

6 km from the nearest turbine.  

6.7.135 Around 4.5-5 km away from the Proposed Development (or 6 km in the case of Cnoc an Ulbhaidh), 

the magnitude of change will drop to a medium-low, low and then negligible level. This reduction in 

the level of change results from various factors including the change in landform orientation so that 

it no longer faces towards the site; the opening up of views, including panoramic views from high 

points, so that the proportion of the setting affected by the Proposed Development notably reduces; 

the increased distance between the Proposed Development and these parts of the receptor; the visual 

and perceived separation afforded by the waterbody of Loch Shin; and the relatively low elevation of 

the turbines, which ensures that they will not appear as prominent vertical features. Visibility also 

becomes intermittent and more limited, with screening of turbine towers by landform in some views. 

Viewpoints 7, 13, 14, 17 and 18 all demonstrate varying combinations of these factors.  
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Significance of the Effect 

6.7.136 The effect of the Proposed Development on the landscape character of the Crask/Overscaig unit of 

sweeping moorland and flows LCT will vary. The effect on the great majority of the receptor will be 

not significant due to a combination of the factors considered in the medium-high sensitivity of the 

receptor and the maximum medium-low magnitude of change. However, the effect on the landscape 

character of the part of the receptor that covers the northern side of Loch Shin, opposite the Proposed 

Development, will be significant due to a combination of the factors considered in the medium-high 

sensitivity of the receptor and the medium-high to medium magnitude of change upon it. This area 

covers the slope that drops to the loch, facing towards the site, and lies between around 2 km and 

4.5-5 km away from the nearest turbine in the Proposed Development (6 km in the case of Cnoc an 

Ulbhaidh).  

6.7.137 It should be noted that much of this slope is currently covered with coniferous forestry, and the effect 

on these areas will be not significant. This may change in future should the forestry be felled.  

6.7.138 A combination of a medium-low magnitude of change and a medium-high sensitivity can lead to an 

effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect on the part of the receptor that has 

a medium-low magnitude of change is judged to be not significant due to the lack of specific 

orientation of landform towards the Proposed Development; the peripheral setting of the Proposed 

Development in relation to the landscape; the other influences on landscape character that become 

more apparent as distance from the Proposed Development increases (particularly the rugged 

mountain massif LCT); and the separation afforded by Loch Shin.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.139 The location of operational and consented wind farms within and around this receptor is described in 

the baseline description above. In addition to these wind farms, application-stage sites at Meall 

Buidhe, South Kilbraur and Strath Tirry lie at 18.4 km, 24 km and 1.6 km respectively to the south and 

south-east. The scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are 12.5 km and 11.5 km 

respectively to the south-east.  

6.7.140 Kilbraur and Extension, Kilbraur South and Meall Buidhe have been discounted from the assessment 

due to their very limited and distant theoretical visibility from the receptor.  

6.7.141 Other than Creag Riabhach, the relevant cumulative wind farms of all statuses lie to the south and 

south-east of this receptor, and are contained within a limited part of the setting to the receptor, as 

seen at Viewpoints 13, 17 and 18. These southern and south-eastern sites generally have limited and 

distant visibility from, and influence on, the majority of the receptor, gained largely from high points 

and south/south-east-facing slopes. The majority of the receptor will gain no influence of wind farms, 

including the Proposed Development. Creag Riabhach, which lies to the north, has a different pattern 

of visibility, being seen largely from high points and north- and north-east-facing slopes.  

6.7.142 There are four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be added: 

operational/under-construction wind farms; operational/under-construction plus consented wind 

farms; operational/under-construction plus consented and application-stage wind farms; and 

operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms. 

6.7.143 The cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed Development in any 

scenario will vary across the receptor. The highest cumulative magnitude of change in any scenario 

will arise on the central part of the receptor, around Cnoc an Alaskie (Viewpoint 13) and Cnoc an 

Fheoir Mhaol. These two landforms are local high points and have a distinctive rounded shape in the 

context of the more open and irregular sweeping moorland and flows LCT.  
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6.7.144 The relevance of these landforms is that they lie between the Proposed Development and Creag 

Riabhach, with both wind farms potentially seen at a proximity where they may influence landscape 

character, and are shown on the cumulative ZTVs to gain intermittent visibility of both the Proposed 

Development and Creag Riabhach, as well as distant and limited visibility of the group of sites that lies 

to the south/south-east. In these areas, the addition of the Proposed Development to the cumulative 

scenario will introduce wind farm influence to the south-western aspect of the setting, adding to the 

influence of Creag Riabhach to the north-east and the distant and limited influence of the other sites 

to the south and south-east.  

6.7.145 In the operational/under-construction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed 

Development to varying levels of influence from Achany, Creag Riabhach, Lairg and Rosehall will have 

a maximum medium-low cumulative magnitude of change on these parts of the receptor. This arises 

from visibility of the Proposed Development to the south-west while other wind farms are seen 

primarily to the north-east but also the south-east, and thus leads to a wind farm being theoretically 

visible on three sides of the receptor. It is limited to a medium-low level by the intermittent nature of 

the effect; the limited and distant visibility of the south-eastern cumulative wind farms from this part 

of the receptor; the restricted turbine size of Achany, Lairg and Rosehall, and the very small proportion 

of the view that they will occupy; the retention of the northern, western and south-eastern aspects 

of the receptor with no wind energy influence; and the similar landscape setting of Achany, part of 

Creag Riabhach, Lairg, Rosehall and the Proposed Development within rounded hills LCT. The not 

significant influence of the Proposed Development on this part of the receptor is also relevant.  

6.7.146 In the operational/under-construction plus consented wind farms cumulative scenario, with Lairg 2 

also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change on this central area of the receptor arising from 

the addition of the Proposed Development will increase slightly but will not rise above a medium-low 

level due to the distant influence of Lairg 2 (approximately 25 km away from this part of the receptor).  

6.7.147 In the operational/under-construction plus application-stage wind farms cumulative scenario, with 

the application stage wind farm at Strath Tirry also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change 

arising from the addition of the Proposed Development will increase slightly due to the addition of 

theoretical visibility of a further wind farm, but will again remain a maximum of medium-low due to 

the very limited and relatively distant visibility and influence of Strath Tirry on these areas of the 

receptor (as seen at Viewpoint 13).  

6.7.148 In the operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms 

cumulative scenario, the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered. 

These sites are given less weight than application-stage wind farms as there is no certainty as to the 

cut-off date that they will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of either or both 

of these sites would not lead to any notable increase in the medium-low cumulative magnitude of 

change arising from the Proposed Development in the previous scenario due to their distance from 

this part of the receptor and the grouping together of turbines.  

6.7.149 It is possible that a scenario may arise where the Proposed Development is added to one or both of 

the scoping sites, but the application-stage sites are no longer relevant. In this case, the consideration 

of Lairg 2 Resubmission and/or Garvary would not increase the cumulative magnitude of change over 

the medium-low level assessed in the operational/under-construction plus consented scenario.  

6.7.150 Away from this specific part of the receptor at Cnoc an Alaskie and Cnoc an Fheoir Mhaol, the 

cumulative magnitude of change will be a maximum of low in any scenario. This is due to various 

combinations of lack of visibility of the Proposed Development and/or cumulative wind farms, and 

where there is visibility, the increasingly more limited, intermittent and distant visibility of the 

Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms.  
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6.7.151 The cumulative effect on the landscape character of the great majority of sweeping moorland and 

flows LCT ς Crask/Overscaig will be not significant in any scenario, due to a combination of the factors 

that lead to the maximum low cumulative magnitude and the medium-high sensitivity of the receptor.  

6.7.152 There will, however, be a significant effect on one very localised and small area at the centre of the 

receptor, around Cnoc an Alaskie and Cnoc an Fheoir Mhaol, due to the medium-low cumulative 

magnitude of change in any scenario and the medium-high sensitivity of the receptor. A combination 

of a medium-low cumulative magnitude of change and a medium-high sensitivity can lead to an effect 

that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect is judged to be significant as a result of the 

addition of the Proposed Development to Creag Riabhach, so that there will be influential 

development to the north-east and south-west of this part of the receptor.   

Assynt-Coigach NSA  

6.7.153 The assessment of effects on the Assynt-Coigach NSA is based on the effect that the Proposed 

5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ΨǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ landscape ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΩ (SLQs) of the NSA.  

6.7.154 Viewpoints 2, 3 and 22 are within the NSA.  

6.7.155 This assessment follows guidance set out in bŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΩǎ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ 5ǊŀŦǘ мм ŜƴǘƛǘƭŜŘ ΨGuidance for 

!ǎǎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 9ŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻƴ {ǇŜŎƛŀƭ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ vǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΩ (SNH, November 2018). The guidance is aimed 

specifically at landscape professionals undertaking LVIA for developments or land use changes with 

potential to impact on the SLQs of NSAs or NPs. 

6.7.156 ¢ƘŜ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ DǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘΥ άIn Scotland we have two national landscape 

designations, our National Parks (2), and National Scenic Areas (40). These areas are both highly 

ǾŀƭǳŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǎŜƴǎƛǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ ŦƛƴŜǎǘ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜǎΦ ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ǎƻƳŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

landscapes is inevitable, it is recognised this should be managed carefully to ensure their special 

landscape qualities (SLQs) are safeguarded so that they can be enjoyed by future generationsΦέ 

6.7.157 The draft guidance presents an approach that is intended to be άproportionate to the scale and stage 

of the developmentΧbe clear and transparent so that the reasoning that informs judgements can be 

tracked andΧconvey the complexity of effectsέ (paragraph 14). It sets out a four-step approach, 

presented in a supporting pro forma, under the following four headings: 

¶ άStep 1: The Proposal ς Gain as full an understanding of the proposal as possible; 

¶ Step 2: Definition of the Study Area and Scope of the Assessment - identifying the area likely to 

be affected; 

¶ Step 3: The Analysis of Impacts and Effects on SLQs; and  

¶ Step 4: Summary of Impacts on the SLQs, implications for the NSA/NP and possible future effects 

on SLQs and recommendations for mitigationΦέ 

6.7.158 The SLQs of the NSA are set out in bŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΩǎ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴŜŘ wŜǇƻǊǘ bƻΦ отп ΨThe special qualities 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ {ŎŜƴƛŎ !ǊŜŀǎΩ (SNH, 2010).  

Step 1: The Proposal 

6.7.159 ¢ƘŜ ŀƛƳ ƻŦ {ǘŜǇ м ƛǎ ǘƻ άgain as full an understanding of the proposal as possibleέ ōȅ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ 

key aspects of the Proposed Development that have potential to affect the SLQs. 

6.7.160 The Proposed Development is located outwith the NSA, with the nearest turbine in the Proposed 

Development lying approximately 5.2 km to the east of the eastern NSA boundary. The part of the 

Proposed Development that lies at closest proximity to the NSA is a section of the existing surfaced 

track that currently provides vehicular access to the hydro-electric scheme infrastructure. This track 
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is approximately a minimum of 1.9 km to the east of the eastern NSA boundary, and is to be upgraded 

as part of the Proposed Development. 

6.7.161 A detailed description of the Proposed Development is provided in Chapter 4, and a detailed layout 

plan is shown in Figure 1.2. The key part of the Proposed Development that is relevant to the NSA is 

the nine proposed turbines (with a blade tip height of 149.9 m), although the infrastructure of the 

substation compound, access tracks, and hardstandings may also contribute to effects.  

6.7.162 During construction and commissioning there will also be temporary works and plant including 

borrow pit extraction, a construction compound, and tall cranes.  

6.7.163 No part of the Proposed Development is located within the NSA, and any effects on its SLQs can 

therefore only arise as a result of visibility of its components, and principally the wind turbines albeit 

some elements of ground level infrastructure may be seen from relatively elevated ground in the 

closer eastern part of the NSA, for example the landform of Coire Ceann Loch (within which Viewpoint 

3 is located). 

Step 2: Definition of the Study Area and Scope of the Assessment 

6.7.164 Step 2 covers two aspectsΣ άfirstly to identify the extent of the study area which will relate to the 

location and form of the proposal, and secondly the relationship of this study area to the wider 

NSA/NPέ.  

6.7.165 The ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ƎƻŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƻ ƴƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ άthe study area may include a part of the designated area, the 

whole of the designated area, or in some cases the study area may extend beyond the boundary of the 

designated areaέ όǇŀǊŀƎǊŀǇƘ муύΦ  

6.7.166 The broad characteristics and features of the Assynt-Coigach NSA are described as follows in ΨThe 

special qualities of the National Scenic AreasΩ (SNH, 2010), which itself draws from {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ {ŎŜƴƛŎ 

Heritage (1978).  

άAssynt and Coigach present a landscape unparalleled in Britain. Steep hills with 

idiosyncratic profiles rise from hummocky surroundings in some of the most rugged and 

spectacular scenery in Scotland. 

The area contains seven well known mountains: Ben More Coigach, Stac Pollaidh, Cul 

Beag, Cul Mor, Suilven, Canisp and Quinag. They are famed for their strange spectacular 

shapes, which are thrown into relief, higher than their statistical height would indicate, by 

the comparatively uniform ground of moorland and loch out of which they rise. Some of 

them have knife-edged ridges of white quartz and grey scree slopes that contrast with the 

weathered red sandstone that forms the core of their structure. 

The contrasting lowlands are a jumble of morainic hillocks and pink-grey rock, 

interspersed with lochans and peaty hollows. Of Suilven, perhaps the most famous of 

these peaks, Frank CǊŀǎŜǊ 5ŀǊƭƛƴƎ Ƙŀǎ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴΥ Ψ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƻƴƭȅ ƻƴŜ {ǳƛƭǾŜƴ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ƛǎ 

undoubtedly one of the most fantastic hills in Scotland. It rises 2,309 ft (731m) out of a 

ǊƻǳƎƘ ǎŜŀ ƻŦ ƎƴŜƛǎǎΧΧΦ tǊƻōŀōƭȅ ǘƘŜ 5ƻƭƻƳƛǘŜǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŀǊŜǎǘ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǎǳŎƘ ŀƴ 

ŜȄǘǊŀƻǊŘƛƴŀǊȅ ǎƘŀǇŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛƭƭ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǎŜŜƴΦΩ 

To the east Ben More Assynt, lying east of the Moine Thrust, has a different character 

deriving from its different geological history. Its vaster bulk and wild, rugged grandeur 

form the backdrop to the drama of the peaks of Assynt and Coigach, mirrored as they are 

in tranquil weather in the lochs as Assynt, Veyatie, Sionascaig and Lurgainn. 
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The coast of the area is as diverse as the interior. Badcall Bay has a scatter of islands 

which catch the constantly changing western light. The long narrow sea loch of Loch 

ŀΩ/ƘŀƛǊƴ .Ƙŀƛƴ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ǘǊƛōǳǘŀǊƛŜǎ [ƻŎh Glendhu and Loch Glencoul are surrounded by 

towering peaks and bare rugged hills. The Summer Isles off Achiltibuie form a broken 

seaboard to contrast with the solid mass of Ben More CoigachΧέ 

6.7.167 The turbines in the Proposed Development lie a minimum of approximately 5.2 km to the east of the 

eastern NSA boundary as shown on Figures 6.4a, 6.4b, and 6.10. The eastern boundary of the NSA is 

something of an anomaly as it does not follow landform or topography but is formed of two 

perpendicular straight lines that run from the A838 near Kinloch in the north-east to Ledmore in the 

south-west.  

6.7.168 Figure 6.10 shows the blade tip ZTV for the Proposed Development in relation to the NSA. This shows 

that theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development is contained withiƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ΨƭŜƎΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

NSA and is very intermittent, coinciding with high points and, on the eastern edge of the NSA, the 

east-facing slopes that are orientated towards the site. The total extent of the NSA that gains any 

theoretical visibility of the turbines in the Proposed Development, as shown on the blade tip ZTV, is 

approximately 2.5 % of its overall area. The most distant theoretical visibility is gained from Sail 

Ghorm, the western part of Quinag, which is approximately 22.5 km away from the nearest turbine. 

Viewpoint 22 is located at the summit of Quinag, and illustrates the type of visibility of the Proposed 

Development that is gained from this distant high point.  

6.7.169 Theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development from the NSA relates closely to landscape 

character. The majority of visibility arises on the east-facing slopes of the rugged mountain massif 

LCT, which covers the eastern part of the NSA. This LCT, which is described in detail previously in this 

section, comprises elevated mountains of massive scale with a rugged, irregular and complex form, 

including Ben More Assynt, Ben Leoid, and Beinn Uidhe. These mountains form a broad crescent 

around the head of Loch Shin and, with their elevated, dramatic form, almost completely prevent 

theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development from areas of the NSA that lie further to the west 

and north-west. It should be noted that the rugged mountain massif LCT extends considerably beyond 

the NSA to the north, and the area that lies outwith the NSA is not included in this assessment of 

effects on the NSA. It is, however, considered in the assessment of effects on landscape character 

previously in this chapter.  

6.7.170 While rugged mountain massif LCT covers the majority of the part of the NSA that gains theoretical 

visibility of the Proposed Development, two other LCTs are also shown on the ZTVs to gain some very 

limited visibility.  

6.7.171 The first of these is a small area of sweeping moorland and flows LCT that lies on the eastern periphery 

of the NSA and is closely related to the rugged mountain massif LCT that surrounds it to the north and 

west. This area of sweeping moorland and flows LCT separates the lower eastern slopes of Ben More 

Assynt from the Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unit of rounded hills LCT within which the site lies, and is 

referred to in the assessment of effects on landscape character as the Fionn Loch Mor unit of 

sweeping moorland and flows LCT. The intervening landform of rounded hills LCT ensures that 

theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development from the Fionn Loch Mor unit of sweeping 

moorland and flows LCT is very limited, being intermittent, limited to a small number of turbines, and 

almost completely blade only. 

6.7.172 The second additional LCT that gains very limited visibility is the small unit of lone mountains LCT that 

covers Quinag, which lies over 20 km from the nearest turbine. This unit lies to the west of the rugged 

mountain massif LCT and is separated from it by a band of relatively low-lying rocky hills and moorland 

LCT.  
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6.7.173 On the basis of a combination of this distinctive landscape characterisation; theoretical visibility as 

shown on the ZTVs, site visits; and the visualisations for the viewpoints that lie within the NSA 

(Viewpoint 2 ς Ben More Assynt, Viewpoint 3 ς Coire Ceann Loch, and Viewpoint 22 ς Quinag), the 

study area has been based upon the LCTs, and is divided into two sub-areas: 

¶ Area A (rugged mountain massif and sweeping moorland and flows - Fionn Loch Mor unit); and  

¶ Area B (lone mountains ς Quinag unit).  

6.7.174 These are the only parts of the NSA where there is potential for effects on SLQs to arise and these 

areas therefore form the basis for the study area that is evaluated in the detailed assessment in Steps 

3 and 4. The study area, including the extent of Areas A and B, is shown on Figures 6.4b and 6.4c and 

in conjunction with the ZTV on Figures 6.10a and 6.10b.  

6.7.175 It should be noted that parts of rugged mountain massif and sweeping moorland and flows - Fionn 

Loch Mor unit lie outwith the NSA, and these parts are not included in this assessment of effects on 

the NSA. NatureScot guidance ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άin some cases the study area may extend beyond the 

boundary of the designated area. This latter situation will happen where SLQs likely to be affected by 

the proposal are derived in part or wholly, from landscape features and landscape characteristics 

outwith the designated area, or alternatively where SLQs which are experienced from outside the 

designated area, may be affectedέΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜred to apply to this 

assessment due to the nature of the SLQs, and the study area has therefore been drawn entirely 

within the NSA. Where the Proposed Development may be seen in the context of views towards the 

NSA from external receptors (e.g. the A838) this is considered in the assessment of effects from the 

relevant viewpoints and receptors.  

6.7.176 The study area is used primarily by hillwalkers who are either walking up the mountains (primarily 

Ben More Assynt and Conival in Area A and Quinag in Area B) or, in Area A, walking more widely 

through the rugged mountain massif LCT.  

6.7.177 LƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘƭȅΣ ƻƴƭȅ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άseven well known mountainsέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ b{!Σ ŀǎ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ b{! 

citation (SNH, 2010), lies within the study area, with the remaining six all lying outwith the study area 

as they do not gain any visibility of the Proposed Development. The one mountain that lies within the 

study area is Quinag, which is in Area B of the study area.  

6.7.178 The Cape Wrath Way National Trail passes north-south through Area A, and is shown on the ZTV to 

gain no theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development. There are no settlements or publicly-

accessible roads within the study area other than several very short stretches where the A837 and 

A894 run along the eastern boundary of Area A, where there is no visibility of the Proposed 

Development. There will therefore be no sequential views of the Proposed Development gained by 

people passing through the study area by road or on the Cape Wrath Way.  

6.7.179 There are no core paths in Area B and very few in Area A, with three core paths just extending into 

the western edge of the Area, none of which gain any theoretical visibility of the Proposed 

Development. There are a number of well-known and in some cases signed routes to mountains in 

Areas A and B, including Ben More Assynt and Quinag, although neither of these routes gains 

theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development until the summit or high ridge is reached. The path 

to the waterfall at Eas a Chual Aluinn gains theoretical visibility over a stretch of several hundred 

metres but there is no visibility from the waterfall itself.  

6.7.180 Other than hillwalkers, users of the study area may include people who are stalking or mountain 

biking.  

6.7.181 Prior to the assessment of effects in the subsequent steps, it is necessary to establish the sensitivity 

of the NSA to the Proposed Development. The Assynt-Coigach NSA has a high value due to its 
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nationally important scenic designation. The landscape is also of high quality with a strong sense of 

place, sense of remoteness and notable scenic qualities, which have remained largely intact due to 

very limited internal development.  

6.7.182 The susceptibility of the NSA is medium-high. This is a distinctive and undeveloped, remote upland 

landscape with no internal large-scale built or moving development, and the external influence of the 

Proposed Development will contrast with this. However, the Proposed Development will be seen in 

an aspect of the setting to the NSA that is affected by baseline human influences, including more 

distant wind farm development and the roads, buildings and forestry along Loch Shin, and this 

tempers susceptibility to a medium-high level as the Proposed Development will be seen in this 

context. It is also relevant that the NSA does not have a specific association with the site area, and is 

characterised primarily by its innate landscape elements and patterns. 

6.7.183 The combination of the medium-high susceptibility to change of the NSA and its high value results in 

a high sensitivity for the Assynt-Coigach NSA. 

Step 3: The Analysis of Impacts and Effects on SLQs 

6.7.184 Step 3 sets out the assessment of effects that may arise on the study area as a result of the Proposed 

Development. There are four key components to this assessment: 

1. identify those SLQs that have potential to be affected by the Proposed Development; 

2. establish the key landscape characteristics that underpin the relevant SLQs; 

3. assess the effects of the Proposed Development on the relevant SLQs; and 

4. consider the potential for mitigation and determine the level of effect. 

6.7.185 The first stage of Step 3 is to identify those SLQs that have potential to be affected by the Proposed 

Development. NatureScot guidance (SNH, нлмуύ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άThe relevant special landscape qualities 

would be those that one can experience within the study area (throughout the study area or in a part 

of the study area) and which may be affected by the proposal. Some of the SLQs we experience are 

dependent upon landscape characteristics and features beyond the boundary of the designated area. 

This is especially the case with visual and sensory qualities e.g. panoramic views, specific views, dark 

skies etcέΦ  

6.7.186 Table 6.6 lists the SLQs of the Assynt-Coigach NSA (as set out in the NSA citation (SNH, 2010)) and 

assesses whether or not the Proposed Development may affect each of them. Where there is 

potential for an effect to arise, the boxes in the table that relate to the SLQ are shown as shaded.  

Table 6.6 ς Special Landscape Qualities of the Assynt-Coigach NSA  

Special Quality  Further Information  Potential for a Significant Effect 
to Arise  

Spectacular scenery of lone 
mountains 

This is a land where lone 
mountains rise dramatically above 
cnocan, moorland and loch, where 
rocky hills dominate the scenery 
and stay long in the memory. 

The peaks are afforded a 
platform, a broad stage from 
which they thrust upwards, often 
with striking, steep-sided profiles 

The mountain of Suilven (731 m) 
perhaps most encapsulates the 
splendour and mystique of Assynt-
Coigach. Other mountains areas in 
Scotland may offer greater 
elevation and concentration of 
hills, but few other areas can 
challenge their grandeur, 
distinctiveness and impact on the 
viewer. 

The lone mountains of Canisp, 
Suilven and Quinag are found in 
the central part of the NSA.  

This SLQ is concerned with the 
appearance of the distinctive 
profiles and landform of these 
mountains (particularly Suilven) 
rising dramatically from their 
relatively low-lying setting.  

The Proposed Development will 
not be seen in the context of 
views towards these mountains 
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Special Quality  Further Information  Potential for a Significant Effect 
to Arise  

recognisable from many miles 
away. 

from any part of the study area 
(or the wider NSA) due to its 
location to the east of the NSA, 
where the intervening rugged 
mountain massif landform 
prevents visibility of the turbines 
in conjunction with the lone 
mountains. Moreover, there is no 
visibility of the Proposed 
Development from any part of 
Suilven and Canisp, and while 
there is theoretical visibility from 
Quinag (Viewpoint 22), this 
visibility will not affect its 
appearance, setting and profile.  

¢ƘŜ άSpectacular scenery of lone 
Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎέ will not be affected by 
the Proposed Development. 

Rocky topography of great 
variety 

Within the NSA, the lone 
mountains stand as the hallmark 
of the area, but there are also 
bluffs, sweeping moorlands, sea 
cliffs, lush grassy slopes with rocky 
outcrops, massive boulderfields 
and scree slopes, caves and 
shallow gorges, sink holes, jagged 
pinnacles and broad, powerful 
sweeping summits. Colours range 
from dark solid sandstone to 
extensive, dominant limestone 
greys. 

The landscape presents a stark 
but harmonious juxtaposition of 
rocky landscapes of mountain, 
moorland and coast. 

Whilst distinctive by the notable 
separation of the mountains, the 
scenery of Assynt-Coigach also 
offers great variety of topography, 
colour, water, vegetation cover, 
land use and recreational 
potential. 

There is a distinct transition in 
landform and elevation from the 
coastal fringe and peninsulas of 
low lying crofts. Smooth moorland 
and cnocan; through lone 
mountains of the central area; 
and upwards to the eastern extent 
of the NSA across the Ben More 
Assynt massif, stretching from the 
head of Loch Glendhu south to the 
Benmore Forest. 

The wider, open and less steep 
country of uninhabited rough 
cnocan and smooth moorland 
emphasises the remoteness of the 
mountains, offers a stage from 
which they are best admired and 
yet also presents a deceptively 
tough obstacle to their entry. 

Rock is a dominant feature of the 
landscape generally. The 
geological complexities of the 
area were gradually unravelled in 
the late 19th and early 20th 
centuries through extensive study 
around Inchnadamph, and helped 
establish the modern 
understanding of earth sciences. 

This SLQ is concerned with the 
wide variety and juxtaposition of 
the topography within the NSA.  

The Proposed Development lies 
outwith the designated area and 
will not affect the topography of 
the NSA or the transition between 
the various topographical 
components within the NSA.  

It will also not affect άǘhe wider, 
open and less steep country of 
uninhabited rough cnocan and 
smooth moorlandέ that 
άemphasises the remoteness of 
the mountains, offers a stage 
from which they are best admired 
and yet also presents a 
deceptively tough obstacle to their 
entryέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ 
Proposed Development lies to the 
east of the NSA and will not be 
seen in the context of views 
towards the mountains from the 
cnocan and smooth moorland, 
which form the western and 
central parts of the NSA (as noted 
in this SLQ).  

¢ƘŜ άRocky topography of great 
ǾŀǊƛŜǘȅέ will not be affected by 
the Proposed Development. 
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Special Quality  Further Information  Potential for a Significant Effect 
to Arise  

Settlements nestled within a 
wider landscape of mountain 
peaks, wild moorlands, and rocky 
seascapes 

Concentrations of pasture around 
small crofting settlements on the 
coast and inland around Elphin, 
offer an occasional contrast to the 
general dominance of mountains, 
moorland and rock. Here human 
activity is at its most obvious but 
still widely scattered and always 
dwarfed by the wider landscape of 
wild moor and dramatic peak. 

Along the coast, the bays are 
often framed in part by strings of 
small croft houses on the fringes 
of inbye land above the seashore. 
Lobster pots, fishing boats and 
netting reveal the importance of 
the sea to the remote crofting and 
fishing communities. 

The low-rising and generally flat 
cnocan landscape of the 
peninsulas of Assynt and Coigach 
screen inland views from the small 
settlements which perch on the 
slopes down to the rocky shore or 
silvery beaches. From the shore 
the same cottages and crofts can 
appear perched and standing firm 
in the face of the prevailing 
elements. 

The presence of limestone at 
Elphin, and Inchnadamph along to 
Ardvrek, with the resultant richer 
soils, has encouraged human 
settlement inland. The 
Inchnadamph caves indicate 
settlement of this area since early 
prehistory, as does the chambered 
cairn at Ardvrek. 

Evidence of former settlement in 
now uninhabited areas is visible in 
many areas. For example, Loch 
Assynt with Ardvrek Castle and a 
church was once a centre of 
settlement, with former shielings 
common in suitable areas. 
Additionally, the Duke of 
Sutherland built a golf course here 
in the 19th Century. 

This SLQ is concerned with the 
setting, location and patterns of 
settlement within the NSA.  

Settlement is, as noted in the SLQ, 
found primarily around the coast 
that forms the western part of the 
NSA, and there is no visibility of 
the Proposed Development from 
any specific settlement or crofting 
township within the NSA.  

άSettlements nestled within a 
wider landscape of mountain 
peaks, wild moorlands, and rocky 
seascapesέ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ōȅ 
the Proposed Development. 

Extensive cnocan landscapes 

The cnocan landscape has an 
unusual character. It is extensive, 
secretive and mysterious, but its 
extent is not appreciated until 
viewed from higher ground or the 
summits of the lone peaks. 

The road network is sinuous and 
rarely conspicuous in the scenery, 
apart from the striking Kylesku 
bridge. Small single track roads 
provide the road user with a very 
close and intimate experience of 
their surroundings.  

Ψ/ƴƻŎΩ όǇƭǳǊŀƭ ΨŎƴƻŎŀƴΩύ ƛǎ DŀŜƭƛŎ 
for a hillock. As a geographical 
term, a cnocan landscape is one of 
small, rounded, rocky hillocks, as 
typified when the bedrock is 
[Ŝǿƛǎƛŀƴ ƎƴŜƛǎǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ΨŎƴƻŎŀƴ 
aƴŘ ƭƻŎƘŀƴΩ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ƛǎ ƻŦǘŜƴ 
used, as the hollows between the 
cnocan are often water-filled. 

The ancient Lewisian gneiss 
appears deceptively flat, in 
comparison to its backdrop of 
high peaks, but it has a coarse, 
rough surface hiding many 
hollows and gullies making access 
difficult, once off the miles of 
single-track road. 

Locally, the Coigach area reflects 
a smoother moorland 
characteristic but the harshness of 
the Assynt cnocan is readily 
viewed from the coastal road and 
the area behind the settlements of 
Drumbeg and Clachtoll. 

This SLQ is concerned with the 
cnocan landscape that forms the 
western part of the NSA.  

The Proposed Development will 
not physically affect the cnocan 
landscape within the NSA. It will 
also not affect views of the NSA 
cnocan landscape from άhigher 
ground or the summits of the lone 
peaksέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ b{! ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ƛǘǎ 
location to the east of the NSA, 
whereas the cnocan landscape 
lies in the western part of the 
NSA.  

The Proposed Development is not 
seen from any roads within the 
NSA.  

¢ƘŜ άExtensive cnocan 
landscapesέ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ 
by the Proposed Development. 
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A coastline of endless drama 

The majesty of the mountains, 
steep, rocky, individual and 
dramatic, is framed not only by 
the flats of cnocan, moor and 
pasture, but also by the sea. At 
Badcall Bay, and in the south from 
Coigach to the Summer Isles, the 
profusion of islands and islets, 
bays and coves affords a 
sometimes confused mosaic, 
blurring the transition from land 
to sea. 

The meeting of sea and land is 
sometimes dramatic and abrupt. 
The Stoer Peninsula, crowned by 
its whitewashed lighthouse and 
adorned by its great sea stack, 
further emphasises remoteness. 
Here relentless north Atlantic 
waves and tides meet some of the 
oldest rocks on earth and the 
movement and noise this affords 
is in stark contrast to the quiet 
ǎǘƛƭƭƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƛƻǊΦ 

However, the seascapes of Assynt- 
Coigach are not always fierce or 
dramatic. On occasion the 
weather affords still conditions 
and blue skies which reveal an 
idyllic coastal refuge of small bays 
and tight sandy coves, particularly 
on the Coigach peninsula. 

From low elevations the islands 
can sometimes falsely suggest 
unbroken land far into the sea, or 
appear as monumental stepping-
stones out from the shore. 

This SLQ is concerned with the 
coastline that forms the western 
part of the NSA. 

The Proposed Development lies to 
the east of the NSA and will not 
affect the coastal area of the NSA. 

¢ƘŜ άcoastline of endless dramaέ 
will not be affected by the 
Proposed Development. 

An intricate multitude of lochs 
and lochans 

The long, narrow Loch Assynt and 
the twin sea lochs of Glencoul and 
Glendhu offer significant expanses 
of deep water in the shadows of 
Quinag and Glas Bhenn. The 
mountains here fall steeply 
through their moorland skirts to 
ǇƭǳƴƎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǿŀǘŜǊΩǎ ŜŘƎŜΣ ǿƛǘƘ 
little change in character, land use 
or vegetation along the way. 

Elsewhere, there is an intricate 
array of lochs and lochans in the 
cnocan and moorland interior and 
coastal fringe. The true extent of 
this water network is mostly 
apparent from the elevated 
vantage points of the lone 
mountains. 

Only the linear, Loch Assynt and 
the twin sea lochs of Glencoul and 
Glendhu offer significant expanses 
of deep water. 

Extensive tracts of rough and 
rugged gorse, heather and peat 
bog contain significant networks 
of medium and small lochans and 
burns, with intricate irregular 
form, interlocking with the low 
land around them and creating a 
significant challenge to the cross-
country walker. 

Most lochans suggest a relatively 
shallow depth surrounded by 
peatlands, which often show 
evidence of old peat diggings. 
Loch Lurgainn, Loch Sionascaig 
and Loch Veyatie in the heart of 
Coigach may appear to rival Loch 
Assynt in terms of their extent, but 

This SLQ is concerned with the 
physical attributes and pattern of 
lochs and lochans that constitute 
a key component of the NSA. 

The Proposed Development will 
not directly affect the lochs and 
lochans within the NSA, or the 
topography around and including 
the lochs.  

It is also not visible from Loch 
Assynt, Loch Glencoul, Loch 
Glendhu, Loch Lurgainn, Loch 
Sionascaig, Loch Veyatie or other 
smaller lochs such as Gorm Loch 
Mor, Loch Fionn Mor, Loch Fionn 
Beag, Loch Bealach Bhurion, Loch 
nan Caorach, and Loch an Eircill.  

¢ƘŜ άintricate multitude of lochs 
and lochansέ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ 
by the Proposed Development. 
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their shorelines are more complex 
and small isles more common. 

A landscape of vast open space 
and exposure 

The juxtaposition of cnocan, 
sweeping moorland and 
concentrated pockets of pasture 
emphasises the extreme openness 
of Assynt-Coigach. 

There are few trees and the skies 
are often expansive, particularly 
on the coastal fringe. 

Although most of the NSA appears 
open and expansive, there are a 
few areas with a more enclosed 
feeling: the heart of the Coigach 
range around Beinn Mor Coigach, 
and the hidden steep sided folds 
of wooded valleys on the B869 
Assynt coast road. 

This SLQ is concerned with the 
openness of the NSA, with 
particular reference to the 
western and central coastal areas, 
cnocan, moorland and pasture. 
The few enclosed areas within the 
NSA are also considered.  

The Proposed Development will 
not affect the open space and 
exposure within the NSA or the 
topographical containment of the 
few more enclosed areas. Lack of 
visibility from the coast, cnocan 
and pasture areas ensures that it 
will have no effect on the 
perception of these areas.  

It may, however, affect the 
perception of openness and 
exposure in views outwards to the 
east of the NSA from the study 
area.  

Significant tracts of wild land 

Most of the human settlement is 
concentrated around the coast, 
with much of the inland being 
uninhabited and possessing a wild 
character. Large areas possess no 
roads or tracks, with access inland 
only possible on foot. 

The absence of modern artefacts, 
or overt human activity, over 
much of the landscape 
emphasises the feelings of 
openness, remoteness and 
wildness. 

This can be reinforced by the sight 
of an eagle soaring over some 
remote cliff, or by the lonely call of 
a golden plover amongst the 
moors. 

The feeling of remoteness is 
particularly notable between 
Inchnadamph and the Elphin area. 

The eastern highlands of Ben 
More Assynt, the high Coigach 
Massif and the western cnocan 
fringe, behind the crofting 
settlements, have a wild land 
character. They are part of an SNH 
Wild Land Search Area.  

There has been a long history of 
land use in the area, and areas 
now uninhabited often show signs 
of former settlement or shielings. 

This SLQ is concerned with the 
wild land character within the 
NSA.  

The Proposed Development will 
not affect the physical attributes 
of the NSA that contribute to the 
wild land character (including lack 
of settlement, inaccessibility and 
the presence of human artefacts 
or activity).  

The area between Inchnadamph 
and the Elphin area, the high 
Coigach massif, and the western 
cnocan fringe will not be affected 
by visibility of the Proposed 
Development.  

The wildness qualities of other 
parts of the NSA όƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ άthe 
eastern highlands of Ben More 
Assyntέύ may, however, be 
affected by the Proposed 
Development.  

Unexpected and extensive tracts 
of native woodland 

Although many parts of the NSA 
are virtually treeless, the cnocan, 
especially that of Assynt, can hide 
the most unexpected and 
extensive tracts of seminatural 
woodland. Here the deep folds in 

Trees are scarce in the NSA with 
many eastern parts virtually 
treeless. Although the term 
ΨŦƻǊŜǎǘΩ ƛǎ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ 
Inverpolly, Drumrunie and 
Inchnadamph, these refer to the 
open deer forest rather than 
woodland. 

This SLQ is concerned with native 
woodland within the NSA.  

The Proposed Development lies 
outwith the designated area and 
will not affect woodland within 
the NSA.  

¢ƘŜ άUnexpected and extensive 
tracts of native woodlandέ ǿƛƭƭ 
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the Lewisian gneiss, which 
generally run north-west to south-
east, afford some shelter and 
sufficient soils for linear 
woodlands of birch and willow to 
flow along the landform. 

These stand in welcome relief and 
stark contrast to the openness 
and barrenness of the cnocan. 

not be affected by the Proposed 
Development. 

A still, quiet landscape under a 
constantly changing sky 

Assynt-Coigach is a landscape 
where human movement tends to 
be minimal, although on the coast 
small inshore craft slowly working 
the bays of the peninsula do offer 
occasional movement. In contrast, 
the skyscape, governed by the 
north Atlantic weather systems, 
provides almost constant change, 
often characterised by heavy 
cloud scudding across the 
landscape, in turn obscuring the 
higher peaks and providing a 
more horizontal emphasis to the 
scene. At other times this 
movement reveals, sometimes 
fleetingly, the same peaks. 

The extensive waters of the NSA 
offer a constant, if subtle, sense of 
movement and change, fuelled by 
the relentless march of the 
ƻŎŜŀƴΩǎ ǿŜŀǘƘŜǊ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎΦ 

The absence of significant tree 
cover in the landscape, as well as 
the openness, remoteness and 
rarity of roads, also contribute to 
ǘƘƛǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ΨǎǘƛƭƭΩ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦ 

Often the lack of human activity is 
apparent rather than real, with, 
for example, the land being used 
for deer stalking, angling or sheep 
grazing. 

This SLQ is concerned with the 
stillness and quietness of the NSA, 
with particular reference to 
coastal areas and waterbodies. 
Reference is also made to the 
movement of the sky.  

The Proposed Development will 
not affect the sky above the NSA. 
It will not affect the movement of 
water in the NSA, or the extent of 
tree cover and roads in the 
landscape. It will also not affect 
the level of apparent or real 
human activity in the NSA.  

The Proposed Development may, 
however, affect the perception of 
stillness within parts of the study 
area due to the introduction of 
moving turbines as an external 
influence.  

6.7.187 This preliminary assessment indicates that seven of the 10 SLQs will not be affected by the Proposed 

Development, due largely to the fact that the Proposed Development will be located outwith the NSA 

boundary and so will not affect those SLQs that are based on physical attributes of the NSA and are 

therefore not susceptible to indirect, perceived effects. The Proposed Development will also not 

affect those SLQs that are concerned with the western and central parts of the NSA as these areas will 

gain no visibility of the Proposed Development, and thus cannot be affected by it.  

6.7.188 The remaining three of the 10 SLQs do have the potential to be affected by the external influence of 

the Proposed Development as it is perceived from a small number of locations within the NSA, and 

therefore require more detailed assessment. These three SLQs are: 

¶ άa landscape of vast open space and exposure; 

¶ significant tracts of wild land; and 

¶ a still, quiet landscape under a constantly changing skyέΦ 
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6.7.189 The NatureScot ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άSLQs can be considered individually or grouped. Where the SLQs 

interact with each other (contributing to the experience in the study area) they are best presented and 

considered together as a groupέΦ  

6.7.190 In this case, the SLQs have been assessed separately as they may be affected in different ways by the 

Proposed Development. It is also relevant that there are no recognised national long distance walking 

routes or roads that will gain visibility of the Proposed Development, and it will therefore not 

sequentially affect the SLQs as they are experienced by people following these routes through the 

NSA.  

6.7.191 The second, third and fourth stages of Step 3 are incorporated into the assessment of effects on the 

relevant SLQs of the NSA, which is presented in Table 6.7 below, in accordance with NatureScot 

guidance (SNH, 2018).  

6.7.192 The NatureScot methodology (SNH, 2018) ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ŎƻƭǳƳƴ ŜƴǘƛǘƭŜŘ άProposed 

Mitigation and Timescalesέ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘŀōƭŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƭǳƳƴ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ ōŜŜƴ ƛƴŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ¢ŀōƭŜ сΦ7 as 

this assessment takes into account the embedded mitigation that has been implemented through the 

design iteration process for the Proposed Development. Effects on the NSA have been given a high 

priority throughout the design process, as described in Chapter 3 and the Design and Access 

Statement.  

