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Archaeology and Cultural Heritage

Executive Summary

This Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Chapter addresses potential effects of the Proposed
Development upon assets of Cultural Heritage interests. Potential effects are considered to be
either direct or indirect (physically altering archaeological remains within the development
footprint), setting (by causing change within the contributing setting of designation heritage
assets) and/or cumulative (caused by the Proposed Development alongside other
developments awaiting application or consented). The potential direct and indirect impacts upon
non-designated heritage assets within the wind farm site and the off-site turning circle have
been considered. The potential for setting impacts upon designated heritage assets which have
potential effects upon their contributing aspects of setting have also been considered.

For the assessment of non-designated heritage assets, both a desk-based assessment and an
in-field blanket walkover were conducted to confirm the presence of and identify any previously
unrecorded archaeological features. This data was collated to assess the potential for further
unknown archaeological remains within the site. Overall, both the wind farm site and the off-site
turning circle were both identified to have little archaeological potential. No significant adverse
effects were predicted.

Setting impact assessments were also carried out; both a desk-based approach utilising
wirelines and/or photomontages and an in-field setting impact assessment was undertaken for
each asset. These assets comprise Knock Farril, fort (SM1672), Heights of Brae, chambered
cairn (SM2312), Clachan Corrach, chambered cairn (SM2466), Fiodh Mhor, Henge (SM13745),
Little Garve, bridge over Black Water (SM2720), Fairburn (GDL00174) and Fairburn Tower
(LB14030), Castle Leod (GDL0094) and Henge, 180m W of Teanagairn Cottage (SM1668). The
assessment identified three assets would be subject to effects upon their setting; very minor
significance of effects upon Knock Farril, Fort, (SM1672) and Fairburn (GDL00174), and a minor
significance of effect upon Little Garve, Bridge over Black Water (SM2720).

Overall, no likely significant effects have been identified.

Introduction

The cultural heritage of an area comprises archaeological sites (including Scheduled
Monuments), historic buildings (including Listed Buildings), Inventoried Gardens and Designed
Landscapes (GDLs), Inventoried Battlefields and other historic environment features
(collectively known as ‘heritage assets’). It also includes features or places that have the
capacity to provide information about past human activity, or which have cultural significance
due to their associations with literary or artistic work, folklore or historic events. The setting of
an asset may also contribute to the understanding and appreciation of the asset and its cultural
heritage significance.

This chapter assesses the potential effects of the construction and operation of the Proposed
Development on heritage assets within the site and surrounding study area. A full description of
the Proposed Development is given in Chapter 3: Description of the Development. The
assessment has included consideration of all known designated and non-designated heritage
assets within the site, all nationally significant heritage assets within 10 km of the turbines that
fall within the Zone of Theoretical Visibility model (ZTV), and further nationally significant
heritage assets beyond 10 km of the turbines identified in consultation with Statutory Consultees
or during assessment as having a setting sensitive to change (Figures 11.1 and 11.2).

For the purposes of this assessment the historic environment and cultural heritage are
considered to consist of a variety of historic assets, including the following types of designated
assets:

World Heritage Sites (WHS).
Scheduled Monuments (SMs).
Listed Buildings (LBs).

Inventoried Battlefields;
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11.3.3

11.4
11.4.1

Conservation Areas.

Inventoried Gardens and Designed Landscapes (GDLS).

This chapter is supported by:

Technical Appendix 11.1 and 11.2.

Figures 11.1, 11.2, 11.3 and 11.4-11.13 (referenced within the text where relevant).

Figures 11.3 to 11.12 (wireframes from selected assets).

Legislation, Policy and Guidelines
Legislation

The assessment has been undertaken in accordance with the following principal relevant
legislation:

The Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979.

The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Scotland) Act 1997.

The Historic Environment (Amendment) (Scotland) Act 2011.

Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017.
Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017.

Policy Context

A discussion of planning policy that relates to the Proposed Development is outlined in the
Planning Statement which accompanies the application.

With respect to dealing with the historic environment in the planning system, the Scottish
Government, the Highland Council (THC) and HES have issued the following statements of

policy:

National Planning Framework 4 (NPF4; 2023).

Historic Environment Policy for Scotland (HEPS 2019).
Onshore Wind Policy Statement (2022).

Highland-wide Local Development Plan (2012).

Guidance and Industry Best Practice

Relevant guidance and technical standard documents comprise:

Historic Environment Scotland Guidance on Managing Change in the Historic Environment:
Setting (2020).

Planning Advice Note 2/2011: Planning and Archaeology.
A Guide to Climate Change Impact: On Scotland’s Historic Environment (2019);
Our Past, Our Future (2023).

NatureScot and Historic Environment Scotland Environmental Impact Assessment Handbook:
Guidance for competent authorities, consultation bodies, and others involved in the
Environmental Impact Assessment Process in Scotland (2019).

Chartered Institute for Archaeologists Standard and Guidance for Historic Environment Desk
Based Assessment (2014, updated 2020).
Consultation

In undertaking the assessment, consideration has been given to the scoping responses and
other consultations undertaken as detailed in Table 11.1.

! Supersedes Our Place in Time (2014), Historic Environment Scotland.
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Table 11.1 — Consultation

Consultee and
Date

Highland Council
25th August 2023

Historic Environment
Scotland (HES)
29" August 2023

Historic Environment
Scotland
4" October 2023

Scoping/
Other
Consultation

Response to
Scoping

Response to
Scoping

Consultation

Issue Raised

The EIAR needs to identify all designated sites which may be effected by the
development, including those susceptible to setting effects.

Where significant impacts are likely, appropriate visualisations such as photomontages
and wireframes illustrating views both from the asset toward the development and
toward the asset with the development in the background would be helpful.
Visualisations should be produced in accordance with the Highland Council’s
Visualisation standards for Wind Energy Developments.

The Council’s Archaeologist advises that they are largely satisfied with the information
presented in the scoping report.

A blanket walkover, rather than a targeted survey, should be carried out to survey any
potentially unrecorded remains.

Largely content with the proposed approach for the assessment of potential cumulative
impacts, but recommended that the type of development to be considered should not
be limited to wind farm projects at this stage. Highlighted that the Spittal — Loch Buidhe
— Beauly 400kV Overhead Line should be considered in the cumulative impacts
assessment.

Disagrees with the assessment of setting impacts being considered an indirect impact,
and advises that setting impacts are direct impacts as a result from the proposal
causing change within the setting of the heritage asset that affects its cultural
significance.

Considers that a 10 km study area is not sufficient and that a 20 km study area from
the proposed turbines is recommended.

It is expected that the setting assessments outline the basis of judgements to avoid
underestimating of impacts, and does not only use the Level of Effect Matrix.
Reiterates that mitigation for setting can include alteration of the proposed turbine
layout, reducing turbine height and changing the colour of turbines. Detailed
assessment may demonstrate that deletion of turbines may be required.

New strategy for Scotland’s historic environment “Our Past, Our Future” June 2023
has replaced “Our Place in Time” 2014. “Cultural Heritage” is quoted in The Burra
Charter 2013 rather than HEPS 2019.

Disagrees with scoping out of Little Garve, bridge over Black Water (SM2720) from
further assessment due to the visibility of turbines from the bridge.

Requests to assess one asset each from two clusters of scheduled monuments
outwith the 10 km study buffer, between Conon Bridge and Muir of Ord and along the
Cromarty Firth.

Disagree with scoping out Castle Leod (LB7826) and associated Garden and
Designed Landscape (GDL0094).

Outlines that HES believe the cultural significance of an asset is the receptor rather
than the asset, and therefore impacts upon setting are direct impacts.

Remain concerned that the 10 km study area is too limited, however, it is noted that
assets outwith the 10 km study area have been considered. Justification for scoping
out the assets listed in the aforementioned clusters is requested in the EIA.

EIA REPORT

SLR Response/Action

A blanket walkover survey was conducted to survey all known and
potentially unrecorded remains, as well as the proposed turbine
locations.

Visualisations have been produced for all of the assets scoped into
further setting assessments in agreement with Historic
Environment Scotland (HES). All visualisation locations have been
agreed with HES, and demonstrate key views from the assets or
their approaches, to assess setting impacts.

Cumulative effects have included wind farms and other proposals
which are of a similar size (EIA projects). Consideration was given
to the proposed Spittal — Loch Buidhe — Beauly 400kV Overhead
Line, however as it is still in the scoping stage its potential for
cumulative effects cannot be ascertained and therefore it has been
excluded from consideration in the cumulative assessment.
Effects within the EIA has been assessed as direct, indirect,
setting and cumulative effects.

The study area for the assessment of setting effects is not
considered to be required to extend beyond 10 km. While we
agree that assets outwith 10 km may have visibility of the turbines,
these assets setting would not extend beyond 10 km toward the
site, or to views of the site (Technical Appendix 11.2).

Little Garve, bridge over Black Water (SM2720) and Castle Leod
(GDL0094) have been scoped into further assessment. The Castle
Leod (LB7826) was assessed as part of the GDL.

The reasoning for the clusters of assets to be assessed was
requested, as the assets shared no associations or aspects of
setting, and therefore scoping out one asset would not scope out
the rest of them.

Comments regarding the methodology of the EIA assessments,
including the Level of Effect Matrix, suitable mitigation measures,
shall be included.

Agree to produce wirelines and photomontages where appropriate
to facilitate the assessment of potential impacts of the proposed
turbines upon their setting.

As outlined above, effects shall be assessed as direct, indirect,
setting and cumulative effects.

Statkraft
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Consultee and
Date

Historic Environment
Scotland
28" August 2024

Historic Environment
Scotland
6" November 2024

Scoping/
Other
Consultation

Response to
Gatecheck

Response to
Consultation

Issue Raised

Broadly content that the details in the gatecheck reflect HES'’s involvement with the
advice given, and appropriately consulted at this stage.

The changes to the turbine tip height outlined in section 2.2.1 does not match the table
of tip heights in Section 1.1 and Table 2-1. Clarification is requested.

Outlines the quote from Scoping regarding the Our Past, Our Future (2023) replacing
the previous Our Place in Time (2014).

Welcomes the assets agreed to be scoped in for further assessments in regards to
setting impacts.

