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10 CULTURAL HERITAGE

10.1 Introduction

10.1.1  This chapter of the Al Report considers the potential effects of the Revised Proposed
Development and the associated infrastructure changes upon Cultural Heritage in
comparison with the EIA Layout as reported in the EIA Report Volume 2 Chapter 10.

10.1.2 The Applicant is submitting a Revised Layout as described in Al Report Chapter 2: The
Revised Proposed Development. In summary, the changes to the layout which are of
principal relevance to the Cultural Heritage assessment comprise the reduction in the
number of proposed turbines of the EIA Layout from eight to seven (with the removal of
turbine T7 and associated crane pad and temporary hardstands), and the reduction in
proposed turbine height of turbines T5, T6 and T8 (renumbered as T7 in the Revised
Layout) to 149.9 m. None of the other proposed site infrastructure, including access
tracks, has been removed from the Revised Layout or requires re-routeing or
amendment.

10.1.3 A summary of predicted residual effects upon Archaeology and Cultural Heritage based
on the submitted EIA Layout was presented in Table 10.8 of the EIA Report Volume 2
Chapter 10. It was concluded that:

o Within the Application boundary there was potential for direct (physical)
construction impacts (including micro-siting) upon six heritage assets: MHG9290
Cnoc na Moine, field system; MHG10054 Leathad Breac, hut circle and field
system; MHG18357 Leathad Breac, farmstead; MHG 10058 Coirshellach, township
and head dyke; MHG12881 Altnagar Lodge Hotel, cairnfield; and MHG10335
Craigton, hut circle. In addition, direct construction impacts were identified upon
modern field boundaries/buildings as well as any currently unknown archaeological
remains present within the Site that may be discovered during construction through
monitoring of proposed Development groundworks.

o There was an identified potential for direct (physical) construction impacts upon
four heritage assets as a result accidental damage during construction: MHG9290
Cnoc na Moine, field system, the hut circles of, MHG10054 Leathad Breac, hut
circle and field system; MHG12881 Altnagar Lodge Hotel, cairnfield; MHG10335
Craigton, hut circle.

o Residual adverse operational effects of minor significance were predicted through
development within the setting of: Category B Listed Building LB7165 Carbisdale
Castle and Entrance Gates; Non-designated MHG 10054 Leathad Breac Hut Circle
& Field System; Non-designated MHG10335 Craigton Hut Circle; Non-designated
MHG10058 Coirshellach Township; and Non-designated MHG18357 Leathad
Breac Farmstead

¢ No significant cumulative effects were identified.

¢ In conclusion, no significant residual effects upon Cultural Heritage were identified
in the EIA Volume 2 Report Chapter 10 as a result of the EIA Proposed
Development.
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10.5.1

Potential Effects

The nature of the revisions made to the Revised Layout mean that the potential effects
that could arise as a result of construction and operation of the Revised Proposed
Development remain as per those predicted Section 10.7 of the EIA Report Volume 2
Chapter 10.

Baseline and Methodology

The baseline and methodology for assessment of likely Cultural Heritage impacts as a
result of the Revised Proposed Development is the same as that presented in the EIA
Report Volume 2 Chapter 10 for the Proposed Development.

Updated Impact Assessment

In terms of direct (physical) construction impacts within the Application boundary as a
result of the Revised Proposed Development infrastructure, the footprint for the Revised
Layout remains largely the same as that assessed for the EIA Layout (although turbine
T7 , its crane pad and temporary hardstands are removed from the Revised Layout, its
access track would remain), the impact assessment therefore remains unchanged. As
such, in terms of direct (physical) impacts as a result of micro-siting or accidental damage
during construction, these would also remain the same as for the EIA Layout.

In terms of direct (physical) construction impacts within the Application boundary upon
archaeological potential (i.e., the potential for hitherto unknown archaeological remains
within the footprint of the Revised Proposed Development to be present), these would
remain the same as for the EIA Layout.