Table 6.7 ς Detailed Assessment of the Effects of the Proposed Development on the SLQs of the 
Assynt-Coigach NSA  

Detailed SLQ Descriptions / Underpinning 
Landscape Characteristics 

Impacts of the Proposed Development on 
Key Characteristics and Effects on SLQs 

Risk of Damage/ 
Loss to SLQ  

Area A (rugged mountain massif and sweeping moorland and flows - Fionn Loch Mor unit) 

The turbines in the Proposed Development are theoretically visible at a minimum of 5.2 km away to the east 
and south-east of this Area of the NSA. The closest infrastructure (upgraded access track) lies a minimum of 
approximately 1.9 km away, also to the east.  

The ZTVs show very intermittent theoretical visibility, so the parts of the landscape where the Proposed 
Development may have an effect are very limited. Extensive areas of visibility from the Fionn Loch Mor unit 
are blade only, with no hubs visible. The great majority of Area A will remain unaffected by the Proposed 
Development.  

SLQ: A landscape of vast open space and exposure 

Area A is covered by two LCTs; primarily 
rugged mountain massif with a smaller 
area of sweeping moorland and flows. The 
LCT description for rugged mountain 
massif notes the following relevant key 
characteristic άExtensive views of the 
surrounding landscape and an 
exhilarating experience of openness and 
exposure from mountain ridges and 
summitsΦέ 

This is exemplified in Viewpoint 2 (Ben 
More Assynt), which lies within Area A, 
where there ƛǎ άan exhilarating experience 
ƻŦ ƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜέ and sense of 
άvast open space and exposureέ in all 
directions around the viewpoint.  

The outlook from Viewpoint 3, also in 
Area A, is less open and exposed due to 
ŜƴŎƭƻǎǳǊŜ ōȅ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ άvast 

The relevant question ƛǎ Ψwill the 
appearance of the Proposed Development 
from Area A affect the perception of the 
NSA ŀǎ ŀ άƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ƻŦ Ǿŀǎǘ ƻǇŜƴ ǎǇŀŎŜ 
and exposureέΩΚ 

The Proposed Development will be seen 
in some views to the south and east from 
Area A, as seen in Viewpoints 2 and 3, and 
the introduction of turbines into these 
views may have some effect on the 
perception of openness and exposure. 
However, this effect will be limited by the 
following factors. 

¶ The key open and exposed views across 
the NSA from Area A are to the north 
and west, and will not be affected by 
the Proposed Development as it lies to 
the east/south-east, where it will be 
seen only in the context of views 

Low risk of 
damage/ loss to 
this SLQ. The 
Proposed 
Development may 
have some effect 
on the perception 
of the NSA as a 
άlandscape of vast 
open space and 
exposureέ ŀǎ 
perceived from 
Area A, but this 
will be limited to 
a low level by the 
factors described 
in the previous 
column.  
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Detailed SLQ Descriptions / Underpinning 
Landscape Characteristics 

Impacts of the Proposed Development on 
Key Characteristics and Effects on SLQs 

Risk of Damage/ 
Loss to SLQ  

open space and exposureέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {[v ƛǎ 
considerably less apparent.  

The LCT description for sweeping 
moorland and flows notes άLong, low and 
largely uninterrupted skylines offering 
extensive views across this landscape and 
ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƛƴ ŀ ŦŜŜƭƛƴƎ ƻŦ ƘǳƎŜ ǎǇŀŎŜΧDǊŜŀǘ 
sense of exposure on areas of flat 
ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ƻƴ ǳǇƭŀƴŘ ǇƭŀǘŜŀǳΦέ However, 
this unit of sweeping moorland and flows 
does not conform to these general 
characteristics; it is notably smaller than 
other areas (1 km wide at its narrowest 
point) and is completely enclosed by 
rugged mountain massif and rounded hills 
LCTs. The small extent and enclosed 
nature of this unit ensure that the 
characteristics described above are 
considerably less apparent here than in 
other, larger, areas of sweeping moorland 
and flows LCT.  

The NSA citation notes the following in 
relation to this SLQ: 

ά¢ƘŜ ƧǳȄǘŀǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƴƻŎŀƴΣ ǎǿŜŜǇƛƴƎ 
moorland and concentrated pockets of 
pasture emphasises the extreme openness 
of Assynt-Coigach. 

There are few trees and the skies are often 
expansive, particularly on the coastal 
fringeέΦ 

towards areas that lie outwith the NSA. 
The eye-catching northern and western 
views will therefore retain their vast 
open space and exposure.  

¶ The Proposed Development is visible 
from upper slopes and high 
points/ridges in Area A (Viewpoints 2 
and 3). The relatively low-lying position 
of the turbines and their enclosure by 
the rounded hills LCT landform ensures 
that they are unlikely to be seen on the 
skyline and will lie against landform, 
subservient in relation to the NSA. This 
prevents vertical impact and a 
prominent appearance, and avoids the 
ŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀƴ ΨƻōǎǘŀŎƭŜΩ ǘƻ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǘƘŀǘ 
would affect the openness and 
exposure of the NSA landscape.  

¶ The southern/south-eastern views from 
Area A that may be affected by the 
Proposed Development are of a vast 
and open scale, and lack the complexity 
and ruggedness of landform that is seen 
in other aspects of the views (see 
Viewpoint 2). The introduction of the 
turbines into this southern/ south-
eastern aspect will have less of a 
contrast with the large, simple 
landform that it would with other more 
complex aspects of the view.  

¶ The key areas that are referred to in the 
citation in relation to this SLQ lie in the 
central and western parts of the NSA, 
and views to, from and across these 
landscapes will not be affected as the 
Proposed Development lies east of the 
NSA.  

¶ Effects on the perception of the vast 
open space and exposure of Area A will 
be restricted by the very intermittent 
and limited visibility of the Proposed 
Development from this area, and the 
distance of the nearest turbine (5.2 km 
away), which ensures that the Proposed 
Development will affect a limited 
proportion of the vast open views 
available.  

SLQ: Significant tracts of wild land 

Area A is covered by two LCTs; primarily 
rugged mountain massif with a smaller 
area of sweeping moorland and flows.  

The LCT description for rugged mountain 
massif notes the following relevant key 
ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ άNatural unmodified 
character of the high mountains, with 

¢ƘŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ Ψwill the 
appearance of the Proposed Development 
from Area A affect the perception of the 
b{! ŀǎ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ άǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǘǊŀŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǿƛƭŘ 
landέΩΚ 

The Proposed Development will be seen 
in some views to the south and east from 

Low-medium risk 
of damage/ loss 
to this SLQ. The 
Proposed 
Development may 
have some effect 
on the perception 
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Detailed SLQ Descriptions / Underpinning 
Landscape Characteristics 

Impacts of the Proposed Development on 
Key Characteristics and Effects on SLQs 

Risk of Damage/ 
Loss to SLQ  

their remoteness, ruggedness, and 
difficulty of access, creating a strong wild 
ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊέΦ 

The LCT description for sweeping 
moorland and flows notes the relevant 
key characteristic ά! ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ 
remoteness is associated within the 
largely uninhabited, inaccessible core 
flows and moorlands of this laƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦέ  

These characteristics apply to the part of 
these LCTs that lie within Area A.  

The northern and western (and to a lesser 
degree, the southern) aspects of the 
outlook seen in Viewpoint 2 displays the 
wildness characteristics that are found in 
the interior of the NSA, in the rugged 
mountain massif. The eastern aspect 
displays the more developed character 
and human influence that is found around 
Loch Shin, affecting the perception of 
wildness characteristics in Area A.  

Viewpoint 3 has its main aspect to the 
south-east, outwith the NSA, where the 
development around Loch Shin affects the 
perception of wildness characteristics in 
Area A.  

Area A (see Viewpoints 2 and 3) and the 
introduction of turbines into these views 
may have some effect on the perception 
of wildness characteristics within Area A. 
However, this effect will be limited by the 
following factors. 

¶ The Proposed Development will not 
affect the physical attributes of the NSA 
that contribute to the wild land 
character within Area A (including lack 
of settlement, inaccessibility and the 
presence of human artefacts or 
activity). All effects are therefore 
perceived.  

¶ The views that display the wildness 
characteristics of the NSA to greatest 
effect are to the north and west of Area 
A, and these will not be affected by the 
Proposed Development as it lies to the 
east/south-east. The northern and 
western views, which lead to the most 
notable perception of wildness on Area 
A, will therefore retain their wildness 
characteristics.  

¶ The parts of Area A that may be 
affected by visibility of the Proposed 
Development are already affected by 
the external influence of development 
and human activity along Loch Shin, and 
thus lack the high degree of wildness 
with which the Proposed Development 
would have the greatest contrast.  

¶ The Proposed Development will also be 
seen in the same southern/ south-
eastern aspect of views from Area A 
that are already affected by 
development along Loch Shin, including 
forestry, roads and traffic, houses and, 
further away, other wind farms. This 
ensures that the Proposed 
Development will not introduce a 
perception of development to aspects 
of Area A that have high baseline 
wildness.  

¶ Effects on the wildness characteristics 
of Area A will be restricted by the very 
intermittent and limited visibility of the 
Proposed Development from this area, 
and the distance of the nearest turbine 
(5.2 km away), which ensures that the 
Proposed Development will affect 
limited parts and a limited proportion 
of the setting to Area A.  

¶ In addition to the turbines, 
infrastructure may also be visible from 
some parts of Area A, with potential 

ƻŦ άSignificant 
tracts of wild 
landέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ 
NSA as perceived 
from Area A, but 
this will be limited 
to a low/medium 
level by the 
factors described 
in the previous 
column.  
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Landscape Characteristics 

Impacts of the Proposed Development on 
Key Characteristics and Effects on SLQs 

Risk of Damage/ 
Loss to SLQ  

effects on the perception of wildness. 
However, the presence of the existing 
hydro-electric roads and other 
infrastructure in the vicinity of the 
Proposed Development will mitigate 
these effects. 

SLQ: A still, quiet landscape under a constantly changing sky 

Area A is covered by two LCTs; primarily 
rugged mountain massif with a smaller 
area of sweeping moorland and flows. The 
descriptions of these LCTs do not make 
specific reference to the stillness or 
quietness of the landscapes, or the sky. 
The sweeping moorland and flows LCT 
description does, however, note the 
relevant key characteristic άViews are long 
with largely uninterrupted skylines. 
Rapidly changing light and weather 
conditions are reflected in the smooth 
vegetation cover and loch systemsέΦ  

The NSA citation (2010) states that: 

ά¢ƘŜΧǊŀǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǊƻŀŘǎΣ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ 
ǘƘƛǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ΨǎǘƛƭƭΩ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦέ 

It should be noted that the A838 runs 
relatively close to Area A, and introduces 
an external influence of noise and 
movement into the NSA. This is also noted 
in the LCT citation for rugged moorland 
massif, which notes that: 

άΧThe small number of settlements and 
roads which do exist tend to be located at 
the edges of this character type and at the 
intersection of a strath or loch.έ 

Forestry felling operations in the vicinity 
of Loch Shin can also introduce movement 
and noise into Area A.  

¢ƘŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ Ψwill the 
appearance of the Proposed Development 
from Area A affect the perception of the 
b{! ŀǎ άA still, quiet landscape under a 
constantly changing skyέΩΚ 

The Proposed Development will be seen 
in some views to the south and east from 
Area A (see Viewpoints 2 and 3) and the 
introduction of moving turbines into these 
views may have some effect on the 
perception within Area A of a still, quiet 
landscape. However, this effect will be 
limited by the following factors. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be 
seen in an aspect of these views that is 
already influenced by human features, 
including some movement (e.g. traffic 
on the A838 and other, more distant, 
wind farms). 

¶ Other aspects of Area A ς to the north, 
west and south - will not be affected by 
the movement of the Proposed 
Development and will retain their 
baseline stillness and quietness.  

¶ The Proposed Development will not 
affect the factors described in the NSA 
citation in relation to this SLQ; the sky 
above the NSA, the movement of water 
in the NSA, or the extent of tree cover 
and roads in the landscape. It will also 
not affect the level of apparent or real 
human activity within the NSA. 

¶ In addition to the turbines, construction 
and infrastructure may also be visible 
from some parts of Area A, with 
potential effects on stillness and 
quietness. However, the presence of 
the existing hydro-electric roads/ traffic 
and other infrastructure in the vicinity 
of the Proposed Development will 
mitigate these effects.  

¶ Effects on the perception of stillness 
and quietness in Area A will be 
restricted by the very intermittent and 
limited visibility of the Proposed 
Development from this area, and the 

Low-medium risk 
of damage/ loss 
to this SLQ. The 
Proposed 
Development may 
have some effect 
on the perception 
ƻŦ άA still, quiet 
landscape under a 
constantly 
changing skyέ 
within the NSA as 
perceived from 
Area A, but this 
will be limited to 
a low/medium 
level by the 
factors described 
in the previous 
column.  
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Detailed SLQ Descriptions / Underpinning 
Landscape Characteristics 

Impacts of the Proposed Development on 
Key Characteristics and Effects on SLQs 

Risk of Damage/ 
Loss to SLQ  

distance of the nearest turbine (5.2 km 
away).  

Area B (lone mountains ς Quinag unit) 

The turbines in the Proposed Development are theoretically visible at a minimum of 20.5 km away to the 
south-east of this Area of the NSA. The closest infrastructure (upgraded access track) lies a minimum of 
approximately 15.8 km away, also to the south-east.  

The ZTVs show very intermittent theoretical visibility, parts of it blade only, so the parts of the landscape 
where the Proposed Development may have an effect are very limited. The great majority of Area B will 
remain unaffected by the Proposed Development. 

SLQ: A landscape of vast open space and exposure 

Area B is covered by the lone mountains 
LCT. The LCT description notes the 
following relevant key characteristics 
άIndividual mountains forming landmarks 
seen widely and at considerable distance 
across expansive lower-lying Sweeping 
Moorland and Flows and CnocanέΤ άPeaks 
offer extensive views of the surrounding 
area including the distinctive watery 
landscapes of the FlowsέΤ ŀƴŘ άThe height 
of these mountains varies, the definition 
of Lone Mountains being more closely 
linked to their isolation within open 
surroundings and their dominant focus 
rather than their elevation. These hills 
form a focus for walkers, their solitary 
position offering extensive panoramic 
views across Caithness and SutherlandέΦ  

These points are exemplified in Viewpoint 
22 (Quinag), which forms the high points 
of Area B, from where there are 
άextensive panoramic views 
ŀŎǊƻǎǎΧ{ǳǘƘŜǊƭŀƴŘέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ άvast open 
ǎǇŀŎŜ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜέ of the landscape can 
be appreciated.  

¢ƘŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ Ψwill the 
appearance of the Proposed Development 
from Area B affect the perception of the 
b{! ŀǎ ŀ άƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ƻŦ Ǿŀǎǘ ƻǇŜƴ ǎǇŀŎŜ 
and exposureέΩΚ 

The Proposed Development will be seen 
in some views to the south-east from Area 
B, as seen in Viewpoint 22. The 
introduction of turbines into these views 
is unlikely to have a discernible effect on 
the perception of openness and exposure, 
due largely to the very distant and limited 
visibility of the Proposed Development, 
which ensures that only a very small part 
of the panoramic outlook will be affected. 
The containment of the Proposed 
Development below the skyline avoids the 
ŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀƴ ΨƻōǎǘŀŎƭŜΩ ǘƻ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǘƘŀǘ 
would affect the openness and exposure 
of the NSA landscape in Area B.  

Negligible risk of 
damage/ loss to 
this SLQ. The 
Proposed 
Development is 
unlikely to have a 
discernible effect 
on the perception 
of the NSA as a 
άlandscape of vast 
open space and 
exposureέ ŀǎ 
perceived from 
Area B.  

SLQ: Significant tracts of wild land 

Area B is covered by the lone mountains 
LCT. The LCT description notes the 
following relevant key characteristics 
άLargely uninhabited, creating a distinct 
sense of remoteness, although some of its 
peaks attract significant numbers of hill 
walkers, especially during the summer 
monthsέΦ  

As is noted in this description, the use of 
Area B by hillwalkers affects the wildness 
characteristics of Area B to some degree, 
and particularly in terms of accessibility. It 
does, however, retain strong wildness 
characteristics due to its inherent 

¢ƘŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ Ψwill the 
appearance of the Proposed Development 
from Area B affect the perception of the 
b{! ŀǎ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ άǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǘǊŀŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǿƛƭŘ 
landέΩΚ 

The Proposed Development is 
theoretically visible in some views to the 
south-east from Area B, as seen in 
Viewpoint 22. The introduction of 
turbines into these views is unlikely to 
have a readily discernible effect on the 
perception of wildness due largely to the 
very distant and limited visibility of the 
Proposed Development, which ensures 
that the turbines are a very minor feature 

Negligible-low 
risk of damage/ 
loss to this SLQ. 
The Proposed 
Development is 
unlikely to have a 
readily discernible 
effect on the 
perception of 
άSignificant tracts 
of wild landέ 
within the NSA as 
perceived from 
Area B.  
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Detailed SLQ Descriptions / Underpinning 
Landscape Characteristics 

Impacts of the Proposed Development on 
Key Characteristics and Effects on SLQs 

Risk of Damage/ 
Loss to SLQ  

landform, topography and perceptual 
responses.  

This is exemplified in Viewpoint 22 
(Quinag), which displays the wildness 
characteristics of the landscape around 
the viewpoint.  

in the view, and only a very small part of 
the panoramic outlook will be affected.  

 

SLQ: A still, quiet landscape under a constantly changing sky 

Area B is covered by the lone mountains 
LCT. The LCT description notes the 
following relevant key characteristics 
άLargely uninhabited, creating a distinct 
sense of remoteness, although some of its 
peaks attract significant numbers of hill 
walkers, especially during the summer 
monthsέΦ  

As is noted in this description, the use of 
Area B by hillwalkers affects the stillness 
and quietness of Area B at some times of 
year as large numbers of people can be 
seen moving up and down the mountain, 
to and from the car park that is provided. 
The SLQ comment that ά!ǎǎȅƴǘ-Coigach is 
a landscape where human movement 
ǘŜƴŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ƳƛƴƛƳŀƭΧέ is therefore not 
fully applicable to this Area.  

It is also notable that the A894 runs a 
minimum of around 700 m to the east of 
Area B (as noted in the LCT description) 
and the noise and movement of traffic on 
the road affects the stillness and 
quietness of parts of the landscape. This 
contrasts with the SLQ comment that 
ά¢ƘŜΧǊŀǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǊƻŀŘǎΣ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ 
ǘƘƛǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ΨǎǘƛƭƭΩ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦέ 

¢ƘŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ Ψwill the 
appearance of the Proposed Development 
from Area B affect the perception of the 
b{! ŀǎ ά! ǎǘƛƭƭΣ ǉǳƛŜǘ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ǳƴŘŜǊ ŀ 
constantly changing skyέΩΚ 

The Proposed Development is 
theoretically visible in some views to the 
south-east from Area B, as seen in 
Viewpoint 22. The introduction of 
turbines into these views is unlikely to 
have a readily discernible effect on the 
stillness and quietness of the landscape. 
This is due largely to the very distant and 
limited visibility of the Proposed 
Development, which ensures that the 
turbines are a very minor feature in the 
view, and their movement is unlikely to be 
clearly visible. The baseline movement 
and noise that is apparent in this Area is 
also a consideration, as is the fact that the 
Proposed Development will not affect the 
factors described in the NSA citation in 
relation to this SLQ; the sky above the 
NSA, the movement of water in the NSA, 
or the extent of tree cover and roads in 
the landscape. It will also not affect the 
level of apparent or real human activity 
within the NSA. 

Negligible-low 
risk of damage/ 
loss to this SLQ. 
The Proposed 
Development is 
unlikely to have a 
readily discernible 
effect on the on 
the perception of 
άA still, quiet 
landscape under a 
constantly 
changing skyέ 
within the NSA as 
perceived from 
Area B.  

Step 4 Consider the Potential for Mitigation and Determine the Level of Effect 

6.7.193 The assessment undertaken in Tables 6.6 and 6.7 above has indicated that the Proposed Development 

may affect two parts of the NSA; Area A (which covers the rugged mountain massif and sweeping 

moorland and flows LCTs on the eastern edge of the NSA) and Area B (which covers the Quinag unit 

of the lone mountains LCT). Any effects on these areas will be perceived only, as the Proposed 

Development lies outwith the NSA, with the nearest turbine lying 5.2 km away, and there will be no 

direct effects on the physical attributes of the NSA. The remainder of the NSA gains no visibility of the 

Proposed Development and will therefore undergo no effects.  

6.7.194 The assessment has indicated that of the ten SLQs of the Assynt-Coigach NSA, three have potential to 

be significantly affected by the Proposed Development. These are: 

¶ άŀ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ƻŦ Ǿŀǎǘ ƻǇŜƴ ǎǇŀŎŜ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜΤ 

¶ significant tracts of wild land; and 

¶ ŀ ǎǘƛƭƭΣ ǉǳƛŜǘ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ǳƴŘŜǊ ŀ Ŏƻƴǎǘŀƴǘƭȅ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ǎƪȅέΦ 
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6.7.195 The assessment concludes that in Area B, there is no potential for significant effects to arise on the 

special qualities of the NSA. This is due to the negligible or negligible-low άrisk of damage/lossέ that 

the Proposed Development will have on the three relevant SLQs in Area B.  

6.7.196 In Area A, which covers the part of the NSA that lies in closest proximity to the Proposed Development, 

there is potential for a significant effect to arise on two of the three relevant SLQs These two SLQs 

are: 

¶ significant tracts of wild land; and 

¶ a still, quiet landscape under a constantly changing sky.  

6.7.197 Both of these SLQs are assessed in Table 6.7 to have a low-medium άrisk of damage/lossέ as a result 

of the Proposed Development. When combined with the high sensitivity of the NSA, this can give rise 

to an effect on the SLQ that is either significant or not significant. In this instance, the effect is judged 

to be significant, due to the high level of sensitivity of the NSA; the significant effects on views 

identified at Viewpoints 2 and 3; and the orientation of parts of the landform within Area A towards 

the Proposed Development, which ensures that while the turbines are an external influence, there is 

likely to be some focus on the Proposed Development from these slopes. The significant effect will, 

however, be highly localised, and is unlikely to extend to the more distant areas of theoretical visibility 

found in Area A, which lie up to approximately 16 km away from the nearest turbine. The effect on 

the SLQs in the western periphery of Area A, beyond approximately 10-12 km from the nearest 

turbine, is therefore likely to be not significant.  

6.7.198 The third SLQ ς άa landscape of vast open space and exposureέ ς is assessed to have a low άrisk of 

damage/lossέ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘƛǎ {[v ƛƴ Area A will be 

not significant.  

6.7.199 Whilst localised significant effects have been assessed to arise on two SLQs in parts of Area A, this 

effect is not considered to significantly ŀŘǾŜǊǎŜƭȅ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ΨƛƴǘŜƎǊƛǘȅΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ b{! as a scenic 

designation. ¢ƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ΨƛƴǘŜƎǊƛǘȅΩ ƛǎ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴ bŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΩǎ Commissioned Report No. 374 (SNH, 

2010), which notes the following in a checklist of potential qualities of NSAs: 

άAuthenticity and integrity expressed, for example, as areas of distinctiveness, sense of 

place, unspoilt character or historic environment.έ 

6.7.200 In this ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘΣ ΨƛƴǘŜƎǊƛǘȅΩ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƎǊŜŜ ǘƻ ǿƘƛŎƘ perceptions such as άdistinctiveness, sense 

of place, unspoilt character or historic environmentέ are expressed, intact, across the NSA as a whole 

through its SLQs, reflecting the purpose of its designation.  

6.7.201 ΨLƴǘŜƎǊƛǘȅΩ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴ {tt όǇŀǊŀƎǊŀǇƘ нмнύΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘΥ 

ά5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŀŦŦŜŎǘǎ ŀ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tŀǊƪΣ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ {ŎŜƴƛŎ !ǊŜŀΣ {ƛǘŜ ƻŦ {ǇŜŎƛŀƭ {ŎƛŜƴǘƛŦic 

Interest or a National Nature Reserve should only be permitted where: 

¶ the objectives of designation and the overall integrity of the area will not be compromised; or 

¶ any significant adverse effects on the qualities for which the area has been designated are 

clearly outweighed by social, environmental or economic benefits of national importanceΦέ 

6.7.202 Lƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǘŜǊƳǎΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ άobjectives of designation and the overall integrity of the area 

will not be compromisedέ ōȅ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΣ for the reasons described below.  

¶ The Proposed Development lies outwith the NSA, and will have no direct effects on its physical 

attributes, so that all effects will be perceived only. This ensures that the SLQs that are 
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dependent upon physical attributes of the NSA will not be affected by the Proposed 

Development.  

¶ The nearest turbine in the Proposed Development lies approximately 5.2 km from the eastern 

edge of the NSA, at which distance the perceived influence of the turbines will be tempered by 

the other human influences, land management activity and attributes of the landscape. 

Moreover, theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development is limited to a localised part of the 

eastern NSA, and is intermittent and often restricted to blades only. The remote, wild interior 

of the NSA, where the SLQs are expressed to the most notable degree, will not be affected by 

the Proposed Development. These factors limit the effect of the Proposed Development on the 

SLQs which are concerned with experiential or perceived aspects of the NSA. 

¶ These first two points ensure that seven of the ten SLQs of the NSA do not have potential to be 

significantly affected by the Proposed Development.  

¶ Where the Proposed Development is seen from the NSA, this visibility is almost always gained 

from upper slopes and high points or ridges. The relatively low-lying position of the turbines 

and their enclosure below the ridgeline of rounded hills landform that separates the site from 

the NSA ensures that they are unlikely to be seen on the skyline, and will instead be seen against 

landform. This ensures that they will always appear subservient in relation to the NSA, without 

skyline prominence and with very limited vertical impact. This in turn avoids the creation of a 

moving obstacle that would affect the SLQs that are concerned with openness, wildness, and 

stillness. 

¶ The Proposed Development lies to the east of the NSA, in an aspect of its setting that is affected 

by external baseline influences of human development, activity and movement. This ensures 

that the Proposed Development will not introduce an entirely new feature that would have an 

increased effect on the SLQs that are concerned with openness, wildness, and stillness.  

¶ The Proposed Development has been specifically designed to have a compact, well-balanced, 

regular and even composition in key views from the NSA. This ensures that it relates well to its 

landform setting and avoids eye-catching effects of gapping and clustering or overlapping that 

could increase its influence.  

¶ Infrastructure in the Proposed Development may also be visible from some parts of the NSA, 

with potential effects on wildness qualities and stillness and quietness. However, the baseline 

presence of the hydro-electric roads/traffic and other infrastructure in the vicinity of the 

Proposed Development ensures that these elements of the Proposed Development are not an 

entirely new influence in the landscape. The use of upgraded existing access tracks to the site 

also helps to limit the effects of infrastructure. This is exemplified in Viewpoints 2 and 3, where 

existing tracks are clearly visible in the baseline views.  

¶ The ƘƛƎƘŜǎǘ άrisk of damage/loss to SLQέ ŀǎ ŀǎǎŜǎǎŜŘ ƛƴ ¢ŀōƭŜ сΦт ŀōƻǾŜ ƛǎ ƭƻǿ-medium, which, 

when combined with a high sensitivity, can lead to an effect that is significant or not significant. 

While in this case the low-ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ άrisk of damage/loss to SLQέ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀǎǎŜǎǎŜŘ ǘƻ 

lead to a localised significant effect on two of the SLQs, it does indicate that the identified 

significant effects are of the lowest order of significance and arise from a limited level of change.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.203 The following wind farms (shown on Figures 6.13a and 6.13b) are relevant in the assessment of 

cumulative effects on the Assynt-Coigach NSA: 

¶ operational wind farms at Achany, Lairg and Rosehall;  
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¶ under-construction wind farm at Creag Riabhach;  

¶ consented wind farms at Braemore and Lairg 2; 

¶ application-stage sites at Meall Buidhe and Strath Tirry; and 

¶ scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission.  

6.7.204 The main assessment of effects on the SLQs takes into account the relevant operational and under-

construction wind farms, and the effects arising from the addition of the Proposed Development to 

these wind farms are therefore considered in the main assessment of effects on the SLQs. A separate 

cumulative assessment is therefore not carried out for the addition of the Proposed Development to 

operational and under-construction wind farms.  

6.7.205 When various combinations of consented, application-stage and scoping cumulative wind farms are 

ŀƭǎƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ {[vǎ όάsignificant 

tracts of wild landέ ŀƴŘ άa still, quiet landscape under a constantly changing skyέύ ƛǎ ƭikely to result in 

an increased cumulative effect due to the greater wind farm influence that would be apparent in the 

setting to the NSA. However, the cumulative effect on the SLQs in any scenario would remain limited 

for the following reasons.  

¶ The cumulative wind farms lie a minimum of just over 15.5 km from the NSA (the closest wind 

farm is the operational site at Achany), at which distance the influence of all sites on the SLQs 

is negligible/limited, distant and intermittent.  

¶ The cumulative wind farms of all statuses are grouped to the east and south-east of the NSA 

and, as a result, this part of the NSA has the greatest existing and potential future wind farm 

influence. The Proposed Development also lies to the east, between the baseline influences of 

Creag Riabhach and Achany, where it will follow the pattern of development that relates to this 

aspect of the setting to the NSA. This is beneficial as it will not lie in a part of the setting to the 

NSA that is otherwise unaffected by wind energy development, and its location is not out of 

keeping with the existing character of the landscape.  

¶ The location of the Proposed Development to the east also ensures that wind farm influence on 

the NSA will continue to arise solely from the east and south-east. As a result, wind energy 

development will be seen in the same aspect of the setting of the NSA (the east and south-east). 

This focus within one aspect both reduces the additional influence of the Proposed 

Development as it will be seen in the context of other wind energy development, and ensures 

that the great majority of the setting to the NSA will remain unaffected, including, most 

importantly, the spectacular and dramatic landscape to the north and west.  

¶ The Proposed Development itself is assessed to have a not significant effect on the NSA as a 

whole, and its effect on the two relevant SLQs is also limited (with a low-ƳŜŘƛǳƳ άrisk of 

damage/lossέ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ {[vǎύΦ Lǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƭƛŜǎ ƻǳǘǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ b{! ŀƴŘ Ŏŀƴ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ƻƴƭȅ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ 

effect on the SLQs of the NSA.  

6.7.206 The combination of these factors ensures that the cumulative effect on the Assynt-Coigach NSA will 

be not significant in any scenario, when the relevant cumulative sites are considered.  

Assessment of Effects on Wild Land 

6.7.207 Wild land assessments have been carried out for two of the WLAs that lie within or partly within the 

40 km study area. The relevant WLAs are Reay-Cassley (WLA 34) and Foinaven-Ben Hee (WLA 37). The 

assessment follows guidance set out in Assessing Impacts on Wild Land Technical Guidance 

(NatureScot, September 2020) with reference to the Description of Wild Land Areas (SNH, 2017).  
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6.7.208 This assessment is set out in three broad sections:  

¶ !ǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ǘƘŜ ōŀŎƪƎǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƻ ΨǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘΩΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ 

and methodology used;  

¶ Assessment of Effects on Reay-Cassley WLA (WLA 34); and  

¶ Assessment of Effects on Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA (WLA 37).  

Approach to the Assessment 

Assessing Impacts on Wild Land Technical Guidance (NatureScot, 2020)  

6.7.209 The NatureScot technical guidance (2020) sets out the suggested approach to the assessment of 

effects on wild land. As noted in paragraph 4 of the guidance, the assessment methodology broadly 

follows that of GLVIA3, and is based around the following five stages (as described in Table 1 of 

NatureScot guidance): 

¶ ά{ǘŜǇ м - Define the study area and scope of the assessment; 

¶ Step 2 ς Verify the WLA baseline; 

¶ Step 3 ς Assess the sensitivity of the qualities; 

¶ Step 4 ς Assess the magnitude of the effects; and  

¶ Step 5 ς Judge the ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎέ 

6.7.210 While the wild land assessment methodology broadly follows that set out in GLVIA3, there are several 

points that are beneficially explained prior to the assessment itself, as discussed below.  

Physical Attributes and Perceptual Responses 

6.7.211 tŀǊŀƎǊŀǇƘ мм ƻŦ bŀǘǳǊŜ{Ŏƻǘ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ όнлнлύ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜǎ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎΩ 

ŀƴŘ ΨǇŜǊŎŜǇǘǳŀƭ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎΩ ǘƘŀǘ ŦƻǊƳ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ²[!ǎ ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ 

άΧǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ƘƛƎƘ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ŎƻƳƳƻƴŀƭƛǘȅ ƛƴ ŀǇǇǊŜŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ [of wildness] that allows a set of 

physical attributes that evoke certain perceptual responses to be identified. These can be 

ŀǎǎŜǎǎŜŘ ƛŦ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ ǎȅǎǘŜƳŀǘƛŎΣ ǘǊŀƴǎǇŀǊŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ǿŀȅΣ ƴŀƳŜƭȅΧ 

WLAs have the following physical attributes: 

¶ a high degree of perceived naturalness; 

¶ a lack of modern human artefacts or structures; 

¶ little evidence of contemporary land uses; 

¶ landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challenging; and 

¶ remoteness and / or inaccessibility. 

6.7.212 The perceptual responses evoked by these physical attributes include: 

¶ a sense of sanctuary or solitude; 

¶ risk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or anxiety; 

¶ perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities; and 

¶ fulfilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇƭŀŎŜǎΦέ 

6.7.213 Paragraph 12 goes on to say: 
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ά¢ƘŜǎŜ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘǳŀƭ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ŎƻƳŜ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ŀǎ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ 

ς reflecting that it is a combination of factors that contributes to the value and 

appreciation of wildness. Each of the WLA descriptions set out their particular wild land 

qualities, with the physical attributes and perceptual responses contributing to it 

ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘΦέ 

6.7.214 Definitions of these physical attributes and perceptual responses are provided in Annex 1 of the 

technical guidance. Three of the physical attributes - a high degree of perceived naturalness; landform 

which is rugged, or otherwise physically challenging; and remoteness and/or inaccessibility ς relate 

specifically to physical conditions within the WLA, as noted in the Annex 1 definitions and the wild 

land descriptions. In this assessment, OPEN has therefore considered these three attributes in relation 

to their presence within the WLAs, and considers the Proposed Development in relation to the direct 

physical effects that it may have on these attributes.  

The remaining two physical attributes - a lack of modern human artefacts or structures and little 

evidence of contemporary land uses ς are less specific with regard to location, and both the Annex 1 

definitions and the wild land descriptions make reference to development within and outwith the 

WLA in terms of these two attributes. This is because visibility of modern human artefacts or 

structures and contemporary land uses outwith the WLA can affect perception within the WLA. OPEN 

has therefore considered these two attributes in relation to their presence within and outwith the 

WLAs, with the caveat that unless the Proposed Development lies within the WLA, they will not be 

directly physically impacted by the Proposed Development but the effect will instead be a visual, 

perceived effect that arises from visibility of the Proposed Development.  

The Status of WLAs 

6.7.215 The status of WLAs is cleaǊƭȅ ǎŜǘ ƻǳǘ ƛƴ ǇŀǊŀƎǊŀǇƘ у ƻŦ bŀǘǳǊŜ{Ŏƻǘ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ όнлнлύΤ άWLAs have not 

been identified on scenic grounds and are not a statutory designationΦέ  

6.7.216 ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀƴ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŀƴŎŜ όǇŀǊŀƎǊŀǇƘ фύ ǘƘŀǘ ²[!ǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ΨǿƛƭŘŜǊƴŜǎǎΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘǳƳŀƴ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜǎ 

can and do form part of the baseline character of WLAs: 

άΧ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ǘƘŜ ²[! ƳŀǇ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜǎ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǿƛƭŘƴŜǎǎ ƛǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ǎǘǊƻƴƎƭȅ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜŘΣ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ΨǿƛƭŘŜǊƴŜǎǎΩΣ ŜƳǇǘȅ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ƻǊ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ 

long history of past occupation and current use and management, albeit that evidence of 

ǎǳŎƘ ƛǎ ƻŦǘŜƴ ƭƛƎƘǘ ŀƴŘ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŜȄǘŜƴǘΦέ 

The Need for a Wild Land Assessment 

6.7.217 The need for a WLA assessment is discussed in Paragraphs 5 and 6 of the NatureScot guidance, which 

note that: 

ά¢Ƙƛǎ ƎǳƛŘŀƴce should only be applied to proposals whose nature, siting, scale or design 

are likely to result in a significant effect on the qualities of a WLA. Given this, assessments 

are more likely for proposals within a WLA, and are less likely for proposals outwith the 

²[!Χ!ƴ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƻƴƭȅ ōŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜŜƳŜŘ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 

competent authority. You are encouraged to discuss the need for an assessment with the 

ŎƻƳǇŜǘŜƴǘ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ŀǘ ŀƴ ŜŀǊƭȅ ǎǘŀƎŜΦέ 

6.7.218 NatureScot and THC have requested that wild land assessments be carried out for Reay-Cassley (WLA 

34), within which the Proposed Development lies, and Foinaven-Ben Hee (WLA 37), which lies to the 

north of the Proposed Development.  

6.7.219 It is important to note that, according to NatureScot guidance, effects on WLAs can only be 

experienced within WLAs and not from the area surrounding them. Paragraph 3 of the guidance notes 
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ǘƘŀǘ άThis guidance sets out a methodology and general principles for assessing the impact of 

development and other proposals on WLAs, as they are experienced from within the WLA, not from 

outwith itΦέ 

Cumulative Effects 

6.7.220 NatureScot guidance notes the following in relation to cumulative effects on WLAs.  

ά¢ƘŜ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŦƻǊ ŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎΦ hǘƘŜǊ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ όŜƛǘƘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ƻǊ ŘƛŦferent 

type) which are likely to contribute to significant cumulative effects should be identified in 

discussion with the decision maker. The principles within our guidance document 

ά!ǎǎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻŦ ƻƴǎƘƻǊŜ ǿƛƴŘ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎέ specific to 

onshore wind energy development can be applied to other development and should aid 

ǘƘƛǎ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘΦέ (paragraph 16) 

6.7.221 !ƴŘ άLƴ ƧǳŘƎƛƴƎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜΣ ǘƘŜ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ŦŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘΧ¢ƘŜ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ 

ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎΦέ (paragraph 33). 

6.7.222 There are several operational wind farms ς Achany, Rosehall and Lairg ς that could affect both of the 

WLAs, as shown on Figure 6.11d. It is relevant to note that these wind farms were operational at the 

time of the NatureScot site assessment of this WLA that was carried out in September 2013 to inform 

the description. The under-construction site at Creag Riabhach is also relevant, and is also shown on 

Figure 6.11d. Consented wind farm sites at Braemore and Lairg 2, and application-stage wind farms 

at Meall Buidhe and Strath Tirry are considered, as are the scoping stage sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 

Resubmission. These wind farms can be seen on Figure 6.13a and 6.13b.  

Methodology for Assessing Effects on Wild Land Areas 

6.7.223 As noted in NatureScot guidance, the wild land assessment methodology broadly follows that of 

GLVIA3 and is based around the five stages described in Table 1 of the guidance. Steps 1 and 2 do not 

require detailed explanation of methodology, and are therefore not described here. The methodology 

for Steps 3, 4 and 5 is described below. These steps are assessed in accordance with GLVIA3 and 

ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿ ht9bΩǎ [±L! ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ƛƴ Ŧǳƭƭ ƛƴ !ǇǇŜƴŘƛȄ сΦмΦ Lƴ ht9bΩǎ 

methodology, WLAs are considered as landscape character receptors rather than visual receptors. 

This is because the landscape of the WLA is a resource in itself and effects are assessed in terms of 

the effects on the Wild Land Qualities (WLQs) of the WLA, as per NatureScot guidance, and not in 

terms of the effects on views gained by people who may be within the WLA.  

Step 3: Assess the Sensitivity of WLA Qualities 

6.7.224 NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows:  

ά¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ŦƛŜƭŘ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀΣ ŀǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƴǎƛǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƛƭŘ 

land qualities scoped in (including their physical attributes and perceptual responses), to 

ǘƘŜ ǘȅǇŜ ŀƴŘ ǎŎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘέΦ 

6.7.225 In applying GLVIA3 to the assessment, and as noted by NatureScot, it is necessary to attribute a value 

to the receptor (classified as high, medium or low, or interim levels, as described in Appendix 6.1). 

The value attributed to nationally important designations, including NPs and NSAs is normally found 

to be at the upper end of the scale, or high. WLAs are not an environmental designation and is not 

statutorily protected in the way that NPs and NSAs are for their scenic qualities. It is, however, 

recognised in SPP and planning policy as a nationally important mapped resource, for its wildness 

qualities.  
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6.7.226 In order to apply objectivity to the attribution of value in WLAs, it is helpful to reference SPP. Whereas 

in SPP Table 1: Spatial Frameworks, Scottish Ministers place NSAs and NPs in the Group 1 category, 

WLAs are identified as a Group 2 consideration, recognising the difference in their respective values.  

6.7.227 Further guidance is provided in the publication Spatial Planning for Onshore Wind Turbines ς Natural 

Heritage Considerations, Guidance (SNH, June 2015). Annex 1 to this guidance provides advice on the 

potential objectives that may be applicable in different landscapes within Scotland in terms of their 

ability to accommodate wind farms, suggesting that some landscapes should be subject to a higher 

level of protection than others. Annex 1 places WLAs in the middle category, where some landscape 

ΨŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘƛƻƴΩ ƻŦ ǿƛƴŘ ŦŀǊƳǎ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜΣ ƴƻǘing that: 

ά²ƛǘƘƛƴ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ²ƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ !ǊŜŀǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƎǊŜŜ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ 

protection will be less than for National Scenic Areas. In these areas, an appropriate 

objective may be to accommodate windfarms, rather than seek landscape protectƛƻƴΦέ 

6.7.228 WLAs are therefore considered to have a distinctly different baseline value, in landscape terms, than 

ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜŘ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜǎΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ D[±L!о ŀƴŘ ht9bΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭŜ 

to attribute a theoretical medium-high value to WLAs. However, parts of some WLAs fall within NSAs 

and these parts of the WLAs are considered to have a high value due to their NSA status.  

6.7.229 The levels of value are combined with individual assessments of susceptibility to inform the overall 

assessment of sensitivity within the WLA. Susceptibility relates to the nature of the landscape 

receptor and how susceptible it is to the potential effects of the Proposed Development, as described 

in GLVIA3. Susceptibility varies across the WLA depending on the nature and strength of the WLQs 

and their physical attributes and perceptual responses.  

6.7.230 ht9bΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅ ŀǎǎŜǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǎŎŜǇǘƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ǊŜŎŜǇǘƻǊǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀ ǎŜǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ 

three criteria (set out in Appendix 6.1), of which two are relevant to the susceptibility of WLQs. 

¶ The specific nature of the Proposed Development: the susceptibility of landscape receptors is 

specific to the change arising from the particular development that is proposed, including its 

individual components and features, and its size, scale, location, context and characteristics. 

