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Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment

Executive Summay

The purpose of thd.andscape 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 théo ecéandscape
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 fas are also considered.

The study area for the LVIA covers a radius okmOfrom 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 majoot 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 fendsca
and views will continue to prevail. The receptors that will not be significantly affdgtdte Proposed
Development include Gardens and Designed Landsc¢éges scenic designationsettlements W! Q
roads other than the A8R railway lines,longdistance walking routescore paths,the Crask
Viewpoint, andmountain topsat Ben KlibreckQuinag, 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 aredlibe 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 surroyndings
views from mountain tops at Ben More Assynt and Ben ldestretch of the A88, the high point of

Cnoc an Alaskie, the Maovalisack, and the corrie at Coire Ceann Lodhe Residential Visual
Amenity Assessment concludes that while there are likely to be significant effects on the residential
visual amenity of thell properties that lie within3km of the nearest turbine in théroposed
Developmentor 250m of the Proposed Development infrastructuthese effects do not have the
potential to reach the Residential Visual Amenity Threshold.

The effects that the Proposed Development may have on the Aggigiach 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 arisevorSpecial Landscape Qualities
(SLQ¥in one part of the NSA, out of a total of 10 SLQs of the NSA. Howiereffect is not
O2yaARSNBR (2 aA3ayAFAOLydte I ROSNAStE | FFSOG GKS
The Proposed Develomnt lies within the soutkeastern fringes of the Redyassley WLA (WLA 34).

The assessment of effects on wild land indicates that the Proposed Development is likely to result in
a localisedsignificant effect orone of the four Wild Land Qualitie®/( () of this WLA. However, the
mitigationthat has been applied to the Proposed Development ensurestkteasignificant effects on

the qualities of the WLA have been substantially overcome by mitiga#isecond WLA (Foinaven

Ben Hee, WLA 37) has also beengidered 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 Proposedeldpment itself, the LVIA assesses the cumulative
effect that may arise when the Proposed Development is added to various scenarios of operational,
under-construction, consentedpplicationand scopingtage wind farms. The cumulative assessment
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6.1

6.1.1

6.1.2

6.1.3

6.1.4

6.1.5

6.1.6

6.1.7

concluces thatthe cumulative effect of the Proposed Development on the great majority of receptors
and viewpoints will be not significant. Howevéne addition of theProposed Developmertb any
scenario of cumulative wind farms is likely to leadtgignificant cumulative effecon the view from
Cnoc an Alaskie and on the landscape character typd {sweeping moorland and flowd CT 134)
that covers this area and its vicinity.

The assessment has indicated that significant visual effects are likely tmriaireed within
approximatelyl2.2km of theturbines in theProposed 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 approximaye8.2 km from theturbines in theProposed Development

(with this distance arising only in unusual circumstances; the maximum extent of a significant effect
elsewhere is approximatelykin).

Introduction

This chapter provides an assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed Developmiiiet on
landscape and visual resource of the study ar€he assessmerdnd review procesfias been
undertakenon behalf of the Applicant by landscape architects ati@jsted Environments Limited
(OPEN)led by James Welch BA Hons Ecbnsiders the effect on the landscape resoujoeth direct
effects and effects on how the landscape is perceieanl the effect on visual amenity (views) within
the study area (Figuré.1). Cumulative effects arising from the addition of the Proposed Development
to other wind farms are also considered.

There are Wwo technical appendices to thishapter.

1 Appendix 6.1LVIAMethodology.

1 Appendix &: Residential Visual Amenif\ssessmeat.
Scope of Assessment

The landscape and visual impa&ssessment(LVIA) covers the construction, operation and
decommissioning phases of tikroposed DevelopmenThe proposed wind farm will consist mhe
turbines and associated lonterm and shoriterm infrastructure, including access trackad a
substationwith associatedcompound Temporary components that are required during construction
include a borrow pit and aconstruction compoundThe grid connection to the local distribution
network will ke subject to a separate assessment and application.

Theturbines in theProposed Development have a maximum height of.249from groundto blade
tip and for the purposes of this assessmenmaximum rotor diameter of 138 (as shown in the
visualisations that accompany the LVIA)

Definition of Study Area

The initial step in the LVIA is the establishment of the study area to be considered in the assessment.
Guidance developed byatureScot (formerhscottish Natural HeritagéSNH) (Visual Representation

of Wind Farms Version 2.2, February 2017) indicates that an area with a radiQkrmof fdom the
nearest turbine is appropriate for turbines of the size proposed at this wind fahis. study area is
shown in Figure 6.1, aral Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) analysis has been carried out for this
area.

Within this wider study area, the assessment focuses on a local study area that covdan adlius
from the nearest turbine (shown on Figure 6.1).

Mapping of the varias 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 botbldn and 2Gkm study areas in order tthahe 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
Chapte 5 Energy &Planning PolicyA summary of those aspects that are of key relevance to the
LVIA is included below.

National Policy

622 {O020fFyRQa GKANR bliA2ylf tflFyyAy3d CNIYSE2N] oObt
June 2014. NPF3isaleiigS NlY & (G NJ 6S3& F2NI {O02GflyR FyR A& (KS
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
YEGAZ2YFE LXLFYyyAy3d L2t A0OASa gKAOK NBTESOG {O20GA4aH
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 ysanning 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 theiddeaperelated qualities at a
national level, including National Scenic Areas (NSAs), NaRankes(NPs) Wild Land Areas (WLAS)
and Gardens and Designed Landscapes (GDLs). The relevant paragraphs from SPP are described in the
baseline section of thishapter (see Section ).

Regional Policy

6.2.5 The currentHighland CouncilTHQ statutory Development Plan for the 4Bn study area comprises
the following:

1 Highlandwide Local Development Plan (HWLDP) (adopted April 2012);
1 Caithness and SutherlanacalDevelopment Plafadopted August 2018gnd
1 West Highland and Island®cal Development PlgadoptedSeptember2019).

6.2.6 Relevant plicies from these documents are described in Chapter 5 of the EIA Report and, where they
are specifically relevant to the LA/lare referred to in the baseline section of tldsapter (see
Section6.5).

6.2.7 THC has produced Onshore Wind Energy Supplementary Guidance (November 2016), which forms
part of the Development Plahis is referred to in Chapter 5.

Guicklines

6.2.8 The followng sources have been utilised in the formulation of methodology for the assessment and
the presentation of graphics:

1 Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment: Third Edition (Landscape Institute and
IEMA, 2013) (GLVIA3);

1 Landscape Institute (A®). Visual Representation of Development Proposals: Landscape
Institute Technical Guidance Note 06/19;

1 Landscape Institute (2019). Technical Guidance Note 2/19 Residential Visual Amenity
Assessment;
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NatureScot (2020). Assessing Impacts on Wild Land Aesdmnical Guidance;

1 SNH (2010). The special qualities of the National Scenic Areas. Scottish Natural Heritage
Commissioned Report No. 374;
1 SNH (2012). Assessing the Cumulative Impact of Onshore Wind Energy Developments;
1 SNH (June 2014). Map of Wild Landas;
1 SNH (2017Description of Wild Land Area
1 SNH (2017). Siting and Designing Wind Farms in the Landscape Version 3a;
1 SNH (2017). Visual Representation of Wind Farms, Version 2.2;
1 SNH (2018). Working draft Guidance for Assessing the Effects oal%pexiscape Qualities
1 THONovember 2016) Onshore Wind Energy Supplementary Guidance; and
1  THQJuly 2016). Visualisation Standards for Wind Energy Developments.
6.3  Consultation
6.3.1 Table6.1 provides details of consultations undertaken with releviagulatory bodies, together with
actions undertaken by the Applicant in response to consultation feedbdtks 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 thePre-Application Consultation Feedback (21 July 20@2@vided by
NatureScot and THC, as quoted below, was based on a superseded version of the turbine layout
(LayoutB as shown in Chapte8 and the Design and Access Statem)emthich had two rows of
turbinesrather than the single line of the final layout.
Table6.1 ¢ Consultation Response
Consultee Consultation Response ApplicantAction
THC XAG A& dzyt A1 St e (] Thelayoutof the Proposed Development
PreAoplicati meet a number of theriterion listed in | was revised followinthis response, in
Cre;] pﬁ |i:iar|]on G§KS / 2dzy OAf Q& { dzL| further consultation with THC and
FO jg a gl ul for Onshore Wind Energy. As NatureScot.
2820 ack uly highlighted in this pack the design ang
) layout of the development require
refinement to reduce these impacts.
Proposals must have regard to the The citation for the Ben Klibreck and LocH
citations for SLAs, particularly that for| ChoireSpecial Landscape AréslAhas
nearby Ben Klibreck and Loch Choire| been considered in the assessment.
SLA
HwLDP Policy @landscape requires | The SNH 201Randscape Character
new development to reflect the (2019) Assessmenthave been used as the basis
SNH Landscape Character Assessme for the assessment of effezon landscape
Theseare a starting point on which to | character.
base assessment of landscape and )
visual impact The landscape and visual receptare
' described in Section 6.5 of thékapter,
It is important to set out who the visug and their interrelationships are discussed
receptors of the development are, why throughout the LVIA.
the landscape impacts are and how
these two factors relate.
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Consultee

Consultation Response

ApplicantAction

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

The LVIA considers residents, settlement|
road-users, pathusers, visitors, transport
routes and recreational locations.

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

A full set of visualisations that accords wil
¢ | /\Mizadalisation Standards for Wind
EnergyDevelopmentsas been produced
to support the LVIAVolume4)

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

The Council is currently in the procesg
of identifying strategic landscape
capacity for wind energgcross
Highland, including in Sutherland and
Rossshire, a study area which include
the proposed development sk&his
has not yet been published for
consultation but progress can be
followed on the Council's website.

The draft Sutherland anRossshire
FLILINF Aalf Aa y20 &¢
website (1 February2021).

Thecomments that follow are provided
with knowledge of the contents of the
draft documenXWhile the Rolling Hills
Landscape Character is extensive in
Sutherland, the developshould
remain aware that it does not form on
contiguous massThis 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 expansere not.

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

The development lies approximately
6km from the AssynCoigach NSA and
15kmfrom the Ben Klibreck and Loch
ChoireSLAThisis 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 g
the landscapX

The assessment of effects on the NSA ar
SLA is based upon the citations for these
designatedandscapesWhere relevant,
BASsa (26 NR& Wil yH
other areas are also considered.

Only design viewpoints were detailed
the preapplication 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

ApplicantAction

be used in any new planning
application.

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

track from Corriekinloch to Glen Casslag
suggested by THC.

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

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

The Landscape and Visual impacts ar|
key issues which will inform our
position in relation to this proposal. Th
proposed turbines location means the
are likely to have an adverse impact 9
Wild Land Aeas, in particular Wild
Land Area 34 Reayc Cassley. A wild
land assessment should be included i
support of any proposal which is
brought forward which the applicant's
landscape consultants should discuss|
with SNH. The assessment should
T2ff 26 IdLand Aréas:2 A
Technical Guidance (Draft Document

Wild land assessments have been carriec
out for the ReayCassley WLA and
FoinaverBen Hee WLA, in agreement wit
NatureSco{refer to Sectiorb.7).
{dzoaSljdsSyid G2 GKS -1
applicationadvice, 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 wefer 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 Rep&hapter3 and
the Design &AccessIatement.

The development has some potential
affect the criteria listed in the Councils
Supplementary Guidance for Ghore
Wind Energy.

Thel0 Supplementary Guidanc&Q
criteria areaddressedn the Planning
Statement.

Existing built infrastructure should be
re-used or upgraded wherever possibl
The application should make clear wh
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 A83

The placement of infistructure has been
considered throughout the design proces
with the objective of reducing landscape
and visual effects whilst considering
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Consultee

Consultation Response

ApplicantAction

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

technical and other environmental
constraints.

Viewpoints from Ord Hill by Lairg and
the hills west and northwésf 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 th west and north
west of the site.

Viewpoints 16 and 17 are located on
National Cycle Rout&dCR 1, and
Viewpoint 18 is nearby.

THC

Online meeting23
September2020

THC noted that there is scope for win
energy development at the site and th
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 teeefurther changes
to the design ahead of submission.

THCexpressed a strong preference fo
a single row of turbinewith a similar
base elevation.

A single row of turbines was adopted as

the site layout from this point onwards.
Further consultation on the layoutas
subsequently carried out with THC.

THC

Online meeting26
November 202D

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

THC considered that the revised layoy
hasbeneficiallypeendesignedo 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
correspondencég?2
December 202D

¢1/ A& 3ISYSNIffe
proposed approach teiewpoint

aSt SOGA2Y O & eraizi
of 1 December 2020), but would like g
additional viewpoint in Lairg to be
included.

¢1/ Aa O2yGSyid oA
tothestudyaread & 2 dzlit Ay
email of 1 December 202@nd notes
the suggested approach to the wild
land assessment

An additional viewpoint in Lairg has been

AyOf dzRSR G ¢1/ Q&

M

THC

THCagreed the scope for the
cumulative assessment, which will
include relevant operational, under

OPEN has obtained the final proposed
layout and turbine dimensions f@arvary
andLairg 2 Resubmission, ancetde
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Consultee

Consultation Response

ApplicantAction

Pre-Application
Consultation

SNH advised that the effects were
highly likely to be contrary to Scottish
Planning Policy, which is considered t

Email construction, conseted and scopingsites have been included in the
correspondencéll | applicationstage wind farmsTHC cumulative assessment.
¢ 14January 2021l | requested that soping sites at Garvary,
and Lairg 2 Resubmissiareincluded
as fixed layouts are availabland
agreed thatother scoping sites at
Achany Extension, Braelangwell,
Chleansaid, and Dalchodk not need
to be included as no fixed layout is
available.
THC ¢1/ A& 02y GSy il & Al Theresidential visual amenitgssessment
Email approgch to theesidential visual is included as Appendix 6.2.
amenityassessment
correspondencgl
March 202)
NatureScot This proposal lies wholly within the It should be noted that while the turbines
(formerly SNH) boundary of tke ReayCassley WLA in the Proposed Bvelopment lie within the

WLA, there are elements of infrastructure|
(including the substation compound,
construction compound and upgraded

Online meeting25
August 2020)

viewpoints at Ben Hee arttie 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 lmok at the
sensitivities surrounding the site.

;ggg)b ack21 July be of national interest. existing access track) that lie outwith the

SNH recmmend that the applicant WLA.

should undertake an assessment of | Wild land assessments have been carriec

effects on wild land using the 2017 out for the ReayCassley WA and

consultative draft guidance as a FoinaverBen Hee WLA, in agreement wit

starting point. Due to this evolving are| NatureSco{refer to Sectior6.7). The

of work, it is strongly advise thatthe | LILX A OF yiQa I yR&aOI

landscape consultant should discuss { ongoing discussions with NatureScot in

scopeof the wild land assessment with relation to the wild land assessment.

gsg atan early stage._ In due course, Subsequent to the production diie pre-

request hard copies of any visug S .

that may be contained within the wild appl!catlon advice, NgtureScot has

land assessments as part of the EIA published updated guidance for the

submission. assessment of effects_ on WLA$e
NatureScot (2020) guidance has therefort
been used for the assessment of effects ¢
wild land.

{ bl Q& ilestiS Nihat they OPENhas had ongoing consultation wit

would be happy to provide advice to | NatureScoin relation to theNSA.

the developer on any further

assessment of this NSA, during the-pr

application phase, if this would be

helpful.

NatureScot NatureScot requested the inclusion of| Ben Hee has been included as a viewpoit

(Viewpoint 12) and a viewpoint at the
western end of Loch Shin (Viewpoint 3) h
also been included.

NatureScot and OPEN have attempted or
several occasions to amge a site visit but
this has not been possible, due largely to
COVIEL9 restrictions.

NatureScot

On 30 September 2020, OPEN issueq
NatureScot a set of wirelines
illustrating the proposed revision of th

site layout to a single row of turbines

The single row layout was subsequently
taken forward and refiad as the final
layout of the Proposed Development.
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6.4

6.4.1

6.4.2

6.4.3

6.4.4

Consultee Consultation Response ApplicantAction

Email rather than a double row. NatureScot
correspondence (7 | noted thatlt is good to see that these
October 2020) have been carefully considered and

from a design perspective the change
to a simple linear arrangement of
turbines does appear to be more in
keephg 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 NatureScois happy with the proposed| Noted.
final viewpoint list for the Proposed

Email Development.

correspondence (14
December 2020) NatureScot is content that OPEN liais
with THC regarding cumulative sites t
be included in the assessment.

NatureScot igontent that the Ben
KlibreckArmine Forest WLA scoped
out of the wild land assessmentith
the assessment therefore focussing o
the ReayCassley and Foinavdsen
Hee WLAs.

Assessment Methods and Significance Criteria

This section summarises the methodology used to carry out the LVIiahwhdescribed in full in
Appendix 6.1.

Desk Study

The assessment is initiated through a desk study of the site akand@dius study area. This study
identifies aspects of the landscape and visual resource that may need to be considered in the
landsc@e and visual assessment, including landscape planning designations, landscape character
typology, WLAs, operational and potential cumulative wind farms, and views from routes (including
roads, railway linedCRscore paths and long distance walking rest, and settlements.

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 whichnidscape and visual receptors are likely to be relevant to the
assessment.

Site Visits

Field surveys are carried out throughout the I radius study area, although the focus is on the
areas shown on the ZTV to gain theoretical visibility of the Propbseglopment. The baseline field
survey has five broad stages.

1 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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6.4.5

6.4.6

6.4.7

6.4.8

6.4.9

through the desk study are also identified, and particularly sensitive receptors are noted in
order to inform the design process.

1 A visit onto the site itself, in ordeto 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.

1 Further field survey around thstudy 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
Proposedevelopment.

1 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.

1 An onsite review of thespecial 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

The LVIA is intended to determine the effects that fRmposed Developmenwill have on the
landscape and visual resour¢er the purpose of assessment, the potential effects on the landscape
and visual resource are grouped into five categories:

Effectson Physical Elements

Physical effects are restricted to the area within fReposed Developmergite boundary andare

the direct effects on the existing fabric of the site, such as the removal of forestry and alteration to
ground coverThis category offects is made up of landscape elements, which are the components
of the landscape, such asoorland,that may be directly and physically affected by tAeoposed
Development

Effectson Landscape Character

Landscape character is the distinct and redsghle pattern of elements that occurs consistently in a
particular type of landscape, and the way that this pattern is percelzéfdcts on landscape character
arise either through the introduction of new elements that physically alter this patterneshehts,

or through visibility of theProposedDevelopment, which may alter the way in which the pattern of
elements is perceived his category of effects is made up of landscape character receptors, which fall
into two groups; landscape character typesidandscapeelated designated areas.

Effectson Wild Land Areas

The assessment of effects on WLAs is carried out in accordancBlatithe Scoguidance{Assessing
Impacts on Wild Land Areas Technical Guida?@20)which provides a prescriptive methodgy.

Effectson Views

The assessment of effects on views is an assessment of how the introduction &fapbesed
Development will affect views throughout the study arekhe assessment of effects on views is
carried out in two parts:

1 An assessment of theffects that the Proposed Development will have on a series of
viewpoints; and
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6.4.10

6.4.11

6.4.12

6.4.13

1 An assessment of the effects that tReoposedDevelopment will have on views from principal
visual receptors, whichncluderelevant settlements and routes throughout the siyiarea.

CumulativeEffects

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 takie a sequential effect, irrespective of overlap in study areas.

Significance of Effects

The previous section of this chapter describes how the landscape and visual assessment is carried out
in five parts: the assessment effects onphysicalelements the assessment of effects on landscape
character; the assessment of effects\Wh.As the assessment of effects on views; and the assessment

of cumulative effectsThe broad principles used in the assessment of significance of these parts are
the same (other than the assessment of effects \Wh.A3 and are described belovithe detailed
methodology for the assessment of significance does, however, vary, and the specific criteria used
are described in Appendix 6.1.

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

effects on the landscape and visual resource. In accordance with the Environmental Impact
Assessment (Scotland) Regulations 20 NB F SNNBR (2 KSNBI FitbeNOVIAa (G KS
effeds are assessed to be either significant or not significant. The LVIA does not define intermediate
levels of significance as tltlARegulations do not provide for these. GLVIA3 also provides guidance

2y (KA A&z LyRadishoyldalways distingdidearly between what are considered to be the
significantandnof@ A Ay AFA Ol yi STFFSOGaXAd Aa y2G SaaSyidalt
levels of significance of landscape and visual effects, provided that it is made clear whethehey not

are considered significahtGld/IADaragraphs 3.32 and 3.33).

The significance of effects is assessed through a combination of two consideratiosensitivity of

the landscape receptor or view and theagnitude of changehat will result from he addition of the
Proposed DevelopmentWhile 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 b@laiMe6.2)to illustrate

how combinations of sensitityi 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.

Table6.2¢ lllustrative Significance Matrix

Magnitude | High Medium- Medium Medium- Low Negligible
Sensitivity Al Low
High Significant | Significant | Significant | Significant/ | Not Not
Not Significant | Significant
Significant
Medium- Significant | Significant | Significant/ | Significant/ | Not Not
High Not Not Significant | Significant
Significant | Significant
Medium Significant | Significant/ | Significant/ | Not Not Not
Not Not Significant | Significant | Significant
Significant | Significant
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6.4.14

6.4.15

6.4.16

6.4.17

6.4.18

6.4.19

6.4.20

6.4.21

Medium- Significant/ | Significant/ | Not Not Not Not

Low Not Not Significant | Significant | Significant | Significant
Significant | Significant

Low Significant/ | Not Not Not Not Not
Not Significant | Significant | Significant | Significant | Significant
Significant

Effects within the dark grey boxestime matrix are considered to be significant in terms of the EIA
RegulationsEffects 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 receptacordance 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.

A significant effect occurs where tliroposed Developmentill provide adefining influence on a
landscape element, landscape character receptor or viewmot significant effect occurs where the
effect of theProposed Developmeri$ not material, and the baseline characteristics of the landscape
element, landscape characteegeptor, view or visual receptor continue to provide the definitive
influence.In this instance thé’roposed Developmenhay have an influence but this influence will
not be definitive.

A significant cumulative effechay arise where &tind farmlandscafs @ created as a result of the
addition of the Proposed Development to other existing or proposed wind farms, mgguitwind
turbines becoming sufficiently prolific that they become a prevailing or key landscape and visual
characteristic.

This assessent assumes clear weather and optimum viewing conditidimés means that effects that
are assessed to be significant may be not significant under different, less clear conditions.

Sensitivity

Sensitivity is an expression of the ability of a landscaseptor or view to accommodate the
ProposedDevelopment. The sensitivity is determined through a combination of the value of the
receptor and its susceptibility to tHeroposedDevelopment.The factors that determine these criteria
are described in Appenxi6.1.

Levels of sensitivitghigh, medium, and loyvare applied in order that the judgement used in the
process of assessment is appareAs shown in Table B. intermediate level§ymediumhigh and
mediumlow) may also be applied where the particulamebination of value and susceptibility results
in an intermediate definition.

Magnitude of Change

Magnitude of change is an expression of the extent of the effect on landscape receptors and views
that will result from the introduction of théroposed Development.The magnitude of change is
assessed in terms of a number of variables, includingthe and scale of the impact and the extent

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

Levels ofmagnitude of changéhigh, medium, low and negligihlere applied in order that the
judgement used in the process of assessment is appafenshown in Table B.intermediate levels
(mediumhigh, mediumlow and lownegligiblg may also be applied wherghe particular
combination of variables results in an intermediate definition.
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6.4.22

6.4.23

6.4.24

6.4.25

6.4.26

Assessment of Cumulative Effects

The objective of the assessment of cumulative effects is to describe, illustrate and assess the ways in
which the Proposed Development will @ract 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 th®roposed Developmerb the cumulative situation, in accordancetkwi
NatureScoguidance (Assessing the Cumulative Impact of Onshore Wind Energy Develofehits
2012), which states that cumulative assessment shofiddts on the likely significant effects and in
particular those which are likely to influence the oubeoof the consenting process

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, whicdlotes (para 7.18):

0Some 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 dfte past, present and future proposals, including the proposed
d0KSYSX! aaSaaryd O2YO6AYSR STFFSOGa 2F RAFFSNBy (G L
can be very complex. Furthermore the assessor will not have assessed the other sclicoaesiain

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

must restwith the competent authoritep €

The cumulative development of wind farms within a particular area may build up to create different
types oflandscape or visual context. Significant cumulative landscape or visual effects may arise
where aWind farmf | y R &icreati®l @s a result of the addition of the Proposed Development to
other existing or proposed wind farms, resulting in wind turbibesoming sufficiently prolific that

they become a prevailing or key landscape and visual characteristic.

The significance of the cumulative landscape effect from the addition of the Proposed Development
reflects the intensification of wind farms withihé landscape, which is assessed as follows:

f

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 cumulate 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 landscapend/ or visual contextexerting sufficient presencgoas to establish or increase

the extent of aYandscape with wind farn® The cumulative effect of the Proposed
Development may be significant or not significant, depending on the sensitivity of the receptor
and magnitude othe change

The addition of the Proposed Development results in wind farms forming the prevailing
characteristic of the landscapand/ or visual contextseeming to defindt as aWind farm
I yRAOILISQd ¢ KS OdzY dzt Develognsnt iS [kély3ohé sigaificanti K St NP LJ2

Nature of Effects

¢CKS Wyl Gdz2NE 2F STFSOGaQ NBfFGSa (G2 6KSGKSNI (KS
(beneficia) or negative(adversd. Effects may also be neutrghuidance provided in GLVIA3 states

i K Ithibuglit 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 amenity ® ¢ KS y I (dzNBE 2 dhe tBaF duited intdrgretaiio ShNBFsaned
professional opinion.
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6.4.27

6.4.28

6.4.29

6.4.30

6.4.31

6.4.32

6.4.33

In relation to many forms of development, the EIA Report will identify positive and negative effects
dzy RSNJ G KS §SNY Theyandscetind iual $ffedisSoOwiind darms afficdlt 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 nedativexample, in
disciplines such as noise or ecology fassible 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.

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

1 Positive effects contribute to the landscape and visual resource through the enhancement of
desirable characteristics or the introdtion of new, beneficial attributesThe removal of
undesirable existing elements or characteristics can also be beneficial, as can their replacement
with more appropriate components.

1 Neutral effects occur where the Proposed Development neither contribtdesor detracts
from the landscape and visual resour@nd is accommodated with neither beneficial nor
adverse effects, or where the effects are so limited that the change is hardly noticéable.
change to the landscape and visual resource is not coreid® be adverse simply because it
constitutes an alteration to the existing situation.

1 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, witle existing
characteristics of the landscape and visual resource, or through the removal of elements that
are key in its characterisation.

This assessment adopts a precautionary approach, which assumes that significant landscape and
visual effects will b weighed on the negative side of the planning balance, although positive or
neutral effects may arise in certain situatioknless it is stated otherwise, the effects of the Proposed
Development on landscape and visual amenity are considered to be negati

Duration and Reversibility

The effects of the Proposed Development are of variable duration, and are assessed dsrshort
longterm, and permanent or temporary/reversible. It is anticipated that the operational life of the
Proposed Development Wibe 30 years. Theturbines, site access trackand substation (with
associated compoundyill be apparent during this time, and these effects are considered to be long
term.

Other infrastructure and operations such as the construction processes andipielnding 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-tdrant effects.
Borrow pit excavation will also behart-term as borrow pits will be restored at the end of the
construction process, although a permanently altered ground profile may remain evident.

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 substattmmpound The effects of the tall cranes and
heavy machinery used during the construction and decommissiquerigds are also temporary.

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 1m which woull be removed) and underground cabling will be lefsitu 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 theAssessment

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

1 ¢KS %e¢+a AffdzAGNI GS GKS Wol NB 3INRdzyRQ aAddzk GA
effects of vegetation, bildings, or other local features that may prevent or reduce visibility

1 The ZTVs do not indicate tineductionin visibility that occurs with increased distance from the
Proposed Development. The nature of what is visible fraxm3away will differ markeglfrom
what is visible fronR0Okm away, although both are indicated on the ZTVs as having the same
level of visibility

1 Itis important to remember that there is a wide range of variation within the visibility shown
on the ZTV. For example, an area shawnthe 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 limitationsnean 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 represeibilitis of the Proposed
Development.

6.4.37 NatureScotguidance (Visual Representation of Wind Far(@blH,2017) provides the following
information on the limitations of visualisations in Annex A:

AVisualisations of wind farms have a number of limitations wi@hshould be aware of
when using them to form a judgement on a wind farm proposal. These include:

1 Avisualisation can never show exactly what the wind farm will look like in reality due to factors
such as: different lighting, weather and seasooahditions which vary through time and the
resolution of the image;

1 The images provided give a reasonable impression of the scale of the turbines and the distance
to the turbines, but can never be 19®accurate;

1 A static image cannot convey turbimeovement, or flicker or reflection from the sun on the
turbine blades as they move;

1 The viewpoints illustrated are representative of views in the area, but cannot represent visibility
at all locations;

1 To form the best impression of the impacts of the wian proposal these images are best
viewed at the viewpoint location shown;

1 The images must be printed at the right size to be viewed properly (260mm by 820mm);
1 2dz aK2dzf R K2f R GKS AYlI3Sa FtLd a4 I OAYF2NII o

B

2NJ 62FNR G +y SEKAOAGAZ2YS @&2dz aKz2dzZ R &d+yR i
the best impression.

1 Itis preferable to view printed images rather than view images on screen. If you do view images
on screen you should do so using a norRfalscreen 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 guidahée

6.4.38  This informationmakes severahotable points in elation 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 Inrelation to the first of these points, it should be noted that #ssessment within this LVIA is carried
out from observations in the field, with copies of visualisations, and this process cannot be replicated
by a deslbased review of visualisations. It is, however, acknowledged that not all viewpoints are
accessibled 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 thesecond 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 locatidatureScoguidance (Visual Representation
of Wind Farms(SNH,2017) provides the further information on this aspect of assessment in
paragraph 69.

LG A& AYLERNIFIYyd G2 aidNBaa (GKFG GASeLRAYOH aaSaa
of the powerful nature of vigpoint images and the widespread recognition of some of

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

However, LVIA also includes assessment of the following:

1 the extent and pattern of visibility throughout the studyea (considering those areas from
where a wind farm would not be seen, as well as those areas from where it may);

1 views of the proposed wind farm from areas of potential visibility other than the selected
viewpoints; and

1 aSldSyidALtt OrSsadé
6.5 Baseline Condions 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 charaeristics are andis instrumental in the identification of the landscape
character receptors, visual receptors and viewpoints that are included in the assessment. This section
is presentedunderthe following headings:

landscape character;
landscape planing designations;
wild land areas;

principal visual receptors;

= =4 =4 A -

viewpoints; and
1 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 cumuila¢ effects as a result of theroposed Developmentand
therefore require to be assessed in detail. This is implemented through 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 DevelopmentVhere there is no theoretical visibility, receptors are discounted from the
assessment. Secondly, the receptors that are showthe ZTV mapping to gain some visibility of the
Proposed Developmeritave 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 theProposed Developmenand the level of visibility and influence of cumulative wind
farms. Various methods of verification are usedhistsecond 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 effacsignificant cumulative effect as a
result of theProposed Developmentespite gaining visibility of it. This is most frequently due to a
combination of the limited predicted level of visibility and influence of Breposed Development
and/or other wnd 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 assesent indicates that there is potential for the receptor to undergo a
significant effect or cumulative effect as a result of fRmposed Developmenthis is assessed in
detail subsequently in thishapter.

Landscape Character

6.5.6  Landscape character information is drawn frodatureScoRa H M R AoH landdcdpe RI G &S
character, which updated and reviewed the original Landscape Character Asses$hihs3hat
were produced to cover the whole of Scotland during the 1990s. TH® Aataset 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 theNatureScotweb page adises that landscape capacity studies should take
precedence over th&latureScot 2019ataset where relevant to specific types of development, such
as wind farms. The study area is not specifically covered by such a capacity studgtareScoR a
2019 dataet is therefore used as the basis of the characterisation of the landscape.

6.5.8 The NatureScot2019 datasetdivides the landscape into tracts that ameferred to as landscape
character types (LCTs). Landscape character across the study area is showrese Bg\(to a & km
radius)and 6.3 (to a 20km radius) and is shown in relation to the blade tip ZTV on Figaf@@km
radius). ManyLCTsre extensive, sometimes covering several areas that are geographically separate,
and theeffects of theProposel Developmentcan vary widely across a single landscape character
GellSo {SHSNIrt 2F (GKS fIFyRAOILIS OKFNIOGSNI GeLlSa KI
shown on Figures 6k3and 69. The landform of the site and study area is also of ahee in the
survey of landscape character, and this is shown in Figure 6.2.

6.5.9 In theNatureSco®019 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 byt A § Ky Saa |y R { dzi KSNJI
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 theounded hillsCaithnessand SutherlandLCT135) This LCT is extensive,
covering large parts of theOkm study area, particularly to the south of Loch Shin where it extends
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6.5.11

as far south as ArdgalRounded hill& CTis described as having the following key characteristics in the
NatureScoNational Landscape Character Assessni®hiH_2019):

1 dRolling 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.

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

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

1 Fragments of broadleaf woodland in inaccessible locations.

1 Scacely settled with a largely uninhabited interior and widely scattered crofts and farms on
lower slopes adjoining straths and farmed landscapes.

1 Narrow glens and lower hill slopes often rich in archaeology with features such as standing
stones, brochs anchedieval townships.

1 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 sagh
Sutherland coast.

1 Convex character of hill sleg limiting distant visibility and views of the hill tops when travelling
through the landscape.

I Views into the interior of the hills very restricted.

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

parts of ths landscapé.

This description is broadly applicable to the areacnfnded hilld.CTwithin which the site lies. There
arealsolocal characteristics that distinguish the site and its vicinity from the rkeyecharacteristics

of the wider area ofrounded hillsLCT TheNatureScotNational Landscape Character Assessment

makes several references to more local characteristics, including the followitingan explanation in
brackets

f

dandformX it KSNB I NB & S @ StNih this LAnd& ajz Bhargcer Tipk WHich have
RA&AGAY Ol ARSYyGAGASaX{sl(iKSa 2F Y2NB adzoife

NZ

{ KAYXhOOFaAaz2yltt L1RO1SGa 2F FEFAaGSNI ¢SO LISKHGE Iy

these areagthe site lies vithin one of these areas of more subtly rolling hills and moorland,
west of Loch Shin].

Settlemeni dnd farm development is present within parts of this landscape character type,
being generally associated with the more subtly undulating and lower étiNgithin the interior

of these uplandghis includes Achany and Rosehall Wind Farms, which are to the-saattof

the site].

PerceptiorX tie peripheral rounded hi¥are more visibl&from major routes such as
theXA836 and from roads and settlement withthe Strathsg Caithness & Sutherlanighe
peripheral rounded hills within which the site is located are visible from the A836, but from
some distance away.

6.5.12 The key characteristics cdunded hildCE | & [ dz2 SR [ 62 @S3I A y® dzRESKEA & N
Ad FAdZNIKSNI Of F NAFASR Ay NBfF (A 2yhatinz HKHNPRIA GNENVIDE
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 Beniderirorest and also to some extent within the higher
KAftfta SAGKSNI aARS 2F {(NIGK 2F YAt R2Y Il yoé

6.5.13 The area ofounded hilld CTwithin which the site lies is neither within Ben Armine Forest meear
GKS {GNIGK 2F YAf R2Y Isffohg densdrof wilgd Sarackr2 i K IRK a A3 | 8 & (IR €
found in this areas. The nortacing slope ofounded hilld CTthat 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 fencingtransmission lineand forestryalong the road also influence the character of the
south side of Loch Shin.

6.5.14 The area of therounded hills LCTwithin which the site lieds characterised by hydrelectric
infrastructure includingpowerlines,a tarmac roada mast, andhe Cassley hydrelectricsubstation
on the shore of the loch.

Landscape Character around the Study Area

6.5.15 The prevalent.CT across the 20n studyarea isounded hillL CTwhich 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 areaRounded hill& CTis frequently abutted byweeping moorland and flowt CT134)
which is found primarily in the eastern part of thidy 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, inchidatig (LCT
142) farmed and forested slopes with croftifigCT 145)andlone mountaingLCT 138)

6.5.16  StrathLCTis found at Glen Cassley, Strath Oykel, and the Kyle of Sutherland, all to the south of the
site and enclosed bypunded hilld. CTand Strath Tirry, to the soutbast. Farmed and forested slopes
with crofting LCTis a diverse mix of crofting land, coniferous plantation, seatural woodlands and
moorland that provides the landscape setting to Lairg, in the seatstern edge of the 2km study
area. In the study a&ma, this LCT is primarily surroundedrbynded hilld.CTand sweeping moorland
and flowsLCT providing a contrasting more complex, settled landscape.

6.5.17 There is one key area lmfne mountaind.CTin the 20km 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 undulatmgnded hillsLCTand sweeping
moorland and flowd.CT Parts of two other areas dbne moungins LCTthat cover the distinctive
landforms of Quinag and Canibpjust within the westernedgeof the study area

6.5.18 Thewestern andnorth-western part of the study are&s dominated by the massive landform of
rugged mountain mass{t CT139), which consists dfigh mountaingincluding Ben More AssyriBen
Hee, and Bein.eoid with a rugged irregular and compleform. Parts of this LCT lie within the
AssyntCoigach and NorthVest Sutherland National Scenic Areas (NSASs). To the west auf emeky
hills and moorlandLCT136)lies beyond theugged mountain masslfCT separating the mountain
landscape from th&nocan(LCTL37)that extends to the west coast and largely surrounds litvee
mountainsLCTof Suilven, Canisp and Quinag.

Landsape Character Units

6.5.19 Rounded hillsrugged mountain massi§trath andsweeping moorland and flowsCTs 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:

1 rounded hilld.CT
0 Loch Shin/Glen Cassley
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0 Loch Fiag
0 other areas
1 rugged mountain masfLCT
0 Ben More/Ben Hee;
0 other areas
1 strathLCT
0 Glen Cassley, Strath Oykel, and Kyle of Sutherland
o  Strath Tirry
1 sweeping moorland and flowsCT
0 Crask/Overscaig
o0  Fionn Loch Morand
0 other areas

Landscape Character Types Included inDk&iled Assessment

6.5.20 Table 63 includes the preliminary assessment of all of the LCTaaitdthat are found in the 2&m

radius study area, and indicates which of them are considered to have potential to undergo a
significant effect as a result of tHeoposed Developmentincluding cumulative effects), and which

of them do not require further detailed assessment. The LCTsuaitd that do have potential to
undergo a significant effect, or significant cumulative effect, as a result ¢frin@osed Develument,

are assessed in full subsequently in tthapter.

Table6.3 ¢ Preliminary Assessment of Landscape Character Types within then2Gtudy Area

Status Landscape Character Type/ Area/ Uni Comment

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

Rounded hill§LCT 135)Loch
Shin/Glen Cassley unit

The Proposed Development lies within thi
unit.

Rounded hill§LCT 135)LochFiagunit | ZTV showstermittent visibility from a

minimum of 4.5m away.

Rugged mountain masgifCT 139)
Ben More/Ben Hee unit

A very short stretch of upgraded access
track lies within this receptor, and th&TVv
shows intermittent visibilityof the turbines
from a mhimum of 4.5km away.

Sweeping moorland and floWsCT
134)- Crask/Overscaig unit

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

Not included in
detailed

Farmed and forested slopes with
crofting (LCT 145)

ZTV shows veiptermittent theoretical
visibility, parts of it blade tip onlyfrom a

assessment: limited
and/or distant
visibilityand
influenceof the

minimum of approximately 8km 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 hill§LCT 135 other areas | ZTV shows very intermittent theoretical
visibility, much of it blade tip onlyffrom a

minimum of approximately 18 km away.
The Proposed Development may have

some effect on landscape character but
this will not be significant

Rugged mountain masgifCT 139 ZTV shows very intermittent theoretical
other areas visibility, parts of it blade tip onlyfrom a
minimum of approximately .3km away.
The Proposed Development may have
some effect on landscape character but
this willnot be significant

Strath(LCT 142)Glen Cassley, Strath | ZTV showasegligibletheoretical visibility,
Oykel, and Kyle of Sutherland unit all of it blade tip only, from a minimum of
approximately5 km away. The Proposed
Development may have some efft on
landscape character but this will not be
significant.

Strath(LCT 142] Strath Tirry unit ZTV showtermittent theoretical
visibility, parts of it blade tip only, from a
minimum of approximatelyt2.2km away.
The Proposed Development may have
some effect on landscape character but
this will not be significant.

Sweeping moorland and floWsCT ZTV shows very intermittent theoretical
134)- Fionn Loch Mor unit visibility, the great majority of it blade tip
only, from a minimum of approximately
4.8km away. The Proposed Development
may have some effect on landscape
character but this will not be significant

Sweeping moorland and floWkCT ZTV shows intermittef¥ery intermittent/
134)¢ other areas negligibletheoretical visibilityfrom a
minimum of approximately 3km away.
The Proposed Development may have
some effect on landscape character but
this will not be significant.

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

Not included in Rocky hills and moorlar@ CT 136)
detailed
assessment: no
visibilty of the
Proposed
Development

Landscape Planning Designations

6.5.21 The site itself is not covered by any known international, national or regional landptapeing
designations. Various designations are, howefaind elsewhere in the study are@hese have been
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6.5.22

6.5.23

6.5.24

6.5.25

6.5.26

6.5.27

6.5.28

6.5.29

considered in the assessment and are shamnFigures 6.4a @km radius) and 6e(20km radius)
and in conjunction with the blade tip ZTV on Figuredé.$0km radius)and6.10b (20km radius)

There ae three ways in whickandscapealesignations are relevant to the LVIA

1 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

1 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.

1 Designated areas may be included as landscape character receptors so that the effects of the
Proposed Developmentn these features of the landscape that have been accorded particular
value can be specifically assessed

National Scenic Arsa

NSAs are areaof national scenic value The Town and Country Planning (National Scenic Areas)
(Scotland) Designation Directions 2010 definesN&SAas an areadf outstanding scenic value in a
national contex® €

Paragraph 212 of SPP (Scottish Government, 2014) stetes

oProposed Developmetttat affects a National Park, National Scenic Area, Site of Special Scientific
Interest or a National Nature Reserve should only be permitted where:

1 the objectives of designation and the overall integrity of the area will naobgpromised; or
1 any significant adverse effects on the qualities for which the area has been designated are
Of SINI & 2dzigSAIKSR 068 &a20ALt3X SY@ANRBYYSY(l f
There arefour NSAs withiror partially withinthe 40 km study area;AssyntCoigach NSA, Dornoch
Firth NSA, Kyle of Tongue NSA, and Nwvdst Sutherland NSA.

The AssyrgCoigach NSA lies a minimum of approximate®kh to the west of thenearest turbine
in the Proposed Development anithe eastern part of theNSAis shown on the ZTV to gairery
intermittent theoretical visibility.This NSA is assessed in full subsequently incti@pter.

The other three NSAs are shown on the ZTV to gain limitegligibleor novisibility (where there is
visibility this igpartly blade only) from a minimum of Z3n away and are therefore not assessed in
any further detail as whilene Proposed Developmemhay have some influence dhem, this will not
be significant due t@ combination oflistanceand limited/ lack of vigility.

Gardens and Designed Landscapes

GDLs areeferencedin paragraph 133 of SPP (Scottish Government, 2014) as follows:

oPlanning authorities should protect and, where appropriate, seek to enhance gardens and designed
landscapes included in thaventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes and designed landscapes
of regional and local importange¢

Thereis oneGDLwithin the 40 km study areag Leckmelnx; whichis over 3&m tothe southwest of
the nearest turbine in the Proposed Developmefithe Proposed Developmentill not have any
influence on tlis GOLdue to the lack of visibility as shown on the ZTV, andtlitésefore discounted
from the assessment.
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6.5.30
6.5.31

6.5.32

6.5.33

6.5.34

6.5.35

6.5.36

6.5.37

Special Landscape Areas

SLAs are areas of land considered to be importantlatallevel, as designated by THC.

Detailed citations for each of the 27 SLAs that lie withitCadministrative area are provided in

W 334SaayYySyid 2F IATKElFTYR {LISOALE [FyRaOmess ! NBI a
OAGFdA2yad RSaONRKROGS kéyldhéscape[ahd visufl charddiehsiics, 2hE spaciala &
qualities for which it is Maed, its key sensitivities to landscape change, and possible measures for its
enhancemen? ¢

There are five SLAs within, or partially within, tiekén study areaBen Griam and Loch nan Clar SLA
Ben Klibreck and Loch Choire SEAboll East and WhiteHead SLAFannichs, Beinn Dearg and Glen
Calvie SLAand Loch Fleet, Loch Brora and Glen Loth SLA

The closest SLA to theroposedDevelopment iBBen Klibreck and Loch Choire SaAninimum of
13.6km to the northeast of thenearest turbine in thePropogd Development. Visibility of the
ProposedDevelopment from this SLA istermittent/very intermittent, with the great majority
gaining no visibility at all. These factanssure that theeffect on the overall integrity of th&LA will
be not significant.

The remaining four SLAs all lie overkd® away from the Proposed Development and while it may

have somenfluence on these SLAhe distance from the site and the limited/ lack of visibility ensures

that there will not be a significant effect aine oveaall integrity of the designated area¥he 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 Lothr8ltierefore discounted from the assessment and

are notassessed in any further detail.