Provides their rationale for requesting the two clusters of assets located around the
Cromarty Firth (SM3145, SM3846, SM3655, SM4579, SM3146, SM5696) and around
Conon Bridge and Muir of Ord (SM4741, SM2500, SM4565, SM4652, SM3635,
SM3122). Outlines that whilst the assets have different settings, long-distance views
are a common theme to the north and west. Assessing one from each group would
provide sufficient justification to scope out all assets from these groups.

Noted that the Applicant has proposed that the screening exercise similar to that of the
appraisal technical appendix in the scoping document would be appended to the EIA
report, setting out the assets and why they have been scoped out within 10 km.

Whilst HES were content with the scoping out of the two clusters of assets provided
with a high level appraisal in the previous consultation response, the Henge, 180 m W
of Teanagairn Cottage (SM1668) was still a concern. Therefore it is requested that the
asset is scoped into further assessment.

HES are also content with wirelines being produced for assets scoped into assessment
within the EIA, with a photomontage from Little Garve, bridge over Black Water
(SM2720). Should any significant impacts be identified photomontages may be
required to establish how the significance of the asset is impacted.

CARN FEARNA WIND FARM

SLR Response/Action

The differentiation of tip heights of the turbines was clarified in the
response provided the 2" of October.

The points raised regarding the Our Past, Our Future (2023) has
been acknowledged.

The two clusters of assets around the Cromarty Firth and Conon
Bridge to Muir of Ord were appraised in the response dated the 2™
of October 2024. This was to agree scoping out assets of concern
outwith the 10km study area. These were appraised in Table 3 of
the response, and their appraisals are also included with the
assets within the 10km study area in technical appendix 11.2.

It is acknowledged that HES is content with the scoped in assets,
however as Castle Leod (LB7826) no longer has any potential
views of the turbines it has been scoped out of assessment, whilst
the Castle Leod Garden and Designed Landscape (GDL0094)
would still be included in assessment. A wireline was provided to
show the lack of potential effects upon the Listed Buildings.

The response also clarified that whilst wirelines shall be used to
facilitate assessment for assets scoped into full setting
assessments, photomontages will only be produced for assets that
have impacts which could result in a significant effects. Little
Garve, bridge over Black Water (SM2720) is the only one identified
for potential for significant effects.

HES’s feedback is acknowledged and addressed within this report.
The Henge, 180 m W of Teanagairn Cottage (SM1668) has been
included for further assessment within this report.

Should any assets result in a significant impact, photomontages
have been produced and provided along with the EIA report.
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1151

11.5.2

1153

1154

1155

11.5.6

11.5.7

11.5.8

Assessment Methodology and Significance Criteria
Effects Assessed in Full

The following effects have been considered in full:

direct and indirect effects on all heritage assets within the site;

setting effects on selected designated heritage assets of national importance within a 10 km
study area. Assets included in further assessment have been selected in agreement with HES
(Table 11.1); and

setting effects on selected designated assets of regional importance within a 5 km study area.
Effects Scoped Out
The following have been scoped out:

effects on the setting of heritage assets more than 10 km from the Proposed Development with
the exception of Henge, 180 m W of Teanagairn Cottage (SM1668), located over ¢.16 km south-
east of the site, which was identified as being particularly sensitive to change; and

effects on the setting of designated heritage assets within the study area that are beyond the
ZTV, and so would not be anticipated to be intervisible with the Proposed Development (no
‘third points’ or potential for non-visual changes have been identified).

Study Areas

Assets and other aspects of the historic environment recorded within the site, and a surrounding
1 km radius has been used to inform a predictive model of the probability for currently
unrecorded archaeological remains to survive buried within the site (i.e., archaeological
potential).

For purposes of the setting assessment, a study area was defined extending 10 km from the
proposed turbines in agreement with HES? (Figure 11.2).

Desk Study

This report comprises the results of a desk-based study conducted using the field survey data
and the available data sources outlined in the sections below, following the standards and
guidance outlined in Section 11.3.

Field Survey

A blanket walkover was conducted within the wind farm site between the dates of the 9th to 13th
of October 2023. All turbine locations were inspected to confirm the absence of any unknown
above-ground archaeological remains. A survey of the off-site turning circle site was also
conducted on the 7th September 2024. Whilst features were identified, they are natural in
nature.

The setting assessments were undertaken between the 17th and 18th of September 2024.
Data Sources
The baseline conditions have been determined using the following sources:

Historic Environment Scotland (HES), for information relating to designated heritage assets,
including Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and Gardens and Designed Landscapes on
the Inventory.

Highland Historic Environment Record (HER), for records of known and potential heritage
assets and other historic environment information.

Historic cartographic sources, for information relating to the development of the historic
landscape, and for purposes of map regression.

Historic Landscape Characterisation (HLC) data;

The National Collection of Aerial Photography, Edinburgh, for vertical and oblique aerial
photographs of the site and its environs.

Statkraft
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11.6
11.6.1

11.6.2

Geotechnical data, including peat probing and sampling data.
Previous heritage assessments for supplementary historic environment information.

Published and archival sources, for information relating to the history of the site and its environs,
its historic landscape and archaeological context, place names and any other relevant (tangible
and intangible) cultural heritage associations.

Online resources, including Canmore, for additional historic environment information, as
required.

Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) Analysis

The settings assessment has been assisted by a Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) calculation,
presented on Figure 11.2. A ZTV calculation maps the predicted degree of visibility of a
proposed development from all points within a proportionate, defined study area around the site,
as would be seen from an average observer’s eye level (two metres above ground level). The
ZTV model presented on Figure 11.2 is based upon the maximum level of theoretical visibility,
i.e. the maximum height of the turbine blade tips. As bare earth topographical data was used,
the ZTV assumes the worst case scenario, with no screening such as vegetation or buildings.
For further information on the ZTV methodology, refer to Chapter 7: Landscape and Visual.

Cultural Heritage Significance

The categories of cultural heritage significance to be referred to are presented in Table 11.2,
which will act as an aid to consistency in the exercise of professional judgement and provide a
degree of transparency for others in evaluating the conclusions drawn.

The significance categories take into account factors such as: designation, status and grading.
For non-designated assets, consideration has been given to their inherent heritage interests,
intrinsic, contextual, and associative characteristics as defined in HES’s Designation Policy and
Selection Guidance (2019). In relation to these assets, the assessment focuses upon an
assessment of the assets’ inherent capability to contribute to our understanding of the past; the
character of their structural, decorative and field characteristics as informed by the HER and
Canmore records and/or site visit observations; the contribution of an asset to their class of
monument, or the diminution of that class should an asset be lost; and how a site relates to
people, practices, events, and/or historical or social movements. Assessments of the cultural
significance of specific assets, where recorded within the HER, have been taken into account
where appropriate.

Table 11.2: Cultural Heritage Significance

Cultural Heritage Criteria
Significance
Highest Sites of international importance, including:

High

Medium

Low
None

World Heritage Sites.

Site of National importance, including:

Scheduled Monuments;

Category A Listed Buildings;

Gardens and Designed Landscapes included on the national inventory;
Designated Battlefields; and

Non-designated assets of equivalent significance.

Sites of Regional/local importance, including:

Category B and C Listed Buildings;

Some Conservation Areas; and

Non-designated assets of equivalent significance.

Sites of minor importance or with little of the asset remaining to justify a higher importance.
Sites that are of no heritage significance.

Unknown Further information is required to assess the significance of these assets.

2Thereis

no guidance defining what the extent of an appropriate ‘study area’ should be for the archaeological and cultural heritage

assessment of wind farms. Any given study area will therefore represent an exercise in professional judgment, refined to point of
agreement between stakeholders during consultation.
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In addition to identifying the significance of an asset, it is essential, where changes to setting
are being assessed, to understand the contribution that setting makes towards the significance
of an asset. Elements of setting may make a positive, neutral or negative contribution to the
significance of an asset. Thus, in determining the nature and level of effect upon an asset and
their setting by the Proposed Development, the contribution that setting makes to an asset’s
significance and thus its sensitivity to changes to its setting need to be considered.

This approach recognises the importance of avoiding significant adverse effects on the integrity
of the setting of an asset in the context of the contribution that setting makes to the
understanding, appreciation and experience of an asset. It recognises that setting may be key
in characterising, understanding and appreciating some, but not necessarily all, assets.

An asset's relative sensitivity to changes to its setting refers to its capacity to retain its ability to
contribute to an understanding and appreciation of the past in the face of changes to its setting.
The ability of an asset’s setting to contribute to an understanding, appreciation and experience
of the asset and its significance also has a bearing on the sensitivity of that asset to changes to
its setting. Assets of high or very high significance do not necessarily have high sensitivity to
changes to their settings.

While certain cultural heritage assets of high or very high importance are likely to be sensitive
to direct impacts, not all will have a similar sensitivity to impacts on their setting; this would be
true where setting does not appreciably contribute to their significance. HES’ guidance on
setting makes clear that the level of effect may relate to “the ability of the setting of an asset to
absorb new development without eroding its key characteristics” (2020). Assets with very high
or high relative sensitivity to setting impacts may be vulnerable to any changes that affect their
settings, and even slight changes may erode their key characteristics or the ability of their
settings to contribute to the understanding, appreciation or experience of them. Assets where
relative sensitivity to changes to their setting is lower may be able to accommodate greater
changes to their settings without key characteristics being eroded.

The key criteria used for establishing an asset’s relative sensitivity to changes to its setting is
detailed in Table 11.3. This table has been developed based on SLR’s professional judgement
and experience of setting effects. It has been developed in line with relevant policy and guidance
referenced throughout this chapter.

Table 11.3: Sensitivity of Setting

Relative Sensitivity Explanatory Criteria
Very High An asset, the setting of which is crucial to an understanding, appreciation and experience of

it, should be regarded as having very high sensitivity to changes to its setting. This is
particularly relevant where setting, or elements of, make a crucial and essential direct
contribution to significance.

High An asset, the setting of which is major to an understanding, appreciation and experience of
it, should be regarded as having high sensitivity to changes to its setting. This is particularly
relevant where setting, or elements of, contribute substantially to their cultural significance.