¶ Landscape character: the key characteristics of the existing landscape character of the receptor 

are considered in the evaluation of susceptibility as they determine the degree to which the 

receptor may accommodate the influence of the Proposed Development (in the wild land 

assessment this criterion relates to the documented WLQs and their associated physical 

attributes and perceptual responses).  

6.7.231 ¢ƘŜ ǘƘƛǊŘ ŎǊƛǘŜǊƛƻƴΣ ΨƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴΩΣ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀs a separate factor in the judgement of 

susceptibility within WLAs; this is because the WLQs anyway make specific mention of landscape 

association where it is a relevant factor, and it is therefore not necessary to include it again when 

considering susceptibility.  

6.7.232 ! ǳǎŜŦǳƭ ǘƻƻƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǾŜƭǎ ƻŦ ǎǳǎŎŜǇǘƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ²[! ƛǎ bŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΩǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ 

of the data that was gathered in order to inform the identification of WLAs (SNH, 2014). NatureScot 

ƎŀǘƘŜǊŜŘ Řŀǘŀ ŦƻǊ ŜŀŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎΩ ƻŦ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ΨǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ 

ǿƛƭŘƴŜǎǎ ƳŀǇΩΦ ¢ƘŜ ΨWŜƴƪǎ bŀǘǳǊŀƭ .ǊŜŀƪǎ hǇǘƛƳƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ƳŜǘƘƻŘΩ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜƴ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ 

breaks in the distribution of the relative wildness data in order that levels of wildness could be 

identified and mapped. As a result, eight classes of wildness were identified, with 8 being the highest 

and 1 being the lowest. These are shown on Figure 6.5c, with operational and under-construction 

wind farms also shown in order that the levels of wildness at these locations can be seen.  

Step 4: Assess the Effects 
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6.7.233 NatureScot guidance notes this step as follows in Table 1:  

ά!ǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻƴ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭ ŀƴŘκƻǊ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΣ ŘǊŀǿƛƴƎ ƻǳǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

physical attributes and perceptual responses will be affected, how and to what degree. 

¢Ƙƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛȊŜ ƻǊ ǎŎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜΣ ƛǘǎ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŘǳǊŀǘƛƻƴΦέ 

6.7.234 ht9bΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅ ŦƻǊ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ƳŀƎƴƛǘǳŘŜ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƻƴ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ǊŜŎŜǇǘƻǊǎ ƛǎ ŎŀǊǊƛŜŘ 

out through the application of a set of criteria as set out in Appendix 6.1. Broadly, the magnitude of 

change that the Proposed Development will have on landscape receptors is assessed in terms of the 

size or scale of the change, the geographical extent of the area influenced and its duration and 

reversibility. The key elements of the Proposed Development that will influence the level of change 

on landscape character are the turbines, although infrastructure is also considered. 

Step 5: Judgement of the Significance of Effects 

6.7.235 NatureScot guidance summaries this step as follows in Table 1:  

ά/ƻƴŎƭǳŘŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ όǘŀƪƛƴƎ ƛƴǘƻ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ŀƴȅ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴύΣ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ²[!Φέ 

6.7.236 On the basis that the NatureScot guidance is based on the princiǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ D[±L!оΣ ht9bΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅ 

for the assessment of the significance of effects (as described in Appendix 6.1) has been used for the 

ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻƴ ²[!ǎΦ ht9bΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΦ 

ά! ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ŜŦŦect will occur where the combination of the variables results in the 

Proposed Development having a defining effect on the view or receptor. A not significant 

effect will occur where the effect of the Proposed Development is not definitive, and the 

view or receptor continues to be characterised principally by its baseline characteristics. In 

this instance, a not significant effect would indicate that the Proposed Development may 

ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀ ŘŜŦƛƴƛƴƎ ƻƴŜΦέ 

6.7.237 The following sections assess the effects of the Proposed Development on Reay-Cassley (WLA 34) and 

Foinaven-Ben Hee (WLA 37) following the five steps as described by NatureScot.  

Assessment of Effect on Reay-Cassley (WLA 34) 

6.7.238 The turbines and some of the infrastructure in the Proposed Development lie within the edge of the 

south-eastern leg of the Reay-Cassley (WLA 34), as shown on Figures 6.5a and 6.5b. The WLA 

description (SNH, 2017) for Reay-Cassley (WLA 34) provides a useful brief overview of this WLA:  

άThis large Wild Land Area (WLA) extends 560 km2 across north west Sutherland from 

Scourie in the north to Rosehall in the south. In the north the WLA mainly comprises 

cnocan moorland, with a high and irregular mountain range within the central section, 

and simpler peatland slopes in the southΦέ 

6.7.239 The WLA description lists four key attributes/qualities (which have been numbered 1 to 4 for the 

purpose of this assessment) for Reay-Cassley (WLA 34):  

1. ά! ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ƭŀǊƎŜΣ ƛǊǊŜƎǳƭŀǊΣ ǊƻŎƪȅ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǘŜŜǇΣ ŀǊǊŜǎǘƛƴƎ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ and a variety of 

lochs and lochans, possessing a strong sense of naturalness, remoteness and sanctuary. 

2. An awe-inspiring, broad scale expanse of cnocan in which there is a complex pattern of 

features at a local level that contribute to the sense of naturalness and sanctuary. 

3. A variety of spaces created by irregular landforms in which there is perceived naturalness, as 

well as a strong sense of sanctuary and solitude. 
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4. Extensive, elevated peatland slopes whose simplicity and openness contribute to a perception 

ƻŦ ŀǿŜΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ƘƛƎƘƭƛƎƘǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΦέ 

6.7.240 These key attributes/qualities (hereafter referred to as Wild Land Qualities, or WLQs) form the basis 

of the wild land assessment as they express the distinctive and specific wildness qualities that are 

found in this WLA. The WLA description provides further information on each of these WLQs as an 

explanation of how the various aspects of the landscape contribute to the WLQ.  

Step 1: Define the Study Area and Scope of the Assessment 

6.7.241 NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows:  

άLŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ŀ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎŎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ 

ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ²[!Φέ 

6.7.242 Paragraph 16 of the guidance notes that: 

ά¢ƘŜ ǊŀǘƛƻƴŀƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀ and scope of the assessment should be 

clearly stated and consider the following. 

¶ The extent of visibility and recognised routes/movement through the WLA. The scale of the 

ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ Ƴŀȅ ƴƻǘ ŜǉǳŀǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎΧ 

¶ The wild land qualities likely to be significantly affected. The focus of the assessment should be 

on the qualities likely to be affected rather than where the proposal is located. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŦƻǊ ŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎΦέ 

6.7.243 The ZTVs (Figures 6.11a and 6.11b) show localised and intermittent theoretical visibility, gained largely 

from the south-eastern leg of the WLA, on the eastern edge of which the site lies; the northern and 

central part of the south-western leg; and the south-eastern part of the mountainous central area of 

the WLA. This is partly blade visibility only, with extensive parts of the south-eastern and south-

western legs and lower slopes in the mountainous areas gaining no theoretical visibility of turbine 

hubs. Theoretical visibility is gained up to a maximum of around 16 km away, around the ridges of 

Glas Bheinn.  

6.7.244 In relation to the first consideration in the identification of the study area, the WLA description 

ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ άrecognised routes/movement through the WLAέΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ 

a description of the theoretical visibility that may be gained from them:  

¶ Ben More Assynt and Conival: visibility from the summit of Ben More Assynt as seen in 

Viewpoint 2 (8.46 km away); no visibility from the summit of Conival; no visibility from the 

principal route to these Munros (which comes in from Inchnadamph, in the west); 

¶ The three Corbetts (Ben Leoid, Breabag and Glas Bheinn): visibility from Ben Leoid (11.9 km); 

very limited blade only visibility from Glas Bheinn (15.8 km away), no visibility from Breabag;  

¶ Lochs Gleann Dubh and Glencoul: no visibility; 

¶ 9ŀǎ ŀΩ /ƘǴŀƭ !ƭǳƛƴƴ ǿŀǘŜǊŦŀƭƭ: no visibility at the waterfall; a very short stretch of theoretical 

visibility (approximately 900 m long) from over 15 km away on the principal path to the 

waterfall; 

¶ the Bone Caves near Inchnadamph: no visibility from the caves or the principal, waymarked 

circuit route to them; and  

¶ Cape Wrath Trail: very limited theoretical visibility from one short stretch over 35 km away, 

which lies outwith the WLA.  
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6.7.245 This indicates that of the notable routes and locations that people may visit within the WLA, the great 

majority will gain no visibility of the Proposed Development, as shown on the ZTVs. Where there is 

visibility, this is gained from a minimum of 8.46 km away; this is at Ben More Assynt, where the 

Proposed Development is assessed to have a significant effect on the view. Other than Ben More 

Assynt, visibility from the listed recognised routes/movement through the WLA is limited to 

ǘƘŜƻǊŜǘƛŎŀƭ Ǿƛǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ŦǊƻƳ ǘǿƻ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǊōŜǘǘǎ ŀƴŘ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ǎƘƻǊǘ ǎǘǊŜǘŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǘƘ ǘƻ 9ŀǎ ŀΩ /ƘǴŀƭ 

Aluinn waterfall, although not from the viewpoint at the waterfall itself.  

6.7.246 ¢ƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ƴƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ bŀǘǳǊŜ{Ŏƻǘ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ŀǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ άrationale for the selection of 

the study area and scope of the assessmentέ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άwild land qualities likely to be 

significantly ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘέΦ This WLA has four WLQs. These are described below along with a judgement 

as to whether or not they may be significantly affected by the Proposed Development.  

WLQ 1 ά! ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ƭŀǊƎŜΣ ƛǊǊŜƎǳƭŀǊΣ ǊƻŎƪȅ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǘŜŜǇΣ ŀǊǊŜǎǘƛƴƎ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀ variety of 
ƭƻŎƘǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎƘŀƴǎΣ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎΣ ǊŜƳƻǘŜƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŀƴŎǘǳŀǊȅΦέ 

6.7.247 This WLQ applies primarily to the central, mountainous part of the WLA, within which Viewpoints 2 

(Ben More Assynt) and 3 (Coire Ceann Loch) lie. Fieldwork has indicated that Maovally forms 

something of a cusp between this mountainous landscape and the considerably more gentle, low-

lying peatland slopes that cover the south-eastern and south-western legs of the WLA although this 

is of course not a clear-cut boundary. The contrast between the peatlands and the mountainous 

landscape can be seen in the photograph for Viewpoint 2, while the peatlands can be seen stretching 

away south-eastwards from Viewpoint 3, which is on the southern edge of the mountains.  

6.7.248 The άrecognised routes/movement through the WLAέ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜ ŀƭƭ 

geographically associated with this WLQ and, as described above, will almost all gain no or limited 

and distant visibility of the Proposed Development. However, the ZTVs show that there is intermittent 

visibility of the Proposed Development from the south-eastern part of the area of the WLA that has 

the most notable association with this WLQ (the central mountainous area). There is therefore 

potential for the Proposed Development to have some effect on this WLQ.  

WLQ2 ά!ƴ ŀǿŜ-inspiring, broad scale expanse of cnocan in which there is a complex pattern of 
ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎ ŀǘ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƭŜǾŜƭ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŀƴŎǘǳŀǊȅΦέ 

6.7.249 As noted in the WLA description, this WLQ is found in the northern part of the WLA, which is shown 

on the ZTV to gain no visibility of the Proposed Development. The Proposed Development will 

therefore not affect the attributes/responses that comprise this WLQ. It is also relevant to note that 

because the Proposed Development will not affect this WLQ, it will not affect the contribution that 

this WLQ makes to the WLA as a whole. This WLQ will not be affected by the Proposed Development 

and has not been considered any further.  

WLQ3 ά! ǾŀǊƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ spaces created by irregular landforms in which there is perceived naturalness, 
ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ǎŀƴŎǘǳŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƭƛǘǳŘŜΦέ 

6.7.250 This WLQ expresses how the varying landform combines to contribute to the WLA as a whole and 

demonstrates how the varied landforms can lead to perceptual responses. This WLQ is chiefly 

concerned with the irregular landform mountains and cnocan and their associated glens, lochans, and 

enclosed corries, which are found in the northern and central parts of the WLA. In contrast, the 

peatland slopes are generally smooth and regular in form and have a more exposed character with 

less variation in spatial experience. The Proposed Development may affect the perceptual responses 

that arise from the irregularity of landform and the way that it is experienced in the WLA. There is 

therefore potential for the Proposed Development to have some effect on this WLQ. 

WLQ4 ά9ȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜΣ ŜƭŜǾŀǘŜŘ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ǿƘƻǎŜ ǎƛƳǇƭƛŎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ŀ 
perception of awe, whilst highlighting the ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΦέ 
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6.7.251 ¢ƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻƳǇǊƛǎŜ ǘƘƛǎ ²[v ŀǊŜ ŦƻǳƴŘ άTo the east and south of Ben More Assynt 

[where] there is an extensive area of elevated peatland slopes that form relatively low, broad ridges 

extending from either siŘŜ ƻŦ DƭŜƴ /ŀǎǎƭŜȅέΣ and this WLQ applies primarily to the south-eastern and 

south-western legs of the WLA that lie on either side of Glen Cassley, within which the Proposed 

Development is located. Viewpoint 1 (track near Maovally) lies within this area while Viewpoint 3 

(Coire Ceann Loch) and Viewpoint 4 (Arscaig track) lie on its northern periphery. There is potential for 

the Proposed Development to have an effect on this WLQ due to its location within the area that has 

the greatest geographical association with the WLQ.  

6.7.252 ¢ƘŜ ǘƘƛǊŘ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ƴƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ bŀǘǳǊŜ{Ŏƻǘ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ŀǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ άrationale for the selection of 

ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀ ŀƴŘ ǎŎƻǇŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘέ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άThe potential for cumulative 

effectsέΦ ¢ƘŜ ŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǿƛƴŘ ŦŀǊƳ ŘŜǾelopments that are most relevant to the Proposed 

Development and this WLA - Achany, Rosehall, Lairg, Braemore, Lairg 2, and Creag Riabhach ς are 

concentrated around the south-eastern leg of the WLA. This WLQ is therefore also relevant in the 

assessment of effects of the Proposed Development in relation to the potential for cumulative effects 

to arise.  

6.7.253 The considerations described above indicate that the study area for the assessment of effects on this 

WLA should cover the peatland slopes and the mountainous central parts of the WLA, as these are 

the areas that have greatest potential to be affected by the Proposed Development. The Proposed 

Development lies within the peatland slopes and will be seen from the slopes as well as from some 

south-eastern parts of the mountainous central area. The study area is shown on Figures 6.5a and 

6.5b.  

6.7.254 The northern part of the WLA, covered by the cnocan that have a geographical association with WLQ 

2, will not be affected physically or perceptually by the Proposed Development. The contribution that 

this area makes to the WLA as a whole will also not be affected by the Proposed Development. The 

northern part of the WLA is therefore not included within the study area.  

Step 2: Establish the Baseline 

6.7.255 NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows in Table 1:  

ά/ƻƴŦƛǊƳ ǘƘŜ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ όǎŜǘ ƻǳǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴύ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ 

area, describing any major changes that have occurred since the description was prepared 

and the nature of ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ²[!Φέ 

6.7.256 The baseline study is informed by the WLA description, the mapping of the eight classes of wildness 

ό{bIΣ нлмпύΣ ht9bΩǎ ǎƛǘŜ ǾƛǎƛǘǎΣ ŀƴŘ [±L! ±ƛŜǿǇƻƛƴǘǎ мΣ нΣ о ŀƴŘ пΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƻǳǘƭƻƻƪ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ 

the Proposed Development from the study area. It is important to note that while these viewpoints 

provide a useful illustration of views that can be gained from within the study area, the assessment 

of effects on viewpoints and WLAs is carried out separately and according to specific methodologies. 

The assessment of visual effects at the viewpoints should therefore not be considered in relation to 

the assessment of effects on wild land, and the viewpoints have been referenced simply to provide 

an illustration of views within the study area.  

6.7.257 This step involves a review of the strength of attributes and responses and their contribution to the 

identified WLQs of the area. These are verified against the WLA description, noting that the strength 

to which the WLQs are expressed will vary in different parts of the WLA. In this case, it has been 

ascertained in Step 1 that the Proposed Development has potential to significantly affect three of the 

WLQs (WLQs 1, 3 and 4) and this baseline section therefore focusses on the WLQs 1, 3 and 4 of Reay-

Cassley (WLA 34). These are: 
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1. ά! ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ƭŀǊƎŜΣ ƛǊǊŜƎǳƭŀǊΣ ǊƻŎƪȅ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǘŜŜǇΣ ŀǊǊŜǎǘƛƴƎ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀ ǾŀǊƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ ƭƻŎƘǎ 

and lochans, possessing a strong sense of naturalness, remoteness and sanctuary. 

3. A variety of spaces created by irregular landforms in which there is perceived naturalness, as 

well as a strong sense of sanctuary and solitude. 

4. Extensive, elevated peatland slopes whose simplicity and openness contribute to a perception 

of awe, whilst highlighting the qualities of adjacent moǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΦέ 

6.7.258 Table 6.8 below lists the physical attributes and perceptual responses of the study area and their 

contribution to WLQs 1, 3 and 4.  

Table 6.8 ςPhysical Attributes and Perceptual Responses of WLQs 

Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

Physical Attribute 

High degree of 
perceived naturalness 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άWithin WLAs 
vegetation cover is 
primarily composed 
of natural or semi-
ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ƘŀōƛǘŀǘǎΧ 
Catchment systems 
and other 
geomorphological 
processes are largely 
unmodifiedέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ1 

¶ Χan awe-inspiring range of high 
ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΣ ǊƛŘƎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀǘŜŀǳȄΧLƴ 
ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘΧŜȄǇƻǎŜŘ ǊƻŎƪ ŀƴŘ 
distinct geological features, this 
contributes to a strong perception of 
naturalness. 

¶ Within some parts of the WLA, the 
mountain slopes and cliffs harbour 
native woodland that increases 
shelter and contributes to the sense 
of naturalness 

WLQ3 

¶ This irregularity adds to the 
ruggedness of the area, as well as its 
perceived naturalness 

WLQ4 

¶ The seemingly random pattern of 
these elements [lochans, bogs, peat 
hags, burns and rock outcrops] also 
contributes to the sense of 
ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎΧ 

WLQ1 

This physical attribute contributes 
notably to WLQ1 and is expressed to a 
high level in the central mountainous 
part of the WLA, with which this WLQ is 
associated.  

WLQ3 

This physical attribute contributes to 
WLQ3, particularly in those areas of 
more irregular landform (primarily the 
central mountainous area and northern 
cnocan, where it is expressed to a high 
level ς the peatland slopes are relatively 
regular and smooth and here it is 
expressed to a moderate-high level).  

WLQ4 

This physical attribute makes a 
moderate-high contribution to WLQ4; 
the elements mentioned in the WLA 
description do contribute to a degree of 
perceived naturalness. However, there 
are elements of cultivated vegetation in 
the peatlands that are associated with 
this WLQ, including woodland and 
forestry as well as cropping of grass.  

The lack of modern 
human artefacts or 
structures  

and 

Little evidence of 
contemporary land 
uses 

NB These two 
attributes have been 
described together as 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ1 and WLQ3 

No specific reference. 

WLQ4 

¶ From the peatland slopes within the 
south of the WLA, human artefacts 
and contemporary land use can be 
clearly seen extending around the 
south east, south and south western 

WLQ1 and WLQ3 

Whilst they are not referred to in the 
WLA description, these attributes 
contribute to WLQ1 and WLQ3 to a 
moderate-high extent. OPEN notes that 
while there is little evidence of human 
artefacts/structures and contemporary 
land uses within the central 
mountainous part and cnocan areas of 
the WLA, there are a number of 
features located outwith the WLA that 
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Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

they are closely 
aligned and have a 
high level of 
crossover in the WLA 
description.  

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άThere is no or very 
limited evidence of 
contemporary 
buildings, structures 
or engineering works 
within WLAs although 
their presence 
outwith may be 
discerned. Older 
artefacts (for 
example, shielings 
and cleared 
settlements) and 
small scale features 
(for example, fences 
and stalkers paths) 
may be evidentέ ŀƴŘ 
άWithin WLAs no or 
very limited evidence 
of more intensive land 
use, but their 
presence outwith may 
be discerned. 
Extensive grazing and 
management for field 
sports may be evident 
(for example, 
muirburn, grazing 
pressure and use of 
ATVs)έΦ  

edges. [These] include extensive 
estate buildings, conifer plantations, 
roads, a hydro- electric scheme (with 
above surface pipes) and wind farms 
outside the WLA and telecom mast 
and grazing within the area. These 
elements tend to be visible over long 
distances due to the openness and 
simplicity of the peatland.  

¶ Around the slopes to the south west, 
south and south east, there 
ŀǊŜΧǎƻƳŜ ǿƛƴŘ ŦŀǊƳǎ ǳǇƻƴ ŜƭŜǾŀǘŜŘ 
ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘΧ!ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ 
the WLA, their extensive size and/or 
cumulative effects appear to 
encroach upon the wild land 
ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΧ 

¶ Within the upper stretches of Glen 
Cassley that lie outside the WLA, 
human elements tend to have limited 
effects where they appear isolated, 
small scale, concentrated and low-key 
in siting and design. In contrast, they 
seem more encroaching upon the 
wild land qualities where large in 
scale, extensive or are more 
numerous, and thus lead to 
cumulative effects, especially given 
the central position of the glen in 
relation to the WLA that extends to 
both the east and west of this. 

¶ Duchally hydro-electric scheme, 
within the upper reaches of the glen, 
has a strong influence on surrounding 
ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΧƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ǇǊƻƳƛƴŜƴǘ 
and incongruous pipelines that cross 
the upper glen slopes, as well as a 
long access road and powerlines 
extending over the elevated peatland 
ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ŀǘ aŀƻǾŀƭƭȅΧ 

exert an external influence on the areas 
associated with WLQs 1 and 3. These 
include wind farms, forestry, roads, 
houses/other buildings, transmission 
lines, hydro infrastructure, and the 
hydro drawdown marks on Loch Shin. 
There are also human elements within 
other parts of the WLA that influence 
WLQs 1 and 3, including most notably 
the hydro infrastructure on the slopes 
of Maovally (e.g. tarmac road, 
transmission lines, mast). These human 
influences/land uses are clearly seen at 
Viewpoint 2, including the hydro tracks 
within the peatland slopes. Almost all of 
these influences lie within the southern 
peatlands part of the WLA or in the 
Loch Shin area, outwith the south-
eastern edge of the WLA.  

WLQ4 

OPEN considers that this description 
does not make sufficiently clear the 
level of human artefacts and 
contemporary land use found within 
the part of the WLA that is associated 
with WLQ4. The description implies that 
hydro infrastructure lies outwith the 
WLA, while in fact there is 
infrastructure within the study area, 
including masts and tarmacked routes.  

It is also notable that while the WLA 
description refers to infrastructure 
outwith the WLA in Glen Cassley, it 
does not allude to the human artefacts 
and contemporary land uses along Loch 
Shin, to the east of the peatlands. This 
includes hydro infrastructure, a 
substation, extensive coniferous 
forestry, houses, an hotel, A-class 
roads, and a fish farm, which are in 
some cases less than 200 m away from 
the WLA. It is also relevant that 
subsequent to the production of the 
WLA description, consent has been 
granted for wind farms at Braemore, 
Lairg 2 and Creag Riabhach, all within 
approx. 10 km of the WLA.  

This attribute is expressed to a 
moderate degree in the area associated 
with WLQ4.  

Landform which is 
rugged, or otherwise 
physically challenging 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ1 

WLQ1 

This physical attribute contributes 
notably to WLQ1 and is expressed to a 
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Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άWithin WLAs, land 
that has extensive 
rough terrain or 
extensive boglands, 
which is difficult to 
traverseΦέύ 

¶ This WLA includes an awe-inspiring 
range of high mountains, ridges and 
plateaux. These are very irregular and 
rugged in form, with crags, tops and 
corries jumbled together in a sporadic 
manner. 

¶ It is physically challenging to ascend 
or traverse the mountains because of 
their great ruggedness and 
elevation... 

WLQ3 

¶ Highly irregular landforms occur 
throughout the WLA...This irregularity 
adds to the ruggedness of the area. 

WLQ4 

¶ Although the peatland slopes are not 
very high in elevation and are simple 
at a broad scale, they are rugged at a 
local level due to a mix of lochans, 
bogs, peat hags, burns and rock 
outcrops.  

high level in the central mountainous 
area, with which this WLQ is associated.  

WLQ3 

This attribute contributes to WLQ3, 
particularly in areas of more irregular 
landform (central mountainous area/ 
northern cnocan, where it is expressed 
to a high level ς the peatland slopes are 
relatively regular and smooth and it is 
expressed to a moderate-high level).  

WLQ4 

While the peatland slopes in the study 
area are considered to have some 
ruggedness, this is localised, as 
acknowledged in the WLA description, 
and this reduces the strength of this 
physical attribute in relation to WLQ4 to 
a moderate-high level.  

Remoteness and/or 
inaccessibility 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άWithin WLAs, land 
that is distant from 
public motorised 
access (the nearest 
public road, ferry 
landing or railway 
station), taking 
account of the 
distance, barriers to 
travel (for example, 
lochs, rivers and 
cliffs), and ease of 
travel on foot / 
bicycleΦέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ1 

¶ The open, horizontal waters of these 
ǿŀǘŜǊōƻŘƛŜǎΧŎŀƴ ŀŎǘ ŀǎ ŀ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ 
barrier to walking that increases 
remoteness. 

WLQ3 and WLQ4 

No specific reference  

WLQ1 

This attribute contributes notably to 
WLQ1 and is expressed to a moderate-
high level in the mountainous area, with 
which this WLQ is associated. There are 
a number of paths in the central 
mountains that reduce remoteness and 
increase accessibility, as noted in the 
WLA description.  

WLQ3 

This physical attribute contributes to 
WLQ3, particularly in the central 
mountainous area and northern cnocan 
ς the peatland slopes lack remoteness 
and are accessible in places. This 
attribute is expressed to a high level in 
the mountains and cnocan and a 
moderate level in the peatlands.  

WLQ4 

The tracks that give access to the 
peatland area that is associated with 
WLQ4 reduce the attribute of 
remoteness or inaccessibility to a 
moderate level.  

Perceptual Response  

A sense of sanctuary 
or solitude 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ1 
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Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άThe perception of 
separation from the 
ΨƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǿƻǊƭŘΩΣ 
isolation or distance 
from disturbance, 
that engenders 
feelings of respite or 
tranquillity, that 
enables a focus on the 
natural / semi-natural 
settingΦέύ 

WLQ1 

¶ Although many people visit these [the 
network of paths through the hills] 
and other parts of the WLA at certain 
times, they are typically dispersed 
within such a large area that a strong 
sense of sanctuary and solitude 
prevails. 

WLQ3 

¶ Within the corries, basins or shelves, 
the surrounding shielding landform 
often leads to a sense of being 
hidden, contributing to a strong sense 
ƻŦ ǎŜŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎŀƴŎǘǳŀǊȅΧtŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ 
seclusion and few visitors to these 
areas, may also lead to a strong 
sense of solitude. 

WLQ4 

No specific reference 

This response contributes to WLQ1 and 
is expressed to a high level in the 
central mountainous part of the WLA, 
with which this WLQ is associated. The 
external influence of development as 
described above in relation to physical 
attributes does have some influence, 
especially on the fringes of the 
mountains, but the overall level is high.  

WLQ3 

This response contributes notably to 
WLQ3 and is most strongly expressed in 
the enclosed areas of the central 
mountainous part of the WLA where 
άŎƻǊǊƛŜǎΣ ōŀǎƛƴǎ ƻǊ ǎƘŜƭǾŜǎΧǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ 
ǎƘƛŜƭŘƛƴƎ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳέ are most prevalent. 
This response is expressed to a high 
level in the mountains and a moderate 
level elsewhere. 

WLQ4 

The relatively narrow extent of the 
ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ΨƭŜƎǎΩΣ ǘƘŜ ƻǇŜƴΣ ŜȄǇƻǎŜŘ 
nature of the landscape and the 
presence of tracks and other internal/ 
external human influences result in a 
limited sense of sanctuary or solitude. 
This attribute is expressed to a 
moderate level in the peatlands. 

Risk or, for some 
visitors, a sense of 
awe or anxiety 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άThe perception of 
hazard that arises 
from being self-reliant 
in remote settings of 
large scale, whose 
rugged natural 
character and 
isolation from 
assistance (if 
required) engenders 
respectΦέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ1 

¶ This WLA includes an awe-inspiring 
range of high mountains, ridges and 
ǇƭŀǘŜŀǳȄΧ¢ƘŜ ƳŀǎǎƛǾŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 
the mountain range are very 
imposing and convey a strong sense 
of awe. 

¶ It is physically challenging to ascend 
ƻǊ ǘǊŀǾŜǊǎŜ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΧŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ 
can contribute to a perception of high 
risk. 

¶ The open, horizontal waters of these 
waterbodies emphasise the vertical 
and rugged forms of the adjacent 
mountain slopes, contributing to the 
sense of awe. 

WLQ3 

¶ Where surrounded by high, steep and 
towering slopes, there is also a strong 
sense of awe. 

WLQ1 

This perceptual response contributes 
notably to WLQ1 and is expressed to a 
high level in the central mountainous 
part of the WLA, with which this WLQ is 
associated. 

WLQ3 

This response contributes notably to 
WLQ3 and is most strongly expressed in 
the central mountainous part of the 
WLA where enclosure by άhigh, steep 
ŀƴŘ ǘƻǿŜǊƛƴƎ ǎƭƻǇŜǎέ is most prevalent. 
This response is expressed to a high 
level in the mountains and a moderate 
level elsewhere. 

WLQ4 

This response contributes to WLQ4, 
although the relatively narrow extent of 
ǘƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ǎƭƻǇŜ ΨƭŜƎǎΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
southern part of the WLA; the open and 
unenclosed/unshielded nature of the 
landscape; and the presence of tracks 
and other internal/external human 
influences result in a reduction in the 
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Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

WLQ4 

¶ ¢ƘŜΧƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ƘƛƎƘ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ 
the area heightens the sense of risk. 

¶ ΧǘƘŜǎŜ ǎƛƳǇƭŜ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ƘƛƎƘƭƛƎƘǘ ǘƘŜ 
contrasting and distinctive aspects of 
complex and high mountains to the 
north and west, emphasising the 
awe-inspiring qualities of these. 

άǊƛǎƪ ƻǊΧǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŀǿŜ ƻǊ ŀƴȄƛŜǘȅέΦ !ǎ 
noted in the WLA description, the 
contrast between the peatland slopes 
and the mountains serves to emphasise 
the awe-inspiring qualities of the latter 
rather than invoking this perceptual 
response within the peatland slopes. 
This response is expressed to a 
moderate-high level.  

Perceptions that the 
landscape has 
arresting or inspiring 
qualities 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άAn aesthetic 
reaction to the 
natural/semi-natural 
setting, often 
associated with the 
ΨŎƭŀǎǎƛŎΩ ƘƛƎƘΣ ǎǘŜŜǇ 
and jagged 
mountains juxtaposed 
with deep lochs or 
seas, but can also be 
prompted by other 
superlative 
compositions such as 
the large scale 
simplicity of rounded 
massif, or the 
seemingly infinite 
expanse of open 
ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ƻǊ ǎŜŀǎΦέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ1 

¶ The towering vertical dimensions of 
some rock faces and glen slopes are 
also arresting, emphasised further by 
high waterfalls and steep scree 
slopes. 

WLQ3  

No specific reference 

WLQ4 

¶ The vast scale of these simple 
peatland slopes, in combination with 
a strong sense of openness and 
exposure, appears arresting.  

WLQ1 

This perceptual response contributes 
notably to WLQ1 and is expressed to a 
high level in the central mountainous 
area, with which this WLQ is associated. 

WLQ3 

This perceptual response contributes to 
WLQ3 and is most strongly expressed in 
the enclosed areas of the central 
mountainous part of the WLA (as 
described in relation to WLQ1). This 
response is expressed to a high level in 
the mountains and a moderate-high 
level elsewhere. 

WLQ4 

This response contributes to WLQ4 
ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƛƴ ht9bΩǎ ǾƛŜǿΣ ǘƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ 
slopes with which this WLQ is 
associated do not display notably 
arresting qualities, particularly in 
relation to the mountainous central 
area/northern cnocan. This response is 
expressed to a moderate-high level.  

Fulfilment from the 
physical challenge 
required to penetrate 
into these places 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άThe satisfaction 
and sense of 
accomplishment that 
arises from the 
physical effort 
required to traverse 
these settings, 
tackling their scale, 
topography, ground 
and weather 
conditionsΦέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ1 

¶ It is physically challenging to ascend 
or traverse the mountains because of 
their great ruggedness and elevation, 
as well as the difficulty of crossing 
rocky ground. 

WLQ3  

No specific reference 

WLQ4 

¶ ΧǘƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ǎƭƻǇŜǎΧŀǊŜ ǊǳƎƎŜŘ ŀǘ 
ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƭŜǾŜƭΧǘƘŀǘ ƳŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ 
physically challenging to cross. 

WLQ1 

This perceptual response contributes 
notably to WLQ1 and is expressed in 
the mountains with which this WLQ is 
associated. While there are a number of 
paths that reduce the physical challenge 
involved in penetrating some areas, the 
sense of fulfilment remains high due to 
the effort that is required, even when 
utilising a path. This response is 
expressed to a high level. 

WLQ3 

This response contributes to WLQ3 and 
is most strongly expressed in the more 
remote parts of the central mountains 
of the WLA. This response is expressed 
to a high level in the mountains and a 
moderate level elsewhere. 
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Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

WLQ4 

While parts of the peatland slopes are 
challenging to access, the level of 
access provided by roads, tracks and 
paths reduces the strength of this 
perceptual response. While the 
peatland itself can be challenging to 
cross, the satisfaction and sense of 
accomplishment that arises from the 
physical effort required to traverse the 
slopes is limited by the generally 
relatively low-level and undramatic 
nature of the landform. This response is 
expressed to a moderate level. 

6.7.259 The review in Table 6.8 identifies the following points in relation to the WLQs, physical attributes and 

perceptual responses of the study area. 

¶ Physical attributes and perceptual responses are most strongly expressed in the central 

mountains of the WLA (which are associated primarily with WLQ1 but also relevant to WLQ3). 

In the mountains, two physical attributes and all of the perceptual responses are expressed to 

a high degree. The other three physical attributes are displayed to a moderate-high degree. 

The main aspects of existing or consented development that reduce the strength of these 

attributes and responses are firstly the paths and tracks within some localised areas of the 

mountains and secondly development outwith the mountains (either within the peatlands part 

of the WLA or outwith the WLA, largely to the south-east) that affects the attributes and 

responses within the mountains.  

¶ The physical attributes and perceptual responses are generally displayed to a lower level in the 

peatland slopes, which are associated primarily with WLQ4 but also relevant to WLQ3. Three of 

the physical attributes and two perceptual responses are expressed to a moderate degree, 

while the other attributes and perceptual responses are displayed to a moderate-high level.  

In the peatlands, the attributes and responses are all affected to some extent by development 

that precludes the consistent high representation that is seen in other parts of the WLA (most 

notably in the mountains). The main aspects of development that reduce their strength are 

firstly the development and level of accessibility within the peatland slopes, including a road as 

well as paths and tracks, planted and managed vegetation, and hydro-electric infrastructure, 

and secondly, development (including operational/consented windfarms) that lies outwith the 

WLA, largely along and around Loch Shin, that affects the attributes and responses within the 

peatlands.  

¶ The WLQs are generally geographical as, other than WLQ3, they relate closely to specific parts 

of the WLA. This means that the strength of attributes and responses found in relation to the 

WLQs also reflects those found in the various geographical parts of the study area.   

¶ ²[vо όάA variety of spaces created by irregular landforms in which there is perceived 

naturalness, as well as a strong sense of sanctuary and solitudeέύ ǊŜƭŀǘŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ²[! ŀǎ ŀ ǿƘƻƭŜΦ 

The strength of the attributes and responses of this WLQ varies across the study area, with the 
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strongest expression found in the central mountains while the peatland slopes display lower 

attributes and responses of the WLQ.  

¶ ht9bΩǎ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ŦƛŜƭŘ ǿƻǊƪΣ Ƙŀǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ²[v ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ 

responses of the peatland slopes have been overstated to some degree in the WLA description. 

A number of human artefacts and contemporary land uses are found within and in close 

proximity to the peatland area, and these ensure that none of the attributes and responses are 

expressed to a high level in this area.  

6.7.260 In relation to the baseline strength of attributes and responses within the study area, it is relevant to 

note the Jenks classification of wild land, as shown on Figure 6.5c. This indicates that the peatlands 

have notably lower Jenks classes than the other parts of the WLA and particularly the high-ranking 

central mountain area, where wild land attributes and responses are well-displayed with extensive 

areas of level 7 wildness and notable areas of level 8 (the highest level of wildness).  

6.7.261 In the peatlands, there is a distinction between the eastern and western legs, with the western leg 

showing higher levels of wildness. This is to be expected, given the level of development within and 

around the eastern leg and the relatively limited development associated with the western leg. The 

eastern leg shows several very small patches of level 8 wildness; some very limited and intermittent 

areas of level 7; larger but still very intermittent areas of level 6; extensive areas of level 5; and limited 

fringes of level 4 and 3 around the edges of the study area and along the Maovally and Loch Sgeireach 

tracks. This classification indicates that the eastern leg of peatlands is considered to have moderate 

and relatively limited wildness attributes, even prior to the additional consideration of influence from 

consented/under-construction wind farms at Braemore, Lairg 2 and Creag Riabhach.  

6.7.262 The Proposed Development site is almost completely covered by level 5 wildness, with just short 

stretches of new and upgraded access tracks lying within areas of level 3 and 4.  

Step 3 ς Assess the Sensitivity of the WLA Qualities 

6.7.263 Sensitivity is assessed by combining the value of the WLA and its susceptibility to the Proposed 

Development. NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows in Table 1. 

ά¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŘŜǘŀƛƭed field assessment within the study area, assess the sensitivity of the wild 

land qualities scoped in (including their physical attributes and perceptual responses), to 

ǘƘŜ ǘȅǇŜ ŀƴŘ ǎŎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘέΦ 

6.7.264 The value of the WLA has been established previously as medium-high other than the area that is also 

covered by the Assynt-Coigach NSA, which has a high value. The study area lies partly outwith and 

partly within the NSA, and therefore has two different levels of value; high and medium-high. The 

high value applies broadly to the part of the study area that is covered by the central mountains of 

the WLA, which is within the NSA, while the medium-high value applies to the part of the study area 

that is covered by peatland slopes, which lies outwith the NSA.  

6.7.265 It has been ascertained in Step 1 that the Proposed Development has potential to significantly affect 

three WLQs (WLQ1, WLQ3 and WLQ4) and the assessment of the susceptibility and sensitivity 

therefore focusses on these WLQs.  

Susceptibility and Sensitivity of WLQ1 

6.7.266 The Proposed Development lies outwith the area that is associated with this WLQ (the central 

mountains). This means that three of the physical attributes of this WLQ have no susceptibility to the 

Proposed Development as they cannot be physically affected by the Proposed Development. The 

remaining two physical attributes - the lack of modern human artefacts or structures and little 
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evidence of contemporary land uses ς can be perceptually affected by visibility of development 

outwith the WLA and are therefore susceptible to the Proposed Development.  

6.7.267 The baseline presence and strength of the physical attributes and perceptual responses that 

contribute to WLQ1, discussed in Step 2, above, are of relevance to susceptibility. Step 2 concluded 

that the two physical attributes of the central mountains that can be affected by the Proposed 

Development - the lack of modern human artefacts or structures and little evidence of contemporary 

land uses - are both expressed to a moderate-high degree. The reduction in the strength of these 

attributes from a high level is due to the influences of human artefacts and contemporary land uses 

within and outwith the WLA. This reduction in the expression of the attributes leads in turn to a 

reduction in their susceptibility to the Proposed Development.  

6.7.268 All four perceptual responses (all of which may be affected by the Proposed Development as it can 

exert an external influence on perceptual responses despite lying outwith the central mountains) are 

expressed to a high degree in the mountainous area that is associated with WLQ1.   

6.7.269 The combination of the location of the Proposed Development outwith the area associated with 

WLQ1; the strength of the attributes/responses, including some high but also some moderate-high; 

and the lack of susceptibility of three of the attributes to the Proposed Development results in a 

medium-high susceptibility to the Proposed Development. When combined with the high value of this 

area, this leads to a high sensitivity for the central mountains part of the study area that is associated 

with WLQ1.  

Susceptibility and Sensitivity of WLQ3 

6.7.270 This WLQ is not specifically associated with a geographical part of the WLA, but arises from a 

combination of the landform throughout the WLA. This means that the Proposed Development may 

theoretically affect the physical attributes and perceptual responses of this WLQ and therefore they 

are all susceptible to the Proposed Development.  

6.7.271 The baseline presence and strength of the physical attributes and perceptual responses that 

contribute to WLQ3 are of relevance to susceptibility, and are discussed in Step 2, above. This 

concluded that three of the five physical attributes that contribute to WLQ3 are expressed to a varying 

degree across the WLA, ranging from high in the central mountain and cnocan areas to moderate in 

the peatland slopes. The remaining two attributes of WLQ3 are expressed to a moderate-high level 

throughout the WLA. All of the four perceptual responses that contribute to WLQ3 are expressed to 

a high degree in the central mountainous area and to a moderate or moderate-high level elsewhere 

in the WLA.  

6.7.272 In some cases, the reduction in the strength of the WLQ3 attributes and responses is due to the 

visibility and influence of human artefacts and contemporary land uses within and outwith the WLA. 

These influences are particularly apparent in the peatland slopes, within the WLA, and around Loch 

Shin, outwith the WLA. Elsewhere, the reduction in the strength of the WLQ3 attributes and responses 

is due to the less rugged and more open, accessible nature of landform and topography found outwith 

the mountain area. The network of roads, tracks and paths found around and within the WLA is also 

a consideration.  

6.7.273 The reduction in the expression of the attributes and responses that are relevant to WLQ3 leads in 

turn to a reduction in their susceptibility to the Proposed Development in some parts of the study 

area. The highest susceptibility is found in the central mountainous area where the attributes and 

responses of WLQ3 are expressed at their strongest level. The susceptibility of the peatland slopes is 

lower, as here the attributes and responses of WLQ3 are generally expressed to a moderate level.  

6.7.274 When looking at overall susceptibility, the strength of expression of WLQ3 is tempered by the location 

of the Proposed Development in relation to WLQ3. The attributes and responses of WLQ3 are most 
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strongly expressed in the central mountainous area but this area will not be physically affected by the 

Proposed Development, and this means that there is not potential for the Proposed Development to 

affect three of the five physical attributes. Conversely, the Proposed Development is located in the 

peatland slopes and may therefore affect all of the five physical attributes, but here the attributes 

and responses of WLQ3 are expressed to a lower level. These considerations combine to give WLQ3 

a medium-high susceptibility to the Proposed Development.  