Wild Land Areas

WLAs are shown ob I (i dzNJ2p1@ vild aséd mappingThis mapping is referred to in SPP 2014
andtheNPA- YR A& adzLJLl2NI SR o6& | R20dzySyid GAGEt SR Q! ROAC
information about the evolution of the magpng, the consultation process that proposed WLAs were

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

SPP referto the WLA mappin@n paragrapls 200and 215

G2AfR tFYR OKINIYOGSNI A& RA&ALIX ISR Ay &a2YS 2F {02
coastal areas, which are very sensitive to any form of intrusive human activity and have

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

OKIF NI OGSNI 2F INBlFa 2F gAfR fFryR a ARSYGATASR 2y

LY FNBlF&a 2F gAfR fFyR 060aSS8S LI NIYINILIK HnnvI RSGSH
circumstances. Further considéon will be required to demonstrate that any significant

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

2Z0KSNJ YAGATI GA2Y ®§

Paragraph 2.7 df | ( dzNJBAfvid@ta Gosiernmer(SNH, 2014)Iso recognises that ssitively sited
development can be integrated into WLAS:

GXAG Aa AYLRNIFYyG G2 SYLKIFAAAS {bl Qa @GAS¢ GKIG &,
YFEYyF3SYSyid 2N RS@St2LIYSydQ |a ada33SaidsSR o0& az2ys |
such a label would restrict all furidevelopment options. SPP (2010) recognises that wild

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

RSOSt2LIYSyid OlFly 06S F002YY2RIGSR 6AGKAY GKSY GKACT :
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6.5.38  There are eight WLAs within or patty within the40km study area ashown on Figure 6.5a and in
conjunction with the blade tip ZTV on Figure1Theseight WLAsre:

1 Ben HopeBen Loyal WLA (Area 38);

Ben KlibreckArmine Forest WLA (Area 35);
Cape Wrath WLA (Area 40);
FoinavegBenHeeWLA(Area 37);
InverpollycGlencanisp WLA (Area 32);
Quinag WLA (Area 33);

= =4 -4 -4 -a -

Reay CassleWWLA(Area 34); and
1 RhidorrocltBeinn DeargBen Wyvis WLA (Area 29)

6.5.39 TheProposed Development lies just within the eastern edge of the seasitern fork of theReay,
Cassley WLhile the FoinavermBen Hee WLA is a minimum o8%&m to the north These wo WLAS
are included in the wild land assessmgas agreed witiNatureScotand THC.

6.5.40 The remaining six WLAs have been discounted from the assessmdnare 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 effectswitdness qualities to arise, as follows:
BenKlibreclcArmineForest WLA is a minimum of X8n to the eastwith very intermittent visibility;
RhidorrocltBeinn DeargBen Wyvis WLAes a minimum of around 118n to the southwest, also
with very intermittentvisibility, much of which is blade only; Quinag WLA is a minimum kifre@way
to the west and gains theoretical visibilibply from two high points of Quinadgden HopeBen Loyal
WLA is a minimum of 28m away and gains very intermittent visibility; atite Cape Wrath and
InverpollygGlencanisp WLAgain no theoretical visibility.

6.5.41 TheProposedDevelopment may have some influence orosk WLAghat gain some theoretical
visibility but this would not be significant

Principal Visual Receptors

6.5.42 A number of isual receptors such as settlements and travel routes are considered in the assessment
as views from them may be affected by the Proposed Developritéstot possible to consider every
potential visual receptor in the study area due to the extent ofug that it covers and the
FaaSaaySyld GKSNBFTF2NB 02y OSy i NI (irfay gah yisibilitiK & thél LINK y O A
Proposed DevelopmenErincipal visual receptors are shown on Figure 6.6&i@d0adius) and 6.6b
(20km radius), and in conjution with the blade tip ZTV on Figure B.@20km radiug.

Settlements

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

villages, which are found in sheltered, ldying coastal and strath locationBhe settlements included

Ay GKS FaaSaayvySyid NS (kKz2a$8S GKIG FNB OflFaairfasSR |
6.5.44  The larger settlements include Ullapool, Lochinver, Kinlochbervie, Bonar Baiddérdgay,all of

which arerangedaround the coasline and on the Dornoclirirth. The largest inland settlement is

Lairg, which lies within a crofting landscapetfa southernend ofLoch ShinThere are also a few

smaller villages, both inland and coastal, including Rosehall, Scouri¢ne@cshin. The closest

settlement to theProposedDevelopment idRosehall, approximately7km southsouth-east of the

Proposed Development, while Lairg is slightly further awagratind 18 km to the southeast. All

other settlements lienore than20 km away from the Riposed Development.
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6.5.45

6.5.46

6.5.47

6.5.48

6.5.49

6.5.50

Lairg is the only one of thesettlementsthat isshown on the ZTV to gaiheoreticalvisibility of the
ProposedDevelopment Thisvisibility is intermittent,very limited andpartly blade only, and gained
from some distance awaga minimum of approximately 1Bm 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 arathibesetlements

in the study area ar¢herefore discounted from the assessmedtie to lack of visibilitand are not
assessed in any further detail.

Routes

Routes include roads, walking routes, railways, and cycle roRmstes included as principal visual
receptors in the assessment are determined by four criteria:

1 the extent to which the route traverses the study area or extends across a notable part of it;
1 the proximity of the route to thé’>roposedevelopment;

1 the importance of the route in terms of recoigjon, traffic volume and usage; and

1

the potential for theProposedDevelopment to contribute to cumulative effects along the
route.

The location and extent of roads in the study area reflects the settlement pattern as they follow the
moreaccessible coastline and ldwing strathsinterior areas are considerably less accessible by,road
although there are some wetlefined private access routes through the landscape which in places
provide recreational accegs.g.the access track servirtge existing hydro plant on the site and in
the adjoining Glen Cassheyrhe roads in the study area that are considered as principal visual
receptors, due to various combinations of the criteria listed above, are as follows:

1 A836, whichenters the edgeof the 0 km study area to the soutkast of Ardgaypasses
through Lairg andhorthwardstowardsTongue where it leaves the northern edge of the study
area;

1 A837, which runs from the A836 at Invershin to Lochinver, passing to the south and west of the
Proposed Development;

1 A838, whicheffectively forms a large loop off the A83&nning north-west from Lairg to
Laxford Bridgealong Loch Shjrthen north-east to Durness, anfinally east/southeast to
Tongue where it rejoins the A836

1 A839, which runs through Strath Fleet, linkRgsehalln the west with the A9 in the easand
1 The minor deaeend road that runs up Glen Cassley from Rosehall.

Of these roads, the /¥ and minor Glen Cassley road afgown on the ZTV to gain no visiyilof

the ProposedDevelopment.These roads are therefore discounted from the assessment and are not
assessed in any further detailhe A839 haashort stretch of intermittent theoretical visibilitground
Lairgthat is largely of blades onlg, minimum of around 1% km from the Proposed Development,
and is also discounted from the assessment aslithot undergo a significant effect

TheA836 and A838 ddwowever, gairtheoreticalvisibility as shown on th&TV andhey areassessed
in detailsubsequently in thishapter.

There is one railway line in the study ayéae main line from Inverness to Wick and Thuynaich
runsin a loop fronthe south side of the Dornoch Firth up to Lairg and then eastwar@otspie This
railway line is shown on the ZTV to gaimy a very shortstretch of intermittent visibility, almost all
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of blades onlyfrom over 2L km away, just south ofairg It is therefore discounted from the
assessment and is not assessed in anthér detail.

6.5.51 There is one NCR in the study area; NORIik. route enters the southasern edge of the study area
aton the south side of the Dornoch Firdimd follows a variety of roads, primarily the A836, across the
south-eastern andeastern parts othe study area before leaving the nbegm edge of the study area
at Tongue. NCR1 gains theoretical visibility as shown on the Ti&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 thaft the A836.

6552 The/ I LIS 2N} GK 2F@&3x 2yS 2F { O2 0 éswRp@riiof thelstiidy argal £ ¢ NI A
This route is shown on the ZTV to gaamy limitedvisibility of the Proposed Developmefibm over
35km away ands therefore discounted from the assessment.

6.5.53  (ore paths in the study areare primarily located around settlemé&nand are largely located outwith
the 20km study area. Within the 20m radius, core paths atargelyconcentrated around Lairg and
Rosehall with three isolated paths also found to the west and nenbst of the Proposed
Development.The Rosehall pathare shown on the ZTV to gain no visibility and are therefore
discounted from the assessmerithere is some limited theoretical visibility from paths around Lairg
but the Proposed Development lies a minimum of arouBd7km away This visibility is almosll
blade only, and the paths where hubs are theoretically visiBld16.02 and SU16)0&re enclosed
within woodland,so will gain very little visibility.airg paths are therefore also discounted from the
assessmentThere is one core patt5(U16.0% to the north of Lairg that gains theoretical hub and
blade visibility but at over 16.km away and with screening by vegetation, the effect on views from
this path will be not significanThe three paths that lie to the west and nosttest (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 Developmant are therefore discounted from the
assessment.

6.5.54 The LVIA considers recognisedgdistance 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 RefattenJAct
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 spdici 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 longdistance routes or identified on the Core Paths Plan. Paths other than ctire aad 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 seiesmdints that are selected
to represent visibility fromLCTs landscape planninglesignations and principal visual receptors
around the study areaThese 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 hosen 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 tHeVlAhave been discussed dragreed in consultation with
NatureScot and HC.

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
usedin the assessment are described in Table 6.4

Sallachy Wind Farm EIA Report 6-28 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessm



6.5.57 The viewpointiocations are shown in conjunction with the blade tip ZTV on Figures 6.7a (A3 size),
6.7b (AL size),and6.7c (A size) and with the hub height ZTV on Figures 6.8a (A3 size), 8.8lz¢}

and6.8c (A size)

Table6.4¢ Viewpoints
Viewpoint Grid reference Comments
Approx. distance to
nearest turbine
1. Track near 238046, 920762 Includedto represent recreational uselsvalkers/
Maovally 2 21K cyclists)f the Maovallytrack. Withinthe ReayCassley
) m WLA. Elevated, accessible viewpoint location.
Requested byrHGn pre-application advice.
2. Ben More Assynt | 231838, 920069 PopularMunro within ReayCassley WLA and Assynt
8.6k Coigach NSA. Included to illustrate vidipilvithin the
AoKm WLA/NSA and views gained by recreational users.
3. Coire Ceann Loch | 234377, 926544 Viewpoint at the western end of Loch Shin, west of t
8.14km property at Corriekinloch and within Re&assleyVLA
) and AssynCoigach NSA. Included at the request of
NatureScot to illustrate visibility from a lelevel
within the WLA/NSA.
4. Arscaig track, Loch| 250931, 914142 Within ReayCassley WLA. Included to illustrate
Shin 912k visibility within the WLAviews gained by recreational
) m users of the track, and as an accessiblelevel view
from the south side of Loch Shin.
5. A838 near Colaboll| 255804, 910675 First in a series of views along the A838, north side ¢
15.10k Loch Shin. This is the first opeilew gained towards
-~ Km the Proposed Development as the A838 rounds the
bend at Colaboll. Gained by westbound travellers o
6. A838 near Achnairr] 254769, 912103 Second view from the A838, located at the junction ¢
the Achnairn road with the A838. Gained by
13.45km
westbound travellers only.
7. A838 Cnoc an 249835, 919215 Third view from the A838, open view across the loch
Laoigh from a relatively elevated locatiorisained by
6.40km
westbound travellers only.
8. AB838 near Fiag 244946, 920952 Fourth view from the A838, locatedhere the road
2 21K runs directly along the edge of the lodpposite the
-SLKm eastern end of the site
9. A838 wesbf 241197, 923496 Fifth view from the A83&nd the final view gained by
Overscaig 2 75K westbound travellers (albeit perpendiculdocated
-foKm opposite the western end of the site. Slightly elevate
and open view gained as the road drops down to
OverscaigGainedprimarily by eastbound travellers.
10.A838 Loch a' 239381, 926878 Sixth viewpoint on the A83&gined by eastbound
Ghriama 6.04K travellersonly. This viewpoint markibe start of a
OFKm stretch ofeastboundtheoretical visibility leading
eastwards toOverscaig.
11. A838 near West 238644, 932685 Fnal viewpoint on the A83&jainedby eastbound
Merkland travellers onlyjocated in a small area of limited
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Viewpoint

Grid reference

Approx. distance to
nearest turbine

Comments

11.89km

theoretical visibility. This viewpoint represents the
westernmost visibility gained frortne A838.

12.Ben Hee

242662, 933928
13.24km

View from summit ofthe CorbettBen Hee, within the
FoinaverBen Hee WLAncludedat the request of
NatureScoto illustrate visibility within the WLANnd
views gained by recreational user

13. Cnoc arAlaskie

249511, 926764
9.59km

Located at a local high point within the Foinav@an
Hee WLA. Cumulative effects with Creag Riabhach.

14. West Shinness

253391, 915139
10.80km

Viewpoint included to represent views gained from
residential propertiest West 8inness, in a slightly
elevated position above the loch.

15. Achnairn

255141, 912564
13.52km

Viewpoint included to represent views gained from
residential properties af\chnairn, in a slightly elevate
position above the loch.

16. A836 near Lairg

256991, 908500
17.36km

The first in a series of views gained from the A836 t
the north of Lairg. This Iscated in a layby where a
more open view is available than elsewheretbis
stretch ofthe road

17. A836 north
Dalchork

253694, 921146
10.41km

Thesecond A836 viewpoint. Visibility betwetnis
viewpoint and the previous viewpoiiig very limited
and this is one of the few open viewSained primarily
by northbound travellers but may be seen obliquely |
southbound travellers.

18. A836 Crask
Viewpoint

252148, 923991
9.87km

Final A836 viewpoint, located at the signposted Crag
viewpoint, where there is an interpretation board,
parkingand picnic benchOutwith, but dose to the
eastern edge of the FoinaveBen Hee WLAGained 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
18.42km

Popular Munro withirBen KlibreckArmine Forest WLA
and Ben Klibreck and Loch Choire.Shé&luded to
illustrate visibility within the WLALAand views
gained by recreational users.

20. Lairg

258286, 906381
19.71km

Viewpointin the settlement of Lairg, includeto
illustrate visibility from within Lairg.

21. Rhian Breck, Lar

259896, 904815
21.95km

Viewpoint included to represent views gained from tl
crofting area to the soutieastof Lairg. There is very
limited visibility from the majori of Lairg.

22. Quinag

220921, 929200
21.03km

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

Approx. distance to
nearest turbine

23. Arkle 231066, 94495 There is very limited visibility from the more distant

north-western part of the study area, and this
25.78km viewpoint provides a view from this direction. Within
the FoinaverBen Hee WLA and NorilVest
Sutherland NSA.

Cumulative Wind Farm Developments

6.5.58 Cumulative effects are defined in thdatureScotguidance Assessing the Cumulative Impact of
hyakK2NB 2AyR 9ySNHe& 5 S %8 additiahalcifainges causdn byPaopasadv H 0 | &
Developmentin corjunction with other similar developmerts I YR Yl & I NA&aS 6KSNB
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 soathat
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 Sitelbcluded in the Cumulative Assessment

6.5.59 In accordancewith best practice guidance, the cumulative assessment initially covers a radius of
60km from the Proposed Developmenand includes wind farms that are operational, consented,
and planning or Section 36 applications. Scoping stage wind farms are resaithgincluded unless
their application date is anticipated to be prior to or around the same time as the application for the
Proposed Developmenand a fixed layout is available this case, the scoping sitat Garvary Wind
Farm and Lairg 2 Resubni@s Wind Farm areonsidered to be relevant due tiheir anticipated
submission dates and the availability of fixed layouts, and their inclusitve cumulative assessment
has ben agreed with THC.

6.5.60 The cumulative situation changes frequently as applicest are made, refused or withdrawn, and the
layouts of submitted application wind farms are changed. It is therefore necessary to decide en a cut
off date when the sites and layouts to becluded are fixed. Th&4 January2021 hasbeen used as a
cut-off for this cumulative assessmemntijth the wind farms for inclusion being agreed with TétC
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 6m radius of theProposed Developmérare 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 consideteel relevant if the
addition of the Proposed Developmertb this and other wind farms could result in a significant
cumulative effect on a landscape character receptor, view or visual recéyadureScoguidance on
cumulative assessment (SNH, 2012) suggests that the study area foedetaihulative assessment
gAtt 3SySNI BFké radius frddnytie oufe? boundary of proposal but may be extended
due to the nature of likely cumulative effects identified asbée Ly G KS ProposedS 2 F (i K
Development this radius has been incread to 40km due to the study area radius of tiRroposed
Developmenttself being 4km. Wind farm sites outwith the 40m radius may be included where,
for example, a more distant wind farm would be seen from the same route asPtbposed
Developmentand the visibility of both sites could lead to significant cumulative effects. In the case of
the Proposed Developmenho wind farms that lie beyond 40n away are considered to be relevant
to the assessment.
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6.5.62

6.5.63

6.5.64

Table 65 lists the wind farms that are includeinthe detailed cumulative assessment, within K
of the Proposed Developmer{as shown on Figure &l).

Table6.5¢ Wind Farms included in the Cumulative Assessmertl kfn radius)

Wind Farm Name | Status Number of Turbine Approx. Distance
Turbines Dimensions to Proposed
Development

Achany Operational 19 turbines 100m to blade tip | 14.5km
Braemore Consented 18 turbines 126m to blade tip | 20km
Coigach Operational 1 turbine 77m to blade tip 38km
Community
turbine
Creag Riabhach Under construction| 22 turbines 125m to blade tip | 11.5km
Garvary Scoping 37 turbines 180m to blade tip | 24km
Kilbraur and Operational 27 turbines 115m/125m to 36km
Extension blade tip
Lairg Operational 3 turbines 100m to blade tip | 23km
Lairg2 Consented 10 turbines 150m/180m to 23km

blade tip
Lairg 2 Scoping 10 turbines 150m/190m/ 23km
Resubmission 200 m to blade tip
Meall Buidhe Application 9 turbines 1495 m to blade 22km

tip
Rosehall Operational 19 turbines 90 m to blade tip 15km
South Kilbraur Application 7 turbines 149.9m to blade 36km

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

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 ¥ands (Figures 6.14a to 6.4¥%. The
relevant cumulative sites are also shown in the Viires for each of the representative viewpoitits
Figures 6.15 to 6.37he wirelines are produced in increments ok@@d cover a variable width of

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

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 NatureScoguidancgSNH,2017) Where this occurs, the wind farm is not included inwhéten
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

6.6.1

6.7

6.7.1

6.7.2

6.7.3

6.7.4

6.7.5

6.7.6

6.7.7

Mitigation

The layout design of the Proposed Developiisna 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 aea. 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 Chapter3). Landscape and visual mitigati measures have therefore been
incorporated through the iterative design process in order to prevent or reduce potential adverse
landscape and visual effects, as described @hsign and Access Statement.

Residual Effects

This section of thishapterincludes 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.

This assessment is presented in fouregatries, as described 8ection 6.4, above:

1 effects on physical elements

1 effects on landscape character;

1 assessment of effects on wild larehd

1 assessment of effects on view
The assessment of cumulative effects is incorporated into these categories where relevant.
Effects on Physical Elements

The first category of effects covered in the assessment is physical effects, which are direct effects on
the fabric of the site, suchs 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 caseishmreelement involved:

rough grassland/moorland. It should be noted thaisttandscape elemeris assessed with reference

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

Rough Grassland/Moorland

The construction of access tracks asttier infrastructure will require the removal of areas of rough
grassland and moorland ground cover from the site area.

Baseline and Sensitivity

The rough grassland and moorlatitht 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 obtimeled hilld.CT that
covers the site and surrounding aredbe NatureScot 2019 desdption of this LCT notes that it is
OK I NI Ol ShdlomiBartly dedise tieather ground cover and moorland grasses, but also some
areas of bog @

The susceptibility to change of this landscape element is medtiwndue 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 meditatue and mediurdow
susceptibility to change of the landscape element results in a medium sensitivity for rough grassland
and moorland ground cover.
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6.7.9

6.7.10

6.7.11

6.7.12

6.7.13

Magnitude of Change

The area of rough grassland and moorland to be removed or disturbed in the cdimirand
operation of theProposedDevelopment 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

The dfect of the Proposed Development on rough grassland and moorland wiibbsignificant
This is due to the medium sensitivity of the landscape element and the meldwnmagnitude of
change on it.

Summary of Physical Effects

The Proposed Developmentliaffect one landscape element: rough grassland and moorland ground
cover. The effects on this element will bet significant

Assessment of Effects on Landscape Character
Introduction

Landscape character is the distinct and recognisable pattern ofezlesrthat 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 he addition of the Proposed Development to the landscape; angitdf 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 aresavetpng moorland and flow&CT

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.

It should be notd 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 assesseddmara mediurrhigh
magnitude of change it does not necessarily follow that the landscape character area within which it
lies would also undergo a mediuhigh magnitude of change, but may undergo a medium magnitude
of change instead.

This is because thdfects 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 spégiby 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 influenon 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 aroundkin 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. Viewpointsreferred 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 assessmerdnd the landscape character assessment.
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6.7.14

6.7.15

6.7.16

6.7.17

6.7.18

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 Hill$LCT 135)Loch Shin/Glen Cassleyit

Baseline and Sensitivity

The Loch Shislen Cassleunit of therounded hillLCT covers thedge 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 Lairgn the east to Corriekinloch in the wedtoch Shiiitself also lies within this unit.
Rounded hilld CT 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 gentlgulating and lowetlying
sweeping moorland and flowsCT.

The Loch Shilen Cassleynit is a long and linear area mfunded hilld. CTthat coversthe eastern

part of a vast area of this LQuhich extends fromLoch Shin in th@orth andeastto Coigach and
Strath Mulzie in the west and close to Strath Rusdale in the south. The-eastern boundary of this
unit follows the northern Loch Shin shoreline between Lairg and Corriekinloch, while the- south
western boundary broadly follows ttauter ridgeline of high ground that separates Glen Cadstay

Glen Oykel, with the high point of Beinn an Eoin lying within the. Tihi¢ unit has been defined on
the basis of this distinctivéinear, enclosindandform and the resultant level of influence of the
Proposed Development that may be gained.

The key characteristics abunded hilld_CTare described in the 2019 dataset. The majority of these
are relevant to the Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unit, and these are quoted below.

9 aw2ffAy3 KA dy rcalédsuimyhiis bat Wilh soRi& madiegrdnounced hills also
occurring.

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

1 Predominantly dense heather ground cover and moorland grasses, but also somefdregs
1 Fragments of broadleaf woodland in inaccessible locations.

1 Scarcely settled with a largely uninhabited interior and widely scattered crofts and farms on
lower slopes adjoining straths and farmed landscapes.

1 Narrow glens and lower hill slopes ofteich in archaeology with features such as standing
stones, brochs and medieval townships.

1 Convex character of hill slopes limiting distant visibility and views of the hill tops when travelling
through the landscape.

1 Views into the interior of the hills ierestricted.

1 Strong sense of wild character can be experienced within the more remote and little modified
LI NG&a 2F (GKAa fl yRaoOl LIS ¢
The description also includes the following specific comment in relation to the Loch Shin/Glen Cassley
unit:

& ¢ K S NBerdl gidips &fills within this Landscape Character Type which have distinct
identities;
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Swathes of more subtly rolling hills and moorland occur raehkt of Strath of Kildonan,

west of Loch Shin and between Strath Fleet and the Dornoch Firth. Octasickets 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 Strathsan@®@ 2 I adGFf | NBlFa RSalLIAGS o0SAy3 NBtFIA@GSte f:

6.7.19  Thenorthern part ofLoch ShifGlen Cassleynit of rounded hilldL.CTto the south of Loch Shihas a
higher level of development than many areas of this LCT, with coniferous forestry, tarmacaoads,
mast, hydroelectric generation infrastructure, transmissilines, a fish farm and houses all lying
within the unit. Achany and Rosehall wind farms also lie within this UBiternal influences of
settlement and coniferous forestry on the north side of Loch Shin, towards which the landfong
the southern ede of the lochs orientated, also add to the perception of developmerttis ensures
that the keyrounded hillsL.CTO K I NJ O {i StahgasénseCof V@ildF character can be experienced
within the more remote and little modified parts of this landscageesnot apply to this area.

6.7.20 Viewpoints 1 andt lie within this receptomvhile Viewpoints 5, 6, 8, 9 and 16 are located on its north
eastern boundary, on the A836 and A838.

6.7.21 Theoperational wind farms at Achany and Roseliallwithin the southern end othis unit, while
approximately700 m outwith the souttern boundaryis the consented Braemore wind farm. Around
4.6 km to the southeast is the operational wind farm at Lairg, adjoined by the consented site at Lairg
2. The operational wind farm at Kilbraand Extension lies approximately R away to the east,
while 8.5km away to the north is thenderconstructionwind farm at Creag Riabhach.

6.7.22  The Loch Shislen Cassleynit of rounded hilld. CThas a mediurhigh valuewhile the great majority
is not cavered by any scenic designatiofasvery small area on the western edge is within the Assynt
Coigach NSAand some areas displaglements of development and human influence such as
coniferous forestry and hydrelectric infrastructure, thenajority of theunit does liewithin the Reay
Cassley WLfalthough it should be noted that this is not a scenic designati®hg landscape has
scenic quality in its distinctive landscape characteristics and in its setting to Loclari8hi@len
Cassley The enclosure praded by this area of uplands to Loch Shimd Glen Cassley, and the
separation of these featuress of value, as is thecreational use of trackglaths andhe waterbody
of Loch Shin

6.7.23  The susceptibility ofounded hilldCT¢ Loch ShifGlen Cassleys medium. This is a distinctive and
generally undeveloped, remote landscapdiowever, this landscapes affected byinternal and
externalbaseline human influences, includingnd farms, the hydreelectric infrastructure, forestry,
and roadsand buildings along Loch Shiand this tempers susceptibility to a medium level as the
Proposed Development will Hecatedin this context.Thelarge scale and simplicity of the landform
and landscape patternalso temperssusceptibility

6.7.24 The combination of a medium susceptibility and medihigh value of the landscape results in a
medium-high sensitivity forrounded hilld. CT¢ Loch ShifGlen Cassley

Magnitude of Change

6.7.25  All of the turbines and thenajority of theinfrastructure(including existing and new access tracks, the
substationcompound and borrow pit search areaf the Proposed Development are located within
the north-western corner of this unit, and the sitees will therefore undergo direct physical effects
from the construction and operation of the turbines, access tracks and hardstandings, borrow pit,
construction compound andubstationcompound as well as perceived effects that arise through
visibility ofthe Proposed Development.
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6.7.26  This unit ofounded hilld CTgains theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development from on the site
itself up to approximatelyL8.5km away. This theoretical visibilityMariable and reflectthe landform
within the unit; the north-eastfacing slopeshat 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 sepasdtoch 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 withthis unit The site area and its vicinity will havlighmagnitude
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 fgllowin
considerations.

1 The site area is an uplamdoorlandlandscape with hited evidence oflarge-scalebuilt form
or development. The presence of the Proposed Development will result in a direct effect to this
baseline character through the addition of neunfamiliar features, primarily the turbines
providing a highlywisible, prevailing influence and introducing uncharacteristic elements in
terms of movement, materials, colour, and structures.

1 In addition to the physical effects, there will be a percepaiédration 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 anddlgsevicinity 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:

1 TheProposed Developmenhfrastructure that lies within this unis not unfamiliar in the site
area due to the hydrelectric infrastructure that already affects thécinity, including the
power station and access tracks. Tmeans that the landscape lacks the unspoilt remote,
wildness characteristics with which the ProposBdvelopment would hag the greatest
contrast.

1 TheProposed Developmentill not affect any of thekey characteristicgéquoted above}hat
are important in the creation of the distinctive character of this landsqasenoted abovethe
1 S& OKI NI srdng dehsa of Wi Character can be experienced within the more remote
FYR ftAGGES Y2RATA Sdees nittapdlydo thes Brealu& to the influeyide afO | LIS €
hydro infrastructureand other developed influencgs

I The generally large, sweeping scale, simplicitd éack of enclosure that characterise the
receptor prevent the occurrence of uncomfortable scale comparisons and provide an
appropriate receiving environment for the Proposed Development.

1 Thelocation ofthe Proposed Developmentithin the rounded hilldCT ensures that there is a
buffer of this landscape type around the turbines, so they not appear to extend up to the
boundary of the receptor, butra in a broaderarea ofconsistentandscape type.

6.7.29 The extent of thehigh magnitude of changwill vary around theProposed Developmenflo the
north-east it is likely to extendip to around the southern shore of Loch Stapproximately 15 km
from the turbines. This area will have the greatest influence from the turbirsesthey are located
upslope and are likely to appear prominesie to their positionon the higher groundand will also
be seen at their full height. To the soutvest of the turbines, however, theoretical visibility is more
limited due to landform scra@ng, and the turbines will lie downslope of this area, reducing their
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6.7.30

6.7.31

6.7.32

6.7.33

6.7.34

6.7.35

6.7.36

prominence. In this direction, the high magnitude of change is therefore likely to extend to a
maximum of around km from the turbines.

Beyond this immediate area, the magnitude ofolge will drop to anedium-high, and thenmedium

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 deciaasfisence. 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.

The extent of the various levels of magnitude ofacbe willagainvary around the Proposed
Development. To thaorth, eastand north-east, anedium-high and thenmedium level of change is
likely to extend to the boundary of the LCT, whfolows the northern side of Loch Shin aisch
maximum of aroundt km from the nearest turbineViewpoints 8 and 9 lie on the edge rafunded
hillsLCTin this direction, around 2.Rm and 2.7%m respectively to the north of the nearest turbine,
and illustrate the appearance of the Proposed Development as seen from this periphery of the
receptor.

To thesouth,east,west, north-west, south-east and sout-west, themedium-highand thenmedium
magnitude of change wilkxtend to a maximum around.5km from the nearest turbine, and
considerablyless than this in some aredsie to the rapid reduction in visibility and influence of the
Proposed Development ihese directionsViewpoint 1 lies around 2.2m to the west of the nearest
turbine andillustrates the appearance of the Proposed Development as seen from this part of the
landscape.

Where there issomevisibility of theturbinesfrom beyond aroundt.5 km away that is, to thenorth-
west, south-east, and further away, the south and soutlest- the magnitude of change will drop to

a medium-low, low or negligiblelevel as the influence of the Proposed Development reduces with
reduced visibiliy, distance and the reduced extent of the setting to the receptor that are affected by
the Proposed Development.

The southern side of the ridge that separates Loch Shin from Glen Cassley wilelgégileor no
change due to the negligible visibility and therefore influence ofRhgposed Development

Various elements of infrastructure lie within this unit as well as the turbines, including access tracks
and the substation compound. These elements alrmadktie within the areas described above as
having a high, mediurhigh or medium magnitude of change, and will not lead to any additional
magnitude of change on these ared$iere is, however, one small section of upgraded access track
that lies at the nothern end of the unit, between arourdl5 km and 5.5%km from the nearest turbine.

In this area, the magnitude of change arising from the turbines will be a maximomaditim-low, as
described aboveln this area, the upgrading of the access track will Gouate to the magnitude of
change but will not exceed 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

The effect of the Proposed Development the landscape character ebunded hillsLCT¢ Loch
Shin/Glen Casslayill vary. The effect on thgreatmajority of the receptor will b@ot significantdue
to a combination of the factors considered in the mediaigh sensitivity of the receptor and th
mediumlow, low or negligiblenagnitude of change upon it.
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6.7.38

6.7.39

6.7.40

6.7.41

6.7.42

6.7.43

6.7.44

A combination of a mediurow magnitude of change and a medithigh sensitivity can lead to an
effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect on the areas of the LiGikteaa
mediumlow magnitude of chang@hat is, limited areas to the soutmorth-west andsouth-east of
the site, beyond 4.%m from the nearest turbines judged to benot significantprimarilybecause the
landform of these parts of the receptor is tnmotably orientated towards th&roposed Development
and other landscape characteristics or features will retain their baseline influence.

There will, however, be significanteffect on the site area itself and the area that extends up to a
maximum of around 4% km from the nearest turbine in the Proposed Developmditiis effectrises
from a combination of the factors considered in the medibigh sensitivity of the receptor and the
high, mediumhigh or medium magnitude of change upon This effect will be longerm and
reversible.

Cumulative Effects

The location of operational and consented wind fanmithin andaround this receptor is described in
the baseline description above. In addition to these wind farms, applicatiage sites at Meall
Buidhe Strath Tirryand South Kilbraur lie &.6km to the southand 3.8km and 19km to the east
respectivelyThe scping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission ateahd 4.Xm respectively
to the southeast.

The great majority ofheoretical visibility of the cumulative wind farms is gained from the seuth
eastern part of the receptorwithin which Achany and &sehall wind farms are locatedhile
BraemoreGarvarylairg, Lairg ,2Strath TirnandMeall Buidhe form an arc around the sotglstern
edge. There is also sortieeoreticalvisibility of these sites from the western side of Glencasdiey
visibility fom the northern part of theeceptor is very limited as the ridge munded hilld. CTscreens
visibility from the south and southast.

Theoretical visibility o€reag Riabhaciind Strath Tirrwind farmsis gained largely from the eastern

slope of thereceptor 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 distaeotetical visibility of these

sites.

There are four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be added:
operational/underconstruction wind farms; operational/underonstruction plus consented wind
farms; operational/undeicondruction plus consented and applicatiestage wind farms; and
operational/underconstruction plus consented, applicati@tage and scoping wind farms.

The cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed Development in any
scenariowill vary across the receptor. The highest cumulative magnitude of change in any scenario
will ariseon those limited areas in the central paof the receptorthat lie between the Proposed
Development and the cumulative wind farms. Heteere is some intermittent migange influence

from the Proposed Developmetd the north-west; of the group of sites that lies to the south of Lairg

to the southeast; and Creag Riabhach and/or Strath Tirry to the east/reaitt. 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 charaatdthe addition of the Proposed
Development to the northwest while the cumulative sites are to thewgh-east or east/northeast

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

However, the evated landform ridge ofrounded hillsLCTthat lies between the Proposed
Development and the soutkastern 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 wasiatuses, 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 inftnce of the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms

to the east and soutieast.

In the operational/undefconstruction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed
Development to varying levels of influence of Achany, Creag Riabhach, LaRgsetthll will have a
maximumlow/medium-low cumulative magnitude of changm these central parts of the receptor
This arises from visibility of the Proposed Development to the naetht while the other wind farms
are seen to the nortkeast and the solt-east, and thus leads to a wind farm being theoretically visible
on three sides of Loch Shinis limited to a lodmedium-low level by thdimited andrelatively distant
visibility ofthe cumulative wind farms, theestricted turbine sizef Achany, Laj and Rosehalthe
very small proportion of the view thahey will occupy; and the similar landscape settingAahany,
RosehallLairg and the Proposed Development withdmunded hilld.CTThe limited influence of the
Proposed Development is also reden.

In the operational/underconstruction plus consented wind farms cumulative scenario, with Lairg 2
and Braemorealso considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the
Proposed Development will increase tareediun-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.

In the operational/undefconstruction plus applicatiostage wind farms auulative scenario, with

the application stage wind farsat Meall Buidhe and/oStrath Tirry also considered, the cumulative
magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed Development will increase slightly due
to the addition of theoreticavisibility of afurther wind farmns, but will remaina maximum ofnedium-

low due to the very limited visibilitand influence of Meall Buidhe arftrath Tirryon these central
areas of the receptor.

In the operational/undeiconstruction plus consented, pficationstage 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 applicasitage 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 inntleelium-low cumulative magnitude of
change arising from the Proposed Development in the previous scenario dlue tainor 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 Lairgnd 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 amedium-low level.

It is possible that a scenario may arise where the Proposed Development is added to one or both of
the scoping sites, but the applicatieatage sites are no longer relevant. In this case, the consideration
of Lairg 2 Resubmission and/or Garvary would notéase the cumulative magnitude of change over

the medium-low level assessed in the operational/undemnstruction plus consented scenario.

Away from theecentral parts of the receptor, the cumulative magnitude of changebeilbwer than

the maximum nedium-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 settinlge receptor but will

be seen in conjunction with other wind farms, thus reducing its cumulative effect.
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The cumulative effeabn the landscape character odunded hilldCTg Loch Shin/Glen Cassleyl
be not significantin any scenario. Thisdsie to a combination of the factors that lead to the maximum
mediumlow cumulative magnitude and the mediuhigh sensitivity of theeceptor.

A combination of a mediudow cumulative magnitude of change and a medihigh sensitivity can
lead to an effect tht is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect is judged to be not
significant primarily due to theerylimited parts of the receptor that may be notably influenced by
the Proposed Development and other wind fararsd the separation of th€roposed 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 Hill$LCT 135)Loch Fiag Unit

TheLoch Fiag unit ofounded hillsLCTis to the north of Loch Shin and is part of a wider area of
rounded hilld. CTthat links therugged mountain massifCTof Ben Hee in the west tooch Naver and
the lone mountaind. CTof Ben Klibrecin the east This unit ofounded hilld CTabutsextensive areas

of sweeping moorland and flowsCT to the north and souttiorming a ridge of high ground that
separates the massive expanses of moorland that cover the area north of Altnaharra in theindrt
Strath Tirry and Glen Fiag in the souftlie high point in this unit, Creag Dhubh More (595 is in
the north-western corner, close to Ben Hee, from where greund drops gradually to the south and
east.

The key characteristics of rounded hillsdescribed in the 2019 dataset are quoted above in relation
to rounded hill. CT¢ Loch ShifGlen Cassleyihese are generally relevant to thech Fiagnit, which
displays little development and retains a sense of wildness.

There are no viewpoints with this LCT. However, Viewpoint 10 lies on its sautistern boundary,
at the boundary withrugged mountain massifCT and the souttvestern part ofrounded hilld.CT¢
LochFiag can be seen in the outlook towards the Proposed Development from Vievijgoint

While there are nooperational wind farmsvithin this unit, part of the undeconstruction wind farm
at Creag Riabhadfes within the soutkeastern end of the unit. The operational sitasAchany and
Rosehall li minimum of 18.%m to the southof the unit, whileLairg Estate and the consented Lairg
2 are to 24km to the southeast.Braemore is 2&m to the south, andhe operational Kilbrauand
Extensiories over 32km to the southeast.

The Loclhriagunit of rounded hilld. CThas amediumthigh valuewhile itis not covered by any scenic
designationsthe majority of the unit does lie within thEoinaverBen HeéNLA (although it should
be noted that this is not a scenic designatiomhe landscapalsohas scenic quality in itsiassive,
exposed and elevated landforrand the link between Ben Klibreck and the western mountisialso
of value

The susceptibility forounded hilld.CT¢ Loch Fiags mediumhigh. This is eemote upland landscape
with little internal large scale or readily apparent built or moving development, andetkternal
influence of theProposed Development will contrast with thighere isalso anassociation between

the southwestern part of this receptor and the landscape within which the site lies, as they lie on
either side of Loch Shin, enclosing the water bddgwever, the large scale and simplicity of the
landform and landscape patterqgevents a high susceptibilitas 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.

The combination of a mediwhigh susceptibily to change of the landscape and the mediigh
value of the landscape results immeedium-high sensitivity forrounded hilld.CT¢ LochFiag
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Magnitude of Change

The Proposed Development lies outwithis 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.

Rounded hill CT¢ LochFiaggains theoretical hub height and blade tip visibility of thebines in the
Proposed Development from a minimum of aroun& Km away to thenorth up to a maximum of
around17.5km to the northeast. Thisvisibility is intermittent and irregular, aing where the slopes

of the hills are facing southwards, towards the sifome 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 arisifrgm the turbines due to their limited visibility and
accommodation into the landscape context.

Magnitude of change will vary widely acrassinded hilld.CT¢ LochFiagdue to the extensive nature
of the LCT and the resultant variable influence of thep@sed Development.

The highest magnitude of change will be gained fromdbethern extremity of the western part of

the receptor, which is in closest proximity to the Proposed Developmédgtween approximately
4.5km and 6.5%m away.Thisis a smalpart of the receptorthat covers thesouth-facing slopes of the
RAAGAYOGADS I yRT2 NIAOR)Fwhich/liés@nmiediatell) tis i dast of thedABI8m
near Viewpoint 10.

Within this area, the level of change will beediumto medium-low with medium being found on the
closerand more enclosedrea,where the Proposed Development will be seen in the open part of the
setting to the receptordropping to mediurdow ason the more distant and open higher ground,
where the Proposed Developmewill affect a much smaller proportion of the setting to the receptor.
This will arise as a result of the following considerations.

1 The site area is an upland moorland landscape with limited evidence ofdaede built form
or development. The presencef the Proposed Development will result in 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.

f Thelandf&Ny 2F GKA& LI NI 2F GKS NBOS LI soNdrds the/ 2 O
Proposed Developmentvhich lies on the opposite slope of Loch Shin, and this association will
increase the influence of the Proposed Development.

1 The Proposed Developmenwill appearin the open aspect of the setting to the receptor
particularly from the more enclosed lower slopéhere other aspects are more enclosed by
landform, and thiswill alsoincrease its influence.

The factors that restrict the magnitude of changea maximummedium or medium-low level are as
follows.

1 There will be no direct physical effects on this receptor, and effects are perceived only.

1 The key characteristics that are important in the creation of the distinctive characteunéied
hillsLCTwill not be affected by the Proposed Development. Importantly, the key characteristic
2 TStrang sense of wild character can be experienced within the more remote and little modified
parts of this landscage ¢ At y20 0S5 I euhddOMsI@Igloéh Figgkdot LI
remote and lacks the sense of wildness that is found elsewthgedo the presence of the A838,
coniferous forestry, and other elements of development.
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1 The distance between the Proposed Development gl part ofrounded hilld_CT¢, LochFiag
will reduce its influence as the inherent characterafinded hilld. CTwill continue to prevail,
along with other external influences on the receptor.

Around 6.5km away from the Proposed Development, the magnitude of change will drop t
medium-low/ low, low and thennegligiblelevel. 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; therelatively low elevation of the turbines, which ensures that they will not appear as
prominent vertical features; and the increasing importance of othdiuences on landscape
character as the Proposed Development decreases in influence.

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.

Signifcance of the Effect

The effect of the Proposed Development on the landscape characteuafied his LCT LochFiag
will vary. The effect on the great majority of the receptat be not significant due to a combination
of the factors considered in th@edium-high sensitivity of the receptor and the maximumedium-
low/ low magnitude of change upon iowever, he effect on theverysmall part of the receptothat

O2Q0SNE (KS &2dzi KSNY afie? tliSest tetife site eBnvOen Braund®FkMA | Y |

and 6.5km away- will be significantdue to a combination of the factors considered in the medium
high sensitivity of the receptor and the medium to medilmw magnitude of change upon it.

A combination of a mediudow magnitude of change and a mliem-high sensitivity can lead to an
effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effecthenpart of the receptothat has

a mediumlow 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

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, applicedtage sites at Meall
Buidhe, Strath Tirry and South Kilbraur lie ak&8to the south and 13.Bm and 3%m to the south

east respectively. The scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg ubmission are 2&m and 24&m
respectively to the soutieast. 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.

Other than Creag Riabhach, the relevantrwlative wind farmsof all statuses lie tdhe south and
south-east of this receptgrandare contained within a limited part of the setting to the receptor
(approximately 35°). The southern and sowgddstern sitediave limited and distant visibility fropand
influence onthe receptor, gained largelyrom the upper south and southeastfacing slopesn 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.

Creag Riabhach, which lies partly within the see#fstern corner of the rexptor, has a slightly
different pattern of visibility and will have more influence on the eastern area andfaeaitg slopes.

There are four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be added:
operational/underconstruction wird farms; operational/undeconstruction plus consented wind
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farms; operational/underconstruction plus consented and applicatistage wind farms; and
operational/underconstruction plus consented, applicatistage and scoping wind farms.

The cumulative mgnitude 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 arisein two areas: firstlyfi KS  WT Ay 3 SND -éastwards f@rthie SnAiR Body oRthezii K

NBOSLIi2NE F2NXAY3d GKS SIFadiSNYy aiaRS 2F Dt Sy CAl 3

Rhuaidh, Cnoc Allt an Ulbhaidh; and secondly, the soutslepesof Cnoc Maol na Cloiche Gile, which
lies to the west of GleFRiag.

These areadie between the Proposed Development and Creag Riabhach, and are shown on the
cumulative ZTVs to gain intermittent visibility of both wind farras well as very distant and limited
visibility of the group of sites that lies to the solgbuth-east.In these areasthe addition of the
Proposed Development to the cumulative scenawitl introduce wind farm influence to the south
western aspect of the settingdding to the influence o€reag Riabhacto the north-east and the
distant andlimited influence of the other sites to the souttast.

In the operational/underconstruction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed
Development to varying levels of influence of Achany, Creag RialdrattRosehall will have a
maximumlow/medium-low cumulative magnitude of change on these parts of the receptor. This
arises from visibility of the Proposed Development to sleeth-west while other wind farms are seen
primarilyto the north-eastbut alsothe southeast, and thus leads to a wind farbeing theoretically
visible on three sides diie receptor. It is limited to a low/mediurtow level by thevery intermittent
nature of the effect; the verjimited and relatively distant visibility of theouth-easterncumulative
wind farms the restricied turbine size of Acharand Rosehall, the very small proportion of the view
that they will occupyithe retention of the northern, western and norteastern aspects of the
receptor with no wind energy influencand the similar landscape setting of Acha@yeag Riabhach,
Rosehall and the Proposed Development wittianded hilld. CT. Thaot significantinfluence of the
Proposed Development is also relevant.

In the operational/undeiconstruction 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 medium-low level. This is due to the increased wind farm influence
arising from Lairg 2, with its larger turbine dimensions and extent across thewl&eh ensures that

the south/southeastern group of sites will have an increased influence.

In the operational/umer-construction plus applicatiostage 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 slightiytalthe addition of
theoretical visibility of a further wind farm, but will remain a maximumaddium-low due to the

very limitedand relatively distanvisibility and influence of Strath Tirry on these areas of the receptor.

In the operational/undeiconstruction plus consented, applicatiestage 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 applicasimge wind farms as there is no cairity asto 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 inntieelium-low cumulative magnitude of
change arising from the Proposed Developmerthi 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
conjuncion 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 increadetigligut would not increase
over amedium-low level.

It is possible that a scenario may arise where the Proposed Development is added to one or both of
the scoping sites, but the applicatieatage sites are no longer relevant. In this case, the considerat

of Lairg 2 Resubmission and/or Garvary would not increase the cumulative magnitude of change over
the medium-low level assessed in the operational/undesnstruction plus consented scenario.