Medium An asset, the setting of which makes a moderate contribution to the understanding,
appreciation and experience of it, should be regarded as having medium sensitivity to
changes to its setting. This could be an asset for which setting makes a contribution to
significance but whereby its value is derived equally from its other characteristics.

Low An asset, the setting of which makes some contribution to the understanding, appreciation
and experience of it, should be regarded as having low sensitivity to changes to its setting.
This could be an asset where its significance is derived mainly from other characteristics.

Negligible An asset where setting makes a minimal contribution to the understanding, appreciation and
experience of the asset and it should be thought of having a negligible sensitivity to changes
to its setting.

11.6.8 The determination of an asset’s relative sensitivity to changes to its setting is first and foremost
reliant upon the determination of its setting and how setting aligns with other key characteristics
which contribute to cultural significance. The criteria set out in Table 11.3 is a guide and
assessment of individual assets is informed by knowledge of the asset itself, its type and by a
site visit conducted by the author of this chapter to establish the current setting of an asset. This
allows for use of professional judgement on an individual basis.

Magnitude of Impact
11.6.9 Determining the magnitude of any likely impacts includes consideration of the nature of the

activities proposed during the construction and operational phases of the Proposed
Development.

Statkraft
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11.6.10

11.6.11

11.6.12

11.6.13
[ ]

11.6.14

Changes could potentially include ground disturbance and changes to setting. The latter might
include visual change, as well as noise, vibration, smell, dust, traffic movements etc. Effects
may be beneficial or adverse, and may be short term, long term or permanent.

Where adverse effects on cultural heritage assets are predicated, the magnitude of impact can
be reduced through measures to prevent and/or reduce these effects. Where adverse effects
cannot be avoided, mitigation seeks to offset these impacts through activities which enhance
the understanding or significance of the assets being impacted. Whilst this would not reduce the
adverse effects it would attempt to balance adverse effects with a wider benefit.

Suitable measures for minimising impacts through ground disturbance might include:
the micro-siting of Proposed Development infrastructure away from sensitive locations;

the fencing off, or marking out, of heritage assets or features in proximity to construction activity
in order to avoid disturbance where possible;

a programme of archaeological work where required, such as an archaeological watching brief
during construction activities in or in proximity to areas of archaeological sensitivity, or
excavation and recording where impact is unavoidable; and/or

a working protocol to be implemented should unrecorded archaeological features be
discovered.

Suitable measures for mitigating any setting impacts might include:
alteration of the proposed turbine layout; and/or
reduction of proposed turbine heights.

Taking into account all embedded mitigation measures, the magnitude of any impacts has been
assessed using professional judgment, with reference to the criteria set out in Table 11.4.

Table 11.4: Magnitude of Impact

Magnitude of Impact Explanatory Criteria
High Beneficial The Proposed Development would considerably enhance the cultural heritage

significance of the affected asset, or the ability to understand, appreciate and
experience it.

Medium Beneficial The Proposed Development would enhance, to a clearly discernible extent, the

cultural heritage significance of the affected asset, or the ability to understand,
appreciate and experience it.

Low Beneficial The Proposed Development would enhance, to a minor extent, the cultural

heritage significance of the affected asset, or the ability to understand, appreciate
and experience it.

Very Low Beneficial The Proposed Development would enhance, to a very minor extent, the cultural

heritage significance of the affected asset, or the ability understand, appreciate
and experience it.

Neutral/None The Proposed Development would not affect the cultural heritage significance of

the affected asset, or the ability to understand, appreciate and experience it.

Very Low Adverse The Proposed Development would erode, to a very minor extent, the cultural

heritage significance of the affected asset, or the ability to understand, appreciate
and experience it. This level of effect would not be considered to affect the
integrity of the asset’s setting.

Low Adverse The Proposed Development would erode, to a minor extent, the cultural heritage

significance of the affected asset, or the ability to understand, appreciate and
experience it. This level of indirect effect would rarely be considered to affect the
integrity of the asset’s setting.

Medium Adverse The Proposed Development would erode, to a clearly discernible extent, the

cultural heritage significance of the affected asset, or the ability to understand,
appreciate and experience it. This level of indirect effect might be considered to
affect the integrity of the asset'’s setting.

High Adverse The Proposed Development would considerably erode the cultural heritage

significance of the affected asset, or the ability to understand, appreciate and
experience it. This level of indirect effect would probably be considered to affect
the integrity of the asset’s setting.

Page 11-8
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Table 11.5 provides a matrix that relates the cultural heritage significance of the asset to the
magnitude of impact on its significance, to produce an overall anticipated level of impact.

Table 11.2: Significance of Impact Matrix

Magnitude of Cultural Significance (Excluding Unknown)
Impact

Highest High Medium Low
High beneficial Major Major Moderate Minor
Medium beneficial Major Moderate Minor Very Minor
Low beneficial Moderate Minor Very Minor Very Minor
Very low beneficial Minor Very Minor Negligible Negligible
Neutral/None Neutral/Nil Neutral/Nil Neutral/Nil Neutral/Nil
Very low adverse Minor Very Minor Negligible Negligible
Low adverse Moderate Minor Very Minor Very Minor
Medium adverse Major Moderate Minor Very Minor
High adverse Major Major Moderate Minor

11.6.16

Significance and Integrity
Significance

Once the anticipated effects of the Proposed Development upon cultural heritage assets are
defined, professional judgment is used to determine whether those effects would be either
‘Significant’ or ‘Not Significant’ in the context of the EIA regulations. As part of this determination
process, regard is given to any relevant guidance (Section 11.3.4).

11.6.17 With reference to the matrix presented in Table 11.5:

any impacts identified as ‘major’ would most probably be considered ‘significant’ effects;

any impacts identified as ‘moderate’ might also be considered ‘significant’ effects, although
professional judgment may determine otherwise on the basis of the associated site-/asset-
specific detail; and

any impacts identified as ‘minor’ or less are unlikely to be considered ‘significant’, though again,
professional judgment has been exercised.

11.6.18 A clear statement has been made in relation to all affected assets as to whether the identified

11.6.19

11.6.20

11.6.21

effects upon them are ‘significant’ or ‘not significant’ for purposes of EIA.
Integrity

NPF4 indicates that development proposals affecting scheduled monuments will only be
supported where; “significant adverse impacts on the integrity of the setting of a scheduled
monument are avoided.”

A significant effect in EIA terms does not necessarily equate to a ‘significant adverse impact
upon the integrity of the setting of a schedule monument’. Where significant effects are found in
EIA terms, a detailed assessment is undertaken to determine if there is a significant adverse
impact upon the integrity of the setting. Whilst non-significant effects are unlikely to significantly
impact the integrity of the setting, the reverse is not always true. That is, the assessment of an
effect as being significant in EIA terms does not necessarily mean that the adverse effect on the
setting of the asset will significantly impact its integrity. The assessment of adverse impact upon
the integrity of an assets setting, where required, is a qualitative one and largely dependent
upon whether the impact predicted would result in a major impediment to the ability to
understand, appreciate or experience a cultural heritage asset. This is most likely to occur where
the sensitivity of setting as set out in Table 11.3 is high or very high.

It is considered that a significant impact upon the integrity of the setting of an asset will only
occur where the degree of change that will be represented by the Proposed Development would
adversely alter those factors of the monument’s setting that contribute to cultural significance
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11.6.22

11.6.23

11.6.24

11.6.25

11.6.26

11.6.27

11.6.28

11.6.29

such that the understanding, appreciation and experience of an asset are not adequately
retained.

Mitigation

A statement of any embedded mitigation measures proposed to be implemented in response to
identified cultural heritage impacts is provided, with the effects predictions taking these into
account. The main approach to mitigating both direct and indirect effects has been through
design. Avoidance of direct impacts on heritage assets has been a consideration throughout the
design process. Where avoidance is not possible, further mitigation is proposed as a condition
to consent.

In relation to indirect effects, embedded mitigation measures including adjustments to turbine
numbers, layout and height, have been considered and incorporated as part of the design
process (See Chapter 2: Site Description and Design Evolution).

Residual Effects

Residual effects are the resulting effects after consideration of proposed mitigation measures.
A statement of the residual effects of the Proposed Development has been provided, taking into
account any site-specific mitigation measures which could be implemented as a condition to
consent.

Cumulative Effects
A cumulative effect is considered to occur when there is a combination of:

an impact of Moderate or higher on an asset or group of assets due to changes resulting from
the Proposed Development; and

an impact on the same asset or group of assets resulting from other development (consented
or proposed) within the surrounding landscape.

Consideration of other developments has been limited to:
wind farm planning applications that have been submitted and have a decision pending; and
wind farm planning applications that have been granted permission but not yet constructed.

Any impact resulting from operational wind farms has been considered as part of the baseline
impact assessment.

Cumulative effects have been considered in two stages:

assessment of the combined impact of the developments, including the Proposed Development;
and

assessment of the extent to which the Proposed Development contributes to the combined
impact.

Limitations of Assessment

The assessment is based on the sources outlined in Section 11.5, and, therefore, shares the
same range of limitations in terms of comprehensiveness and completeness of those sources.

11.7 Baseline Conditions
Introduction

11.7.1 A description of the site and environs is given in Chapter 2: Site Description and Design
Evolution. All heritage assets within the wind farm site and the off-site turning circle site and
1 km of these areas are shown in Figure 11.1a-c. Designated assets within the study areas are
shown in relation to the ZTV in Figure 11.2.

11.7.2 All recorded non-designated heritage assets within the site and 1 km of the site are listed in the
gazetteer that is contained within Technical Appendix 11.1. Where designated assets are
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tabulated in this Chapter, they are identified by the index number (i.e., Scheduled Monuments)
or reference number (i.e., Listed Buildings) under which they are registered by HES.

Designated Heritage Assets

As per correspondence with HES from August 2023 to November 2024, it was agreed through
scoping and communications with consultees that the assets outlined in Table 11.6 are to be
assessed for setting effects.