6.7.275 Value also varies across the study area; the central mountainous area has a high value as it lies within 

the NSA while the peatlands, which are outwith the NSA, have a medium-high value. When the high 

value of the central mountainous area is combined with the medium-high susceptibility of WLQ3, this 

leads to a high sensitivity. In the peatland slopes, the combination of the medium-high value and 

medium-high susceptibility of WLQ3 leads to a medium-high sensitivity.  

Susceptibility and Sensitivity of WLQ4 

6.7.276 The Proposed Development lies within the area that is associated with this WLQ (the peatland slopes). 

This means that the Proposed Development may theoretically affect all of the physical attributes and 

perceptual responses of this WLQ and they are all susceptible to the Proposed Development.  

6.7.277 The baseline presence and strength of the physical attributes and perceptual responses that 

contribute to WLQ4, as discussed in Step 2, is of relevance to susceptibility. This concluded that in the 

peatland slopes that are associated with WLQ4, three of the five physical attributes are expressed to 

a moderate degree while the remaining two attributes are expressed to a moderate-high level. Of the 

four perceptual responses that contribute to WLQ4, two are expressed to a moderate degree and the 

two to a moderate-high degree.  

6.7.278 In some cases, the reduction in the strength of the WLQ4 attributes and responses is due to the 

visibility and influence of human artefacts and contemporary land uses within and outwith the WLA. 

These influences are particularly apparent in the peatland slopes, within the WLA, and around Loch 

Shin, outwith the WLA. In other cases, the reduction in the strength of the WLQ4 attributes and 

responses is due to the less rugged and more open, accessible nature of landform and topography 

found in the peatlands. The network of roads, tracks and paths found around and within this part of 

the WLA is also a consideration.  

6.7.279 When looking at overall susceptibility, the moderate strength of expression of the majority of 

attributes and responses of WLQ4 is tempered by the location of the Proposed Development within 

the area associated with WLQ4 ς the peatland slopes - where it may affect all of the five physical 

attributes as well as all of the responses. These considerations combine to give WLQ4 a medium-high 

susceptibility to the Proposed Development. When the medium-high value of the area associated with 

WLQ4, the peatland slopes, is combined with the medium-high susceptibility of WLQ4, this leads to a 

medium-high sensitivity.  

Assess the Magnitude of the Effects 

6.7.280 NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows in Table 1:  

ά!ǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻƴ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭ ŀƴŘκƻǊ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΣ ŘǊŀǿƛƴƎ ƻǳǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

physical attributes and perceptual responses will be affected, how and to what degree. 

¢Ƙƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛȊŜ ƻǊ ǎŎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜΣ ƛǘǎ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŘǳǊŀǘƛƻƴΦέ 

6.7.281 It has been ascertained in previous steps that the Proposed Development has potential to significantly 

affect three of the four WLQs of this WLA (WLQ1, WLQ3 and WLQ4) and this part of the assessment 

therefore focusses on these WLQs. The following three tables describe the effect that the Proposed 

Development may have on the physical attributes and perceptual responses of each of the three 

WLQs, concluding with an assessment of the magnitude of change that will arise on each WLQ.  
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Table 6.9 - Effects on WLQ1  

WLQ1 A range of large, irregular, rocky mountains with steep, arresting slopes and a variety of lochs and 
lochans, possessing a strong sense of naturalness, remoteness and sanctuary. 

Physical Attribute: high degree of perceived naturalness (expressed to a high degree ς see Table 6.8)  

The Proposed Development lies outwith the part of the WLA that is associated with this WLQ (the central 
mountains) and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, which relates to conditions within 
the relevant area.  

The strength of this attribute will remain high. 

Physical Attribute:  the lack of modern human artefacts or structures/Little evidence of contemporary land 
uses (expressed to a moderate-high degree ς see Table 6.8) 

These attributes are not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ1.  

The Proposed Development will not introduce human artefacts/ contemporary land uses into the area 
associated with WLQ1, and these attributes will therefore not be directly affected. However, these 
attributes can relate to elements that lie outwith the relevant part of the WLA, and the Proposed 
Development may therefore affect them through its external influence. This effect will be limited as the 
Proposed Development will be seen in an aspect of the setting to the central mountains that is already 
notably affected by external human influence, including wind farms and other infrastructure (as seen at LVIA 
±ƛŜǿǇƻƛƴǘǎ н ŀƴŘ оύΣ ǿƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴǘƛŀƭ ΨǿƛƭŘΩ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǿŜǎǘ ƻŦ the mountains will 
remain unaffected by the Proposed Development. This reduces the level of the effect, as does the lack of 
specific reference to these attributes in the WLQ1 description, as this indicates that these attributes are not 
of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ1.  

On the south-eastern fringe of the mountains, the strength of these attributes will reduce to a moderate 
level. In interior areas the diminishing external influence of the Proposed Development ensures that the 
strength of the attributes will remain moderate-high. 

Physical Attribute: landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challenging (expressed to a high 
degree ς see Table 6.8) 

The Proposed Development lies outwith the part of the WLA that is associated with this WLQ (the central 
mountains) and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, which relates to conditions within 
the relevant area. 

The strength of this attribute will remain high.  

Physical Attribute: remoteness and/or inaccessibility (expressed to a moderate-high degree ς see Table 
6.8) 

The Proposed Development lies outwith the part of the WLA that is associated with this WLQ (the central 
mountains) and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, which relates to conditions within 
the relevant area.  

The strength of this attribute will remain moderate-high. 

Perceptual Response: a sense of sanctuary or solitude (expressed to a high degree ς see Table 6.8) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛƴ ²[vм ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άAlthough many people visit these [the 
network of paths through the hills] and other parts of the WLA at certain times, they are typically dispersed 
ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƘŀǘ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ǎŀƴŎǘǳŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƭƛǘǳŘŜ ǇǊŜǾŀƛƭǎέΦ  

The external influence of the Proposed Development will not affect the number of people who visit the 
mountains and use the paths, or their dispersal throughout the area, and will therefore not affect this aspect 
of the perceptual response that is specifically referenced in the description.  

However, the external influence of the Proposed Development may have some effect on the wider 
ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ άǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǿƻǊƭŘΩΣ ƛǎƻƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǊ 
distance from distuǊōŀƴŎŜΧέ (NatureScot, 2020). This effect would be limited as perceived and actual 
ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜƳŀƛƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǿƻǊƭŘέ or άŘƛǎǘǳǊōŀƴŎŜέ of the 
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WLQ1 A range of large, irregular, rocky mountains with steep, arresting slopes and a variety of lochs and 
lochans, possessing a strong sense of naturalness, remoteness and sanctuary. 

Proposed Development due to its location outwith the mountains. The Proposed Development will also be 
seen in the context of notable baseline external human influence, including wind farms and other 
infrastructure, while the attributes that lead to sanctuary and solitude that lie to the north and west will 
remain unaffected by the Proposed Development. 

On the south-eastern fringe of the mountains, the strength of this response will reduce to a moderate-high 
level. In interior areas the diminishing external influence of the Proposed Development and the innate 
strength of physical attributes/ perceptual responses within the mountains ensure that the response will 
remain high.  

Perceptual Response: risk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or anxiety (expressed to a high degree ς see 
Table 6.8) 

The WLA description refers to this response in WLQ1 as follows: ά¢ƘŜ ƳŀǎǎƛǾŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ 
ǊŀƴƎŜ ŀǊŜ ǾŜǊȅ ƛƳǇƻǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǾŜȅ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŀǿŜΧLǘ ƛǎ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŀǎŎŜƴŘ ƻǊ ǘǊŀǾŜǊǎŜ 
ǘƘŜ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΧŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ Ŏŀƴ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ŀ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƘƛƎƘ ǊƛǎƪΧ¢ƘŜ ƻǇŜn, horizontal waters of these 
waterbodies emphasise the vertical and rugged forms of the adjacent mountain slopes, contributing to the 
ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŀǿŜΦέ 

The external influence of the Proposed Development will not affect the aspects of the mountains that are 
rŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ όǘƘŜ άmassive proportions of the mountain rangeέΣ ǘƘŜ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ 
ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎŎŜƴŘ ƻǊ ǘǊŀǾŜǊǎŜ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΣ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ άopen, horizontal waters of these waterbodiesέύ ŀƴŘ 
will therefore not affect these aspects of the perceptual response that are specifically referenced.  

However, the external influence of the Proposed Development may have some effect on the wider 
ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ άperception of hazard that arises from being self-reliant in remote 
settings of large scale, whose rugged natural character and isolation from assistance (if required) engenders 
respectέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ 
ŜƴƎŜƴŘŜǊ ŀ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ άassistanceέ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ƛǘs location outwith and separation from the mountains. Moreover, 
ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ άǊŜƳƻǘŜ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǎŎŀƭŜέ or άǊǳƎƎŜŘ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ 
ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊέ that leads to this perceptual response.  

On the south-eastern fringe of the mountains, the strength of this response will reduce to a moderate-high 
level. In interior areas the diminishing external influence of the Proposed Development and the innate 
strength of physical attributes/ perceptual responses within the mountains ensure that the response will 
remain high. 

Perceptual Response: perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities (expressed to a 
high degree ς see Table 6.8) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛƴ ²[vм ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άthe towering vertical dimensions of some 
ǊƻŎƪ ŦŀŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƎƭŜƴ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ŀǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ŀǊǊŜǎǘƛƴƎΣ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎŜŘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ōȅ ƘƛƎƘ ǿŀǘŜǊŦŀƭƭǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŜŜǇ ǎŎǊŜŜ ǎƭƻǇŜǎέΦ  

¢ƘŜ ŜȄǘŜǊƴŀƭ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ άthe towering vertical dimensions of 
ǎƻƳŜ ǊƻŎƪ ŦŀŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƎƭŜƴ ǎƭƻǇŜǎέ ƻǊ άhigh waterfalls and steep scree slopesέΦ Lǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƭǎƻ ƴƻǘ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ 
ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ άaesthetic reaction to the natural/semi-natural settingέ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ 
engendered by these topographical features. (NatureScot, 2020).  

The strength of this response will remain high. 

Perceptual Response: fulfilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these places 
(expressed to a high degree ς see Table 6.8) 

The WLA description refers to ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛƴ ²[vм ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άIt is physically challenging to ascend or 
traverse the mountains because of their great ruggedness and elevation, as well as the difficulty of crossing 
rocky groundέΦ  

The external influence of the Proposed Development will not affect the physical challenge that results from 
ǘƘŜ άƎǊŜŀǘ ǊǳƎƎŜŘƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴΧ ǊƻŎƪȅ ƎǊƻǳƴŘέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ will therefore not affect this 
aspect of the perceptual response that is specifically referenced.  

¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƭǎƻ ƴƻǘ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ άThe 
satisfaction and sense of accomplishment that arises from the physical effort required to traverse these 
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WLQ1 A range of large, irregular, rocky mountains with steep, arresting slopes and a variety of lochs and 
lochans, possessing a strong sense of naturalness, remoteness and sanctuary. 

settings, tackling their scale, topography, ground and weather conditionsέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύ ŀǎ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ 
alter the physically challenging topography within the mountains.  

The strength of this response will remain high. 

6.7.282 The magnitude of change on WLQ1 will vary across the area of central mountains that comprises this 

WLQ. The maximum magnitude of change will be medium-low, which will arise on the south-eastern 

fringe of the mountainous area, where it abuts the peatland slopes. This arises from the following 

considerations. 

¶ There will be no direct physical effects on this WLQ, and effects are perceived only. This means 

that there will be no effect on three of the five physical attributes of the WLQ, and these three 

attributes will continue to be displayed at their baseline high or moderate-high levels.  

¶ The effect of the Proposed Development on the remaining two physical attributes of this WLQ 

- the lack of modern human artefacts or structures and little evidence of contemporary land uses 

ς will be limited and perceived only, with the strength of these attributes being locally reduced 

from moderate-high to moderate as a result of the external influence of the Proposed 

Development.  

¶ The WLA description for WLQ1 does not make any specific reference to the two physical 

attributes that will be affected by the Proposed Development, as noted above. This indicates 

that these attributes are not of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ1.  

¶ Two of the four perceptual responses of WLQ1 - perceptions that the landscape has arresting 

or inspiring qualities and fulfilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these 

places - will not be affected by the Proposed Development, and will continue to be displayed at 

their baseline high level.  

¶ The effect of the Proposed Development on the remaining two perceptual responses of this 

WLQ will be limited, with the strength of these responses being locally reduced from high to 

moderate-high as a result of the external influence of the Proposed Development.  

¶ The key factors in the limited effects on these physical attributes and perceptual responses of 

WLQ1 are the location of the Proposed Development outwith the part of the WLA that is 

associated with this WLQ (the central mountains); the location of the Proposed Development 

in a part of the setting to the mountains that is already affected by development; the location 

of the Proposed Development in a part of the WLA that is directly affected by development; 

and the limited, and often distant, visibility and influence of the Proposed Development from 

the area associated with WLQ1.  

6.7.283 The medium-low magnitude of change will be localised in the south-eastern fringe of the central 

mountains, where the external influence of the Proposed Development is greatest. Beyond this area, 

the magnitude of change will diminish as distance from the Proposed Development increases, 

dropping to a low and then negligible level. This reduction in the level of change results from the 

reduction in the effects on the attributes and responses of WLQ1, as described in Table 6.9 above.  

Table 6.10 - Effects on WLQ3 

WLQ3 A variety of spaces created by irregular landforms in which there is perceived naturalness, as well 
as a strong sense of sanctuary and solitude 
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WLQ3 - Physical Attribute: high degree of perceived naturalness (expressed to a high degree in the central 
mountains and cnocan and a moderate-high degree in the peatland slopes ς see Table 6.8) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛƴ ²[vо ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άThis irregularity [of landform] adds to the 
ruggedness of the area, as well as its perceived naturalnessέΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5evelopment will not affect the 
irregularity of landform and will therefore not affect this aspect of the attribute that is specifically 
referenced in the description. 

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛǎ άWithin WLAs vegetation cover is primarily composed of natural or 
semi-ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ƘŀōƛǘŀǘǎΧ/ŀǘŎƘƳŜƴǘ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƎŜƻƳƻǊǇƘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ ǳƴƳƻŘƛŦƛŜŘέ 
(NatureScot, 2020). The Proposed Development will result in the physical loss of a very small area of 
moorland/rough grassland that lies within the WLA, on the site area itself, and will have no notable effect on 
ά/ŀǘŎƘƳŜƴǘ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƎŜƻƳƻǊǇƘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎέΦ  

Any effect on this attribute will be very limited due to the very small area of moorland that is affected and 
the lack of effect on the specific aspect of the attribute that is mentioned in the WLQ3 description.  

The strength of this attribute will remain high in the central mountains and cnocan and moderate-high in 
the peatland slopes.  

WLQ3 - Physical Attribute: the lack of modern human artefacts or structures/Little evidence of 
contemporary land uses (expressed to a moderate-high degree ς see Table 6.8) 

These attributes are not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ3.  

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ƛǎ άThere is no or very limited evidence of contemporary buildings, 
structures or engineering works within WLAs although their presence outwith may be discernedΧέ ŀƴŘ 
άWithin WLAs no or very limited evidence of more intensive land use, but their presence outwith may be 
discernedέΦ  

The Proposed Development will introduce large-scale structures and other infrastructure, including 
contemporary land use, into the WLA, and will therefore affect these physical attributes. This effect will be 
mitigated by the location of the Proposed Development in a part of the WLA that is already directly 
physically affected by development including a tarmacked road, hydro-electric infrastructure, and a mast, 
and has notable external influence of other human artefacts, including wind farms.  

This mitigation will limit the effect on these attributes, as will the lack of effect on the specific aspect of the 
attribute that is mentioned in the WLQ3 description, as this indicates that these attributes are not of specific 
relevance in the formulation of WLQ3.  

On the site area, in the eastern fringe of the peatland slopes, the strength of these attributes will reduce 
to a moderate-low level. In other areas the lack of any direct physical effect, the diminishing external 
influence of the Proposed Development, and the lack of specific relevance of these attributes to WLQ3 
ensures that the strength of the attributes will remain moderate-high. 

WLQ3 - Physical Attribute: landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challenging (expressed to a 
high degree in the central mountains/cnocan and a moderate-high degree in the peatland slopes ς see Table 
6.8) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛƴ ²[vо ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άHighly irregular landforms occur 
throughout the WLA...This irregularity adds to the ruggedness of the area.έΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ 
not affect the irregularity of landform and will therefore not affect this aspect of the attribute that is 
specifically referenced in the WLQ3 description. 

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛǎ άWithin WLAs, land that has extensive rough terrain or extensive 
boglands, which is difficult to traverseέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎŜŘ ōȅ 
άŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ǊƻǳƎƘ ǘŜǊǊŀƛƴ ƻǊΧōƻƎƭŀƴŘǎέ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƴƻǘŀōƭȅ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ǘƻ ŎǊƻǎǎΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛon to the 
mountainous and cnocan parts of the WLA.  

Any effect on this attribute will be very limited due to the minor effect that the Proposed Development will 
have on the landform of the site, and the wider WLA as a whole, and the lack of effect on the specific aspect 
of the attribute that is mentioned in the WLQ3 description. There will be no effect on landform within the 
mountain and cnocan areas. 

The strength of this attribute will remain high in the central mountains and cnocan and moderate-high in 
the peatland slopes. 
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WLQ3 - Physical Attribute: remoteness and/or inaccessibility (expressed to a high degree in the central 
mountains/cnocan and a moderate degree in the peatland slopes ς see Table 6.8) 

This attribute is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ3.  

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛǎ άWithin WLAs, land that is distant from public motorised access (the 
nearest public road, ferry landing or railway station), taking account of the distance, barriers to travel (for 
example, lochs, rivers and cliffs), and ease of travel on foot/bicycleέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘǎ ŀǊŜŀ 
of the WLA displays this attribute to a moderate level, and the eastern edge of the peatlands, within which 
the site is located, is specifically easily accessed on foot/bicycle and by car from the tarmac road that 
accesses off the A838 and runs around Maovally. The track that runs along the southern edge of Loch Shin 
(on which Viewpoint 4 is located) provides relatively easy access within the peatlands area of the WLA by 
4WD/ foot/ bicycle. The public road that runs up Glen Cassley, between the legs of the WLA, also provides 
easy access into the WLA, as do the A837, A838 and A839 roads, which pass around the peatlands and allow 
access at some points.  

In this context, the sections of new tracks that will access the Proposed Development (parts of the access 
tracks are upgraded existing road/ tracks) will ease access within the small part of the peatlands that is 
covered by the site, but will not introduce access into areas that are currently highly inaccessible or reduce 
the distance of this part of the WLA from public roads. There will be no effect on access or remoteness 
within the mountain and cnocan areas.  

The effect on this attribute will be negligible due to the lack of specific reference to this attribute in the 
WLQ3 description, as this indicates that this attribute is not of specific relevance in the formulation of 
WLQ3. The minor effect that the Proposed Development will have on the baseline level of access into the 
WLA is also relevant.  

The strength of this attribute will remain high in the central mountains and cnocan and moderate in the 
peatland slopes. 

WLQ3 - Perceptual Response: a sense of sanctuary or solitude (expressed to a high degree in the central 
mountains and a moderate degree elsewhereς see Table 6.8) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛƴ ²[vо ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άWithin the corries, basins or shelves, the 
surrounding shielding landform often leads to a sense of being hidden, contributing to a strong sense of 
ǎŜŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎŀƴŎǘǳŀǊȅΧtŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ǎŜŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŦŜǿ ǾƛǎƛǘƻǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜŀǎΣ Ƴŀȅ ŀƭǎƻ ƭŜŀŘ ǘƻ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ 
ƻŦ ǎƻƭƛǘǳŘŜΦέΦ  

¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŀƴȅ ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²[! ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǾŜ άsurrounding 
ǎƘƛŜƭŘƛƴƎ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳέ ŀǎ ǘƘƛǎ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳ ǿƛƭƭ ǎŎǊŜŜƴ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻǳǘǿŀǊŘǎ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ άa sense of being 
ƘƛŘŘŜƴέΦ Moreover, the areas of the WLA that lie in closest proximity to the Proposed Development ς the 
peatlands ς are characterised by massive exposed slopes from which long, open views are available, and not 
ōȅ άŎƻǊǊƛŜǎΣ ōŀǎƛƴǎ ƻǊ ǎƘŜƭǾŜǎΧǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ǎƘƛŜƭŘƛƴƎ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳέΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾelopment will not affect 
the number of people who visit these areas. The Proposed Development will therefore not affect the aspect 
of the perceptual response that is specifically referenced in the description.  

The Proposed Development will also not affect ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ άperception of 
ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǿƻǊƭŘΩΣ ƛǎƻƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǊ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŘƛǎǘǳǊōŀƴŎŜΧέ (NatureScot, 2020). Where it 
is visible, the Proposed Development will be seen in the context of the most developed part of the WLA, and 
with notable baseline external human influence, including wind farms and other infrastructure.  

The strength of this response will remain high in the central mountains and moderate elsewhere. 

WLQ3 - Perceptual Response: risk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or anxiety (expressed to a high 
degree in the central mountains and a moderate-high degree elsewhereς see Table 6.8) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛƴ ²[vо ŀǎ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿǎ άWhere surrounded by high, steep and 
towering ǎƭƻǇŜǎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŀǿŜέΦ  

¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŀƴȅ ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²[! ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ άsurrounded by high, 
ǎǘŜŜǇ ŀƴŘ ǘƻǿŜǊƛƴƎ ǎƭƻǇŜǎέΣ as this landform will screen views outwards. Moreover, the areas of the WLA 
that lie in closest proximity to the Proposed Development ς the peatlands ς are characterised by exposed 
ǎƭƻǇŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ōȅ άhigh, steep and towering slopesέΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ 
the aspect of the perceptual response that is specifically referenced in the description.  
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¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƭǎƻ ƴƻǘ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ άperception of 
hazard that arises from being self-reliant in remote settings of large scale, whose rugged natural character 
and isolation from assistance (if required) engenders respectέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 
5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ŜƴƎŜƴŘŜǊ ŀ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ άassistanceέΤ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǾƛǎƛōƭŜΣ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŜŜƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ 
of the most developed part of the WLA and with notable baseline external human influence, and the 
baseline sense of risk is therefore already limited. Moreover, the Proposed Development will not physically 
ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ άǊŜƳƻǘŜ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǎŎŀƭŜΧǊǳƎƎŜŘ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊέ that leads to this perceptual response.  

The strength of this response will remain high in the central mountains and moderate-high elsewhere.  

WLQ3 - Perceptual Response: perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities 
(expressed to a high degree in the central mountains and a moderate-high degree elsewhereς see Table 6.8) 

This response is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ3.  

The wider definiǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛǎ άAn aesthetic reaction to the natural/semi-natural setting, often 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ΨŎƭŀǎǎƛŎΩ ƘƛƎƘΣ ǎǘŜŜǇ ŀƴŘ ƧŀƎƎŜŘ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ƧǳȄǘŀǇƻǎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŘŜŜǇ ƭƻŎƘǎ ƻǊ ǎŜŀǎΣ ōǳǘ Ŏŀƴ 
also be prompted by other superlative compositions such as the large scale simplicity of rounded massif, or 
the seemingly infinite expanse of open peatland or seasέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ  

The peatlands area of the WLA displays this response to a moderate-high level due to the massive open 
scale of this ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ǎƻƳŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άsuperlative composition 
[of] the seemingly infinite expanse of open peatlandέ ŀǎ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜ ǾŜǊǘƛŎŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 
ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ŀǎ ƛƴǘŜǊǊǳǇǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ άinfinite expanse of open peatlandέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ǿƛƭƭΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ōŜ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 
ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊƛǇƘŜǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘǎΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ άƛƴŦƛƴƛǘŜ ŜȄǇŀƴǎŜέ of 
landscape is already interrupted by Loch Shin (and the development that is associated with it) as well as the 
sweeping moorland and flows that rises on the other side of the loch. The low elevation of the Proposed 
Development also reduces its potential to interrupt the peatlands, as it will not appear prominent in views 
along and across the peatlands (as seen in Viewpoints 1 and 4).  

The effect on this response will be limited by the minor effect that the Proposed Development will have on it 
and by the lack of specific reference to it in the WLQ3 description, as this indicates that this response is not 
of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ3. 

The strength of this attribute will remain high in the central mountains, moderate-high in the cnocan, and 
reduce to a moderate level in the peatland slopes. 

WLQ3 - Perceptual Response: fulfilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these 
places (expressed to a high degree in the central mountains and a moderate degree elsewhereς see Table 
6.8) 

This response is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ3.  

The wider definition of this ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛǎ άThe satisfaction and sense of accomplishment that arises from the 
physical effort required to traverse these settings, tackling their scale, topography, ground and weather 
conditions.έ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ  

As noted above in relation to physical attributes, the sections of new tracks that will access the Proposed 
Development will ease access within the small part of the peatlands that is covered by the site, but will not 
ƴƻǘŀōƭȅ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ άfulfilment from the physical challenge required to penŜǘǊŀǘŜ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇƭŀŎŜǎέΦ The 
Proposed Development lies on the periphery of the WLA, close to an area that is already relatively easily 
accessible by tarmacked road, and access into areas that are currently highly inaccessible will not be 
increased. There will be no effect on access or remoteness within the mountain and cnocan areas.  

The effect on this response will be negligible due to the very minor effect that the Proposed Development 
will have on the baseline level of physical challenge arising from accessing this part of the WLA and the 
resultant limited effect on the associated level of fulfilment. The lack of specific reference to this attribute in 
the WLQ3 description also indicates that this attribute is not of specific relevance in the formulation of 
WLQ3. 

The strength of this response will remain high in the central mountains and moderate elsewhere.  

6.7.284 The magnitude of change on WLQ3 will vary across the study area. The maximum magnitude of 

change will be medium-low, which will arise on the physical attributes and perceptual responses of 
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WLQ3 in relation to the site area and the peatland slopes. This arises from the following 

considerations. 

¶ Direct physical effects on this WLQ are restricted to two of the five physical attributes - the lack 

of modern human artefacts or structures and little evidence of contemporary land uses. The 

effect on these two attributes will be limited, with their strength being locally reduced on the 

site itself from moderate-high to moderate-low as a result of the direct physical influence of the 

Proposed Development.  

¶ There will be no effect on the other three of the five physical attributes of WLQ3, and these 

three attributes will continue to be displayed at their baseline high, moderate-high or moderate 

levels.  

¶ Three of the four perceptual responses of WLQ3 - a sense of sanctuary or solitude; risk or, for 

some visitors, a sense of awe or anxiety; and fulfilment from the physical challenge required to 

penetrate into these places - will not be affected by the Proposed Development, and will 

continue to be displayed at their baseline level (high in the central mountains and moderate-

high or moderate elsewhere). 

¶ The effect of the Proposed Development on the fourth perceptual response of this WLQ - 

perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities ς ς will be limited, with the 

strength of this response being locally reduced from moderate-high to moderate as a result of 

the Proposed Development. This reduction in strength will apply only to the peatland slopes, 

with the central mountains and cnocan areas continuing to display high and moderate-high 

strength respectively.  

¶ It is notable that the WLA description for WLQ3 does not make any specific reference to the 

perceptual response that will affected by the Proposed Development, indicating that this 

response is not of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ3. 

6.7.285 The medium-low magnitude of change will be localised in the peatland slopes, and more specifically, 

the site area, where the direct and external influence of the Proposed Development is greatest. 

Beyond this area the magnitude of change will diminish as the influence of the Proposed Development 

decreases, dropping to a low and then negligible level.  

Table 6.11 - Effects on WLQ4 

WLQ4 Extensive, elevated peatland slopes whose simplicity and openness contribute to a perception of 
awe, whilst highlighting the qualities of adjacent mountains 

WLQ4 - Physical Attribute: high degree of perceived naturalness (expressed to a moderate-high degree ς 
see Table 6.8) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛƴ ²[vп ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άThe seemingly random pattern of these 
elements [lochans, bogs, peat hags, burns and rock outcrops] ŀƭǎƻ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎΧέΦ 
The Proposed Development has been specifically designed to minimise impacts on topographical features 
and will not affect the random pattern of these elements throughout the peatlands. It will therefore not 
notably affect this aspect of the attribute that is specifically referenced in the description. 

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛǎ άWithin WLAs vegetation cover is primarily composed of natural or 
semi-ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ƘŀōƛǘŀǘǎΧ/ŀǘŎƘƳŜƴǘ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƎŜƻƳƻǊǇƘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ ǳƴƳƻŘƛŦƛŜŘέ 
(NatureScot, 2020). The Proposed Development will result in the physical loss of a small area of 
moorland/rough grassland that lies within the WLA, on the site area itself, but will have no notable effect on 
ά/ŀǘŎƘƳŜƴǘ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƎŜƻƳƻǊǇƘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎέΦ  

On the site area, the strength of this attribute will reduce to a moderate level due to the direct influence of 
the Proposed Development on vegetation. Elsewhere, the strength of the attribute will remain moderate-
high. 
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WLQ4- Physical Attributes: the lack of modern human artefacts or structures/Little evidence of 
contemporary land uses (expressed to a moderate degree ς see Table 6.8) 

These attributes are referenced at length in the WLA description for WLQ4, as quoted in Table 6.8. In 
ǎǳƳƳŀǊȅΥ άFrom the peatland slopes within the south of the WLA, human artefacts and contemporary land 
ǳǎŜ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǎŜŜƴ ŜȄǘŜƴŘƛƴƎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘ ŜŀǎǘΣ ǎƻǳǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǎƻǳǘƘ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ŜŘƎŜǎΧ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ 
tend to be visible over long distances due to the openness and simplicity of the peatland. Around the slopes 
ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘ ǿŜǎǘΣ ǎƻǳǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǎƻǳǘƘ ŜŀǎǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜΧǎƻƳŜ ǿƛƴŘ ŦŀǊƳǎ ǳǇƻƴ ŜƭŜǾŀǘŜŘ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘΧ!ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ 
located outside the WLA, their extensive size and/or cumulative effects appear to encroach upon the wild 
ƭŀƴŘ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΧ 

²ƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǳǇǇŜǊ ǎǘǊŜǘŎƘŜǎ ƻŦ DƭŜƴ /ŀǎǎƭŜȅ ǘƘŀǘ ƭƛŜ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ ²[!Σ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎΧǎŜŜƳ ƳƻǊŜ 
encroaching upon the wild land qualities where large in scale, extensive or are more numerous, and thus 
lead to cumulative effeŎǘǎΧ5ǳŎƘŀƭƭȅ ƘȅŘǊƻ-electric scheme, within the upper reaches of the glen, has a 
ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΧƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ǇǊƻƳƛƴŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎƻƴƎǊǳƻǳǎ ǇƛǇŜƭƛƴŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŎǊƻǎǎ 
the upper glen slopes, as well as a long access road and powerlines extending over the elevated peatland 
ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ŀǘ aŀƻǾŀƭƭȅΧέ 

The Proposed Development will introduce large-scale structures and other infrastructure, including 
contemporary land use, directly into the peatlands, and will therefore affect these physical attributes. This 
effect will be mitigated by the location of the Proposed Development in a part of the WLA that is already 
directly physically affected by development including a tarmacked road, hydro-electric infrastructure, and a 
mast, and has notable external influence of other human artefacts, including wind farms. When the 
Proposed Development is seen from the peatlands that lie beyond the site boundary, it will generally be 
seen in the context of the development that is described in the WLA description, and will not introduce an 
entirely new influence.  

On the site area, the strength of these attributes will reduce to a low level due to the direct influence of 
the Proposed Development. In the wider area of the eastern leg of the WLA, the strength of these 
attributes will reduce to a moderate-low level due to indirect influence of the Proposed Development. 
Elsewhere, the strength of these attributes will remain moderate.  

WLQ4 - Physical Attribute: landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challenging (expressed to a 
moderate-high degree - see Table 6.8) 

ThŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛƴ ²[vп ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ έAlthough the peatland slopes are not very 
high in elevation and are simple at a broad scale, they are rugged at a local level due to a mix of lochans, 
bogs, peat hags, burns and rock outcropsέ. While the Proposed Development may have a minor effect on 
the local ruggedness of landform due to the groundworks required and the creation of access tracks, the site 
ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎŜŘ ōȅ άa mix of lochans, bogs, peat hags, burns and rock outcropsέ όŀƴŘ ǿƘŜǊŜ 
such features are found on site, the Proposed Development has been specifically designed to minimise 
impacts upon them). The Proposed Development will therefore not notably affect the aspect of the attribute 
that is specifically referenced in the WLQ4 description. 

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛǎ άWithin WLAs, land that has extensive rough terrain or extensive 
boglands, which is difficult to traverseέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎŜŘ ōȅ 
άextensive ǊƻǳƎƘ ǘŜǊǊŀƛƴ ƻǊΧōƻƎƭŀƴŘǎέ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƴƻǘŀōƭȅ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ǘƻ ŎǊƻǎǎΦ  

On the site area, the strength of this attribute will reduce to a moderate level due to the direct influence of 
the Proposed Development on landform. Elsewhere, the strength of the attribute will remain moderate-
high. 

WLQ4 - Physical Attribute: remoteness and/or inaccessibility (expressed to a moderate degree ς see Table 
6.8) 

This attribute is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ4.  

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛǎ άWithin WLAs, land that is distant from public motorised access (the 
nearest public road, ferry landing or railway station), taking account of the distance, barriers to travel (for 
example, lochs, rivers and cliffs), and ease of travel on foot/bicycleέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{cot, 2020). The eastern edge of 
the peatlands, within which the site is located, is specifically easily accessed on foot/bicycle and by car from 
the tarmac road that accesses off the A838 and runs around Maovally. The track that runs along the 
southern edge of Loch Shin (on which Viewpoint 4 is located) provides relatively easy access within the 
peatlands by 4WD/foot/bicycle. The public road that runs up Glen Cassley, between the legs of the WLA, 
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also provides easy access into the WLA, as do the A837, A838 and A839 roads, which pass around the 
peatlands and allow access at some points.  

In this context, the sections of new tracks that will access the Proposed Development (parts of the access 
tracks are upgraded existing road/ tracks) will ease access within the small area that is covered by the site, 
but will not introduce access into areas that are currently highly inaccessible or reduce the distance from 
public roads. The effect on this attribute will be negligible due to the lack of specific reference in the WLQ3 
description, as this indicates that this attribute is not of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ3. The 
minor effect that the Proposed Development will have on the baseline level of access into the area 
associated with WLQ3 is also relevant. 

The strength of this attribute will remain moderate. 

WLQ4 - Perceptual Response: a sense of sanctuary or solitude (expressed to a moderate degree ς see Table 
6.8) 

This attribute is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ4.  

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛǎ άǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǿƻǊƭŘΩΣ ƛǎƻƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǊ 
ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŘƛǎǘǳǊōŀƴŎŜΧέ  (NatureScot, 2020). The Proposed Development will be seen in the context of 
the most developed part of the WLA, with further notable external human influence, including wind farms 
and other infrastructure. This ensures that the areas that will be influenced by the Proposed Development 
will anyway have a limitŜŘ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ άǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǿƻǊƭŘΩΣ ƛǎƻƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǊ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ 
ŦǊƻƳ ŘƛǎǘǳǊōŀƴŎŜΧέ and the Proposed Development will have a very limited additional effect on this 
baseline. The lack of specific reference to this attribute in the WLQ4 description is also relevant as this 
indicates that this attribute is not of specific importance in the formulation of WLQ4. 

The strength of this response will remain moderate. 

WLQ4 - Perceptual Response: risk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or anxiety (expressed to a 
moderate-high degree ς see Table 6.8) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛƴ ²[vп ŀǎ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿǎ ά¢ƘŜΧƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ƘƛƎƘ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
area heightens the sense of risk ώŀƴŘϐΧthese simple slopes highlight the contrasting and distinctive aspects 
of complex and high mountains to the north and west, emphasising the awe-ƛƴǎǇƛǊƛƴƎ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜέΦ  

The relatively low elevation of the Proposed Development and its location on the periphery of the peatlands 
ensures that it will not notabƭȅ ƛƴǘŜǊǊǳǇǘ ǘƘŜ άƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ƘƛƎƘ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀέΦ Its low and 
peripheral position also ensures that it will very seldom be seen in the context of views towards the 
άŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ ŀƴŘ ƘƛƎƘ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǿŜǎǘέ from elsewhere within the WLA, and the role of the 
ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ƛƴ άemphasising the awe-inspiring qualities of these ώƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎϐέ will therefore not be 
notably altered.  

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛǎ άperception of hazard that arises from being self-reliant in remote 
settings of large scale, whose rugged natural character and isolation from assistance (if required) engenders 
respectέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ŜƴƎŜƴŘŜǊ ŀ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ άassistanceέΤ 
where it is visible, it will be seen in the context of the most developed part of the WLA and with notable 
baseline external human influence, and the baseline sense of risk is therefore already limited.  

The effect on this response will arise primarily on those areas of the peatlands where the Proposed 
Development is clearly visible at sufficient proximity, and with a sufficient level of influence, to be perceived 
as an interruption to the openness and simplicity of the slopes.  

In the area of the eastern leg of the WLA, the strength of this response will reduce to a moderate level. 
Elsewhere, the strength of this response will remain moderate-high. 

WLQ4 - Perceptual Response: perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities 
(expressed to a moderate-high degree ς see Table 6.8) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛƴ ²[vп ŀǎ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿǎ άThe vast scale of these simple peatland 
slopes, in combination with a ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜΣ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ŀǊǊŜǎǘƛƴƎέΦ  

¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŜƭŀǘŜǎ ŎƭƻǎŜƭȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜΥ άAn aesthetic reaction to the natural/semi-
ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎΣ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ΨŎƭŀǎǎƛŎΩ ƘƛƎƘΣ ǎǘŜŜǇ ŀƴŘ ƧŀƎƎŜŘ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ƧǳȄǘaposed with deep 
lochs or seas, but can also be prompted by other superlative compositions such as the large scale simplicity 
of rounded massif, or the seemingly infinite expanse of open peatland or seasέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ  
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The peatlands display this response to a moderate-high level due to the massive open scale of this 
ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ǎƻƳŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άsuperlative composition [of] the 
seemingly infinite expanse of open peatlandέ ŀǎ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜ ǾŜǊǘƛŎŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ǘƘŀt could be perceived 
ŀǎ ƛƴǘŜǊǊǳǇǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ άinfinite expanse of open peatlandέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ǿƛƭƭΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ōŜ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ 
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊƛǇƘŜǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘǎΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ άƛƴŦƛƴƛǘŜ ŜȄǇŀƴǎŜέ of landscape 
is already interrupted by Loch Shin (and the development that is associated with it) as well as the sweeping 
moorland and flows that rises on the other side of the loch. The low elevation of the Proposed Development 
also reduces its potential to interrupt the peatlands, as it will not appear prominent in views along and 
across the peatlands (as seen in Viewpoints 1 and 4).  

The effect on this response will arise primarily on those areas of the peatlands where the Proposed 
Development is clearly visible at sufficient proximity, and with a sufficient level of influence, to be perceived 
as an interruption to the openness , exposure and expansiveness of the slopes.  

In the area of the eastern leg of the WLA, the strength of this response will reduce to a moderate level. 
Elsewhere, the strength of this response will remain moderate-high.  

WLQ4 - Perceptual Response: fulfilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these 
places (expressed to a moderate degreeς see Table 6.8) 

The WLA description refers to this respoƴǎŜ ƛƴ ²[vп ŀǎ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿǎ άǘƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ǎƭƻǇŜǎΧŀǊŜ ǊǳƎƎŜŘ ŀǘ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ 
ƭŜǾŜƭΧǘƘŀǘ ƳŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŎǊƻǎǎέΦ  

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛǎ άThe satisfaction and sense of accomplishment that arises from the 
physical effort required to traverse these settings, tackling their scale, topography, ground and weather 
conditions.έ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ  

As noted above in relation to physical attributes, the sections of new tracks that access the Proposed 
Development will ease access within the small area that is covered by the site, but will not notably affect the 
άfǳƭŦƛƭƳŜƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǇŜƴŜǘǊŀǘŜ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇƭŀŎŜǎέΦ The Proposed Development 
lies on the periphery of the WLA, close to an area that is already relatively easily accessible by tarmacked 
road, and access into areas that are currently highly inaccessible will not be increased.  

The effect on this response will be negligible due to the very minor effect that the Proposed Development 
will have on the baseline level of physical challenge arising from accessing the peatlands and the resultant 
very limited effect on the associated level of fulfilment.  

The strength of this response will remain moderate.  

6.7.286 The magnitude of change on WLQ4 will vary across the area that is associated with this WLQ ς the 

peatland slopes. The maximum magnitude of change will be medium, which will arise principally in 

relation to the site area but also in some parts of the eastern leg of the peatland slopes. This arises 

from the following considerations. 

¶ The Proposed Development will affect four of the five physical attributes of this WLQ - high 

degree of perceived naturalness; landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challenging; 

the lack of modern human artefacts or structures; and little evidence of contemporary land uses. 

The effect of the Proposed Development on the first two of these two attributes will be limited, 

with the strength of the attributes being locally reduced on the site itself from moderate-high 

to moderate as a result of the direct physical influence of the Proposed Development. The effect 

on the third and fourth attributes will be greater, leading to a reduction from the baseline 

moderate strength to a low strength as a result of the direct physical effect of the Proposed 

Development.  

¶ While the majority of the effects on physical attributes will affect the site area only, a less 

notable but more widespread effect will arise on two attributes - the lack of modern human 

artefacts or structures; and little evidence of contemporary land uses. The effects on these 

attributes will extend intermittently across the eastern leg of the peatland slopes due to 

visibility of the Proposed Development from the wider area.  
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¶ There will be no effect on the fifth physical attribute of WLQ3 - remoteness and/or inaccessibility 

- and this attribute will continue to be displayed at its baseline moderate strength.  

¶ Two of the four perceptual responses of WLQ3 - risk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or 

anxiety and perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities - will be affected 

by the Proposed Development, being locally reduced from moderate-high to moderate as a 

result of the Proposed Development. This reduction in strength will apply only to the eastern 

leg of the peatland slopes.  

¶ The other two perceptual responses of WLQ3 - a sense of sanctuary or solitude and fulfilment 

from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these places - will not be affected by the 

Proposed Development, and will continue to be displayed at their baseline moderate level.  