Away from thesawo specifigparts of the receptor, the curmative magnitude of change will be lower
than the maximum mediuntow level found here. This @ten due tolack of visibility of the Proposed
Development and/or cumulative wind farms, and where there is visibilitg, increasinglymore
limited, intermittent and distant visibility of the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms

The cumulative effect on the landscape characterr@inded hillsSLCT¢ Loch Fiagwill be not
significantin any scenario. This is due to a combination of the factors #wd ko the maximum
mediumlow cumulative magnitude and the mediuhigh sensitivity of the receptor.

A combination of a mediudow cumulative magnitude of change and a medibigh sensitivity can

lead to an effect that is significant or not significant.tiis 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 fams, 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 MasqECT 139)Ben More/Ben Hee Unit

Baseline and Sensitivity

The Ben MoreBen Hee unit of theugged mountain massifCT 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 c@hkeunit has been
defined on the basis dhis crescent ofenclosingelevatedlandformthat wraps around the head of
Loch Shin, and the site areand the resultant level of influence of the Proposed Development that
may be gained.

Rugged mountain masdifCT whichis found in the northwestern part of the study aremomprises
elevated mountains of massive scale with a rugged, irregular and complexToaBen More/Ben
Hee unitcovers thesouth-eastern part of a vast area ofigged mountain massifCTthat extends
from Foinavenn the north toBreabag in the souttThe southern and eastern boundaries of this unit
abut rounded hilld.CTand sweeping moorland and flowsCT including the Loch Shin/Glen Cassley
unit of rounded hilld CTwithin which the site lies.

The key characteristics nfgged mountain massifCTare described in the 2019 dataset. The majority
of these are relevant to thBen More/Ben Hee unitand are quoted below.

1 dMountains with very steep slopes which are often covered in scree and commonly feature
narrow rocky ridges, buttresses, crags and jpuamced peaks.

1 High, generally lying above 800m.
9 Different geology associated with each mountain group influencing their character.

1 Deeply indented sea lochs of Lochs Glendhu and Glencoul and a number -ciddeelens,
cut into the mountains of nortiwest Sutherland, generally orientated on long newbst to
southreast fault lines.

1 Dark, narrow lochs within some of the no#tlest Sutherland mountain glens.
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1 Mountain peaks form landmarks, rising above the interlocking mass of lower slopes and
distinguishe by their height, distinctive and recognisable profile.

1 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.

1 Interior of this landscape is mainly visited by hill walkers and deer stalkers.

9 Limited visibility within the glens which lie between or at the foot of these mountains, due to
their steepness of slope and immense size.

1 Extensive views of the surroundilagndscape and an exhilarating experience of openness and
exposure from mountain ridges and summits.

1 Natural unmodified character of the high mountains, with their remoteness, ruggedness, and

RAFFAOMzZ G 2F | O0Saaz ONBFOGAy3 | &AGNRy3a gAfR O

The desription also includes the following specific commeint relation to theBen More/Ben Hee
unit:

oQuartzite screes on the sheer sowtbst flanks of Foinaven and Arkle and on the upper
slopes of Ben More Assynt give these mountains a characteristicalgnesd colour. The
physical characteristics of these massif areas varies. The Foinaven massif has a complex
form ofXlong, rocky narrow ridges and spurs, deeply scooped corries and many
pronounced tops. Ben Hee and Ben Leoid have more rounded forms ifromawise

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 geaks.

GThere is a stronger landscape contrast however in the east where thelongr
expansive and simpler Sweeping Moorland and Flows abuts the high rugged mountains
which stretch from Foinaven to Ben More Assynt.

GThere are dramatic views of the westernggad Mountain Massi€ 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 &36¢

2 KAES GKS YlF22NAGe 27T KA &natadl inimodiiedSBaradiek of thie | &
high mountains, with their remoteness, ruggedness, and difficulty of access, creating a strong wild
charactee = ( KS OK I dddtethip&iNdry2ofthe (ufitSs modified by nearby elements of
development, including thé\838 corridoy coniferous forest, and general development along Loch
Shin.

Viewpoints2, 3, 11 and 1%e within this receptor Viewpoints 2 and 12 represent views from key
summits ¢ Ben More Assynt and Ben Hee respectiveihile Viewpoints3 and 11 are lowelevel and

show the view from within Coire Ceann Loch and from the A838 west of Ben Hee respectively.
Viewpoint 23 (Arkleis located at the northern end of the wider arebrogged mountain massifCT

Thee are nooperational under construction or consenteglind farmswithin the Ben More/Ben Hee
unit of rugged mountain massifCT or within the wider area ofrugged mountain massifCT The
closest operational or under cstruction wind farm is Creag Riabha8& km to the east. There is a
more distant group to the soutleast, including Achany and Rosehall, arounétrh7away; Braemore,
22km away; and Lairg and Lazgust over 28&m away.
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TheBen More/Ben Heeanit of rugged mountain massifCThas ahighvalue; the western part of the
unit is within the Assyn€oigach NSA and thmajority lies within the FoinaverBen Hee andReay
Cassley WIAThelandscape hasotablescenic quality in its distinctive landscape chéesistics and
the enclosureand contrastprovided bythe mountainsto the adjacentsweeping moorland and flows
LCT(as quoted above from the NatureScot landscape descriptiomg. rEcreational use ofhis
landscape by hillwalkers also contributes to itfuea

The susceptibility ahe Ben More/Ben Hee unit efigged mountain massifCTis mediumhigh. This

is a distinctive and undeveloped, remote upland landscape matinternallarge-scalebuilt or moving
development, and theexternal influence of theProposed Development will contrast with this.
However, the Proposed Development will be seen in an aspect of the settinggt@d mountain
massif LCTthat is affected by baseline human influences, including more distant wind farm
development and the roadsuildings and forestry along Loch Shin, and this tempers susceptibility to
a mediumhigh level as the Proposed Development will be seen in this context. It is also relevant that
rugged mountain massiLCTdoes not have a specific association with the siea, and is
characterised primarily by its innate landscape elements and patterns.

The combination of emediumhigh susceptibility to change and the high value of the landscape results
in ahigh sensitivity forthe Ben More/Ben Hee unit efigged mountan massifLCT

Magnitude of Change

The turbines and majority of infrastructure of the Proposed Development lie outiivithreceptor

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 charactefhere is, howeer, one short stretch of upgraded access track (approximately

2 km long) just within the southern extremity of the urétt the head of Loch Shin. This is the section

2F GNI Ol GKIG Nd¥zya FTNRY (GKS [20K | Q DRNKXKKAYIlk [ ROK
Choire burn crossing in the west. Along this stretch of the upgraded track, there will be physical effects

as well as perceived effects.

The Ben More/Ben Hee unit afigged mountain masslfCTgains theoretical hub height and blade
tip visibilty of the turbines in the Proposed Development from a minimum of aroundkdh.away to
the north up to a maximum of around 1&n to the northeast. This visibility is intermittent and
irregular, arisingt high points andvhere the slopes of thenountainsare facing towards the site.

Magnitude of change will vary widely acrasgged mountain masslfCT¢ Ben More/Ben Heelue
to the extensive nature of the LCits rugged massivdandformand the resultant variable influence
of the Proposed Development.

The highest magnitude of change ailise onthreeareas withirthe inner arc of the unit, to the north

and west of the Proposed Development. These are the steeply gsirtgern slopesf Sron na Garbh

'ARKSEZ ¢gKAOK Sy Of 2aSa hiaméto theSarth & g Prapdséd Devaldpmdnez OK | Q
the lower eastfacing slopes of Ben More Assytt the west of the Proposed Developmemind the

incised glen of Coire Ceann Loch, to the navst of the Proposed Development.

Thefirst two of these aras- Sron na Garbh Uidindthe lower eastfacing slopes of Ben More Assynt

- lie between approximately 4.b6m and 7km away from thenearest turbine in theProposed
Development.The third area Coire Ceann Loahis further away, extending up to around2&m

away from the nearest turbine; in this area, the influence of the turbines extdods greater
distance due to the channelling of landform towards the Proposed Development and the more
enclosed, focused nature of this influence, as the wider settimyg@ged mountain massifCTis not

S0 apparent as on the open, upper slopes.
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6.7.99  Within thesearess, the level of change will bmediumto 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 mediulow as on the more disint 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.

1 The landform of these parts of the receptor is orientated towattikss Proposed Development
and this association will increase thgternalinfluence of the Proposed Development.

1 The Proposed Development will result in perceived effects on the mountainous upland
character of this landscape through the addition of theeemal 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.

1 While the key characteristics that are important in the drea of the distinctive character of
rugged mountain massiECTwill not be notably affected by the Proposed Development, there
is likely to be some effect on the key characteristidétural unmodified character of the high
mountains, with their remotesss, ruggedness, and difficulty of access, creating a strong wild
charactee. This effectwill, 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.

1 ¢KS t NRPLRASR 5S@St2LIYSyd A drantafic&ieéws of thg \Bebtémn (2 | F7
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1 The Proposed Development will appear in the open aspect of the setting to the receptor,
particularly from the more enclosed lower slap@nd this will also increase its influence.

1 The 2km stretch of upgraded accedrack lies within this part of the receptor, at the foot of
Sron na Garbh Uidland there will therefore also be a minor physical effect on this part of the
landscape.

1 In Coire Ceann Loglhe channelling of landform to the soutbast reduces the open aspect
across the widerugged mountain massi£CTwhich elsewhere dilutes the fluence 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 maxirmiedium or medium-low level are as
follows.

1 There will beno direct physical effects on this receptother than the minor effect of access
track upgradingandthe great majority okffects are perceived only.

1 The key characteristics that are important in the creation of the distinctive characteunéied
hills will not be notably affectedby the Proposed Development. Importantly, the key
OK I NI O Enénsiva vielvs d the sarrounding landscape andxailaating experience
of openness and exposure from mountain ridges and surdmitsnot be affected as thse
peripheralparts of rugged mountain massifCTdo notincludedmountain ridges and summiésZ
but arethe relatively lowlyingouter slopesof the LCT

1 The Proposed Development will be seen in a relatively unremarkable part of the setting to
rugged mountain massitCTand not in the context of the massivdramatic 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, hydfectric infrastructure all apparent, and this
reduces its contrast with baseline landscape character and influences.

1 The distance between the Proposed Development arasétparts of rugged mountain massif
LCTreducssits influence as th&ery stronginherert character otthe receptorwill continueto
prevail, along with other external influences on the receptor.

Viewpoint 3 is located in one of the these three areas, at the upper er@oot Ceann Loc¢land
illustrates how the landform of the glen reducéise 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 enchetlaum-low level

for the rea®ns described above.

Around7 km away from the Proposed Developmdot 82 km in the case of th€oire Ceann Loch
area) the magnitude of change will drop tdawv and thennegligiblelevel. This reduction in the level
of change results from various facs including thecontinuous increase in the influence of the more
dramatic parts of theugged mountain masslfCTthat lie to the north and westthe opening up of
views, including panoramic views from summits and ridges, sottieproportion of the sdting
affected by the Proposed Developmenbtably reduces the increased distance between the
Proposed Development and these parts of the receptord the relatively low elevation of the
turbines, which ensures that they will not appear as prominenticattfeatures

Viewpoint 2 (Ben More Assynt) lies within this area, just undek3o the west of the Proposed
Development. This view illustrates how the extensive and open wider Li@ggefd mountain massif
which extends to the north, south and weptovides the ky setting to this part of the unityhile the
Proposed Development affects only a small, relatively developed proportion of the setting so that the
wider rugged mountain massifindscape characteristics of the receptor remain prevalent.

Extensive partsfahe 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

The effect of the Proposed Development on the landscape charactegged mountan massifLCT

¢ Ben More/Ben Heeavill vary. The effect on the great majority of the receptor will be not significant
due to the factorsonsidered in the maximum low magnitude of chamtgspite the high sensitivity

of the receptor However, the effect orhie small part of the receptor that covers teeuthernslopes

of Sron na Garbh Uidlthe lower eastfacing slopes of Ben More Assyahd Coire Ceann Locénd

lies between around 4.6m and7 km awayfrom the nearest turbine in theProposed Development
(8.2km in the case offoire Ceann Loghwill be significantdue to a combination of the factors
considered in the high sensitivity of the receptor and the medium to medmm magnitude of
change upon it.

A combination of a mediudow magnitude of changera 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 tbentrast that the Proposed Development will have with
the character of the receptor.

Cumulative Effects

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, applicatiage sites at Meall
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Buidhe and Strath Tirry lie at X0n and 23&m respectivéy to the southeast. The scoping sites at
Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission @& and 2B km respectively to the southast.

Other than Creag Riabhach, the relevant cumulative wind farms of all statuses lie to theeagtithf
this receptor, and are antained within a limited part of the setting to the receptoas seen at
Viewpoints 2 and 12. Tkesouth-eastern sites have limited and distant visibility from, and influence
on, the receptorgained largely fronmigh points andupper southeastfacing opes. The majority of
the receptor will gain no influence of wind farms, including the Proposed Developrazatag
Riabhach, whiches to the easthas asimilarpattern of visibility

There are four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Propd3edelopment may be added:
operational/underconstruction wind farms; operational/undaronstruction plus consented wind
farms; operational/undeiconstruction plus consented and applicatistage wind farms; and
operational/underconstruction plus consentedpplicationstage and scoping wind farms.

In the operational/underconstruction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed
Development to operational and undepnstruction wind farms at Achany, Rosehall, Lairg and Creag
Riabhach will have a wilhave alow cumulative magnitude of change. Thisises from the
introduction of the Proposed Development as an additional, closer, wind farm influence on the
receptor, andis limited by the distant visibility of the operational/undeonstruction wind farrs;

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 thenmulative effect; the similar landscape setting of

all of the sites within or partly withimounded hillsSLCT; and the containment of the Proposed
Development and cumulative wind farms within the southern/eastern aspect of the setting so that
the Proposed Bvelopment 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 egatching mountainous NSAndscape that lies to the north

and west of the receptor.

In the operational/underconstruction plus consentegtage wind farms cumulative scenario, with
Braemore and Lairg 2 also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change will increasedium-
low leveldue to additional wind farm visibility and the larger scale of the Lairg 2 turbifdexd farm
influence is, however retained within the soudtastern aspect of the setting to the receptor, and this
combines with the limited and distant cumulativeind farm influence to limit the increase in
cumulative magnitude of change.

In the operational/underconstruction plus consented and applicatistage wind farms cumulative
scenario, the application stage wind farms at Meall Buidhe and Strath Tirrysare@bsidered. The
additional consideration otither of these sitesvould not lead to any notable increase in the
medium-low cumulative magnitude of change arising from the Proposed Development due ito the
limited and distaninfluenceand location in tle southeastern aspect of the setting, where they are
grouped with other wind farms.

In the operational/undeiconstruction plus consented, applicatistage and scoping wind farms
cumulative scenario, the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resiglnaie also considered.
These sites are given less weight than applicasimge wind farms as there is no certaintytaghe

cut-off date that they will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2
Resubmission would not lead tany notable increase in thmedium-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 srémario 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 cumulatiagnitude of change arising from the addition
of the Proposed Development may increase slightly but would not increase ovediam-low level.

The cumulative effect on the landscape characterugfged mountain massifCT¢ Ben More/Ben
Hee will be not significantin any scenario. This is due to the factors that lead to the maximum
mediumlow cumulative magnitudeespitethe high sensitivity of the receptor.

A combination of a mediudow cumulative magnitude of change and a high sensitoatylead to an
effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effect is judged to be not signfticant
number of reasons, including the relatively distant visibility of all cumulative wind farms and their
grouping together (along witthe 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 theammttvest; 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 inflnee on landscape character.

Sweeping Moorlan@nd Flows(LCT 134)Crask/ Overscaig Unit

Baseline and Sensitivity

Sweeping moorland and flowsCTis a flat or gently undulating landscape that weaves around other
LCTS, most oftenrounded hillsLCT- in the study areaThetransition between thesawo LCTs is
generally subtle and gradual. TReask/Overscaignit of sweeping moorland and flowsCTborders

the northern edge of Loch Shiogveiing the swathe of lowying land thatlies betweenthe higher
and more dramatic landform of the Loch Fiag and Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unitaadéd hilld.CT

The Crask/Overscaignit occupies thecentralwestern part of a very extensive and irregular area of
sweeping moorland and flowsCTthat extends from the north coast down to Rogarhe A836 runs
through the eastern part of this unit while the A838 passes along the seatitern edgeThe unit
has been defined on the basisitf relationship to Loch Shin and the Loch Shin/Glen Casslepf
rounded hilld CTwhich encloses it to the south and within which the site.li@her areas o$weeping
moorland and flow$fave lesspecificassociation with théroposed Development in terms of location
and landform orientation.

The key chareteristics ofsweeping moorland and flowsCTare described in the 2019 dataset. These
are largely relevant to th€rask/Overscaignit, and these are quoted below.

9 aDSyidGfte aft2LAy3 2NJ dzyRdzE F GAy3 fFYyRT2NY 6KAOK
1 Occasionalsolated hills of limited height form local landmark features.

1 Lochs and mature, meandering rivers.
1

Very distinct flora, dominated by sphagnum mosses, produced by the wetness and infertility of
the flows.

=

Areas of peat cuttings and hagging.
1 Pockets of impreed grazing, mainly within the outer fringes of sweeping moorland.

1 Coniferous forest forming a dominant characteristic within some parts of this landscape
character type.

1 Ribbons of broadleaf woodland occasionally run along the water courses and loch edges

1 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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9 Vehicular tracks within parts of the landscape.

1 Wind farms, transmission lines, the A9 and a network of minadgaae key features within the
more modified outer fringes within Caithness.

1 Long, low and largely uninterrupted skylines offering extensive views across this landscape and
result in a feeling of huge space.

1 Consistent views to the distant LoMountains and Rugged Mountain MassifCaithness &
Sutherland.

1 Great sense of exposure on areas of flat peatland on upland plateau.

1 A strong sense of remoteness is associated within the largely uninhabited, inaccessible core
flows andmoorlands of thislaR & O LIS ® ¢

The description also includes the following specific comments in relation to this unit.
T aX{Ay3IfS GNIO]l NRBIR&X &adzOK I a G(GKS figdcaSdiaae (K
1 dviews from th&XA836 and from the A838 across the Hying moorlyy R 2 F | QaK2Ay S
distant mountains are particularly dramatice

While these characteristics are broadly applicable to the uhieré are several factors thabcally

alter its character Thesouth-western periphery displays a greater level of develeptthan 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 atfeetsorthern part of this

edge. In the eastern part of the unit,¢A836 inreducesthe 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 (Viewpoijt Extensive commercial forestry and deforestation
operations also affect the perception of remoteness and inaccessibility of this landscape.

¢KSaS FI O02NRBR Sy adzNery spardely setiledih didprseNrdits, famds and A O &
estate buildings largely found on the outer edges of this landscape or near &strath2 S& y 2 G | LILJ
the southwestern periphery, where there is more clustered and less sparse settlement. It is also the

case that thed K | NJ O & Srdidy Sefisk @ remoteness is associated within the largely uninhabited,
inaccessible core flows and moorlands of this landscipeot apparent on this periphery due to the

level of development. The A836 corridor also affects this attarssticin the eastern part of the unit.

Viewpoints7, 8, 9, 13, 14, 17 and 1i& within this receptor.

A part of theunder-constructionwind farm at CreagriabhacHies within the northeastern corneof
this unit of sweeping moorland and flowsCTwhile the operational and consented sites at Achany,
Braemore, Lairg, Lail@and Rosehall are a minimum 8f3 km, 10.5km, 11km, 11.5km and8 km
away to the south and southast Themore distant operational wind farm at Kilbraur and Extension
isa minmum of approximately?4 km awayto the east.

TheCrask/Overscaignit of sweeping moorland and flowsCThas a medium value; it is not covered
by any scenic designations and contains elements of development and human inflakhoaghan
area in the northern part liewithin the FoinaverBen Hee WL£although it should be noted that this
is not a scenic dégnation) The landscape also hesmescenic quality in its landscape characteristics
and contrast with the surroundinghill landscapes Recreational use of trackand paths also
contributes to the medium value

The susceptibility afweeping moorland ahflowsLCT- Crask/Overscaignit is mediumhigh. This is
a distinctive, sometimes remote, landscape and the Proposed Development will contrast with this
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Moreover, the southwestern part of this landscape has a visual association with the site as lendfor

is orientated across Loch Shin, towards the Proposed Development. However, the development that
is found along the soutlvestern periphery provides a baseline influence of development in this area
and the large scale and simplicity of the landform pretgea higler susceptibility, as does the human
influence of coniferous forestry.

The combination of a mediutigh susceptibility to change of the landscape and the medium value
of the landscape results in medium-high sensitivity for sweeping moorland and flowsCrask/
Overscaig

Magnitude of Change

The turbines and majority of irdstructure 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 directqhgféects

on landscape character. There is, however, one short stretch of upgraded access track (approximately
900m 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 ihe east and a point around 100 S a4 2F GKS
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.

The Crask/Overscaig unit®ieeping moorland anddwsLCTgains theoretical hub height and blade
tip visibility of the turbines in the Proposed Development from a minimum of aroukih 2way to
the north-east up to a maximum of around kén, also to the nortkeast. This visibility is irregular,
arising & high points and where the gentle moorland slopes are facing towards the site.

Magnitude of change will vary widely acrdse Crask/Overscaig unit sfveeping moorland and flows
LCTdue to the extensive nature of the LCT jitegularlandform and theresultant variable influence
of the Proposed Development.

The highest magnitude of change will be on the area that is closest to the Proposed Develagpment,
the northern side of Loch Shin opposite the siidhere apronounced slope rises from the lochside
between around Zm and 44.5km away from the turbinesThemaximumlevel of changen this
areawill be medium-high to medium although a large part of this slope is currently covered by
coniferous forestry, andhte effect on the character of these areas willfegligible The A838 runs
through this area, and the houses and hotel at Overscaig also lie within it.

Viewpoins 8 and die in this area and illustrate the type of visibility of the Proposed Development
that may be gained.

Themedium-high or medium magnitude of change arises from the following considerations.

1 The Proposed Development will result in perceived effects erb#selinemoorlandcharacter
through the addition ofthe external influence ohew, unfamiliar features, primarily the
turbines, that provide a visible influence of uncharacteristic elements in terms of movement,
materials, colour, and structures.

1 The landform of tis part of the receptor is orientated towards the Proposed Developmert a
this association will increase tlexternalinfluence of the Proposed Development.

1 While the key characteristics that are important in the creation of the distinctive character of
sweeping moorland and flowsCTwill not be notably affected by the Proped Development,
there is likely to be some effect on the key characteristidLaing, low and largely uninterrupted
skylines offering extensive views across this landscape and result in a feeling of hugespace
the Proposed Development will be seen in some views across the landscape. Thisvillffect
however,be moderated by théocation of the Proposed Development outwith this LCT and the
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peripheral location of this part of the LCT, which means that th@&sed Development will
not be seen in long open views within and across the LCT.

1 The Proposed Development is also likely tave some effect orthe key characteristic
d 2yaraisSyid OaSga G2 GKS RAAlGlIy( pRlySSra dzy Gl Ay 2
aSyasS 2F SELRA&AdNB 2y I NBI a,althdughfagalnliis efféStiwill t I y R 2y
be moderated by the location of the Proposed Development outwith this LCT and the peripheral
location of this part of the LCT

1 The Proposed Development walppear in the open aspect of the setting to the receptor, and
this will also increase its influence.

1 Theshort stretchof upgraded access track lies within this part of the recejpiod there will
therefore be a minor physical effect on this part of thadiscape.

6.7.133 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change tmadium-high or mediumlevel are as follows.

1 There will be no direct physical effects on this recepititer than the minor effect of access
track upgradingandthe great majority okffectsare perceived only.

1 The key characteristics that are important in the creation of the distinctive characteunéied
hills LCTwill not be notably affectecby the Proposed Development. Importantly, the key
OKI NI Oi SNISdiaxn OF NBFY all KneYowly dyy 3 OWRART iyR 2F | QakK

distant mountains are particularly dramagic ¢ A f t vy 2 (i thedPBopdsetl PevealoprieRt | a
will not be seen in such views.

f ¢KAA LINI 2F asSSLIAYI Y22 Kk strgng sehs¢ Bf remdtedmsd R2 S &
[that ] is associated within the largely uninhabited, inaccessible core flows and moorlahids of
landscapé and this reduces its contrast with baseline landscape character and influences.

1 The generally large, sweeping scale, simplicity and lack of enclosure that characterise the
receptor prevent the occurrence of uncomfortable scale comparisons.

1 The Proposed Drelopment 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 km away from the turbines, the slope that rises from the loch ojfteothe site
flattens out before dropping to the valley of the Strath Duchally Buand there is a break in
theoretical visibility.The landform of Glen Fiag also screeisibility. However, Heoretical visibility
continues to the soutkeastwhere the Iaally prominent landform of Cnhoc an Ulbhaidh rises to the
east of Glen Fiag, and the magnitude of change on the saestern shoulder of this landform will
bemediumdue to its orientation towards the Proposed Development. This area extends up to around
6 km from the nearest turbine.

6.7.135 Around 4.55 km away from the Proposed Development (okrf in the case of Cnoc an Ulbhaidh),
the magnitude of change will drop toraedium-low, low and thennegligiblelevel. This reduction in
the level of change results fno 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 Developmenbhotaduces;
the increased distance between the Proposed Development and these parts of the re¢kptasual
and perceived separation afforded by the waterbody of Loch Sinid;the relatively low elevation of
the turbines, which ensures that they wilbt appear as prominent vertical featuregisibility 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

The effect of the Proposed Development on the landscape characthiedfrask/Overscaig unit of
sweeping moorland and flowsCTwill vary. The effect on the great majority of the receptor will be
not significantdue to acombination of the factors considered in timeediumhigh sensitivity of the
receptor and thenaximummediumlow magnitude of changddowever, 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 besignificantdue to a combination of the factors considered in the mediaigh
sensitivity of he receptor and the mediurhigh to medium magnitude of change uponThis area
covers the slope that drops to the loch, facing towards the sitel lies between aroun@ km and

4.55 km awayfrom the nearest turbine in théProposed Developmen(6 km inthe case ofCnoc an
Ulbhaidh.

It should be noted that much of this slope is currently covered wadthiferousforestry, and the effect
on these areas will beot significant This may change in future should the forestry be felled.

A combination of a mdium-low magnitude of change andraediumhigh 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 mediumlow magnitude of change is judged to It significant due to lie lack of specific
orientation of landform towards the Proposed Developmghe 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 PropdsDevelopment increases (particularly thegged
mountain massit.CY; and the separation afforded by Loch Shin.

Cumulative Effects

The location of operational and consented wind farms within and around this receptor is described in
the baseline descrijpn above. In addition to these wind farms, applicatisiage sites at Meall
Buidhe South Kilbrauand Strath Tirry lie at8.4km, 24 kmand 1.6 km respectively to theouth and
south-east. The scoping sites at Garvary and La&irgResubmission ard2.5km and 11.5km
respectively to the soutkeast.

Kilbraur and ExtensigrKilbraur Souttand Meall Buidhe have been discounted from the assessment
due to their very limited and distant theoretical visibility from the receptor.

Otherthan Creag Riabhach, the relevant cumulative wind farms of all statuses lie sotile and
southreast of this receptor, and are contained within a limited part of the setting to the receptor, as
seen at Viewpointd3, 17and 18. Thesesouthern andsouth-eastern sitegenerallyhave limited and
distant visibility from, and influence on, theajority of thereceptor, gained largely from high points
andsouth/southeastfacing slopes. The majority of the receptor will gain no influence of wind farms,
includng the Proposed Development. Creag Riabhach, which lies tottie, has adifferent pattern

of visibility, being seen largely from high points and neiind north-eastfacing slopes.

There are four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Propd3edelopment may be added:
operational/underconstruction wind farms; operational/underonstruction plus consented wind
farms; operational/undeiconstruction plus consented and applicatiestage wind farms; and
operational/underconstruction plus consentedpplicationstage and scoping wind farms.

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 ariseon the central part of the receptor, around Cnoc an Alaskie (Viewpoint 13) and Cnhoc an
Fheoir Mhaol. These two landforms are local high points and have a distinctive rounded shape in the
context of the more open and irregulaweeping moorland and flowsCT
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The relevance of these landforms that they lie between the Proposed Development and Creag
Riabhachwith both wind farms potentially seen at a proximity where they may influence landscape
character,and are shown on the cumulative ZTVs to gain intermittésibility of boththe Proposed
Development and Creag Riabhaels well as distant and limited visibility of the group of sites that lies
to the south/southeast. In these areas, the addition of the Proposed Development to the cumulative
scenario will itroduce wind farm influence to the soutlvestern aspect of the setting, adding to the
influence of Creag Riabhach to the neghst and the distant and limited influence of the other sites
to the south andsouth-east.

In the operational/undefconstruction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed
Development to varying levels of influenftem Achany, Creag Riabhadtairgand Rosehall will have
a maximunmmedium-low cumulative magnitude of change on these parts of the receptor. This arises
from visibility of the Proposed Development to the souwthst while other wind farms are seen
primarily to the northeast but also the soutieast, and thus leads to a wind farm bgitheoretically
visible on three sides of the receptor. It is limited to a mediom level by the intermittent nature of
the effect; the limited and distant visibility of the soufastern cumulative wind farnfsom this part

of the receptor the restritced turbine size of Achanyairgand Rosehalgndthe very small proportion
of the view that they will occupy; the retention of the northern, western adth-eastern aspects
of the receptor with no wind energy influence; and the similar landscapengetif Achanypart of
Creag Riabhach, Lailgpsehall and the Proposed Development withduinded hillsLCT. The not
significant influence of the Proposed Developmentthispart of the receptoiis also relevant.

In the operational/undefconstruction plg consented wind farms cumulative scenario, with Lairg 2
also considered, the cumulative magnitude of changehis central area of the receptarising from

the addition of the Proposed Development will increatightly but will not rise abovamedium-low
leveldue to the distant influence of Lairg 2 (approximatelykBbaway from this part of the receptor).

In the operational/undeiconstruction plus applicatiostage wind farms cumulative scenario, with
the application stage wind farm at Strath Tiedgo 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 walgainremain a maximum ofedium-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).

In the operational/undeiconstruction plus consented, applicatistage and scoping wind farms
cumulative scenario, thecoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered.
These sites are given less weight than applicastage wind farms as there is no certaintytaghe

cut-off date that they will be submitted as applications. The additional icamation ofeither or both

of these sitesvould not lead to any notable increase in theedium-low cumulative magnitude of
change arising from the Proposed Development in the previous scenario dueitaistance from

this part of the receptoand the gouping togetherof turbines.

It is possible that a scenario may arise where the Proposed Development is added to one or both of
the scoping sites, but the applicatiertage sites are no longer relevant. In this case, the consideration
of Lairg 2 Resubnsi®n and/or Garvary would not increase the cumulative magnitude of change over
the medium-low level assessed in the operational/undesnstruction plus consented scenario.

Away from ths specific part of the receptoat Cnoc an Alaskie and Cnoc an Fhéthiaol, the
cumulative magnitude of change will remaximum ofilow in any scenarioThis is due tovarious
combinations oflack of visibility of the Proposed Development and/or cumulative wind farms, and
where there is visibility, the increasingly more iti@d, intermittent and distant visibility of the
Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms.
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The cumulative effect on the landscape charactethaf great majority ofsweeping moorland and
flowsLCT¢, Crask/Overscaigill benot significantin any scenarigdue to a combination of the factors
that lead to the maximuniow cumulative magnitude and the mediuhigh sensitivity of the receptor.

There will, however, be significanteffect on one very localised and small area at the centre of the
receptor, around Cnoc an Alaskie and Cnoc an Fheoir Mtaelto the mediurdow cumulative
magnitude of change in any scenario and the medhigh sensitivity of the receptoA combination

of a mediumlow cumulative magnitude of change and a medibighsensitivity can lead to an effect
that is significant or not significan 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 thenorth-east and southwest ofthis part ofthe receptor.

AssyniCoigach NSA

The assessment of effects on thessyntCoigach NSAs based on the effect that the Proposed
5S@St2LIYSy (i YI & Khdgspd A { (HISSBHMENIS OA | f
Viewponts 2, 3 and 22 are within the NSA.

This assessment follows guidance set oubih (i dzNX?{20N(AQA3 5 NI TlidamceforSy G A G S
laaSaaAiy3a GKS 9FFSOGA (BYHNoveI®HE R(G18). Thelgyidarcdis didied v dzl £ A
specifically at landscapprofessionals undertaking LVIA for developments or land use changes with

potential to impact on the SLQs of NSAs os.NP

¢KS AYUNRRdzOGAZ2Y (2 (nkKRotlabdakeRHaye Ovo ngtignél andscapé - G Y &
designations, our National Parks (2), andtibiaal Scenic Areas (40). These areas are both highly

@t dzSR FyYyR aSyaAridAiodS |yR NBLNBaSyd GKS O2dzyiNEQ:
landscapes is inevitable, it is recognised this should be managed carefully to ensure their special
lands@pe qualities (SLQs) are safeguarded so that they can be enjoyed by future gen@rations

The draft guidance presents an approach that is intended t@beportionate to the scale and stage
of the developmerXbe clear and transparent so that tmeasoning that informs judgements can be
tracked an&convey the complexity of effe€tg§paragraph 14)It sets out a fowstep approach,
presented ina supportingpro forma, under the following four headings

1 dStep 1: The ProposalGain as full aminderstanding of the proposal as possible;

1 Step 2: Definition of the Study Area and Scope of the Assessidentifying the area likely to
be affected;

1 Step 3: The Analysis of Impacts and Effects on 8h@s;

1 Step 4: Summary of Impacts on the SLQsjé¢atfns for the NSA/NP and possible future effects
on SLQs and recommendations for mitigathan

The $Qsof the NSAare set out inb | i dzNF {202YUAEaA A 2 Y S R Wh8 spachlliquabitisd o1 n
2F GKS bl GA2BNH2080DSy A0 ! NBIF 4Q

Step 1: The Pragsal

¢KS | AY 2 7FgaihasSullanmndérstanding of the proposal as possibled @ aSGiAy 3 2dz
key aspects of the Proposed Development that have potential to affect the SLQs.

The Proposed Development is located outwith the NSA, with the ne&udsine in the Proposed

Development lying approximately 5k2n to the east of the eastern NSA boundary. The part of the

Proposed Development that lies at closest proximity to @A is a section tifie existingsurfaced
track that currently provides vetular access to thaydro-electric scheme infrastructure. This track
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isapproximately a minimum of 1/em to the east of the eastern NSA boundary, artd Ise upgraded
as part of the Proposed Development

6.7.161 A detailed description of the Proposed Developmenprovided inChapter4, and a detailedayout
plan is showrin Figurel.2 Thekey part of the Proposed Development that is relevant to the NSA is
the nine proposed turbines (with a blade tip height of 1489 although the infrastructure of the
substation compound, access trackedhardstandings may also contribute to effects.

6.7.162 During construction and commissioning thengll also be temporary worksand plantincluding
borrow pit extraction, aconstruction compoungdand tall cranes.

6.7.163 No part of the Proposed Development is located within tN8A and any effects on itsSLQ<xcan
thereforeonly arise as a result of visibility itd componentsand principally the wind turbines albeit
some elements of ground level infrastructure may be seen frefatively elevated ground in the
close easternpart of theNSA for examplehe landfom of Coire Ceann Lo¢hithin whichViewpoint
3is locatedl.

Step 2: Definition of the Study Area and Scope of the Assessment

6.7.164 Step 2covers two aspecis firslly to identify the extent of the study area which will relate to the
location and form of the piqmosal, and secondly the relationship of this study area to the wider
NSA/NE.

6.7.165 TheddzA Rl yOS 32 S4& the studyiaea pidy inQuddiaKplarfiof the designated area, the
whole of the designated area, or in some cases the study area may extend igydodindary of the
designatedareda 6 LJ NI I NI LK My 0 @

6.7.166 Thebroad characteristics and features of tihessyntCoigach NSAre described as follows iPhe
special qualities of the National Scenic A@S&NH, 2010which itself draws fro§ O2 i f | Y RQa {
Heritage(1978).

O
(0p)

GAssynt 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 Skemd.

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 heightidvimdlicate, by

the comparatively uniform ground of moorland and loch out of which they rise. Some of
them have knifeedged 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 andgyek rock,

interspersed with lochans and peaty hollows. Of Suilven, perhaps the most famous of

these peaks, FrkCNJ a SNJ 5 NI Ay 3 KIFIa gNARGGISYY WeKSNBE Aa 2yt
undoubtedy one of the most fantastic hills in Scotland. It rises 2,309 ft (731m) out of a

NRdzZZK &SI 2F 3JIySAaaxXXed tNRoOolFIofe GKS 52f2YAGSa 62
SEGNI 2NRAYIFNE aKI LIS 2F KAff O2dZ R 0S5 &aSSyoQ

To the east Ben More Assynt, lying eaghefMoine 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 lochssaAssynt, Veyatie, Sionascaig and Lurgainn.
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6.7.167

6.7.168

6.7.169

6.7.170

6.7.171

6.7.172

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

' Q/ KIFANY . KIFAYy h@dhdhi d@nd LochNafericaaliare NirGuaded by O
towering peaks and bare rugged hills. The Summer Isles off Achiltibuie form a broken
seaboard to contrast with the solid mass of Ben More Coi§ach

Theturbines in theProposed Development |l minimum ofapproximately5.2km to theeast ofthe
eastern NSAoundary as shownon Figures 6.4a, 6.4b, and 6.Iheeastern boundary of the NSA is
something of an anomaly as does not follow landform or topography bus iformed of two
perpendicular straight lines thaun from the A838 near Kinloch in the nofétast to Ledmore in the
south-west.

Figure 6.10 shows thiglade tip ZTVor the Proposed Development in relation to the NSA. This shows

that theoretical visibility of the Proposed Developméstcontained withf G KS S| a i SNy Wt S:
NSA ands very intermittent coinciding with high points and, on the eastern edge of the NSA, the
eastfacing slopes that are orientated towards the sifehe total extent of the NS#at gainsany

theoretical visibility of theurbines in theProposed Developmentas shown on the blade tip ZT¥,
approximately2.5% of its overall arealhe most distant theoretical visibility is gained from Sail

Ghorm, the western part of Quinag, which is approxieha22.5km 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.

Theoretical visibility of the Proposed Developmdmm the NSA relates closely to landscape
character. The majority of visibility arises on the efasing slopes of theugged mountain massif

LCT, which covers the eastgrart 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 Uitlhese mountains form a broad crescent
around the head of Loch Shin and, with their elevated, dramatic formpstl completely prevent
theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development from areas of the NSA that lie further to the west
and northwest. It should be noted that theugged mountain massifCT extends considerably beyond

the NSA to the north, and ther@a 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 thichapter.

While rugged mountain masslfCT covers the majority of the part of the NSA that gains theoretical
visibility of the Proposed Development, two other LCTs are also showme ZTV#0 gain some very
limited visibility.

The first of these is a small areasgieeping moorland and flessl.CT that lies on the eastern periphery
of the NSAand is closely related to theigged mountain massifCTthat surrounds it to the north and
west. This area afweeping moorland and flowsCTseparatesthe lower eastern slopes of Ben More
Assynt from tle Loch Shin/Glen Cassley unitrofinded hillsLCTwithin which the site liesandis
referred to in the assessment of effects on landscape character as the Fionn Loch Mor unit of
sweeping moorland and flowsCT The intervening landform ofounded hillsLCTensures that
theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development from the Fionn Loch Mor ungwaeping
moorland and flow&. CTis very limited, being intermittent, limited to a small number of turbines, and
almost completely blade only.

The second additional LCT that gains very limited visibility is the small lovieofnountaind. CT that
covers Quinag, which lies over R from the nearest turbine€lhis unitlies to the west of theugged
mountain massit.CTand is separated from it by a band of relatively dtgingrocky 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 visualisationgherviewpoints that lie within the NSA
(Viewpoint 2¢ Ben More Assynt, Viewpoint @Coire Ceann Loch, and Viewpoint@Quinag), the
study areahas beerbased uporthe LCTs, and is divided intawd sub-areas

1 Area A(rugged mountain mass#ndsweepingnoorland and flows Fionn Loch Mor unjt and
1 AreaB(lone mountaing; Quinag unik.

6.7.174 These are the only parts of tHéSAwhere there ispotential for effects onSLQg0 arise and these
areasthereforeform the basis for thetudy areahat is evaluated in the detailed assessment in Steps
3 and 4.The study area, including the extent of Areas A and B, isrslom Figure$.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 augged mauntain massifand sweeping moorland and flowsFionn
Loch Mor unitie outwith the NSAand theseparts are not included in this assessment of effects on
the NSANatureScotguidancey 2 (i S & in &dfnle Gased the study area may extend beyond the
boundaryof 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 whieheaperienced from outside the
designated area, may be affectedd ¢ KSaS &ALISOAFTFAO @awRAdplfo2sd | NB
assessmentue to the nature of the SLQand the studyarea has therefore been drawn entirely
within the NSAWhere the Proposd 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 Thestudy areais used primarily by hillwalkers who ardther walking up the mountains (primarily
Ben More Assynt and Conival in Area A and Quinag in Bjreg in Area A, walking more widely
through therugged mountain massifCT

67177 LYLR NI yif &z v wel koS maufaiag K6SA GcKAYy GKS b{!zZ | a A&
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 are is Quinag, which is in Ar8af the study area.

6.7.178 The Cape Wrath Way National Trail passeth-south through Area A and is shown on the ZTV to
gain no theoretical visibility of the Proposed Developmentere are no settlements or publiely
accessibleoads within the study area other than several very short stretches where the A837 and
A894 run along the eastern boundary of Area where there is no visibility of the Proposed
Development There will therefore be no sequential views of the Proposed gveent gained by
people passing through the study area by rasdn the Cape Wrath Way.

6.7.179 There are no core paths in Ar@and very few in Area A, with thremre pathsjust extending into
the western edge of the Areanone of which gain any theoreticalisibility of the Proposed
Development. There are a number of wielown and in some cases signed routes to mountains in
Areas A andB, including Ben More Assynt and Quinag, although neither of thiesgées gains
theoretical visibility of the Proposed Ddepment until the summit or high ridge is reachdthe path
to the waterfall at Eas a Chual Ada gainstheoretical visibility over astretch of severalhundred
metresbut there is no visibility from the waterfatiself.

6.7.180 Other than hillwalkers, users d¢fie study area may include people who are stalking or mountain
biking.

6.7.181 Prior to the assessmenof effects in the subsequent stepis,s necessary to establish the sensitivity
of the NSAto the Proposed Development. The Ass@tdigach NSA has a high aldue to its
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6.7.182

6.7.183

6.7.184

6.7.185

6.7.186

nationally importantscenic 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.

The sceptibility of the NSA is mediuhigh. This is a distinctive and undeveloped, remote upland
landscape with no internal larggcale built or moving development, and the external influence of the
Proposed Development will contrast with this. However, thep@sed 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 ediumhigh 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.

The combination of thenediumhigh susceptibilityo change of theNSAand its high value results in
a high sensitivity for the Assy@oigach NSA.

Step 3: The Analysis of Impacts and Effects on SLQs

Step 3 sets out the assessment of effabit may ariseon the study areas aresult of the Proposed
DevelopmentThere arefour keycomponents tahis assessment:

1. identify those SLQhat havepotential to be affectecdby theProposed Development
2. establish the key landscape characteristics that underpinréhevantSLQs;

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.

The first stagef Step 3 is to identify those SLQs that have potential to be affected byrtposed
DevelopmentNatureScoguidance SNHH n my U Y 2TheSdlevantispedial 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 bg 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
skiesetct @

Table 66 lists the SLQs of the Assy@toigach NSA (as set out in the NSA citation (SNH, 201®))
assesses whether or not the Proposed Developmeaty affect each of themWhere there is
potential for an effect to arise, the boxes in the table that relate to the SLQ are shown as shaded.

Table 66 ¢ SpecialLandscap&ualities of the AssyntCoigach NSA

Special Quality Further Information Potential for a Significant Effect
to Arise

Spectacular scenery of lone The mountain of Suilven (731 m)| Thelone mountainof Canisp,

mountains perhaps most encapsulates the | Suilven and Quinagre found in

splendour and mystique of Assyr the centralpart of theNSA
Coigach. Other mouains areas in
Scotland may offer greater
elevation and concentration of
hills, but few other areas can
challenge their grandeur,

This is a land where lone
mountains rise dramatically abov
cnocan, moorland and loch, whe
rocky hills dominate the scenery
and stay long in the memory.

This SLQ is concerned with the
appearance of the distinctive
profiles and landform of these
mountains (particularly Suilven)
rising dramatically from their

The peaks are affded a distinctiveness and impact on the X . .

. relatively lowlying setting.
platform, a broad stage from viewer.
which they thrust upwards, often The Proposed Developmewill
with striking, steegsided profiles not be seen in the context of

views towardghese 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 thestudy area
(or the widerNSA due to its
location to the east of the NSA,
where the interveningugged
mountain massifandform
prevents visibility of the turbines
in conjunction with thdone
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), th
visibility will not affect its
appearance, setting and profile.

¢ K Spedtacular scenery of lone
Y 2 dzy (i Wilkngtde affectecby
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 roc
outcrops, massive boulderfields
and scree slopes, caves and
shallow gorges, sink holes, jagge
pinnacles and broad, powerful
sweeping summits. Colours rang
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 distinctie by the notable
separation of the mountains, the
scenery of Assyroigach also
offers great variety of topography|
colour, water, vegetation cover,
land use and recreational
potential.

There is a distinct transition in
landformand elevation from the
coastal fringe andpeninsulas of
low lying crofts. Smootmoorland
and cnocan; through lone
mountainsof the central area;
and upwards to theastern extent
of the NSA across the Bklore
Assynt massif, stretching from th
headof Loch Glendhu south to th
Benmore Forest.