Table 11.6: Designated Cultural Heritage Assets to be Assessed in agreement with HES

Name Type Distance to closest Direction From Site Within the ZTV
Turbine (km)
Little Garve Bridge, Scheduled 2.4 West Yes
80m E of Tigh Na Monument
Drochit (SM2720)
Fiodh Mhor Henge Scheduled 8.5 South-east Yes
(SM13745) Monument
Fairburn Tower Category A Listed 10.2 South Yes
(LB14030) Building
Fairburn Garden and 9.2 South Yes
(GDL00174) Designed
Landscape
Castle Leod Garden and 5.7 South-east Yes
(GDL0094) and its Designed
contained assets Landscape
Knock Farril Fort Scheduled 7.7 South-east Yes
(SM1672) Monument
Heights of Brae Scheduled 7.9 East Yes
Chambered Cairn Monument
(SM2312)
Clachan Corrach Scheduled 7.6 South-east Yes
Chambered Cairn Monument
(SM2466)
Henge, 180 m W of = Scheduled 16.4 South-east Yes
Teanagairn Cottage = Monument
(SM1668)
11.8 Non-Designated Heritage Assets
11.8.1 Known undesignated sites are detailed in Figure 11.1, including those in the 1 km buffer zone
surrounding the wind farm site and the off-site turning circle site. Thus, the type and density of
archaeological remains can be used to inform a predictive model of what further, as yet
undefined, buried remains may exist within the site. Non-designated heritage assets, either
recorded on the Highland HER or recorded by SLR during baseline collection and surveys, are
pre-fixed by an SLR reference number (see Technical Appendix 11.1). The baseline sections
below have been separated into the wind farm site and the off-site turning circle site for clarity
as per Figure 11.1.
Wind Farm Site
Prehistoric
11.8.2 There are no prehistoric assets within the site. Two potential hut circles which typically date to
the prehistoric are situated ¢.0.9 km to the south of the site boundary (MHG56723 and
MHG56724). These assets are upon the north slopes of the Black Water, which would have
been a river valley prior to the formation of Loch Garve by dam management. There is also an
undated mound c.50 m from the eastern possible hut circle (MHG56729) which may be
associated or resulting from the proximate post-medieval activity related to the clearance cairns
(MHG56713 and MHG56714).
Roman
11.8.3 There are no heritage assets within the wind farm site and off-site turning circle site, or within

1 km of both these site boundaries, which date to the Romano-British period. The furthest known
extent of Roman presence in Scotland is ¢.46 km to the east of the site at Cawdor Roman Fort.
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11.8.4

11.8.5

11.8.6

11.8.7

11.8.8

11.8.9

11.8.10

11.8.11

The potential for Roman remains to be found within the site or the vicinity is considered to be
unlikely.

Early Medieval to Medieval

There are no dated early medieval or medieval assets located within the site, nor within the
study area. It is likely that the site was poor land for habitation and was utilised for livestock and
hunting during as early as the medieval period, of which the land boundaries through the post-
medieval period to the modern period have been derived, as seen on the Ross-shire &
Cromartyshire 1875 OS map (Sheet LXXV).

Post-Medieval to Modern

The earliest map where the site is discernible is Roy’s Military Survey of Scotland (1747-55)
which depicts the site as an undeveloped hill range above the Loch Killen, now known as Loch
Garve. There are a number of isolated agricultural settlements focused upon the Black Water
to the west and Strathgarve to the south of the hill range on which the site is located. The next
map which depicts the land within the site is Johnston’s map of the Counties of Ross and
Cromarty (1850)3, where there are no changes.

The First Edition OS map of Ross-shire and Cromarty (6-inch, 1875)* depicts the site in higher
detail than the previous maps, showing a land boundary passing through the centre of the site,
roughly north to south. Land within the site remains as undeveloped moorland, having no
changes from the previous maps. The map depicts agricultural settlements focused on
Strathgarve to the south of the site, with two outlined structures or enclosures named “Achadh
Mor” based on a burn (Allt an Achaidh Mhoir), to the south of the site, north-east of Loch Garve,
meaning an expanse of pasture proximate to a burn. This settlement is proximate to the
identified ridge and furrow earthworks (SLR1) identified during the archaeological walkover and
may be associated with it.

The only record of post-medieval assets on the HER are through a previous walkover survey
carried out in 2013 (EHGA4428) for the previous Carn Gorm Wind Farm application which
identified a series of drystone walls of enclosures and clearance cairns proximate to the site
access track in the north-west.

The HER record indicates evidence of some land use and settlement to the south of the site by
the presence of clearance cairns (MHG5671 and MHG5673) which aligns with the cultivated
land areas on the Roy Military Survey of Scotland (1747-55) and a quarry proximate to Loch
Garve (MHG54630). There is also an illicit still (MHG52531) and potential shieling (MHG24410)
hut proximate to the site access track to the west, likely dating to the post-medieval.

During the archaeological walkover conducted in October 2023, several potential post-medieval
to modern assets were identified. These assets demonstrate the minor land use comprised
remnant land management comprised wooden posts (SLR17) which line up with the historic
land boundary on the First Edition OS Map (Ross-shire & Cromartyshire, Sheet LXXV), and
marker cairns (SLR13, SLR7) and a marker stone (SLR8) located upon the peaks of the hills
within the site. Along the access track, there is evidence of potential quarrying (SLR11) and
stone clearing (SLR15), which is likely modern. Other assets proximate to the proposed access
track comprise a probably illicit still (MHG52531) and possible shieling hut (MHG24410) dating
to the post-medieval.

The other assets within the HER record which date to the post-medieval to modern period
comprise Strathgarve Lodge (MHG2251) and Bridge (MHG2489) and signs of resource
extraction and processing such as the quarry and lime kiln near Strathgarve Lodge
(MHG54630). The 18" century military road from Contin to Poolewe crosses through
Strathgarve, over the 18" century Little Garve Bridge (SM2720).

There are several modern assets within the site. These comprise marker cairns (SLR8, SLR9)
and possible boundary marker stones (SLR3, SLR4), although there are a number of fallen
stones within the site that are clearly naturally placed. There is also a modern quarry (SLR11)

8 https://maps.nls.uk/view/216442731
4 https://maps.nls.uk/view/228780193
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11.8.13

11.8.14

11.8.15

11.8.16

11.8.17

11.8.18

and two clearance cairns (SLR12, SLR15) within the area of the track, related to the construction
of the track. These do not indicate further potential remains.

Off-site Turning Circle
Prehistoric

The only potential prehistoric assets within the study area of the site would be two enclosures
recorded on the 1992 OS map (SLR30), located c.0.6 km west of the site, although they are
currently undated. They are first recorded as a single enclosure on the First Edition 1881 6-inch
Ross-shire OS map. The enclosures are located on the southern bank of the Black Water,
located upon a higher elevation than the site, taking advantage of better draining land away
from the bank of the river.

Roman

There are no heritage assets within the wind farm site and off-site turning circle site, or within
1 km of both these site boundaries, which date to the Romano-British period. Although SLR32
records a potential Roman marching camp on the north bank of the Black Water, ¢.0.03 km to
the east of the off-site turning circle site, the HER record (SLR32) and trial trenching® (Figure
11.1b, EHG1640) makes it clear that there are no indications of a Roman camp and that this
report is disproven. An inspection of the off-site turning circle site was conducted to confirm
there were no indications of potential Roman earthworks. The furthest known extent of Roman
presence in Scotland is ¢.46 km to the east of the site at Cawdor Roman Fort. The potential for
Roman remains to be found within the site or the vicinity is considered to be unlikely.

Early Medieval to Medieval

There are no early medieval to post-medieval assets located within the site, nor within the study
area. It is likely that land improvements for soil drainage and settlement only started within the
post-medieval period. However, a historic medieval drove road is thought to have passed the
valley proximate to Inchbrae, from Ullapool through to Garbat, of which Inchbrae may have been
used for cattle, meeting along Strath Rannoch and Strath Vaich, providing a meeting point®. This
might have given rise to the name Inisbae on Thomson’s 1820s map, ‘inis meaning lodgings,
and ‘bae’ referring to bleating sheep in Scots, although this name likely derived from later post-
medieval sheep farming.

Should early medieval to medieval activity have taken place on the site, it was likely livestock-
related and would not have left substantial remains of archaeological significance. Any built
features would likely be incorporated into later post-medieval features or would have been
deconstructed for re-use of materials and would be indiscernible.

Post-Medieval to Modern

There are no post-medieval assets recorded within the site. During the site inspection the
earthwork depicted on the 1881 First Edition OS map is still present within the site, although it
is clear that it is likely a natural flood bank of the Black Water.

There are two records which comprise post-medieval agricultural buildings. SLR34 was
identified as the remains of an agricultural building located ¢.0.25 km east of the site, and
comprised a cobblestone floor and drain forming a dyke. This is likely the remains of the building
identifiable on the 1881 First Edition OS mapping (Ross-shire & Cromartyshire, Sheet LXIII),
which was subsequently removed by the 1905 OS map. The other, SLR31, is located ¢.0.68 km
to the north-west of the site, situated in an upper landscape to the west of the Black Water and
west of the Abhainn Strath Rannoch.

There was also a potential burial site reported by local residents (SLR33) within the south of the
area evaluated by trial trenching?, c.0.14 km to the east of the site. However, the trial trenching
identified no remains or features which would indicate that the area was used for burials. The

® Trial Trenching — Proposed Development at Inchbae Lodge (Ref: PP315)
& Trial Trenching — Proposed Development at Inchbae Lodge (Ref: PP315)
’ Trial Trenching — Proposed Development at Incbae Lodge (Ref: PP312)
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11.9

11.9.1

11.9.2

11.10

11.10.1

11.10.2

11.10.3

11.104

11.11
11.11.1

11.12

11.12.1

report notes that the subsoil is dense, rocky and compacted in the area, and any cuts for graves
would have been evident.

Historic Land-Use Assessment
Wind Farm Site

A review of the Historic Land-Use Assessment data provided by HES shows the majority of the
site comprises late 20" century moorland and rough grazing land. There is forestry within the
north extent, three lochs central within the site and the west extent of the access track passes
through an area of 18t century agricultural and settlement activity.

Off-site Turning Circle

The Historic Land-Use Assessment data shows the site was brought into use within the 18th
century as agricultural and settlement use. As the site comprises peaty gley soils, it is likely that
the site would have been too wet for settlement prior to land improvements in the post-medieval
period.