6.7.287 The medium magnitude of change will be localised on the site area, where the direct influence of the 

Proposed Development is greatest, but will also intermittently affect the eastern leg of the peatland 

slopes. Beyond this area the magnitude of change will diminish as the influence of the Proposed 

Development decreases, dropping to a medium-low, low and negligible level.  

Judge the Significance of the Effects 

6.7.288 bŀǘǳǊŜ{Ŏƻǘ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ǎǳƳƳŀǊƛǎŜǎ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘŜǇ ŀǎ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿǎ ƛƴ ¢ŀōƭŜ мΥ άConclude on the overall significance 

(taking into account any mitigation), in terms of the study area and where relevant the wider WLAΦέ 

6.7.289 The significance of the effect is assessed through a combination of the sensitivity of each WLQ and 

the magnitude of change that will arise as a result of the Proposed Development, with reference to 

their physical attributes and perceptual responses. The steps above indicate that the Proposed 

Development has potential to have a significant effect on three of the four WLQs: WLQ1, WLQ3 and 

WLQ4. The significance of the effects on these WLQs is discussed below.  

WLQ1 ά! ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ƭŀǊƎŜΣ ƛǊǊŜƎǳƭŀǊΣ ǊƻŎƪȅ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ with steep, arresting slopes and a variety of 
ƭƻŎƘǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎƘŀƴǎΣ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎΣ ǊŜƳƻǘŜƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŀƴŎǘǳŀǊȅΦέ 

6.7.290 Steps 3 and 4 have ascertained that WLQ1 has a high sensitivity and that a maximum medium-low 

magnitude of change will arise on its attributes and responses as a result of the Proposed 

Development. This level of change will be localised, arising only on the south-eastern fringes of the 

mountainous area that is associated with WLQ1. Elsewhere, the magnitude of change will be low, 

negligible, or no effect.  

6.7.291 A combination of the factors considered in the maximum medium-low magnitude of change and the 

medium-high sensitivity of WLQ1 will lead to a not significant effect on WLQ1. This effect will be long-

term and reversible. In OP9bΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅΣ ŀ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ-low magnitude of change 

and a high sensitivity can lead to an effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect 

on WLQ1 is judged to be not significant primarily because the Proposed Development will affect only 

two physical attributes (and the effects on these will be perceived, visual effects rather than direct 

physical effects) and two perceptual responses of WLQ1, and in no case will the strength of the 

attributes and responses reduce more than one interim level from the baseline strength (e.g. the 

changes are from high to moderate-high and moderate-high to moderate). None of the physical 

attributes will reduce below a moderate level, and the perceptual responses will not reduce below a 

moderate-high level. It is also relevant that the WLA description for WLQ1 does not make any specific 

reference to the two physical attributes that will be perceptually affected by the Proposed 

Development, indicating that these attributes are not of specific relevance in the formulation of 

WLQ1.  
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6.7.292 These factors ensure that the attributes and responses that are fundamental to the expression and 

distinctiveness of WLQ1 will remain as defining characteristics of the WLA, and will not be materially 

redefined by the external influence of the Proposed Development.  

WLQ3 ά! ǾŀǊƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ƛǊǊŜƎǳƭŀǊ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳǎ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎΣ 
ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ǎŀƴŎǘǳŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƭƛǘǳŘŜΦέ 

6.7.293 Steps 3 and 4 have ascertained that WLQ3 has a high sensitivity (where it is expressed in the central 

mountain area that is covered by the NSA) or medium-high sensitivity (where it is expressed in the 

areas that lie outwith the NSA) and that a maximum medium-low magnitude of change will arise as a 

result of the Proposed Development. This level of change will be localised, arising only where WLQ3 

is expressed in the southern peatland area of the WLA. Elsewhere, the magnitude of change will be 

low, negligible, or no effect.  

6.7.294 A combination of the factors considered in the maximum medium-low magnitude of change and the 

medium-high sensitivity of the relevant geographical area of WLQ3 will lead to a not significant effect 

on WLQ3. This effect will be long-ǘŜǊƳ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǾŜǊǎƛōƭŜΦ Lƴ ht9bΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅΣ ŀ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻf a 

medium-low magnitude of change and a medium-high sensitivity can lead to an effect that is 

significant or not significant. In this case, the effect on WLQ3 is judged to be not significant primarily 

because the Proposed Development will affect only one physical attribute and one perceptual 

response of WLQ3, and these effects will be localised to one specific geographical area where WLQ3 

is expressed ς the peatland slopes. It is also important that the WLA description for WLQ3 does not 

make any specific reference to either the physical attribute or the perceptual response that will be 

affected by the Proposed Development, indicating that this attribute and response are not of specific 

relevance in the formulation of WLQ3. This is demonstrated in the wordinƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƛǘƭŜ ƻŦ ²[vоΤ άA 

variety of spaces created by irregular landforms in which there is perceived naturalness, as well as a 

strong sense of sanctuary and solitudeέΦ ¢ƘŜ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ Ƙŀǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 

Development will not notably affect thŜ άirregular landformǎέΣ άperceived naturalnessέΣ ƻǊ άstrong 

sense of sanctuary and solitudeέ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ²[!Φ  

6.7.295 These factors ensure that the attributes and responses that are fundamental to the expression and 

distinctiveness of WLQ3 will remain as defining characteristics of the WLA, and will not be materially 

redefined by the external influence of the Proposed Development.  

WLQ4 ά9ȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜΣ ŜƭŜǾŀǘŜŘ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ǎƭƻǇŜǎ ǿƘƻǎŜ ǎƛƳǇƭƛŎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ŀ 
perception of awe, whilst highlightƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΦέ 

6.7.296 Steps 3 and 4 have ascertained that WLQ4 has a medium-high sensitivity and that a maximum medium 

magnitude of change will arise on the attributes and responses of this WLQ as a result of the Proposed 

Development. A combination of the factors considered in the maximum medium magnitude of change 

and the medium-high sensitivity of WLQ4 will lead to a significant effect on WLQ4. This effect will be 

localised, arising only on the site itself and intermittently on the eastern leg of the peatland slopes 

that are associated with WLQ4. Elsewhere, the effect will be not significant due to the reduced 

magnitude of change. This effect will be long-term and reversible. 

6.7.297 Lƴ ht9bΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅΣ ŀ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ƳŀƎƴƛǘǳŘŜ ƻŦ change and a medium-high 

sensitivity can lead to an effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect on WLQ4 is 

judged to be significant primarily because the Proposed Development will be located within the area 

that is associated with WLQ4 ς the peatland slopes ς and will therefore have a direct, physical effect 

upon this WLQ. This is reflected in the reduction in the strength of two of the physical attributes of 

WLQ4 - the lack of modern human artefacts or structures and little evidence of contemporary land 

uses ς from a moderate to a low level on the site itself, while two further attributes will be reduced 

from a moderate-high to a moderate level on the site itself. Beyond the site itself, two physical 
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attributes and two perceptual responses will also be affected in the wider expression of WLQ4, within 

the eastern leg of the peatland slopes.  

6.7.298 Table 6.12 summarises the effects of the Proposed Development on the WLQs of the Reay-Cassley 

WLA (WLA 34).  

Table 6.12 ς Summary of Effects on WLQs of Reay-Cassley WLA (WLA 34) 

Wild Land Quality (WLQ)  Sensitivity of 
WLQ  

Magnitude of 
Change on 
WLQ   

Significance of 
Effect on WLQ  

WLQ1 A range of large, irregular, rocky mountains 
with steep, arresting slopes and a variety of lochs 
and lochans, possessing a strong sense of 
naturalness, remoteness and sanctuary. 

High  Maximum 
medium-low  

Not Significant   

WLQ2 An awe-inspiring, broad scale expanse of 
cnocan in which there is a complex pattern of 
features at a local level that contribute to the sense 
of naturalness and sanctuary. 

No potential for a significant effect to arise  

WLQ3 A variety of spaces created by irregular 
landforms in which there is perceived naturalness, 
as well as a strong sense of sanctuary and solitude. 

High or 
medium-high  

Maximum 
medium-low  

Not Significant   

WLQ4 Extensive, elevated peatland slopes whose 
simplicity and openness contribute to a perception 
of awe, whilst highlighting the qualities of adjacent 
mountains. 

Medium-high  Maximum 
medium  

Significant 
effect on the 
site/south-
eastern leg of 
the WLA  

6.7.299 The assessment of effects on wild land indicates that the Proposed Development is likely to result in 

significant effects on WLQ4 where it is expressed in the peatland slopes (in the southern part of the 

WLA). This significant effect is most likely to arise on the site area and intermittently on the eastern 

leg of the peatland slopes, where the Proposed Development will affect the physical attributes and 

perceptual responses of WLQ4.  

6.7.300 Elsewhere, the indirect influence of the Proposed Development, the baseline nature of the WLA, and 

the attributes and responses of the WLQs ensure that the effect of the Proposed Development will 

be not significant. This includes the central mountains, where the physical attributes and perceptual 

responses are most strongly expressed.  

6.7.301 Notably, the Proposed Development will be located in a part of the WLA that is directly affected by 

baseline development (e.g. hydro-electric infrastructure), and it will also be perceived in the context 

of development that lies outwith the WLA (e.g. roads, houses, forestry, hydro-electric infrastructure, 

and wind farms). This ensures that the greatest effects of the Proposed Development will generally 

arise on those parts of the WLA that display a lower baseline strength of physical attributes and 

perceptual responses (e.g. the peatland slopes, and more specifically, the eastern edge of the eastern 

leg of the peatland slopes). Conversely, effects on the area where WLQs (and their attributes and 

responses) are expressed to a greater degree ς the area of central mountains that is associated with 

WLQ1 - will undergo a considerably more limited effect from the Proposed Development.  

6.7.302 The Jenks analysis in Figure 6.5c and 6.11c (where it is shown in conjunction with the ZTV for the 

Proposed Development) is helpful in confirming that the parts of the WLA that may experience 

significant effects do not coincide with the parts of the WLA where the attributes and responses of 

the WLQs are most strongly expressed. The blue, purple and orange shading that covers almost all of 
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the area on and around the site and the wider eastern leg of the peatland slopes signifies a Jenks 

score of 4, 5 and 6, which sits below the categories of 7 and 8 that are needed to justify wild land, as 

set out in paragraph 26 of Mapping of {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ ²ƛƭŘƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ²ƛƭŘ [ŀƴŘΥ bƻƴςtechnical Description 

of the Methodology (SNH, June 2014):  

ά/ƻƳǇŀǊƛǎƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ нллн ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŀǊŜŀǎ ŦƻǊ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ WŜƴƪǎ у ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ 

that they all included significant areas with scores falling in the two highest wildness 

classes (classes 8 and 7). Possible wild land areas were therefore required, as a minimum, 

ǘƻ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ Ŏƭŀǎǎ у ŀƴŘκƻǊ Ŏƭŀǎǎ т ŎŜƭƭǎΦέ 

6.7.303 In considering the Jenks analysis, it is important to note that the data analysis only included wind 

farms that were operational in 2014 (Paragraph 33 of the Methodology cited above). The Jenks 

analysis therefore does not reflect the presence of wind farms that have subsequently been 

constructed, are under-construction or which have been consented.  

6.7.304 In conclusion, the Proposed Development will, in the main, affect those parts of the WLA where the 

wildness qualities are not expressed to their optimum and where other external influences have 

resulted in a diminution of their strength. Where there is theoretical visibility of the Proposed 

Development from areas where the WLQs are more strongly expressed, it will be seen in the context 

of other development, including wind farms, which ensures that it will not introduce an entirely new 

influence on attributes and responses.  

6.7.305 Whilst removing all visibility from the WLA is not possible, the Proposed Development has been very 

specifically designed to mitigate and minimise its effect on the WLA as a whole. Mitigation (including 

mitigation by siting and design) is of key importance in the accommodation of the Proposed 

Development within the fringes of the WLA without an unacceptable effect on the overall integrity of 

the WLA. Table 1 of SPP notes the following in relation to development within Group 2 areas (within 

which WLAs lie): 

άwŜŎƻƎƴƛǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴΣ ƛƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǿƛƴŘ ŦŀǊƳǎ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ 

appropriate in some circumstances. Further consideration will be required to demonstrate 

that any significant effects on the qualities of these areas can be substantially overcome 

ōȅ ǎƛǘƛƴƎΣ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ƻǊ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴΦέ 

6.7.306 !ǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ Ψ{ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ϧ 

Architecture Onshore Wind ς {ƻƳŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴǎǿŜǊŜŘΩ ό{ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ нлмпύΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ 

the following question and answer.  

άvΥ Iƻǿ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ όƻŦ ǿƛƴŘ ŦŀǊƳ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎύ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ ƻƴ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘΚ 

A: Mitigation could include reducing the number of turbines, careful siting and design of 

the proposal. Limiting the visibility of the proposal through understanding of the 

geographical features of the area and through comments received during the design, 

scoping and engagement stages of wind farm development could also help to identify the 

ǎŎƻǇŜ ŦƻǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦέ 

6.7.307 The mitigation that has been considered in the layout iteration of the Proposed Development in 

relation to the WLA is described below.  

¶ The number of turbines in the Proposed Development has been reduced from 22 in the 2011 

application for a wind farm in the same area to nine in the current application. This reduction 

was due largely to the consideration of landscape and visual effects, especially those on the 
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WLA and the NSA., and the smaller number of turbines has mitigated effects on the WLA to a 

considerable degree.  

¶ The positioning of the turbines on the eastern fringe of the outer peatland slopes gives them a 

stronger association with the developed Loch Shin area (including the hydro infrastructure that 

lies within the WLA) than the interior of the WLA. This area also has the lowest Jenks classes 

found within the WLA.  

¶ This peripheral location also limits that the potential effect of the turbines on the massive open 

expansiveness of the peatland slopes (which contributes to several perceptual responses) as 

they will not be seen in the centre of a wider area of peatland, where they could provide visual 

enclosure and reduce the openness of a considerably larger area.  

¶ The low elevation of the turbines in relation to the majority of the WLA also minimises their 

potential for enclosure and interruption of the vast open peatlands, as they will not appear in a 

prominent skyline location from within the WLA.  

¶ The layout of the turbines in a single row with similar base elevations ensures that the Proposed 

Development has a strong, simple and well-balanced appearance when seen from key locations 

within the WLA (e.g. Viewpoint 2, Ben More Assynt). This avoids eye-catching variations and 

scale comparisons between the turbines.  

¶ The Proposed Development is designed to utilise existing road infrastructure within the WLA, 

thus reducing the need for additional new tracks. Other infrastructure ς the substation 

compound - has been located outwith the WLA and in close proximity to the existing hydro 

power station on the shore of Loch Shin where its external effect on the WLA will be minimised.  

¶ The turbines in the Proposed Development have purposely been specified at below 150 m tip 

height in order to avoid the need for aviation lighting, which could increase effects on the WLA.  

¶ Extensive consultation with NatureScot and THC has been carried out throughout the layout 

design process, particularly in relation to potential effects on the WLA. It is considered that 

concerns raised by NatureScot and THC in the course of this process have been taken into 

consideration in the application layout.  

6.7.308 It is considered that these factors have notably reduced the potential effects of the Proposed 

Development on the WLA and its WLQs, ensuring that άΧany significant effects on the qualities of 

these areasέ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ άsubstantially overcome by siting, design or other ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴέΦ  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.309 The following wind farms are relevant in the assessment of effects on the Reay-Cassley WLA: 

¶ operational wind farms at Achany, Lairg and Rosehall;  

¶ under-construction wind farm at Creag Riabhach;  

¶ consented wind farms at Braemore and Lairg 2; 

¶ application-stage sites at Meall Buidhe and Strath Tirry; and 

¶ scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission.  

6.7.310 All of these cumulative wind farms are shown on Figures 6.13a and 6.13b. The operational and under-

construction sites are shown on Figure 6.11d, along with a cumulative ZTV that shows visibility of the 

Proposed Development in conjunction with visibility of operational/under-construction wind farms.  

6.7.311 The main assessment of effects on the WLQs takes into account the relevant operational and under-

construction wind farms, and the cumulative effects with these wind farms are considered in the 
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assessment of the effects that the Proposed Development will have on the WLQs. A separate 

cumulative assessment is therefore not carried out for the addition of the Proposed Development to 

operational and under-construction wind farms.  

6.7.312 When various combinations of consented, application-stage and scoping cumulative wind farms are 

also considered, the addition of the Proposed Development to WLQs 1, 3 and 4 is likely to result in an 

increased cumulative effect due to the greater wind farm influence that would be apparent around 

the WLA. However, the cumulative effect on the WLQs in any scenario would remain limited for the 

following reasons.  

¶ The consented, application and scoping cumulative wind farms lie at some distance from the 

Proposed Development (a minimum of around 14.5 km), which provides visual, geographical 

and perceived separation from the Proposed Development. This ensures that the influence of 

the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms will not concurrently be sufficient to 

lead to a significant cumulative effect on the WLQs.  

¶ The cumulative wind farms of all statuses are grouped around the eastern leg of the WLA and 

as a result, this part of the WLA has the greatest existing and potential future wind farm 

influence. The Proposed Development will follow the pattern of development that relates to 

this leg of the peatlands. This is beneficial as it will not notably affect a part of the WLA that is 

otherwise unaffected by wind energy development (as can be seen on the cumulative ZTV in 

Figure 6.11d), and thus while wind farm influence on this part of the WLA will be increased, its 

influence is not out of keeping with the existing character of the landscape.  

¶ The location of the Proposed Development in the south-eastern area peatlands also ensures 

that wind farm influence on the WLA will continue to arise chiefly from the south-east and east 

of the WLA. As a result, from the great majority of the WLA, all wind energy development will 

be seen in the same aspect of the setting (the east and south-east). This focus within one aspect 

both reduces the additional influence of the Proposed Development as it will be seen in the 

context of other wind energy development, and ensures that the great majority of the setting 

to the WLA will remain unaffected, including, most importantly, the spectacular and dramatic 

landscape to the north and west (where extensive areas are covered by NSAs as well as WLAs).  

¶ The part of the WLA that is most affected by the Proposed Development ς the eastern peatlands 

leg ς is affected to a notable degree by baseline human development, including wind farms, and 

this reduces the degree of cumulative effect arising from its addition as the relevant WLQ 

physical attributes and perceptual responses are already reduced in strength.  

6.7.313 The combination of these factors ensures that the cumulative effect on WLA 34 will be not significant 

when consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms are considered.  

Assessment of Effects on Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA (WLA 37)  

6.7.314 WLA 37 (Foinaven-Ben Hee) lies a minimum of around 5.8 km to the north of the Proposed 

Development, as shown on Figure 6.5a and 6.5b. The WLA description (SNH, 2017) for WLA 37 

provides a useful overview of this WLA:  

ά¢Ƙƛǎ ƭŀǊƎŜ ²ƛƭŘ [ŀƴŘ !ǊŜŀ ό²[!ύ ŜȄǘŜƴŘǎ рсф km2 across north west Sutherland, 

extending from the peatlands of Crask in the south east to the mountain of Foinaven in 

the north west. The northern half of the WLA mainly comprises a complex range of high 

mountains in addition to a peninsula of lower hills extending towards Durness. In contrast, 

the southern half of the WLA includes extensive peatlands and the isolated mountain of 

.Ŝƴ IŜŜΦέ 
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6.7.315 The WLA description lists six WLQs (which are numbered 1 to 6 for the purpose of this assessment):  

1. άTowering, rugged mountains, highlighted by their prominent rock covering, that appear 

awe-inspiring and contribute to a strong sense of naturalness. 

2. A remote, secluded interior with very few human elements and a strong perception of 

sanctuary and solitude. 

3. A variety of shelves, corries and basins carved into the mountain landforms that harbour a 

strong sense of sanctuary and solitude- some with lochs, rivers and waterfalls. 

4. A complex mix of towering and arresting crags, cliffs and knolls with a predominance of bare 

rock, conveying a strong sense of naturalness. 

5. Long straths and glens that penetrate far into the interior ς some with tracks or paths, that 

provide access through the landscape. 

6. Extensive peatland slopes that appear awe-inspiring in their simplicity and contrast to 

neighbouring ƳƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭƻǿ ǿƛŘŜ ƻǇŜƴ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀΦέ 

6.7.316 These WLQs form the basis of the wild land assessment as they express the distinctive and specific 

wildness qualities that are found in this WLA. The WLA description provides further information on 

each of these WLQs as an explanation of how the various aspects of the landscape contribute to the 

WLQ.  

Step 1: Define the Study Area and Scope of the Assessment 

6.7.317 The ZTVs (Figures 6.11a and 6.11b) show localised and intermittent theoretical visibility from the WLA, 

gained almost completely from the south-eastern area of the WLA, between Meallan Liath Coire Mhic 

Dhughaill in the west and the A836 in the east. Very small areas of theoretical visibility are also gained 

from further away, with the most distant visibility being over 30 km away, at Foinaven.  

6.7.318 In relation to the first consideration in the identification of the study area, the WLA description 

ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ άrecognised routes/movement through the WLAέΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ 

a description of the theoretical visibility that may be gained from them. Several routes through the 

WLA that are not specifically mentioned in the WLA description are also listed.  

¶ The seven Corbetts (Arkle, Ben Hee, Beinn Spionnaidh, Cranstackie, Foinaven, Meall Horn and 

Meallan Liath Coire Mhic Dhughaill): theoretical visibility from Arkle (25.8 km away); Ben Hee 

(12.2km away); Foinaven (very limited theoretical visibility from over 31 km away); Meallan 

Liath Coire Mhic Dhughaill (theoretical visibility from 18.5 km away); no visibility from 

Cranstackie, Beinn Spionnaidh and Meall Horn and the key routes to these mountains.  

¶ Lower-level through-path between Gualin House and Gobernuisgach (no visibility).  

¶ Lower-level through-path between Loch Stack and Gobernuisgach (part of the unmarked 

Sutherland Trail and also known as Bealach na Feithe Drove Road) (no visibility). 

¶ Path over Bealach Horn (no visibility).  

¶ The Sutherland Trail (no visibility).  

¶ Bealach nam Meirleach Drove Road (West Merkland to Gobernuisgach) (negligible visibility).  

¶ Path to Loch Gaineamhach (intermittent visibility from over 10 km away).  

6.7.319 This indicates that of the more notable routes and locations that people may visit within the WLA, the 

great majority will gain no visibility of the Proposed Development. Where there is visibility, this is 

gained from a minimum of over 10 km away, from the track to Loch Gaineamhach and 12.2 km away, 
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at Ben Hee. The track to Loch Gaineamhach and Ben Hee should therefore be included within the 

study area, but otherwise the routes and locations are not a major consideration due to a combination 

of lack or/limited visibility and distance from the Proposed Development.  

6.7.320 ¢ƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ƴƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ bŀǘǳǊŜ{Ŏƻǘ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ŀǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ άrationale for the selection of 

the study area and scope of the assessmentέ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άwild land qualities likely to be 

ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘέΦ This WLA has six WLQs, and these are described below along with a judgement 

as to whether or not they may be significantly affected. 

²[vмΦ άTowering, rugged mountains, highlighted by their prominent rock covering, that appear 
awe-ƛƴǎǇƛǊƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎΦέ 

6.7.321 This WLQ relates to the mountains in the northern part of the WLA, as noted in the WLA description 

ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άwithin the northern part of the WLA, there is a complex arrangement of large and 

rugged mountains that includes Foinaven, Arkle and CranstackieέΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŦƻǊ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Proposed Development on this northern part of the WLA is very limited, as noted above, with no 

visibility gained from Cranstackie, very limited/limited and distant theoretical visibility from Foinaven 

and Arkle. There is also no visibility from Beinn Spionnaidh or Meall Horn, which lie within this 

northern mountainous area.  

6.7.322 It is relevant that ς as stated in the title of the WLQ - this WLQ is concerned largely with the form of 

ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŜƳǎŜƭǾŜǎΣ ŎƛǘƛƴƎ άimpressive geological and topographical features and 

ǇǊŜŘƻƳƛƴŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŜȄǇƻǎŜŘ ōǊƛƎƘǘ ƎǊŜȅ ǊƻŎƪΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎƻƴǾŜȅǎ ŀƴ ΨŜƭŜƳŜƴǘŀƭΩ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ŀƴŘ 

a strong perception of naturalness. The distinctive elevation, shapes, colours and textures of the 

Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŀǊǊŜǎǘƛƴƎ ŦƻǊƳǎΧ ǇǊƻƳƛƴŜƴǘ ǊƻŎƪ ŦŀŎŜǎΣ ōƻǳƭŘŜǊ ŦƛŜƭŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŎǊŜŜΧŘŜŜǇ ŎƻǊǊƛŜǎ 

ŦǊƻƳ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƻǿŜǊƛƴƎ ŎƭƛŦŦǎ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ƛƳǇƻǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊǊŜǎǘƛƴƎΧLǘ ƛǎ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎing 

to ascend the mountains because of their great ruggedness and elevation, but also because there is a 

need to negotiate very narrow ridgelines, loose boulders and scree (particularly difficult during wet or 

icy conditionsύέΦ  

6.7.323 This indicates that much of the WLQ is based on the physical characteristics of the landform and the 

perceptual responses that they elicit rather than external influences. Where external influences are 

referenced in the WLQ, they all relate to external features around the northern part of the WLA:  

ά¢ƘŜ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǎƘŀǇŜǎΣ ŎƻƭƻǳǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǘŜȄǘǳǊŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

arresting forms are emphasised by contrast with neighbouring strath floors, lochs and 

cnocan. These are also highlighted in comparison to greener and gentler hills outside the 

WLA that form the distant backdrop to some views (including hills within Cape Wrath WLA 

40)έ ŀƴŘ ά¢ƘŜ ƘƛƎƘ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ ŀƴŘ ƭƻƴƎ ǘƛƳŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎŎŜƴŘ ǘƘŜ 

mountains contributes to the sense of remoteness upon the tops, even where views from 

ƘŜǊŜ ǊŜǾŜŀƭ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ŎƭƻǎŜ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ²[! ŜŘƎŜΦέ 

6.7.324 The very limited influence of the Proposed Development on the part of the WLA that is associated 

with this WLQ; the focus of the physical attributes and perceptual responses on the innate 

characteristics of the mountain area itself; and the limited relevance of the Proposed Development 

(which lies to the south) as an external influence on this WLQ (which relates more closely to the 

northern surroundings of the WLA) ensures that the Proposed Development will not notably affect 

the attributes/responses that comprise this WLQ. This WLQ will not be significantly affected by the 

Proposed Development and has therefore not been considered any further. 

²[vнΦ άA remote, secluded interior with very few human elements and a strong perception of 
sanctuary and solitudeΦέ 

6.7.325 ¢Ƙƛǎ ²[v ƛǎ ŎƘƛŜŦƭȅ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŀŎŎŜǎǎƛōƭŜΣ ŜƴŎƭƻǎŜŘ ŎƻǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²[!Φ ¢ƘŜ άremote, secluded 

interiorέ ƛǎ ŦƻǳƴŘ ǇǊƛƳŀǊƛƭȅ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴƻǳǎ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²LA but there are interior 
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areas in the central-southern part, around Ben Hee, that display this WLQ to a high degree. While this 

WLQ will not be directly affected by the Proposed Development due to its location outwith the WLA, 

the Proposed Development may affect the perceptual responses that contribute to the WLQ. This 

WLQ is therefore included in the assessment.  

²[vоΦ άA variety of shelves, corries and basins carved into the mountain landforms that harbour 
a strong sense of sanctuary and solitude- some with lochs, rivers and waterfallsΦέ 

6.7.326 This WLQ relates to the landform and topography of the mountains in the WLA. This WLQ is concerned 

ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŜƳǎŜƭǾŜǎΣ ǊŜŦŜǊǊƛƴƎ ǘƻ άƛǊǊŜƎǳƭŀǊ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ ƭŀƴŘŦƻǊƳΧ 

shelves, corries and basins. The high and steep slopes surrounding these often tower above in an 

arresting manner, whilst also forming a shield that results in a perception of being hidden and a strong 

ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ǎŜŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎŀƴŎǘǳŀǊȅΧaŀƴȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǎƘŜƭǾŜǎΣ ŎƻǊǊƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ōŀǎƛƴǎ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴ lochs or 

ƭƻŎƘŀƴǎΧƻǘƘŜǊǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ƳƻǊŜ ŘǊŀƳŀ ŀƴŘ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǊǳǎƘƛƴƎ ǊƛǾŜǊǎ ƻǊ ǿŀǘŜǊŦŀƭƭǎ ǘƘŀǘ 

expose the underlying geology and highlight the steep ruggedness of surrounding slopesέΦ  

6.7.327 This indicates that much of the WLQ is based on the physical characteristics of the landform and the 

perceptual responses that they elicit. The focus of the physical attributes and perceptual responses 

on the innate characteristics ς particularly the landform - of the mountain area itself ensures that the 

external influence of the Proposed Development will not notably affect the attributes/responses that 

comprise this WLQ. This WLQ will not be significantly affected by the Proposed Development and has 

therefore not been considered any further. 

²[vпΦ άA complex mix of towering and arresting crags, cliffs and knolls with a predominance of 
ōŀǊŜ ǊƻŎƪΣ ŎƻƴǾŜȅƛƴƎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎΦέ 

6.7.328 This WLQ relates to the rocky landform and topography found in parts of the WLA in addition to the 

mountains. This WLQ is concerned largely with the rocky physical topography of these features and 

ŀǊŜŀǎΣ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōƛƴƎ άareas of mixed rugged crags, cliffs and knolls that seem random in form and 

ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴΧǘƻǿŜǊƛƴƎ ŎǊŀƎǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƭƛŦŦǎΧ.ŀǊŜ ǊƻŎƪ ǇǊŜŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŀƎǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƭƛŦŦǎΣ ŎƻƴǾŜȅƛƴƎ a 

ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎΧŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ǊŜƛƴŦƻǊŎŜŘ ƛƴ ǇƭŀŎŜǎ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǿƻƻŘƭŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ 

ŜȄǇƭƻƛǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǎƘŜƭǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŜŜǇΣ ǊƻŎƪȅ ŦŀŎŜǎΧ¢ƘŜ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǘŜŜǇ ŎƭƛŦŦǎΣ ŎǊŀƎǎ 

and knolls form foci within the landscape, for example Creag na Faoilinn at the southern end of Loch 

EribollέΦ  

6.7.329 This indicates that much of the WLQ is based on the physical characteristics of the landform and 

topography and the perceptual responses that they elicit. The focus of the physical attributes and 

perceptual responses on the innate characteristics of the rock features ensures that the external 

influence of the Proposed Development will not notably affect the attributes/responses that comprise 

this WLQ. This WLQ will not be significantly affected by the Proposed Development and has therefore 

not been considered any further. 

²[vрΦ άLong straths and glens that penetrate far into the interior ς some with tracks or paths, 
that provide access through the landscapeΦέ 

6.7.330 There are several straths and glens, some with paths, that provide relatively low-level (although 

sometimes passing over a bealach) access into the interior of the WLA. These include Srath Dionard, 

Glen Golly, Bealach nam Meirleach, Bealach na Feithe and Bealach Horn.  

6.7.331 These straths and glens, and the tracks that run through them, will gain no or negligible theoretical 

visibility of the Proposed Development as shown on the ZTV. This is due to the inherently enclosed 

nature of strath landform, and the bealachs are also generally enclosed by surrounding mountain 

landform. The lack of, or very limited, influence of the Proposed Development on these straths and 

glens ensures that the external influence of the Proposed Development will not notably affect the 
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attributes/responses that comprise this WLQ. This WLQ will not be significantly affected by the 

Proposed Development and has therefore not been considered any further. 

²[vсΦ άExtensive peatland slopes that appear awe-inspiring in their simplicity and contrast to 
neighbouring mountains, and allow wide open views of the surrounding areaΦέ 

6.7.332 ¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ²[v ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άThe southern part of the WLA comprises an extensive 

area of gently-ǎƭƻǇƛƴƎ ƻǊ Ŧƭŀǘ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ƴŜŀǊ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘƳŀǊƪ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ ƻŦ .Ŝƴ IŜŜέΦ The context section 

of the WLA descripǘƛƻƴ ŀƭǎƻ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άΧthe southern half of the WLA includes extensive peatlands 

ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƛǎƻƭŀǘŜŘ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ ƻŦ .Ŝƴ IŜŜέΦ  

6.7.333 The peatland slopes that are associated with this WLQ cover much of the area that is shown on the 

ZTV to have visibility of the Proposed Development. While this WLQ will not be directly affected by 

the Proposed Development due to its location outwith the WLA, the Proposed Development may 

provide an external influence and affect the perceptual responses that contribute to the WLQ. This 

WLQ is therefore included in the assessment. 

6.7.334 ¢ƘŜ ǘƘƛǊŘ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ƴƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ bŀǘǳǊŜ{Ŏƻǘ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ŀǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ άrationale for the selection of 

ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀ ŀƴŘ ǎŎƻǇŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘέ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άThe potential for cumulative effectsέΦ 

Creag Riabhach lies partly within the eastern edge of the peatland slopes area, and the peatland 

slopes is also the part of the WLA that is closest to other cumulative wind farms including Achany, 

Rosehall, Lairg, and Lairg 2.  

6.7.335 The considerations described above indicate that the study area for the assessment of effects on this 

WLA should cover the southern part of the WLA, largely covered by the southern peatland slopes and 

also including Ben Hee (see Figure 6.5b). This area is shown on the ZTV to have the greatest level of 

visibility of the Proposed Development, and is associated with the WLQ that has greatest potential to 

be affected by the Proposed Development - WLQ6. WLQ2, the second WLQ that has potential to be 

affected by the Proposed Development, is also expressed in this area. Moreover, the peatland slopes 

are the part of the WLA that is most likely to be affected by potential cumulative effects. 

6.7.336 It should be noted that Ben Hee, which is included within this study area, is an isolated mountain that 

stands within the surrounding peatlands and is not considered to be part of the mountainous northern 

area of the WLA. This is ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άThe northern half of the 

WLA mainly comprises a complex range of high mountains in addition to a peninsula of lower hills 

extending towards Durness. In contrast, the southern half of the WLA includes extensive peatlands 

ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƛǎƻƭŀǘŜŘ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ ƻŦ .Ŝƴ IŜŜέΦ  

6.7.337 There is an area of theoretical visibility that lies to the north of the southern peatlands and Ben Hee, 

covering the massif of Meallan Liath Coire Mhic Dhughaill/Carn Dearg. This area has not been included 

in the study area as it does not have potential to be significantly affected by the Proposed 

Development. This is due to a combination of two main factors; the WLQs that are expressed in this 

area do not have potential to be significantly affected by the Proposed Development, as described 

above; and visibility of the Proposed Development is gained from a minimum of around 15 km away, 

at which distance it will not constitute a major external influence.  

6.7.338 To the north of this area, the most mountainous northern part of the WLA not be affected physically 

and only to a very limited extent perceptually by the Proposed Development and is therefore not 

included within the study area.  

Step 2: Establish the Baseline 

6.7.339 NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows in Table 1:  
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ά/ƻƴŦƛǊƳ ǘƘŜ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ όǎŜǘ ƻǳǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴύ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ 

area, describing any major changes that have occurred since the description was prepared 

ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ²[!Φέ 

6.7.340 The basŜƭƛƴŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƛǎ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŜŘ ōȅ bŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΩǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²[!Σ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǇǇƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜƛƎƘǘ 

ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ƻŦ ǿƛƭŘƴŜǎǎ ό{bIΣ нлмпύΣ ht9bΩǎ ǎƛǘŜ ǾƛǎƛǘǎΣ ŀƴŘ [±L! ±ƛŜǿǇƻƛƴǘǎ мн ŀƴŘ моΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ 

outlook towards the Proposed Development from the study area. It is important to note that while 

the LVIA viewpoints provide a useful illustration of the views that can be gained from within the study 

area, the assessment of effects on viewpoints and on wild land areas is carried out separately and 

according to specific methodologies that vary in some respects. The assessment of visual effects at 

viewpoints should therefore not be considered in relation to the assessment of effects on wild land, 

and the viewpoints have been referenced simply to provide an illustration of views within the study 

area.  

6.7.341 This step involves a review of the strength of attributes and responses and their contribution to the 

identified WLQs of the area. These are verified against the WLA description, noting that the strength 

to which the WLQs are expressed will vary in different parts of the WLA. In this case, it has been 

ascertained in Step 1 that the Proposed Development has potential to significantly affect two of the 

WLQs (WLQs 2 and 6) and this baseline section therefore focusses on WLQs 2 and 6, which are: 

¶ 2Φ ά! ǊŜƳƻǘŜΣ ǎŜŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴǘŜǊƛƻǊ ǿƛǘƘ ǾŜǊȅ ŦŜǿ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

sanctuary and solitude. 

¶ 6. Extensive peatland slopes that appear awe-inspiring in their simplicity and contrast to 

neighbouring mountains, and allow ǿƛŘŜ ƻǇŜƴ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀΦέ 

6.7.342 Table 6.13 below lists the physical attributes and perceptual responses and their contribution to WLQs 

2 and 6.  

Table 6.13 ςPhysical Attributes and Perceptual Responses of WLQs 

Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

Physical Attribute 

High degree of 
perceived naturalness 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άWithin WLAs 
vegetation cover is 
primarily composed 
of natural or semi-
ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ƘŀōƛǘŀǘǎΧ 
Catchment systems 
and other 
geomorphological 
processes are largely 
unmodifiedέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ2 

No specific reference. 

WLQ6 

¶ There is a strong perception of 
naturalness within the peatland on 
account of its random pattern of 
rough vegetation, lochs, dubh lochan, 
bogs and peat hags at a detail level, 
as well as its exposure at a broad 
ǎŎŀƭŜΣ ƘƛƎƘƭƛƎƘǘŜŘ ōȅ ΨǿƛŘŜ ǎƪƛŜǎΩ 
revealing dynamic weather 
conditions. 

WLQ2 

This physical attribute contributes to 
WLQ2 and is expressed to a high level in 
the interior part of the study area.  

WLQ6 

This physical attribute contributes to 
WLQ6 and is generally expressed to a 
high level in the peatland slopes, which 
are associated with this WLQ. There is 
local modification of drainage systems 
in the eastern peatlands, near Crask, 
where ditches and a canal have been 
constructed for hydro-electric 
generation. 

The lack of modern 
human artefacts or 
structures/Little 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ2 
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Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

evidence of 
contemporary land 
uses 

NB These attributes 
have been grouped as 
they have a high level 
of crossover in the 
WLA description.  

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άThere is no or very 
limited evidence of 
contemporary 
buildings, structures 
or engineering works 
within WLAs although 
their presence 
outwith may be 
discerned. Older 
artefacts (for 
example, shielings 
and cleared 
settlements) and 
small scale features 
(for example, fences 
and stalkers paths) 
may be evidentέ ŀƴŘ 
άWithin WLAs no or 
very limited evidence 
of more intensive land 
use, but their 
presence outwith may 
be discerned. 
Extensive grazing and 
management for field 
sports may be evident 
(for example, 
muirburn, grazing 
pressure and use of 
ATVs)έΦ  

WLQ2 

¶ From the interior, there is a strong 
sense of sanctuary, influenced by the 
presence of few human artefacts or 
evidence of contemporary laƴŘ ǳǎŜΧ 

¶ Within some parts of the interior, 
human artefacts can be seen at a far 
distance, for example the Meall na 
Moine mast. However, in these 
situations, the features tend to be so 
far away, minor in scale, or few in 
ƴǳƳōŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǎŜŜƳ ǘƻ 
directly impose upon the experience 
of the wild land qualities. 

WLQ6 

¶ ΧǿƘŜǊŜ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǎŜŜƴΣ 
particularly around the margins of 
the WLA, these are highly prominent 
across a wide area; for example the 
Fiag forest plantation and the road, 
inn, telecom masts and shelter belts 
around The Crask. 

¶ This extensive visibility of human 
artefacts and contemporary land use 
outside the WLA influences the wild 
land qualities within the southern 
part of the area over relatively far 
distances, although other attributes 
may be strong, such as ruggedness 
and perceived naturalness. 

These physical attributes contribute to 
WLQ2 and are expressed to a high level 
in the interior part of the study area.  

WLQ6 

As noted in the description, the 
peatland slopes that are associated with 
this WLQ are influenced to a notable 
degree by external human influences 
and contemporary land uses. The 
subsequent consenting of Creag 
Riabhach wind farm partly within the 
WLA has further considerably 
decreased the strength of these 
attributes. There is also local 
development of hydro infrastructure in 
the eastern peatlands, near Crask, and 
public access/interpretation. 

This attribute is expressed to a 
moderate degree in the area associated 
with WLQ6, the peatland slopes.  

Landform which is 
rugged, or otherwise 
physically challenging 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άWithin WLAs, land 
that has extensive 
rough terrain or 
extensive boglands, 
which is difficult to 
traverseΦέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ2 

No specific reference. 

WLQ6 

¶ The rugged ground at a local level 
also makes access difficult and 
physically challenging. 

WLQ2 

This physical attribute contributes to 
WLQ2 and is expressed most strongly in 
the mountainous northern part of the 
WLA, which is outwith the study area. 
Landform within the interior parts of 
the study area is generally less rugged, 
and this attribute is expressed to a 
moderate-high level.  

WLQ6 

While the peatland slopes have some 
ruggedness, this is localised, as 
acknowledged in the WLA description, 
and this reduces the strength of this 
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Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

physical attribute in relation to WLQ6 to 
a moderate-high level.  

Remoteness and/or 
inaccessibility 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άWithin WLAs, land 
that is distant from 
public motorised 
access (the nearest 
public road, ferry 
landing or railway 
station), taking 
account of the 
distance, barriers to 
travel (for example, 
lochs, rivers and 
cliffs), and ease of 
travel on foot / 
bicycleΦέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ2 

¶ The remoteness of the mountains is 
emphasised by the long and time-
consuming travel required to 
penetrate and cross the area. 

WLQ6 

¶ The rugged ground at a local level 
also makes access difficult and 
ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎƛƴƎΧ 

¶ The peatland within this WLA is 
visited by few people, partly due to its 
ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ŀŎŎŜǎǎΧ 

WLQ2 

This physical attribute contributes to 
WLQ6 and is expressed to a high level in 
the interior areas that are associated 
with this WLQ. 

WLQ6 

There are local points of access into the 
peatlands (e.g. vehicular tracks to Fiag 
(private) and Loch Gaineamhach 
(public)). The tracks at Creag Riabhach 
wind farm will further increase 
accessibility into the WLA. This attribute 
is expressed to a moderate-high level in 
relation to WLQ6. 