The wider, open and less steep
country ofuninhabited rough
cnocan and smooth moorland
emphasises the remoteness of th
mountains,offers a stage from
which they are bestdmired 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 helpe
establsh the modern
understanding of earth sciences.

This SLQ is concerned with the
wide variety and juxtaposition of
the topography within the NSA.

The Proposed Developmeligs
outwith the designated areand
will not affect the topography of
the NSAor the transition between
the various topographical
componentswithin the NSA.

It will also not affecti he wider,
open and less steep country of
uninhabited rough cnocan and
smooth moorland that
cemphasises the remoteness of
the mountains, offers a stage
from which they are best admireg
and yet also presents a
deceptively tough obstacle to the
entry¢ ® ¢KA& A& 08
Proposed Developmetiies to the
east of the NSA and will not be
seen in the context of views
towards the mountains from the
cnocan anégmooth moorland,
which form the westerrand
centralparts of the NSA (as noted
in this SLQ).

¢ K Rocky topography of great
@ NIl hak lde affected by
the Proposed Development.
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Settlements nestled within a
wider landscape of mountain
peaks,wild moorlands, and rocky
seascapes

Concentrations of pasture aroung
small crofting settlements on the
coast and inland around Elphin,
offer an occasional contrast to th
general dominance of mountains
moorland and rock. Here human
activity is at its mosbbvious but
still widely scattered and always
dwarfed by the wider landscape ¢
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 potsfishing boats and
netting reveal the importance of
the sea to the remote crofting an
fishing communities.

The lowrising and generally flat
cnocan landscape of the
peninsulas of Assynt and Coigac
screen inland views from the sma
settlements which petcon the
slopes down to the rocky shore g
silvery beaches. From the shore
the same cottages and crofts car
appear perched and standing firn
in the face of the prevailing
elements.

The presence of limestone at
Elphin, and Inchnadamph along t
Ardvrek, withthe resultant richer
soils, has encouraged human
settlement inland. The
Inchnadamph caves indicate
settlement of this area since early
prehistory, as does the chambere
cairn at Ardvrek.

Evidence of former settlement in
now uninhabited areas is visible i
many areas. For example, Loch
Assynt with Ardvrek Castle and g
church was once a centre of
settlement, with former shielings
common in suitable areas.
Additionally, the Duke of
Sutherland built a golf course her
in the 19th Century.

This SLQ is concernadth the
setting, location and patterns of
settlement within the NSA.

Settlement is, as noted in the SL(
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.

oSettlements nestled with a
wider landscape of mountain
peaks, wild moorlands, and rocky
seascapes At y2i
the Proposed Development.

Extensive cnocan landscapes

The cnocan landscape has an
unusual character. It is extensive
secretive and mysterious, but its
exent 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.

W/ y20Q 6 LI dzNI
for a hillock. As a geographical
term, a cnocan landscape is one
small, rounded, rocky hillocks, as
typified when the bedrock is

[ S6AaAly 3Ty SAras
ayR £t 20KFyQ Iy
used, as the hollows between the
cnocan are often watefilled.

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 guiés making access
difficult, once off the miles of
singletrack road.

Locally, the Coigach area reflects
a smoother moorland
characteristic but the harshness
the Assynt cnocan is readily
viewed from the coastal road ang
the area behind the settlements g

Drumbeg and Clachtoll.

This SLQ is concerned with the
cnocan landscape that forms the
western part of the NSA.

The Proposed Development will
not physicallyaffect the cnocan
landscape within the NSAK.will
also not affect views of the NSA
cnocan landsape froméhigher
ground or the summits of the lone
peak¢ AY GKS b{!
location to the east of the NSA,
whereas the cnocan landscape
lies in the western part of the
NSA.

The Proposed Development is n¢
seen from any roadwithin the
NSA.

¢ K Extemrsive cnocan
landscapes g At f y 2
by the Proposed Development.
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A coastline of endless drama

The majesty of the mountains,
steep, rocky, individual and
dramatic, is famed not only by
the flats of cnocan, moor and
pasture, but also by the sea. At
Badcall Bay, and in the south fro
Coigach to the Summer Isles, the
profusion of islands and islets,
bays and coves affords a
sometimes confused mosaic,
blurring the transitia 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 eet some of the
oldest rocks on earth and the
movement and noise this affords
is in stark contrast to the quiet
adrttySaa 27 (K
However, the seascapes of Assy
Coigach are not always fierce or
dramatic. On occasion the
weather affords 8ll conditions
and blue skies which reveal an
idyllic coastal refuge of small bay|
and tight sandy coves, particularl
on the Coigach peninsula.

From low elevations the islands
can sometimes falsely suggest
unbroken land far into the sea, o
appear as moamental stepping
stones out from the shore.

This SLQ is concerned with the
coastlinethat forms the western
part of the NSA.

The Proposed Developmeligs to
the east of the NSA andlill not
affect thecoastalareaof the NSA

¢ K Boasiline ofendless dramé
will not be affected by the
Proposed Development.

An intricate multitude of lochs
and lochans

The long, narrow Loch Assynt an
the twin sea lochs of Glencoul an
Glendhu offer significant expanse
of deep water in the shadows of
Quinag andGlas Bhenn. The
mountains here fall steeply
through their moorland skirts to
L¥ dzy3S (2 GKS 4
little change in character, land us
or vegetation along the way.

Elsewhere, there is an intricate
array of lochs and lochans in the
cnocan and morland 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 an
Glendhu offer significant expanse
of deep water.

Extensive tracts of rough and
rugged gorse, heather and peat
bog contain significant networks
of medium and small lochans anc
burns, with intricate irregular
form, interlocking with the low
land around them and creating a
significantchallenge 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, by

This SLQ is concerned with the
physical attributes and pattern of
lochs and lochans that constitute
a key component athe NSA.

The Proposed Developmentlivi
not directly affect the lochs and
lochans within the NS/or the
topography around and including
the lochs.

It isalsonot visible from Loch
Assynt, Loch Glencoul, Loch
Glendhy Loch Lurgainn, Loch
Sionascaig, Loch Veyatieother
smaller lochs such &orm Loch
Mor, Loch Fionn Mon.och Fionn
BeagLoch Bealach Bhuriphoch
nan Caorach, andoch an Eircill

¢ K $tricate multitude of lochs
andlochang gAfft y2i
by the Proposed Development.
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their shorelines are more comple
and small isles more common.

A landscape of vst open space
and exposure

The juxtaposition of cnocan,
sweeping moorland and
concentrated pockets of pasture
emphasises the extreme openne
of AssyntCoigach.

There are few trees and the skieg
are often expansive, particularly
on thecoastalfringe.

Although most of the NSA appea
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.

ThisSLQ 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 th
NSA are also considered.

The Proposed Development will
not affect theopenspace and
exposurewithin the NSAor the
topographical containment of the
few more enclosed areakack 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, affedhe
perception of opennesand
exposurein 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 angossessing a wild
character. Large areas possess I
roads or tracks, with access inlan
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 sig
of an eagle soaring over some
remote cliff, or by the lonely call @
a golden plover amongst the
moors.

The feeling of remoteness is
particularly notable between
Inchnadamph and the Elphin are

The eastern highlands 8en
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 SN
Wild Land Search Area.

There has been a long history of
land use in the area, and areas

now uninhabited often show sign
of former settlement or shielings.

This SLQ is concerned with the
wild land character within the
NSA.

The Proposed Development will
not affect thephysical attributes
of the NSA that contribute to the
wild land character (inading lack
of settlement,inaccessility and
the presence ohuman artefacts
or activity).

The area between Inchnadamph
and the Elphirarea the high
Coigach massif, and the western
cnocan fringewill not be affected
by visibility ofthe Proposed
Developnent.

The wildness qualities of other
parts of the NS& A y O f tdeR A
eastern highlands of Ben More
Assyn¢ 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 hid
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
WF2NBadQ Aa |
Inverpolly, Drumrunie and
Inchnadamph, these refer to the
open deer forest rather than
woodland.

LJL|

This SLQ is concerned with nativ
woodland within the NSA.

The Proposed Developmeligs

outwith the designated areand
will not affectwoodland within

the NSA

¢ K §nempected and extensive
tracts of native woodland ¢ A f
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Special Quality

Further Information

Potential for a Significant Effect
to Arise

the Lewisian gneiss, which
generally run northwest to south
ead, afford some shelter and
sufficient soils for linear
woodlands of birch and willow to
flow along the landform.

These stand in welcome relief an|
stark contrast to the openness
and barrenness of the cnocan.

not be affected by the Proposed
Development.

A still, quiet kndscape under a
constantly changing sky

AssyntCoigach is a landscape
where human movement tends tq
be minimalalthough on the coast
small inshore craft slowly working
the bays of the peninsula do offe
occasional movement. In contrag
the skyscape, gevned 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
movement and change, fuelled b
the relentless march of the
20SFyQa ¢S GKSN
The absence of significant tree
cover in the ladscape, as well as
the openness, remoteness and
rarity of roads, also contribute to
GKA&a o0SAy3a I @S

Often the lack of human activity i
apparentrather than real, with,
for example, thdand being used
for deer stalking, anglingr steep
grazing.

This SLQ is concerned with the
stillness and quietness of the NS,
with particular reference to
coastal areas and waterbodies.
Reference is also made to the
movement of the sky.

The Proposed Development will
not affectthe 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
landscapelt will also not affect
the level of apparent or real
human activity in the NSA.

The Proposed Development may
however, affect theperception of
stillness within parts of the study
area due to the introduction of
moving turbines as an external
influence.

6.7.187 Thispreliminary assessmetindicates that svenof the 109.Qs will not beaffectedby the Proposed
Developmentduelargelyto the fact that the Proposed Development will be located outwith K&A
boundaryand so will not affect thos&.Qsthat are based on physical attributes of the NSA aral

6.7.188

therefore not susceptible to indect, perceivedeffects 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.

Theremainingthree of the 10 3.Qsdo have the potential to be affected by thexternal influence of
the Proposed Developmerds it isperceived froma small number of locationsithin the NSAand
thereforerequire more detailed assessment. Be¢hree S Qsare:

1 dalandscape of vast open space and exposure

1 significant tracts of wild landand

1 astill, quiet landscape under a constantly changing sity
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6.7.189 TheNatureScoBl dzA Rl y OS $L@dicsnzbe dorsideiied imdividually 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 groéipb

6.7.190 In this case, the SLQs have been assessed separately as they may be affected in different ways by the
Proposed Development. K 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 theSLQsas they areexperienced by people followintpese routes through the

NSA.

6.7.191 Thesecond, third and fourth stagesf Step 3 are incorporated into the assessment of effects on the
relevant SLQs of the NSA, which is presented in TaBleéebow, in accordance wittNatureScot

guidance $NH2018).

6.7.192 The NatureScotmethodology (SNH, 2018 Y RA Ol i1Sa G(KS Ay Of dzArdpasgd 2 F | C
Mitigation and Timescalés Ay G2 GKS (I o0fS® ¢KA& O2f dzyyyasKkl a y2i
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 describedCinaper 3 andthe Design and Access

Statement

Table 67 ¢ Detailed Assessment of théfects of the Proposed Development on theSsof the
AssyntCoigach NSA

Detailed SLQ Descriptions / Underpinnin
Landscape Characteristics

Impacts of theProposedDevelopnent on
Key Characteristicand Effectson S.Qs

Risk ofDamage/
Loss to SLQ

Area A fugged mountain massiand sweeping moorland and flowsFionn Loch Mor unit)

The turbines in the Proposed Development are theoretically visible at a minimur kefi\5away to the east
and southeast of this Area of the NSA. The closest infrastructure (upgraded access track) lies a minim
approximatelyl.9km away, also to the east.

TheZTVs show very intermittertheoretical visibility so the parts of the largtape wherehe Proposed
Development may have an effeate very limited.Extensive areas of visibility from tk&nn Loch Mor unit
are blade onlywith no hubs visibleThe great majority of Area A will remain unaffectadthe Proposed
Development.

SIQ: A landscape of vast open space and exposure

Area A is covered by two LCTs; primarilyf The relevant questioA avill the Lowrisk of
rugged mountain massifith a smaller appearance of the Proposed Developme damage/loss to
area ofsweeping moorland and flow$he | from Area Aaffect the perception ahe this SLQ. The
LCT description faugged mountain NSA-& | a&fl yRaOl LIS | Proposed

massifnotes the followingelevant key and exposurgé Q K Development may

characteristicdExtensive views of the
surrounding landscape and an
exhilarating experiencef openness and
exposure from mountain ridges and
summitsp €

This is exemplified in Viewpoint 2 (Ben
More Assynt), which lies within Area A,
where thee A a@n exhilarating experience
2F 2 LISy Yy S4&a ardgeRse 8fE
Gvast open space and exposéine all
directions around the viewpoint.

The outlook from Viewpint 3, also in
Area A, is less open and exposed due tg

SyOf 23 dzNB o68& fvasy RT

The Proposed Development will be seen
in some views to the south and east fron
Area A, as seen in Viewpasni2 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.

1 The key open and exposed views acro
the NSA from Area A are togmorth
and west, and will not be affected by
the Proposed Development as it lies ta
the east/southeast, where it will be

seen only in the context of views

have some effect
on the perception
of the NSA as a
dandscape of vas
open space and
exposuré | a
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 / Underpinnin
Landscape Characteristics

Impacts of theProposedDevelopnent on
Key Characteristicand Effectson 3.Qs

Risk ofDamage/
Loss to SLQ

open space and exposdre 2 ¥ (G K S

considerably less apparent.

The LCT description feweeping
moorland and flowsotesdlong, low and
largely uninterruptedkylines offering
extensive views across this landscape aj
NBadzZ G Ay | FSStAy
sense of exposure on areas of flat
LSOt FyR 2y dmdedery R
this unit ofsweeping moorland and flows
does not conform to these general
characteistics; it is notably smaller than
other areas (km wide at its narrowest
point) and is completely enclosed by
rugged mountain masséndrounded hills
LCTsThe small extent and enclosed
nature of this unit ensure that the
characteristics described above are
considerably less apparent here than in
other, larger, areas afweeping moorland
and flowsLCT

The NSA citation notes the following in
relation to this SLQ:

GCKS 2dZEGI LRAAGAZY
moorland and concentrated pockets of
pasture emphasises the extreme openng
of AssyntCoigach.

There are few trees and the skies are off
expansive, particularly on the coastal
fringeg @

towardsareas that lie outwith the NSA
The eyecatching northern and western
views will thereforeetain theirvast
open space and exposure

9 The Proposed Development is visible
from upper slopes and high
points/ridges in Area A (Viewpoints 2
and 3). The relatively lolying position
of the turbines and their enclosure by
the rounded hilld. CTlandformensures
that they are unlikely to be seen on thg
skyline and will lie against landform,
subservient in relation to the NSA. Thi
prevents vertical impact and a
prominent appearance, and avoids the
ONBlFiGAZY 2F Ly W2
would affect the penness and
exposure of the NSA landscape.

9 The southern/soutkeastern views from
Area A that may be affected by the
Proposed Development are of a vast
and open scale, and lack the complexi
and ruggedness of landform that is ses
in other aspects of theiews (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.

1 The key areas that are referred to the
citation in relation to this SLQ lie in the
central and western parts of the NSA,
andviews to, from and across these
landscapes will not be affected as the
Proposed Development lies east of the
NSA

1 Effects on the perception of the vast
open spacend exposure of Area A wil
be restricted by the ery intermittent
and limitedvisibility of the Proposed
Development fronthis aea, and the
distance of the nearest turbine @km
away) which ensures that the Propose
Development will affect a limited
proportion of the vast open views
available.

SLQSignificant tracts of wild land

Area A is covered by two LCTs; primarily
rugged mountain massifith a smaller
area ofsweeping moorland and flows

The LCT description fangged mountain
massifnotes the following relevant key
OK I NI O W& uariollifizd &

character of the high mountains, with

¢KS NBt SO wwifithd] dzSa i
appearance of the Proposed Developme
from Area A affect thegrception of the
b{! la KIE@Ay3a aaiid
lande QK

The Proposed Development will be seen

in some views to the south and east fron

Lowmediumrisk
of damage/loss
to this SLQ. The
Proposed
Development may
havesome effect
on the perception
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Detailed SLQ Descriptions / Underpinnin

Impacts of theProposedDevelopnent on

Risk ofDamage/

Landscape Characteristics Key Characteristicand Effectson 3. G Loss to SLQ

their remoteness, ruggedness, and Area A (see Viewpoints 2 and 3) and the 2 FSiguificant
difficulty of access, creating a strong wild) introduction of turbines into these views | tracts of wild
OKIF NI OGSNE @ may have some effect on thgerception | landé & A ( K J

The LCT description feweeping
moorland and flowsotes the relevant
key characteristic !  a G NRy 3 &
remoteness is associated within the
largely uninhabited, inaccessible core
flows and moorlands of thisyaR a O L,

These characteristiapply to the part of
these LCTs that lie within Area A.

The northern and western (and to a lesst
degree, the southern) aspects of the
outlook seen irViewpoint 2displays the
wildness characteristics that are found in
the interior of the NSA, in theugged
mountain massifThe eastern aspect
displays the more developed character
and human influencéhat is found around
Loch Shin, affecting the perception of
wildness characteristics in Area A.

Viewpoint 3has its main aspect to the
south-east, outwith the NSA, where the
development around Loch Shin affects tf
perception of wildness characteristics in
Area A.

of wildness characteristics within Area A
However, this effect will be limited by the
following factors.

9 The Proposed Development will not
affect the physical attributes of the NS
that contribute to the wild land
character within Area A (inalling lack
of settlement, inaccessibility and the
presence of human artefacts or
activity). All effects are therefore
perceived.

9 The views that display the wildness
characteristics of the NSA to greatest
effect are to the north and west of Are
A, and thes will not be affected by the
Proposed Development as it lies to the
east/southeast. The northern and
western views, which lead to the most
notable perception of wildness on Ared
A, will therefore retain their wildness
characteristics.

1 The parts of Are& that may be
affected by visibility of the Proposed
Development are already affected by
the external influence of development
and human activitylong Loch Shin, an
thus lack the high degree of wildness
with which the Proposed Development
would have thegreatest contrast.

9 TheProposed Development will also b
seen in the same southern/ south
easternaspect ofviews from Area A
that are already affected by
development along Loch Shin, includin
forestry, roads and traffic, houses and
further away, other wind farms. This
ensures that the Proposed
Developmentwill not introduce a
perception of development to aspés
of Area A that have high baseline
wildness

9| 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
(5.2km away), which ensures that the
Proposed Development will affect
limited parts anch limited proportion
of the setting to Area A.

9 In addition to the turbines,
infrastructure may also be visible from

some parts of Area A, with potential

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 / Underpinnin
Landscape Characteristics

Impacts of theProposedDevelopnent on
Key Characteristicand Effectson 3.Qs

Risk ofDamage/
Loss to SLQ

effects onthe pereption of wildness.
However, the presence of thexisting
hydro-electric roads and other
infrastructure in the vicinity of the
Proposed Development will mitigate
theseeffects

SLQA still, quiet landscape under eonstantly changing sky

Area A is covered by two LCTs; primarily
rugged mountain massifith a smaller
area ofsweeping moorland and flow$he
descriptions of these LCTs do not make
specific reference to the stiliness or
quietness of the landscapes, dret sky.
Thesweeping moorland and flowsCT
descriptiondoes, howevernote the
relevant key characteristi@dviews are long
with largelyuninterrupted skylines.
Rapidly changing light and weather
conditions are reflected in the smooth
vegetation cover antbch systems @®

The NSA citation (2010) states that:

GEKSXNFNRGE 2F NRI
iKAa o0SAy3a I OSNE

It should be noted that the A838 runs
relatively close to Area A, artroduces
an external influence of noise and
movementinto the NSA. This is also note
in the LCT citation faugged moorland
massif which notes that:

@& Xhe small number of settlements and
roads which do exist tend to be located &
the edges of this character type and at tf
intersection of a strath dioch£

Forestry felling operations in the vicinity
of Loch Shin can also introduce moveme
and noise into Area A.

¢KS NBt SO ywifithdj dzSa i
appearance of the Proposed Developme
from Area A affect the perception of the
b {! Astilquetlandscape under a
constantly changing skyQ K

The Proposed Development will be seen
in some views to the south and east fron|
Area A (see Viewpoints 2 and 3) and the
introduction ofmovingturbines into these
views may have some effect on the
perception within Area A oéstill, quiet
landscape However, this effect will be
limited by the following factors.

9 The Proposed Development will be
seen in an aspect of these views that i
already influenced by human features,
including some movement (e.g. traffi
on the A838 and other, more distant,
wind farms).

9 Other aspects of Area @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.

9 The Proposed Developmewdll not
affectthe factors described in the NSA
citation in relation to this SL@he sky
above the NSAhe 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
humanactivity within the NSA.

1 In addition to the turbinesgonstruction
andinfrastructure may also be visible
from some parts of Area A, with
potential effects orstillness and
quietness However, the presence of
the existinghydro-electric roadstraffic
andother infrastructure in the vicinity
of the Proposed Development will
mitigate theseeffects

1 Effects on the perception of stiliness
and quietness in Area A will be
restricted by the very intermittent and
limited visibility of the Proposed

Development fron this area, and the

Lowmediumrisk
of damage/loss

to this SLQ. The
Proposed
Development may
have some effect
on the perception
2 FA stll, quiet
landscape under &
constantly
changing sk§
within the NSA s
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 / Underpinnin
Landscape Characteristics

Impacts of theProposedDevelopnent on
Key Characteristicand Effectson 3.Qs

Risk ofDamage/
Loss to SLQ

distance of the nearest turbine (5k2n
away).

Area B [one mountainsg Quinag unit)

The turbines in the Proposed Development are theoretically visible at a minimum ofraCa%vay to the
south-east of this Area of the NSA. The closest infrastructure (upgraded access track) lies a minimum
approximately 15.&m away, also to theouth-east.

The ZTVs show very intermittent theoretical visibilggrts of it blade onlyso the parts of the landscape
where the Proposed Development may have an effect are very limited. The great majority &witea
remain unaffected by the Proposed Dewginent.

SLQA landscape of vast open space and exposure

Area B is covered by tHene mountains
LCT. The LCT description notes the
following relevant key characteristics
dndividual mountains forming landmarkg
seen widely and at considerable distanc
across expansive lowdying Sweeping
Moorland and Flows and Cno&nPeaks
offer extensive views of the surrounding
area including the distinctive watery
landscapes of the &ivst Ty Rhe dneight
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 solita
position offering extensive panoramic
views across Caithness and Sutheréarl

These points arexemplified in Viewpoint
22 (Quinag), which forms the high pointg
of Area Bfrom where there are
dextensive panoramic views

F ONE & a X { dziy®RS NekitIGem ¢
aLI OS | y Rof tBeHaniBscapzad
be appreciated.

¢KS NBt SGI ywifithdj dzSa i
appearance of the Proposed Developme
from Area B affect the perception of the
b{! a I &aftlyRaOl L]
and exposurgé Q K

The Proposed Devggdment will be seen
in some views to the southast from Area
B, as seen in Viewpoint 22. The
introduction of turbines into theseiews

is unlikely to have a discernibdéfect on
the perception of openness and exposur|
due largely tahe very distant andimited
visibility of the Proposed Development,
which ensures that only a very small par
of the panoramic outlook will be affected
The containment of the Proposed
Development below the skyline avoids th
ONBlFiGAZ2Y 2F |y W20
would affect the openness and exposure
of the NSA landscape in Area B.

Negligiblerisk of
damage/ loss to
this SLQ. The
Proposed
Development is
unlikely to have a
discernible effect
on the perception
of the NSA as a
dandscape of vas
open space and
exposuré | a
perceived from
Area B.

SLQSignificant tracts of wild land

Area B is covered by thene mountains
LCT. The LCT description notes the
following relevant key characteristics
dLargely uninhabited, creating a distinct
sense of remoteness, although sooféts
peaks attract significant numbers of hill
walkers, especially during the summer
monthg @

As is noted in this description, the use of]
Area B by hillwalkers affects the wildnes;
characteristics of Area B to some degree
and particularly in terms of accessibility.
does, however, retain strong wildness
characteristics due to its inherent

¢KS NBt SO ywifi thej dzS a i
appearance of the Proposed Developme
from AreaB affect the perception of the
b{! la KFE@Ay3 aaii
lande QK

The Proposed Developmeist
theoretically visiblén some views to the
south-east from Area B, as seen in
Viewpoint 22. The introduction of
turbines into these views is unliketo
have areadilydiscernible effect on the
perception ofwildnessdue largely to the
very distant and limited visibility of the
Proposed Development, which ensures
that the turbines are a very minor feature

Negligiblelow
risk of damage/
loss to this SLQ.
The Proposed
Development is
unlikely to have a
readilydiscernible
effect on the
perception of
oSignificant tracts
of wild lanc
within the NSA as
perceived from
AreaB.
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LCT. The LCT description notes the
following relevant key characteristics
dLargely uninhabited, creating a distinct
sense of remotenesalthough some of its
peaks attract significant numbers of hill
walkers, especially during the summer
monthg @

As is noted in this description, the use of

seen moving up and down the mountain|
to and from the car park that is provided,|
The SLQ comment thét! & &Cdigadh is
a landscape where human movement
GSyRa (2 dsShergfargrioty |
fully applicable to this Area.

It is abo notable that the A894 runs a
minimum of around 700n to the east of
Area B(as noted in the LCT description)
and the noise and movement of traffic of
the road affects the stillness and
quietness oparts ofthe landscape. This
contrasts with the SLQ canent that
G¢KSXNFNRGE 2F NERI
GKA&a o0SAy3 I GSNE

appearance of the Proposed Developme
from Area B affect the perception of the
b{! la &a! adAattxz I
constantlychanging sk§ Q K

The Proposed Development is
theoretically visible in some views to the
south-east from Area B, as seen in
Viewpoint 22. The introduction of

This is due largely to the very distant anc
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 b
clearly visible. The baseline nement

and noise that is apparent in this Area is
also a consideratigres 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.

Detailed SLQ Descriptions / Underpinnin Impacts of theProposedDevelopnent on | Risk ofDamage/
Landscape Characteristics Key Characteristicand Effectson 3.Qs Loss to SLQ
landform, topography and perceptual in the view, andnly a very small part of

responses. the panoramic outlook will be affected.

This is exemplified in Viewpoint 22

(Quinag)which displays the wildness

characteristics of the landscape around

the viewpoint.

SLQA still, quiet landscape under a constantly changing sky

Area B is covered by thene mountains | ¢ KS NXBt S @I yhifi thdj dzS a (| Negligiblelow

risk of damage/
loss to this SLQ.
The Proposed
Development is
unlikely to have a
readily discernible
effect on the on
the perception of

. . . . ) . . OA still, quiet
Area B by hillwalkers affects the stillnesg turbines into these views is unlikely to 9 j
. . L . landscape under g
and quietness of Area B at some times ¢ have a readily discernible effect on the constantly
year as large mabers of people can be | stillness and quimess of the landscape. changing sky

within the NSA as
perceived from
Area B.

Step 4 Gnsider the Potential for Mitigatioand Determinehe Levebf Effect

6.7.193 The assessment undertaken in TaBe6 and6.7above has indicated thahe Proposed Development

may affect two parts of the NSA; Area A (which coversrtiyged mountain mass#nd sweeping
moorland and flowd.CTs on the eastern edge of the NSA) and Area B (which covers the Quinag unit
of the lone mountainsLCT). Any effects on these areas will be perceived only, as the Proposed
Development lies outwith the NSA, with the nearest turbine lyingkEnZaway, and there will be no
direct effects on the physical attributes of the NSA. The remaiofithe 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 ASsygdich NSA, three have potential to

be significantly affected by the ProposBévelopment. These are:

f al f1yRaoOFILS 2F gl ad 2Ly &L OS | yR SELR&dAINBT
1 significant tracts of wild landand
9 F adAfttz ljdAaSd f1yRaOlILIS dzyRSNJ I O2yaidlyidte OK

Sallachy Wind Farm EIA Report 6-72 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessm



6.7.195 The assessment concludes thatArea Bthere is no potential fosignificant effects tarise onthe
special qualities afhe NSA. This due to thenegligibleor negligiblelow drisk of damage/lossthat
the Proposed Development will have on ttheee relevantSLQs in Area B.

6.7.196 InArea A, whicltovers the part of the NSA that lies in closest proximith&Proposed Development,
there is potential for a significant effetd ariseon two of the threerelevantSLQsIhese two SLQs
are:

1 significant tracts of wild landand
1 astill, quiet landscapander a constantly changing sky

6.7.197 Both of these SLQs are assessed in Table 6.7 to Haweraedium érisk of damage/lossas a result
of the Proposed Development. When combined with the high sensitivity of the NSA, this can give rise
to an effect on the S that is either significant or not significain.this instance, the effect is judged
to be significant due to the high level of sensitivity of the NSAhe significant effects on views
identified at Viewpoints 2 and &nd the orientation of parts ofte 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 Developnfenn these slopes. The significant effect will,
however, be highly ladised,and is unlikely to extend to the more distant areas of theoretical visibility
found in Area A, which lie up to approximately ki away from the nearest turbine. The effect on
the SLQs in the western periphery of Area A, beyond approximately2 kth from the nearest
turbine, is therefore likely to baot significant

6.7.198 The third SLQ ¢a landscape of vast open space and expasgris assessed to havelaw drisk of
damage/loss Fa | NBadzZ G 2F (GKS t NRLIZAaSR Aé@Elibe LIYSy (X
not significant

6.7.199 Whilst localised significant effects have been assessed to arise on two SLQs in parts of Area A, this
effectis not considered tsignificantyr RGSNE St & | FFSOUG (KS afak€eNid { f WAY
designation¢ KS G SNY WAy (S 3IDbR (i 8z0BG0éaishidhad REFEBEND. 3G42(SNHY
2010) which notes the following in a checklist of potential qualities of NSAs:

GAuthenticity and integrity expressed, for example, as areafstihctiveness, sense of
place, unspoilt character or historic environmént.
6.7.200 Inthisk a3SaaYSyids WAYGSINR G pdceptidhd shohbsisiiretivenéss seRs8 ANS S (i
of place, unspoilt character or historic environméeste expressedintact, across the NSAs a whole
through its SLQseflecting the purpose of its designation.

67201 WLY(iSaANRGeQ Aa Ff&az2 NBFSNNBR G2 Ay {tt o6LI NI INI LI
G5S8S@St2LIYSyd GKIFG FFFSOGa F blidA2ylfict F NI bl GA2)
Interest or a National Nature Reserve should only be permitted where:
9 the objectives of designation and the overall integrity of the area will not be compromised; or

1 any significant adverse effects on the qualities for which the area has been desigmated
clearly outweighed by social, environmental or economic benefits of national impott@nce

67202 Ly (KSasS GSN¥asz Aobjectivas ofdesifrattoRhdtBeRveialKintegrity(oiHe aréa
will not be compromised 6 & (KS t NP Ll2far BdreaSoRsASstribdadBefoy.i =

1 The Proposed Developmeligs outwith the NSA, angill have no direct effects oits physical
attributes, so that all effects will be perceived only. This ensures that the SLQs that are
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dependent upon physical attributesf the NSA will not be affected by the Proposed
Development.

1 The nearest turbine in the Proposed Development lies approximat2ligrs.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, heoretical visibility of the Proposed Development is limited to a localised part of the
eastern NSA, and is intermittent and often restricted to blades drilg.remote, wild interior
of the NSA, where the SLQs are expressed to the most notable degree, will not be affected by
the Proposed Developmenth@&se factordimit the effect of the Proposed Development on the
SLQs which are concerned with experiential orcpered aspects of the NSA.

1 Thesdirst two pointsensure that seven of the ten SLQs of the NSA do not have potential to be
significantly affected by the Proposed Development.

1 Where the Proposed Development is seen from the NSA, this visibility is allwagsayained
from upper slopes and high points or ridges. The relativelylyamg 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 seetherskylingand willinstead be seeagainst
landform This ensures that they will always appsabservient in relation to the N$S@ithout
skylineprominernce and withvery limitedvertical impact This in turmavoids the creation of a
movingobstacle that would affectthe SLQs that are concerned with openness, wildness, and
stillness.

1 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 developmextivityand 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.

1 The Proposed Development has been specificiligned to have compact, wetbalanced,
regular and even compositian key views from the NSA. This ensutes it relates well to its
landform setting and avoids ey@tching effects of gapping and clustering or overlappivag
could increase its fiuence.

1 Infrastructurein the Proposed Developmembay also be visible from some partstbé NSA
with potential effects orwildness qualities andtillness and quietness. However, thaseline
presence of the hydrelectric roads/traffic and other in&structure in the vicinity of the
Proposed Developmemnsures thathese dements 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 irdstructure. This is exemplified in Viewpoints 2 and 3, where
existing tracks are clearly visible in the baseline views.

f TheK A 3 Krikiofidarage/lossto SEQ | & F aaSaaSR A y-metliung wich,c @17 | 6 2
when combined with a high sensitivitygre lead to an effect that is significant or not significant.
While in this case the low S R A dzY  frisk @f%lamagefossdo SEQ Kl & 0SSy | aasSas
lead to a localised significant effect on two of the SLQs, it does indicate thati¢héfied
signifcant effects are of the lowest order of significararel arise from a limited level of change.
Cumulative Effects

6.7.203 The followingwind farms (shown on Figures 6.13a and 6.13b) are relevant in the assessment of
cumulativeeffects on the AssynatCoigach NSA:

1 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;

= =a =2

applicationstage sites at Meall Buidhe and Strath Tirry; and
9 scopingsites 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 farmsare 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 undeconstruction wind farms.

6.7.205 When various combinationsf consented, applicatiostage and scoping cumulative wind farms are
Ffa2 O2yaARSNBR:Z GKS IFTRRAGAZ2Y 2F GKS signfi@ahi}2 8 SR 5
tracts of wild land | &/<flll, quiet landscape under a constantly changing skyikely&o rdsult 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.

1 The cumuktive wind farms lie a minimum of just over 1% 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.

1 The cumulative wind farmef all statuses are grouped to the east and sea#st 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 wiliemata part of the setting to the
NSA that is otherwise unaffected by wind energy develept, and itslocationis not out of
keeping with the existing character of the landscape.

1 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 s@aast. Asa result, wind energy
development will be seen in the same aspect of the setting of the NSA (the east anekastith
This focus within one aspect both reduces the additional influence of the Proposed
Development as it will be seen in the context of athénd 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.

1 The Proposed Development itself is assessed to hanet significant effect on the NSA as a
whole, and its effect on the two relevant SLQs is also limited (with aYI&R A dizk of &
damage/loss 2y G(GKS {[vaoved LG Ffaz2z tASa 2dz2igAliK GKS
effect on the SLQs of theS¥.

6.7.206 The combination of these factors ensures that the cumulative effect on the Agxyighch NSA will
be not significantn any scenarioyhen the relevant cumulative sites are considered

Assessment of Effects on Wild Land

6.7.207 Wild land assessments havedrecarried out for two of the WLAs that lie within or partly within the
40km study area. The relevant WLAs are R€agsley (WLA 34) and FoinaBan Hee (WLA 37). The
assessment follows guidance set out in Assessing Impacts on Wild Land Technical eGuidanc
(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:
f ' LIINREFOK (G2 (GKS 'aasSaaySyis 6KAOK RSaONRO6Sa (K
and methodolgy used;
1 Assessment of Effects on Re@gssley WLA (WLA 34); and
1 Assessment of Effects on Foinav@en Hee WLA (WLA 37).

Approach to the Assessment

Assessing Impacts on Wild Land Technical Guidance (NatureScot, 2020)

6.7.209 The NatureScotechnical 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 (asbddsm Table 1 of
NatureScot guidance):

1 & { G Shefinmthe study area and scope of the assessment;
Step ¢ Verify the WLA baseline;
Step 3¢ Assess the sensitivity of the qualities;

Step 4¢ Assess the magnitude of the effecsd

= =4 =4 =2

Step5cJudgethéa A Ay A FTAOFyOS 2F STF¥SOiGacs

6.7.210 While the wild land assessment methodology broadly follows that set out in GLVIAS, there are several
points that are beneficially explained prior to the assessment itself, as discussed below.

Physical Attributes and PerceptualsRenses
G§SOKYyAOlFt 3JdzARIyOS 0w

67211 t I N} IANI LK MM 2F bl G§dz2NB{ 02
SaQ GKFG F2N¥Y GKS ol ara 2°

FYR WLISNOSLIidzt £ NBaLRya

GXGKSNB A& || KAIK f SIS {of vlldhessitatvalodslset ot G & Ay | LILINB O
physical attributes that evoke certain perceptual responses to be identified. These can be
FaaSaaSR AT LINBaSyiSR Ay | aeadSYlFGAOT GNI yaLl NB

WLASs have the following physical attributes:
a high degree of perceived nasiness;

a lack of modern human artefacts or structures;

little evidence of contemporary land uses;

= =4 =4 -2

landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challenging; and
1 remoteness and / or inaccessibility.
6.7.212 The perceptual responses evoked by thebgsical attributes include:
1 asense of sanctuary or solitude;
1 risk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or anxiety;
1 perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities; and
{1 fulfilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate it Sa S LJ | OS & d¢

6.7.213 Paragraph 12 goes on to say:
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G¢KSasS LKeaAOrt GdNAROGdziSAa FyR LISNOSLIidz- £ NBALRY:
¢ reflecting that it is a combination of factors that contributes to the value and
appreciation of wildness. Each of the_¥Wdescriptions set out their particular wild land
qualities, with the physical attributes and perceptual responses contributing to it
ARSYGATASRODE

6.7.214 Definitions of these physical attributes and perceptual responses are provided in Annex 1 of the
technical gidance. Three of the physical attributes high degree of perceived naturalngssidform
which is rugged, or otherwise physically challengingd remoteness and/or inaccessibilityrelate
specifically to physical conditions within the WLA, as notethé 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 effets that it may have on these attributes.

The remaining two physical attributes lack of modern human artefacts or structusedd little
evidence of contemporary land usgare less specific with regard to location, and both the Annex 1
definitions and the wild land descriptions make reference to development waitidioutwith the

WLA in terms of these two attributes. This is because visibilityodérn human artefacts or
structuresand contemporary land usesutwith 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 Developlesntithin 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 WLAsischd @ &S 2dzi Ay LI NI I NI LIK WlAs Bave nbtl { dzNB { ¢
been identified on scenic grounds and are not a statutory desigreaiion

67216 ¢KSNBE A& Ffaz2 +y |OO0OSLIFKyOS oO6LJ}I NYIANFLK ¢do OGKFG 2
can and ddorm part of the baseline character of WLAs:

aX2KAfad GKS 2[! YIFLI ARSYGAFTASE I NBFra gKSNB 46Af R
FNB y2i0 WAt RSNYySaaQs SvyLie 2F Fye KdzYly | OGAQGAG;
long history of past occupation drcurrent use and management, albeit that evidence of

4dzOK A& 2F0S8Sy ftA3IKG YR tAYAGSR Ay SEGSyYyldé

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:

& ¢ KA & celsdaldRdnly 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 proposalshotinsvi

2 [ 1 X!y FaaSaavySyid eAatt 2yfte 0SS NBIAdZANBR gKSNB A
competent authority. You are encouraged to discuss the need for an assessment with the
O2YLISGSYyd +ddik2aNRGE G Fy SFENIé& adbr3do:

6.7.218 NatureScot and THC have requested thdtlvand assessments be carried out for R€agsley (WLA
34), within which the Proposed Development lies, and FoindBemHee (WLA 37), which lies to the
north of the Proposed Development.

6.7.219 It is important to note that, according to NatureScot guidaneffects 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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0 K | This guidance sets out a methodology and general principles for assessing the impact of
development and other proposals onL¥As, as they are experienced from within the WLA, not from
outwith it® €

Cumulative Effects

6.7.220 NatureScot guidance notes the following in relation to cumulative effects on WLAs.

GC¢KS LRGSYGALFT T2NJ OdzydzZ  GAGS STr@@iad hiKSNI LINE |
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
a!'aasSaairyd GKS OdzydzZ | G§AGBS A YL pédficdof 2y aK2NB 6AYR
onshore wind energy development can be applied to other development and should aid
0KAA | &FparagiapghSig)i @ ¢

67221 ! yRYd 2dzRIAY I AAIYATFAOIYyOS:E (KS F2ftt26Ay3 FI OG2NA
t A1 St e Odzydeparagrap®d®B). STFSOG a ¢

6.7.222 There are several operational wind farm#chany, Rosehall and Lagthat could affect both of the
WLASs, 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 mder-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 appi&tatjenwind farms
at Meall Buidhe and Strath Tirry are considered, as are the scoping stagatstiarvary 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 anis based around the five stages described in Table 1 of the guid&tees 1 and 2 do not
require detailed explanation of methodology, aark therefore not described hereh& methodology
for Steps 3, 4 and 5 is described beloMesesteps are assessed atcordance with GLVIA3 and
fINBSte F2tt26 htobQa [xL! YS(iK2R2f2383 6KAOK A
methodology, WLAs are considered as landscape character receptors rather than visual receptors.
This is because the landscape of théAMs 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 theeS8sitivity of WLA Qualities

6.7.224 NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows:

G¢KNRdzAK RSGFAfSR FASER aasSaavySyid oAGKAY GKS aid
land qualities scoped in (including their physical attributes and perceptuainssg), to
GKS (eSS IyR a0FLtS 2F OKIFIy3aS LINRLIRZaSRéD

6.7.225 In applying GLVIAS3 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 aretli@ir 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

6.7.227

6.7.228

6.7.229

6.7.230

6.7.231

6.7.232

In order to apply objectivity to the attribution of value in WLAs, it is helpful to reference SPP.&ghere
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.

Further guidance is provided in the publicatioraal Planning for Onshore Wind TurbingBlatural

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

W O02YY2RIGA2YQ 2F gAYR Tl Nyiagtha: &€ 06S O2y & AARSNBR |

G2 A0KAY €201t tFryRaOlFILIS RSaAadylrGA2ya FyYyR 2AfR I
protection will be less than for National Scenic Areas. In these areas, an appropriate
objective may be to accommodate windfarms, rather than seek landscape prd@egt @ €

WLAs are therefore considered to have a distinctly different baseline value, in landscape terms, than
y6IEdAz2ylfttée RS&AIYIFIGSR tlyRaoOlILSad Ly (GKS G(GSNya 2
to attribute a theoretical mediunhigh value to WLAs. Kever, 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.

The levels of value are combined with individual assessments of susceptibility to inform the overall

assessment of sensitiy 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 argitstwéthe WLQs

and their physical attributes and perceptual responses.

ht9bQa YSGK2R2ft238 FaasSaasSa (KS adzaOSLIIAGAtAGRE 2

three criteria (set out in Appendix 6.1), of which two are relevant to the sugumiét of WLQs.

1 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 siegle, location, context and characteristics.

1 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 accomnubate 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).

¢KS GKANR ONARGSNRA2Y I Wt yRasedatié factodimtBequiiderichtdly QX A &
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 susceftility.

I dzaS¥dzA G222t Ay (GKS FraaSaavySyd 2F (GKS tS@gSta 27
of the data that was gathered in order to inform the identification of WLAs (SNH, 2014). NatureScot

I GKSNBR RFEGlI FT2NIISKROHzi8aQUIRKE WAKBAADKWR F §R dzaSF
gAft RySaa YILIQ® ¢KS WWSy1a bliddNIf . NBF{1a hLGAYAA
breaks in the distribution of the relative wildness data in order that levels of wildness teuld

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-aordsruction

wind farms also shown in order that the levels ofdmiéss at these locations can be seen.

Step 4: Assess the Effects
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6.7.233

6.7.234

6.7.235

6.7.236

6.7.237

6.7.238

6.7.239

NatureScot guidance notes this step as follows in Table 1:

a! aasSaa GKS STFSOGa 2y AYRAGARAZ £ FYyRk2NI O2YOAY Ll
physical attributes and perceptual responsel be affected, how and to what degree.
¢tKAa aKz2dzZ R NBF¥ESOG GKS aAal S 2N adoltsS 2F OKIy3S:

ht 9bQa YSGK2R2ft23& F2NJ laaSaaay3d YIIyraddzRS 27F OK
out through the application of a set ofiteria 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

NatureScoguidance summaries this step as follows in Table 1:

G/ 2y Ot dzRS 2y G(GKS 2@SNIff aA3AyAFTAOLYOS o6l 1Ay3a Ay
dddzRé I NBF IyR 6KSNB NBfS@GFryld G(KS G6ARSNI 2[ ! d¢

On the basis that the NatureScot guidance isbasedonthepdindad 2F D[ *L! 03X ht 9b Q&
for the assessment of the significance of effects (as described in Appendix 6.1) has been used for the
FaaSaaySyid 2F SF¥FFSOdha 2y 2[!add ht 9bQa YSUiK2R2f 23

a! & A 3yécthll Gcewy wiher&tiiefcombination 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 orreceptor continues to be characterised principally by its baseline characteristics. In

this instance, a not significant effect would indicate that the Proposed Development may

KFEdS Iy AyFidzSyOSs odzi GKAAa AYyFtdzSyOS Attt y20G 0!

The followingsections assess the effects of the Proposed Development on@assley (WLA 34) and
FoinavenBen Hee (WLA 37) following the five steps as described by NatureScot.

Assessment offfect on ReayCassleyWLA 34)

The turbines and some of the infrastructurethe Proposed Development lie within the edge of the
southreastern leg of the Reagassley (WLA 34), as shown on Figures 6.5a and 6.5b. The WLA
description (SNH, 2017) for Re@gssley (WLA 34) provides a useful brief overview of this WLA:

GThis large Wd Land Area (WLA) extends 3602 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 petiand slopes in the south ¢

The WLA description lists four key attributes/qualities (which have been numbered 1 to 4 for the
purpose of this assessment) for Reagssley (WLA 34):
1. a! NI y3IS 2F €I NBSZ ANNBIdz I NE NBdQ@varietyYo dzy G | Ay
lochs and lochans, possessing a strong sense of naturalness, remoteness and sanctuary.