Historic Mapping
Wind Farm Site

A review of the online historic mapping available from the National Library of Scotland was
undertaken. The earliest map where the site is identifiable on detailed mapping was Roy’s
Military Survey of Scotland (1747-55). As outlined in the Section 11.7, the historic mapping
indicates no further potential remains within the site other than a historic land boundary which
may have been intangible or is preserved as a partial line of fence posts (SLR17).

Off-site Turning Circle

Inchbae isn’t recorded on Roy’s military survey map (1747-1752), and the landscape within the
site is not discernible on the mapping. Thomson’s map of Ross and Cromarty in the 1820s is
the first map to record the settlement to the east, and records Inchbae as ‘Inisbae’.

The First Edition OS mapping (1881, Ross-shire & Cromartyshire, Sheet LXIII) shows the site
as it currently exists, as an arable field located to the west of Inchbae Lodge, with a rounded
earthwork of the Black Water’s flood bank. There are a number of buildings to the east of the
site within the Inchbae settlement, comprising of four major buildings, small sheds and a building
in the far east, which is likely the cobbled floor remains identified during trial trenching (SLR34).

The site shows no changes in the 1905 edition, but a number of buildings have been constructed
within the Inchbae Lodge settlement, with the main lodge being larger, and the removal of the
building in the far east (SLR34). Woodland and enclosures seem to have been established
around the buildings.

Aerial Photography

The aerial photography from the National Collection of Aerial Photography (HES) within the area
was consulted but provided no further information than already established by the HER data,
historic mapping and the site walkover survey.

Discussion of the Archaeological Potential
wind Farm Site
The potential for unknown Prehistoric remains within the site is low. Should the undated hut

circles (SLR26 and SLR27) and mound (SLR28) date to the prehistoric period, this would
indicate settlement activity focusing upon the south facing lower slopes of the Black Water in
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11.12.4
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11.12.6

11.12.7

11.13
11.13.1

11.13.2

11.13.3

11.134

Strathgarve, ¢.0.9 km south of the site. Additionally, the land within the site would have been
wet and not preferable for prehistoric settlement.

There is no evidence of Roman activity or potential remains within the site or study area; the
potential for Roman activity to extend into this region would be extremely rare, and therefore
there is no potential for Roman remains.

There is no evidence for early medieval to medieval remains to potentially exist within the site.
The landscape within the site would have been poor for settlement or any substantial activity.
At most, it was likely used for hunting or livestock grazing, with settlement in similar areas to
post-medieval within the lower slopes of Strath Garve to the south of the site. Therefore, there
is low potential for remains for this period to exist within the site.

Whilst there is evidence for post-medieval agricultural activity within the study area, no post-
medieval assets have been identified within the site. The assets focus on the lower slopes below
the site, above the Black Water to the west, such as the illicit still (SLR22), agricultural features
such as the shieling (SLR20) and stone wall (SLR18). There are a number of post-medieval
clearance cairns and a potential area of ridge and furrow (SLR10) also follow this trend on the
south facing slopes of Loch Garve, not within the upper landscape. The potential for post-
medieval remains within the site is therefore low; should any remains survive they would be
agricultural in nature, related to livestock farming such as shieling hut foundations.

Whilst there are several modern features within the site, there is a low further potential for
unknown modern remains; at most, considering the results of the walkover, any further unknown
remains would comprise land boundary fencing features.

Off-site Turning Circle

There is a low potential for potential unknown archaeological remains dating to the prehistoric,
Roman, early medieval and medieval periods, as the off-site turning circle site was likely used
as pasture within the valley, and grazing land proximate to the drove road during the medieval
to post-medieval period, it is unlikely that settlement occurred within the Off-site turning circle.
There is little evidence to indicate any activity within the Off-site turning circle dating to these
periods which would result in an archaeological footprint, which is validated by the poorly
draining soils within the site.

There is no evidence that any post-medieval features extend into the Off-site turning circle. It is
clear that the Off-site turning circle has been used as pasture, with the main settlement of
Inchbae to the east, likely due to drainage. The land within the west has likely therefore been
used primarily for livestock grazing since the late 18" century when Inchbae was established.

Assessment of Effects

Impacts have been defined by the lifecycle of the Proposed Development: construction,
operation and decommissioning. For all stages, direct, indirect, setting and cumulative effects
upon cultural heritage receptors are considered.

Embedded Measures

Impacts are considered with due regard to embedded mitigation measures. Mitigation through
design has been outlined in Chapter 3: Site Description and Design Evolution. Assets within the
wind farm site have been physically avoided through revisions of the proposed tracks and
turbine foundations.

Potential Construction Effects

With reference to Figure 11.1, the Proposed Development would truncate or entirely remove the
following recorded non-designated heritage remains:

SLR11 within the wind farm site — potential modern quarry related to the construction of the
existing track; and

SLR8 within the wind farm site — a modern marker cairn on the peak of Carn Loch an Tuirc.

SLR11 comprises a modern quarry, which seems to relate to the construction of the existing
track. The widening of the track has potential to impact the outline of the quarry, partially or
entirely removing it. This asset would not be considered of any archaeological significance as it
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would contribute nothing to our understanding of modern land-use. Impact upon this feature
would be considered no magnitude of impact, resulting in no significance of effect.

SPR8 comprises a modern marker cairn on the peak of Carn Loch an Tuirc, with very little
overgrowth. This feature would be entirely removed by the proposed borrow pit within the site.
The cairn is not considered to have any archaeological significance as it is a modern feature
with no potential to contribute toward our understanding of modern marker cairns, and therefore
its removal would cause no magnitude of impact, resulting in no significance of effect.

Proposed Mitigation

As the above identified direct impacts have been found to cause no significant effects, no further
mitigation has been proposed.

Residual Effects

As no adverse direct impacts have been identified to archaeological remains, there would be no
residual effects.

Potential Operational Effects
Knock Farril, Fort, (SM1672)

Knock Farril Fort comprises the remains of a multi-phase prehistoric fort with remains of stone
having been vitrified due to heat caused by burning. The fort is built along the summit of Knock
Farril, a ridge aligned north-east to south-west. This ridge continues to the south-west and forms
the upper slopes of a bowl around Loch Ussie, located c. 1km to the south.

The fort is sub-rectangular, measuring 116 m north-east to south-west and 30 m north-west to
south-east, with the shape based on the elongated peak of Knock Farril. The vitrified wall, a wall
which has been burnt at a high temperature causing vitrification of the wall, is an average of
4.5m thick with a potential entrance in the south-west, where the approach is easier. From the
north-east side of the fort, another vitrified wall extends c.25 m from the fort, forming what
appears to be another enclosure extending along the spine of the ridge. Some traces indicate
that another enclosure, now overlaid by a modern track, is located on the south-west side
similarly. This south-west enclosure has a vitrified area extending ¢.50 m from the fort. These
enclosures likely formed defences at the approachable ends of the fort along the ridges from
the north-east and south-west, with the south-west being the easier and most likely the main
approach to the fort. The fort is overlaid by three widely spaced ditches of unknown date and
use, running north-west and south-east, with the soil packed on their south-west rim, forming a
slight rampart to the ditches. The most north-east ditch has an entrance through the middle and
forms a typical entrance to a fort. These ditches indicate another phase of use of the fort, with
some general evidence of defences and controlled bottlenecked controls from the approach to
the north-east and south-west.

The fort is strategically positioned on the peak of Knock Farril, featuring steep slopes on both
the north and south sides. It overlooks Strathpeffer to the north, which includes the River Peffery,
and a valley to the south containing Loch Ussie. The surrounding landscape is primarily
agricultural, with views extending to Strath approximately 1.5 km to the west and the residential
area of Knockfarrel about 0.5 km to the south-east. Additionally, Fairburn Wind Farm is visible
around 10.7 km to the south-west.

The position utilises the natural steep topography as defensive features on the north and south
sides, with two bottlenecked approaches from the south-west and north-east to control
movement to the asset where the slopes are less steep. The north-east approach to the fort
approaches from the east of Strathpeffer; this approach would have formed a defensive route
to the fort, or a quick route into Strathpeffer should it have been needed to intersect any activity
moving along the valley from the Cromarty Firth inland. The fort’s setting also comprises views
over the south landscape over Loch Ussie, of which is surrounded by a roughly circular ridge
around the loch and forms an area of land over which the fort would have views across and be
able to control.

Views along Strathpeffer and extending to the Cromarty Firth are key to understanding,
experiencing and appreciating the fort’s role in controlling an important landscape corridor,
connecting the firth with the main inland routes. The views over the valley of Loch Ussie to the
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south also provided the fort with views and control over the slightly easier but still highly
controlled approach, with access to a water source and land with cultivation potential.

Nine turbines within the site would be visible from the fort; seven of these turbines would have
visible hubs. These turbines would sit behind the skyline of the hill range as shown in Figure
11.5c¢, beyond the backdrop of views over Strathpeffer. The only aspect of the fort’s setting upon
which the presence of turbines would have an effect would be views north-west from the fort
over Strathpeffer; the turbines would be located above the views of Strathpeffer, within the
skyline forming the backdrop of these views. At most the inclusion of turbines within these views
would detract slightly from the ability to appreciate the north-west facing view from the fort which
contributes to the fort’s strategic position within the landscape and its control over Strathpeffer,
however the ability to understand and experience north-west views and how this aspect of
setting contributes toward the strategic position over Strathpeffer would otherwise be
unaffected. All other aspects of the asset's setting which contribute to understanding,
experiencing and appreciating its strategic and defensive position, including views toward the
Cromarty Firth to the east and the valley of Loch Ussie to the south, and the control over which
the fort would have had over the lower landscape, would remain unaffected.

Overall, the magnitude of impact would be considered to be very low adverse, resulting in a very
minor significance of effect, which would not be considered a significant effect in the context of
the EIA regulations.