Perceptual Response  

A sense of sanctuary 
or solitude 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άThe perception of 
separation from the 
ΨƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǿƻǊƭŘΩΣ 
isolation or distance 
from disturbance, 
that engenders 
feelings of respite or 
tranquillity, that 
enables a focus on the 
natural / semi-natural 
settingΦέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ2 

¶ Χthere is a strong sense of sanctuary, 
influenced by the presence of few 
human artefacts or evidence of 
contemporary land use and a sense of 
seclusion created by the screening of 
ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ ǎƭƻǇŜǎΧǿƛǘƘ 
few visitors to the interior, there can 
be an intense appreciation of the wild 
land qualities and a strong sense of 
solitude. 

WLQ6 

No specific reference 

WLQ2 

This response contributes to WLQ2 and, 
as noted in the description, is expressed 
strongly where there is screening by 
surrounding mountains. It is also 
expressed to a high degree in the parts 
of the less mountainous interior that 
are enclosed by lower landforms due to 
the containment of the landscape and 
the lack of human influences and 
people within these areas.  

WLQ6 

The open, exposed nature of the 
peatland slopes landscape, vehicular 
tracks into the peatlands at Fiag and 
Loch Gaineamhach, and the notable 
presence of external human influences 
result in a limited sense of sanctuary or 
solitude. The presence of Creag 
Riabhach wind farm will further reduce 
this. This attribute is expressed to a 
moderate level in relation to WLQ6.  

Risk or, for some 
visitors, a sense of 
awe or anxiety 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άThe perception of 
hazard that arises 
from being self-reliant 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ2 

No specific reference 

WLQ6 

WLQ2 

This response contributes to WLQ2 and 
is expressed to a high degree in the 
interior parts of the study area.  

WLQ6 
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Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

in remote settings of 
large scale, whose 
rugged natural 
character and 
isolation from 
assistance (if 
required) engenders 
respectΦέύ 

¶ The striking contrast of the peatland 
and mountain landforms, in 
combination with a simple ground 
cover and strong sense of openness, 
generates a sense of awe. 

¶ There is a strong perception of 
naturalness within the peatland on 
account of its random pattern of 
rough vegetation, lochs, dubh lochan, 
bogs and peat hags at a detail level, 
as well as its exposure at a broad 
ǎŎŀƭŜΣ ƘƛƎƘƭƛƎƘǘŜŘ ōȅ ΨǿƛŘŜ ǎƪƛŜǎΩ 
revealing dynamic weather 
conditions. The rugged ground at a 
local level also makes access difficult 
and physically challenging. 
Altogether, these factors contribute 
to a perception of high risk. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ²[!ΧŦƻǊƳǎ 
an important component of key views 
looking into the WLA from outside the 
edge along the A836 and A838 main 
roads. Within these views, the 
peatland provides a simple, open fore 
and midground to the mountains 
beyond and, in doing so, highlights 
the distinct qualities of each that 
conveys a strong sense of awe. 

This response contributes to WLQ6 and 
is expressed in the peatlands. However, 
the internal presence of tracks and 
external human influences (noted in the 
²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ōŜƛƴƎ άhighly 
prominent across a wide areaέύ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƛƴ 
ŀ ǊŜŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ άǊƛǎƪ ƻǊΧǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŀǿŜ 
or anxietyέΦ Lƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊΣ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴŎŜ 
of the A836 and A838 reduces the sense 
ƻŦ ǊŜƳƻǘŜƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ άisolation from 
assistanceέ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘǎΦ 
The addition of Creag Riabhach wind 
farm will further reduce this.  

The third point made in the WLA 
description is not relevant to the 
assessment of effects as it relates to 

views gained from outwith the WLA. 
NatureScot guidance (2020) notes that 
άThis guidance sets out a methodology 
and general principles for assessing the 
impact of development and other 
proposals on WLAs, as they are 
experienced from within the WLA, not 
from outwith itΦέ  

This response is expressed to a 
moderate-high level in relation to 
WLQ6.  

Perceptions that the 
landscape has 
arresting or inspiring 
qualities 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άAn aesthetic 
reaction to the 
natural/semi-natural 
setting, often 
associated with the 
ΨŎƭŀǎǎƛŎΩ ƘƛƎƘΣ ǎǘŜŜǇ 
and jagged 
mountains juxtaposed 
with deep lochs or 
seas, but can also be 
prompted by other 
superlative 
compositions such as 
the large scale 
simplicity of rounded 
massif, or the 
seemingly infinite 
expanse of open 
ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ƻǊ ǎŜŀǎΦέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ2 and WLQ6 

No specific reference 

WLQ2 

This response contributes notably to 
WLQ2 and is expressed strongly 
throughout the interior of the study 
area due to the combination of 
landform, enclosure, scale and solitude 
of the landscape.  

WLQ6 

This response contributes to WLQ6 and 
is expressed to a moderate-high level 
due to the massive expanse of peatland 
slopes. A high level is precluded by the 
presence of human influences around 
the peatlands, as these provide a finite 
edge to the otherwise open expanse of 
the slopes. This sense of enclosure will 
be exacerbated by Creag Riabhach wind 
farm once construction is complete.  
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Physical Attribute/ 
Perceptual Response 

Strength of Physical 
Attribute/Perceptual Response and 
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as 
described in WLA description)  

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change 
to Baseline  

Fulfilment from the 
physical challenge 
required to penetrate 
into these places 

(defined in 
NatureScot guidance 
ŀǎ άThe satisfaction 
and sense of 
accomplishment that 
arises from the 
physical effort 
required to traverse 
these settings, 
tackling their scale, 
topography, ground 
and weather 
conditionsΦέύ 

Referred to in the WLA description as 
follows: 

WLQ2 

No specific reference 

WLQ6 

¶ Χ¢ƘŜ ǊǳƎƎŜŘ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŀǘ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƭŜǾŜƭ 
also makes access difficult and 
physically challenging. 

WLQ2 

This response contributes to WLQ2 and 
is expressed to a high level in the 
interior parts of the study area due to 
the remoteness of the landscape and 
the distance travelled.  

WLQ6 

While much of the peatland slopes are 
challenging to access, the level of 
access provided by tracks (including 
public vehicular access to Loch 
Gaineamhach) reduces the strength of 
this response. While the peatland itself 
can be challenging to cross, the 
satisfaction/sense of accomplishment 
arising from the physical effort required 
to traverse the slopes is limited by the 
generally undramatic nature of the 
landform. This response is expressed to 
a moderate-high level. 

6.7.343 Table 6.13 carries out a review of the baseline physical attributes and perceptual responses of the 

study area and their contribution to the relevant WLQs, as identified in the WLA description and 

reviewed by OPEN in light of more recent and detailed site visits. This review identifies the following 

points in relation to the WLQs, physical attributes and perceptual responses of the study area. 

¶ Physical attributes and perceptual responses are most strongly expressed in the interior of the 

study area, which is associated primarily with WLQ2. Here, four of the five physical attributes 

and all four perceptual responses are expressed to a high level, while the fifth attribute is 

expressed to a moderate-high level.  

¶ In the peatland slopes that are associated with WLQ6, the range of physical attributes and 

perceptual responses is wider; the attributes and responses lack of modern human artefacts or 

structures; little evidence of contemporary land uses; and a sense of sanctuary or solitude are 

expressed to a moderate degree; landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challenging; 

remoteness and/or inaccessibility; risk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or anxiety; 

perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities; and fulfilment from the 

physical challenge required to penetrate into these places are expressed to a moderate-high 

degree; and one attribute - high degree of perceived naturalness ς is expressed to a high degree.  

In the peatland slopes, the reduction in the baseline strength of attributes and responses is due 

to internal and external features that preclude the higher expression that is seen in other parts 

of the WLA and in relation to the other WLQs. The main aspects of development that reduce 

their strength are firstly the accessibility within the peatland slopes, including a paths and 

vehicular tracks, and secondly, development, including wind farms, that lies largely outwith the 

WLA (but also within it at Creag Riabhach) that affects the attributes and responses within the 

peatlands.  

¶ ht9bΩǎ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀ Ƙŀǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ²[vс ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ 

and responses are overstated in the WLA description. This is due largely to the subsequent 
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consenting of Creag Riabhach wind farm partly within the peatland slopes, but also to the access 

that can be gained into the peatland slopes.  

6.7.344 In relation to the baseline strength of attributes and responses within the study area, it is relevant to 

note the Jenks classification of wild land, as shown on Figure 6.5c and with the ZTV on Figure 6.11c. 

This indicates that the peatlands have relatively low Jenks classes, with several small areas of level 8; 

slightly larger but still small and intermittent areas of level 7; extensive areas of levels 5 and 6; areas 

of level 3 and 4 around the fringes and along tracks; and very small areas of level 2, also on tracks.  

Step 3 ς Assess the Sensitivity of the WLA Qualities 

6.7.345 Sensitivity is assessed by combining the value of the WLA and its susceptibility to the Proposed 

Development. NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows in Table 1. 

ά¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ŦƛŜƭŘ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀΣ ŀǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƴǎƛǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƛƭŘ 

land qualities scoped in (including their physical attributes and perceptual responses), to 

ǘƘŜ ǘȅǇŜ ŀƴŘ ǎŎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘέΦ 

6.7.346 The value of the WLA has been established previously as medium-high other than the area that is also 

covered by the North-West Sutherland NSA, which has a high value. The study area lies entirely 

outwith the NSA, and therefore has a consistent medium-high value.  

6.7.347 It has been ascertained in Step 1 that the Proposed Development has potential to significantly affect 

two of the qualities of the WLA (WLQ2 and WLQ6) and the assessment of the susceptibility and 

sensitivity therefore focusses on these WLQs, and their attributes and responses, as they apply to the 

study area. This assessment is described below.  

Susceptibility and Sensitivity of WLQ2 

6.7.348 The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA, and also outwith the area that is associated with 

this WLQ (the WLA interior). This means that three of the physical attributes of this WLQ have no 

susceptibility to the Proposed Development as they cannot be physically affected by the Proposed 

Development. The remaining two physical attributes - the lack of modern human artefacts or 

structures and little evidence of contemporary land uses ς can be perceptually affected by visibility of 

development outwith the WLA and are therefore susceptible to the Proposed Development.  

6.7.349 The baseline presence and strength of the physical attributes and perceptual responses that 

contribute to WLQ2 are of relevance to susceptibility, and are discussed in Step 2, above. This 

concluded that the two physical attributes of the central mountains that can be perceptually affected 

by visibility of the Proposed Development - the lack of modern human artefacts or structures and little 

evidence of contemporary land uses - are both expressed to a high degree.  

6.7.350 All of the four perceptual responses (all of which may be affected by the Proposed Development as it 

can exert an external influence on perceptual responses despite lying outwith the WLA) are expressed 

to a high degree in the interior area that is associated with WLQ2. The moderate-high and high level 

of the attributes and responses that are relevant to the interior area covered by WLQ2 leads in turn 

to a heightened susceptibility to the Proposed Development.  

6.7.351 The combination of the location of the Proposed Development outwith the WLA and the area 

associated with WLQ2, the strength of the attributes/responses, and the lack of susceptibility of three 

of the attributes to the Proposed Development results in a medium-high susceptibility to the 

Proposed Development. When combined with the medium-high value of this area, this leads to a 

medium-high sensitivity for the interior area that is associated with WLQ2.  

Susceptibility and Sensitivity of WLQ6 
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6.7.352 The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA, and also outwith the area that is associated with 

this WLQ (the southern peatland slopes). This means that three of the physical attributes of this WLQ 

have no susceptibility to the Proposed Development as they cannot be physically affected by the 

Proposed Development. The remaining two physical attributes - the lack of modern human artefacts 

or structures and little evidence of contemporary land uses ς can be perceptually affected by 

development outwith the WLA and are therefore susceptible to the Proposed Development.  

6.7.353 The baseline presence and strength of the physical attributes and perceptual responses that 

contribute to WLQ6 are of relevance to susceptibility, and are discussed in Step 2, above. This 

concluded that the two physical attributes of the central mountains that can be perceptually affected 

by visibility of the Proposed Development - the lack of modern human artefacts or structures and little 

evidence of contemporary land uses - are both expressed to a moderate degree. Of the four perceptual 

responses that contribute to WLQ6, one is expressed to a moderate degree and three to a moderate-

high degree.  

6.7.354 The combination of the location of the Proposed Development outwith the WLA and the area 

associated with WLQ6, the strength of the attributes/responses, and the lack of susceptibility of three 

of the attributes to the Proposed Development results in a medium susceptibility to the Proposed 

Development. When combined with the medium-high value of this area, this leads to a medium-high 

sensitivity for the peatland slopes that are associated with WLQ6. 

Assess the Magnitude of the Effects 

6.7.355 NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows in Table 1:  

ά!ǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻƴ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭ ŀƴŘκƻǊ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎΣ ŘǊŀǿƛƴƎ ƻǳǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

physical attributes and perceptual responses will be affected, how and to what degree. 

¢Ƙƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛȊŜ ƻǊ ǎŎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜΣ ƛǘǎ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŘǳǊŀǘƛƻƴΦέ 

6.7.356 It has been ascertained in previous steps that the Proposed Development has potential to significantly 

affect two of the six WLQs of this WLA (WLQ2 and WLQ6) and this part of the assessment therefore 

focusses on these WLQs. The following two tables describe the effect that the Proposed Development 

may have on the physical attributes and perceptual responses of each of the two WLQs, concluding 

with an assessment of the magnitude of change that will arise on each WLQ.  

Table 6.14 - Effects on WLQ2  

WLQ2 A remote, secluded interior with very few human elements and a strong perception of sanctuary 
and solitude 

Physical Attribute: high degree of perceived naturalness (expressed to a high degree ς see Table 6.13)  

The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, 
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.  

The strength of this attribute will remain high. 

Physical Attribute: the lack of modern human artefacts or structures (expressed to a high degree ς see 
Table 6.13) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛƴ ²[vн ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άFrom the interior, there is a strong sense of 
sanctuary, influenced by the presence of few huƳŀƴ ŀǊǘŜŦŀŎǘǎ ƻǊ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊȅ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜΧ²ƛǘƘƛƴ 
some parts of the interior, human artefacts can be seen at a far distance, for example the Meall na Moine 
mast. However, in these situations, the features tend to be so far away, minor in scale, or few in number that 
ǘƘŜȅ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǎŜŜƳ ǘƻ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǎŜ ǳǇƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎέΦ  

The Proposed Development will not introduce human artefacts into the interior area associated with WLQ2, 
and this attribute will therefore not be directly affected. However, this attribute can relate to elements that 
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WLQ2 A remote, secluded interior with very few human elements and a strong perception of sanctuary 
and solitude 

lie outwith the WLA and are perceived from within it, and the Proposed Development may therefore affect 
this attribute through its external influence.  

This effect will be limited as visibility, and therefore influence, of the Proposed Development from the 
interior part of the study area is restricted by the landform that encloses and defines these core parts of the 
WLA. The distance of the Proposed Development from the interior is also relevant, as where it is visible, the 
influence of the Proposed Development will reduce with distance. The closest theoretical visibility of the 
Proposed Development from the WLA is gained from approximately 6 km away; this is to the outer edge of 
the WLA, and the distance of the Proposed Development from the interior of the WLA, as represented in 
WLQ2, is several kilometres further away. It is also important that the Proposed Development, (which lies to 
the south of the study area) will not be seen in the context of views from the interior towards the 
mountainous part of the WLA (which lies to the north), so the influence of the eye-catching and 
undeveloped northern WLA will remain unaffected.  

Moreover, the Proposed Development lies to the south of the interior of the study area, where it will be 
seen in the context of the baseline human influences that are apparent to the east, south and south-east of 
the study area (e.g. Creag Riabhach wind farm, A836, A838, forestry, elements around the Crask Inn, track to 
Loch Gaineamhach, relatively distant wind farms around Lairg, and other development along Loch Shin). This 
ensures that it will not extend human elements around the interior of the study area, and the key 
undeveloped northern and western aspects of the setting to the interior will remain unaffected.  

These factors that reduce the magnitude of change are tempered by the contrast that the Proposed 
Development will have with the moorland setting of the southern side of Loch Shin, where large-scale 
structures are not apparent. The Proposed Development will also be seen in the context of WLA 34, within 
which it is located, although the part of WLA 34 within which it is seen has relatively low wildness qualities 
(as shown on Jenks mapping). This matter is referenced ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άThe WLA 
ƛǎΧƴƻƴŜǘƘŜƭŜǎǎ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘŜŘ ōȅ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ŀǊŜŀǎΧǎƻ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘǎ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ǎŜŜƳ ǘƻ ŜȄǘŜƴŘ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ƛǘǎ 
boundary. This includes the Reay - /ŀǎǎƭŜȅ ²[! όопύέΦ  

However ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƎƻŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƻ ǎŀȅ άIts relationship with adjacent wild land appears particularly strong 
ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²[!Χƛƴ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǊƎƛƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ŀǊŜ ƳƻǊŜ ǇǊƻƳƛƴŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ 
the openness of the peatland which clearly revŜŀƭǎ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƻǳǘŜǊ ŜŘƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²[!έΦ This 
acknowledges that the continuity between WLAs is less apparent in the south due to the human elements 
that are found around the edges of the peatlands (now added to by Creag Riabhach wind farm) and this is 
true of the interaction between WLAs 34 and 37.  

These factors - the location of the Proposed Development outwith the WLA; its limited and relatively distant 
visibility/influence from the interior area that is associated with WLQ2; its location in an aspect of the 
setting to the interior that is affected by baseline development; its appearance within the context of the 
periphery of WLA 34; and its contrast with its moorland setting ς will lead to a minor reduction in the 
strength of this attribute as it is expressed in WLQ2 and the interior area with which it is associated.  

The strength of this attribute will reduce to a moderate-high level.  

Physical attribute: little evidence of contemporary land uses (expressed to a high degree ς see Table 6.13) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛƴ ²[vн ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άFrom the interior, there is a strong sense of 
ǎŀƴŎǘǳŀǊȅΣ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŦŜǿ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŀǊǘŜŦŀŎǘǎ ƻǊ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊȅ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜΧέΦ  

The Proposed Development will not introduce contemporary land uses into the interior area associated with 
WLQ2, and this attribute will therefore not be directly affected. However, this attribute can relate to 
elements that lie outwith the WLA and are perceived from within it, and the Proposed Development may 
therefore affect this attribute through its external influence. 

¢Ƙƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ƭŀƴŘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ŀǘ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ƭŜǾŜƭΣ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άΧƳƻǊŜ ƛƴǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜΧ9ȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ 
ƎǊŀȊƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ŦƛŜƭŘ ǎǇƻǊǘǎΧ όŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ƳǳƛǊōǳǊƴΣ ƎǊŀȊƛƴƎ ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ !¢±ǎύέΦ In 
this context, it is only the ground level land management of the site that is relevant, and the turbines will 
not affect this attribute (the external influence of the turbines is relevant to the previous attribute, and their 
effect is discussed there). The Proposed Development will introduce a more contemporary land use through 
the addition of new and upgraded tracks and hardstandings, but these aspects of the Proposed 
Development will not have a significant external influence on the interior of the WLA. This is due largely to 
the distance of the site from the interior of the WLA; the outer edge of the WLA is a minimum of 6 km away, 
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WLQ2 A remote, secluded interior with very few human elements and a strong perception of sanctuary 
and solitude 

and the closest part of the interior is likely to be several kilometres further away, at which distance the 
changes to land management are unlikely to be clearly discernible and will have a negligible effect on WLQ2.  

The strength of this attribute will remain high.  

Physical Attribute: landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challenging (expressed to a 
moderate-high degree ς see Table 6.13) 

The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, 
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.  

The strength of this attribute will remain moderate-high.  

Physical Attribute: remoteness and/or inaccessibility (expressed to a high degree ς see Table 6.13) 

The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, 
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.  

The strength of this attribute will remain high.  

Perceptual Responses: a sense of sanctuary or solitude, risk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or 
anxiety, perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities, and fulfilment from the 
physical challenge required to penetrate into these places 

(all expressed to a high degree ς see Table 6.13) 

The perceptual responses are assessed as a group in relation to WLQ2 as the factors that determine the 
effect of the Proposed Development on each of them are very similar.  

The physical attributes of this WLQ will undergo a very limited effect as a result of the Proposed 
Development, with four of the five attributes assessed to remain at their baseline high or moderate-high 
level and a minor reduction arising only in one attribute - άThe lack of modern human artefacts or 
ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎέ -  which will reduce from a high level to a moderate-high level (as described previously in this 
table). This retention of attributes ensures that the perceptual responses will also undergo a very limited 
effect as the perceptual responses arise from the combination of the physical attributes.  

The key determining factors in the minimisation of effects on the physical attributes are the location of the 
Proposed Development outwith the WLA; its limited and relatively distant visibility/influence from the 
interior area that is associated with WLQ2; and its location in an aspect of the setting to the interior that is 
affected by baseline development. These factors also ensure that effects on the perceptual responses of 
WLQ2 will be minimised.  

The lack of specific reference to three oŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǳǊ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ²[vн ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ όάa sense of sanctuary 
or solitudeέ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜŘύ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘΣ ŀǎ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƘǊŜŜ 
responses are not of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ2.  

The strength of the four perceptual responses will remain high. 

6.7.357 The magnitude of change on WLQ2 will be low. This arises from the following considerations. 

¶ The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA, and at some distance from the interior WLA 

that is associated with WLQ2.  

¶ There will therefore be no direct physical effects on this WLQ, and effects are perceived only. 

There will be no effect on four of the five physical attributes of the WLQ, and these four 

attributes will continue to be displayed at their baseline high or moderate-high levels.  

¶ The effect of the Proposed Development on the remaining one physical attribute of this WLQ - 

the lack of modern human artefacts or structures ς will be limited and will be perceptual only, 

with the strength of this attribute being reduced from high to moderate-high as a result of the 

external influence of the Proposed Development.  
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¶ The four perceptual responses of WLQ2 will not be affected by the Proposed Development, and 

will continue to be displayed at their baseline high level.  

¶ The key factors in the limited effects on these physical attributes and perceptual responses of 

WLQ2 are the location of the Proposed Development outwith the WLA, its limited and relatively 

distant visibility/influence from the interior area that is associated with WLQ2, and its location 

in an aspect of the setting to the interior that is affected by internal and external baseline 

development.  

Table 6.15 - Effects on WLQ6 

WLQ6 Extensive peatland slopes that appear awe-inspiring in their simplicity and contrast to neighbouring 
mountains, and allow wide open views of the surrounding area 

WLQ6 - Physical Attribute: high degree of perceived naturalness (expressed to a high degree ς see Table 
6.13) 

The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, 
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.  

The strength of this attribute will remain high. 

WLQ6 - Physical Attribute: the lack of modern human artefacts or structures (expressed to a moderate 
degree ς see Table 6.13) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ƛƴ ²[vс ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άΧǿƘŜǊŜ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǎŜŜƴΣ 
particularly around the margins of the WLA, these are highly prominent across a wide area; for example the 
CƛŀƎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ Ǉƭŀƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊƻŀŘΣ ƛƴƴΣ ǘŜƭŜŎƻƳ Ƴŀǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎƘŜƭǘŜǊ ōŜƭǘǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ¢ƘŜ /ǊŀǎƪΧ¢Ƙƛǎ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ 
visibility of human artefacts and contemporary land use outside the WLA influences the wild land qualities 
within the southern part of the area over relatively far distances, although other attributes may be strong, 
ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǊǳƎƎŜŘƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎέΦ  

The Proposed Development will not introduce human artefacts into the peatlands associated with WLQ6, 
and this attribute will therefore not be directly affected. However, this attribute can relate to elements that 
lie outwith the WLA and are perceived from within it, and the Proposed Development may therefore affect 
this attribute through its external influence. 

The ZTV indicates intermittent theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development from the peatland slopes 
that are associated with WLQ6, gained from a minimum of approximately 6 km away. The intermittent and 
external, relatively distant, nature of the visibility will restrict the effect of the Proposed Development on 
this attribute of WLQ6. It is also relevant that the Proposed Development, which lies south-south-west of 
the peatlands, will not be seen in the context of views from the peatlands towards the mountainous part of 
the WLA (which lies to the north), and the influence of the eye-catching and undeveloped northern WLA will 
therefore remain unaffected.  

These factors that reduce the magnitude of change are tempered by the location of the Proposed 
Development to the south-south-west of the peatlands, where it will slightly increase the extent of baseline 
human influences that are apparent to the east, south and south-east of the peatlands (e.g. Creag Riabhach 
wind farm, A836, A838, forestry, elements around the Crask Inn, track to Loch Gaineamhach, relatively 
distant wind farms around Lairg, and other development along Loch Shin). The openness of views from the 
peatlands, as noted in the WLQ description in relation to this attribute, will increase the influence of the 
Proposed Development on those areas from where it is visible. However, the key undeveloped northern and 
western aspects of the setting to the peatlands will remain unaffected.  

The Proposed Development will also have some contrast with the moorland setting of the southern side of 
Loch Shin, where large-scale structures are not apparent. The Proposed Development will also be seen in the 
context of WLA 34, within which it is located, although the part of WLA 34 within which it is seen has 
relatively low wildness qualities (as shown on Jenks mapping). This matter is referenced in the WLA 
ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ά¢ƘŜ ²[! ƛǎΧƴƻƴŜǘƘŜƭŜǎǎ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘŜŘ ōȅ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƛƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ŀǊŜŀǎΧǎƻ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘǎ ǿƛƭŘ 
land qualities seem to extend beyond its boundary. This includes the Reay - /ŀǎǎƭŜȅ ²[! όопύέΦ  

IƻǿŜǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƎƻŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƻ ǎŀȅ άIts relationship with adjacent wild land appears particularly strong 
ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²[!Χƛƴ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǊƎƛƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ŀǊŜ ƳƻǊŜ ǇǊƻƳƛƴŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ 
the openness of the peatland which clearly reveals human elements around the ouǘŜǊ ŜŘƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²[!έΦ This 
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acknowledges that the continuity between WLAs is less apparent in the south due to the human elements 
that are found around the edges of the peatlands (now added to by Creag Riabhach wind farm) and this is 
true of the interaction between WLAs 34 and 37.  

These factors - the location of the Proposed Development outwith the WLA and its resultant lack of direct, 
physical effects on this WLQ; its limited and relatively distant visibility from/influence on the peatlands that 
are associated with WLQ6; the retention of the key undeveloped northern and western aspects of the 
setting to the peatlands; the slight increase in human elements around the peatlands that will arise from the 
Proposed Development and the openness of views from the peatlands; its appearance within the context of 
the periphery of WLA 34; and its contrast with its moorland setting ς will lead to a minor reduction in the 
strength of this attribute as it is expressed in WLQ6 and the peatland slopes with which it is associated.  

The strength of this attribute will reduce to a moderate-low level.  

WLQ6 - Physical Attribute: little evidence of contemporary land uses (expressed to a moderate degree ς 
see Table 6.13) 

The WLA description refers to this attribute in WLQ6 as folƭƻǿǎΥ άwhere human elements are seen, 
particularly around the margins of the WLA, these are highly prominent across a wide area; for example the 
CƛŀƎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ Ǉƭŀƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊƻŀŘΣ ƛƴƴΣ ǘŜƭŜŎƻƳ Ƴŀǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎƘŜƭǘŜǊ ōŜƭǘǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ¢ƘŜ /ǊŀǎƪΧ¢Ƙƛǎ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ 
visibility of human artefacts and contemporary land use outside the WLA influences the wild land qualities 
within the southern part of the area over relatively far distances, although other attributes may be strong, 
such as ruggedness and perceived naturalness.ΧέΦ  

The Proposed Development will not introduce contemporary land uses into the peatlands associated with 
WLQ6, and this attribute will therefore not be directly affected. However, this attribute can relate to 
elements that lie outwith the WLA and are perceived from within it, and the Proposed Development may 
therefore affect this attribute through its external influence. 

¢Ƙƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ƭŀƴŘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ŀǘ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ƭŜǾŜƭΣ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άΧƳƻǊŜ ƛƴǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜΧ9ȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ 
grazing and management for fielŘ ǎǇƻǊǘǎΧ όŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ƳǳƛǊōǳǊƴΣ ƎǊŀȊƛƴƎ ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ !¢±ǎύέΦ In 
this context, it is only the ground level land management of the site that is relevant, and the turbines will 
not affect this attribute (the external influence of the turbines is relevant to the previous attribute, and their 
effect is discussed there). The Proposed Development will introduce a more contemporary land use through 
the addition of new and upgraded tracks and hardstandings, but these aspects of the Proposed 
Development will not have a significant external influence on the peatland slopes. This is due largely to the 
distance of the site from the closest area of visibility from the WLA peatlands, which is a minimum of 6 km 
away, at which distance the changes to land management are unlikely to be clearly discernible and will have 
a negligible effect on WLQ6.  

The strength of this attribute will remain moderate.  

WLQ6 - Physical Attribute: landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challenging (expressed to a 
moderate-high degree ς see Table 6.13) 

The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, 
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.  

The strength of this attribute will remain moderate-high. 

WLQ6 - Physical Attribute: remoteness and/or inaccessibility (expressed to a moderate-high degree ς see 
Table 6.13) 

The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, 
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.  

The strength of this attribute will remain moderate-high. 

WLQ6 - Perceptual Response: a sense of sanctuary or solitude (expressed to a moderate degreeς see Table 
6.13) 

This response is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ6. The wider definition of this response is 
ά¢ƘŜ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǿƻǊƭŘΩΣ ƛǎƻƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǊ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŘƛǎǘǳǊōŀƴŎŜΣ ǘƘŀǘ 
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engenders feelings of respite or tranquillity, that enables a focus on the natural/semi-natural settingέ 
(NatureScot, 2020).  

The peatlands are the most developed part of the WLA, as acknowledged in the WLA description, with 
internal and external human influence, including wind farms and other infrastructure. This ensures that the 
ŀǊŜŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƴȅǿŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ άperception 
ƻŦ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǿƻǊƭŘΩΣ ƛǎƻƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǊ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŘƛǎǘǳǊōŀƴŎŜΧέΣ and the Proposed 
Development will have a limited additional external effect on this baseline. It will, however, increase the 
extent of external human influences around the peatlands, and this may lead to some reduction in the 
response, although the key northern and western aspects will remain unaffected.  

The lack of specific reference to this response in the WLQ6 description is relevant as this indicates that this 
response is not of specific importance in the formulation of WLQ6. 

The strength of this response will reduce to a moderate-low level. 

WLQ6 - Perceptual Response: risk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or anxiety (expressed to a 
moderate-high degreeς see Table 6.13) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛƴ ²[vс ŀǎ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿǎ άThe striking contrast of the peatland and 
mountain landforms, in combination with a simple ground cover and strong sense of openness, generates a 
ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŀǿŜΧ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜǎǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘ ƻƴ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ǊŀƴŘƻƳ 
pattern of rough vegetation, lochs, dubh lochan, bogs and peat hags at a detail level, as well as its exposure 
ŀǘ ŀ ōǊƻŀŘ ǎŎŀƭŜΣ ƘƛƎƘƭƛƎƘǘŜŘ ōȅ ΨǿƛŘŜ ǎƪƛŜǎΩ ǊŜǾŜŀƭƛƴƎ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎ ǿŜŀǘƘŜǊ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊǳƎƎŜŘ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŀǘ ŀ 
local level also makes access difficult and physically challenging. Altogether, these factors contribute to a 
perception of high risk. 

¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜΦ CƛǊǎǘƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ άsense of aweέ ŀǊƛǎƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ 
peatland and mountain landforms will not be affected by the Proposed Development as its location to the 
south-south-west ensures that it will not affect the relationship between the peatlands and the mountains 
ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²[!Φ {ŜŎƻƴŘƭȅΣ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ƴƻ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άstrong perception of naturalness 
ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘΧ[and] ¢ƘŜ ǊǳƎƎŜŘ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŀǘ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƭŜǾŜƭέ as these are physical attributes that are 
specific to conditions within the WLA, whereas the Proposed Development lies outwith. Thirdly, the 
tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ǎƻƳŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άexposure at a broad scaleέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘǎ ŀǎ ƛǘ Ƴŀȅ 
be seen as providing an interruption to exposure and openness between the peatland slopes of WLA 37 and 
the adjacent WLA 34, within which it lies. This effect will, however, be limited by the relatively low elevation 
of the Proposed Development and its location on a periphery of the peatlands that is already affected by 
human elements (the A838 and other development along Loch Shin) which ensures that there is not anyway 
a seamless link between the two areas of peatlands.  

¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛǎ άperception of hazard that arises from being self-reliant in remote 
settings of large scale, whose rugged natural character and isolation from assistance (if required) engenders 
respectέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{Ŏot, 2020). The Proposed Development is unlikely to engender a notable sense of 
άassistanceέ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ƛǘǎ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ŀ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ ǾƛǎǳŀƭΣ ƎŜƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ 
the peatlands that are covered by WLQ6.  

The strength of this response will remain moderate-high.  

WLQ6 - Perceptual Response: perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities 
(expressed to a moderate-high degreeς see Table 6.13) 

This response is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ6. The wider definition of this response is 
άAn aesthetic reaction to the natural/semi-ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎΣ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ΨŎƭŀǎǎƛŎΩ ƘƛƎƘΣ ǎǘŜŜǇ ŀƴŘ 
jagged mountains juxtaposed with deep lochs or seas, but can also be prompted by other superlative 
compositions such as the large scale simplicity of rounded massif, or the seemingly infinite expanse of open 
peatland or seasέ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ  

The peatlands area of the WLA displays this response to a moderate-high level due to the massive open 
scale of this ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ǎƻƳŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άsuperlative composition 
[of] the seemingly infinite expanse of open peatlandέ ŀǎ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜ ǾŜǊǘƛŎŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 
ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ŀǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ŀƴ ŜȄǘŜǊƴŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ άseemingly infinite expanse of open peatlandέ 
between WLAs 37 and 34. This effect will, however, be limited by the relatively low elevation of the 
Proposed Development (as it will not appear prominent in views along and across the peatlands) and its 
location on a periphery of the peatlands that is already affected by human elements (the A838 and other 
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development along Loch Shin) which ensures that there is not anyway a seamless link between the two 
areas of peatlands.  

The lack of specific reference to this response in the WLQ6 description is relevant as this indicates that this 
response is not of specific importance in the formulation of WLQ6. 

The strength of this response will reduce to a moderate level. 

WLQ6 - Perceptual Response: fulfilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these 
places (expressed to a moderate-high degreeς see Table 6.13) 

¢ƘŜ ²[! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛƴ ²[vс ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ άThe rugged ground at a local level also 
makes access difficult and physically chalƭŜƴƎƛƴƎέΦ ¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƛǎ άThe satisfaction 
and sense of accomplishment that arises from the physical effort required to traverse these settings, tackling 
their scale, topography, ground and weather conditions.έ όbŀǘǳǊŜ{ŎƻǘΣ нлнлύΦ  

¢ƘŜ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǳǘǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƛǎ ²[! ŜƴǎǳǊŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ άrugged 
ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŀǘ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƭŜǾŜƭέ or the άfulfilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these 
ǇƭŀŎŜǎέΦ  

The strength of this response will remain moderate-high. 

6.7.358 The magnitude of change on WLQ6 will be medium-low. This arises from the following considerations. 

¶ The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA, and at some distance from the peatland 

slopes that are associated with WLQ6.  There will therefore be no direct physical effects on this 

WLQ, and effects are perceived only. There will be no effect on four of the five physical 

attributes of the WLQ, and these four attributes will continue to be displayed at their baseline 

high, moderate-high or moderate levels.  

¶ The effect of the Proposed Development on the remaining one physical attribute of this WLQ - 

the lack of modern human artefacts or structures ς will be perceptual only and limited, with the 

strength of this attribute being reduced from moderate to moderate-low as a result of the 

external influence of the Proposed Development.  

¶ Two of the four perceptual responses of WLQ6 will not be significantly affected by the Proposed 

Development and will continue to be displayed at their baseline moderate-high level.  

¶ The Proposed Development will have some effect on the remaining two perceptual responses, 

but this effect is limited; the moderate baseline level of a sense of sanctuary or solitude will 

reduce to a moderate-low level, and the moderate-high baseline level of perceptions that the 

landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities will reduce to a moderate level.  

¶ It is notable that the WLA description for WLQ6 does not make any specific reference to either 

the two perceptual responses that will be affected by the Proposed Development, indicating 

that these responses are not of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ6. 

Judge the Significance of the Effects 

6.7.359 The significance of the effect is assessed through a combination of the sensitivity of each WLQ and 

the magnitude of change that will arise as a result of the Proposed Development, with reference made 

to their physical attributes and perceptual responses. The previous steps indicate that the Proposed 

Development has potential to have a significant effect on two WLQs of WLA 37 (Foinaven-Ben Hee); 

WLQ2 and WLQ6. The significance of the effects on these WLQs is discussed below.  

²[vн άA remote, secluded interior with very few human elements and a strong perception of 
sanctuary and solitudeΦέ 

6.7.360 Steps 3 and 4 have ascertained that WLQ2 has a medium-high sensitivity and that a maximum low 

magnitude of change will arise on its attributes and responses as a result of the Proposed 
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Development. A combination of the factors considered in the maximum low magnitude of change and 

the medium-high sensitivity of WLQ2 will lead to a not significant effect on WLQ2. This effect will be 

long-term and reversible. The not significant effect reflects the fact that the attributes and responses 

which are fundamental to the expression and distinctiveness of WLQ2 will remain as defining 

characteristics of the WLA, and will not be materially redefined by the external influence of the 

Proposed Development.  

²[vс άExtensive peatland slopes that appear awe-inspiring in their simplicity and contrast to 
neighbouring mountains, and allow wide open views of the surrounding areaΦέ 

6.7.361 Steps 3 and 4 have ascertained that WLQ6 has a medium-high sensitivity and that a maximum 

medium-low magnitude of change will arise as a result of the Proposed Development. A combination 

of the factors considered in the maximum medium-low magnitude of change and the medium-high 

sensitivity of WLQ6 will lead to a not significant effect on WLQ6. This effect will be long-term and 

reversible. 

6.7.362 Lƴ ht9bΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅΣ ŀ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ-low magnitude of change and a medium-high 

sensitivity can lead to an effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect on WLQ6 is 

judged to be not significant primarily because the Proposed Development will affect only one physical 

attribute (and this will be a perceived effect arising from visibility of the Proposed Development rather 

than a direct, physical effect) and two perceptual responses of WLQ6. In all cases, these effects will 

lead to a modest decrease in the strength of the attribute/responses, with a reduction from moderate 

to moderate-low for the attribute and one response, and moderate-high to moderate for the second 

response.  

6.7.363 It is also important that the WLA description for WLQ6 does not make specific reference to either of 

the two perceptual responses that will be affected by the Proposed Development, indicating that 

these responses are not of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ6. This is demonstrated in the 

ǿƻǊŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƛǘƭŜ ƻŦ ²[vсΤ άExtensive peatland slopes that appear awe-inspiring in their simplicity 

and contrast to neighbouring mountains, and allow wide open views of the surrounding areaέΦ ¢ƘŜ 

ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ Ƙŀǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ƴƻǘŀōƭȅ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ άawe-ƛƴǎǇƛǊƛƴƎέ 

response of the peatland slopes, their relationship with the neighbouring mountains in the northern 

part of the WLA, and will have a very limited effect on the openness of views across the surrounding 

area.  

6.7.364 These factors ensure that the attributes and responses that are fundamental to the expression and 

distinctiveness of WLQ6 will remain as defining characteristics of the WLA and will not be materially 

redefined by the external influence of the Proposed Development.  

Table 6.16 ς Summary of Effects on WLQs  

Wild Land Quality (WLQ)  Sensitivity of 
WLQ  

Magnitude of 
Change on WLQ   

Significance of 
Effect on WLQ  

WLQ1 Towering, rugged mountains, highlighted 
by their prominent rock covering, that appear 
awe-inspiring and contribute to a strong sense of 
naturalness. 

No potential for a significant effect to arise  

WLQ2 A remote, secluded interior with very few 
human elements and a strong perception of 
sanctuary and solitude 

Medium-high  Maximum low  Not Significant   

WLQ3 A variety of shelves, corries and basins 
carved into the mountain landforms that harbour 

No potential for a significant effect to arise  
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Wild Land Quality (WLQ)  Sensitivity of 
WLQ  

Magnitude of 
Change on WLQ   

Significance of 
Effect on WLQ  

a strong sense of sanctuary and solitude- some 
with lochs, rivers and waterfalls. 

WLQ4 A complex mix of towering and arresting 
crags, cliffs and knolls with a predominance of 
bare rock, conveying a strong sense of 
naturalness. 

No potential for a significant effect to arise  

WLQ5 Long straths and glens that penetrate far 
into the interior ς some with tracks or paths, that 
provide access through the landscape. 

No potential for a significant effect to arise  

WLQ6 Extensive peatland slopes that appear 
awe-inspiring in their simplicity and contrast to 
neighbouring mountains, and allow wide open 
views of the surrounding area 

Medium-high  Maximum 
medium-low  

Not Significant   

6.7.365 The assessment of effects on wild land indicates that the Proposed Development will have a not 

significant effect on the Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA (WLA 37). This is due to the following key factors: 

¶ the location of the Proposed Development outwith the WLA, which precludes and minimises 

effects on attributes, responses and WLQs; 

¶ the nature of the WLQs and the physical attributes and perceptual responses that contribute to 

them, which limits the potential effect of the Proposed Development on the WLA;  

¶ the location of the Proposed Development in an aspect of the WLA setting that is already 

notably affected by human influences;  

¶ the greatest level of effect of the Proposed Development (a medium-low magnitude of change) 

will be on WLQ6, which is associated with the part of the WLA ς the peatland slopes - that has 

the lowest baseline strength of attributes and responses;  

¶ conversely, effects on the area where WLQs (and their attributes and responses) are expressed 

to a greater degree ς the northern mountains and the interior - will undergo a considerably 

more limited effect from the Proposed Development. and  

¶ the intermittent and relatively distant visibility of the Proposed Development that can be gained 

from the WLA, and its low-lying nature, which ensures that it will not appear as a prominent 

external feature.  

6.7.366 Whilst removing all visibility from the WLA is not possible, the Proposed Development has been 

designed to mitigate and minimise its effect on the WLA. This has been achieved through a number 

of considerations.  

¶ The positioning of the turbines on the low-lying eastern fringe of the WLA 34 peatland slopes 

gives them a strong association with the developed Loch Shin area. This baseline development 

prevents a seamless flow between the peatland slopes of the two WLAs, ensuring that the 

Proposed Development will not itself introduce human elements that provide a break between 

the WLAs, although it will add to the baseline human elements.  

¶ The low elevation of the turbines in relation to the majority of the study area also minimises 

their potential for enclosure and interruption of the Ǿŀǎǘ ƻǇŜƴ ǇŜŀǘƭŀƴŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ άwide open 

viewsέ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ƛƴ ŀ ǇǊƻƳƛƴŜƴǘ ǎƪȅƭƛƴŜ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ 

within the WLA.  
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¶ The layout of the turbines in a single row with similar base elevations ensures that the Proposed 

Development has a strong, simple and well-balanced appearance when seen from key locations 

within the WLA (e.g. Viewpoint 12, Ben Hee, and Viewpoint 13, Cnoc an Alaskie). This avoids 

eye-catching variations and scale comparisons between the turbines.  