2. An aweinspiring, broad scale expanse of cnocan in which there is a complex pattern of
features at a local level that contribute to the sense of naheas and sanctuary.

3. Avariety 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 perceptio
2T 1 6SY 6KAfald KAIKEAIKGAYI GKS ljdz- t AGASa 27

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 wildneies|tlaht 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 Nature%ot guidance summarises this step as follows:

GLRSyGATFe I &addzRe@ I NBI [LIINRBLINRIFGS (G2 GKS &0l t$S ;
AAAYATFAOLIYGH STFFSOGaA 2y (GKS 2! d¢

6.7.242 Paragraph 16 of the guidance notes that:

GCKS NIGAZ2YIFES F2N G&8scapd df BedassedrffentzbuldibE S & G dzZRe | N2
clearly stated and consider the following.

I The extent of visibility and recognised routes/movement through the WLA. The scale of the
LINR L2 &LFE YIFeé y2i Sldz 68 G2 GKS SEGSyd 2F STFFSO

1 The wild land qualities likely toe significantly affected. The focus of the assessment should be
on the qualities likely to be affected rather than where the proposal is located.

1 ¢KS LRGSYGALFrt F2NJ Odzydz F §ABS STFSOGadé

6.7.243 The ZTVs (Figures 6.11a and 6.11b) show localised and intermittent theoretical visibility, gained largely
from the southeastern leg of the WLA, on the eastern edge of which the site lies; the northern and
central part of the soutlwestern leg; and the sdh-eastern part of the mountainous central area of
the WLA. This is partly blade visibility only, with extensive parts of the ssadtern 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 aroundr6away, 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

Y Sy (A 2y arecagBised midtes/mavement thrghthe WLA & ¢ KS&S I NB fAaiGSR 068
a description of the theoretical visibility that may be gained from them:

1 Ben More Assynt and Conivalisibility from the summit of Ben More Assynt as seen in
Viewpoint 2 (8.4&m 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);

1 The three CorbettsBenLeoid, Breabagnd Glas Bheinh visibility from Ben Leoid (11k®n);
very limited blade only visibility from Glas Bheinn (I&8away), no visibility from Breabag;

1 Lochs Gleann Dubh and Glencounb visibility;

1 91a FQ [/ KGI t :nb tisiatiyaytheaviatérf8liNarviery $hort stretch of theoretical
visibility (approximately 90fh long) from over 1%&m away on the principal path to the
waterfall;

1 the Bone Cavesear Inchnadamph: no visibility from the caves or the principal, waymarked
circuit route to them; and

I Cape Wrath Trailvery limited theoretical visibility from one short stretch overl3b away,
which lies outwith the WLA.
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6.7.245

6.7.246

6.7.247

6.7.248

6.7.249

6.7.250

This indicates that of the notable routes and locations that people may visit within the WLA, the great
majority wil gain no visibility of the Proposed Development, as shown on the ZTVs. Where there is
visibility, this is gained from a minimum of 8.d®& away; this is at Ben More Assynt, where the
Proposed Development is assessed to have a significant effect onetve ®@ther than Ben More

Assynt, visibility from the listedecognised routes/movement through the WIS\ limited to
GKS2NBUAOKE QAaAOAtAGE FNRY Gg2 2F GKS /2NbpSidda
Aluinn waterfall, although not from theiewpoint at the waterfall itself.

¢tKS aSO02yR LRAYG y20SR Ay bl (dBnpldfarihe stezkidR bfy OS | &
the study area and scope of the assessmentA & O2 y & A RiidNdind dualiies Ikely tolbK S &
significantlyl ¥ ¥ S JKisSR A 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.

WLQIa! NI y 3 S 2¥ t 1 NB S A N\ANSEI dzft | NE NP O yaietyoR dzy G | A y &
tf20Ka yR t20Klyas Ll2aaSaaiay3a | aagNery3a asSyasS 27

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. Fieldhaskindicated that Maovally forms

something of a cusp between this mountainous landscape and the considerably more gentle, low

lying peatland slopes that cover the sotghstern and soutlwestern legs of the WLA although this

is of course not a clearut 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 southeastwards from Viewpoint 3, which is on the southern edge of the mountains.

The drecognised routes/movement through the WLA f A& G SR Ay (GKS 27! RSa
geographically associated with this WLQ and, as described above, will aimost all gain no or limited

and distant visibility of the Proposed Development. However, the ZT Ve thiad there is intermittent

visibility of the Proposed Development from the sowthstern 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 Develapent to have some effect on this WLQ.

WLQZd Iy -inspifng, broad scale expanse of cnocan in which there is a complex pattern of
FSIFGdAzNB&a G F t20Ft £S@St (GKIFIG O2yiNRodziS G2 GKS

As noted in the WLA description, thi¢LQ 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.

WLQ34 ! A @ NshaSeis éreaedfby irregular landforms in which there is E)e[ceived naturainess, )
Fa ¢Sttt Fa | AUNRYy3I &aSyasS 2F alyoudzZ NB FYyR &a2ftAl

This WLQ expresses how the varying landform combines to contribute to the WLA as a whole and

demonstrates how the variedahdforms 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 corttrast,

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 wthat it is experienced in the WLA. There is

therefore potential for the Proposed Development to have some effect on this WLQ.

WLQ4G 9 EGSyardSsy StSorGSR LISIHGEFIYR aft21L)5a sK2a8S aA)
perception of awe, whilst highlightingthdj dzt t AGASa 2F | R2F OSyd Y2dzyil Ay
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6.7.251

6.7.252

6.7.253

6.7.254

6.7.255

6.7.256

6.7.257

¢CKS LISFGElFyR aft2L35a (KI (To the2exstid sbdh ofiBen More2Agsynt | NB

[where] there is an extensive area of elevated peatland slopes that form relatively low, broad ridges
extending from either 8S 2 F D S this WAQ dp@Bies primarily to the sowthstern and
southrwestern 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 aréle Wrewpoint 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 assocatiwith the WLQ.

¢KS GKANR LRAYy(O y20SR Ay bl (i dziBopaledoi thesdgctionh of O S
GKS adGdzReé INBI | yR RD20By 2R IiMShHoteiva BECENGBIVSE ¢ &
effects ® ¢ KS OdzYdz |  Aeld@nentsd khyitRare Friodrelevén @ the Proposed
Development and this WLAAchany, Rosehall, Lairg, Braemore, Lairg 2, and Creag Riapheeh
concentrated around the soutkastern leg of the WLA. This WLQ is therefore also relevant in the
assessment déffects of the Proposed Development in relation to the potential for cumulative effects
to arise.

The considerations described above indicate that the study area for the assessment of effects on this
WLA should cover the peatland slopes and the mountagncentral 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
southreastern parts 6the mountainous central area. The study area is shown on Figures 6.5a and
6.5b.

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 Devedopriihe 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
NatureScoguidance summarises this step as follows in Table 1:
G/ 2y FANY GKS gAfR flFyR ljdZh f AGASE 6aSh 2dzi Ay

area, describing any major changes that have occurred since the description was prepared
andthe natureoff KSANJ O2y (i NRodziAz2y (2 GKS 2[! ¢

The baseline study is informed by the WLA description, the mapping of the eight classes of wildness

Qx

'.F

iKS

O{bl X HAMNOZ ht9bQa &AlS GAaAGAZ FYR [£L! +ASsLIR}

the Proposed Devepment 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 accordapgtific 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 withithe study area.

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 expressedlwiary 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 WLQs4loBRemy
Cassley (WLA 34). These are:
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N}y3s 27

fI NBESS ANNBIdzA F NE NR O &

and lochans, possessing a strong sense of naturalness, remoteness and sanctuary.

3. A variety of spaces created by irreguulandforms 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 adjacentday (i | A y & ® ¢

contribution to WLQs 1, 3 and 4.

6.7.258 Table 6.8 below lists the physical attributes and perceptual responses of the study area and their

Table 6.8cPhysical Attributes and Perceptual Responses of WLQs

Physical Attribute/
Perceptual Response

Strengthof Physical
Attribute/Perceptual Response and
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as
described in WLA description)

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Changg
to Baseline

Physical Attribute

High degree of
perceived naturalness

(defined in
NatureScoguidance
I awitlkin WLAs
vegetation cover is
primarily composed
of natural or semi

Yy Gdz2NF £ KE
Catchment systems
and other
geomorphological
processes are largely
unmodified 0

Referred to in the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ1

1 Xan aweinspiring range of high
Y2dzy it Ay&az NAR3S
O2YoAYylF A2y B6AGK
distinct geological features, this
contributes to a strong perception of]
naturalness.

1 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

1 This irregularity adds to the
ruggedness of the area, as well as if]
perceived naturalness

WLQ4

1 The seemingly random pattern of
these elements [lochans, bogs, peat
hags,burns and rock outcrops] also
contributes to the sense of
Y I GdzNY £ ySaax

WLQ1

This physical attribute contributes
notably to WLQ1 and is expressed to ¢
high level in the central mountainous
part of the WLA, with which this WLQ i
associated.

WLQ3

This physical attribute contributes to
WLQ3, particularly in those areas of
more irregilar landform (primarily the
central mountainous area and northerr
cnocan, where it is expressed to a high
level¢ the peatland slopes are relativel
regular and smooth and here it is
expressed to a moderathigh level).

WLQ4

This physical attribute makes
moderate-high contribution to WLQ4;
the elements mentioned in the WLA
description do contribute to a degree g
perceived naturalness. However, there
are elements of cultivated vegetation i
the peatlands that are associated with
this WLQ, including wodaind 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

1 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

WLQ1andWLQ3

Whilstthey are not referred to in the
WLA description, these attributes
contribute to WLQ1 and WLQ3 to a
moderate-high extent. OPEN notes tha|
while there is little evidence of human
artefacts/structures and contemporary
land useswithin the central
mountainouspart 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

Strengthof 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
I aTheke is no or veny
limited evidence of
contemporary
buildings, structures
or engineering works
within WLAs although
their presence
outwith may be
discerned. Older
artefacts (for
example, kielings
and cleared
settlements) and
small scale features
(for example, fences
and stalkers paths)
may be eviderit | y
AWithin WLAs no or
very limited evidence
of more intensive lang
use, but their
presence outwith may
be discerned.
Extensive grazing ang
management for field
sports may be evideni
(for example,
muirburn, grazing
pressure and use of
ATVS &

edges. [These] include extensive
estate buildings, conifer plantations,
roads, a hgro- electric scheme (with
above surface pipes) and wind farm
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.

1 Around the slopes to theouth west,
south and south east, there
FNBEXa2YS 6AyR Tl
LISFGEFyRX! £ GK2dAa
the WLA, their extensive size and/or
cumulative effects appear to
encroach upon the wild land
ljdzl £ AGASAX

1 Within the upper stretches of Glen
Cassleyhat lie outside the WLA,
human elements tend to have limite
effects where they appear isolated,
small scale, concentrated and ldwey
in siting and design. In contrast, they
seem more encroaching upon the
wild land qualities where large in
scale, exterige 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.

1 Duchally hydreelectric scheme,
within the upper reaches of the glen
has a strong influence on surroundin
gAfR fFYR ljdzr f Al
and incongruous pipelines that crosg
the upper glen slopes, as well as a
long access road and powerlines
extending over the elevated peatlan
at2L35a d al 20kt

exert an external influence on the areq
associated with WLQs 1 and 3. These
include wind farms, forestry, roads,
houses/other buildings, transmission
lines, hydo 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,
transmissiorlines, mast). These humar
influences/land uses are clearly seen ¢
Viewpoint 2, including the hydro tracks
within the peatland slopes. Almost all ¢
these influences lie within the southern
peatlands part of the WLA or in the
Loch Shin area, outwith thesath-
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 th
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
doesnot allude to the human artefacts
and contemporary land uses along Lo
Shin, to the east of the peatlands. Thig
includes hydro infrastructure, a
substation, extensive coniferous
forestry, houses, an hotel-&lass
roads, and a fish farm, which are in
somecases less than 200 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. 1Gkm of the WLA.

This attribute isexpressed to a
moderate degree in the area associate
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 andsiexpressed to a
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Physical Attribute/
Perceptual Response

Strengthof 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
I awitlhin WLAs, land
that has extensive
rough terrain or
extensive boglands,
which isdifficult to
traverseb € 0

1 This WLA includes an asrespiring
range of high mountains, ridges and
plateaux. These are very irregular a
rugged in form, with crags, tops and
corries jumbled together in a spadic
manner.

1 It is physically challenging to ascend
or traverse the mountains because ¢
their great ruggedness and
elevation...

WLQ3

1 Highly irregular landforms occur
throughout the WLA...This irregularit
adds to the ruggedness of the area.

WLQ4

1 Although the peatland slopes are no
very high in elevation and are simple
at a broad scale, they are rugged at
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 associate

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 levet; the peatland slopes are
relatively regular and smooth and it is
expressed to a moderathigh level).

WLQ4

While the peatland slopes in the study
area are considered to have some
ruggedness, this is localised, as
acknowledged in the WLA defgation,
and this reduces the strength of this
physical attribute in relation to WLQ4 t
a moderatehigh level.

Remoteness and/or
inaccessibility

(defined in
NatureScot guidance
I awitkin WLAs, land
that is distant from
public motorised
access (the neast
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 /
bicyclab ¢ 0

Referred to in the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ1

1 The openhorizontal waters of these
6 iSND2RASAXOLY
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 aaewith
which this WLQ is associated. There a
a number of paths in the central
mountains that reduce remoteness an
increase accessibility, as noted in the
WLA description.

WLQ3

This physical attribute contributes to
WLQ3, particularly in the central
mountainous area and northern cnoca
¢ 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 toin the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ1
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Physical Attribute/
Perceptual Response

Strengthof 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
I aThedperception of
separation from the
WY2RSNY 42
isolation or distance
from disturbance,
that engenders
feelings of respite or
tranquillity, that
enables a focus on th
natural / seminatural
settingd € U

WLQ1

1 Although many people visit thefibe
network of paths through the hills]
and other parts of the WLA at certai
times, they are typically dispersed
within such a large area that a stron
sense of sanctuary and solite
prevalils.

WLQ3

9 Within the corries, basins or shelves
the surrounding shielding landform
often leads to a sense of being
hidden, contributing to a strong seng
2F a80ftdaAAz2zYy YR
seclusion and few visitors to these
areas, may also leat a strong
sense of solitude.

WLQ4

No specific reference

This response contributes to WLQ1 an
is expressed to a high level in the
central mountainous part of the WLA,
with which this WLQ is associated. Thg
external influence of development as
descibed 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
the enclosed areas of thesntral
mountainous part of the WLA where
WO2NNAS&L oFaArya 2
A KA St RA Y Are mosypRVERM
This response is expressed to a high
level in the mountains and a moderate
level elsewhere.

WLQ4

The relatively narrow extent of the
LISEHGE I yR Wt S3aQx
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
I aThedperception of
hazard that arises
from being sekreliant
in remote settings of
large scale, whose
rugged natural
character and
isolation from
assistance (if
requred) engenders
respectb € 0

Referred to in the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ1

1 This WLA includes an asrespiring
range of high mountains, ridges and
LX | GSFdZEX¢KS YI &
the mountain range are very
imposing and convey a strong sensq
of awe.

1 It is physically challenging to ascend
2NJ GNY SNBS GKS
can contribute to a perception of hig
risk.

1 The open, horizontal waters of theseg
waterbodies emphasise the vertical
and rugged forms of the adjacent
mountain slopes, contributing the
sense of awe.

WLQ3

1 Where surrounded by high, steep ar
towering slopes, there is also a stro
sense of awe.

WLQ1

This perceptual response contributes
notably to WLQ1 and is expressed to &
high level in the central mountainous
part of the WLAwith which this WLQ is
associated.

WLQ3

This response contributes notably to
WLQ3 and is most strongly expressed
the central mountainous part of the
WLA where enclosure l#high, steep
'y R {26 SNk ydEt pradvialent.]
This response isxpressed to a high
level in the mountains and a moderate
level elsewhere.

WLQ4

This response contributes to WLQ4,
although the relatively narrow extent o
0KS LISHGEFryR af 2L
southern part of the WLA; the open an
unenclosed/unshielded naturef 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

Strengthof Physical
Attribute/Perceptual Response and
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as
described in WLA description)

OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change
to Baseline

WLQ4

¢ KSX2L8yySaa +yR
the area heightens the sense of risk

IXidKSasS aavyLxt s aft
contrasting andlistinctive aspects of
complex and high mountains to the
north and west, emphasising the
awe-inspiring qualities of these.

MNAal 2NXaSyasSé et
noted in the WLA description, the
contrast between the peatland slopes
and the mountains serves mphasise
the aweinspiring qualities of the latter
rather than invoking this perceptual
response within the peatland slopes.
This response is expressed to a
moderatehigh level.

Perceptions that the
landscape has
arresting or inspiring
qualities

(defired in
NatureScot guidance
I dAn @esthetic
reaction to the
natural/seminatural
setting, often
associated wittthe
wotraaaroQ
and jagged
mountains juxtaposed
with deep lochs or
seas, but can also be
prompted by other
superlative
compositions sutas
the large scale
simplicity of rounded
massif, or the
seemingly infinite
expanse of open
LISFGEFYR 2

Referred to in the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ1

1 The towering vertical dimensions of
some rock faces and glen slopes arg¢
also arresting, emipasised further by
high waterfalls and steep scree
slopes.

WLQ3
No specific reference
WLQ4

1 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 ¢
high level in the centrahountainous
area, with which this WLQ is associate

WLQ3

This perceptual response contributes t]
WLQ3 and is most strongly expressed
the enclosed areas of the central
mountainous part of the WLA (as
described in relation to WLQ1). This
response is ex@ssed to a high level in
the mountains and a moderathigh
level elsewhere.

WLQ4

This response contributes to WLQ4
FfGK2dzZ3K Ay ht9bQ
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 i
expressed to a moderathigh level.

Fulfilment from the
physical challenge
required to penetrate
into these places

(defined in
NatureScot guidance
I aThedsatisfaction
and sense of
accomplishment that
arises from the
physical effort
required to traverse
these settings,
tackling their scale,
topography, ground
and weather
conditionsp ¢ 0

Referred to in the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ1

1 It is physically challenging to ascend
or traverse the mountains because o
their great ruggedness and elevatio
as well as the difficulty of crossing
rocky ground.

WLQ3
No specific reference
WLQ4

IXGKS LISHGEFyYyR af
- f20FKt fS@St XGK
physically challenging toross.

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
paths that reduce the physical challeng
involved in penetrating some areas, th
sense of fuifment 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 an
is most strongly expressed in the morg
remote parts of the central mountains
of the WLA. This response is expresse
to a high level in the mountains and a
moderate level elsewhere.
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Physical Attribute/ Strengthof Physical OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change
Perceptual Response| Attribute/Perceptual Response and to Baseline
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as
described in WLA description)

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
perceptwal 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 lowlevel and undramatic
nature ofthe landform. This response i
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.

1 Physical attributes and perceptual responses amest 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 thrg#hysical attributes are displayed to a moderdiigh 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 withingbatlands part

of the WLA or outwith the WLA, largely to the sowtast) that affects the attributes and
responses within the mountains.

1 The physical attributes and perceptual responses are generally displayed to a lower level in the
peatland slopes, wkh are associated primarily with WLQ4 but also relevant to WLQS3. 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 modéigtelevel.

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 thatcedheir 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 kejdotric infrastructure,

and secondly, development (including opgonal/consented windfarms) that lies outwith the
WLA, largely along and around Loch Shin, that affects the attributes and responses within the
peatlands.

1 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.

1 2 [ v oA vardety of spaces created by irregular landforms in which there isipec:
naturalness, as well as a strong sense of sanctuary and salittde N5 | 6§ Sa G2 GKS
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 wlhiile peatland slopes display lower
attributes and responses of the WLQ.

1 ht9bQad NBGASs 2F (GKS &addzRé I NBIFX AyOfdzRAy3a FAS
responses of the peatland slopes have been overstated to some degree in the WLAtdescr
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 baselinstrength 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 andypartly the highranking
central mountain area, where wild land attributes and responses arediglayed 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 eten 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 edgeshaf 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 oindle from
consented/underconstruction 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 areagedfdeand 4.

Step 3¢ 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.

& ¢ K NP dz&fielk &debsmént within the study area, assess the sensitivity of the wild
land qualities scoped in (including their physical attributes and perceptual responses), to
GKS GéLsS IyrR a0FHtS 2F OKIy3aS LINRLRZaASRED

6.7.264 The value of the WLA has been established ipresly as mediunhigh other than the area that is also
covered by the Assyrfoigach 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 meliigim The
highvalue 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 medihigh value applies to the part of the study area
that is covered by peatland slopes, which lies outwith t18AN

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 Sensvity 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 phgi§icaffected by the Proposed Development. The
remaining two physical attributes the lack of modern human artefacts or structurasd little
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6.7.267

6.7.268

6.7.269

6.7.270

6.7.271

6.7.272

6.7.273

6.7.274

evidence of contemporary land usescan be perceptually affected by visibility of development
outwith the WLA ad are therefore susceptible to the Proposed Development.

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 structuegsl little evidence of contemporary

land uses are both expressed to a moderatégh degree. The redtion 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 susceptibty to the Proposed Development.

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 highegree in the mountainous area that is associated with WLQ1.

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 modéghte

and the lack of susceptibility of three of the attributes to the Proposed Development results in a
mediumhigh susceptibility to the Proposed Development. When combined with the high value of this
area, this leads to high sensitivity for the central mountains part of the study area that is associated
with WLQ1.

Susceptibility and Sensitivity of WLQ3

This WLQ is not specifically associated with a geographical part of the WLA, but arises from a
combination of the landform troughout 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.

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 contribta@VLQ3 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 motiaghtkevel
throughout the WLA. All ahe four perceptual responses that contribute to WLQ3 are expressed to

a high degree in the central mountainous area and to a moderate or modéigtelevel elsewhere

in the WLA.

In some cases, the reduction in the strength of the WLQ3 attributes asploreses 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. Elsewheregtheduction 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 thesVels® i

a consideration.

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 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 tadelezh

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

Sallachy Wind Farm EIA Report 6-91 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessm



strongly expressed in the central mountainousabut 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 mediunhigh 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 meligimvalue. When the high
value of the central mountainous area is combined vt mediumhigh susceptibility of WLQ3, this
leads to ahigh sensitivity. In the peatland slopes, the combination of the medhigh value and
mediumhigh susceptibility of WLQ3 leads toreedium-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 quigale 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 thatre associated with WLQ4, three of the five physical attributes are expressed to
a moderate degree while the remaining two attributes are expressed to a modéigkelevel. Of the
four perceptual responses that contribute to WLQA4, two are expressed toderate degree and the
two to a moderatehigh 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.
Theseinfluences 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, accessibleeraftlandform 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 majdrity o
attributes and responses of WLQ4 is tempered by the location of the Proposed Development within
the area associated with WLQ@4the peatland slopes where it may affect all of the five physical
attributes as well as all of the responses. These condidesacombine to give WLQ4 a medidrigh
susceptibility to the Proposed Development. When the medhigh value of the area associated with
WLQ4, the peatland slopes, is combined with the medhigh susceptibility of WLQA4, this leads to a
medium-high senstivity.

Assess the Magnitude of the Effects

6.7.280 NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows in Table 1:

G!'aasSaa GKS SFFSOGA 2y AYRAGARAzZ f FYRK2NJI O2YO0AY L |
physical attributes and perceptual responses will be adf&chow and to what degree.
CKA& aKz2dzZ R NBTtSOG GKS aAlT S 2NJ aldltsS 2F OKIy3asSs

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 (WLQLQJ® 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, concludingith an assessment of the magnitude of change that will arise on each WLQ.
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Table 6.9 Effects on WLQL1

WLQI1A range of large, irregular, rocky mountains with steep, arresting slopes and a variety of lochs &
lochans, possessing a strong sense of natoess, remoteness and sanctuary.

Physical Attribute:high degree of perceived naturalnegexpressed to a high degreesee Table 6.8)

The Proposed Development lies outwitte 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 with
the relevant area.

The strength of this attribute will remain high.

Physical Atribute: the lack of modern human artefacts or structures/Little evidence of contemporary la
uses(expressed to a moderateigh degree; 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. tHowese
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 apext of the setting to the central mountains that is already
notably affected by external human influence, including wind farms and other infrastructure (as seen ¢
+ASGLRAYIA H FYR 00X gKATS G(KS 1 Se& thewndudtansS villi A I
remain unaffected by the Proposed Development. This reduces the level of the effect, as does the lac]
specific reference to these attributes in the WLQ1 description, as this indicates that these attributes at
of specific relevace in the formulation of WLQL1.

On the southeastern 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 th
strength of the attributes will remain moderatehigh.

Physical Attribute:landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challengifexpressed to a high
degreec see Table 6.8)

The Proposed Development lies outwith the part of the WLA that is associated wiilitlgs(the central
mountains) and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, which relates to conditions with
the relevant area.

The strength of this attribute will remain high.

Physical Attribute:remoteness and/or inaccessibilittexpresed to a moderaténigh degree; see Table
6.8)

The Proposed Development lies outwith the part of the WLA that is associated with this WLQ (the cen
mountains) and will therefore have no effect on this physical attribute, which relates to conditiomig wit
the relevant area.

The strength of this attribute will remain moderatéigh.

Perceptual Response:sense of sanctuary or solitud@xpressed to a high degreesee Table 6.8)

¢CKS 2[! RSAONRLIIAZ2Y NBTSNA Altbugh Manapedpld visitiPefiieS A
network of paths through the hills] amather parts of the WLA at certain times, they are typically dispers
gAUGKAY &dzOK + fFNBS FNBF GKFG + adNBy3 asSyas

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 g
of the perceptual response that is spediliy referenced in the description.

However, the external influence of the Proposed Development may have some effect on the wider

RSTAYAGAZY 27 (KALAS WBSLIRAYZYS 2 B KAOKF NMIAG AKyS TN
distance from distND |y (N&tdréScot, 2020). This effect would be limited as perceived and actual
ASLI NI GA2Y Attt NBYFAY 0Si66S T2 RENGY ovRMTARIEIaY e
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WLQ1A range of large, irregular, rocky mountains with steep, arresting slopes and a variety of lochs a
lochans, possessing a strong sense of natness, remoteness and sanctuary.

Proposed Development due to its location outwith the mountains. Thepdsed 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 unaffectedy the Proposed Development.

On the southeastern fringe of the mountains, the strength of this response will reduce to a modehaggh
level. In interior areas the diminishing external influence of the Proposed Development and the innate
strength of physcal attributes/ perceptual responses within the mountains ensure that the response wi
remain high.

Perceptual Responseisk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or anxi¢gxpressed to a high degreesee
Table 6.8)

The WLA description refers this response in WLQ1 as followist KS Yl a4 A @3S LINR L2 N
NI y3aS INB @OSNE AYLRAaAAY3I FyR O2y@gSe | adGNery3 a
GKS Y2dzyil AyaXlyR GKA&a Ol y 02y i Nhodzdniabwvatérs of these JS
waterbodies emphasise the vertical and rugged forms of the adjacent mountain slopes, contributing tg
asSyasS 27 | gSo¢é

The external influence of the Proposed Development will not affect the aspects of the mountains that
ISTSNNBR (2 Ay in&ssive prepSriofshithedinaudtsin rariek St kS LIK & a A O
NBIljdzA NBR (2 &a0SyR 2N oped ibzdiFaSvatér&d theseevdrgriokidsy & 3
will therefore not affect these aspects of tiperceptual response that are specifically referenced.

However, the external influence of the Proposed Development may have some effect on the wider
RSTAYAGAZ2Y 27F (K AperceNtBriof ihzam $at arigek kot Keing Selfait i Semde
settings of large scale, whose rugged natural character and isolation from assistance (if required) eng
respecE Obl Gdz2NB{ O20GX HWnunOd ¢KAA STFSOG s2df R 068
Sy 3Sy RS NJ assistalicy a R dz8 Baatdbn olitivith and separation from the mountains. Moreove
GKS t NBLRASR 5S@St 2 LISy iINBaRtitS yasdl (LyEENRFaE R N
OK I NJtiaiieadsXo this perceptual response.

On the southeastern fringe of he mountains, the strength of this response will reduce to a moderhigh
level. In interior areas the diminishing external influence of the Proposed Development and the innate
strength of physical attributes/ perceptual responses within the mountains eresthat the response will
remain high.

Perceptual Responsgerceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualitfezpressed to a
high degreg; see Table 6.8)

¢tKS 21 RSAONRLIIAZ2Y NBTSNE theowerifghveérticaldniehdns dfSome
NRO|l FFLO0Sa FyR 3fSy atz2135a INB fa2 FNNBaiday3
¢CKS SEGSNYIf AyTtdzSyOS 27 K e towedhgizricl RiméhSofisSof 2

a2YS Ne Ol 7Tl OSaNdgliywikerfalls &hy steapfseraclSiaped LG oAt | f a3
RSTAYAGAZ2Y 27T (K Aaksthhitis sedchon'ta tienatdral/dediatural setting K & Kd
engendered by these topographical faees. (NatureScot, 2020).

The strength of this response will remain high.

Perceptual Responsdulfilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these places
(expressed to a high degreesee Table 6.8)

The WLA description referstoK A & NXB a LJ2 Yy & S Aty pHydicallychalléngirf # adcehdai
traverse the mountains because of their great ruggedness and elevation, as well as the difficulty of cr
rocky ground @

The external influence of the Proposed Developmetitwat affect the physical challenge that results fron
G KBNBI G NHzZ3ISRyS&aa | yR 87 SOIKGEA ¥dibhetwdrdjotaieatNg ey
aspect of the perceptual response that is specifically referenced.

¢CKS t NRLRAaSR 5S8S@St2LISyd gAatt taz2 y20§ TheFFTFSOI
satisfaction and sense of accomplishment that arises tlwrphysical effort required to traverse these
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WLQ1A range of large, irregular, rocky mountains with steep, arresting slopes and a variety of lochs a
lochans, possessing a strong sense of natness, remoteness and sanctuary.

settings, tackling their scale, topography, ground and weather condétion® b I G dzZNB{ 02 ( X
alter the physically challenging topography within the mountains.

The strength of this response Iviemain 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 wilhfedium-low, which will arise on the southastern
fringe of the mountainous area, where it alsuthe peatland slopes. This arises from the following
considerations.

il

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, ansktieree
attributes will continue to be displayed at their baseline high or modetaggh levels.

The effect of the Proposed Development on the remaining two physical attributes of this WLQ
- the lack of modern human artefacts or structuegsllittle evidence of contemporary land uses

¢ will be limited and perceived only, with the strength of these attributes being locally reduced
from moderatehigh to moderate as a result of the external influence of the Proposed
Development.

The WLA description for WilQdoes 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 perceptal responses of WLQIperceptions that the landscape has arresting
or inspiring qualitiesindfulfilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these
places will not be affected by the Proposed Development, and will continue to beajisglat
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
moderatehigh as a result of the exteal 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 (treentral 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 thelimited, and often distant, visibility and influence of the Proposed Development from
the area associated with WLQ1.

6.7.283 The mediumow magnitude of change will be localised in the sea#istern fringe of the central
mountains, where the external influence thfe 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

WLQ3A variety of spaces created by irregular landforms in which there is perceived naturalness, as w
as a strong sense of sanctuaand solitude
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WLQS3- Physical Attribute: high degree of perceived naturalnggxpressed to a high degree in the centrg
mountains and cnocaand a moderatehigh degree in the peatland slopesee Table 6.8)

¢KS 2[1 RSaAaONRLIIAZY NBTSNE ThigirregHafitgof landfainNadds dath®
ruggedness of the area, as well as its perceived naturaingss ¢ K S tew:Bpni2ri viilFhot Bffect the
irregularity of landform and will therefore not affect this aspect of the attribute that is specifically
referenced in the description.

¢ KS 6ARSNI RSTAYA WitlnyWLAsTegétdiidnZovér i$ prindirily daingsl ofindiurafior
semiy | GdzNF £ KFoAGEFGax/ I GOKYSyaG aeadasSya yR 2 (E&KS
(NatureScot, 2020). The Proposed Development will result in the physical loss of a very small area of
moorland/rough grassland that liegithin the WLA, on the site area itself, and will have no notable effec
4 F GOKYSyild aeadsSvya yR 20KSNJ 3S2Y2NLIK2f23A0!I ¢

Any effect on this attribute will be very limited due to the very small area of moorland that is affected 4
the lack @ 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 cno@ard moderatehigh in
the peatland slopes.

WLQ3- Physical Attribute: the lack of modern human artefacts or structures/Little evidence of
contemporary land usegexpressed to a moderatieigh degree; see Table 6.8)

These attributes are not referencedtime WLA description for WLQ3.

¢t KS 6ARSNI RSTAYAIG ATRefe isthd or ek Sniit& evidénte\dk cdrdeinSosary buildings
structures or engineering works within WLAs although their presence outwith may be didcérnetl y’ R
AWithin WLAs naor very limited evidence of more intensive land use, but their presence outwith may b
discerned @

The Proposed Development will introduce lasggale structures and other infrastructure, including
contemporary land use, into the WLA, and will therefore affect these physical attributes. This effect wi
mitigated by the location of the Proposed Dewginent in a part of the WLA that is already directly
physically affected by development including a tarmacked road, hglirctric infrastructure, and a mast,
and has notable external influence of other human artefacts, including wind farms.

This mitigaton will limit the effect on these attributes, as will the lack of effect on the specific aspect of
attribute that is mentioned in the WLQ3 description, as this indicates that these attributes are not of s
relevance in the formulation of WLQS3.

On the site area, in the eastern fringe of the peatland slopes, the strength of these attributes will redug
to a moderatelow level. In other areas the lack of any direct physical effect, the diminishing external
influence of the Proposed Development, atite lack of specific relevance of these attributes to WLQ3
ensures that the strength of the attributes will remain moderatggh.

WLQ3- Physical Attribute: landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challendaxpressed to a
high degree in theentral mountains/cnocan and a moderakégh degree in the peatland slopgesee Table
6.8)

¢KS 21! RSAONALIIAZ2Y NBTSNHE Highly ilieguladlandfainis Mdcd dzi S
throughout the WLA...This irregularity adds to the ruggednesisecfreaé¢ ® ¢ KS t N2 LR & SR
not affect the irregularity of landform and will therefore not affect this aspect of the attribute that is
specifically referenced in the WLQ3 description.

¢ KS gARSNI RSTAY A WitinyWLAsFlad thit has extedisiteNdughdeiirdn oi extendive
boglands, which is difficult to traverse 0 b | G dzNB{ 024G X HnanunO® ¢KS aAid
BCSEGSYyardS NRAAKE (ISWRIAY FAKoZADF§FRA RA driftdtidedz
mountainous and cnocan parts of the WLA.

e

Any effect on this attribute will be very limited due to the minor effect that the Proposed Development
have on the landform of the site, and the wider WLA as a whole, and the lack of effect qettificsaspect
of the attribute that is mentioned in the WLQ3 description. There will be no effect on landform within th
mountain and cnocan areas.

The strength of this attribute will remain high in the central mountains and cnocan and modetagg in
the peatland slopes.
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WLQS3- Physical Attribute: remoteness and/or inaccessibilifgxpressed to a high degree in the central
mountains/cnocan and a moderate degree in the peatland slaps=e Table 6.8)

This attribute is not referenced in the WLA desddptfor WLQ3.

¢t KS 6ARSNI RSTAY A WitlnyWLAsFland tkak i8 distarit fioNJpublizin&orided access (t
nearest public road, ferry landing or railway station), taking account of the distance, barriers to travel
example, lochs, vers and cliffs), and ease of travel on foot/bicgcle6 b I (1 dzZNB{ 02 GX HnH
of the WLA displays this attribute to a moderate level, and the eastern edge of the peatlands, within w
the site is located, is specifically easily accessefmattbicycle 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 Loc
(on which Viewpoint 4 is located) provides relatively easy access within the peatlands area afAHzs/W
4WD/ foot/ bicycle. The public road that runs up Glen Cassley, between the legs of the WLA, also pro
easy access into the WLA, as do the A837, A838 and A839 roads, which pass around the peatlands ¢
access at some points.

In this context the sections of new tracks that will access the Proposed Development (parts of the acc
tracks are upgraded existing road/ tracks) will ease access within the small part of the peatlands that

covered by the site, but will not introduce access inteas that are currently highly inaccessible or reduc
the distance of this part of the WLA from public roads. There will be no effect on access or remotenes
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 PromasDevelopment will have on the baseline level of access into thg
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 Respons& sense of sanctry or solitude(expressed to a high degree in the central
mountains and a moderate degree elsewhesee Table 6.8)

¢tKS 21 RSAONRLIIAZ2Y NBTSNE Witin thekcdrries, balirs bizhelkeS, the
surrounding shielding landform often leads to a sense of being hidden, contributing to a strong sense
4S80t dzaAz2y FyR &l yOidz NBEXt SNOSAGBSR aS0Oftdzaazy |
2F a2t A0dzRSPe

¢CKS t NRLRAaSR 5S@St2LIYSyd Aa dzyt Al St e sirdundng @A
AKASE RAYR At HRRAB2 NN RT2NY At f & ONDB Sasengeiobheisg 2 d
K A R RMioyeévar, the areas of th®/LA that lie in closest proximity to the Proposed Developnaghte
peatlandsg are characterised by massive exposed slopes from which long, open views are available, g
OBOBNNRASAS ol aAiaya 2N aKSt @Sm X aKABNNIdRyhiRA yEIRoaRBAPS
the number of people who visit these areas. The Proposed Development will therefore not affect the g
of the perceptual response that is specifically referenced in the description.
The Proposed Development will also not afféck S A RSNJ RSTA Yy A (i A 2 Yercption 6fK
ASLI N GAZ2Y FTNBY G(GKS WY2RSNY g2 NI (RaLEeSchtazpXo): Winkra iy
is visible, the Proposed Development will be seen in the context of the most devegtapieaf 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:sk or, forsome visitors, a sense of awe or anxiggxpressed to a high
degree in the central mountains and a moderdiigh degree elsewheresee Table 6.8)

¢CKS 2[! RSAONRLIIAZ2Y NBTSNA Where slirfodnded bidhighl, 32egpiabd A
toweringa f 21354 GKSNB Aa faz2 | adNBy3a asSyasS 27 |
¢KS tNRLRASR 5S0St2LIVSyi{i Aa dzyf Al St @surodnden Sy high
A0SSLI I yR { 2aétBiN@ingfam \iilf seréeld dedvsSoutwartidoreover, the areas of the WA
that lie in closest proximity to the Proposed Developmettie peatlands; are characterised by exposed
af 21354z highRstegparid toveringslopesd ¢ KS t N2 LI2ASR 5S@St 2 LIY
the aspect of the perceptual response thatspecifically referenced in the description.
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¢KS t NRPLRASR 5S8S@St2LIYSyd sAatft |faz2z y2i perdefiébdi
hazard that arises from being se#liant in remote settings of large scale, whose rugged natthatacter
and isolation from assistance (if required) engenders respecd b | § dzZNB{ O2 G HnH N0 ¢
58St 2SSyl Aa dzyf Al &sistance ¥ BAIRAPRENI Raadyafor
of the most developed part of the Wlakd with notable baseline external human influence, and the
baseline sense of risk is therefore already limited. Moreover, the Proposed Development will not phys

FFFSONBBYIKISS aaSidAay3aa 2F f I NH Shatieads to shiphibeptdhSdspoyse.

The strength of this response will remain high in the central mountains and modetaggn elsewhere.

WLQ3- Perceptual Response:goceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities
(expressed to a high degree in the central mountains and a modéigtedegree elsewheresee Table 6.8)

This response is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ3.

The widerdefili A 2y 2 F { KAnZesBiaredetigritdSthe haturafisematural setting, often
Fa3d20AF 0SSR gAGK GKS WOtlFraaAadQ KAIKI adSSLI IFyR
also be prompted by other superlative compositions sutheakarge scale simplicity of rounded massif, of
the seemingly infinite expanse of open peatland orgea b I G dzNB{ 02X HAHAN 0 ®

The peatlands area of the WLA displays this response to a moekigiidevel due to the massive open
scaleofthid  YRAOFLIS® ¢KS t NRL]2AaASR 58508 tshpeiattvg dompoditién
[of] the seemingly infinite expanse of openpeatlandl & A G 6Atf Ay (iNBRdzOS ¢
LISNODSAGSR | & iffinitéieSpadseinfbpanypdhndd ®S¢c A a4 STFSOG osAt ¢
f20FGA2y 2F GKS t NRPLRASR 5808t 2LIWSYRYyEYY K &K6f &)
landscape is already interrupted by Loch Shin (and the development that is associated witheil)asthe
sweeping moorland and flovihat 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 vig
along and across the peatlandss(seen in Viewpoints 1 and 4).

The effect on this response will be limited by the minor effect that the Proposed Development will hav
and by the lack of specific reference to it in the WLQ3 description, as this indicates that this response
of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ3.

The strength of this attribute will remain high in the central mountains, moderaiggh in the cnocan, and
reduce to a moderate level in the peatland slopes.

WLQ3- Perceptual Responseuffilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these
places(expressed to a high degree in the central mountains and a moderate degree elsewheréable
6.8)

This response is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQ3.

The wider definition of thifNJS & LJ2 yke Satistastioniand sense of accomplishment that arises from t
physical effort required to traverse these settings, tackling their scale, topography, ground and weathg
conditions¢ O bl GdzZNB{ 024X HAWNnO

As noted above in relation to phyaiattributes, the sections of new tracks that will access the Proposeq
Development will ease access within the small part of the peatlands that is covered by the site, but wi
y2iGl ot @& {ulfredt@dm the KhHysical challenge requiredto et NI G S A y (i ZTheli K S
Proposed Development lies on the periphery of the WLA, close to an area that is already relatively ea
accessible by tarmacked road, armtass into areas that are currently highly inaccessible will not be
increased. Therwill 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 Developn
will have on the baseline level of physical challenge arising famessing this part of the WLA and the
resultant limited effect on the associated level of fulfilment. The lack of specific reference to this attrib
the WLQS3 description also indicates that this attribute is not of specific relevance in the formuwétio
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 bemedium-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. Thisesarfrom the following
considerations.

1 Direct physical effects on this WLQ are restricted to two of the five physical attribtitedack
of modern human artefacts or structuresd little evidence of contemporary land uséghe
effect on these two attributes will be limited, with their strength being locally reduced on the
site itself from moderatehigh to moderatelow as a result of the direct physical influence of the
Proposed Development.

1 There will be no effect on thether three of the five physical attributes of WLQ3, and these
three attributes will continue to be displayed at their baseline high, modehégd or moderate
levels.

1 Three of the four perceptual responses of WL@3sense of sanctuary or solitude; rimk for
some visitors, a sense of awe or anxietyd fulfilment from the physical challenge required to
penetrate into these placeswill not be affected by the Proposed Development, and will
continue to be displayed at their baseline level (high in ¢katral mountains and moderate
high or moderate elsewhere).

1 The effect of the Proposed Development on the fourth perceptual response of this-WLQ
perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualitiesvill be limited, with the
strength d this response being locally reduced from moderhigh 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 nated®gh
strength respectively.

1 Itis 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 relevancetie formulation of WLQ3.

6.7.285 The mediurdow 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 dfange will diminish as the influence of the Proposed Development
decreases, dropping to a low and then negligible level.

Table 6.11- Effects on WLQ4

WLQ4Extensive, elevated peatland slopes whose simplicity and openness contribute to a perception
awe, whilst highlighting the qualities of adjacent mountains

WLQ4- Physical Attribute: high degree of perceived naturalnggxpressed to a moderateigh degreeg
see Table 6.8)

¢tKS 21! RSAONARLIIAZ2Y NBTSNE Theseeinkdlydandoin faNdkntotitie S
elementglochans, bogs, peat hags, burns and rock outcrbp]d 2 O2 Yy i NA o dzi Sa & Z d
The Proposed Development has been specifically designed to minimise impacts on topographical fea
and wil 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.

¢KS 6 ARSNI RSTA YA MtignyWLAsVegétiiricaverlis primsdlycampdSed bfanatural or
semiy | GdzNJF £ KFEoAGFGaX/ I GOKYSyild aesaidsSvya yR 2#KS
(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 effe
d GOKYSy il aeaidSvya FyR 20KSNJ 3S2Y2NLIK2t 23A0I (¢

On the site area, the strength of this attribute will reduce to a moderate level due to the dineftience of
the Proposed Development on vegetation. Elsewhere, the strength of the attribute will remain moderd
high.
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WLQ4 Physical Attributes: the lack of modern human artefacts or structures/Little evidence of
contemporary land useg¢expressed to a moderate degreesee Table 6.8)

These attributes are referenced at length in the WLA description for WLQ4, as qudiablin6.8. In

a dzY Y I MidinYhe peatland slopes within the south of the WLA, human artefacts and contemporary
dzaS Oly o668 OfSINIé& &aSSy SEGSYRAYy3 | NRdzyR GKS
tend to be visible over long distanaise to the openness and simplicity of the peatland. Around the slop
12 GKS a2dziK ¢Saitz az2dziK FyR &az2dzikK Sradz GKSN
located outside the WLA, their extensive size and/or cumulative effects appearda@mnapon the wild
fFryR ljdz2 t AGASAX

2 A0KAY (GKS dzLJLJISNJ aNBGOKSa 2F DfSy /lFaatsSe (K
encroaching upon the wild land qualities where large in scale, extensive or are more numerous, and {
lead to cumulative eff® (i & X 5 dzO K Jelécfri@ schiérdeRwitRin the upper reaches of the glen, has a
A0NRY3 AYyFidsSyOS 2y adaNNRdzyRAy3a gAfR tFyR |dz
the upper glen slopes, as well as a long access road and powexiaadiag over the elevated peatland
at20L8a G al2dttexe

The Proposed Development will introduce largmle structures and other infrastructure, including
contemporary land use, directly into the peatlands, and will therefore affect these physical attributes. T
effect will be mitigated by the location of tHeroposed Development in a part of the WLA that is already
directly physically affected by development including a tarmacked road, ksidntric infrastructure, and a
mast, and has notable external influence of other human artefacts, including wind férhen the
Proposed Development is seen from the peatlands that lie beyond the site boundary, it will generally k
seen in the context of the development that is described in the WLA description, and will not introduce
entirely new influence.