Heights of Brae, Chambered Cairn (SM2312)

The monument comprises an Orkney-Cromarty type chambered cairn, likely dating to the
Neolithic period, visible as upstanding stones. It is surrounded by a slight bank which may
indicate a larger, original extent of the cairn measuring ¢.21 m in diameter. Records indicate an
original passage on the east side of the main chamber which would indicate an intended
approach from the east side with the main focus upon the entrance of the passage. There is an
extended chamber to the north-west, evidenced by further stones, including an upstanding stone
on the north end, recorded as an independent structure to the main chamber. The chamber and
additional structure are aligned roughly north-west to south-east, between Ben Wyvis and the
Cromarty Firth, which may indicate a linear relationship between these landscape features and
the orientation of the cairn.

Prehistoric burial and funerary cairns typically have associative and contextual relationships with
other funerary assets and landscape features including peaks, valleys and river courses, which
form part of their setting. The Heights of Brae cairn follows this pattern, positioned upon a knoll
providing the cairn with surrounding views, overlooking Strath Sgitheach to the north-west and
north-east, Strathpeffer to the south and Cromarty Firth to the south-east. The peaks of Meall
na Speireig and Ben Wyvis form the skyline to the north-north-west, contrasting with the lower
landscape to the south-east. The position of the cairn upon the knoll would have made the asset
prominent upon the approach from the lower south-east slopes. The cairn also shares a
potential associative, visual relationship with Balnacrae chambered cairn (SM2396) located
c.3.6 km north-east from the asset, also positioned to overlook Strath Sgitheach to the north on
risen slopes. These aspects of setting contribute toward how we can further understand,
experience and appreciate prehistoric funerary monuments and how they are positioned to
relate to the natural landscape, positioned to overlook these features, and to other contemporary
funerary monuments.

11.14.10The Proposed Development would introduce eight potentially visible turbines within views

c.7.9 km to the west of the asset, two of which would have visible hubs. These turbines,
considering the distance, would have a minor presence within these views. These turbines
would be present within a single aspect of the cairn’s setting, being present within the west-
facing views from the east entrance of the cairn. While the turbines would be visible according
to the bare earth wireline (Figure 11.4c), their minimal presence within this viewshed would not
be considered to significantly alter the experience of the cairn from its east approach, nor detract
from the ability to understand or appreciate it.

11.14.11Aspects of the asset’s setting, including its views toward the upper landscape north-north-west

toward Ben Wyvis, and over the water courses and valleys outlined above, would not be
impacted, and the ability to further understand, experience and appreciate how these aspects
contribute to the significance of the asset’s setting would remain intact. Views between the cairn
and the Balnacrae chambered cairn (SM2396) would also remain intact and unaffected. Overall,
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the minor presence of turbines within west views would not be considered to affect the ability to
understand, experience and appreciate the asset’s setting, causing no magnitude of impact
resulting in a not significant effect in the context of the EIA regulations.

Clachan Corrach, Chambered Cairn (SM2466)

11.14.12The asset comprises the remains of a chambered cairn dating to the Neolithic period, visible as
upstanding stones that define a chamber as described in its listing. It is located on a spur of
Cnoc Mor, visible as upstanding stones, described as four orthostats defining a polygonal
chamber c.4 m long and approximately 3 m wide. There are two jamb stones with three low side
slabs and a pair of portals which mark the entrance to the cairn on the east side, c.1 m wide and
c.3.6 m long. The covering cairn has been mostly cleared away.8

11.14.13The asset is located within a commercial forestry area, situated on an outcrop approximately
0.5 km south of Cnoc Mor peak. The west facing slopes on which the asset is located is part of
a ridge with Loch Ussie to the east; this ridge provides the asset with a natural corridor to the
east of the asset, facing west to the asset. This approach provides views outward over the valley
to the west, which emphasises the cairn’s visual relationship with the lower landscape beyond
views of the cairn, of which the cairn’s position on the upper slopes provides. The east approach
through the corridor emphasises and focusses these views. The asset is also currently
approached from the west, with the upper landscape to the east of the cairn forming a backdrop.
Currently, the forestry obstructs views from the cairn. However, the cairn's position would
naturally offer views from the north-west to south-west along the Allt Drioghinn burn ¢.0.7 km to
the west, Strathpeffer to the west, and the confluence of the Black Water and River Conon
c.2 km to the south-west.

11.14.14Prehistoric burial and funerary cairns typically have associative and contextual relationships with
landscape features, including valleys and river courses, which form part of their contributing
setting. The orientation of the cairns tends to align with specific aspects of the landscape in
which the cairn was related to or intended to look toward. The views of the valley to the west
and south-west, water courses and views to the cairn from its approach from the east contribute
toward the contextual interests of the asset, and how we can further understand, experience
and appreciate prehistoric funerary asset and practises, and the contextual relationship with the
landscape.

11.14.15The Proposed Development would introduce nine visible turbines within the site ¢.7.6 km to the
north-west, of which all hubs are visible. Whilst these turbines would be visible, positioned
within the upper landscape, as seen on Figure 11.6c, their presence is not within the key views
over the lower landscape to the west, being peripheral when looking north-west. As the views
toward the site do not comprise aspects that contribute to the setting of the asset, including the
lower landscape and watercourses, the introduction of turbines within this viewshed would not
cause an effect upon any aspect of the asset’s setting. The presence of the turbines would not
prevent the ability to understand, experience and appreciate the visual relationship of the cairn
and the landscape outlined above; the visual relationship from the cairn with the water courses,
the lower landscape, and views along its approach would remain unaffected.

11.14.16The visibility of these turbines is therefore considered not to cause an effect upon the
contributing aspects of the asset’s setting; there would be no magnitude of impact resulting in
no significance of effect in the context of the EIA regulations.

Little Garve Bridge, 80m E of Tigh Na Drochit (SM2720)

11.14.17Black Garve Bridge is a military bridge situated on Culvert’s historical military road dating to the
18th century (1757). The bridge is a long-humped back bridge, built with arch supports and
made of rubble. The bridge forms part of the military road from Contin to Poolewe, likely built by
Major Caulfield. The purpose of developing military roads in the 18t century was to allow the
Government forces to deploy rapidly across the Highlands to subdue any uprisings.

11.14.18The bridge is now currently used as part of a footpath for recreational use, providing access
over the Black Water, within the north of Strath Garve. The bridge has views of the open valley
to the south and along the Black Water to the north. To the east are views of woodland with the
upper landscape of the site within the backdrop, and to the west is a modern building within

8 Bealachnancorr, Chambered Cairn (Neolithic), Canmore ID: 12414. Accessed November 2024.
(https://canmore.org.uk/site/12414/bealachnancorr)
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woodland. The footpath approaching the bridge to the east and west comprises the approximate
military road route.

11.14.19The contributing aspects of the asset’s setting comprises the military road and the Black Water
which form the contextual setting for the bridge; the bridge played an important role in allowing
the quick access of government forces along the military road within this region of the highlands,
providing the main access across the Black Water and connected the wider route between
Contin and Poolewe. These aspects contribute toward how we understand, experience and
appreciate the purpose of the bridge which facilitated the movement of the military across the
Black Water along the military road. This provides two approaches from the east and to the west
along the military road, which provide the experience of navigating across the bridge and along
the route.

11.14.20The Proposed Development would introduce four visible turbines within east facing views from
the bridge, of which two hubs would be visible, as seen on Figure 11.8c. The most prominent
would be Turbine 6, visible above the backdrop of the upper landscape in the east facing views
upon approaching the bridge from the west. As seen in the photomontage (Figure 11.8d), these
turbines would not prevent views along the bridge toward the military road continuing to the
east, but their presence would be prominent above the woodland and hillside backdrop within
these views.

11.14.21The turbines would be seen as a distraction in the eastern views across the bridge along the
military road, being present within the backdrop of the landscape within the windfarm site. Whilst
this would not be considered to cause such a distraction that it would affect the ability to
understand and experience the bridge within its setting, it would partially affect the ability to
appreciate the bridge along the east-facing approach and along the military road. However,
views of the wider landscape from the bridge and its association with the military road do not
contribute toward its setting; the bridge was not designed to include aesthetic views of the
landscape, including the upper landscape comprising the site. Whilst the turbines would cause
a change within the current setting of the bridge, the integrity of the bridge’s setting would remain
intact, with the ability to understand, experience and appreciate the bridge and its contextual
relationship with the military road and the Black Water. Overall, whilst the presence of turbines
would have an effect, the distraction caused by the turbines within the backdrop of east facing
views along the approach and route across the bridge would be considered to cause a very
minor magnitude of impact, resulting in a minor significance of effect (not significant in the
context of the EIA regulations).

Fiodh Mhor Henge (SM13745)

11.14.22The asset comprises an uncommon type of henge, comprising one of eleven henges within the
region, including; Achilty, Henge, Contin (SM1667); Teenagarin Cottage, henge 155 m W of
(SM1668); Castlehill, henge (SM1665); Dugary, henge 425 m SE of (SM3403) and; Conon
Bridge, henge 230 m NE of Riverford (SM1666). These henges are believed to be positioned in
relation to routeways and natural features, but have no visual relationship with the asset.

11.14.23The asset is positioned on a prominent rise to the north of Loch Ussie, with views of the
surrounding ridge to the north at Knock Farril, west toward Cnoc Mor and over Loch Ussie to
the south. Currently, the henge is located within the south end of woodland, located c¢.0.1 km to
the south of the Knockfarrel, which prevents outward views from the henge to the surrounding
landscape. Knockfarrel comprises a settlement built along the unnamed road to the north of the
asset, with the buildings prominent from the north-east to north-west whilst on the border of the
surrounding forestry proximate to the henge. Further domestic buildings are located ¢.0.2 km to
the south of the henge, with the wider landscape largely comprising agricultural land with sparse
dwellings.

11.14.24The approach to the henge is indicated by a causeway on the south-east side where it crosses
the bank and ditch which form the earthen bank of the henge. There is another approach on the
north side indicated by an arrangement of stones. This indicates that key views from the henge
comprise views to the north-west and south, likely aimed at the prehistoric routeway, ¢.0.8 km
north-west of the asset, toward the south-west side of Knock Farril, fort, Knockfarrel, Fodderty
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(SM1672), and south views over Loch Ussie which forms a significant water feature within the
valley.