¶ The turbines in the Proposed Development have purposely been specified at below 150 m tip 

height in order to avoid the need for visible aviation lighting, which could increase effects on 

the WLA.  

6.7.367 It is considered that these factors have notably reduced the potential effects of the Proposed 

Development on the WLA and its WLQs, ensuring that  the effects on the WLA will be not significant.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.368 The key wind farm in the assessment of cumulative effects on this WLA is Creag Riabhach, which lies 

partly within the eastern edge of the WLA, as shown on Figure 6.11d. Other wind farms of any status 

lie a minimum of over 15 km away (other than the application-stage site at Strath Tirry, which is 

approximately 8.5 km away, and has very limited theoretical visibility from the WLA) and have a 

considerably more limited effect. Creag Riabhach is therefore the only site considered in this 

assessment.  

6.7.369 The main assessment of effects on the WLQs and their attributes/responses takes Creag Riabhach 

into account, along with other operational and under-construction wind farms. Creag Riabhach is 

therefore considered in the evaluation of the baseline strength of the physical attributes and 

perceptual responses of the WLQs, and in the assessment of the effects that the Proposed 

Development will have on the WLQs. A separate cumulative assessment is therefore not carried out 

for the addition of the Proposed Development to Creag Riabhach and other operational and under-

construction wind farms.  

6.7.370 When various combinations of consented, application-stage and scoping cumulative wind farms are 

also considered, the addition of the Proposed Development to WLQs 2 and 6 is likely to result in a 

slightly increased cumulative effect due to the greater wind farm influence that would be apparent 

around the WLA. However, the cumulative effect on the WLQs in any scenario would remain limited 

for the following reasons.  

¶ The consented, application and scoping cumulative wind farms lie at some distance from the 

Proposed Development (a minimum of around 8.5 km for Strath Tirry, after which the next 

closest is Braemore, approximately 19 km away), which provides considerable visual, 

geographical and perceived separation from the Proposed Development. This ensures that the 

influence of the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms will not concurrently be 

sufficient to lead to a significant cumulative effect on the WLQs.  

¶ The cumulative wind farms of all statuses are all grouped to the south and south-east of the 

WLA and as a result, this part of the WLA has the greatest existing and potential future wind 

farm influence. The Proposed Development, which lies to the south, will follow this pattern of 

development and this is beneficial as it will not notably affect parts of the WLA that are 

otherwise unaffected by wind energy development (as can be seen on the cumulative ZTV in 

Figure 6.11d), and thus while wind farm influence on this part of the WLA will be increased, its 

influence is not out of keeping with the existing character of the landscape.  

¶ The location of the Proposed Development to the south of the WLA also ensures that wind farm 

influence on the WLA will continue to arise chiefly from the south and south-east. As a result, 

from the majority of the WLA, wind energy development will be seen in the same aspect of the 

setting (the south and south-east). This focus within one aspect both reduces the additional 
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influence of the Proposed Development as it will generally be seen in the broad context of other 

wind energy development, and ensures that the great majority of the setting to the WLA will 

remain unaffected, including, most importantly, the spectacular and dramatic landscape to the 

north and north-west.  

¶ The part of the WLA that is most affected by the Proposed Development ς the southern 

peatland slopes ς is affected to a notable degree by baseline human development, and this 

reduces the degree of cumulative effect arising from its addition as the relevant WLQ physical 

attributes and perceptual responses are already reduced in strength.  

¶ The not significant effect of the Proposed Development on the WLQs of WLA 37 when assessed 

in the context of operational and under-construction wind farms is also relevant to the 

cumulative effect.  

6.7.371 The combination of these factors ensures that the cumulative effect on WLA 37 will be not significant 

when consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms are considered as well as operational and 

under-construction wind farms. 

Assessment of Effects on Views  

Introduction  

6.7.372 Effects on views are the changes to views that result from the introduction of the Proposed 

Development. The assessment of effects on views includes effects on the 23 viewpoints which 

represent visibility of the Proposed Development from around the study area and effects on principal 

visual receptors such as settlements and routes.  

6.7.373 The viewpoint locations are shown in conjunction with the blade tip ZTV on Figures 6.7a to 6.7c and 

with the hub height ZTV on Figures 6.8a to 6.8c. Visualisations have been prepared to meet the 

requirements of both NatureScot (Visual Representation of Wind Farms Version 2.2, SNH, 2017) and 

THC (Visualisation Standards for Wind Energy Developments, 2016), and the viewpoints are illustrated 

in two separate volumes, NatureScot Visualisations (Volume 3, Figures 6.15 to 6.37) and THC 

Visualisations (Volume 4, Figures 6.38 to 6.60).  

6.7.374 All of the 23 viewpoints have been photographed during 2020. During 2020, the timing of site visits 

for photography has been severely constrained by COVID-19 restrictions. In these circumstances, 

OPEN considered that it was more important to obtain photography from every viewpoint as and 

when COVID-19 restrictions allowed rather than wait until weather conditions were ideal, as this could 

have jeopardised the opportunity to obtain any photographs. As a result, some photography has been 

undertaken with weather conditions that would not normally be considered suitable for LVIA 

photography. In particular, Viewpoints 12, 22 and 23 have not been photographed in clear conditions, 

but it is considered that the outlook towards the site in these views is sufficiently clear to inform a 

competent landscape and visual assessment and allow a good impression of the likely appearance of 

the Proposed Development to be gained.  

6.7.375 All of the viewpoints are assessed in detail. Section 6.5 of this chapter identifies the principal visual 

receptors that have the potential to undergo significant effects (including significant cumulative 

effects) and therefore require further assessment. The effect on each of these principal visual 

receptors is assessed below. The other principal visual receptors were found through the initial 

filtering process to not have the potential to undergo a significant effect and have therefore not been 

assessed in any further detail.  
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Viewpoint 1 - Track near Maovally  

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.376 This viewpoint is on the hydro road that skirts around the south-eastern shoulder of the distinctive 

dome-shaped hill of Maovally (511 m AOD) on its route between Glen Cassley in the south and the 

A838 in the north. Maovally lies at the head of Glen Cassley and is some 6 km to the east of Ben More 

Assynt, from which it is separated by a small band of sweeping moorland and flows LCT. This viewpoint 

has been included as it provides an easily accessible (on foot or bicycle or, with permission, by vehicle) 

yet elevated location within the Reay-Cassley WLA.  

6.7.377 Maovally lies at the northern end of the ridge of rounded hills LCT that encloses the southern side of 

Loch Shin. This viewpoint provides a useful illustration of the location of the Proposed Development 

on the lower northern shoulder of this smooth, rounded ridge, which can be seen in the south-eastern 

foreground of the viewpoint photograph. The transmission line that runs around the shoulder of 

Maovally can also be seen in the foreground of the view.  

6.7.378 To the north-east of the ridge of rounded hills LCT, beyond Loch Shin (which is not seen in this view) 

is the extensive area of sweeping moorland and flows LCT that lies to the north of Loch Shin, while to 

the south-east the partly-forested rounded hills upper slopes of the strath LCT of Glen Cassley can be 

seen. Ben Klibreck forms a distinctive focal point to the north-east, rising from the relatively 

unremarkable landscape of sweeping moorland and flows LCT.  

6.7.379 Operational wind farms at Achany/Rosehall are theoretically visible to the south-east of this viewpoint 

at a minimum distance of 18.6 km away. There is also theoretical visibility of the under-construction 

wind farm at Creag Riabhach, a minimum of 15.4 km away to the north-east. There is no visibility of 

consented wind farms.  

6.7.380 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or recognised viewpoint, facilities are not provided 

for the enjoyment of the view, and it is not within a scenic designation. It is, however, within the Reay-

Cassley WLA (although it should be noted that the WLA is not a scenic designation) and overlooks, in 

the distance, the Ben Klibreck and Loch Choire SLA. The susceptibility to change at this viewpoint is 

high as people who gain the view will generally be walkers or cyclists who are engaging in outdoor 

recreation and are likely to have a specific focus on the scenery and surrounding landscape.  

6.7.381 The combination of the high susceptibility to change of the view and its medium value results in a 

medium-high sensitivity for this viewpoint. 

Magnitude of Change 

6.7.382 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the east of this viewpoint from a 

minimum of 2.21 km away with eight hubs but no turbine bases visible, and will extend across around 

20х of the view. The turbines will be the only visible element of the Proposed Development, with 

infrastructure being screened by landform. Tall cranes will be visible during the short-term 

construction and decommissioning phases.  

6.7.383 The magnitude of change on this view will be high, for the following reasons. 

¶ The Proposed Development has a high level of visibility at reasonably close proximity in an 

aspect of the view that is currently unaffected by wind farm development. 

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the orientation of the view gained by northbound 

travellers on the track, and is seen in the open aspect of the view, to which the eye of the viewer 

is drawn.  

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland backdrop against which it is seen. 
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¶ The turbines are seen partly backclothed by landform and partly on the skyline, which can be 

eye-catching.  

6.7.384 There are factors that mitigate the effect of the Proposed Development to some extent, although 

these are not sufficient to reduce the level of magnitude of change. 

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of a relatively unremarkable, large-scale and 

simple landform both in the foreground and in relation to the skyline backdrop, and this reduces 

the perceived scale of the turbines and avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the 

landscape setting.  

¶ The screening of turbine towers by landform and the relatively low elevation of the Proposed 

Development in relation to the viewpoint and the wider setting notably reduce its vertical 

impact and prominence, as well as its overall visibility.  

¶ The Proposed Development will not be seen in the context of Ben Klibreck, ensuring that it 

remains as a focal point in the view. Moreover, the turbines will not rise above the high point 

of the mountain, ensuring that they will not compete with or dominate the landform.  

¶ The screening of turbine bases by landform avoids the perception of the turbines encroaching 

towards the viewpoint, thus giving a sense of separation.  

¶ The Proposed Development will affect a limited proportion (around 20х) of the expansive open 

view that is available from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain 

unaffected. 

¶ The human development seen in the view (including the hydro road, transmission line, and 

forestry) ensures that it lacks the unspoilt, remote, wildness characteristics with which the 

Proposed Development would have the greatest contrast. 

¶ The Proposed Development forms a compact group of turbines with a well-balanced 

composition, and the absence of visibility of infrastructure reduces the potential clutter 

associated with the Proposed Development.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.385 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be significant. This is due to a combination 

of the factors that lead to the high magnitude of change on the view and the medium-high sensitivity 

of the viewpoint.  

Cumulative Effects 

6.7.386 Visibility of operational and under-construction wind farms is described in the baseline description 

above. There is also theoretical visibility of the application-stage wind farm at Meall Buidhe, 25 km to 

the south-east, south of Achany and Rosehall. There are therefore two potential cumulative scenarios 

to which the Proposed Development may be added; operational/under-construction wind farms, and 

operational/under-construction plus application-stage wind farms.  

6.7.387 In the operational/under-construction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed 

Development to Achany, Rosehall and Creag Riabhach will have a low cumulative magnitude of 

change. This is limited to this level by the distant visibility of the operational/under-construction wind 

farms; their relatively restricted turbine size, and the very small proportion of the view that will be 

occupied by them; the limited level of visibility of Achany and Rosehall; the small number of wind 

farms (with Achany and Rosehall appearing as a single wind farm) that may contribute to the 

cumulative effect; the similar landscape setting of all of the sites within or partly within rounded hills 

LCT; and the containment of the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms within a 95° 



 

Sallachy Wind Farm EIA Report 6-132 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment  

 

aspect of the view, with the Proposed Development at the centre, so that it will not introduce wind 

farm influence to an entirely new aspect of the view.  

6.7.388 In the operational/under-construction plus application-stage wind farms cumulative scenario, with 

the application stage wind farm at Meall Buidhe also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change 

will increase slightly but will remain low due to the limited and distant visibility of Meall Buidhe.  

6.7.389 The cumulative effect in the scenarios of operational/under-construction wind farms and operational/ 

under-construction plus application-stage wind farms will be not significant due to a combination of 

the factors that lead to the low cumulative magnitude of change in both scenarios and the medium-

high sensitivity of the viewpoint.  

Viewpoint 2 - Ben More Assynt  

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.390 This viewpoint is located at the summit of Ben More Assynt, 998 m AOD, from where a spectacular 

panoramic view is gained across extensive areas of north-western Scotland, including the iconic 

Assynt mountains of Canisp, Cul Mor, Quinag and Suilven. The viewpoint is located at the southern 

end of an extensive area of rugged mountain massif LCT that extends as far north as Foinaven and 

this type dominates the view to the north. The uplands ς lone mountains, rounded hills and rocky hills 

and moorland - also extend to the south, east and west of the viewpoint, interspersed by smaller 

areas of sweeping moorland and flows and strath.  

6.7.391 The east-facing aspect of the view, in which the Proposed Development will be seen, is less rugged 

and mountainous than other parts of the outlook, displaying the relatively gentle and smooth 

landform of rounded hills LCT in the middle-ground. Marking the edge of rounded hills, Loch Shin is a 

striking linear feature across the centre of the eastern outlook as is the strath of Glen Cassley, which 

runs parallel to the loch. The domed landform of Maovally can be seen in the foreground to the east, 

with the distinctive hydro track (Viewpoint 1) that skirts around the hill clearly visible. In the middle 

distance, the pipeline associated with the Glen Cassley hydro infrastructure is readily discernible. 

Beyond Loch Shin, sweeping moorland and flows and strath cover the broad, shallow landform of 

Strath Tirry, rising again into rounded hills further to the east. The lone mountains of Ben Klibreck rises 

as a focal point in this relatively unremarkable eastern landscape.  

6.7.392 Operational and under-construction wind farms at Achany/Rosehall are discernible in clear conditions 

to the south-east, while Creag Riabhach is theoretically visible to the north-east of this viewpoint at a 

minimum distance of 22.3 km away and 21.4 km respectively. There is also theoretical visibility of 

consented wind farms at Braemore and Lairg II, a minimum 27.9 km and 33 km respectively. All of 

these operational and consented wind farms lie to the south-east of the viewpoint other than Creag 

Riabhach, which is to the north-east. A number of other operational and consented wind farms are 

also theoretically visible, as shown on the wirelines, but are seen from beyond their study areas and 

are thus outwith the distance at which they may contribute to a significant cumulative effect.  

6.7.393 This view has a high value. It is a well-known hillwalking location within the Assynt-Coigach NSA and 

the Reay-Cassley WLA (although it should be noted that the WLA is not a scenic designation). The 

viewpoint also has value due to the Munro status of Ben More Assynt and the documentation of 

routes to this point. It also has notable scenic qualities and a strong sense of place. The susceptibility 

to change at this viewpoint is high as people who gain the view will be walkers who are engaging in 

outdoor recreation and are likely to have a specific focus on the scenery and surrounding landscape.  

6.7.394 The combination of the high susceptibility to change of the view and its high value results in a high 

sensitivity for this viewpoint. 
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Magnitude of Change  

6.7.395 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the east of this viewpoint from a 

minimum of 8.46 km away with all hubs visible, and will extend across around 10х of the view. The 

turbines will be the principal visible element of the Proposed Development, with the great majority 

of infrastructure being screened by landform. Several short sections of access tracks and a 

hardstanding are, however, theoretically visible (as shown on the photomontage visualisations in 

Figure 6.16g and Figure 6.39)., and tall cranes will be visible during the short-term construction and 

decommissioning phases.  

6.7.396 The magnitude of change on this view will be medium, for the following reasons. 

¶ The Proposed Development has a high level of visibility at moderate proximity in an aspect of 

the view that is currently unaffected by wind farm development. 

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland and loch backdrop against which it is seen. 

¶ The turbines are seen partly backclothed by landform and partly by water, which can be eye-

catching.  

6.7.397 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a medium level are as follows:  

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the large-scale and simple landform of the 

Loch Shin ridge of rounded hills LCT, which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and 

avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting.  

¶ The low elevation of the Proposed Development in relation to the viewpoint and the wider 

setting notably reduces its vertical impact and prominence.  

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in the most developed aspect of the panoramic view 

gained from this viewpoint, where influences such as the hydro road, development along Loch 

Shin, forestry and, further away, wind farms, ensure that the outlook lacks the unspoilt, remote, 

wildness characteristics with which the Proposed Development would have the greatest 

contrast. 

¶ The Proposed Development will not be seen in the context of the dramatic, remote 

mountainous landscape that lies to the north and west of the viewpoint. It will therefore not 

affect the spectacular views gained in these directions, where the special qualities of the NSA 

and wildness qualities of the WLA are most apparent, whereas the Proposed Development will 

be seen outwith the NSA. The Proposed Development will also not be seen in the context of 

Ben Klibreck, ensuring that it remains as a focal point in the north-eastern view.  

¶ The Proposed Development will affect a limited proportion (around 10х) of the panoramic view 

that is available from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain 

unaffected. 

¶ The Proposed Development has a compact, well-balanced, regular and even composition that 

relates well to its landform setting and avoids eye-catching effects of gapping and clustering or 

overlapping.  

¶ The very limited of visibility of infrastructure reduces the potential clutter associated with the 

Proposed Development.  
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Significance of the Effect 

6.7.398 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be significant. This is due to a combination 

of the factors that lead to the medium magnitude of change on the view and the high sensitivity of 

the viewpoint.  

Cumulative Effects 

6.7.399 Visibility of operational, under-construction and consented wind farms is described in the baseline 

description above. There is also theoretical visibility of the application-stage wind farms at Meall 

Buidhe and Strath Tirry, 26.4 km and 26.8 km to the south-east and east-south-east respectively, and 

scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission, 33.7 km and 33 km away respectively. South 

Kilbraur is shown in the wirelines but is seen from outwith its study area. There are therefore four 

potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be added: operational/ 

under-construction wind farms; operational/under-construction plus consented wind farms; 

operational/under-construction plus consented and application-stage wind farms; and operational/ 

under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms. 

6.7.400 With the exception of Creag Riabhach, all of the cumulative wind farms lie to the south-east or east-

south-east of the viewpoint and are contained within a 55° aspect of the view. When Creag Riabhach, 

which is to the north-east, is also considered, the cumulative wind farms are contained within a 90° 

aspect of the view. The sites around Lairg (Achany, Rosehall, Braemore, Lairg 2 and its Resubmission, 

and Garvary) are seen in one group that lies a minimum of 22.3 km away.  

6.7.401 In the operational/under-construction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed 

Development to operational and under-construction wind farms at Achany, Rosehall and Creag 

Riabhach will have a will have a low cumulative magnitude of change. This is limited to this level by: 

the distant visibility of the operational/under-construction wind farms; their relatively restricted 

turbine size, and the very small proportion of the view that will be occupied by them; the small 

number of wind farms (with Achany and Rosehall appearing as a single wind farm) that may contribute 

to the cumulative effect; the similar landscape setting of all of the sites within or partly within rounded 

hills LCT; and the containment of the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms within a 70° 

aspect of the view, with the Proposed Development at the centre, so that it will not introduce wind 

farm influence to an entirely new aspect of the view. This last point also ensures that the great 

majority of the view remains without wind farm influence, including the dramatic and eye-catching 

mountainous NSA landscape that lies to the north and west of the viewpoint. The relatively low 

elevation of the cumulative wind farms in relation to the viewpoint is also important, as this precludes 

any prominent visibility on the skyline and reduces vertical impact, ensuring that the turbines form a 

subservient component in the view.  

6.7.402 In the operational/under-construction plus consented-stage wind farms cumulative scenario, with 

Braemore and Lairg 2 also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change will increase slightly due 

to additional wind farm visibility and the larger scale of the Lairg 2 turbines, but will remain low due 

to the distant visibility of both sites and their grouping together in the same part of the view along 

with Achany and Rosehall.  

6.7.403 In the operational/under-construction plus consented and application-stage wind farms cumulative 

scenario, the application stage wind farms at Meall Buidhe and Strath Tirry are also considered. The 

additional consideration of Strath Tirry would not lead to any notable increase in the low cumulative 

magnitude of change arising from the Proposed Development due to the very limited and distant 

visibility of Strath Tirry. Strath Tirry also lies within the aspect of the view that is affected by other 

cumulative wind farms. Meall Buidhe also has distant and limited visibility, but would extend wind 

farm influence slightly further south around the view, thus increasing the wind farm influence to 
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which the Proposed Development would be added. When Meall Buidhe is considered, with or without 

Strath Tirry, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed 

Development would therefore increase to a medium-low level.  

6.7.404 In the operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms 

cumulative scenario, the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered. 

These sites are given less weight than application-stage wind farms as there is no certainty as to the 

cut-off date that they will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2 

Resubmission would not lead to any notable increase in the medium-low cumulative magnitude of 

change arising from the Proposed Development due to the minor increase in the visibility of turbines 

over that of the consented Lairg 2 turbines. Garvary would add a further wind farm to the scenario to 

which the Proposed Development would be added, but would be seen in conjunction with the group 

at Lairg and would not increase wind farm influence any further around the view. When Garvary and 

Lairg 2 Resubmission are considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition 

of the Proposed Development may increase slightly but would not increase over a medium-low level.  

6.7.405 It is possible that a scenario may arise where the Proposed Development is added to one or both of 

the scoping sites, but the application-stage sites are no longer relevant. In this case, the consideration 

of Lairg 2 Resubmission would not increase the cumulative magnitude of change over the low level 

assessed in the operational/under-construction plus consented scenario. If the Proposed 

Development was added to Garvary without consideration of the application-stage wind farms, the 

cumulative magnitude of change would also remain low due to the distant visibility of this wind farm, 

and its grouping with operational and consented wind farms.  

6.7.406 The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario will be not significant due to the factors that 

lead to the maximum medium-low cumulative magnitude despite the high sensitivity of the 

viewpoint. 

6.7.407 A combination of a medium-low cumulative magnitude of change and a high sensitivity can lead to an 

effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect is judged to be not significant for a 

number of reasons, including the relatively distant visibility of all cumulative wind farms and their 

grouping together (along with the Proposed Development) within a maximum 90° aspect of the view; 

the resultant retention of the great majority of the view without wind farm influence, including the 

dramatic mountainous NSA landscape that lies to the north and west; the location of the Proposed 

Development within an aspect of the view that is affected by baseline wind farm influence; and the 

low elevation of the cumulative wind farms and the Proposed Development in relation to the 

viewpoint, which precludes prominent visibility and reduces vertical impact, ensuring that the 

turbines form a subservient component in the view. 

Viewpoint 3 - Coire Ceann Loch  

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.408 This viewpoint is located on the upper western slopes of Coire Ceann Loch, some 650 m east of the 

high point of Sithean Liath (434 Ƴ !h5ύ ŀƴŘ Ƨǳǎǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ !ƭƭǘ .ŜŀƭŀŎƘ ŀΩ /ƘƻƛǊŜΦ ¢ƘŜ 

property at Corriekinloch, which can be seen in the viewpoint photograph, as can its clearly visible 

access track, lies approximately 2.3 km to the east. The viewpoint is reached by an intermittent and 

indistinct path that runs up the glen from Corriekinloch (as shown on the OS map) but is not easily 

accessible and requires the traversing of rough ground. This viewpoint has been included as it 

provides a relatively low-level but remote view from within the Reay-Cassley WLA and Assynt-Coigach 

NSA, and is relatively accessible in comparison to the high mountains of the NSA and WLA.  

6.7.409 This viewpoint lies within the eastern fringe of the rugged mountain massif LCT where landform is 

less elevated and dramatic than that found in the interior of this LCT (e.g. Viewpoints 2, 11 and 12). 



 

Sallachy Wind Farm EIA Report 6-136 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment  

 

The foreground of the view ς which is formed by Coire Ceann Loch - does, however, display some of 

the rugged landscape of rugged mountain massif LCT, and this frames the view to the south-east, 

along Loch Shin. Beyond this, the smooth, rounded form of the ridge of rounded hills LCT that encloses 

the southern side of Loch Shin continues to channel the view in this direction. The north side of Loch 

Shin is more open, with the extensive plain of sweeping moorland and flows LCT extending as far as 

the distant rounded hills and lone mountains LCTs that enclose it to the north and east.  

6.7.410 No operational, under-construction or consented wind farms are seen in this view, as those shown in 

the wireline view are seen from outwith their study area.  

6.7.411 This view has a medium-high value. It is not a marked or recognised viewpoint, facilities are not 

provided for the enjoyment of the view, and it is not a recognised or documented location for walkers 

or other recreational users. It is, however, within the Assynt-Coigach NSA and Reay-Cassley WLA 

(although it should be noted that the WLA is not a scenic designation) and has scenic qualities in its 

long, open outlook down Loch Shin from within the rugged mountain massif LCT. The susceptibility to 

change at this viewpoint is high as people who gain the view will be walkers who are engaging in 

outdoor recreation and are likely to have a specific focus on the scenery and surrounding landscape.  

6.7.412 The combination of the high susceptibility to change of the view and its medium-high value results in 

a high sensitivity for this viewpoint. 

Magnitude of Change  

6.7.413 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the south-east of this viewpoint from 

a minimum of 8.14 km away with all hubs visible, and will extend across around 6х of the view. 

Elements of infrastructure will also be visible, including upgraded and new access tracks, 

hardstandings and the substation compound (as shown on the photomontage visualisation in Figure 

6.17d and Figure 6.40). Tall cranes will be visible during the short-term construction and 

decommissioning phases.  

6.7.414 The magnitude of change on this view will be medium, for the following reasons. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen at moderate proximity in the most open aspect of the 

view, to which the eye of the viewer is drawn. This aspect of the view is also channelled by 

landform, which frames the focal point of Loch Shin, and the Proposed Development will be 

seen in the context of this framing landform.  

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland backdrop against which it is seen. 

¶ The turbines are seen partly backclothed by landform and partly by sky, which can be eye-

catching.  

6.7.415 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a medium level are as follows:  

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the large-scale and simple landform of the 

Loch Shin ridge of rounded hills LCT, which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and 

avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting. It is also relevant that the 

ridge rises higher than the turbines, providing enclosure and containment which ensures that 

the Proposed Development does not appear to compete with the landform but is subservient 

to it.  

¶ The low elevation of the Proposed Development in relation to the viewpoint and this landscape 

setting notably reduces its vertical impact and prominence in the view.  

¶ The Proposed Development will affect a limited proportion (around 6х) of the view from this 

viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain unaffected. 
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¶ The Proposed Development forms a compact group of turbines that relates well to its landform 

setting.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.416 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be significant. This is due to a combination 

of the factors that lead to the medium magnitude of change on the view and the high sensitivity of 

the viewpoint.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.417 No operational, under-construction or consented wind farms are seen in this view, as those shown in 

the wireline view are seen from outwith their study area. The application-stage site at Strath Tirry is 

theoretically visible from 26.1 km away, and the scoping site at Garvary has negligible theoretical 

visibility from 35.7 km away. Both of these wind farms have a very limited influence on the view, and 

the maximum cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed 

Development to an application-stage and/or scoping scenario will be low. The cumulative effect will 

be not significant due to a combination of the factors considered in the low cumulative magnitude of 

change and the medium-high sensitivity of the viewpoint.  

Viewpoint 4 - Arscaig track, Loch Shin  

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.418 This viewpoint is located just to the east of the rough track that runs along part of the southern side 

of Loch Shin, near the disused cottage at Arscaig. This viewpoint has been included as it provides a 

low-level and relatively accessible (on foot and, with permission, in a four-wheel-drive vehicle) 

location on the southern side of Loch Shin, where there are few visual receptors, and is also within 

the Reay-Cassley WLA.  

6.7.419 This viewpoint lies on the north-eastern edge of the Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unit of rounded hills LCT 

and the smooth, domed ridge of the hills can be seen rising to the south and west of the viewpoint. 

As with Viewpoint 1, this viewpoint provides a useful illustration of the location of the Proposed 

Development on the lower northern slope of this smooth, rounded ridge.  

6.7.420 To the north and east of the viewpoint is the extensive area of sweeping moorland and flows LCT that 

lies to the north of Loch Shin, with the houses and improved grassland of Shinness seen directly across 

the loch. The low elevation of the viewpoint means that, unusually, the sweeping moorland and flows 

LCT does not appear as an extensive level plain, but is foreshortened by the landform that rises gently 

from the northern loch-shore. The low elevation also ensures that several landmark mountains are 

seen around the view, includiƴƎ .Ŝƴ IŜŜΣ .Ŝƛƴƴ [ŜƻƛŘΣ aŜŀƭƭŀƴ ŀΩ /Ƙǳŀƛƭ, and Ben Klibreck (although 

this is largely obscured by foreground vegetation in this specific view).  

6.7.421 The immediate foreground of the view shows a more managed landscape than is apparent elsewhere 

in this Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unit of rounded hills, with grass cutting, the disused cottage at Arscaig, 

the track, deer fencing, and managed forestry and woodland.  

6.7.422 The landform context of this viewpoint draws the eye of the viewer to the north-west and south-east, 

up and down Loch Shin, where the longest and most open aspects of the view are gained.  

6.7.423 The operational wind farm at Lairg is theoretically visible to the south-east of this viewpoint at a 

minimum distance of 14.2 km away, with the adjacent consented Lairg 2 visible at 14.4 km away.  

6.7.424 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or recognised viewpoint, facilities are not provided 

for the enjoyment of the view, and it is not within a scenic designation. It is, however, within the Reay-

Cassley WLA (although it should be noted that the WLA is not a scenic designation) and overlooks, 

distantly, a part of the Assynt-Coigach NSA. The susceptibility to change at this viewpoint is high as 



 

Sallachy Wind Farm EIA Report 6-138 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment  

 

people who gain the view are likely to be walkers who are engaging in outdoor recreation and are 

likely to have a specific focus on the scenery and surrounding landscape.  

6.7.425 The combination of the high susceptibility to change of the view and its medium value results in a 

medium-high sensitivity for this viewpoint. 

Magnitude of Change 

6.7.426 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the north-west of this viewpoint from 

a minimum of 9.12 km away with six hubs and one turbine base visible, and will extend across around 

3х of the view. The two leftmost turbines (T8 and T9) are seen as blade tip extremities only. While the 

great majority of infrastructure will be screened by landform, part of the hardstanding of the 

easternmost turbine is theoretically visible (as shown on the photomontage visualisation in Figure 

6.18f and Figure 6.41), although this is unlikely to be discernible at over 9 km away. Tall cranes will be 

visible during the short-term construction and decommissioning phases.  

6.7.427 The magnitude of change on this view will be medium-low, for the following reasons. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen at moderate proximity in the north-western open 

aspect of the view, up Loch Shin. This aspect of the view is gently channelled by the landform 

that encloses Loch Shin, and the Proposed Development will be seen in the context of this 

framing landform.  

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland context in which it is seen. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in a relatively undeveloped aspect of the outlook, 

where it will contrast with the remote, upland characteristics. 

¶ The relatively low elevation of the viewpoint in relation to the Proposed Development increases 

the perceived vertical impact of the closer turbines (T1 and T2), which have greater visibility of 

towers.  

6.7.428 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a medium-low level are as follows:  

¶ Screening of turbines (towers and blades) by landform reduces the overall visibility of the 

Proposed Development, and the two blades (T8 and T9) that are theoretically visible are unlikely 

to be seen in reality, as they are over 12 km from the viewpoint. The screening of the Proposed 

Development also reduces the vertical impact of the turbines other than T1 and T2.  

¶ The Proposed Development will affect a very limited proportion (around 3х) of the full open 

view from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain unaffected. 

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the large-scale and simple landform of the 

Loch Shin ridge of rounded hills LCT, which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and 

avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting. It is also relevant that in 

the foreground the ridge rises higher than the turbines, providing enclosure and containment 

which ensures that the Proposed Development does not appear to compete with the landform 

but is subservient to it.  

¶ The turbines are seen entirely against the sky, which prevents the eye-catching effect that can 

arise when the backdrop is variable.  

¶ This viewpoint has a wide open outlook that extends across, up and down Loch Shin and does 

not have a specific direction of view. The Proposed Development will therefore not be seen in 

any specific direction of travel, but will be peripheral to the principal focus of views across the 

loch.  
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¶ The Proposed Development forms a very compact group of turbines that relates well to its 

landform setting and this, combined with the distance from the viewpoint, reduces its influence 

on the view.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.429 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be not significant. This is due to a 

combination of the factors that lead to the medium-low magnitude of change on the view and the 

medium-high sensitivity of the viewpoint. A combination of a medium-low magnitude of change and 

a medium-high sensitivity can lead to an effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the 

effect is judged to be not significant because the very limited horizontal extent of the Proposed 

Development (approximately 3х), screening by landform, and distance from the viewpoint ensure that 

it will not provide a definitive influence on the view. The non-directional nature of the view from this 

location is also relevant.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.430 Visibility of operational and consented wind farms is described in the baseline description above. 

There is also theoretical visibility of the application-stage wind farm at Strath Tirry, 6.8 km to the east, 

and the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission, 15.4 km and 14.4 km away respectively to 

the south-east. Visibility of Strath Tirry is very limited, with just blade tips visible on the skyline.  

6.7.431 There are therefore four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be 

added; operational/under-construction wind farms; operational/under-construction plus consented 

wind farms; operational/under-construction plus consented and application-stage wind farms; and 

operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms.  

6.7.432 In the operational/under-construction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed 

Development to Lairg will have a low cumulative magnitude of change. This arises from visibility of 

the Proposed Development to the north-west while Lairg wind farm is to the south-east, and thus 

leads to a wind farm being theoretically visible at each end of Loch Shin. It is limited to a low level by 

the relatively distant visibility of Lairg wind farm, its restricted turbine size, and the very small 

proportion of the view that it will occupy; the small number of wind farms that may contribute to the 

cumulative effect (Lairg and the Proposed Development); and the similar landscape setting of Lairg 

and the Proposed Development within rounded hills LCT.  

6.7.433 In the operational/under-construction plus consented wind farms cumulative scenario, with Lairg 2 

also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed 

Development will increase to a medium-low level. This is due to the increased wind farm influence 

arising from Lairg 2, with its larger turbine dimensions and extent across the view, despite its grouping 

with Lairg wind farm.  

6.7.434 In the operational/under-construction plus application-stage wind farms cumulative scenario, with 

the application stage wind farm at Strath Tirry also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change 

arising from the addition of the Proposed Development will increase slightly due to the addition of 

theoretical visibility of a third wind farm, in a different aspect of the view, but will remain medium-

low due to the very limited visibility of Strath Tirry.  

6.7.435 In the operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms 

cumulative scenario, the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered. 

These sites are given less weight than application-stage wind farms as there is no certainty as to the 

cut-off date that they will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2 

Resubmission would not lead to any notable increase in the medium-low cumulative magnitude of 

change arising from the Proposed Development in the previous scenario due to the minor increase in 
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the visibility of turbines over that of the consented Lairg 2 turbines. Garvary would add a further wind 

farm to the scenario to which the Proposed Development would be added, but would be seen in 

conjunction with the group at Lairg and would not increase wind farm influence notably around the 

view. When Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are considered, the cumulative magnitude of change 

arising from the addition of the Proposed Development may increase slightly but would not increase 

over a medium-low level.  

6.7.436 It is possible that a scenario may arise where the Proposed Development is added to one or both of 

the scoping sites, but the application-stage sites are no longer relevant. In this case, the consideration 

of Lairg 2 Resubmission and/or Garvary would not increase the cumulative magnitude of change over 

the medium-low level assessed in the operational/under-construction plus consented scenario.  

6.7.437 The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario will be not significant due to a combination of 

the factors that lead to the maximum medium-low cumulative magnitude and the medium-high 

sensitivity of the viewpoint. 

6.7.438 A combination of a medium-low cumulative magnitude of change and a medium-high sensitivity can 

lead to an effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect is judged to be not 

significant primarily due to the limited number of cumulative wind farms and the grouping together 

of these (other than Strath Tirry), which ensures that the great majority of the view remains 

unaffected by wind farm influence. The small proportion of the view occupied by the Proposed 

Development is also relevant, as is the very limited visibility of Strath Tirry.  

Viewpoint 5 - A838 near Colaboll  

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.439 This viewpoint is located on the A838, approximately 750 m to the north-west of the 90-degree bend 

at Colaboll where the road turns up to run north-westwards along Loch Shin. This stretch of the road 

gains the first open and clear view towards the Proposed Development for westbound travellers; 

eastbound road-users will not gain this view.  

6.7.440 This viewpoint lies within the strath LCT (Strath Tirry unit) and characteristics of this LCT can be seen 

in the deciduous hedgerow vegetation that lines the northern side of the road and the settled 

landscape that lies beyond the hedgerow. The strip of land between the road and the loch also shows 

some more settled characteristics. Beyond the strath LCT, and beyond the loch, sweeping moorland 

and flows LCT forms a middle-ground to the focal point mountains that rise on the skyline to the 

north-west.  

6.7.441 The rounded hills LCT within which the site lies covers the foreground of the south, west, north-west 

and south-west aspects of the view (much of it seen perpendicular/oblique to the angle of view of 

westbound travellers), including Loch Shin and the slope that rises on the southern side of the loch, 

which is the visible part of the rounded hills LCT ridge that separates Loch Shin and Glen Cassley.  

6.7.442 Rising above the ridge of rounded hills LCT is the upper part of Ben More Assynt. Further to the right 

are Beinn Leoid and the dome-ǎƘŀǇŜŘ aŜŀƭƭŀƴ ŀΩ /Ƙǳŀƛƭ, grouped together and further right still is the 

distinctive pointed peak of Ben Hee. All of these mountains are in the rugged mountain massif LCT, 

which wraps around the head of Loch Shin.  

6.7.443 The operational wind farm at Lairg is theoretically visible to the south-east of this viewpoint at a 

minimum distance of 8.4 km away, with the adjacent consented Lairg 2 theoretically visible at 8.7 km 

away. However, these wind farms are both largely screened by woodland and are unlikely to have 

notable visibility. It is also relevant that these sites lie to the south-east, and this viewpoint is included 

specifically to represent visibility of the Proposed Development that may be gained by westbound 
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travellers on the A838. This means that westbound road-users will not gain visibility of Lairg or Lairg 

2, irrespective of the woodland screening, as these wind farms lie behind their direction of travel.  

6.7.444 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or formal viewpoint, the A838 is not identified as a 

tourist route, and it does not lie within a scenic designation. It does, however, have scenic qualities 

and provides an outlook across and up Loch Shin to distinctive mountains (including part of the Assynt-

Coigach NSA). The susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be medium as the view will be gained 

by road-users, and the A838 is not a recognised tourist route or cycle route.  

6.7.445 This view has a medium sensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium 

susceptibility of viewers.  

Magnitude of Change 

6.7.446 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the north-west of this viewpoint from 

a minimum of 15.10 km away with six hubs visible, and will extend across around 2х of the view. The 

two leftmost turbines (T8 and T9) are seen as blade tip extremities only. While the great majority of 

infrastructure will be screened by landform, part of one hardstanding is theoretically visible, although 

this will not be discernible at over 15 km away. Tall cranes will be visible during the short-term 

construction and decommissioning phases.  

6.7.447 The magnitude of change on this view will be medium-low, for the following reasons. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in the open north-western open aspect of the view, up 

Loch Shin, to which the eye of the viewer is drawn. It will also be seen in the direction of travel 

of westbound road-users.  

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland context in which it is seen. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in a relatively undeveloped aspect of the outlook, 

where it will contrast with the remote, upland characteristics. 

¶ The relatively low elevation of the viewpoint in relation to the Proposed Development increases 

the perceived vertical impact of the closer turbines (T1 and T2), which have greater visibility of 

towers.  

6.7.448 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a medium-low level are as follows:  

¶ Screening of turbines (towers and blades) by landform reduces the overall visibility of the 

Proposed Development, and the two blades (T8 and T9) that are theoretically visible are unlikely 

to be seen in reality, as they are over 18 km from the viewpoint. The screening of the Proposed 

Development also reduces the vertical impact of the turbines other than T1 and T2.  

¶ The Proposed Development will affect a very limited proportion (around 2х) of the open view 

from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain unaffected. 

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the large-scale and simple landform of the 

Loch Shin ridge of rounded hills LCT, which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and 

avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting. It is also relevant that in 

the middle-ground the ridge rises higher than the turbines, providing enclosure and 

containment which ensures that the Proposed Development does not appear to compete with 

the landform but is subservient to it.  

¶ The Proposed Development will not be seen in the context of the eye-catching mountainous 

landform that provides a series of focal points to the north-west, including Ben More Assynt, 

Beinn Leoid, aŜŀƭƭŀƴ ŀΩ Chuail and Ben Hee.  
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¶ The Proposed Development forms a very compact group of turbines that relates well to its 

landform setting and this, combined with the distance from the viewpoint, reduces its influence 

on the view.  

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen by moving viewers.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.449 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be not significant. This is due to a 

combination of the factors that lead to the medium-low magnitude of change on the view and the 

medium sensitivity of the viewpoint.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.450 As described in the baseline section above, there is theoretical visibility of the operational and 

consented wind farms at Lairg and Lairg 2. However, these wind farms are both largely screened by 

woodland and are unlikely to have notable visibility. It is also relevant that these sites lie to the south-

east, and this viewpoint is included specifically to represent visibility of the Proposed Development 

that may be gained by westbound travellers on the A838. This means that westbound road-users will 

not gain visibility of Lairg or Lairg 2, irrespective of the woodland screening, as these wind farms lie 

behind their direction of travel. 

6.7.451 There is also theoretical visibility of the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission, 9.9 km and 

8.7 km away respectively. While Lairg 2 Resubmission will also be largely screened by woodland, there 

is likely to be theoretical visibility of Garvary. Again, however, these two wind farms lie behind the 

westbound traveller, and will not be seen by people on the road who gain the view of the Proposed 

Development that is illustrated in this viewpoint.  

6.7.452 The maximum cumulative magnitude of change on this viewpoint in any scenario will be low, due to 

the screening of visibility and the location of the cumulative wind farms in relation to westbound 

travellers. The limited influence of the Proposed Development is also a factor in the low cumulative 

magnitude of change.  

6.7.453 The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario will be not significant due to a combination of 

the factors that lead to the maximum low cumulative magnitude and the medium sensitivity of the 

viewpoint. 

Viewpoint 6 - A838 near Achnairn 

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.454 This viewpoint is located at the Achnairn junction on the A838, approximately 1.75 m to the north-

west of the previous viewpoint. It has been included as it lies at the end of a stretch where visibility is 

screened and filtered by vegetation along the road, and so represents a point where a clear and open 

view along the loch becomes available.  