On the sik 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 moderatdow level due to indiret influence of the Proposed Development.
Elsewhere, the strength of these attributes will remain moderate.

WLQ4- Physical Attribute: landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challendmgressed to a
moderatehigh degree see Table 6.8)

TS 2 [ ! RSAONRLIIA2Y NBFSNBE {iAhougkthelpeatlahdisipes ateindt veky
high in elevation and are simple at a broad scale, they are rugged at a local level due to a mix of lochg
bogs, peat hags, burns and rock outcrop&/hile 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,
Aa y2i LI NI A Odz dnmikioRlocharns) bbids, Paathagk, HUEnR and @tkrapg o | Y R
such features are found on site, the Proposed Development has been specifically designed to minimis
impacts upon them). The Proposed Development will therefore not notably affect the aspect of the att
that is specifically refenced in the WLQ4 description.

¢KS SARSNI RSTAYA MtinfWLAsFland thak lias exténdiveodgtizierEain brixteasive
boglands, which is difficult to traverse 0 bl G dzZNB{ 024G HnunOd ¢KS aAG§
cextensiveNR dza K GSNNI &yl ZRXH 2 AV 2y RE2GH ot & RAFTFAOLA
On the site area, the strength of this attribute will reduce to a moderate level due to the direct influenc
the Proposed Development on landform. Elsewhere, the strength of the attebwill remain moderate
high.

WLQ4- Physical Attribute: remoteness and/or inaccessibilifgxpressed to a moderate degreesee Table
6.8)

This attribute is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQA4.

¢ KS 6ARSNI RSTAY A WittnyWLAsFland tKak is distarit fioNJpublizin&orided acdess (t
nearest public road, ferry landing or railway station), taking account of the distance, barriers to travel

example, lochs, rivers and cliffs), and ease of travel on foot/bicyclé b lcat, @228 .{The eastern edge 0
the peatlands, within which the site is located, is specifically easily accessed on foot/bicycle and by ca
the tarmac road that accesses off the A838 and runs around Maovally. The track that runs along the

southern edg of Loch Shin (on which Viewpoint 4 is located) provides relatively easy access within th
peatlands by 4WD/foot/bicycle. The public road that runs up Glen Cassley, between the legs of the W|
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also provides easy access into the WLA, as do the A837 aA838839 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 ac
tracks are upgraded existing road/ tracks) will ease access wiitbismall area that is covered by the site,
but will not introduce access into areas that are currently highly inaccessible or reduce the distance fr
public roads. The effect on this attribute will be negligible due to the lack of specific refereme\WiLIQ3
description, as this indicates that this attribute is not of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ3.
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 Respons& sense of sanctuary or solitudexpressed to a moderate degreesee Table
6.8)

This attribute is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQA4.

¢KS 6ARSNI RSTAYALISNYSAIT ARKA 2 Tl BEBNK NdziiS 2x/& FTANR Y
RA&GI yOS T NP WatkaSaaf, 80R0). The Or8pésed Development willdes $n the context of
the most developed part of the WLA, with further notable external human influence, including wind far
and other infrastructure. This ensures that the areas that will be influenced by the Proposed Developn
will anyway have alim@ R 6 I ABINDGIIid 2y 2F aSLI NI GAZ2Y FTNRBY
FNEBY RA & (andhb ProgpGsBdDevelopment will have a very limited additional effect on this
baseline. The lack of specific reference to this attribute in the Wlg3dribtion is also relevant as this
indicates that this attribute is not of specific importance in the formulation of WLQA4.

The strength of this response will remain moderate.

WLQ4- Perceptual Response:sk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or artyiéexpressed to a
moderatehigh degree; see Table 6.8)

¢KS 21 RSAONALIIAZ2Y NBTSNE ¢KS XHISy yNR&ELIZ WaRS KM
area heightens the sense of risk- y tReSexsimple slopes highlight the contrasting and distie@spects
of complex and high mountains to the north and west, emphasising thehayiél LJA NR&A y' 3 |j dzl £

The relatively low elevation of the Proposed Development and its location on the periphery of the pea
ensures thatitwillnotnotab @ A y (i SNINSZJi S @ K SI R KA 3 K ItsSow laigl & dzNB
peripheral position also ensures that it will very seldom be seen in the context of views towards the
02YLX SE | yR KA3IK Y2 dzy froniefséwhaiedvitiinkn® WiyApeNtlie Kole lofythe ¢
LIS 4t | y R endphagidid§ the alv§ispidng qualities of thes@ Y 2 dzy (iwillkhgrafdres not be
notably altered.

¢t KS 6ARSNI RSTAYA (par@ptionbffhazard thad arideSfEomlBejfg selfarkt @ remote
settings of large scale, whose rugged natural character and isolation from assistance (if required) eng
respecE Obl GdzNB{ O20GZ HnHNnO® ¢KS t NRLR &SR assB@ndd B L
where it is visible, it will be seen in the cortef 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 perc
as an interruption to the openness and simplicity of the slopes.

In the area of the eastern leg of the WLA, the strength of theésponse will reduce to a moderate level.
Elsewhere, the strength of this response will remain moderaigh.

WLQ4- Perceptual Response:goceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities
(expressed to a moderatieigh degree; see Table 6.8)

¢KS 2[! RSAONRLIIAZ2Y NBTSNA Thedasiiséale af thhise sirhgl yeatBindA
slopes, in combination with&a i N2y 3 aSyas$ 27 2L8yySaa [ yR SELR
CKAA NBflIdSa Oft2asSte (2 (M SestheticReadlivnRSHE haylifalisdnt? y

YIEGdz2NI £ aSddAay3as 2F0Sy |aa20Al SR ¢ AdpssedivkhSleey O
lochs or seas, but can also be prompted by other superlative compositions such as the large scale sin
of rounded massif, or the seemingly infinite expanse of open peatland dr seasb | (i dzZNBS { 02 (i 3
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The peatlands display this manse to a moderatéigh level due to the massive open scale of this
fFyRaOFLISd® ¢KS t NPLI2a&aSR 58538 fsagehativg dompeditiéfof] ke & S
seemingly infinite expanse of openpeatland & A G @At Ay (i NB dddbE pe@Svindi
'a Ay { S NNHaitdlexpgrde ofioked peatlapdd ¢ KA ad SFFSOG oAtttz K2
2F (KS tNRPLRASR 5S8S@St2LIvSyi 2y (AKSF ALYSANINGE HESEDERe |
is already interruged by Loch Shin (and the development that is associated with it) as well as/éeping
moorland and flowshat rises on the other side of the loch. The low elevation of the Proposed Develop
also reduces its potential to interrupt the peatlands, &awill 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 proximépnd with a sufficient level of influence, to be perceive
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 leve
Elsewherethe strength of this response will remain moderatggh.

WLQ4- Perceptual Responseuffilment from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these
places(expressed to a moderate degresee Table 6.8)

The WLA description referstothisrespd S Ay 2 [ viKBaLBROf RFR &f 2 LIS3
t SOSt XUKFG YFH1S GKS &at2L)85a LKeaAOrfte OKFffSy
¢KS 6ARSNI RSTAYA (Thesgtisfation anKserse old8comifisiraesit that @rises from t
physical effort reqined to traverse these settings, tackling their scale, topography, ground and weather|
conditionsé 6 bl GdzZNB{ 024X HAwWANO O

As noted above in relation to physical attributes, the sections of new tracks that access the Proposed
Development will ease access wittthe small area that is covered by the site, but will not notably affect
dzt FAE YSyld FNBY (KS LIKeaaAOlt OKL f ThéRprapSsed\DBvigldgindhl
lies on the periphery of the WLA, close to an area that is alreadgively easily accessible by tarmacked
road, and acess 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 Developn
will have on the baseline level of physical challenge arising from accessing the peatlands and the res
very limited effect on the associated kof 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 thgstNeLQ

peatland slopes. The maximum magnitude of change wilhlkedium, which will arise principally in
relation to the site area but also in some parts of the eastielg of the peatland slopes. This arises
from the following considerations.

1 The Proposed Development will affect four of the five physical attributes of this \igh
degree of perceived naturalness; landform which is rugged, or otherwise physicénging;
the lack of modern human artefacts or structurandlittle 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 locallydeced on the site itself from moderateigh

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 dow 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 attributethe lackof modern human
artefacts or structuresand little evidence of contemporary land usekhe effects on these
attributes will extend intermittently across the eastern leg of the peatland slopes due to
visibility of the Proposed Development from the wideea.
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1 There will be no effect on the fifth physical attribute of WL-@3moteness and/or inaccessibility
- and this attribute will continue to be displayed at its baseline moderate strength.

1 Two of the four perceptual responses of WLQ®k or, for sore visitors, a sense of awe or
anxietyand perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualitig be affected
by the Proposed Development, being locally reduced from modenath to moderate as a
result of the Proposed Development. Thégluction in strength will apply only to the eastern
leg of the peatland slopes.

1 The other two perceptual responses of WLQBsense of sanctuary or solitudad fulfilment
from the physical challenge required to penetrate into these plaa@snot 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 willeaistermittently 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 mediaow, low and negligible level.

Judge the Significance ofeleffects

6.7.288 bl G dzNBS{ 020 3IdzA Rl yOS &dzY Y| NACo&lade drikie dverallisi§nificancéd F 2 f ;
(taking into account any mitigation), in terms of the study area and where relevant the widep ¥WLA

6.7.289 The significance of the effect is assesdewtigh 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
Develpment 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.

WLQ1a! NI y3aS 2F I NBSIZ Wwilkdid&a daedtingBlopbsbatiia darietydizy (i | A y &
t20Ka | yR t20Klyasz Ll2aasSaaiay3a | aadNery3a asSyasS 27
6.7.290 Steps 3 and 4 have ascertained that WLQ1 has a high sensitivity and that a maximum 4oedium
magnitude of change will &e on its attributes and responses as a result of the Proposed
Development. This level of change will be localised, arising only on the-sastérn fringes of the
mountainous area that is associated with WLQ1. Elsewhere, the magnitude of change loll, be

negligible, or no effect.

6.7.291 A combination of the factors considered in the maximum medlam magnitude of change and the
mediumhigh sensitivity of WLQ1 will lead taat significanteffect on WLQ1. This effect will be leng
term and reversible. In @b Q&4 YS(iK2R2f 23853 | -ldvndgnilugelofickadge 2 F |
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 Denezlowiill 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 neothan one interim level from the baseline strength (e.g. the
changes are from high to moderalégh and moderaténigh 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 speciélevance in the formulation of
WLQL1.
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6.7.292

6.7.293

6.7.294

6.7.295

6.7.296

6.7.297

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 he external influence of the Proposed Development.

\MQ%!AQLNiSGé 2F &aLJ OSa ONBIGSR o0& ANNBIdz I NI £ |
Fa ¢Sftf +a I adNBy3I aSyasS 2F al yOidz NE FyR a2zt

Steps 3 and 4 have ascertained that WLQ3 has adeaigsitivity (where it is expressed in the central

mountain area that is covered by the NSA) or medhigh sensitivity (where it is expressed in the

areas that lie outwith the NSA) and that a maximum medlaom magnitude of change will arise as a

result ofthe 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.

A combination of the factors congded in the maximum mediudow magnitude of change and the
mediumhigh sensitivity of the relevant geographical area of WLQS3 will leachtd significanteffect

on WLQ3. This effect will be loigSNY YR NBOSNEAOGE S® Ly htfabQa VYSi
mediumlow magnitude of change and a meditmgh 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 qigsical attribute and one perceptual

response of WLQ3, and these effects will be localised to one specific geographical area where WLQ3

is expressed, the peatland slopes. It is also important that the WLA description for WLQ3 does not

make any specificeference 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 wardi®? ¥ G KS GAGE S 2 F
variety of spaces created by irregular landforms in which there is perceived naturalness, as well as a
strong sense of sanctuary and solitgde® ¢KS FaasSaayvySyd KFa AyRAOIG
Development will not notably affect & irrégular landfornd ¢ perceived naturalnegs> sgodg &

sense of sanctuary and solitide G KI & ' NB F2dzy R Ay GKS 2[! @

These factors ensure that the attributes and responses that are fundamental to the expression and

distinctiveness of WLQ3 will remaais defining characteristics of the WLA, and will not be materially

redefined by the external influence of the Proposed Development.

WLQ4Ga 9 E(SyargsSs Stééyﬁsﬁ uérégr[ﬁ atz2L54a q&aaé aAN
perception of awe, whilst highlighf y 3 0 KS ljdzr f AGUASa 2F | RS2l OSyu Y2dz

Steps 3 and 4 have ascertained that WLQ4 has a meldigimsensitivity 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. Aombination of the factors considered in the maximum medium magnitude of change

and the mediurrhigh sensitivity of WLQ4 will lead tosagnificanteffect on WLQ4. This effect will be

localised, arising only on the site itself and intermittently on theteasleg of the peatland slopes

that are associated with WLQ4. Elsewhere, the effect wilhbe significant due to the reduced

magnitude of change. This effect will be lelegm and reversible.

LY ht9bQa YSikK2R2t23&3x | O2 Y ochayide add2aymediumight Y SR A d:
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 ith WLQA4c the peatland slopesg 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 structuiasd little evidence of contemporary land

usesc from a moderate to a low level on the site itself, while two further attributes will be reduced

from a moderatehigh to a moderate level on the site itself. Beyond the site itself, two physical
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6.7.298

6.7.299

6.7.300

6.7.301

6.7.302

attributes and two perceptularesponses will also be affected in the wider expression of WLQ4, within
the eastern leg of the peatland slopes.

Table 6.12 summarises the effects of the Proposed Development on the WLQs of th€dzskey
WLA (WLA 34).

Table 6.12; Summary ofeffects on WLQs of Re&assley WLA (WLA 34)

Wild Land Quality (WLQ) Sensitivity of Magnitude of | Significance of
WLQ Change on Effect on WLQ
WLQ
WLQI1A range of large, irregular, rocky mountains| High Maximum Not Significant
with steep, arresting slopes and a variety of lochs mediumlow
and lochans, possessing a strong sense of
naturalness, remoteness and sanctuary.

WLQ2An aweinspiring, broad scale expanse of No potential for a significant effect to arise
cnocan in which there is a complex pattern of
features at a local level that contribute to the sens
of naturalness and sanctuary.

WLQ3A variety of spaces created bgregular High or Maximum Not Significant
landforms in which there is perceived naturalness, mediumhigh mediumlow
as well as a strong sense of sanctuary and solitud

WLQ4Extensive, elevated peatland slopes whose | Medium-high Maximum Significant

simplicity and openness contributi® a perception medium effect on the

of awe, whilst highlighting the qualities of adjacent site/south

mountains. eastern leg of
the WLA

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 toegs 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 WLQA4.

Elsewhere, the indirect influence of the Proposed Development, the Inasediture 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 exgsed.

Notably, the Proposed Development will be located in a part of the WLA that is directly affected by
baseline development (e.g. hydedectric infrastructure), and it will also be perceived in the context

of development that lies outwith the WLA.{e roads, houses, forestry, hydetectric 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 degrétee area of central mountains that is associated with
WLQ1- will undergo a considerably more limited effect from the Proposed Development.

The Jenks analysis in Figure 6.5c and 6.11c (where it is shown in conjunction with the ZTV for the
Proposed Development} ihelpful 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 thaiatoostsall of
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6.7.303

6.7.304

6.7.305

6.7.306

6.7.307

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 MappingpfO2 (i f I Y RQ& 2 A f Ry Ktachnichl Pacriptianf R [ | Y R
of the Methodology (SNH, June 2014):

G/ 2YLI NR&A2Y 2F G4KS uwnnu &aSIENOK NBFa F2NI gAER £
that they all included significant areas with scores falling in e highest wildness

classes (classes 8 and 7). Possible wild land areas were therefore required, as a minimum,

G2 AyOftdzZRS Oflaa y FyRk2NJ Ofraa 1 OSffaoe

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 undeconstruction or which have been consented.

In condusion, 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 theoretiossibility 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 andesponses.

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 wxtitilgation (including
mitigation by siting and design) f key importance in the accommodation of the Proposed
Developmentwithin the fringes of the WLA without an unacceptable effect on the overall integrity of
the WLATable 1 of SPP notes the following in relation to development within Group 2 areas (within
whichWLAs lie):

dawSO023yAraAiayad GKS ySSR F2NJ aAAYyATFAOIYG LINRGSOGAZ2Y:
appropriate in some circumstances. Further consideration will be required to demonstrate

that any significant effects on the qualities of these areas can bdanilaly overcome

08 aAlAy3dzr RSE&AATAY 2N 20KSNJ YAGATIGA2y dé

PLILINBLINAEFGS YAGAIFGAZ2Y Aa RA
Architecture OnshoreWing{ 2 YS |jdzSadiA2ya | ya
the following question and answer.

a R FTdzZNHIKSNJ Ay
SNBRQ 6{O02(iGAaK Dz

GvyY 12¢ g2dfd R YAGAIIGAZ2Y 02F G6AYR FFENY LINRLRAIf &

A: Mitigation could include reducing the number of turbines, careful siting and design of

the proposal. Limiting the visibility of the proposal tihgh 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
a021LJS T2NJ RSOSt2LIVSy (¢

The mitigation that has been consigetl in the layout iteration of the Proposed Development in

relation to the WLA is described below.

9 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 effeqiecisly 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 witthe 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 effectlod 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 opennedsaoconsiderably 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 ithin 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 wadlanced appearance when seen from key locations
within the WLA (e.g. Viewpoint 2, Ben More Assymt)is avoids eyeatching 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 infrastructgréhe subsgation
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 beeaifsgd at below 150n 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 relatioo 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 WL®@asuring thatd Xny significant effects on the qualities of
these areas K | @ SsubstanSayly odercome by siting, designotherY A G A 3+ G A 2y § @

Cumulative Effects

6.7.309 The following wind farms are relevant in the assessment of effects on the®assfey WLA:

f
f
f
f
f

operational wind farms at Achany, Lairg and Rosehall;
under-construction wind farm at Creag Riabhach;
consented winddrms at Braemore and Lairg 2;
applicationstage 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
constructionsites are shown on Figure 6.11d, along with a cumulative ZTV that shows visibility of the
Proposed Development in conjunction with visibility of operational/undenstruction wind farms.

6.7.311 The main assessment of effects on the WLQs takes into accounglthent 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 natrded out for the addition of the Proposed Development to
operational and undeconstruction wind farms.

6.7.312 When various combinations of consented, applicatstage and scoping cumulative wind farms are
also considered, the addition of the Proposed Develept 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.

1 The consented, application and scoping cumulative wind farms lie at some distance from the
Proposed Development (a minimum of around 1Kn&), which provides visual, geographical
and perceived separation from the Proposed Development. This enthaethe influence of
the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms will not concurrently be sufficient to
lead to a significant cumulative effect on the WLQs.

1 The cumulative wind farms of all statuses are grouped around the eastern leg of the WLA an
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 notabbct# 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 thexisting character of the landscape.

1 The location of the Proposed Development in the seedistern area peatlands also ensures
that wind farm influence on the WLA will continue to arise chiefly from the seast and east
of the WLA. As a result, frorhe great majority of the WLA, all wind energy development will
be seen in the same aspect of the setting (the east and seati). 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 &¢Siell as WLAS).

1 The part of the WLA that is most affected by the Proposed Developgtbeteastern peatlands
legc is affected to a notable degree by baseline human development, including wind farms, and
this reduces the degree of cumulative effeaising 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 walt Begnificant
when consented, applicatiostage and scoping wind farms are considered.

Assessment of Effects on Foinav@en Hee WLA (WLA 37)

6.7.314 WLA 37 (FoinaveBen Heg lies a minimum of around 5i8n 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:

G¢KAE fFNBS 2AfR [ | ki2acrobERortveseSuthetlanS EGi SY Ra pc
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 t@sdurness. In contrast,

the southern half of the WLA includes extensive peatlands and the isolated mountain of

.8y | $50¢
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6.7.315

6.7.316

6.7.317

6.7.318

6.7.319

The WLA description lists six WLQs (which are numbered 1 to 6 for the purpose of this assessment):

1. dTowering, rugged mountains, hitihted 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, corriesnc basins carved into the mountain landforms that harbour a
strong sense of sanctuary and solitudeme 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 stragnsense of naturalness

5. Long straths and glens that penetrate far into the integ@ome with tracks or paths, that
provide access through the landscape

6. Extensive peatland slopes that appear awspiring in their simplicity and contrast to
neighbouringy 2 dzy i Ayaz |yR ft2¢ 6ARS 2Ly OASsa

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 infonnosti

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

The ZTVs (Figures 6.11a and 6.11b) show localised and intermittent theoreticaty/fsiloilithe WLA,
gained almost completely from the soudastern 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 mostidtant visibility being over 3km away, at Foinaven.

In relation to the first consideration in the identification of the study area, the WLA description

Y Sy (i A 2y arecégBised midtes/mavement throughthe WLA ¢ KSaS NS fAadSR
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.

1 The seven Corbett#\(kle, Ben Hee, Beinn Spionnaidh, Cranstackie, FoinavezalMHornand
Meallan Liath Coire Mhic Dhughajilltheoretical visibility from Arkle (258n away); Ben Hee
(12.2km away); Foinaven (very limited theoretical visibility from ovekrBlaway); Meallan
Liath Coire Mhic Dhughaill (theoretical visibility frob8.5km away); no visibility from
Cranstackie, Beinn Spionnaidh and Meall Horn and the key routes to these mountains.

1 Lowerlevel throughpath betweenGualin House and Gobernuisgato visibility).

1 Lowerlevel throughpath betweenLoch Stack and Gobeursgach (part of the unmarked
Sutherland Trail and also known as Bealach na Feithe Drove Road) (no visibility).

1 Path oveiBealach Horr{(no visibility).

1 The Sutherland Tra{ino visibility).

1 Bealach nam Meirleach Drove Ro@d/est Merkland tadGobernuisgach) (negligible visibility).

1 Path toLoch Gaineamhacfintermittent visibility from over 1&m away).

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 1n away, from therack to Loch Gaineamhach and 1Rr2 away,
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6.7.320

6.7.321

6.7.322

6.7.323

6.7.324

6.7.325

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/limted visibility and distance from the Proposed Development.

¢tKS aSO02yR LRAYG y20SR Ay bl (dBnpldfarihe stezkidR bfy OS | &
the study area and scope of the assessmentA & O2 y & A RiidNdind dualiies IXgFto leK S &

as to whether or not they may be significantly affected.

2 [ v Mr'dwerdng, rugged mountaivns, rlighlighted by their prominent rock covering, that epp

aweA YALIANARY3I yR O2y(iNRodziS G2 | adNery3I aSyasS 27
This WLQ relates to the mountains in the northern part of the WLA, as noted in the WLA description
6 KA OK a lwitkirStide ndrtheln jpartdf the WLA, there is a complex arrangemelsrgé and
rugged mountains that includes Foinaven, Arkle and Cranstackie ¢ KS LI2 6 Sy ALt F2NJ A
Proposed Development on this northern part of the WLA is very limited, as noted above, with no
visibility gained from Cranstackie, very limitéaiited 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.

It is relevant that; as stated in the title of the WL&his WLQ is coraned largely with the form of

GKS Y2dzy il Aya { kntpréssitel gebldgiEal abd lGopographical features and
LINBR2YAYlFIYyOS 2F SELIRASR oNAIKG INBe NRO1Z 6KAOK ¢
a strong perception of naturalness. elldistinctive elevation, shapes, colours and textures of the

Y2dzy G Aya FyR GKSANI FNNBadAy3d F2N¥ax LINRYAySyd N
FNRY oKAOK (KS adzZNNRBdzyRAYy3a G(G26SNAyYy3I Of A Fifigh | LILISH |
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 conditions ¢ ®

This indicates that much dfie 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 northarhgd the WLA:

G¢KS RAAGAYOGAQGS StSOIiA2ys akKlFLISazr O2f2dz2NE | yR
arresting forms are emphasised by contrast with neighbouring strath floors, lochs and

chocan. These are also highlighted in comparison to greener ancghili$ outside the

WLA that form the distant backdrop to some views (including hills within Cape Wrath WLA

40 layeRKS KA 3JIK fS@St 2F LIKeaAOlt OKItfSy3asS IyR 2y
mountains contributes to the sense of remoteness upon the &) where views from

KSNE NB@SKHt NBflFiAgSte Oft2asS RAadlyOSa G2 GKS 2 [

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 responseth@rinnate
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 thia¢ 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 [ v HA®emdte, secluded interiowith very few human elements and a strong perception of

sanctuary and solitude ¢
CKA& 2[v Aad OKASTFie O2yOSNYSR gAlK reinétssedludedOOS & & A ¢
interiof A& F2dzy R LINAYINRE & gAGKAY LAKS there2adzynietioh y 2 dza v
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6.7.326

6.7.327

6.7.328

6.7.329

6.7.330

6.7.331

areas in the centratouthern 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 maffect the perceptual responses that contribute to the WLQ. This
WLQ is therefore included in the assessment.

2 [ v oAdvariaty of shelves, corries and basins carved into the mountain landforms that harbour
a strong sense of sanctuary and solitudgome with lochs, rivers and waterfall® €

This WLQ relates to the landform and topography of the mountains in the WLA. This WLQ is concerned
fIFNASte gAUK GKS F2N¥Y 2F (KS NXBddd I Ny ar2d48¥Ya gt @
shelves, corries and basiriBhe 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
aSyasS 2F aS0Ofdzaizy |yR &l yOidz NEXal ydochg & (KS

f 20KFyaxX2iKSNAR AyOfdzRS Y2NBE RNIYIF FYyR Re@YyIFYAO |«
expose the underlying geology and highlight the steep ruggedness of surrounding stbpes

This indicates that much of the WLQ is based on the phydheahcteristics of the landform and the
perceptual responses that they elicit. The focus of the physical attributes and perceptual responses
on the innate characteristiasparticularly the landform of the mountain area itself ensures that the
externalinfluence 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 [ v nA:CRr,omble{ mix btowering and arresting crags, cliffs and knolls with a predominance of , i
0I'NE NRO1Z O2y@gSeAy3d | auNRBy3a aSyasS 2F Yyl 0dzNT f y S

This WLQ relates to the rocky landform and topography found in parts of the WLA in addition to the

mountains. This WLQ is concethkargely with the rocky physical topography of these features and

' NBI az ReaeagOdiidniged yuggedacrags, cliffs and knolls that seem random in form and

LI GOSNy Xi26SNRAYy3I ONIX3Ia yR OftAFTTFTAX. I NB N&O] LNB

A0NRYy3 &aSyasS 2F ylIGdzNIfySaaXFdz2NIKSNI NBEAYF2NOSR

SELX 2A048 GKS &aKStGOSNIFYR LINRGSOGAZ2Y LINPOARSR o8&

and knolls form foci within the landscape, for eygle Creag na Faoilinn at the southern end of Loch

Eribole @&

=
A
l.j

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 attribudes an
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 affectgthie Proposed Development and has therefore

not been considered any further.

2 [ v pLdng straths and glens that penetrate far into the interigrsome with tracks or paths,
that provide access through the landscagpe

There are several straths and glensme with paths, that provide relatively lolevel (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.

These straths and glenand 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 byusding 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 WL This WLQ will not be significantly affected by the
Proposed Development and has therefore not been considered any further.

2 [ v cEsendive peatland slopes that appear avirespiring in their simplicity and contrast to
neighbouring mountains, and allow Wde open views of the surrounding ar€ag

67332 ¢ KS 21! RSaONX LI A 2y THE BoNthetnfodrtiof tie WA cgr@piisBsian éxtérsiie &
areaofgentyif 2 LAY 3 2NJ Ff I G LISIGfFyR ySThdoitéSsectiony RY I NJ
ofthe WLA descripA 2y | £ & 2 thg Boiitedn haif Kflthé WiBAXncludes extensive peatlands
FYyR (GKS Aaz2ftl SR Y2dzyliltAy 2F .Sy 1SS¢o

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 theAY 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.

67334 ¢KS UGKANR LRAY(G y2GSR Ay bl ( dzkiBopaedoiitheSesctRhof OS | a
GKS adGdzRe I NBI | yRA&ODRY a2 R ipdteditialfon/c Bty deigtisds
Creag Riabhach lies partly within the eastern edge of the peatland slopes area, and the peatland
slopes is also the part of the MX 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, largelyered 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 affeded by the Proposed DevelopmenWLQ6. 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 potémtisnulative 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
areaofthe WLA. This@2 Yy FANXY SR Ay (GKS 2 [ ! R®Baromkrmhahc2ties ¢ KA OK
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 includessigrt peatlands
FYyR GKS Aaztl iSR Y2dzylilAy 2F .Sy |1S8S¢0o

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 notlekdi
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 affecteyl the Proposed Development, as described
above; and visibility of the Proposed Development is gained from a minimum of arouad atvay,
at which distance it will not constitute a major external influence.

6.7.338 To the north of this area, the most mountainonsrthern 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 stefiollsws in Table 1:
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6.7.340

6.7.341

6.7.342

G/ 2y FANY GKS gAfR flYyR ljdzr t AGASa o0aSid 2dzi
area, describing any major changes that have occurred since the description was prepared
FYR GKS yIFGdzZNE 2F GKSANI O2y iNRodziA2y (2 GKS

ThebaS§t AyS aiGdzRé Aa AYTF2NN¥SR o6& bl ddzNB{O2GdQa R
Of raasSa 2F sAfRyS&aa o{bl3X wnmnoI ht9bQa aArxdas
outlook towards the Proposed Development from the study ateé 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 spefic 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 illustraiforiews within the study

area.

Ay

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 WLQsre 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 \athdXs, 2vhich are:

GSNE TS¢

1 20 &' NBEY2iS8z aS0f dzRSR

sanctuary and solitude.

AYGSNA2NI 6AiGK

1 6. Extensive peatland slopes that appear awepiring in their simplicity and contrast to
neighbouring mountains, and allowA RS 2 LISy @ASéa 2F (GKS &dzZNNE dzy R

Table 6.13 below lists the physical attributes and perceptual responses and their contribution to WLQs
2 and 6.

Table 6.13Physical Attributes and Perceptual Responses of WLQs

Physical Attribute/ Strength of Physical OPEN Comment/ Subsequent Change

perceived naturalness

(defined in
NatureScot guidance
I awitkin WLAs
vegetation cover is
primarily composed
of natural or semi

y I GdzNF £ K
Catchment systems
and other
geomorphological
processes are largely
unmodified 0

Perceptual Respuse | Attribute/Perceptual Response and to Baseline
Contribution to Wild Land Quality (as
described in WLA description)

Physical Attribute

High degree of Referred to in the WLA description as | WLQ2

follows:

WLQ2

No specifiaeference.
WLQ6

1 There is a strong perception of
naturalness within the peatland on
account of its random pattern of
rough vegetation, lochs, dubh lochal
bogs and peat hags at a detail level,
as well as its exposure at a broad
a0t Sy KAIKIMBRAD
revealing dynamic weather
conditions.

This physical attribute contributes to
WLQ2 and is expressed to a high leve
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, whic
are associated with this WLQ. There ig
local modification of drainage systems
in the eastern peatlands, near Crask,
where ditches and a cahhave been
constructed for hydreelectric
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 Respase

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 aj
they have a high level
of crossover in the
WLA description.

(defired in
NatureScot guidance
I aTheke is no or ven
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 eviderit | y
AWithin WLAs no or
very limited evidence
of more intensive lang
use, but their
presence outwith may
be discerned.
Extensive grazing ang
management for field
sports may be aglent
(for example,
muirburn, grazing
pressure and use of
ATVS) @

WLQ2

1 From the interior, there is a strong
sense of sanctuary, influenced by th
presence of few human artefacts or
evidence of contemporaryyaR  dz3

1 Within some parts of the interior,
human artefacts can be seen at a fa
distance, for example the Meall na
Moine mast. However, in these
situations, the features tend to be sg
far away, minor in scale, or few in
ydzyo SNJ G KFid GKSe
diredly impose upon the experience
of the wild land qualities.

WLQ6

IX6 KSNB Kdzyty St 8§
particularly around the margins of
the WLA, these are highly prominen
across a wide area; for example the
Fiag forest plantation and the road,
inn, telecom mas and shelter belts
around The Crask.

1 This extensive visibility of human
artefacts and contemporary land usq
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 le
in the interior part of the study area.

WLQ6

As noted in the description, the
peatland slopes that are assoaatwith
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. Tlere is also local
development of hydro infrastructure in
the eastern peatlands, near Crask, an(
public access/interpretation.

This attribute is expressed to a
moderate degree in the area associate
with WLQ6, the peatland slopes.

Landform which is
rugged, or otherwise
physically challenging

(defined in
NatureScot guidance
I awithin WLAs, land
that has extensive
rough terrain @
extensive boglands,
which is difficult to
traversab € 0

Referred to in the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ2
No specific reference.
WLQ6

1 The rugged ground at a local level
also makes access difficult and
physically challenging.

WLQ2

This physical attributeontributes to
WLQ2 and is expressed most strongly
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
moderatehigh 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 Respase

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 t
a moderatehigh level.

Remoteness and/or
inaccessibility

(defined in
NatureScot guidance
I awitbhin 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 ad
cliffs), and ease of
travel on foot /
bicyclab ¢ 0

Referred to in the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ2

9 The remoteness of the mountains is
emphasised by the long and time
consuming travel required to
penetrate and cross the area.

WLQ6

1 The rugged ground & local level
also makes access difficult and
LIKeaAOoltte OKI ¢

1 The peatland within this WLA is
visited by few people, partly due to i

RATTFAOdAZA G | OOSaa

WLQ2

This physical attribute contributes to
WLQ6 and is expressed to a high leve
the interior areas that are associated
with this WLQ.

WLQ6

There are local points of access into th
peatlands (e.g. vehicular tracks to Fiag
(private) and Loch Gaineamhach
(public)). The tracks at Creag Riabhac
wind farm will further increase
accessibility into te WLA. This attributg
is expressed to a moderatggh level in
relation to WLQ6.

Perceptual Response

A sense of sanctuary
or solitude

(defined in
NatureScot guidance
| &Thedperception of
separation from the
WY2RSNY 42
isolation or distance
from disturbance,
that engenders
feelings of respite or
tranquillity, that
enables a focus on th
natural / seminatural
settingd € U

Referred to in the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ2

1 Xthere is a strong sense of sanctuar
influenced by th@resence of few
human artefacts or evidence of
contemporary land use and a sense
seclusion created by the screening ¢
AdzZNNR dzy RAYy 3 Y2dzy
few visitors to the interior, there can
be an intense appreciation of the wil
land qualities and ateong sense of
solitude.

WLQ6

No specific reference

WLQ2

This response contributes to WLQ2 an
as noted in the description, is expressg¢
strongly where there is screening by
surrounding mountains. It is also
expressed to a high degree in the part:
of the less mountainous interior that
are enclosed by lower landforms due t
the containment of the ladscape 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 influenceg
result in a limited sense of sanctuary o
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
I aTheiperception of
hazard that arises
from being sefeliant

Referred to in the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ2
No specific reference

WLQ6

WLQ2

This response contributes to WLQ2 an
is expressed to a high degree in the
interior parts of the study area.

WLQ6
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Physical Attribute/
Perceptual Respase

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
respect £ 0

1 The striking contrast of the peatland
and mountain landforms, in
combination with a simple ground
cover and strong sense of opennesg
generates a sense of awe.

1 There is a strong perception of
naturalness within the peatland on
account of its random pattern of
rough vegetation, lochs, dubh lochal
bogs and peat hags at a detail level,
as well as its exposure at a broad
a0l t£Sy KAIKEAIKIDG
revealingdynamic weather
conditions. The rugged ground at a
local level also makes access difficu
and physically challenging.
Altogether, these factors contribute
to a perception of high risk.

f¢KS LISIGELFYR Al
an important component of key view
looking into the WLA from outside th
edge along the A836 and A838 mai
roads. Within these views, the
peatland provides a simple, open fo
and midground to the mountains
beyond and, in doing so, highlights
the distinct qualities of each that
conveys atsong sense of awe.

This response contributes to WLQ6 an
is expressed in the peatlands. Howeve
the internal presence of tracks and
external human influences (noted in th
21 RS&ONM LXighlg y |
prominent across a wide aréad NB
I NBRdzOUWR 1 A FNN K
oranxieté @ Ly LJ NI A Odz
of the A836 and A838 reduces the sen
2F NBY2 (i Syfdfign&rom y R
assistancé Ay LJ NIa 27
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 th&VLA
NatureScot guidance (2020) notes tha
GThis guidance sets out a methodology
and general principles for assessing th
impact of development and other
proposals on WLAass they are
experienced from within the WLA, not
from outwith itd €

This responsesiexpressed to a
moderatehigh level in relation to
WLQ6.

Perceptions that the
landscape has
arresting or inspiring
qualities

(defined in
NatureScot guidance
I dAn desthetic
reaction to the
natural/seminatural
setting, often
associated withhe
YOG &M I K |
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
LSOt yR 2

Referredto 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 solituds
of the landscape.

WLQ6

This response contributes to WLQ6 an
is expressed to moderatehigh level
due to the massive expanse of peatlan
slopes. A high level is precluded by th¢
presence of human influences around
the peatlands, as these provide a finite
edge to the otherwise open expanse o
the slopes. This sense of enclosure wi
be exacerbated by Creag Riabhach wi
farm once construction is complete.
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Physical Attribute/
Perceptual Respase

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
I aThedsatisfaction
and sense of
accomplishment that
arises from the
physical effort
required to traverse
these settings,
tackling their scale,
topography, ground
and weather

Referred to in the WLA description as
follows:

WLQ2
No specific reference
WLQ6

IX¢KS NHZA3ISR 3IANERdz
also makesccess difficult and
physically challenging.

WLQ2

This response contributes to WLQ2 an
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 peatlandlopes 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 itsel
can be challenging to cross, the
satisfaction/sense of accortiphment

conditionsp ¢ 0 arising from the physical effort requireg
to traverse the slopes is limited by the
generally undramatic nature of the
landform. This response is expressed

a moderatehigh level.

6.7.343 Table 6.13 carries out a review of the baseline physical ate#baind 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 b the WLQs, physical attributes and perceptual responses of the study area.

1 Physical attributes and perceptual responses are most strongly expressed in the interior of the
study area, which is associated primarily with WLQZ2. Here, four of the five phgtidaltes
and all four perceptual responses are expressed to a high level, while the fifth attribute is
expressed to a moderathigh level.

1 In the peatland slopes that are associated with WLQ6, the range of physical attributes and
perceptual responses iwider; the attributes and responsigk of modern human artefacts or
structures little evidence of contemporary land usesda sense of sanctuary or solitudees
expressed to a moderate degrdandform which is rugged, or otherwiplysically challenging;
remoteness and/or inaccessibility; risk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or anxiety;
perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualiges fulfilment from the
physical challenge required to penetrate into $beplacesare expressed to a moderatdagh
degree; and one attributehigh degree of perceived naturalneds 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 aspatdevelopment 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 CreageBhach) that affects the attributes and responses within the
peatlands.

1 ht9bQa NBOASE 2F (GKS aiddzReé | NBIF KIFa AYyRAOIFGSR
and responses are overstated in the WLA description. This is due largely to the sulisequen
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6.7.344

6.7.345

6.7.346

6.7.347

6.7.348

6.7.349

6.7.350

6.7.351

consenting of Creag Riabhach wind farm partly within the peatland slopes, but also to the access
that can be gained into the peatland slopes.

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 6.5¢ 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 areaf 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¢ Assess the Sensitivity of the WLA Qualities

Sensitivity is assessed by combining theugabf the WLA and its susceptibility to the Proposed
Development. NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows in Table 1.

G¢KNRdAK RSGFAfSR FASER aaSaavySyid é6A0GKAYy (KS
land qualities scoped in (inclugj their physical attributes and perceptual responses), to
GKS eSS IyR a0FHtS 2F OKIFIy3aS LINRPLRZAaASRED

The value of the WLA has been established previously as méddghother than the area that is also
covered by the NorthWWest Sutherland NSA, which has ghhivalue. The study area lies entirely
outwith the NSA, and therefore has a consistent medhigh value.

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 WL@B) 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

The Proposed Devghment 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 affegtéte Proposed
Development. The remaining two physical attributeshe lack of modern human artefacts or
structures and little evidence of contemporary land ugesn be perceptually affected by visibility of
development outwith the WLA and are thereéosusceptible to the Proposed Development.

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 twghysical attributes of the central mountains that can be perceptually affected

by visibility of the Proposed Developmetthe lack of modern human artefacts or structusesllittle
evidence of contemporary land usemre both expressed to a high degree.

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 assoetl with WLQ2. The moderatagh 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.

The combination of the location of the Propas Development outwith the WLA and the area
associated with WLQ?2, the strength of the attributes/responses, and the lack of susceptibility of three
of the attributes to the Proposed Development results in a medhigh susceptibility to the
Proposed Develament. When combined with the mediwmgh 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 dutthi 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 Developmenth€& remaining two physical attributeghe lack of modern human artefacts
or structuresand little evidence of contemporary land usescan 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 mountéimst can be perceptually affected
by visibility of the Proposed Developmerihe lack of modern human artefacts or structueesllittle
evidence of contemporary land usese both expressed to a moderate degree. Of the four perceptual
responses that autribute 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, anditiedf susceptibility of three
of the attributes to the Proposed Development results in a medium susceptibility to the Proposed
Development. When combined with the medidmigh value of this area, this leads toredium-high
sensitivity for the peatland spes that are associated with WLQG6.

Assess the Magnitude of the Effects

6.7.355 NatureScot guidance summarises this step as follows in Table 1.:

G!'aasSaa GKS SFFSOGA 2y AYRAGARAzZ f FYRK2NJI O2YO0AY L |

physical attributes angerceptual responses will be affected, how and to what degree.

¢CKA& aK2z2dZ R NBFt SO GKS aAil § 2N aodltsS 2F OKlIy3S:
6.7.356 It has been ascertained in previous steps that the Proposed Development has potential to significantly

affect two of he 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 ariseam &VLQ.

Table 6.14 Effects on WLQ2

WLQ2A remote, secluded interior with very few human elements and a strong perception of sanctuary
and solitude

Physical Attribute:high degree of perceived naturalnegexpressed to a high degregesee Table 6.13)

The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical att
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 structur€expressed to a high degreesee
Table 6.13)

¢KS 2[1 RSAONRLIIAZ2Y NBTSNE Fioh thd iktdridr, tHeri i$ AdtrondzseSse
sanctuary, influenced by the presence of fewhuy | NI S¥IF Olia 2NJ SGARSyYyOS

some parts of the interior, human artefacts can be seen at a far distance, for example the Meall na M
mast. However, in these situations, the features tend to be so far away, minor in sdale,iomumber that
iKkSe R2yQi &aS8SYy {2 RANBOGlfe&e AYLR&SH dz2a2y (KS $§
The Proposed Development will not introduce human artefacts into the interior area associated with W
and this attribute will therefore not be direlst affected. However, this attribute can relate to elements thg
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WLQ2A 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 al
this attribute through its external influence.

This effect will be limited as visilylj 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
WLA. The distance of the Proposed Development from the interior is also mel@gawhere it is visible, the
influence of the Proposed Development will reduce with distance. The closest theoretical visibility of th
Proposed Development from the WLA is gained from approximatiehy 6way; this is to the outer edge of
the WLA, andhe distance of the Proposed Development from thierior of the WLA, as represented in
WLQ?2, is several kilometres further away. It is also important that the Proposed Development, (which
the south of the study area) will not be seen in the contexviews from the interior towards the
mountainous part of the WLA (which lies to the north), so the influence of thecajghing and
undeveloped northern WLA will remain unaffected.

Moreover, the Proposed Development lies to the south of the intesfdhe study area, where it will be
seen in the context of the baseline human influences that are apparent to the east, south anecsstithf
the study area (e.g. Creag Riabhach wind farm, A836, A838, forestry, elements around the Crask Inn
Lodr Gaineamhach, relatively distant wind farms around Lairg, and other development along Loch Shi
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 sejtin 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, wherestzaige
structures arenot apparent. The Proposed Development will also be seen in the context of WLA 34, wi
which it is located, although the part of WLA 34 within which it is seen has relatively low wildness qual
(as shown on Jenks mapping). This matter is refereAicgd G KS 2 [ | RS & ONRX DlieMRA
AaXy2ySGKSt Saa adz2NNRBdzyRSR o6& 2GKSNJ gAftR fIFyR
boundary. This includes the Redyl 4 4f S&@ 2[! 6on0éd

Howeveri KS RS & ONJ LI A BsyelatibasBigiwiti? adljacén® wildland appears particularly stror]
Ay GKS y2NIKSNY LINIG 2F GKS 2[ 1! XAy O2y N} aidxz
the openness of the peatland which clearly@dvi & KdzYly St SYSy i a | NB dHiR
acknowledges that the continuity between WLAs is less apparent in the south duehoarten elements
that are found around the edges of the peatlands (now added to by Creag Riabhach wind fdrtimsas
true of the interaction between WLAs 34 and 37.

These factorsthe location of the Proposed Development outwith the WLA, its limited and relatively dis
visibility/influence from the interior area that is associated with WLQ?2; its locati@miaspect 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 settjnygll lead to a minor reduction in the
strength of this attributeas it is expressed in WLQ2 and the interior area with which it is associated.

The strength of this attribute will reduce to a moderatfeigh level.

Physical attribute: little evidence of contemporary land usésxpressed to a high degreesee Table 6.3)

¢KS 21 RSAONALIIAZ2Y NBTSNE Fiokh thé iKtdriar, tHeri is Aldtrondzesse
& yOildzr NBX Ay Tt dzSyOSR o6& GKS LINBaSyOsS 27 &5

The Proposed Development will not iattuce contemporary land uses into the interior area associated v
WLQ?2, 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 PropDseelopment may
therefore affect this attribute through its external influence.