11.14.25The association with these henges and key contemporary routeways and natural features
contribute to the contextual and associative setting of the henge, and how we understand,
experience and appreciate the purpose and use of the henge during the prehistoric period. As
outlined above, the henge type is often associated with historic routeways and focus on natural
features, of which this henge has both, focusing on north-west views toward the Knock Farril
fort approach from the south-west, and south views over Loch Ussie.

11.14.26According to the bare earth wireframe produced (Figure 11.7c), the Proposed Development
would introduce nine visible turbines within north-west views of the asset, seven of which would
have visible hubs. These turbines would be present within north-west facing views from the
henge, to the west of views toward the Knock Farril fort (SM1672). Whilst the turbines depicted
in the wireline would be present within the backdrop of the landscape, which does not form part
of the asset’s setting, they would be visible above the skyline within the views toward the
approach to the fort on the south-west side, which contributes to the asset’s setting. However,
due to presence of housing within Knockfarrel to the north and north-west, these are now
significantly screened views. Most notably, the property to the north-west of the asset, west of
the woodlands (NH 50928 58059), is directly in views between the asset and viewshed in which
the turbines would appear within. Should the vegetation encompassing the asset be removed,
the built nature of Knockfarrel would still obscure views toward the site. Therefore, , these views
are no longer intact due to already existing, and more permanent, built dwellings, and would
have no potential effects by the presence of the proposed turbines within the backdrop

11.14.27. All other aspects of the asset’s setting would also remain unaffected, including views
southward over Loch Ussie and the surrounding lower landscape to the west and south.
Therefore, the introduction of turbines within north-west facing views will have no further effect
upon the setting of the asset. Overall, there would be no magnitude of impact, resulting in a not
significant effect in the context of the EIA regulations.

Fairburn Tower (LB14020)

11.14.28Fairburn Tower comprises a 16" century tower-house with 17t century additions, comprising
both a defensive and domestic dwelling. The tower was left as a ruin and was recently
reconstructed in 2022. The tower is in a narrow square plan and has four stories, including a
vaulted basement, constructed of lime pointed and harled rubble. There are gun-loops on the
ground floor, a projecting tower containing a staircase on the upper floor which was added
during the 17 century, and the attic has crow-stepped gables and corbelled-out turrets on the
north-east and south-west angles.

11.14.29The tower is located on the upper elevation of a ridge forming the north-east facing slopes of
Strathconon, overlooking the strath to the north and the Orrin Valley to the south. The position
of the tower affords surrounding views of the landscape from its upper levels, backed by the
upper landscape to the south and west of the River Orrin, and the lower landscape of
Strathconon to the north and east. The tower is currently a holiday home, set to the south of a
number of farm buildings, within an agricultural area in the east of the Fairburn Garden and
designed Landscape (GDL00174). To the south are views of woodland with the upper hills in
the backdrop, and to the east and north are wider views of the agricultural land within
Strathconon.

11.14.30The tower’s position provides the tower with a strategic position within Strathconon, with the
River Orrin ¢.0.5 km to the south forming a natural defensive boundary backed by steep
landscapes, with an observable and controllable approach from Strathconon to the north and
east. Due to the existing buildings to the north of the tower, the main outward views from the
ground level are eastward over the east slopes, and therefore the north views over Strathconon
are primarily appreciated from the upper levels of the tower. Several infrastructure
developments are within views east of the tower, including overhead electricity line pylons
¢.0.5 km north-east of the tower and masts located on Cnoc Udais, c.2.8 km south-east. Three
of the turbines located within the Fairburn Wind Farm development are also visible to the west
from the existing north approach toward Tower Mains.

11.14.31The asset’s setting contributes to how we understand, experience and appreciate the tower-
house as a defendable, commanding building, strategically positioned to have views over the
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valley, natural defensive topography to the south, and to be able to control the approaches from
the north and east. It also contributes to the understanding, experience, and appreciation of the
tower's intended presence within the wider landscape, standing as an impressive landmark for
those approaching.

11.14.32The wireframe produced (Figures 11.10b-c) has been produced 14 m from the ground, as the
approximate height of the upper floor from the tower. Nine of the turbines would be visible within
north-west views of the tower, beyond the extent of Strathconon visible within the backdrop
formed by upper landscape proximate to the summits of Ben Wyvis and Little Wyvis. As the
closest turbine is located ¢.10.2 km from the tower, their presence within these views would be
minor, set within the backdrop over views beyond Strathconon.

11.14.33Although the turbines would be within views within the backdrop of Strathconon to the north-
west, they would not be at such a scale in comparison to Strathconon or its proximity that would
distract from the focus of the tower’s views over the valley and to interpret its control over the
surrounding landscape. The upper landscape within the site does not contribute toward the
sense of the tower’s strategic position, forming the backdrop beyond the Strath which forms a
contributing aspect of setting of the asset. The ability to understand, experience and appreciate
the defensive position of the tower and its strategic control and observation over the landscape
to the north and east would remain intact within these north facing views. The approach to the
tower would also remain unaffected, being able to focus on the tower within south and west
facing views. The ability to understand, experience and appreciate the tower’s defensive and
controlling views over the Strath would remain unaffected and intact, resulting in no magnitude
of impact and a not significant effect in the context of the EIA regulations.

Fairburn (GDL00174)

11.14.34The Fairburn Garden and Designed Landscape comprises a late 18th to early 19th century
estate consisting of gardens, woodland and architectural features. The woodland within the west
contributes towards its significance, being one of the main features of the estate, and providing
much of the western extent with a high level of privacy and isolation from the surrounding
landscape, while also forming designed walkways around the architectural features of the
estate.

11.14.35The Fairburn estate is positioned on a sloping area of land, ascending from east to west, with
Fairburn House (LB14031) being located to the west within the centre of the designed woodland.
The south boundary of the estate is formed by the River Orrin, and has thick woodland banding
planted along this boundary, with designed walks along the river and through the woodland,
linked with the woodland and walks around the house in the west. The central and north-central
area of the estate is used as pasture land, with a number of farmsteads located within these
fields, including Muirton Mains, Tighnafraoch, Black Dyke, Tower Mains and East Mains of
Fairburn. Woodland planting, tree bands, and hedgerows prevent views of these farmsteads
along the main drive on the north boundary of the estate whilst leaving the pastureland as open
views to the south.

11.14.36 The main drive along the north boundary of the estate is positioned along a rise, providing views
over Strathconon, lined with tree banding. This creates a corridor along the north of the estate,
forming a grand approach to Fairburn House in the west. This drive also utilises the north views
over Strathconon and the upper peaks beyond the valley, including where the main drive turns
slightly north to encompass views over the upper landscape toward Tor Achilty to Little Wyvis
and Ben Wyvis. These views comprise a number of modern infrastructure developments,
including overhead power cables and pylons directly in north views, which already detract from
the focus upon these views. Views to the south are more limited with denser woodland planting
and hedgerows to separate views over the pasture land, but where views open southward, the
drive creates a visual divide between the kept estate land to the south and the wild valley to the
north.

11.14.37The Proposed Development would introduce nine turbines c.9.2km north within the upper
landscape within views from the drive at the north-west-facing angle, situated within the
viewshed of Tor Achilty, Little Wyvis and Ben Wyvis (Figures 11.9b-c). This viewshed comprises
part of the setting along the approach of the drive, and contributes towards understanding,
experiencing and appreciating how the estate utilised the landscape for aesthetics. Although
this view is affected within sections of the drive by the pylons and overhead power cables, the
turbines within the site would be a consistent presence within these views along the western
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extent of the drive. While this would not affect the ability to understand the use of the topography
and designed approach of the estate, the ability to experience and appreciate these views would
be affected by the distraction caused by the presence of turbines. All other aspects of the asset’s
setting would remain intact, including the routes designed through the woodland which form the
experience and approach of Fairburn House (LB14031), views across the Garden and Designed
Landscape, its relationship and views over River Orrin, and views north-east over Strathconon.
The turbines would not affect any views from the west and south extent of the estate, as the
forestry within the estate would not have the same implications as commercial forestry being
temporary and suitably forms permanent screening, providing these areas with a sense of
isolation from the external landscape. The other areas of the estate comprise practical
farmsteads and pastural landscape, and do not focus on the long distant views toward the upper
landscape toward the site, using tree screening to segregate these areas.

11.14.380verall, the proposed turbines would affect a single aspect of the asset’s setting outlined above,
whilst all other aspects would remain unaffected. As the effect would slightly depreciate the
ability to experience and appreciate a key designed view along the primary approach within the
designated Garden and Designed Landscape, the magnitude of impact would be considered
very low, resulting in a very minor significance of impact (not significant in the context of the EIA
regulations).

Castle Leod (GDL00094)

11.14.39The asset comprises the designed landscape centred on the 16th to 17th century castle of
Castle Leod (LB7826), with a history of over 400 years associated with historical figures from
the MacKenzie family, a famous family clan, and Earls of Cromartie. Much of the existing park
proximate to the castle are the works of late 19th century, when the grounds were cleared and
parkland created to create an aesthetic setting for the castle. The other built aspects of the
estate, including the Gate Lodge, Gate Piers and Gates (LB7827) in the south of the estate,
forming the primary entrance to the main drive, were built in the early 19th century. Along with
Castle Leod, these aspects contribute to the architectural interests of the estate. The woodland
within the estate comprises trees of a significant age and diversity, contributing towards its
horticultural value, extending across the estate in the north and west. The main drive is
accessed from the A834 from the south and leads directly through the designed late 19th
century parkland to the castle within the centre of the estate. Another drive is from the north,
accessed from Achterneed, a small settlement to the north-east. This drive goes north-west over
the Peffery Burn into the woodland and to a large timber working yard before turning south,
traversing through the woodland up to the castle.

11.14.40The estate is located c.1 km northeast of Strathpeffer, and is positioned within the valley of
Strathpeffer where the Strathpeffery burn and its glen joins the wider Strathpeffer. The estate
utilises the Peffery Burn from the north-west, forming a water feature through the historic
woodland within the north, and forms the boundary to the east along the parkland. Cnoc Aulaidh
forms the backdrop of views toward the west of most of the estate behind the historic woodland
along the west. Views to the south and east provided the estate with views of the valley, and
views along the Peffery Burn to the north-west provided a contrast of hillsides along the narrow
valley. Castle Leod (LB7826) is situated upon a rise within the estate, creating a central sense
within the estate, providing the castle as the main feature, with woodland in the north and west
backdrop, and open spaces to the south and east to appreciate views of the architecture.