As per the EIA Report Volume 2 Chapter 10, the scope and nature of additional
mitigation will be outlined in a written scheme of investigation (WSI) and agreed with The
Highland Council (THC) in advance of construction which can be addressed through
agreement of a suitably worded condition of consent with the Applicant.

In terms of operational setting effects upon heritage assets within the Site and wider
Study Area, the removal of turbine T7 and reduction in height of three turbines would
result in a slightly reduced visual envelope of the Revised Proposed Layout compared
with that of the proposed Development set out within the EIA; therefore effects on the
setting of cultural heritage assets are unchanged from the initial assessment of the EIA
Layout, including cumulative effects.

The removal of turbine T7 and reduction in height of three turbines would result in no
change to the operational assessments informed by visualisations (wirelines and
photomontages) submitted in support of EIA Report Volume 2 Chapter 10; these
visualisations have therefore not been updated for this chapter of the Al Report.

Conclusion

The Revised Layout would not result in any additional impact not already considered in
the EIA Report Volume 2 Chapter 10. No changes to the effects predicted for the EIA
Layout is identified for the Revised Proposed Development.
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10.5.2 Following implementation of the proposed programme of archaeological mitigation of
construction phase impacts upon known and hitherto unknown heritage assets
(‘archaeological potential’) there would be no residual physical effects on heritage assets.

10.5.3 No mitigation for the Revised Proposed Development is required in addition to that
identified for the EIA Proposed Development in the EIA Report Chapter 10.

10.5.4 Mitigation has been applied at design stage and no significant operational setting effects
upon heritage assets are identified, including cumulative effects.

10.5.5 In summary, the Revised Proposed Development would not give rise to any additional
adverse effects in comparison with the EIA Layout. The assessment of the Revised
Proposed Development does not change the conclusions of the EIA Report and the
updated assessment concludes that there would be no significant residual effects upon
Cultural Heritage.

10.6 Summary of Effects
Table 10.1: Summary of Effects

Topic / Receptor EIA - Change Al - Evaluation
Significance Resulting
of Residual Significance
Effect of Residual
Effect
Direct and/or indirect physical impact upon Negligible No change | Negligible No change
known heritage assets during construction,
including micrositing:
*MHG9290 Cnoc na Moine, field system,
*MHG10054 Leathad Breac, hut circle and
field system,
*MHG 18357 Leathad Breac, farmstead, and
*MHG10058 Coirshellach, township and head
dyke
*MHG12881 Altnagar Lodge Hotel, cairnfield,
*MHG10335 Craigton, hut circle
*Any modern field boundaries or buildings
Potential accidental direct physical impacts None No change | None No change
upon:
*MHG9290 Cnoc na Moine, field system, the
hut circles of
*MHG 10054 Leathad Breac, hut circle and
field system,
*MHG12881 Altnagar Lodge Hotel, cairnfield,
*MHG10335 Craigton, hut circle
Direct (physical) impact upon unexpected Negligible No change | Negligible No change
archaeological remains within the Site
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Topic / Receptor EIA — Al - Evaluation

Significance Resulting
of Residual Significance
Effect of Residual
Effect
Effect upon cultural significance through Minor No change | Minor No change
development within setting of: Adverse Adverse

*Category B Listed Building LB7165
Carbisdale Castle and Entrance Gates
(CHVPO2 Figure 10.4).

*Non-designated MHG10054 Leathad Breac
Hut Circle; Field System.

*Non-designated MHG10335 Craigton Hut
Circle.

*Non-designated MHG10058 Coirshellach
Township.

*Non-designated MHG18357 Leathad Breac
Farmstead.

10.7 Cross Referencing

Table 10.2: Figure Cross Referencing

Figures in support of the Al Corresponding Figure in EIA Report

N/A Figure 9.1: Known Heritage Assets within the Application Boundary.

10.8 Additional Mitigation

No additional mitigation is required beyond the committed to in the EIA Report.
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