6.7.455 The landscape setting to this viewpoint is similar to that of the previous viewpoint; this too lies within 

the strath LCT (Strath Tirry unit) and characteristics of this LCT can be seen in the settled, managed 

landscape that lies on both sides of the road. Beyond the strath, and beyond the loch, sweeping 

moorland and flows LCT forms a middle-ground to the focal point mountains that rise on the skyline 

to the north-west.  

6.7.456 The rounded hills LCT within which the site lies covers the foreground of the south, west and south-

west aspects of the view, including Loch Shin and the slope that rises on the southern side of the loch, 

and is also seen to the north-west, beyond sweeping moorland and flows LCT.  
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6.7.457 Rising above the ridge of rounded hills LCT is Ben More Assynt, and further to the right are Beinn Leoid 

and the dome-ǎƘŀǇŜŘ aŜŀƭƭŀƴ ŀΩ /Ƙǳŀƛƭ (Ben Hee is screened by vegetation in this view). All of these 

mountains are in the rugged mountain massif LCT, which wraps around the head of Loch Shin.  

6.7.458 The operational wind farm at Lairg is theoretically visible to the south-east of this viewpoint at a 

minimum distance of 10.2 km away, with the adjacent consented Lairg 2 theoretically visible at 

10.5 km away. However, these wind farms are both largely screened by woodland and are unlikely to 

have notable visibility. It is also relevant that these sites lie to the south-east, and this viewpoint is 

included specifically to represent visibility of the Proposed Development that may be gained by 

westbound travellers on the A838. This means that westbound road-users will not gain visibility of 

Lairg or Lairg 2, irrespective of the woodland screening, as these wind farms lie behind their direction 

of travel. There is also theoretical visibility of Achany wind farm at a minimum of 8.1 km away to the 

south-west. This visibility is, however, negligible.  

6.7.459 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or formal viewpoint, the A838 is not identified as a 

tourist route, and it does not lie within a scenic designation. It does, however, have scenic qualities 

and provides an outlook across and up Loch Shin to distinctive mountains (including part of the Assynt-

Coigach NSA). The susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be medium as the view will be gained 

by road-users, and the A838 is not a recognised tourist route or cycle route.  

6.7.460 This view has a medium sensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium 

susceptibility of viewers.  

Magnitude of Change 

6.7.461 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the north-west of this viewpoint from 

a minimum of 13.45 km away with seven hubs visible, and will extend across around 2х of the view. 

The two leftmost turbines (T8 and T9) are seen as blade tips only. While the great majority of 

infrastructure will be screened by landform, part of one hardstanding is theoretically visible, although 

this will not be discernible at over 13 km away. Tall cranes will be visible during the short-term 

construction and decommissioning phases.  

6.7.462 The magnitude of change on this view will be medium-low, for the following reasons. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in the north-western open aspect of the view, up Loch 

Shin, to which the eye of the viewer is drawn. It will also be seen in the direction of travel of 

westbound road-users.  

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland context in which it is seen. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in a relatively undeveloped aspect of the outlook, 

where it will contrast with the remote, upland characteristics. 

¶ The relatively low elevation of the viewpoint in relation to the Proposed Development increases 

the perceived vertical impact of the closer turbines (T1 and T2), which have greater visibility of 

towers.  

6.7.463 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a medium-low level are as follows:  

¶ Screening of turbines (towers and blades) by landform reduces the overall visibility of the 

Proposed Development, and the two blades (T8 and T9) that are theoretically visible are unlikely 

to be seen in reality, as they are over 16 km from the viewpoint. The screening of the Proposed 

Development also reduces the vertical impact of the turbines other than T1 and T2.  

¶ The Proposed Development will affect a very limited proportion (around 2х) of the open view 

from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain unaffected. 
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¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the large-scale and simple landform of the 

Loch Shin ridge of rounded hills LCT, which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and 

avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting. It is also relevant that in 

the middle-ground the ridge rises higher than the turbines, providing enclosure and 

containment which ensures that the Proposed Development does not appear to compete with 

the landform but is subservient to it.  

¶ The Proposed Development will not be seen in the context of the eye-catching mountainous 

landform that provides focal points to the north-west, including Ben More Assynt, Beinn Leoid, 

and aŜŀƭƭŀƴ ŀΩ /Ƙǳŀƛƭ.  

¶ The Proposed Development forms a very compact group of turbines that relates well to its 

landform setting and this, combined with the distance from the viewpoint, reduces its influence 

on the view.  

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen by moving viewers.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.464 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be not significant. This is due to a 

combination of the factors that lead to the medium-low magnitude of change on the view and the 

medium sensitivity of the viewpoint.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.465 As described in the baseline section above, there is theoretical visibility of the operational and 

consented wind farms at Lairg and Lairg 2. However, these wind farms are both largely screened by 

woodland and are unlikely to have notable visibility. It is also relevant that these sites lie to the south-

east, and this viewpoint is included specifically to represent visibility of the Proposed Development 

that may be gained by westbound travellers on the A838. This means that westbound road-users will 

not gain visibility of Lairg or Lairg 2, irrespective of the woodland screening, as these wind farms lie 

behind their direction of travel. Achany has been discounted from the assessment due to its negligible 

visibility.  

6.7.466 There is also theoretical visibility of the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission, 11.7 km 

and 10.5 km away respectively. While Lairg 2 Resubmission will also be largely screened by woodland, 

there is likely to be theoretical visibility of Garvary. Again, however, these two wind farms lie behind 

the westbound traveller, and will not be seen by people on the road who gain the view of the 

Proposed Development that is illustrated in this viewpoint.  

6.7.467 The maximum cumulative magnitude of change on this viewpoint in any scenario will be low, due to 

the screening of visibility by woodland and the location of the cumulative wind farms in relation to 

westbound travellers. The limited influence of the Proposed Development is also a factor in the low 

cumulative magnitude of change.  

6.7.468 The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario will be not significant due to a combination of 

the factors that lead to the maximum low cumulative magnitude and the medium sensitivity of the 

viewpoint. 

Viewpoint 7 - A838 Cnoc an Laoigh 

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.469 This viewpoint is located on the A838, approximately 8.7 km to the north-west of the previous 

viewpoint. It has been included as it lies at a point where the road is relatively elevated and rounds a 

gentle bend before dropping down to the north-west with open views towards the site. This outlook 

of the Proposed Development will be gained by westbound travellers only.  
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6.7.470 This viewpoint lies within sweeping moorland and flows LCT and this landscape can be seen around 

the viewpoint although long views to the east and north-east are obscured by the slopes rising away 

from the lochside and the coniferous forestry that covers these slopes. Visibility of Loch Shin is also 

limited by the landform that lies between the loch and the road. A 132 kv transmission line runs 

through the sweeping moorland and flows LCT landscape to the north-east of the road.  

6.7.471 The rounded hills LCT within which the site lies covers the foreground of the south, west and north-

west aspects of the view, including the part of Loch Shin that is visible and the slope that rises on the 

southern side of the loch. This slope, with its simple, strong skyline, is the visible part of the rounded 

hills LCT ridge that separates Loch Shin and Glen Cassley, with the dome of Maovally at its northern 

end, just to the right of Ben More Assynt.  

6.7.472 Rising above the rounded hills LCT skyline is the upper part of Ben More Assynt, with Beinn Uidhe to 

its right. Further to the right are Beinn LeoiŘ ŀƴŘ aŜŀƭƭŀƴ ŀΩ Chuail and finally Ben Hee. All of these 

mountains are in the rugged mountain massif LCT which wraps around the head of Loch Shin.  

6.7.473 There is some visibility of Achany wind farm at a minimum of 13.4 km away to the south. The 

operational wind farm at Lairg also has theoretical visibility to the south-east of this viewpoint at a 

minimum distance of 18.9 km away, but this is negligible and has no discernible effect on the view. 

The adjacent consented Lairg 2 is also theoretically visible at 19.1 km away, but has very limited 

theoretical visibility with further screening by trees on the skyline, and is also unlikely to have any 

discernible effect on the view. It is relevant that these sites lie to the south and south-east, and this 

viewpoint is included specifically to represent visibility of the Proposed Development that may be 

gained by westbound travellers on the A838. This means that westbound road-users will not gain 

visibility of Achany, Lairg or Lairg 2 as these wind farms lie behind their direction of travel.  

6.7.474 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or formal viewpoint, the A838 is not identified as a 

tourist route, and it does not lie within a scenic designation. It does have scenic qualities and provides 

an outlook across to distinctive mountains (including part of the Assynt-Coigach NSA), although the 

influences along the A838 corridor ς the road itself, transmission line, fencing and forestry ς locally 

detract from these qualities. The susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be medium as the view 

will be gained by road-users, and the A838 is not a recognised tourist route or cycle route.  

6.7.475 This view has a medium sensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium 

susceptibility of viewers.  

Magnitude of Change 

6.7.476 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the north-west of this viewpoint from 

a minimum of 6.40 km away with all hubs and turbine bases visible, and will extend across around 10х 

of the view. Elements of infrastructure will also be visible, including access tracks and hardstandings 

(as shown on the photomontage visualisations in Figure 6.21e and Figure 6.44). Tall cranes will be 

visible during the short-term construction and decommissioning phases.  

6.7.477 The magnitude of change on this view will be medium-high for the following reasons. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in the north-western open aspect of the view, across 

Loch Shin, and in the context of Ben More Assynt, to which the eye of the viewer is drawn. It 

will also be seen in the direction of travel of westbound road-users. The backclothing of turbines 

by dark moorland can emphasise its presence due to the contrast arising.  

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland and mountain context in which it is seen. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in a relatively undeveloped aspect of the outlook, 

where it will contrast with the remote, upland characteristics. 
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6.7.478 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a medium-high level are as follows:  

¶ The backclothing of the great majority of the Proposed Development by landform reduces the 

vertical impact and prominence of the turbines. Moreover, the turbines will not rise above the 

high point of Ben More Assynt, and this also reduces prominence.  

¶ The relatively low elevation of the turbines also restricts their prominence and vertical impact, 

ensuring that they are subservient in relation to the mountainous skyline.  

¶ The appearance of the turbines on the distinctive dark ridge of rounded hills LCT gives them a 

strong separation from Ben More Assynt, which is clearly a separate landform. This reduces the 

sense of encroachment towards and influence on Ben More Assynt, which remains as a distinct 

entity.  

¶ The Proposed Development will affect a limited proportion (around 10х) of the large-scale, open 

view from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain unaffected, including 

.Ŝƛƴƴ [ŜƻƛŘΣ aŜŀƭƭŀƴ ŀΩ /Ƙǳŀƛƭ ŀƴŘ .Ŝƴ IŜŜΦ  

¶ The Proposed Development is clearly associated with the large-scale and simple landform of 

the Loch Shin ridge of rounded hills LCT, which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and 

avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting.  

¶ The Proposed Development forms a balanced group of turbines with a strong, even composition 

that relates well to its landform setting and this reduces its influence on the view.  

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen by moving viewers.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.479 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be significant. This is due to a combination 

of the factors that lead to the medium-high magnitude of change on the view and the medium 

sensitivity of the viewpoint. A combination of a medium magnitude of change and a medium 

sensitivity can lead to an effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect is judged to 

be significant largely because of the horizontal extent of the Proposed Development across the view, 

in the direction of travel for westbound road-users.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.480 As described in the baseline section above, there is theoretical visibility of the operational and 

consented wind farms at Achany, Lairg and Lairg 2. While Achany does have some limited and 

relatively distant visibility, Lairg and Lairg 2 have negligible or very limited visibility and will have no 

readily discernible effect on the view. It is also relevant that all of these sites lie to the south and 

south-east, and this viewpoint is included specifically to represent visibility of the Proposed 

Development that may be gained by westbound travellers on the A838. This means that westbound 

road-users will not gain visibility of the other wind farms, irrespective of their level of visibility, as 

these wind farms lie behind their direction of travel.  

6.7.481 There is also theoretical visibility of the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission, 20.3 km 

and 19.1 km away respectively. Visibility of both of these sites is distant and very limited due to 

landform screening, and again these wind farms lie behind the westbound traveller, where they will 

not be seen by people on the road who gain this view of the Proposed Development.  

6.7.482 The maximum cumulative magnitude of change on this viewpoint in any scenario will be low, due to 

the very limited visibility of cumulative wind farms, and the location of these wind farms in relation 

to westbound travellers.  
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6.7.483 The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario will be not significant due to a combination of 

the factors that lead to the maximum low cumulative magnitude and the medium sensitivity of the 

viewpoint. 

Viewpoint 8 - A838 near Fiag 

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.484 This viewpoint is located on the A838, approximately 5 km to the north-west of the previous 

viewpoint and opposite the eastern end of the site. Unlike the previous viewpoint, this location is 

adjacent to Loch Shin and thus gains views towards the site directly across the loch. This outlook of 

the Proposed Development will be gained primarily by westbound travellers but may be seen 

obliquely by eastbound road-users.  

6.7.485 While this viewpoint lies within sweeping moorland and flows LCT very little of this landscape can be 

seen due to foreshortening by landform and screening by forestry, and the most prevalent landscape 

around the view is the rounded hills LCT that extends along the full southern side of Loch Shin, with 

its long, simple skyline. Loch Shin itself is a key component in the view.  

6.7.486 ¢ƘŜ ƪŜȅ ŦƻŎŀƭ Ǉƻƛƴǘ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǾƛŜǿ ŀǊŜ .Ŝƛƴƴ [ŜƻƛŘ ŀƴŘ aŜŀƭƭŀƴ ŀΩ /ƘǳŀƛƭΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ ǎŜŜƴ ƛƴ 

the direct line of travel of westbound road-users with some foreground vegetation screening. The 

upper part of Ben More Assynt can also be seen, rising above the rounded hills LCT skyline.  

6.7.487 There is theoretical visibility of the operational wind farm at Lairg to the south-east of this viewpoint 

at a minimum distance of 23.3 km away, but this is screened by woodland and has no discernible 

effect on the view. The adjacent consented Lairg 2 is also theoretically visible at 23.5 km away, but is 

partially screened by woodland and is unlikely to have a clearly discernible effect on the view. It is 

relevant that these sites lie to the south-east, and this viewpoint is included primarily to represent 

visibility of the Proposed Development that may be gained by westbound travellers on the A838, 

although an oblique view of the Proposed Development may be gained by eastbound travellers. 

Westbound road-users will therefore not gain visibility of Lairg or Lairg 2, irrespective of woodland 

screening, as these wind farms lie behind their direction of travel.  

6.7.488 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or formal viewpoint, the A838 is not identified as a 

tourist route, and it does not lie within a scenic designation. It does, however, have scenic qualities 

and provides an outlook towards a focal point of distinctive mountains (including part of the Assynt-

Coigach NSA). The susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be medium as the view will be gained 

by road-users, and the A838 is not a recognised tourist route or cycle route.  

6.7.489 This view has a medium sensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium 

susceptibility of viewers.  

Magnitude of Change 

6.7.490 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen at full height to the south-west of this 

viewpoint from a minimum of 2.21 km away, and will extend across around 50х of the view. Elements 

of infrastructure will also be visible, including upgraded and new access tracks and hardstandings (as 

shown on the photomontage visualisations in Figure 6.22f and Figure 6.45). The substation compound 

is also theoretically visible from around 6 km away on the shore of Loch Shin, to the right of the 

existing hydro power station. This lies outwith the field of view covered in the photomontages 

although the existing hydro power station can be seen on the lochside in the baseline photograph on 

Figure 6.22d. Tall cranes will be visible during the short-term construction and decommissioning 

phases.  

6.7.491 The magnitude of change on this view will be high, for the following reasons. 
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¶ The Proposed Development has a high level of visibility at close proximity in an aspect of the 

view that is currently unaffected by wind farm development, and will affect a notable 

proportion of the open aspect gained by westbound travellers.  

¶ The relatively low elevation of the viewpoint in relation to the Proposed Development increases 

the perceived vertical impact and prominence of the turbines on the skyline (although this is 

limited by the partial backclothing of the turbines by landform). 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen across water, and this can reduce the perceived 

distance of the viewpoint ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǘǳǊōƛƴŜǎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŦŜǿŜǊ ΨƭŀȅŜǊǎΩ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 

the viewpoint and the turbines.  

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland backdrop against which it is seen. 

¶ The turbines are seen partly backclothed by landform and partly on the skyline, which can be 

eye-catching.  

¶ Visibility of infrastructure will increase the overall visibility and influence of the Proposed 

Development.  

6.7.492 There are factors that mitigate the effect of the Proposed Development to some extent, although 

these are not sufficient to reduce the level of magnitude of change. 

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of a relatively unremarkable, large-scale and 

simple landform both in the site area and in relation to the skyline backdrop, and this reduces 

the perceived scale of the turbines and avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the 

landscape setting.  

¶ While the presence of Loch Shin can reduce the perceived distance between the Proposed 

Development and the viewpoint, as described above, it does also provide a separation from the 

viewpoint, so that the turbines do not appear to be encroaching towards the viewpoint.  

¶ The Proposed Development forms a balanced group of turbines with a strong, even composition 

that relates well to its landform setting and this reduces its influence on the view.  

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen by moving viewers.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.493 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be significant. This is due to a combination 

of the factors that lead to the high magnitude of change on the view and the medium sensitivity of 

the viewpoint.  

Cumulative Effects 

6.7.494 As described in the baseline section above, there is theoretical visibility of the operational and 

consented wind farms at Lairg and Lairg 2, but due to a combination of distance and woodland 

screening these sites will have no readily discernible effect on the view. It is also relevant that these 

sites lie to the south-east, and this viewpoint is included primarily to represent visibility of the 

Proposed Development that may be gained by westbound travellers on the A838 although oblique 

view of the Proposed Development may be gained by eastbound travellers. Westbound road-users 

will not gain visibility of the other wind farms as these wind farms lie behind their direction of travel, 

while eastbound travellers may gain some very limited and distant visibility of the cumulative wind 

farms and oblique visibility of the Proposed Development.  
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6.7.495 There is also theoretical visibility of the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission, 24.5 km 

and 23.5 km away respectively. Visibility of both of these sites is distant and partly screened by 

woodland, and again these wind farms lie behind the westbound traveller.  

6.7.496 There are therefore three potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may 

be added: operational/under-construction wind farms; operational/under-construction plus 

consented wind farms; and operational/under-construction plus consented and scoping wind farms.  

6.7.497 In the operational/under-construction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed 

Development to Lairg will have a negligible cumulative magnitude of change due to the lack of 

visibility of Lairg wind farm.  

6.7.498 In the operational/under-construction plus consented wind farms cumulative scenario, with Lairg 2 

also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed 

Development will increase to a low level. This increase arises from visibility of the Proposed 

Development to the west while Lairg 2 is to the south-east, and thus leads to a wind farm being 

theoretically visible at each end of Loch Shin. The larger turbine size of Lairg 2 will also increase its 

level of visibility. The change is limited to a low level by the relatively distant and limited actual 

visibility of Lairg 2, and the small number of wind farms that may contribute to the cumulative effect 

(effectively Lairg 2 and the Proposed Development). The cumulative magnitude of change is also 

limited by for westbound travellers by the location of the cumulative wind farms behind the direction 

of travel, and for eastbound travellers by the oblique view of the Proposed Development.  

6.7.499 In the operational/under-construction plus consented and scoping wind farms cumulative scenario, 

the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered. These sites are given 

less weight than application-stage wind farms as there is no certainty as to the cut-off date that they 

will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2 Resubmission would not lead 

to any notable increase in the low cumulative magnitude of change arising from the Proposed 

Development in the previous scenario due to the minor increase in the visibility of turbines over that 

of the consented Lairg 2 turbines. While Garvary would add a further wind farm to the scenario to 

which the Proposed Development would be added, visibility of this wind farm is limited and grouped 

together with Lairg 2, and the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the 

Proposed Development would increase slightly but remain low.  

6.7.500 The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario will be not significant due to the factors that 

lead to the maximum low cumulative magnitude and the medium sensitivity of the viewpoint. 

Viewpoint 9 - A838 west of Overscaig 

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.501 This viewpoint is located on the A838, approximately 500 m to the north-west of the Overscaig House 

Hotel. Shortly to the east of this point, the road drops slightly and views are screened and filtered by 

vegetation, houses, fences and other elements, so that visibility of the Proposed Development is more 

intermittent and filtered. This location is therefore considered to represent the more open outlook 

that may be gained from houses and the hotel as well as by eastbound road-users. Westbound road-

users may gain oblique views of the Proposed Development.  

6.7.502 This viewpoint lies within sweeping moorland and flows LCT and some of this landscape can be seen 

to the north, east and north-west of the viewpoint although long views are obscured by the slopes 

rising away from the lochside and the coniferous forestry that covers these slopes. Transmission lines, 

including a 132 kv line, run through the sweeping moorland and flows LCT landscape to the north of 

the road.  
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6.7.503 The rounded hills LCT within which the site lies covers the foreground of the south, west and south-

east aspects of the view, including Loch Shin and the slope that rises on the southern side of the loch. 

This slope, with its simple, strong skyline, is the visible part of the rounded hills LCT ridge that 

separates Loch Shin and Glen Cassley, with the distinctive dome of Maovally at its northern end, 

towards the right side of the view.  

6.7.504 The hydro-electric infrastructure of Cassley and Duchally Power Stations can be clearly seen on the 

slopes of Maovally, including Cassley Hydro-Power Station itself (on the lochside), the telecoms mast, 

transmission lines, access tracks, areas of disturbed ground and fencing.  

6.7.505 Rising above the northern shoulder of Maovally is the top of Ben More Assynt, with Beinn an Fhurain 

and then Beinn Uidhe to its right. Further to the right are Beinn Leoid and the distinctive dome-shaped 

aŜŀƭƭŀƴ ŀΩ /ƘǳŀƛƭΦ !ƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ rugged mountain massif LCT which wraps around 

the head of Loch Shin.  

6.7.506 There is theoretical visibility of the operational wind farm at Lairg to the south-east of this viewpoint 

at a minimum distance of 27.7 km away, and the adjacent consented Lairg 2 is also theoretically visible 

at 27.9 km away with some screening by landform.  

6.7.507 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or formal viewpoint, the A838 is not identified as a 

tourist route, and it does not lie within a scenic designation. It does have scenic qualities and provides 

an outlook across and up Loch Shin to distinctive mountains, although the influences seen on the 

southern side of Loch Shin and along the A838 corridor ς the road itself, transmission lines, fencing 

and forestry ς locally detract from these qualities.  

6.7.508 The susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be high due to its representation of the view that 

may be gained by nearby residents in Overscaig (see Appendix 6.2 for the Residential Visual Amenity 

Assessment (RVAA), which assesses effects on individual properties). In this instance, the combination 

of the high susceptibility to change of the view and its medium value results in a high sensitivity for 

this viewpoint due to the residential nature of some viewers.  

Magnitude of Change 

6.7.509 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen at full height to the south of this 

viewpoint from a minimum of 2.75 km away, and will extend across around 52х of the view. Elements 

of infrastructure will also be visible, including upgraded and new access tracks and hardstandings (as 

shown on the photomontage visualisations in Figure 6.23e and Figure 6.46). The substation 

compound is also theoretically visible from around 1.75 km away on the shore of Loch Shin, to the 

right of the existing hydro power station. This lies outwith the field of view covered in the 

photomontages although the existing hydro power station can be seen on the lochside in the baseline 

photograph on Figure 6.23c. Tall cranes will be visible during the short-term construction and 

decommissioning phases.  

6.7.510 The magnitude of change on this view will be high, for the following reasons. 

¶ The Proposed Development has a high level of visibility at close proximity in an aspect of the 

view that is currently unaffected by wind farm development, and will affect a notable 

proportion of the open aspect gained by residents and eastbound travellers.  

¶ The relatively low elevation of the viewpoint in relation to the Proposed Development increases 

the perceived vertical impact and prominence of the turbines on the skyline (although this is 

limited by the partial backclothing of the turbines by landform). 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen across water, and this can reduce the perceived 

ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿǇƻƛƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǘǳǊōƛƴŜǎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŦŜǿŜǊ ΨƭŀȅŜǊǎΩ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 

the viewpoint and the turbines.  



 

Sallachy Wind Farm EIA Report 6-151 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment  

 

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland backdrop against which it is seen. 

¶ From some houses, the Proposed Development will be seen in the main orientation of open 

views.  

¶ The turbines are seen partly backclothed by landform and partly on the skyline, which can be 

eye-catching.  

¶ Visibility of infrastructure will increase the overall visibility and influence of the Proposed 

Development.  

6.7.511 There are factors that mitigate the effect of the Proposed Development to some extent, although 

these are not sufficient to reduce the level of magnitude of change. 

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the unremarkable, large-scale and simple 

landform of the rounded hills LCT ridge, both in the site area and the backdrop skyline, and this 

reduces the perceived scale of the turbines as well avoiding uncomfortable scale comparisons 

with the landscape setting. Views towards the focal point mountains seen to the west will not 

be affected.  

¶ While the presence of Loch Shin can reduce the perceived distance between the Proposed 

Development and the viewpoint, as described above, it does also provide a separation from the 

viewpoint, so that the turbines do not appear to be encroaching towards the viewpoint.  

¶ The Proposed Development forms a balanced group of turbines with a strong, even composition 

that relates well to its landform setting and this reduces its influence on the view.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.512 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be significant. This is due to a combination 

of the factors that lead to the high magnitude of change on the view and the high sensitivity of the 

viewpoint.  

Cumulative Effects 

6.7.513 Visibility of operational, under-construction and consented wind farms is described in the baseline 

section above. There is also theoretical visibility of the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 

Resubmission, 28.8 km and 27.9 km away respectively. Visibility of both of these sites is distant and 

partly screened by landform (particularly Garvary).  

6.7.514 There are therefore three potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may 

be added: operational/under-construction wind farms; operational/under-construction plus 

consented wind farms; and operational/under-construction plus consented and scoping wind farms.  

6.7.515 In the operational/under-construction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed 

Development to Lairg will have a low-negligible cumulative magnitude of change due to the distant 

visibility of Lairg, its restricted turbine size, and, when considered in relation to residents, its 

peripheral location in relation to the main orientation of houses in Overscaig.  

6.7.516 In the operational/under-construction plus consented wind farms cumulative scenario, with Lairg 2 

also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed 

Development will increase to a low level. This increase arises from the addition of further turbines to 

the cumulative scenario and the larger turbine size of Lairg 2. The change is limited to a low level by 

the relatively distant and limited actual visibility of Lairg 2; the grouping of Lairg and Lairg 2; the 

containment of wind energy development (including the Proposed Development) within a 90° aspect 

of the view, so that scenic views to the west and south-west remain unaffected; and the small number 
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of wind farms that may contribute to the cumulative effect (Lairg, Lairg 2 and the Proposed 

Development).  

6.7.517 In the operational/under-construction plus consented and scoping wind farms cumulative scenario, 

the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered. These sites are given 

less weight than application-stage wind farms as there is no certainty as to the cut-off date that they 

will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2 Resubmission would not lead 

to any notable increase in the low cumulative magnitude of change arising from the Proposed 

Development in the previous scenario due to the minor increase in the visibility of turbines over that 

of the consented Lairg 2 turbines. While Garvary would add a further wind farm to the scenario to 

which the Proposed Development would be added, visibility of this wind farm is limited and grouped 

together with Lairg and Lairg 2, and the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of 

the Proposed Development would increase slightly but remain low.  

6.7.518 The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario will be not significant due to the factors that 

lead to the maximum low cumulative magnitude despite the high sensitivity of the viewpoint. 

Viewpoint 10 - A838 Loch a' Ghriama 

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.519 This viewpoint is located on the A838 ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ ǘƻ [ƻŎƘ ŀΩ DƘǊƛŀƳŀ, approximately 4 km to the north-

west of the previous viewpoint. This location is included as it marks the start of a stretch of more 

consistent theoretical visibility (although in places, as seen at this viewpoint, it is still limited in terms 

of turbine numbers) for eastbound travellers on the road, and travelling eastwards up to this point, 

theoretical visibility is very intermittent. Westbound road-users will not gain this view.  

6.7.520 This viewpoint lies on the cusp of the rugged mountain massif (to the west) and rounded hills (to the 

east) LCTs. The majority of the setting in the outlook towards the site ς other than Loch ŀΩ DƘǊƛŀƳŀ, 

which is within rugged mountain massif LCT - is covered by rounded hills (within which the site lies) 

and the distinctive simple, bold skyline of this LCT is clearly apparent, with its northern extent marked 

by the rounded shape of Maovally.  

6.7.521 The hydro-electric infrastructure of Cassley and Duchally Power Stations can be seen on the slopes of 

Maovally, including the telecoms mast, transmission lines, access tracks, areas of disturbed ground 

and fencing. Transmission lines can also be seen running along the eastern side of the road.  

6.7.522 Ben More Assynt is seen across Loch Merkland, south-west of the road and outwith the aspect of the 

view that focusses on the site.  

6.7.523 There is no visibility of operational, under construction or consented wind farms from this viewpoint.  

6.7.524 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or formal viewpoint, the A838 is not identified as a 

tourist route, and it does not lie within a scenic designation. It does, however, have scenic qualities 

and the focal point of Ben More Assynt can be seen peripherally across Loch ŀΩ DƘǊƛŀƳŀ. The 

susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be medium as the view will be gained by road-users, and 

the A838 is not a recognised tourist route or cycle route.  

6.7.525 This view has a medium sensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium 

susceptibility of viewers.  

Magnitude of Change 

6.7.526 Three of the turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the south-east of this viewpoint 

from a minimum of 6.04 km away with three hubs and two turbine bases visible, and will extend 

across around 8х of the view. In this specific view, visibility of the leftmost turbine, of which the tower 

is completely screened, is filtered by the timber poles of a transmission line. This turbine is, however, 
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likely to be partially seen in nearby views and so has been taken into consideration in the assessment. 

Elements of infrastructure will also be visible, including upgraded and new access tracks and 

hardstandings (as shown on the photomontage visualisations in Figure 6.24f and Figure 6.47). Tall 

cranes will be visible during the short-term construction and decommissioning phases.  

6.7.527 The magnitude of change on this view will be medium, for the following reasons. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen at moderate proximity in the direct line of view gained 

by eastbound travellers. This aspect of the view is gently channelled by the landform that rises 

on either side of Loch Shin, which also draws the eye of the viewer.  

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland context in which it is seen. The turbines are also seen partly backclothed by 

landform and partly on the skyline, which can be eye-catching.  

¶ The juxtaposition of the turbines with the transmission line that runs to the east of the road can 

cause visual confusion as they will add additional vertical elements to the view.  

6.7.528 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a medium level are as follows:  

¶ The screening of six turbines by landform reduces the overall visibility and horizontal extent of 

the Proposed Development, so that the great majority of the view will remain unaffected, 

including the focal point landform of Ben More Assynt and the scenic view across the loch.  

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the large-scale and simple landform of the 

Loch Shin ridge of rounded hills LCT, which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and 

avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting. It is also relevant that the 

landform on either side of the loch rises higher than the turbines, again reducing the perceived 

scale of the turbines and also providing containment which ensures that the Proposed 

Development does not appear to compete with the landform but is subservient to it.  

¶ The part of the view in which the Proposed Development will be seen is affected by visibility of 

the transmission line and coniferous forestry, and it therefore lacks the most remote, 

undeveloped characteristics with which the Proposed Development would have the greatest 

contrast.  

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen by moving viewers.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.529 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be significant. This is due to a combination 

of the factors that lead to the medium magnitude of change on the view and the medium sensitivity 

of the viewpoint. A combination of a medium magnitude of change and a medium sensitivity can lead 

to an effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect is judged to be significant largely 

because of the location of the Proposed Development in the direction of travel for eastbound road-

users. 

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.530 There is no visibility of operational, under construction, consented, application stage of scoping wind 

farms from this viewpoint, and the Proposed Development will therefore not give rise or contribute 

to any cumulative effects.  
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Viewpoint 11 - A838 near West Merkland 

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.531 This viewpoint is located on the A838 adjacent to Loch Merkland and has been included as it 

represents the westernmost stretch of theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development as shown 

on the ZTV. This stretch of visibility is less than 1.8 km long and the ZTV shows that visibility is limited 

to a maximum of two turbines, much of it blade only. This view will be gained only by eastbound road-

users.  

6.7.532 This viewpoint is an unusual low-level location within rugged mountain massif LCT that gains visibility 

of the Proposed Development, as the majority of visibility from this LCT is gained from more elevated 

areas (including Viewpoints 2, 3, 11, 12 and 22). The viewpoint is, however, surrounded by more 

elevated landform that characterises the rugged mountain massif and rounded hills LCTs that form 

the context; towards the right of the view is the abrupt landform of Creag na Suibheag (rugged 

mountain massif) while towards the left, screening the majority of the Proposed Development, is Cnoc 

ŀΩ DƘǊƛŀma (rounded hills). The ruins at Garvault can be seen on the western shore of Loch Merkland.  

6.7.533 There is no visibility of operational, under construction or consented wind farms from this viewpoint.  

6.7.534 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or formal viewpoint, the A838 is not identified as a 

tourist route, and it does not lie within a scenic designation. It does, however, have scenic qualities in 

its view along the loch, although these are affected to some degree by the transmission line that runs 

along the eastern side of the road. The susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be medium as 

the view will be gained by road-users, and the A838 is not a recognised tourist route or cycle route.  

6.7.535 This view has a medium sensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium 

susceptibility of viewers.  

Magnitude of Change 

6.7.536 Three of the turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the south-east of this viewpoint 

from a minimum of 11.89 km away with one hub and two blade tip extremities visible, and will 

theoretically extend across less than 5х of the view. The two blade tips are, however, unlikely to be 

readily discernible when seen from over 11 km away and, in reality, visibility is likely to be limited to 

one hub. Infrastructure is screened by landform, although tall cranes will be visible during the short-

term construction and decommissioning phases.  

6.7.537 The magnitude of change on this view will be low, for the following reasons. 

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in the line of view gained by eastbound travellers. This 

aspect of the view is channelled by the landform that rises on either side of Loch Shin, which 

also draws the eye of the viewer.  

¶ The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into 

the moorland context in which it is seen. The most visible turbine is also seen partly backclothed 

by landform and partly on the skyline, which can be eye-catching.  

6.7.538 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a low level are as follows:  

¶ The screening of the great majority of the turbines by landform considerably reduces the overall 

visibility and horizontal extent of the Proposed Development, so that the great majority of the 

view will remain unaffected, including the rugged mountain landform around the viewpoint and 

the scenic view across the loch.  

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of massive-scale and simple landform, which 

reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with 
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the landscape setting. It is also relevant that the landform on either side of the Proposed 

Development rises higher than the turbines, again reducing the perceived scale of the turbines 

and also providing containment which ensures that the Proposed Development does not appear 

to compete with the landform but is subservient to it.  

¶ The distance from the viewpoint reduces the influence of the Proposed Development on the 

view.  

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen by moving viewers.  

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.539 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be not significant. This is due to a 

combination of the factors that lead to the low magnitude of change on the view and the medium 

sensitivity of the viewpoint.  

Cumulative Effects  

6.7.540 There is no visibility of operational, under construction, consented, application stage of scoping wind 

farms from this viewpoint, and the Proposed Development will therefore not give rise or contribute 

to any cumulative effects.  

Viewpoint 12 - Ben Hee  

Baseline and Sensitivity 

6.7.541 This viewpoint is located at the summit of Ben Hee, 873 m AOD, from where a panoramic view is 

gained across extensive areas of north-western Scotland, including Ben More Assynt, Ben Klibreck, 

Ben Hope and Ben Loyal. The viewpoint is located on the eastern edge of the same extensive area of 

rugged mountain massif LCT within which Ben More Assynt lies, and this type dominates the view to 

the north, west and south-west. In contrast, areas to the north-east and south-east are covered by 

the low-lying expanses of sweeping moorland and flows and strath LCTs, including Cnoc an Alaskie 

(Viewpoint 13). To the south is the area of rounded hills LCT that encloses the southern side of Loch 

Shin, while to the east is the band of rounded hills LCT (Loch Fiag unit) that links the rugged mountain 

massif LCT to the lone mountains LCT of Ben Klibreck.  

6.7.542 There are several operational and under-construction wind farms theoretically visible to the south 

and south-east of this viewpoint, of which Achany, Rosehall and Creag Riabhach wind farms are seen 

from within their own study areas, with the other sites lying beyond a distance at which they could 

contribute to a significant effect. Achany and Rosehall are seen close to the edge of their study areas, 

at 28.8 km and 29.4 km away respectively, with Creag Riabhach 10.5 km away, all to the south-east. 

Two consented wind farms are also theoretically visible from within their study areas; Lairg II and 

Braemore, 35.4 km and 33.5 km away respectively to the south-east.  

6.7.543 This view has a medium-high value. It is a hillwalking location within the Foinaven-Ben Hee WLA 

(although it should be noted that the WLA is not a scenic designation) and has value in its notable 

scenic qualities, particularly in the outlook over the Assynt-Coigach NSA and the Ben Klibreck and Loch 

Choire SLA. The susceptibility to change at this viewpoint is high as people who gain the view will be 

walkers who are engaging in outdoor recreation and are likely to have a specific focus on the scenery 

and surrounding landscape.  

6.7.544 The combination of the high susceptibility to change of the view and its medium-high value results in 

a high sensitivity for this viewpoint. 
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Magnitude of Change  

6.7.545 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the south of this viewpoint from a 

minimum of 13.24 km away with all hubs visible, and will extend across around 14х of the view. 

Hardstandings, sections of access tracks and a very small part of the substation compound are 

theoretically visibly but will have a limited effect on the view when seen from over 10 km away (the 

closest infrastructure with theoretical visibility is a section of upgraded access track, seen from around 

10.4 km away). Tall cranes will be visible during the short-term construction and decommissioning 

phases.  

6.7.546 The magnitude of change on this view will be medium-low, for the following reasons. 

¶ The full extent of the Proposed Development will be seen at moderate proximity, introducing 

movement and contrasting colour and texture into the moorland backdrop against which it is 

seen. 

¶ The Proposed Development is seen at its full extent in this view, and thus affects a relatively 

wide horizontal field of view in relation to its distance from the viewpoint.  

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen by static viewers.  

6.7.547 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change to a medium-low level are as follows:  

¶ The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the large-scale and simple landform of the 

Loch Shin ridge of rounded hills LCT, which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and 

avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting.  

¶ The backclothing by landform and low elevation of the Proposed Development in relation to 

the viewpoint and the wider setting notably reduces its vertical impact and prominence.  

¶ The Proposed Development will be seen in a relatively unremarkable aspect of the view and will 

not affect the dramatic, remote mountainous landscape (which includes a number of key focal 

point mountains) that lies to the north and west of the viewpoint. It will therefore not affect 

the spectacular views gained to the north and west, where the special qualities of NSAs and 

wildness qualities of WLAs are most apparent.  

¶ Whilst it is seen at its widest extent, the Proposed Development will affect a limited proportion 

(around 14х) of the panoramic view that is available from this viewpoint, so that the great 

majority of the view will remain unaffected. 

¶ The Proposed Development has a well-balanced, regular and even composition that relates well 

to its landform setting and this, combined with the distance from the viewpoint, reduces its 

influence on the view. 

Significance of the Effect 

6.7.548 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view will be significant. This is due to the factors that 

lead to the medium-low magnitude of change on the view and the high sensitivity of the viewpoint. 

In this case, the effect is judged to be significant primarily because of the horizontal extent of the 

Proposed Development across the view and the static nature of viewers.  

Cumulative Effects 

6.7.549 Visibility of operational, under-construction and consented wind farms is described in the baseline 

description above. There is theoretical visibility of the application-stage wind farms at Strath Tirry and 

Meall Buidhe, 24.4 km and 37.3 km away respectively to the south-east. South Kilbraur is shown in 

the wirelines but is seen from outwith its study area. The scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 
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Resubmission are also theoretically visible at 36.6 km and 35.4 km away respectively to the south-

east.  

6.7.550 There are therefore four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be 

added: operational/under-construction wind farms; operational/under-construction plus consented 

wind farms; operational/under-construction plus consented and application-stage wind farms; and 

operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms. 

6.7.551 All of the cumulative wind farms, including application and scoping sites, lie to the south-east of the 

viewpoint and are contained within less than 70° of the view, and when the Proposed Development 

is also considered, all relevant wind farms are contained within 80° of the view.  

6.7.552 In the operational/under-construction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed 

Development to operational and under-construction wind farms at Achany, Rosehall and Creag 

Riabhach will have a will have a low cumulative magnitude of change. This arises from the addition of 

the Proposed Development to a scenario that includes two groups of development ς Achany/Rosehall 

and Creag Riabhach, of which Creag Riabhach is closer and more visible - and is limited to this level by 

the distant visibility of the operational wind farms and their relatively restricted turbine size; the small 

proportion of the view that will be occupied by them; the similar landscape setting of all of the sites 

within or partly within rounded hills LCT; and the containment of the Proposed Development and 

cumulative wind farms within an 80° aspect of the view. This last point ensures that the great majority 

of the view remains without wind farm influence, including the dramatic and eye-catching 

mountainous NSA landscape that lies to the north and west of the viewpoint. The relatively low 

elevation of the cumulative wind farms in relation to the viewpoint is also important, as this precludes 

any prominent visibility on the skyline and reduces vertical impact, ensuring that the turbines form a 

subservient component in the view.  

6.7.553 In the operational/under-construction plus consented-stage wind farms cumulative scenario, with 

Braemore and Lairg 2 also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change will increase to a medium-

low level due to additional wind farm visibility, the addition of a further group of development at Lairg 

2, and the larger scale of the Lairg 2 turbines. The cumulative magnitude of change is limited to a 

medium-low level by the distant visibility of both sites and their grouping together in the same aspect 

of the view between Creag Riabhach and Achany/Rosehall.  

6.7.554 In the operational/under-construction plus consented and application-stage wind farms scenario, the 

application stage wind farms at Meall Buidhe and Strath Tirry are also considered. The additional 

consideration of either or both of these sites would not lead to any notable increase in the medium-

low cumulative magnitude of change arising from the Proposed Development due to the distant 

visibility of both wind farms, and their location within the south-eastern aspect of the view that is 

affected by baseline cumulative wind farms, ensuring that the great majority of the view will continue 

to remain unaffected.  

6.7.555 In the operational/under-construction plus consented, application-stage and scoping wind farms 

cumulative scenario, the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered. 

These sites are given less weight than application-stage wind farms as there is no certainty as to the 

cut-off date that they will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2 

Resubmission would not lead to any notable increase in the medium-low cumulative magnitude of 

change arising from the Proposed Development due to the minor increase in the visibility of turbines 

over that of the consented Lairg 2 turbines. Garvary would add a further wind farm to the scenario to 

which the Proposed Development would be added, but would be seen in conjunction with Lairg 2 and 

would not increase wind farm influence any further around the view. Therefore, when Garvary and/or 

Lairg 2 Resubmission are considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition 

of the Proposed Development may increase slightly but would not increase over a medium-low level.  




















































