11.14.41Due to the topography of Cnoc Aulaidh to the west, the only area of the designated Garden and
Designed Landscape which has potential views of the turbines are within the north extent of the
estate. The north approach from Achterneed, facing north-west, would have visibility of five of
the proposed turbines as shown on the bare-earth wireline (Figure 11.11c), including three hubs,
before turning south, as well as the designed footpaths to the north-west through the woodlands.
However, the viewshed of the turbines from this approach would not be visible due to the historic
woodland, which comprises the horticultural value within the asset. As this woodland would not
be at similar risk of removal as commercial forestry, there is no risk of this screening being
removed. Therefore, although the bare earth wireline produced indicates a potential of five
visible turbines, none would be visible from the extent of the estate, including along the
northwest-facing approach and routes. There is no predicted magnitude of impact, and therefore
a not significant effect in the context of the EIA regulations.
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Henge, 180 m W of Teanagairn Cottage (SM1668)

11.14.42The asset comprises the remains of a Neolithic to Early Bronze Age henge, a type of prehistoric

ritual monument. It measures c.14.6 m in diameter with a ditch measuring up to 4.1 m in width
and a 7.2 m width external ditch. There is an entrance on the east-south-east side indicated by
a causeway across the ditch, measuring 10.5 m wide. The monument is located within
agricultural land, on level ground on the top of the north-west facing slopes of the Cromarty
Firth, providing the henge with views over the Cromarty Firth and north-west. The monument
has a high potential for archaeological remains which would contribute to how we understand
these types of prehistoric monuments within Scotland; in particular, this henge is one of six
henges lying between the Beauly and Cromarty firths (SM13745, 374610, SM1667, SM1666,
SM3403, SM1665). There are no views between these assets, although they share an intangible
relationship.

11.14.43Henges were used for ceremonial and ritual events, and often have connections with their

surrounding landscapes, relating to natural features such as upper landscapes and skylines of
hill ranges, and water courses and features. They can also visually relate, or intangibly be
associated with, other contemporary ritual or funerary assets within the landscape.

11.14.44As the main entrance is from the east-south-east side of the henge, there are views upon this

approach facing north-west which are clearly intended to be visible from the entrance, across
the Cromarty Firth toward Ben Wyvis. The henge’s position above the slopes of the Cromarty
Firth also provides views along the first and the wider hill skyline to the north-west. These views
contribute to how we may understand, experience and appreciate the henge and the intended
purpose and potential use of the monument during the prehistoric period.

11.14.45Whilst there is no outlined research of the henge’s potential relationship with astronomical

events, the henge’s key north-west facing views also comprise views of the sun setting during
the summer solstice and the moon during the winter solstice, over the skyline focused around
Ben Wyuvis, as well as a number of planetary movements setting below this skyline during these
events®. Therefore, views within the north-west viewshed have the potential to continue to
contribute towards research and how it is understood, experienced and appreciated within its
setting.

11.14.46Whilst all nine of the proposed turbines have potential visibility from the asset (Figure 11.13c),

11.15
11.15.1

11.15.2

the turbines would be located 16.4 km to the west, and therefore the turbines would have a very
minor presence within these views, only being visible on clear days. These turbines would be
present within the western extent of the north-west views toward Ben Wyuvis along the approach
and from within the henge. Whilst the turbines may be visible, their scale would not compete
with the scale, and therefore the focus, of the peaks forming the skyline of north-west views.
The scale of the wind farm would also not be at such a scale that would interfere with the ability
to interpret and research of the archaeoastronomical events related to the henge; the turbines
would not be located within the skyline where these events would take place, being located
further west within these views. Overall, the turbines would not be within these key north-west
views to such as extent that their presence would affect the ability to understand, experience
and appreciate the henge’s relationship with the views over the Cromarty Firth, the views over
the upper hill skyline focused on Ben Wyvis and its surrounding peaks, and the potential to
further understand, experience and appreciate the potential archaeoastronomical events within
these views. It is considered that the Proposed Development would cause no magnitude of
impact, and would therefore represent a not significant effect in the context of the EIA
regulations.

Potential Decommissioning Effects

The above-ground infrastructure including the turbines would be removed, although the
trackways and under-ground infrastructure may be left.

Potential Effects

Any effects upon the setting or significance of any assets would be reversed as the turbines
would be removed. There would be no additional direct or indirect effects on any assets as there

® Stellarium, accessed October 2024; https://stellarium-web.org/
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11.15.3

11.16
11.16.1

11.16.2

11.16.3

would be no new ground works during this stage; the footprint of the decommissioning phase
would be the same as the construction phase.

Residual Post-Operational Effects

There would be no residual effects upon setting resulting from the decommissioning of the
Proposed Development.

Cumulative Effects

A cumulative effect is considered to occur when there is a combination of:

an impact of Minor or higher on an asset or group of assets due to changes resulting from the
Proposed Development subject to assessment; and

an impact on the same asset or group of assets resulting from other development (consented
or within the planning system) within the surrounding landscape.

A minor significance of effect has been identified upon Little Garve, bridge of Black Water
(SM2720), and therefore this asset has been brought forward for cumulative impact
assessment.

The wind farm developments included within this cumulative assessment are outlined in Table
11.7. These include wind farms within 10 km of the Proposed Development which have been
consented or are currently a submitted application awaiting a decision.

Table 11.7: Wind farms involved in the cumulative impacts assessment.

Wind Farm No. of Tip Status Approximate Potential cumulative effects
Turbines = height Distance (km)
(m)

Abhainn Dubh 13 149.9 Appeal 9.5 No potential cumulative effects upon
assets

Kirkan 17 175 Consented 7 No potential cumulative effects upon
assets

Lochuichart Extension Il 5 149.9 Consented 10 No potential cumulative effects upon
assets

11.16.4 None of the above proposed wind farms have identified potential impacts upon the Little Garve,

11.17
11.17.1

11.17.2

11.17.3

11.17.4

bridge of Black Water (SM2720). These wind farms would have no visibility from the asset, or
its approaches. Therefore, there are no cumulative effects predicted upon the asset.

Summary

This assessment has considered data from a diverse range of sources in order to identify any
heritage assets which may be affected by the Proposed Development. The potential effects
upon known and potential archaeology within the site which could be affected during
construction have been assessed. The potential setting impacts upon designated heritage
assets has also been assessed. The residual and cumulative effects have also been considered.

Construction effects

Two assets have been identified within the wind farm site which have potential to be directly
impacted by the construction through the widening or tracks and the borrow pit extraction. These
comprise SLR11 and SL8. These assets are modern features and do not comprise remains
considered to be of archaeological significance. Therefore, no direct or indirect impacts which
would result in a significance of effect have been identified.

Operational effects

The assessment has included nine assets to identify potential impacts upon the asset’s
contributing aspects of setting and the significance derived by this setting. The assessment has
outlined potential effects upon the asset’s setting and therefore upon the significance of these
assets by the proposed turbines. The assessment results for each asset are set out below in
Table 11.8.

The assessment identified that three assets would be subject to effects upon their setting; very
minor significance of effect upon Knock Farril, Fort, (SM1672) and Fairburn (GDL00174), and a
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minor significance of effect upon Little Garve, Bridge over Black Water (SM2720). This is due
to the turbines’ presence within the backdrop of the former two assets’ setting, and their
presence within a viewshed forming part of the setting for the latter. In all cases, the turbines
would not be such an intrusion upon the setting of these assets to cause significant effects.

11.17.5 Overall, the Proposed Development is compliant with relevant policy and guidance, including
the National Planning Framework 4 (NPF4), Historic Environment Policy for Scotland (HEPS)
and the relevant Local Development Plan (Highland-wide Local Development Plan (2012)).

Table 11.8: Summary of Statement of Significance

Cultural
Heritage Asset

Magnitude of
Impact

Construction Phase

SLR11

SLR8

The quarry would be

truncated or
removed by the
proposed track.
The marker cairn
would be removed
by the proposed
borrow pit.

Operational and Maintenance Phase

Knock Farril,
fort,
Knockfarrel,
Fodderty
(SM1672)
Heights of Brae
(SM2312)

Clachan
Corrach
(SM2466)
Bridge over
Black Water,
Garve
(SM2720)
Fiodh Mhor
Henge
(SM13745)
Fairburn Tower
(LB14020)
Fairburn
Garden and
Designed
Landscape
(GDL00174)
Castle Leod
Garden and
Designed
Landscape
(GDL00094)
including Castle
Leod (LB7826)
Henge, 180m
W of
Teanagairn
Cottage
(SM1668)

Very low adverse

None

None

Low Adverse

None

None

Very Low Adverse

None

None

Significance of
Effect

None

None

Very Minor (Not
Significant)

None

None

Minor (Not
Significant)

None

None

Very Minor (Not
Significant)

None

None

Mitigation Proposed

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Residual Effects

No mitigation proposed.

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
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Cultural Magnitude of Significance of Mitigation Proposed Residual Effects
Heritage Asset = Impact Effect

Decommissioning Phase

Knock Farril, Very low beneficial Very Minor (Not N/A N/A
fort, Significant)

Knockfarrel,

Fodderty

(SM1672)

Heights of Brae = None None N/A N/A
(SM2312)

Clachan None None N/A N/A
Corrach

(SM2466)

Bridge over Low Beneficial Minor N/A N/A
Black Water,

Garve

(SM2720)

Fiodh Mhor None None N/A N/A
Henge

(SM13745)

Fairburn Tower = None None N/A N/A
(LB14020)

Fairburn Very Low Beneficial = Very Minor (Not N/A N/A
Garden and Significant)

Designed

Landscape

(GDL00174)

Castle Leod None None N/A N/A
Garden and

Designed

Landscape

(GDL00094)

including Castle

Leod (LB7826)

Henge, 180m None None N/A N/A
W of

Teanagairn

Cottage

(SM1668)
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