¢CKA& [GONROdzS NBFSNER G2 fIFYyRYENPIAFESYyEAIGE 1
ANFTAYI YR YEYF3ISYSyid F2NJ FASER &ALRNIAX 6m2N
this context, it is only the ground level land management of the site that is relevant, and the turbines w
not affect this attribute (the external influence of the turbines is relevant to the previous attribute, and {|
effect is discussed there). The Proposed Development will introduce a more contemporary land use tk
the addition of new and upgraded tracks anardstandings, but these aspects of the Proposed
Development will not have a significant external influence on the interior of the WLA. This is due large
the distance of the site from the interior of the WLA, the outer edge of the WLA is a minim@kmoaway,
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WLQ2A 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

The strength of this attrilute will remain high.

Physical Attribute:landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challengifexpressed to a
moderatehigh degreg; see Table 6.13)

The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on thisaplaysibute,
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.

The strength of this attribute will remain moderatéigh.

Physical Attribute:remoteness and/or inaccessibilitfexpressed to a high degreesee Table 6.13)

The Proposed Developmerg$ outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical attrib
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.

The strength of this attribute will remain high.

Perceptual Responses:sense of sanctuary or solitudeisk or,for some visitors, a sense of awe or
anxiety, perceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities, and fulfiiment from the
physical challenge required to penetrate into these places

(all expressed to a high degreesee Table 6.13)

The perceptual responses are assessed as a group in relation to WLQ2 as the factors that determine
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 oféshé Proposed
Development, with four of the five attributes assessed to remain at their baseline high or modeghte
level and a minor reduction arising only in one attribut@he lack of modern human artefacts or

& (i NHzO-tmduttiSval Eeduce fren a high level to a moderateigh level (as described previously in this
table). This retention of attributes ensures that the perceptual responses will also undergo a very limit
effect as the perceptual responses arise from the combination of the piyeicibutes.

The key determining factors in the minimisation of effects on the physical attributes are the location of
Proposed Development outwith the WLA,; its limited and relatively distant visibility/influence from the
interior area that is assated with WLQZ2; and its location in an aspect of the setting to the interior that
affected by baseline development. These factors also ensure that effects on the perceptual responseg
WLQ2 will be minimised.

The lack of specific reference to thre€o G KS T2 dzNJ NBa LR Y
orsolitudée A& GKS 2yfte NBaLRyaS G(GKFG A
responses are not of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ2.
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The strength of the four perceptual responses will remain high.

6.7.357 The magnitude of change on WLQ?2 willllme. This arises from the following considerations.

1 The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA, and at some distance from the interior WLA
that is associate with WLQ2.

1 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 bagel high or moderatéhigh levels.

1 The effect of the Proposed Development on the remaining one physical attribute of this WLQ
the lack of modern human artefacts or structurewill be limited and will be perceptual only,
with the strength of this attrilnte being reduced from high to moderatégh as a result of the
external influence of the Proposed Development.
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1 The four perceptual responses of WLQ2 will not be affected by the Proposed Development, and
will continue to be displayed at their baseline thigvel.

1 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 thad 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

WLQG6Extensive peatland slopes that appear avispiring in their simpliciy and contrast to neighbouring
mountains, and allow wide open views of the surrounding area

WLQG6- Physical Attribute: high degree of perceived naturalngexpressed to a high degreesee Table
6.13)

The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical att
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.

The strength of this attribute will remain high.

WLQ6- Physical Attribute: the lack of mod® human artefacts or structuregexpressed to a moderate
degreeq see Table 6.13)

¢KS 21! RSAONALIIAZ2Y NBTSNE XK SN 3K deYil GyNA St dAIYSS
particularly around the margins of the WLA, these are highly promineosser wide area; for example the
CAlF3a F¥2NBad LXIyldrdAaz2y FYyR (G(4KS NBFIRI Ayys GSf

visibility of human artefacts and contemporary land use outside the WLA influences the wild land qual
within the southern part of the area over relatively far distances, although other attributes may be stror
ddzOK | & NHzZZ3ISRyS&aa | yR LISNODSAOGSR ylI dzNI fySaasé
The Proposed Development will not introduce human artefacts into the peatlands associated with WL
and thisattribute will therefore not be directly affected. However, this attribute can relate to elements t
lie outwith the WLA and are perceived from within it, and the Proposed Development may therefore ai
this attribute through its external influence.

The ZTV indicates intermittent theoretical visibility of the Proposed Development from the peatland slg
that are associated with WLQ6, gained from a minimum of approximatefy &way. The intermittent and
external, relatively distant, nature of the ity will restrict the effect of the Proposed Development on
this attribute of WLQ6. It is also relevant that the Proposed Development, which liesSouttirwest of

the peatlands, will not be seen in the context of views from the peatlands towardnthmtainous part of
the WLA (which lies to the north), and the influence of the-egching and undeveloped northern WLA w
therefore remain unaffected.

These factors that reduce the magnitude of change are tempered by the location of the Proposed
Devdopment to the southsouth-west of the peatlands, where it will slightly increase the extent of basel
human influences that are apparent to the east, south and saast of the peatlands (e.g. Creag Riabha
wind farm, A836, A838, forestry, element®and the Crask Inn, track to Loch Gaineamhach, relatively
distant wind farms around Lairg, and other development along Loch Shin). The openness of views fro
peatlands, as noted in the WLQ description in relation to this attribute, will increaseftherioe of the
Proposed Development on those areas from where it is visible. However, the key undeveloped northe
western aspects of the setting to the peatlands will remain unaffected.

The Proposed Development will also have some contrast with therland setting of the southern side of
Loch Shin, where larggcale structures are not apparent. The Proposed Development will also be seen
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
RSAONRLIIA2Yy X ¢oKKR GK !y 2A135ay 20yKS GiK Saf S5 4 & dzNNER dzy RS f
land qualities seem to extend beyond its boundarys Huludes the Reay | 4 &t S& 2 [ ! G o7
Il 26 SOSNJ (G KS RS a O NDIs tdiatorsship witteaSja@cengwild lané@ ap@ears particularly stron
AY GKS y2NIKSNY LINIG 2F GKS 2[ ! XAy O2y N} adz
the openness of the peatland which clearly reveals human elements aroundiit@bdid SR3IS Zhi

Sallachy Wind Farm EIA Report 6-122 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessm



acknowledges that the continuity between WLAs is less apparent in the south due hartten elements
that are found around the edges of the peatlands (now added to by Creag Riabhach wind farm) and tk
true of the interactionbetween WLAs 34 and 37.

These factorsthe location of the Proposed Development outwith the WLA and its resultant lack of dire
physical effects on this WLQ); its limited and relatively distant visibility from/influence on the peatlands
are assodited 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 frg
Proposed Development and the openness of views from #wtlpnds; its appearance within the context g
the periphery of WLA 34; and its contrast with its moorland settimgll lead to a minor reduction in the
strength of this attribute as it is expressed in WLQ6 and the peatland slopes with which it ist@ssoci

The strength of this attribute will reduce to a moderatew level.

WLQG6- Physical Attribute: little evidence of contemporary land usésxpressed to a moderate degree
see Table 6.13)

The WLA description refers to this attribute in WLQ6 s #lg wih¥re uman elements are seen,
particularly around the margins of the WLA, these are highly prominent across a wide area; for examg
CAlF3a F2NBad LXIyldrdAaz2y FYyR (G(4KS NRBFIRI Ayys GSf
visilility of human artefacts and contemporary land use outside the WLA influences the wild land quali
within the southern part of the area over relatively far distances, although other attributes may be stro
such as ruggedness and perceived naturalixgssb

The Proposed Development will not introduce contemporary land uses into the peatlands associated
WLQ6, and this attribute will therefore not be directly affected. However, this attribute can relate to
elements that lie outwith the WLA and are peived from within it, and the Proposed Development may
therefore affect this attribute through its external influence.

CKAA& | GGNROdzGS NBFSNE (2 fIFyRYZENPI AFUSYy@EAIDE A
grazing and managementforfiel & L2 NI &X 6 F2NJ SEI YLI $5 Y dzA NbluzNJy/
this context, it is only the ground level land management of the site that is relevant, and the turbines w
not affect this attribute (the external influence of the turbines is welet to the previous attribute, and theil
effect is discussed there). The Proposed Development will introduce a more contemporary land use tf
the addition of new and upgraded tracks and hardstandings, but these aspects of the Proposed
Development wilhot have a significant external influence on the peatland slopes. This is due largely tg
distance of the site from the closest area of visibility from the WLA peatlands, which is a minimum of €
away, at which distance the changes to land manageraemunlikely to be clearly discernible and will ha
a negligible effect on WLQ6.

The strength of this attribute will remain moderate.

WLQG6- Physical Attribute: landform which is rugged, or otherwise physically challendaxpressed to a
moderatehigh degreeg see Table @.3)

The Proposed Development lies outwith the WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical att
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.

The strength of this attribute will remain moderatéigh.

WLQG6- Physical Attribute: remoteness and/or inaccessibilifgxpressed to a moderatkigh degree; see
Table 6.13)

The Proposed Development lies outwitte WLA and will therefore have no effect on this physical attriby
which relates to conditions within the relevant area.

The strength of this attribute will remain moderatéigh.

WLQG6- Perceptual Response sense of sanctuary or solitudexpressedo a moderate degregesee Table
6.13)

This response is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQG6. The wider definition of this respons
@ KS LISNDODSLIIAZ2Y 2F &aSLINIGAZ2Y FTNRY GKS WwWY2 RSN

Sallachy Wind Farm EIA Report 6-123 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessm



engenderdeelings of respite or tranquillity, that enables a focus on the natural/serniral setting
(NatureScot, 2020).

The peatlands are the most developed part of the WLA, as acknowledged in the WLA description, wit
internal and external human influencecinding wind farms and other infrastructure. This ensures that t
FNBlFa GKIG Attt 0SS AyTtdzSyOSR o0& (KS t NpédegichR
2T ASLINFXGA2y FTNRBY (KS WYZ2RSNY ¢ 2 hl tReCPropokeail 2 |
Development will have a limited additional external effect on this baseline. It will, however, increase th
extent of external human influences around the peatlands, and this may lead to some reduction in the,
response, although the key nosn and western aspects will remain unaffected.

The lack of specific reference to this response in the WLQ6 description is relevant as this indicates th
response is not of specific importance in the formulation of WLQ6.

The strength of this respomrswill reduce to a moderatdow level.

WLQG6- Perceptual Response:sk or, for some visitors, a sense of awe or anxiégxpressed to a
moderatehigh degree see Table 6.13)

¢KS 21 RSAONARLIIAZ2Y NBTSNE Thexstriking dowtrashd thel JeaglatndSandh
mountain landforms, in combination with a simple ground cover and strong sense of openness, gener

aSyasS 2F I sSX¢KSNB Aa | adNRBy3a LISNOSLIiAzYy 27F
pattern of rough vegetation, lochs, dubh lochan, bogs and peat hags at a detail level, as well as its ex|
Fd I oNRBFIR a0OFt8y KAIKEAIKGISR 68 WgARS aijirsaq

local level also makes access difficult anggpdally challenging. Altogether, these factors contribute to a
perception of high risk.

¢t KSNBE NB GKNBS | aLJSOlisenséicfand KA A BB B2 yEBY GCKS8
peatland and mountain landforms will not be affected by Br®posed Development as its location to the
south-south-west ensures that it will not affect the relationship between the peatlands and the mountai
AY GKS y2NIKSNY LI NI 2F (KS 2 [sttody pgrcgghienysiat@amnesi i
GAGKAY (K&dEIRBE (I NHZARKR 3 NP daytResdafe physichl atddutes tHatS@ S
specific to conditions within the WLA, whereas the Proposed Development lies outwith. Thirdly, the

t NPLRR2ASR 5808t 2LIYSy il Y ledoskd aPdbroadsads 251 TBKOS 1351
be seen as providing an interruption to exposure and openness between the peatland slopes of WLA
the adjacent WLA 34, within which it lies. This effect will, however, be limited by the reldtvweblevation
of the Proposed Development and its location on a periphery of the peatlands that is already affected
human elements (the A838 and other development along Loch Shin) which ensures that there is not g
a seamless link between the twoeas of peatlands.

¢KS 6ARSNI RSTAYA (pareeptionbfhazard thai arideSfeomIBeing selfarkt & remote
settings of large scale, whose rugged natural character and isolation from assistance (if required) eng
respecé 0O b | o, @291905. {Ti@ Proposed Development is unlikely to engender a notable sense of
dassistancé RdzS (2 AlG& t20FGA2Y Ay + fFyRaoOl LS GKI
the peatlands that are covered by WLQ6.

The strength of this respomrswill remain moderatehigh.

WLQG6- Perceptual Response:goceptions that the landscape has arresting or inspiring qualities
(expressed to a moderateigh degree see Table 6.13)

This response is not referenced in the WLA description for WLQG6vitlee definition of this response is
GAN aesthetic reaction to the natural/sewyfil G dzNJ f aSGGAy 3T 2F0Sy | &da2(
jagged mountains juxtaposed with deep lochs or seas, but can also be prompted by other superlative
compositons such as the large scale simplicity of rounded massif, or the seemingly infinite expanse of
peatlandorseas 6 bl G dzNB{ 020X HAunoO®

The peatlands area of the WLA displays this response to a modaigitdevel due to the massive open
scaleofthi  YRAOFLIS® ¢KS t NRLJ]2AaSR 58508 tshpeiativg dompoditién
[of] the seemingly infinite expanse of open peatland & Al @Aff Ay GNBRddzOS ¢
LISNDSAGSR | a LINRGARAY 3 skeyingy biininspanse ofiopen Sebtbiddzl Ji A
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
locationon a periphery of the peatlands that is already affected by human elements (the A838 and oth
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development along Loch Shin) which ensures that there is not anyway a seamless link between the tv
areas of peatlands.

The lack of specific reference to thesponse in the WLQ6 description is relevant as this indicates that t
response is not of specific importance in the formulation of WLQ6.

The strength of this response will reduce to a moderate level.

WLQG6- Perceptual Responseuffilment from the phystal challenge required to penetrate into these
places(expressed to a moderathigh degree see Table 6.13)

¢KS 2[1 RSaAONRLIIAZ2Y NBTSNE Therughed graundaBadoci? lgval Slso A
makes access difficult and physically €h8ly 34 K9 ¢ @A RSNJ RS T A y A (iThesgtisfaion i
and sense of accomplishment that arises from the physical effort required to traverse these settings, t
their scale, topography, ground and weather conditiéns.0 b I G dzNB{ 024X HAnHAN O ®

¢tKS t20FiA2y 2F GKS tNRLRASR 5S8S@St 2 LIYS yiiuggeddzi ¢
ANRdzy R I ( ortheidfalfintert frdm3$n@ ghiysical challenge required to penetrate into these
LX I OSa¢ o

The strength of this responseill remain moderatehigh.

6.7.358 The magnitude of change on WLQ6 wilhbedium-low. This arises from the following considerations.

6.7.359

6.7.360

1 The Proposed Development lies outwitihe WLA, and at some distance from the peatland

slopes that are associated with WLQG6. 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, moderatehigh 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 structsg will be perceptual only and limited, with the
strength of this attribute being reduced from moderate to moderéd® as a result of the
external influence of the Proposed Development.

Two of the four perceptual responses of WLQ6 will not be sagmifly affected by the Proposed
Development and will continue to be displayed at their baseline modehnigh level.

The Proposed Development will have some effect on the remaining two perceptual responses,
but this effect is limited; the moderate basedifevel ofa sense of sanctuary or solituaell
reduce to a moderatdow level, and the moderatligh baseline level gierceptions that the
landscape has arresting or inspiring qualitig reduce to a moderate level.

It is notable that the WLA desption 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 WLQG6.

Judge the Significancé the Effects

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 percepiiresponses. The previous steps indicate that the Proposed
Development has potential to have a significant effect on two WLQs of WLA 37 (FeBavétee);
WLQ2 and WLQ6. The significance of the effects on these WLQs is discussed below.

2 [ v W remote, €cluded interior with very few human elements and a strong perception of
sanctuary and solitude &

Steps 3 and 4 have ascertained that WLQ2 has a meldigimsensitivity and that a maximum low
magnitude of change will arise on its attributes and responsgsaaresult of the Proposed
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6.7.361

6.7.362

6.7.363

6.7.364

Development. A combination of the factors considered in the maximum low magnitude of change and
the mediumhigh sensitivity of WLQ2 will lead taat significanteffect on WLQ2. This effect will be
longterm and reversible. Theot 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 inBuehthe

Proposed Development.

2 [ v Extahsive peatland slopes that appear avirgspiring in their simplicity and contrast to

neighbouring mountains, and allow wide open views of the surrounding ateg

Steps 3 and 4 have ascertained that WLQ6 has a meliginsensitivity and that a maximum
mediumlow magnitude of change will arise as a result of the Proposed Development. A combination

of the factors considered in the maximum meditiow magnitude of change and the meditmgh
sensitivity of WLQ6 will leadtanot significanteffect on WLQG6. This effect will be letegm and

reversible.

LY ht9bQa YSGK2R2f 238& Z-low magrtide df ghangehadd/a nditmgh
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sensitivity can lead to an effect that is significant or not significant. In &sig,¢he 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, physal 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 moderatelow for the attribute and one response, and moderdtigh tomoderate for the second

response.

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 ameot of specific relevance in the formulation of WLQ6. This is demonstrated in the
g2NRAY 3 2F O KEten$ive pdatfandxiBpes thavappEar @wvepiring in their simplicity

and contrast to neighbouring mountains, and allow wide open viewseotthirounding areg ®©
FaasSaavySyid KFa AyRAOIFIGSR i
response of the peatland slopés$eir relationship with the neighbouring mountains in the northern
part of the WLA, and will havevery limited effect on the openness of views across the surrounding

area.

¢t KS
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These factors ensure that the attributes and responses that are fundamental to the expression and

distinctiveness of WLQG6 will remain as defining characteristics of the WLA amdwbke materially

redefined by the external influence of the Proposed Development.

Table 6.5 ¢ Summary of Effects on WLQs

Wild Land Quality (WLQ)

Sensitivity of
WLQ

Magnitude of
Change on WLQ

Significance of
Effect on WLQ

WLQ1Towering, 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

WLQZ2A remote,secluded interior with very few
human elements and a strong perception of
sanctuary and solitude

Medium-high

Maximum low

Not Significant

WLQ3A 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 Magnitude of Significance of
WLQ Change on WL(Q Effect on WLQ

a strong sense of s&tuary and solitudesome
with lochs, rivers and waterfalls.

WLQA4A complex mix of towering and arresting | No potential for a significant effect to arise
crags, cliffs and knolls with a predominance of
bare rock, conveying a strong sense of
naturalness.

WLQ5Long straths and glens that penetrate far | No potential for a significant effect to arise
into the interior ¢ some with tracks or paths, that
provide access through the landscape.

WLQG6Extensive peatland slopes that appear Medium-high Maximum Not Sigificant
awe-inspiring in their simplicity and contrast to mediumlow
neighbouring mountains, and allow wide open
views of the surrounding area

6.7.365 The assessment of effects on wild land indicates that the Proposed Development will have a not
significant effect on the FoinavelBen Hee WLA (WLA 37). This is due to the following key factors:

1 the location of the Proposed Development outwithet WLA, which precludes and minimises
effects on attributes, responses and WLQs;

91 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,;

1 the location of the Proposed Development in an aspect of the WLA setting tlzditesdy
notably affected by human influences;

1 the greatest level of effect of the Proposed Development (a medmwnmagnitude of change)
will be on WLQ6, which is associated with the part of the Wth% peatland slopesthat has
the lowest baselinetsength of attributes and responses;

1 conversely, effects on the area where WLQs (and their attributes and responses) are expressed
to a greater degree;, the northern mountains and the interiorwill undergo a considerably
more limited effect from the Pnoosed Development. and

1 theintermittent and relatively distant visibility of the Proposed Development that can be gained
from the WLA, and its lodlying nature, which ensures that it will not appear as a prominent
external feature.

6.7.366 Whilst removing all gibility 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.

1 The positioning of the turbines on the laying eastern fringe othe 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 introdubeman elements that provide a break between
the WLAs, although it will add to the baseline human elements.

1 The low elevation of the turbines in relation to the majority of the study area also minimises
their potential for enclosure and interruption of th@ I & i 2 LISy  LJS Iwidé opghR&a | Yy R
viewg | ONRP&a G(GKS &AdzZNNRBdzyRAYy3I FINBIZ ad GKSe& gAff
within the WLA.
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6.7.368

6.7.369

6.7.370

1 The layout of the turbines in a single row with similar base elevations ensures that the Proposed
Devdopment has a strong, simple and wbhllanced 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.

1 The turbines in the Proposed Development have purposely been specified at below 1iH0
height in order to avoid the need for visible aviation lighting, which could increase effects on
the WLA.

It is considered that these factors have notably reduced the pageraffects of the Proposed
Development on the WLA and itslMys, ensuring thathe effects on the WLAvill be not significant

Cumulative Effects

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 1&m away (other than the applitian-stage site at Strath Tirry, which is
approximately 8.%m 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.

The main asessment of effects on the WLQs and their attributes/responses takes Creag Riabhach
into account, along with other operational and unedsgnstruction wind farms. Creag Riabhach is
therefore considered in the evaluation of the baseline strength of the ighysattributes 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 toe@g Riabhach and other operational and under
construction wind farms.

When various combinations of consented, applicatstage and scoping cumulative wind farms are
also considered, the addition of the Proposed Development to WLQs 2 and 6 is liketyltoimea
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.

1 The consented, applican and scoping cumulative wind farms lie at some distance from the
Proposed Development (a minimum of around Brb for Strath Tirry, after which the next
closest is Braemore, approximately K@ away), which provides considerable visual,
geographical angerceived 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.

1 The cumulative wind farmof all statuses are all grouped to the south and seedht 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 o
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 WillAe increased, its
influence is not out of keeping with the existing character of the landscape.

1 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 #stmith and soutkeast. 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 soutkast). This focus within one aspect both reduces the additional
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6.7.372

6.7.373

6.7.374

6.7.375

influence of the Proposed Developmteas 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.

1 The part of the WLA that is most affected by the Proposed Developmehe southern
peatland slopeg; is affected to a notable degree by baseline human development, and this
reduces the degree of cumulative effect arising from its addifierthe relevant WLQ physical
attributes and perceptual responses are already reduced in strength.

1 The not significant effect of the Proposed Development on the WLQs of WLA 37 when assessed
in the context of operational and und@onstruction wind farms islso relevant to the
cumulative effect.

The combination of these factors ensures that the cumulative effect on WLA 37 will be not significant
when consented, applicatiestage and scoping wind farms are considered as well as operational and
under-constrwction wind farms.

Assessment of Effects on Views
Introduction

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 studg and effects on principal
visual receptors such as settlements and routes.

The viewpoint locations are shown in conjunction with the blade tip ZTV on Figures 6.7a tm&.7

with the hub height ZTV on Figures 6.8a toc6.Bisualisations have been mared to meet the
requirements of both NatureScot (Visual Representation of Wind Farms Version 2.2, SNH, 2017) and
THC (Visualisation Standards for Wind EnBrgpyelgments, 2016), and the viewpoints are illustrated

in two separate volumes, NatureScotshalisations (Volume 3,Figures 6.15 to 63 and THC
VisualisationgVolume4, Figues 6.8 to 6.60).

All of the 23 viewpoints have been photographed during 2@a@ing 2020, the timing of site visits

for photography has been severetpnstrained by OVID19 restrictions. In these circumstances,
OPEN considered that it was more important to obtain photography from every viewpoint as and
when @VID19 restrictions allowed rather than wait until weather conditions were ideal, as thisicoul
have jeopardised the opportunity to obtain any photographs akesult, some photography has been
undertaken with weather conditions that would not normally be considered suitable for LVIA
photography.n particular, Viewpoints 12, 22 and 23 have natbh@hotographed in clear conditions,

but it is considered that the outlook towards the site in these views is sufficiently claafdion a
competent landscape and visual assessnardallow a good impression of the likely appearance of
the Proposed Devepment to be gained.

All of the viewpoints are assessed in detail. Section 6.5 othi@Epter identifies the principal visual
receptors that have the potential to undergo significant effects (including significant cumulative
effects) and therefore requé 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 trerabt been
assessed in any further detail.
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Viewpoint 1- Track near Maovally

Baseline and Sensitivity

This viewpoint i®n the hydroroad that skirts around the soutleastern shoulder ofhe distinctive
dome-shaped hill oMaovally(511m AOD)on its ioute between Glen Cassley in the south and the
A838 in the north. Maovalljesat the head of Glen Casslagd is some &m to the east of Ben More
Assynt, from which it is separated by a small bansiaeping moorland and flowsCT. This viewpoint
has keen included as fpprovides areasilyaccessibléon foot or bicycler, with permission, by vehicdle
yet elevated location within the Redyassley WLA.

Maovally lies at the northern end of the ridgerofunded hilld CTthat encloses thesouthern side of
LochShin This viewpoint provides a useful illustration of the location of the Proposed Development
on the lower northern shoulder of this smooth, rounded ridge, whiah be seen in the soutbastern
foreground of the iewpoint photograph.The transmission line that runs around the shoulder of
Maovally can also be seen in the foreground of the view.

To thenorth-eastof the ridge ofrounded hilldCT beyond Loch Shin (which is not seen in this view)
is the extensive @&a ofsweeping moorland and flowsCTthat lies to thenorth of Loch Shin, while to
the southeastthe partly-forestedroundedhillsupper slopeof the strath LCTof Glen Cassley can be
seen. Ben Klibreckorms a distinctive focal point to the northeast, rising from the relatively
unremarkable landscapef sweeping moorland and flowsCT

Operational wind farms at Achany/Roselaak theoretically visible to the southast of this viewpoint
at a minimum distance df8.6km away. There is also theoretical visibilityttoé under-construction
wind farm at Creag Riabhach, a minimum of I&Waway to the northeast There is no visibty of

consented wind farms.

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 (albugh it should beoted that the WLA is not a scenic designation) andrlooks, in

the distancethe Ben Klibreck and Loch Choire STAe susceptibilityo change at this viewpoint is

high as people who gain the view wjknerallybe walkersor cycliss who are engaging in outdoor
recreation and are likely to have a specific focus on the scenery and surrounding landscape.

The combination of the high susceptibility to change of the view and its medium value results in a
medium-high sensitivity for thisviewpoint.

Magnitude of Change

The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the east of this viewpoint from a
minimum of 2.21km away with eight hubs but no turbine bases visible, and will extend across around
20x of the view. The turbinesvill be the only visible element of the Proposed Development, with
infrastructure being screened by landform. Talanes will be visible during the shedgrm
construction and decommissioning phases.

The magnitude of change on this view willtigh, for the following reasons.

1 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.

1 The Proposed Development is seen in the orientation of the viaimegl by northbound
travellers on thdrack, ands seen in the open aspect of the view, to which the eye of the viewer
is drawn.

1 The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into
the moorlandbackdrop against which is seen.
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1 The turbines are seen partly backclothed by landform and partly on the skyline, which can be
eye-catching.

There are factors that mitigate the effect of the Proposed Development to some extent, although
these are not sufficient to reduce theuel of magnitude of change.

1 The Proposed Development is seen in the context of a relatively unremarkablestzigeand
simple landformboth in the foreground and in relation to the skyline backdrop, and this reduces
the perceived scale of the turbines ammoids uncomfortable scale comparisongith the
landscape setting

1 The screening of turbine towers bWgndformand therelatively lowelevation of the Proposed
Developmentin relation to the viewpoint and the wider setting notabilgduce its vertical
impactandprominence, as well as iterall visibility

1 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 dominéte landform.

1 The screening of turbine bases by landform avoids the perception of the turbines encroaching
towards the viewpoint, thus giving a sense of separation.

1 The Proposed Development will affect a limited proportion (arou@x) 2f the expansivepen
view that is available from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain
unaffected.

1 Thehuman development seen in the viefincluding the hydro road, transmission line, and
forestry) ensures that it lacks the unspoilt, remotejlaness characteristics with which the
Proposed Development would have the greatest contrast.

I The Proposed Development forms a compact group of turbines with a-bakdhced
composition, and the absence of visibility of infrastructure reduces the poteutigter
associated with the Proposed Development.

Significance of the Effect

The effect of the Proposed Development on this view wilsigaificant This is due to a combination
of the factors that lead to the high magnitude of change on the view aedrthdiunhigh sensitivity
of the viewpoint.

Cumulative Effects

Visibility of operational andinder-constructionwind farms is described in the baseline description
above. There is also theoretical visibility of the applicastage wind farm at Meall Bdine, 25km to
the southeast south of Achany and Rosehdlhere are therefore two potential cumulative scenarios
to which the Proposed Development may be added; operational/umgerstruction wind farms, and
operational/underconstructionplus applicatio-stagewind farms

In the operational/underconstruction cumulative scenario, he addition of the Proposed
Development to AchanyRosehalland Creag Riabhaakill have alow cumulative magnitude of
change. This is limited to thisvel by the distant visibility of the operatioahder-constructionwind
farms; their relatively restricted turbine size, and the very small proportion of the view that will be
occupied by them; th limited level of visibility of Achany and Rosehall; the small number of wind
farms (ith Achanyand Rosehall appearing as a single wind farm) that may contribute to the
cumulative effectthe similar landscape setting of all of the sites within or pasiithin rounded hills
LCT; andhe containmentof the Proposed Development armimulativewind farms within a 9°
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aspect of the viewwith the Proposed Development at the centre, so that it will not introduce wind
farm influence to an entirely new aspedtthe view.

In the operational/underconstruction plus applicatiostage 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 remalow due to the limited and distant visibility of Meall Buidhe.

The cumulative effect in the scenariosopierational/underconstruction wind farms and operational/
under-construction plus applicatiostage wind farmsvill be not significantdue to a combinatiorof
the factors that lead to the lowumulativemagnitude of change in both scenarios ahd medium
high sensitivity of the viewpoint.

Viewpoint2 - Ben More Assynt

Baseline and Sensitivity

This viewpoint is located at the summit of Ben More Assynt,980D, from where a spectacular
panoramic view is gained across extensive areas of neetern 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 ofigged mountain massif LCT that extends as far north as Foinaven and
this type dominates the view to the north. The uplardene mountains, rounded hills and rocky hills

and moorland- also extend to the south, east and west of the viewpoint, interspetsgdmaller

areas of sweeping moorland and flows and strath.

The easffacing aspect of the view, in which the Proposed Development will be seen, rsi¢gexd

and mountainous than other parts of the outlook, displaying the relatively gentle and smooth
landform ofrounded hilld_CTin the middleground. Marking the edge ebunded hillsLoch 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 trackViewpoint 1)that skirts around the hill clearly visiblén the middle
distance, thepipeline associated with the Glen Cassley hydro infrastructure is readily discernible.
Beyond Loch Shisweeping moorland and flowend strath cover the broad, shalloyandform of

Strath Tirry, rising again intounded hilldurther to the east. Théone mountain®f Ben Klibreck rises

as a focal point in this relatively unremarkable eastern landscape.

Operationakind underconstructionwind farms at AchanyRosehalare discernible in clear conditions

to the southeast, whileCreag Riabhadk theoretically visible to thaorth-eastof this viewpoint at a
minimum distance of 22.Bm awayand 21.4km respectively There is also theoretical visibility of
consented wind fems at Braemorend Lairg I, a minimum 27k8n and 33km respectively. All of
these operational and consented wind farms lie to the seedist of the viewpoint other than Creag
Riabhach, which is to the norbast. A number of other operational and congeh 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.

This view has a high value. It is alvkelown hillwalking location within the Assyfiibigach NSA and

the ReayCassley 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 spedificus on the scenery and surrounding landscape.

The combination of the high susceptibility to change of the view and its high value resultégin a
sensitivity for this viewpoint.
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Magnitude of Change

6.7.395 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development Wil seen to the east of this viewpoint from a
minimum of 8.46 km away withall hubs visible, and will extend across aroutitk of the view. The
turbines will be theprincipalvisible element of the Proposed Development, witle great majority
of infrastructure being screened by landformSeveral short sections of access tracks and a
hardstanding are, however, theoretically visil{ess shown on the photomontage visualisatsn
Figure 6.16g an#tigure 6.39, and &ll cranes will be visible during the shd@dgrm construction and
decommissioning phases.

6.7.396 The magnitude of change on this view willlnedium, for the following reasons.

f

The Proposed Development has a high level of visibilityaterateproximity 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 moorlandand lochbackdrop against which it is seen.

The turbines are seen partly backclothed by landform and pastlyater, which can be eye
catching.

6.7.397 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change tmadium level are as follows:

1

The Proposed Developnt is seen in the context difie largescale and simple landforof the
Loch Shin ridge abunded hillsLCT which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and
avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting.

The low elevation of tb Proposed Development in relation to the viewpoint and the wider
setting notably reduceits vertical impact and prominence.

TheProposed Developmeill be seen in the most developed aspect of the panoramic view
gained from this viewpoint, where inflnees such as the hydro road, development along Loch
Shin, forestnand, further away, wind farmgnsure that the outlook lacks the unspoilt, remote,
wildness characteristics with which the Proposed Development would have the greatest
contrast.

The Propose Development will not be seen in the context of the dramatiemote
mountainous landscape that lies to the north and west of the viewpdinwill therefore not
affect the spectacular views gained in these directions, where the sppcidities of the NSA
and wildness qualities of the WLA are most apparertereas the Proposed Development will
be seen outwith the NSA'he Proposed Development will also not be seen in the context of
BenKlibreck, ensuring that it remains as a focal painthe north-easternview.

The Proposed Development will affect a limited proportion (aroti@x) of thepanoramicview
that is available from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain
unaffected.

The Proposed Development hags@mpact,well-balanced, regular and even composition that
relates well to its landform settingnd avoids ey&atching effects of gapping and clustering or
overlapping.

Thevery limitedof visibility of infrastructure reduces the potential clutter asséethwith the
Proposed Development.
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Significance of the Effect

6.7.398 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view wilsigaificant This is due to a combination
of the factors that lead to the medium magnitude of change on the view and the high séyifi
the viewpoint.

Cumulative Effects

6.7.399 Visibility of operationglunderconstructionand consented wind farms is described in the baseline
description above. There is also theoretical visibility of the applicattage wind farm at Meall
Buidheand $rath Tirry, 26.4km and26.8km to the southeastand eastsouth-east respectivelyand
scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 ResubmissionkB88&nd 3km away respectivelySouth
Kilbraur isshown in the wirelines buis seen from outwithits study are. There are therefordour
potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be adgedational/
underconstruction wind farms operational/underconstruction plus consented wind farms
operational/underconstruction plus consentednd applicatiorstagewind farms andoperational/
under-construction plus consente@pplicationstageand scopingvind farms.

6.7.400 With the exception of Creag Riabhach, all of the cumulative wind farms lie teothit-east or east
southreast of the viewpoinand are contained within 85° aspect of the viewwhen Creafriabhach,
which is to the nortkeast, is also considered, the cumulative wind farms are contained within a 90°
aspect of the view. The sites arouhdirg(Achany, Rosehall, Braemore, Lairg 2 and its Resubmission,
and Garvaryare seen in one group that lies a minimum of 2213 away.

6.7.401 In the operational/underconstruction cumulative scenario, theddition of the Proposed
Development to operationabnd underconstructionwind farms at AchanyRosehalland Creag
Riabhachwill have awill have alow cumulative magnitude of change. This is limited to this level by
the distant visibility of the operational/undezonstruction wind farms; their relativelyestricted
turbine size, and thevery 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 landscapetting of all of the sites within or partly withirounded
hillsLCT; and the containment of the Proposed Development and cumulative wind farms withfin a
aspect of the viewwith the Proposed Bvelopment at the centre, so that it will not introduce wind
farm influence to an entirely new aspect of the viewhis last point also ensures that the great
majority of the view remains without wind farm influence, including the dramatic andceyehing
mountainous NSA landscape that lies to the north and west of the viewpoird. 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 waitimpact, ensuring that the turbines form a
subservient component in the view.

6.7.402 In the operational/underconstruction plus consentegtage wind farms cumulative scenario, with
Braemore and Lairg 2 also considered, the cumulative magnitude of changecreiise slightly due
to additional wind farm visibility and the larger scale of the Lairg 2 turbines, but will rdovaidue
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/undeiconstruction plusonsented andapplicationstage wind farms cumulative
scenario, the application stage wind fasiat Meall Buidheand Strath Tirry aralso consideredThe
additional consideratiorof Strath Tirry wuld not leadto anynotableincrease in thdow cumulative
magnitude of changarising from the Proposed Developmethtie 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 Buidtmn&dered, with or without
Strath Tirry, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed
Development would therefore increase ta@edium-low level.

In the operational/undeiconstruction plus consented, applicatistage andscoping wind farms
cumulative scenario, the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmission are also considered.
These sites are given less weight than applicasitage wind farms as there is no certaintytaghe
cut-off date that they will be sbmitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2
Resubmission would not lead to any notable increase innieelium-low cumulative magnitude of
change arising from the Proposed Development due tontiirgor increase in the visibility of tunibés

over that of the consented Lairg 2 turbines. Garwaould 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 increasénd farm influenceanyfurther around the viewWhenGarvary and

Lairg 2 Resubmission are consideréte cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition
of the Proposed Developmentayincreaseslightlybut would not increase oveamedium-low level.

It is possible that a scenario may arise where the Proposed Development is added to one or both of
the scoping sites, but the applicatigtage sites are no longer relevant. In this case, the consideration
of Lairg 2 Resubmission would not increase the wative magnitude of change over thew level
assessed in the operational/undeonstruction plus consented scenario. If the Proposed
Development was added to Garvary without consideration of the applicatiage wind farms, the
cumulative magnitude offangewould also remaitow due to the distant visibility of this wind farm,

and its grouping with operational and consented wind farms.

The cumulative effecat this viewpointin any scenariowill be not significantdue to the factors that
lead to the maximum mediumlow cumulative magnitudedespite the high sensitivity of the
viewpoint.

A combination of a mediudow cumulativemagnitude of change and a high sensitivity can lead to an
effect that is significant or not significant. In this case, the effegidged to benot significant fora
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 retertion 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 wimd fiafluence; and the

low elevation of the cumulative wind farmand the Proposed Developmert relation to the
viewpoint, which precludes prominent visibility and reduces vertical impact, ensuring that the
turbines form a subservient component in the wie

Viewpoint3 - Coire Ceann Loch

Baseline and Sensitivity

This viewpoint idocated on the upper western slopes of Coire Ceann Loch, somm @&t of the

high point of Sithean Liat(434Y ! h50 | yR 2dzad G2 GKS azdzik 27
property at Corriekinlochwhich can be seen in the viewpoint photograph, as can its clearly visible
access tracljes approximately 2.Bm to theeast.The viewpoint is reached by amtermittent and
indistinct path that runs up the glen from Corriekinloch (as shown on the OS map) but is not easily
accessible and requirethe traversingof rough ground.This viewpoint has been included as it
provides aelatively lowlevel but remote \@w from withinthe ReayCassley WLand AssyiCoigach

NSA, and is relatively accessible in comparison to the high mountains of the NSA and WLA

This viewpoint lies within the eastern fringe of thegged mountain masslifCT where landform is
less elevatd and dramatic than that found in the interior of this LCT (e.g. Viewpoints 2, 11 and 12).
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The foreground of the view which is formed by Coire Ceann Ledoes, however, displasome of
the ruggedlandscape ofugged mountain massifCT and thisframesthe view to the soutkeast,
along Loch ShiBeyond this, themooth, rounded form of theidge ofrounded hilld CThat encloses
the southern side of Loch Shin continues to channel the wiethis direction The north side of Loch
Shin is more open, Wi the extensive plain ofweeping moorland and flowsCTextending as far as
the distantrounded hillandlone mountaind CTdhat enclose it to the north and east.

6.7.410 No operational underconstruction or consentedind farmsare seen in this view, deose shown in
the wireline view are seenrdm outwith their study area.

6.7.411 This view has a mediwmigh value. It is not a marked or recognised viewpoint, facilities are not
provided for the enjoyment of the view, and it is reotecognised or documented laion for walkers
or other recreational users. It is, howevawjthin the AssyriCoigach NSA aneayCassley WLA
(although it should be noted that the WLA is not a scenic designationhasdcenic qualities in its
long, open outlooklown Loch Shin fromwithin the rugged mountain massifCTThe 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 landscap

6.7.412 The combination of the high susceptibility to change of the view and its metighvalue results in
a high sensitivity for this viewpoint.

Magnitude of Change

6.7.413 The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen tetugh-east of this viewpint from
a minimum of 8.1«m away with all hubs visible, and will extend across arouxndf@he view.
Elements of infrastructure will also be visible, includinggraded and new access tracks,
hardstandings and the substation compoufas shown on the photomontage visualisation in Figure
6.17d and Figure 640). Tall cranes will be visible during the shitm construction and
decommissioning phases.

6.7.414 The magnitude of change on this view willrbedium, for the following reasons.

1 The Poposed Developmenuill be seen at moderate proximity in theostopen aspect of the
view, to which the eye of the viewer is drawhhis @&pect of the viewsd alsochannelled by
landform, which frames the focal point of Loch Shin, andRineposed Develapent will be
seen in the context ahis framing landform.

1 The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into
the moorland backdrop against which it is seen.

1 The turbines are seen partly backclothed by landform andlpdy sky, which can be eye
catching.

6.7.415 The factors that restrict the magnitude of change tmadium level are as follows:

1 The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the lacgée and simple landform of the
Loch Shin ridge abunded hillsLCT which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and
avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape settirgjalso relevant that the
ridge rises higher than the turbines, providing enclosure and containment which ensures that
the Proposel Developmentdoes not appear to compete with the landform but is subservient
to it.

1 The low elevation of the Proposed Development in relation to the viewpoint aisdbtidscape
setting notably reduces its vertical impact and prominencée view.

1 TheProposed Development will affect a limited proportion (arou¥l of the view from this
viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain unaffected.
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1 The Proposed Development forms a compact group of turbinesrétaties well to itdandform
setting

Significance of the Effect

6.7.416 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view wilsigaificant 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, undeconstruction or consented wind farms are seen in this view, as those shown in
the wireline view are seen from outwith their study ar@de applicatiorstage site at Strath Tirry is
theoretically visible from 26.km away, and thescoping site at Garvary hamgligibletheoretical
visibility from 35.7%&m away. Both of these wind farms have a very limited influence on the view, and
the maximum cumulative magnitude of change arising from tddition of the Proposed
Development to an applicatiostage and/or scoping scenario will mev. The cumulative effect will
be not significant due to a combination of the factors considered in the low cumulative magnitude of
change and the mediurhigh sensitivity of the viewpoint.

Viewpoint4 - Arscaig track, Loch Shin

Baseline and Sensitivity

6.7.418 This viewpoint is located just to the east of trmightrack 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\idweetdrive vehicle)
locationon the southern side of Loch Shin, where there are few visual receptors, and is also within
the ReayCassley WLA.

6.7.419 This viewpoint lies on the northastern edge of the Loch Shin/Glen Casalay of rounded hilld.CT
and the smooth, domed ridgef the hils can be seen rising to the south and west of the viewpoint.
As with Viewpoint 1, his viewpoint provides a useful illustration of the location of the Proposed
Development on the lower northerslopeof this smooth, rounded ridge

6.7.420 To the north and eastfdhe viewpoint is the extensive area ®fveeping moorland and flowsCTthat
lies to the north of Loch Shin, with the house®l improved grasslanof Shinnesseen directly across
the loch. The low elevation of the viewpoint means that, unusuallystteeping moorland and flows
LCTdoes not appear as an extensive level plain, but is foreshortened by the landform that rises gently
from the northern lockhshore. The low elevation also ensures that several landmark mountains are
seen around the viewincludy 3 . Sy | §S5 . SAyYy ,&n8 Beh Rlibreck @lthdughl y | Q
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 unitaminded hillswith grass cutting, the disused cottage at Arscaig,
the track, deer fencing, and managed forestry and waadl

6.7.422 The landform context of this viewpoint draws the eye of the viewer to the narélst and soutkeast,
up and down Loch Shin, where the longest and most open aspects of the view are gained.

6.7.423 The gerational wind farm at Lairgs theoretically visible ¢ the southeast of this viewpoint at a
minimum distance of 4.2km away, with the adjacent consented Lairg/Bible atl4.4km away.

6.7.424 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or recognised viewpoint, facilities are not provided
for the enjoymentof 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 averlooks
distantly, a part of the Assyf@oigach NSAThe susceptibility to clmge at this viewpoint is high as
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people who gain the vieware likely tobe walkers who are engaging in outdoor recreation and are
likely to have a specific focus on the scenery and surrounding landscape.

The combination of the high susceptibility to changf the view and its medium value results in a
medium-high sensitivity for this viewpoint.

Magnitude of Change

The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen tathth-westof this viewpoint from

a minimum o®.12km away withsixhubs andoneturbine base visible, and waktend across around
3xof the view.The two leftmost turbine¢T8 and T9re seen as blade tip extremities orihile the
great majority of infrastructure willbe screened by landformpart of the hardstandingof the
easternmost turbinds theoreticallyvisible (as shown on the photomontage visualisation in Figure
6.18f andFigure 6.4}, although this is unlikely to be discernible at ovear away.Tall cranes will be
visible during the shorterm construction and decommissioning phases.

The magnitude of change on this view willledium-low, for the following reasons.

1 The Proposed Development will be seen at moderate proximitshénnorth-western open
aspectof the view,up Loch ShinThis aspet of the view iggently channelled bythe landform
that enclosesLoch Shin, and th@roposed Developmenwill be seen in the context of this
framing landform.

1 The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into
the moorland context inwhich it is seen.

1 TheProposed Developmentill be seen ina relatively udeveloped aspect of theutlook,
whereit will contrast with theremote, uplandcharacteristics

1 The relatively low elevation of the viewpoint in relation to fAmposed Developmerihicreases
the perceived vertical impact of the closer turbin@d and T2)which have greater visibility of
towers.

The factors that restrict the magnitude of change tmadium-low level are as follows:

1 Screening of turbines (towsrandblades) by landform reducethe overallvisibility of the
Proposed Developmenand 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 Bfdpesed
Developmentalso reduces the vertical impact of the turbines other than T1 and T2.

1 The Proposed Development will affect a very limited proportion (aroux)coBthe full open
view from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remaiafiected.

I The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the {acgée and simple landform of the
Loch Shin ridge afbunded hillsLCT which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and
avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscapinge It is also relevant thain
the foregroundthe ridge rises higher than the turbines, providing enclosure and containment
which ensures that th®roposed Developmermtoes not appear to compete with the landform
but is subservient to it.

1 The turbinesare seen entirely against the sky, which prevents theegtehing effect that can
arise when the backdrop is variable.

1 This viewpointhas a wide open outlook that extends across, up and down Loch Shitoasd
not have a specific direction of viewheProposed Developmentill therefore not be seen in
any specific direction of travebut will be peripheral to the principal focus of views across the
loch.
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1 The Proposed Development formsvary compact group of turbines that relates well to its
landformsettingand this, combined with the distance from the viewpoirggluces its influence
on the view.

Significance of the Effect

6.7.429 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view willne® significant This is due to a
combination of the factorshat lead to the mediurdow magnitude of change on the view and the
mediumhigh sensitivity of the viewpoinA combination of a mediudow magnitude of change and
a mediumhigh sensitivity can lead to an effect that is significant or not significanhisncase, the
effect is judged to be not significant because the very limited horizontal extent of the Proposed
Development (approximatelyxp screening by landform, and distance from the viewpoint ensure that
it will not provide a definitive influence aiie view.The nondirectional 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 apliionstage wind farm at Strath Tirry, 6k& to the east,
and the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 ResubmissiorkriaAd 14.«m away respectively to
the southeast.Visibility of Strath Tirry is very limited, with just blade tips visible onsthdine.

6.7.431 There are therefordour potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be
added; operational/undeconstruction wind farmspperational/underconstructionplus consented
wind farms operational/underconstruction plusconseaited andapplicationstage wind farms; and
operational/underconstruction plugonsentedapplicationstage and scoping wind farms.

6.7.432 In the operational/underconstruction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed
Development toLairgwill have alow cumulative magnitude of chang&his arises from visibility of
the Proposed Development to the nortkest while Lairg wind farm is to the sou#iast,and thus
leads to a wind farm being theoretically visible at each end of Loch Skhittintited toa low level by
the relatively distant visibility ofLairgwind farm its restricted turbine size, and the very small
proportion of the view thait will occupy the small number of wind farms that may contribute to the
cumulative effect(Lairgand the Proposed Developmengndthe similar landscape setting ahirg
and the Proposed Developmewithin rounded hilld. .

6.7.433 In the operational/undefconstruction plusonsentedwind farms cumulative scenario, withairg 2
also considered, the cumulae magnitude of changarising from the addition of the Proposed
Developmentwill increaseto a medium-low level. This iglue to theincreased wind farm influence
arising from Lairg 2, with its larger turbine dimensions and extent across the view,&lgésgitouping
with Lairg wind farm.

6.7.434 In the operational/undefrconstruction plus applicatiostage wind farms cumulative scenario, with
the application stage wind farm &trath Tirryalso considered, the cumulative magnitude of change
arising from the adition of the Proposed Developmenmtill increase slightlgue to the addition of
theoretical visibility of a third wind farm, in a different aspect of the viewt will remainmedium-
low due to theverylimited visibility ofStrath Tirry.

6.7.435 In the operatioral/under-construction plus consented, applicatistage 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 applicasisge wind farms as thelie no certainty aso 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 inntieelium-low cumulative magnitude of
change arising from the Proposed Dmment 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 beirseen
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 mayease slightly but would not increase

over amedium-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 applicatieatage sites are no longer relevant. In this case, the consideration
of Lairg 2 Resubmission and/or Garvary would notéase the cumulative magnitude of change over
the medium-low level assessed in the operational/undesnstruction plus consented scenario.

6.7.437 The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario wilhbesignificantdue to a combination of
the factors that lead to the maximum mediwhow cumulative magnitude and the mediuhigh
sensitivity of the viewpoint.

6.7.438 A combination of a mediudow cumulative magnitude of change anarediumhigh sensitivity can
lead to an effect that is significant or not sigo#fint. In this case, the effect is judged to bet
significantprimarily due to the limited number of cumulative wind farms and the grouping together
of these (other than Strath Tirrywhich ensures that the great majority of the view remains
unaffected ty 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.

Viewpoint5 - A838 near Colaboll

Baseline and Sensitivity

6.7.439 This viewpoint is located on theB88, approximately 75 to the northwest of the 96degree bend
at Colaboll where the road turns up to run nostfestwards along Loch Shibhis stretch of the road
gains the first open and clear view towards the Proposed Developfioentestbound travebrs;
eastbound roaeusers will not gain this view.

6.7.440 This viewpoint lies withitthe strath LCT (Strath Tirry uniédnd 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 characteristicBeyond thestrath LCT and beyond the loctsweeping moorland
and flowsLCTforms a middleground to the focal point mountamthat rise on the skyline to the
north-west.

6.7.441 Therounded hilld.CT within which the site lies covers the foreground of the south,,wmesth-west
and southwest aspects of the viewymuch of itseen 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
whichis the visible part of theounded hilld. CTridge that separates Loch Shin and Glen Cassley.

6.7.442 Rising above theédge ofrounded hilld.CTis theupper partof Ben More Assynturther to the right
are Beinn Leidandthe domed K I LISR a S f dgroupéd tbg&her aiictizirtiiet right still is the
distinctive pointed peak of Ben Heall of these mountains are in thregged mountain massliCT
which wraps around the head of Loch Shin.

6.7.443 The operational wind farm at Lairg is theoretically visible to the seaitt of this viewpoint at a
minimum distance of 8.&m away, with the adjacent consented Lairth2oreticallyvisible at 8.&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 seakt, and this viewpoint is included
specifically to represent visibility of the Proposed Developnthat may be gained by westbound
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6.7.444

6.7.445

6.7.446

6.7.447

travellers on the A838. This means that westbound raadrs will not gain visibility of Lairg or Lairg
2, irrespective of the woodland screening, as these wind farms lie behind their direction of travel.

This view has a nadtum 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 ddesvever,have scenic qualities
and provides an outlook across and up Loch Shin to distinctive ramsincluding part of the Assynt

Coigach NSAJhe susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be medium as the view will be gained

by roadusers, and the A838 is not a recognised tourist route or cycle route.

This view has mediumsensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium

susceptibility of viewers.
Magnitude of Change

The rine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen tortbegh-west of this viewpoint from
a minimum of 15.1&m awaywith six hubs visible, and will extend across arourdfzhe view. The
two leftmost turbines (T8 and T9) are seen as blade tip extremities Wrtijle the great majority of
infrastructure will be screened by landforpart of one hardstanding is theoreticglvisible, although
this will not be discernible at ovel5km away.Tall cranes will be visible during the shdagrm

construction and decommissioning phases.

The magnitude of change on this view willlnedium-low, for the following reasons.

1 The Proposed Development will be seen in the open nardistern open aspect of the view, up
Loch Shin, to which the eye of the viewer is dralvmill also be seen in the direction of travel
of westbound roaeusers.

1 The Proposed Development will introdicnovement and contrasting colour and texture into
the moorlandcontextin which it is seen.

1 TheProposed Developmenwill be seen in a relatively undeveloped aspect of the outlook,
where it will contrast with the remote, upland characteristics.

1 The relatvely low elevation of the viewpoint in relation to ti¥oposed Developmelinicreases

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 tmadium-low level are as follows:

1

Screening of turbines (towers and blades) by landform reduces the overall visibility of the
Proposed Developmenand the two blades (T8 and T9) that are theoretically visible are unlikely
to be seen in reality, as they are oV km from the viewpoint. The screening of tReoposed
Developmentalso reduces the vertical impact of the turbines other than T1 and T2.

The Proposed Development will affect a very limited proportion (aro2)df the open view
from this viewpoint, sdhat the great majority of the view will remain unaffected.

The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the {acgée and simple landform of the
Loch Shin ridge abunded hillsLCT which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and
avoids unomfortable 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 theroposed Developmerttoes not appear to compete with

the landform but is subservient to it.

TheProposed Developmenwill not be seen in the context dhe eye-catching mountainous
landformthat provides a series of focal points to the no#tlest, including Ben More Assynt,
Beinn Leoida S | f fQhyailamd®en Hee.
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6.7.449

6.7.450

6.7.451

6.7.452

6.7.453

6.7.454

6.7.455

6.7.456

1 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.

1 The Proposed Development will be se@y moving viewers.
Significance of the Effect

The effect of the Proposed Development on this view willne significant This is due to a
combination of the factors that lead to theediumlow magnitude of change on the view and the
medium sensitivityof the viewpoint.

Cumulative Effects

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 uikely 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 sttt westbound roadisers 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 the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairgliiesion, 9.&m and

8.7km away respectively. While Lairg 2 Resubmission will also be largely screened by woodland, there
is likely to be theoretical visibility of Garvaigain, however, these two wind farms lie behind the
westbound traveller, and wiliot be seen by people on the road who gain the view of the Proposed
Development that is illustrated in this viewpoint.

The maximum cumulative magnitude of change on this viewpoint in any scenario Valvpbdue to
the screening of visibility and thedation of the cumulative wind farms in relation to westbound
travellers. The limited influence of the Proposed Development is also a factor in theulowlative
magnitude of change.

The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario wilhbesigrificant due to a combination of
the factors that lead to the maximum low cumulative magnitude and the medium sensitivity of the
viewpoint.

Viewpoint6 - A838 near Achnairn

Baseline and Sensitivity

This viewpoint is locatedt the Achnairn junctioron the /838, approximately 1.76 to the north

west of the previous viewpointt 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 alag the loch becomes available

The landscape setting to this viewpoint is similar to that of the previous viewpoint; thigegwithin
the strath LCT (Strath Tirry unit) and characteristics of this LCT can be seen in the, sesttejed
landscape thaties on both sides of the roadBeyond thestrath, and beyond the lochsweeping
moorland and flowd CTforms a middlegroundto the focal point mountains that rise on the skyline
to the north-west.

Therounded hilld.CT 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 tiwesoside of the loch,
and is also seen to the northiest, beyondsweeping moorland and flowsCT
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6.7.457

6.7.458

6.7.459

6.7.460

6.7.461

6.7.462

6.7.463

Rising above the ridge afunded hilld. CTis Ben More Assynand firther to the right are Beinn logd
andthedomed K| LISR a S| f(BehHteissdeerneKbyzirefetation in this viewAll of these
mountains are in theugged mountain massIfCT, which wraps around the head of Loch Shin.

The operational wind farm at Laiig theoretically visible to the soutbast of this viewpoint at a
minimum distance of 10.km away, with the adjacent consented Lairg 2 theoretically visible at
10.5km away. However, these wind farms are both largely screened by woodland and are ualikely
have notable visibility. It is also relevant that these sites lie to the sea#t, 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 thastbound roadusers 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 dfré.away to tlke
south-west. This visibility is, however, negligible.

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 scentegual

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 roadusers, and the A838 is not a recaggd tourist route or cycle route.

This view has mediumsensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium
susceptibility of viewers.

Magnitude of Change

The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the needt of this viewpoint from
aminimum of 13.4%m awaywith seven hubs visible, and will extend across arouxdf2he view.
The two leftmost turbines (T8 and T9) are seen as blade tips Wvityie the great majority of
infrastructure will be screened byridform, part of one hardstanding is theoretically visible, although
this will not be discernible at ovel3km away.Tall cranes will be visible during the shdagrm
construction and decommissioning phases.

The magnitude of change on this view willmnedium-low, for the following reasons.

1 The Proposed Development will be seen in the navtdstern 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 roadusers.

1 The Poposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into
the moorland context in which it is seen.

1 TheProposed Developmentill be seen in a relatively undeveloped aspect of the outlook,
where it will contrast with the remote, upland characteristics.

1 The relatively low elevation of the viewpoint in relation to fReposed Developmerihicreases
the perceived vertical impactfdhe closer turbines (T1 and T2), which have greater visibility of
towers.

The factors that restrict the magnitude of change tmadium-low level are as follows:

1 Screening of turbines (towers and blades) by landform reduces the overall visibilitye of th
Proposed Developmenand the two blades (T8 and T9) that are theoretically visible are unlikely
to be seen in reality, as they are ovédKm from the viewpoint. The screening of tReoposed
Developmentalso reduces the vertical impact of the turbingber than T1 and T2.

1 The Proposed Development will affect a very limited proportion (arouw)dRthe open view
from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain unaffected.
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6.7.464

6.7.465

6.7.466

6.7.467

6.7.468

6.7.469

1 The Proposed Development is seen in the context of tigelacale and simple landform of the
Loch Shin ridge afbunded hillsLCT which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and
avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting. It is also relevant that in
the middleground the ridge rise higher than the turbines, providing enclosure and
containment which ensures that tHeroposed Developmenmtoes not appear to compete with
the landform but is subservient to it.

1 TheProposed Developmenwill not be seen in the context of the eymmtchingmountainous
landform that provides focal points to the northest, including Ben More Assynt, Beinn Leoid,
andaSFftry. Il Q / Kdz Af

1 The Proposed Development forms a very compact group of turbines that relates well to its
landform setting and this, combinegith the distance from the viewpoint, reduces its influence
on the view.

1 The Proposed Development will be seen by moving viewers.
Significance of the Effect

The effect of the Proposed Development on this view willne¢ significant This is due to a
combination of the factors that lead to themediumlow magnitude of change on the view and the
medium sensitivity of the viewpoint.

Cumulative Effects

As described in the baseline section above, there is theoretical visibility of the operational and
consened 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 toresent visibility of the Proposed Development
that may be gained by westbound travellers on the A838. This means that westboundseeiwill

not gain visibility of Lairg or Lairg 2, irrespective of the woodland screening, as these wind farms lie
behindtheir direction of travelAchany has been discounted from the assessment due to its negligible
visibility.

There is also theoretical visibility of the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmissikm, 11.7
and 10.5km away respectively. While LairgR2submission 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.

The maximum cumulative magnitude of change on this viewpoint in any scenario Valbdue to

the screening of visibility by woodland and the location of the cumulative wind farms in relation t
westbound travellers. The limited influence of the Proposed Development is also a factor in the low
cumulative magnitude of change.

The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario wilhbesignificantdue to a combination of
the factors thatlead to the maximum low cumulative magnitude and the medium sensitivity of the
viewpoint.

Viewpoint7 - A838 Cnoc an Laocigh

Baseline and Sensitivity

This viewpoint is located on the A838, approximately i8x7to the northwest of the previous
viewpoint. It has been included as it liesagpoint where the road is relatively elevated and rounds a
gentle bend before dropping down to the northest withopenviews towards the siteThis outlook

of the Proposed Development will be gained by westbound travellers only.
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6.7.470

6.7.471

6.7.472

6.7.473

6.7.474

6.7.475

6.7.476

6.7.477

This viewpoint lies withisweeping moorland and flowsCT and this landscape can be seen around
the viewpoint although long views to the staand northeast are obscured by the slopes rising away
from the lochside and the coniferous forestry that covers these slogissbility of Loch Shin is also
limited by the landform that lies between the loch and the ro@d132kv transmis$on line runs
through thesweeping moorland and flowsCTlandscape to the nortieastof the road.

Therounded hilld.CT within which the site lies covers the foreground of the souéist andnorth-
westaspects of the view, includirthe part ofLoch Shirthat is veibleand the slope that rises on the
southern side of the loch. This slope, with its simple, strong skyline, is the visible partrotitieed

hills LCTridge that separates Loch Shin and Glen Cassley, with the dome of Maovally at its northern
end, justto the right of Ben More Assynt.

Rising above theounded hilldL. CTskylineis theupper partof Ben More Assynt, with Beinn Uidhe to
its right. Further to the right are Beinndi® | Yy R a Shuéilantl fihally Ben Hee\ll of these
mountains are irthe rugged mountain massifCT which wraps around the head of Loch Shin.

There is some visibility of Achany wind farm at a minimum of kfidaway to the southThe
operational wind farm at Lairglsohas theoretical visibility to the soutbast of this iewpoint at a
minimum distance of 18.Bm away, but this is negligible and has no discernible effect on the view.
The adjacent consented Lairg 2 is also theoretically visible atkt®.dway, but has very limited
theoretical visibility with further screeng by trees on the skylin@and is also unlikely to have any
discernible effect on the view. It is relevant that these sites lie tosiigth andsouth-east, and this
viewpoint is included specifically to represent visibility of the Proposed Developmantriay be
gained by westbound travellers on the A838. This means that westboundused will not gain
visibility ofAchanyLairg or Lairg s these wind farms lie behind their direction of travel.

This view has a medium value. It is naharked 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 mountaifiacluding part of the Assyroigach NSAathough the
influences along the A838 corridqrthe road itself, transmission line, fencing and forestripcally
detract from these qualitiesThe susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be medium as the view
will be gained by roadisers, and theéA838 is not a recognised tourist route or cycle route.

This view has mediumsensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium
susceptibility of viewers.

Magnitude of Change

The nine turbines in the Proposed Development wallseen to the northwest of this viewpoint from

a minimum o16.40km awaywith all hubs and turbine bases visible, and will extend across arbOxd
of the view Elements of infrastructure will also be visible, inclgdatcess tracks and hardstandings
(asshown on the photomontage visualisatidin Figure &1e and Figure 614). Tall cranes will be
visible duringhe shortterm construction and decommissioning phases.

The magnitude of change on this view willrnedium-high for the following reasons.

1 TheProposed Development will be seen in the nevthstern open aspect of the viewacross
Loch Shinand in the context of Ben More Assyi, which the eye of the viewer is drawn. It
will also be seen in the direction of travel of westbound resers.The ackclothing of turbines
by dark moorland can emphasise its presence due to the contrast arising.

1 The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into
the moorlandand mountaincontext in which it is seen.

1 TheProposed Bvelopmentwill 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 tmadium-highlevel are as follows:

6.7.479

6.7.480

6.7.481

6.7.482

1 The backclothing of thgreat majority of theProposed Developmerity landformreducesthe
vertical impactand prominenceof the turbines Moreover, the turbines will not rise above the
high point of Ben More Assynt, and this also reduces prominence.

1 The relatively low elevation of the turbin@dso restricts their prominence and vertical impact,
ensuring that they are subservient in relatito the mountainous skyline.

1 The appearance of the turbines on the distinctive dark ridgemahded hilld.CTgives them a
strongseparation from Ben More Assynt, which is clearly a separate landform. This reduces the
sense of encroachment towardsd hfluence onBen More Assyntwhich remains as a distinct
entity.

1 The Proposed Development will affect a limited proportion (arolifx) of thelarge-scale open
view from this viewpoint, so that the great majority of the view will remain unaffegireciding
.SAYY [S2ARZ aSlIfftly T Q /KdzZa Af FTyR .Sy |ISSo

1 The Proposed Developmentétearly associated witkthe largescale and simple landform of
the Loch Shin ridge edunded hilld.CT which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and
avoids uncomfortald scale comparisons with the landscape setting.

1 The Proposed Development formbalancedyroup of turbineswith a strong, even composition
that relates well to its landform setting and thisduces its influence on the view.

1 The Proposed Development ile seen by moving viewers.
Significance of the Effect

The effect of the Proposed Development on this view wilsigaificant This is due to a combination

of the factors that lead to the mediuthigh 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 sigrificantlargelybecauseof the horizontal extent of th€roposed Developmeracross the view,

in the direction of travefor westbound roaeusers.

Cumulative Effects

As described in the baseline section above, there is theoretical visibility of the taperiaand
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. Itasso 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.

There is also theoretical visibility of the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 Resubmissikm, 20.3

and 19.1km 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 vadwthe Proposed Development.

The maximum cumulative magnitude of change on this viewpoint in any scenario Vaibdue 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

6.7.484

6.7.485

6.7.486

6.7.487

6.7.488

6.7.489

6.7.490

6.7.491

The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario wilhbesignificantdue to a combination of
the factors that lead to the maximum low cumulative magnitude and the medium sensitivity of the
viewpoint.

Viewpoint8 - A838 near Fiag

Baseline and Sesitivity

This viewpoint is located on the A838, approximatblym to the northwest of the previous
viewpoint and opposite the eastern end of the sitdnlike the previous viewpoint, this location is
adjacent to Loch Shin and thus gains views towardssiteedirectly across the loch. Thostlook of
the Proposed Development will be gaingdimarily by westbound travellerdut may be seen
obliquely by eastbound roadsers.

While this viewpoint lies withirsweeping moorland and flowCTvery little of thslandscapecan be
seen due to foreshortening by landform and screening by foreatrgl the most prevalent landscape
around the view is theounded hilldL CTthat extends along the full southern side of Loch Shin, with
its long, simple skylind.och Shiitself is a key component in the view.
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the direct line of travel of westbound roaaserswith some foreground vegetation screeninghe
upper part ofBen More Assyntan also be seen, rising above tioeinded hilld. CTskyline.

There is theoretical visibility of the operational wind farm at L&irthe southeast of this viewpoint

at a minimum distance of 23/8n away, but this is screened by woodland and has no discernible
effect on the view. The adjacent consented Lairg 2 is also theoretically visible &n23way but is
partially screenedy woodlandand is unlikely to have eealy discernible effect on the view. It is
relevant that these sites lie to the souttast, and this viewpoint is includgatimarily to represent
visibility of the Proposed Development that may be gained by westiduawvellers on the A838
although an oblique view of the Proposed Development may be gained by eastbound travellers
Westbound roadusers willtherefore not gain visibility of Lairg or Lairg iPrespective of woodland
screeningas these wind farms liedhind their direction of travel.

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 ddesvever,have scenic qualities

and provides amutlook towards a focal point oflistinctive 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 roadusers, and the A838 is not a recognised tourist route olecyaute.

This view has mediumsensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium
susceptibility of viewers.

Magnitude of Change

The nineturbines in the Proposed Development will be serfull heightto the south-west of this
viewpoint from a minimum of 2.2km away and will extend across aroud®x of the view.Elements

of infrastructure will also be visible, including upgraded and new access tadkardstandinggas
shown on the photomontage visualisati®im Figure 82fand Figure 6L5). The substation compound

is also theoretically visible from aroundkéh 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 existingnydropower staton can be seen on the lochside in the baseline photograph on
Figure 6.22dTall cranes will be visible during the shtatm construction and decommissioning
phases.

The magnitude of change on this view willtidgh, for the following reasons.
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1 The Propoed Development has a high level of visibility at close proximity in an aspect of the
view that is currently unaffected by wind farm developmernd will affect a notable
proportion of the open aspect gained by westbound travellers.

1 The relatively low eleation of the viewpoint in relation to thBroposed Developmeriicreases
the perceived vertical impaand prominenceof the turbineson the skyline (although this is
limited by the partial backclothing of the turbines by landform).

1 The Proposed Developmé will be seen across water, and this can reduce the perceived
distance of the viewpoinF NB Y (GKS (Gdz2NDAYyS&d Fa GKSNB FNBE FS4S
the viewpoint and the turbines.

1 The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrastihguc and texture into
the moorland backdrop against which it is seen.

1 The turbines are seen partly backclothed by landform and partly on the skyline, which can be
eye-catching.

9 Visibility of infrastructurewill increase the overall visibilitgnd influenceof 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.

1 The Proposd Development is seen in the context of a relatively unremarkable,srgke and
simple landform both in theite areaand in relation to the skyline backdrop, and this reduces
the perceived scale of the turbines and avoids uncomfortable scale comparisih the
landscape setting.

1 While the presence of Loch Shin can reduce the perceived distance betwedfrdpesed
Developmentand the viewpoint, as described above, it does also provide a separation from the
viewpoint, so that the turbines do not appeto be encroaching towards the viewpoint.

1 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.

1 The Proposed Development will Been by moving viewers.
Significance of the Effect

6.7.493 The effect of the Proposed Development on this view wilsigaificant 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 readily discernible effect on the view. It is also relevant that these
sites lie to the soutkeast, and this viewpoint is included primarily to represent visibility of the
Proposed Development that may be gained by westbound travellers on the A83Rigitloblique
view of the Proposed Development may be gained by eastbound travellers. Westboundsesd
will not gain visibility of the other wind farms as these wind farms lie behind their direction of travel,
while eastbound travellers may gain somawémited and distant visibility of the cumulative wind
farms and oblique visibility of the Proposed Development.
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There is also theoretical visibility of the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2 ResubmisSikim, 2
and 23.5km away respectively. Visibility of both of these sites is distant gamtly screened by
woodland and again these wind farms lie behind the westbound traveller

There are therefore three potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Developnagnt
be added: operational/undeconstruction wind farms; operational/underonstruction plus
consented wind farms; and operational/undeonstruction plus consented and scoping wind farms.

In the operational/undefconstruction cumulative scenario, the atddn of the Proposed
Development to Lairg will have r@egligible cumulative magnitude of change due to the lack of
visibility of Lairg wind farm.

In the operational/undeiconstruction plus consented wind farms cumulative scenario, with Lairg 2
also conglered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed
Development will increase to w level. Thisincrease arises from visibility of the Proposed
Development to the west while Lairg 2 is to the soe#st, and thus leads ta 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, anche small number of wind farms that may contribute to the cumulative effect
(effectively Lairg 2 and the Proposed Developmemt)e cumulative magnitude of change is also
limited by br westbound travellerdy the location of the cumulative wind farms bekithe direction

of travel, and for eastbound travellers lye obliqueview of the Proposed Development.

In the operational/undefconstruction plus consented and scoping wind farms cumulative scenario,
the scoping wind farms at Garvary and Lairg 2 Ressgiani are also considered. These sites are given
less weight than applicatiogtage wind farms as there is no certaintytashe cutoff date that they

will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2 Resubmission would not lead
to any notable increase in thlow 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 turbine¥/hile Garvary would add &urther wind farm to the scenario to
which the Proposed Development would be addeidibility of this wind farm is limiteendgrouped
together with Lairg 2and the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the
Proposed Development wadiincrease slightly but remailow.

The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario wilhbesignificantdue to the factors that
lead to the maximum low cumulative magnitudadthe mediumsensitivity of the viewpoint.

Viewpoint9 - A838 west & Overscaig

Baseline and Sensitivity

This viewpoint is located on the A838, approximately 0@ the northrwest of the Overscaig House
Hotel. Shortly to the east of this point, th@ad drops slightly and views are screened and filtered by
vegetation, haises, 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 eastbamakusers. Westbound road
users may gain oblique viewstbe Proposed Development

This viewpointies withinsweeping moorland and flowsCT and some of this landscape can be seen
to the north, east and nortiwest of the viewpoint although long views are obscured by the slopes
rising away from the lochside and the coniferous forestry that covers these sibgsmission lines,
includinga 132kv line,run through thesweeping moorland and flowsCTlandscape to the north of
the road.
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6.7.503 Therounded hilld.CT within which the site lies covers the foreground of the south, west and-south
east aspects of the view, including Loch Shin and thiedhat rises on the southern side of the loch.
This slope with its simple, strong skylinés the visible part of theounded hillsLCTridge that
separates Loch Shin and Glen Casslath the distinctive dome of Maovally at its northern end,
towards the right side of the view.

6.7.504 The hydreelectric infrastructure of Cassley and Duchally Power Stations can be clearly seen on the
slopes of Maovally, including Cassiydro-Power Station itself (on the lochsijehe 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 rigineBeinn Leid and the distinctive domehaped
aSrttry | Q / Kdzr Af @ ! f fuggdinountais maSsifoTavhinh iviags raund: N5
the head of Loch Shin.

6.7.506 There is theoretical visibility of the operational wind farm at Lairg to the seattof this viewpoint
at a minimum distance of 27k away, and the adjacent consented Lairg 2 is also theoretically visible
at 27.9km awaywith some screening by landform.

6.7.507 This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or formal viewpihiatA838s na identified as a
tourist route, andit does not lie within a scenic designatidhdoes have scenic qualities and provides
an outlook across and up Loch Shin to distinctive mountains, although the influencesrse¢kea
southern side of Loch Shin aatbng the A838 corridog the road itself, transmission lines, fencing
and forestrycg locally detract from thee qualities.

6.7.508 The susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be hilgie to its representation of the view that
may be gained by nearby residents in Overs¢seg Appendix 6.2 for the Residential Visialenity
AssessmentRVAA), which assesses effects on individual propertietf)is instance lte combination
of the high susceptibility to change of the view and its medium value resultshighesensitivity for
this viewpoirn 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 heighthdosbuth of this
viewpoint from a minimum of 2.76m away and will extend across around>6@f the view.Elements
of infrastructure will also be visible, including upgraded and new access tadkardstandinggas
shown on the photomontage visualisati® in Figure 6.23eand Figure @16). The substation
compound is also theoretically visible from around 1ki% 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 existingydropower station can be seen on the lochside in the baseline
photograph on Figure 6.23dall cranes will be visible during the shtetm construction and
decommissioning phases.

6.7.510 The magnitude of change on this view willtidgh, for the following reasons.

1 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 gainday resicents and eastbountravellers.

1 The relatively low elevation of the viewpoint in relation to fAmposed Developmerihicreases
the perceived vertical impact and prominence of the turbines on the skyline (although this is
limited by the partial backclothgnof the turbines by landform).

1 The Proposed Developmenill be seen across water, and this can reduce the perceived
RAaGFYyOS 2F (KS @GASHLIRAYG FNRY (KS (Gdz2NbAySa
the viewpoint and the turbines.
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1 The Proposedevelopment will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into
the moorland backdrop against which it is seen.

1 From some houses, theroposed Developmentill be seen in the main orientation of open
views.

1 The turbines are seen partly baokitied by landform and partly on the skyline, which can be
eye-catching.

1 Visibility of infrastructure will increase the overall visibility and influence of Rineposed
Development

There are factors that mitigate the effect of the Proposed Developmersotoe extent, although
these are not sufficient to reduce the level of magnitude of change.

1 The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the unremarkable;daede and simple
landform of therounded hilld.CTridge,both in the site area and the backdrop skyliaed this
reduces the perceived scale of the turbirees wellavoidng uncomfortable scale comparisons
with the landscape setting/iews towards the focal point mountains seen to the west will not
be affected.

1 While the presence of Loch Shin can reduce the perceived distance betwed?Prapesed
Developmentand the viewpoint, as described above, it does also provide a separation from the
viewpoint, so that the turbines do not appear to be encroaching towanasviewpoint.

1 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

The effect of the Proposed Developnt on this view will beignificant This is due to a combination
of the factors that lead to the high magnitude of change on the view anditlesensitivity of the
viewpoint.

Cumulative Effects

Visibility of operational, undeconstruction and conseert wind farms iglescribed in the baseline
section above There is also theoretical visibility of the scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2
Resubmission,28km and Z.9km away respectively. Visibility of both of these sites is distant and
partly screenedy landform (particularly Garvary).

There are therefore three potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may
be added: operational/lundeconstruction wind farms; operational/underonstruction plus
consented wind farms; and operatial/under-construction plus consented and scoping wind farms.

In the operational/underconstruction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed
Development to Lairg will havelew-negligiblecumulative magnitude of change due to thestant
visibiity of Lairg, its restricted turbine size, gndihen considered in relation to residentis
peripheral location in relation to the main orientation of houses in Overscaig.

In the operational/undeiconstruction plus consented wind farms cumulative scemawith Lairg 2

also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of the Proposed
Development will increase tolaw level. This increase arises frahe addition of further turbines to

the cumulative scenario andhé larger tubine size of Lairg 2. The change is limited to a low level by
the relatively distant and limited actual visibility of Lairgtle grouping of Lairg and Lairg 2; the
containment of wind energy development (including the Proposed Development) withinasp6et

of the view, so that scenic views to the west and sew#st remain unaffectedand the small number
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of wind farms that may contribute to the cumulative effedta(rg, Lairg 2 and the Proposed
Development).

In the operational/underconstruction 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 applicatieatage wind farms as there i® certainty ago the cutoff date that they

will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2 Resubmission would not lead
to any notable increase in thbbw cumulative magnitude of change arising from the Proposed
Development irthe 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 thislianm is limited and grouped
together with lairg and hirg2, and the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition of

the Proposed Development would increase slightly but ren@in

The cumulative effect at this viewpoint in any scenario wilhbesignificantdue to the factors that
lead to the maimum low cumulative magnitudeespitethe highsensitivity of the viewpoint.

Viewpoint D - A838 Loch a' Ghriama

Baseline and Sensitivity

This viewpoint is located onthe A8B8R 2 OSy (i (i 2 , pppraxinatehQkmDditheTdrtly |
west of the previois 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, aralelling eastwards up to this point,
theoreticalvisibility is very intermittent. Westbound roadaserswill not gain this view.

This viewpoint liesn the cusp of theugged mountain mass{fo the west) andounded hillgto the

east) LCTs. The majgriof the setting in the outlook towards the siteother than Loch Q DK NA | Y I
which is withinruggedmountain massit. CT- is covered byounded hill§within which thesite lies)

and the distinctive simple, bold skyline of this LCT is clearly apparignttsworthern extent marked

by therounded shape of Maovally.

The hydreelectric infrastructure of Cassley and Duchally Power Stations can be seen on the slopes of
Maovally, including the telecoms mast, transmission lines, access tracks, areas difedigjeround
and fencingTransmission lines can also be seen running along the eastern side of the road.

Ben More Assyris seen across Loch Merkland, soutast of the road and outwitlthe aspect of the
view that focusses on the site.

There is no visibility obperational under construction or consented wifidrmsfrom this viewpoint.

This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or formal viewpoint, the A838 is not identified as
tourist route, and it does not lie within a scenic designation. It ddesvever,have scenic qualities
and the focal point of Ben More Assynt can be seen periphematisossLochl Q D K Nifel Y I
susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be mediasthe view will be gained by roasers, and

the A838 is not a recognised tourist route or cycle route.

This view has mediumsensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium
susceptibility of viewers.

Magnitude of Change

Three of the turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen to the seast of this viewpoint
from a minimum of 6.0&m away with three hubs antivo turbine bases visibleand will extend
across around>8of the view.In this specific view, visibility tie 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 tateiconsideration in the assessment.
Elerments of infrastructure will also be visible, including upgraded and new access tracks and
hardstandings (as shown on the photomontage visualisationFigure 6.24and Figure 6L7). Tall
cranes will be visible during the shddrm construction and decomissioning phases.

The magnitude of change on this view willrbedium, for the following reasons.

1 The Proposed Development will be seen at moderate proximity inlitteet line of view gained
by eastbound travellersThis aspect of the view is gently chatied by the landfornthat rises
on either side of.och Shinwhich also draws the eye of the viewer.

1 The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into
the moorland context in which it is seefihe turbines arealsoseen partly backclothed by
landform and partly on the skyline, which can be -egtching.

1 Thejuxtaposition of the turbines with the transmission litfeat runs to the east of the road can
cause visual confusion as they will add siddal verticalelements to the view.

The factors that restrict the magnitude of change tmadiumlevel are as follows:

1 The screening of six turbinéy landform reduces the overall visibiliynd horizontal extenbf
the Proposed Developmenso thatthe great majority of the view will remain unaffecte
including the focal point landform of Ben More Assynt and the scenic view across the loch.

1 The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the lacgée and simple landform of the
Loch Shin ridgef rounded hillsLCT which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and
avoids uncomfortable scale comparisons with the landscape setting. It is also relevattiethat
landform on either side of the lodtises higher than the turbinesagain reducinghe perceived
scale of the turbines and alsproviding containment which ensures that theroposed
Developmentdoes not appear to compete with the landform but is subservient to it.

I The part of the view in which theroposed Developmentill be seen is &cted by visibility of
the transmission line and coniferous forestry, and it therefore lacks the most remote,
undeveloped characteristics with which tiRroposed Developmentould have the greatest
contrast.

1 The Proposed Development will be seen by mgvirewers.
Significance of the Effect

The effect of the Proposed Development on this view wilsigaificant 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 signifant 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

There is no visibility adperational, under constructigrconsented application stage of scopingnd
farms from this viewpointand 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 an&ensitivity

This viewpoint is located on the A82fljacent toLoch Merklandand 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 th&kin long and the ZTV shows that visibility is limited

to a maximum of two turbines, much of it blade onfis view will be gained only by eastbound road
users.

This viewpoints an unusual lovlevel location withirrugged mountain massifCT that gamvisibility

of the Proposed Developmenasthe majority of visibility from this LCT is gained from more elevated
areas (including Viewpoints 2, 3, 11, 12 and 2R viewpoint is, however, surrounded by more
elevated landform that characterisébe rugged mountain massiénd rounded hilldLCTghat form

the context towards the right of the view is the abrupt landform of Creag na Suibliesged
mountain massjfwhile towards the left, screening the majority of the Proposed Development, is Choc
I Q DK (ddintled hilly. The ruins at Garvault can be seen on the western shore of Loch Merkland.

There is no visibility of operational, under construction or consented wind farms from this viewpoint.

This view has a medium value. It is not a marked or foxigavpoint, the A838 is not identified as a
tourist route, and it does not lie within a scenic designation. It does, however, have scenic quralities
its view along the loch, although these are affected to some degree by the transmission line that runs
along the eastern side of the roa@ihe susceptibility to change at this viewpoint will be medium as
the view will be gained by roadlsers, and the AB is not a recognised tourist route or cycle route.

This view has mediumsensitivity due to a combination of the medium value of the view and medium
susceptibility of viewers.

Magnitude of Change

Three of the turbines in the Proposed Development béllseen to the soutieast of this viewpoint
from a minimum of 11.89km away withone hub andtwo blade tip extremitiesvisible, and will
theoreticallyextend acrossess than % of the view.The twoblade tips are, however, unlikely to be
readily discernike when seen from over 1Idm away andin reality, visibility is likely to be limited to
one hub.Infrastructureis screenedy landform although &ll cranes will be visible during the short
term construction and decommissioning phases.

The magnitude o€hangeon this view will bdow, for the following reasons.

1 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 daws the eye of the viewer.

1 The Proposed Development will introduce movement and contrasting colour and texture into
the moorland context in which it is seen. Tiest visiblgurbineisalso seen partly backclothed
by landform and partly on the skylinghich can be eyeatching.

The factors that restrict the magnitude of change ttoa level are as follows:

1 The screening dhe great majority of theurbines by landforntonsiderablyeduces the overall
visibility and horizontal extent of theroposed Developmenso that the great majority of the
view will remain unaffected, including thmagged mountainandformaround the viewpoinand
the scenic view across the loch.

1 The Proposedevelopment is seen in the contextmBssivescale 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 ofPtbposed
Developmentises higher than the turbines, again reducing the perceived scale of the turbines
and also providing containment which ensures thatBreposed Developmertoes not appear

to compete with the landform but is subservient to it.

1 The digance from the viewpoint reducethe influenceof the Proposed Developmenin the
view.

1 The Proposed Development will be seen by moving viewers.
Significance of the Effect

The effect of the Proposed Development on this view willnm significant Thisis 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

There is no visibility of operational, under constructioansented application stage of scopingnd
farms from this viewpointand the Proposed Development will therefore not give rise or contribute
to any cumulative effects.

Viewpoint 2 - Ben Hee

Baseline and Sensitivity

This viewpoint is located at the summit oélBHee, 873n AOD, from where a panoramic view is
gained across extensive areas of newhstern 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 mauntain massiL.CT within which Ben More Assynt lies, and this type dominates the view to
the north, west and soutiwest. In contrast, areas to the nortast and soutkeast are covered by

the low-lying expanses asweeping moorland and flonand strath LCTsincluding Cnoc an Alaskie
(Viewpoint B). To the south is the area adunded hilld.CTthat encloses thesouthernside of Loch

Shin, while to the east the band ofrounded hilld CT(Loch Fiag unithat links therugged mountain
massifLCTto the lone mountaind CTof Ben Klibreck.

There are several operationahd underconstructionwind farms theoretically visible to the south

and southeast of this viewpointof which Achany Rosehaland Creag Riabhaetind 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 28.8km and 29.4«m away respectivelwith Creag Riabhach 10kbn avay, allto the south-east

Two consented wind farms are also theoretically visifslem within their study areaslLairg Il and
Braemore, 35.4m and 33.5%m away respectively to the soutast

This view has a mediwmigh value. It is a hillwalking lodah within the FoinaveBen 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 Assgntgach NSA aride Ben KlibreclandLoch

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.

The combination of the highusceptibility to change of the view and its medidmgh value results in
a high sensitivity for this viewpoint.
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Magnitude of Change

The nine turbines in the Proposed Development will be seen tosthah of this viewpoint from a
minimum of 13.2&«m away vith all hubs visible, and will extend across arounc & the view.
Hardstandings, sections of access traeksl avery small part of the substation compounare
theoretically visibly but will have a limited effect on the view when seen from o0é&niaway (the
closest infrastructure with theoretical visibility is a section of upgraded access track, seen from around
10.4km away) Tall cranes will be visible during the shtetm construction and decommissioning
phases.

The magnitude of change on thigwi will bemedium-low, for the following reasons.

1 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.

1 The Proposed Del@ment 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.

1 The Proposed Development will be seen by static viewers.
The factors that restrict the magnitud# change to anedium-low level are as follows:

1 The Proposed Development is seen in the context of the {acgée and simple landform of the
Loch Shin ridge abunded hillsLCT which reduces the perceived scale of the turbines and
avoids uncomfortablescale comparisons with the landscape setting.

1 Thebackclothing by landform anbw elevation of the Proposed Development in relation to
the viewpoint and the wider setting notably reduces its vertical impact and prominence.

1 The Proposed Development Wik seen ira relatively unremarkable aspect of the view and will
not affectthe dramatic, remote mountainous landscafwehich includes a number of key focal
point mountains)that lies to the north and west of the viewpoinit will therefore not affect
the spectacular views gaindd the north and westwhere the special qualities of NSand
wildness qualities of Wlsfare most apparent.

1 Whilst it is seen at its widest extenhe Proposed Development will affect a limited proportion
(around 14x) of the panoramic view that is available from this viewpoint, so that the great
majority of the view will remain unaffected.

1 The Proposed Developmehasa weltbalanced regular and evenomposition that relates well
to its landform settingand this,combined with the distance from the viewpoint, reduces its
influence on the view.

Significance of the Effect

The effect of the Proposed Development on this view wilsigaificant This is due to the factors that
lead to the mediurdow magnitude of changen the viewandthe 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 dhe static nature of viewers

Cumulative Effects

Visibility of operationalunderconstructionand consented wind farms is described in the baseline
description above. There is theoretical visibility of the applicatitage wind farms at Straffirryand
Meall Buidhe24.4km and 37.3km away respectivg to the souh-east. South Kilbraur is shown in
the wirelines but is seen from outwith its study areBhe scoping sites at Garvary and Lairg 2
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Resubmission are also theoretically visible at ¥3n6and 35.4«m away respectively to the south
east.

6.7.550 Thereare therefore four potential cumulative scenarios to which the Proposed Development may be
added: operational/underconstruction wind farms; operational/undemonstruction plus consented
wind farms; operational/undeconstruction plus consented and applica-stage wind farms; and
operational/underconstruction plus consented, applicatistage and scoping wind farms.

6.7.551 Allof the cumulative wind farms, including application and scoping sites, lie to the -sasthof the
viewpoint and are contained withiless than70° of the view and when the Proposed Development
is also considered, all relevant wifatrms arecontained within 80° of the view.

6.7.552 In the operational/undeiconstruction cumulative scenario, the addition of the Proposed
Development to operational and undeonstruction wind farms at Achany, Rosehall and Creag
Riabhach will have a will havéoav cumulative magnitude of change. Thisses from the addition of
the Proposed Development to a scenario that includes two groups of developmartitany/Rosehall
and Creag Riabhagchf which Creag Riabhacttieser andnore visible- and b limited to this level by
the distant visibility of theperational wind farmand their relatively restricted turbine sizéte small
proportion of the view that will be occupied by them; the similar landscape setting of all of the sites
within or partly withinrounded hillsLCT; and the containment of thedposed Development and
cumulative wind farms withinra80° aspect of the viewlhis last point ensures that the great majority
of the view remains without wind farm influence, including the dramatic and-aatehing
mountainous NSA landscape that lies teetnorth 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 turfioimes,
subservient component in the view.

6.7.553 In the operational/underconstruction plus consentegtage wind farms cumulative scenario, with
Braemore and Lairg 2 also considered, the cumulative magnitude of change will intcraasedium-
low leveldue to alditional wind farm visibilitythe addition of a further group of development at Lairg
2, and the larger scale of the Lairg 2 turbin@se cumulative magnitude of change is limitedao
mediumlow levelby the distant visibility of both sites and theirauping together in the samaspect
of the viewbetween Creag Riabhach aAdhanyRosehall.

6.7.554 In the operational/underconstruction plus consented and applicatistage wind farms scenario, the
application stage wind farms at Meall Buidhe and Strath Tireyadso considered. The additional
consideration okither or both of these sitewould not lead to any notable increase in threedium-
low cumulative magnitude of change arising from the Proposed Development due to the distant
visibility ofboth wind farms and their location within the soutkastern aspect of the view that is
affected bybaselinecumulative wind farmsensuring that the great majority of the view will continue
to remain unaffected.

6.7.555 In the operational/underconstruction plus consented, afypation-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 applicasimge wind farms as there is no certaintytaghe
cut-off date that they will be submitted as applications. The additional consideration of Lairg 2
Resubmission would not lead to any notable increase inntieelium-low cumulative magnitude of
change arising from the Proposed Development due to the mimrease 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 witl2 bailg
would not increae wind farm influence any further around the viéierefore when Garvary anr
Lairg 2 Resubmission are considered, the cumulative magnitude of change arising from the addition
of the Proposed Development may increase slightly but would not increaeaovedium-low level.
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