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12.1 INTRODUCTION 

12.1.1 This chapter considers the potential impacts on the historic environment as a result of the proposed development 

(Thainstone Energy Park). The chapter should be read in conjunction with the project description detailed in 

Chapter 4 – Description of the Development. 

12.1.2 The objective of the assessment is to identify, evaluate and assess the historic environment, archaeological 

remains, historic buildings and landscapes. 

12.1.3 This chapter is supported by the following figures: 

• Figure 12.1: Cultural Heritage Assets; 

• Figure 7.4: Viewpoint 2: Bruce’s Camp, Thainstone; and 

• Figure 7.6: Viewpoint 4: Kinkell Church. 

 

12.2 CONSULTATION 

12.2.1 Aberdeenshire Council Archaeological Service (ACAS) provided a response to the Scoping Report on the 30th of 

November 2019 as follows: 

Table 12.1: Consultation response relating to Cultural Heritage 

Organisation Relevant Responses Comment 

Aberdeenshire Council “Schedule 4 of the Regulations states the 

information which should be included in an 

Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIA 

Report) …….. Examples of the types of issues that 

should be addressed include: 

• Cultural Heritage and Archaeology” 

Noted. 

 “LVIA 

“Generally there are a number of nearby sensitive 

receptors in the area including… standing stones 

with carved symbols and the feature called 

“Bruce’s Camp” which looks like an old fort 

situated above Thainstone, alongside Kinkell 

Church.” 

The sensitive cultural heritage 

receptors have been assessed in 

this chapter and the views from 

Bruce’s Camp and Kinkell Church 

assessed in Chapter 7: Landscape 

& Visual Impact Assessment (see 

Figures 7.4 & 7.6). 

 “Cultural Heritage 

As referenced above and in the consultation 

responses from the Council’s Environment and 

Archaeology Teams below, there is no agreement 

that the Cultural Heritage and Archaeology can be 

scoped out of the EIA Report. There are a number 

of historical and cultural features in and around the 

site, the impact upon which need to be assessed. 

Specifically, Kinkell Church, Keith Hall and the 

Aberdeenshire Canal all require to be considered.” 

This chapter assesses all cultural 

heritage receptors located within 5 

km of the proposed development 

and the setting of national level 

assets within 1 km of the red line 

boundary. 

 “Question 8 

Do not concur with the conclusion that Cultural 

Heritage and Archaeology can be scoped out from 

Noted. 

Organisation Relevant Responses Comment 

the EIA. There are several sites including design 

landscape within the visual vicinity of the proposal 

site and s such a visual impact assessment should 

be carried out and mitigation provided for any 

negative impact the development may have on the 

cultural heritage assets. 

In addition within the site boundary lies a surviving 

section of the Inverurie to Aberdeen canal which is 

connected to the Sluice Bridges (Cat C) the EIA 

should clarify any and all affect the proposal would 

have on this historic environment asset. 

The red line boundary has been 

revised and now does not include 

the Inverurie to Aberdeen Canal. 

 Archaeology 

In terms of the submitted Scoping Report it is 

noted that Section 5.9 addresses ‘Cultural 

Heritage and Archaeology’ specifically, and that 

the conclusion states “There are no known direct 

effects that will physically alter the cultural heritage 

of the area and it is considered that there is limited 

potential for unknown archaeology to exist and be 

affected. Due to the proximity of proposed 

development area it is therefore suggested that 

any potential effects upon archaeology are likely 

to be insignificant and therefore an assessment of 

archaeology is to be scoped out” 

In direct response to Question 8 of the Scoping 

Report we can confirm that we do not agree with 

the conclusion and that Archaeology cannot be 

scoped out  from the EIA. While it can be agreed 

that the direct impacts are likely to be minimal in 

terms of any surviving archaeology within the red 

line boundary of the development, there are two 

issues which the EIA will need to address: 

1) The proposed development lies directly 

opposite the Scheduled Monument of 

Kinkell Church (HER No NJ71NE0015 or 

HES SM No 90188). As such a visual 

impact assessment should be undertaken 

on the impact of the views from the 

church, and consideration given to 

whether screening is introduced to 

minimise any identified impact; 

2) Within the red line boundary of the 

application lies the weir and entrance to a 

surviving section of the Inverurie to 

Aberdeen Canal (HER Ref No 

NJ72SE0131). While there is no 

indication of any proposed construction 

Noted, a visual impact assessment 

of the views from Kinkell Church 

has been undertaken (see Chapter 

7 and Figure 7.6). The red line 

boundary for the application has 

been revised and now does not 

include the weir and entrance to the 

surviving section of the Inverurie to 

Aberdeen Canal. 
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Organisation Relevant Responses Comment 

(Figure 2: Indicative Site Layout of the 

Scoping Report) directly affecting this 

site, a statement clarifying this would be 

welcome within the EIA.” 

 

12.3 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

12.3.1 The proposed development will comprise an Energy from Waste facility the details of which are contained in 

Chapter 4 of this EIAR and illustrated in Figures 4.1-4.12b. 

 

12.4 POLICY & LEGISLATIVE CONTEXT 

12.4.1 Cultural heritage assets are given legal protection where they are deemed to be of particular importance. The 

importance of heritage assets and their protection of their settings is recognised in legislation as well as national, 

regional and local planning policy. Planning policy is detailed in Chapter 2 Policy Context with that applicable to 

the historic environment provided. 

Statutory Provisions 

12.4.2 The Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended) provides legislation for the protection 

of archaeological heritage. The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Scotland) Act 1997 (as 

amended) provides for the definition and protection in respect of building areas of special architectural or historic 

interest, including Conservation Areas. The Act sets out a requirement to have special regard to the desirability of 

preserving the integrity and setting of listed buildings and conservation areas in considering any development. 

12.4.3 The Historic Environment (Amendment) (Scotland) Act 2011 provides amendments to the aforementioned Acts in 

respect to aligning aspects of the historic environment legislation with planning. This act provides a statutory basis 

for the inventory of Historic Gardens and Designed Landscapes (HGDL) and for the creation of a new inventory of 

Historic Battlefields. 

12.4.4 In addition, Historic Environment Scotland (HES) was established as a new Non Departmental Public Body which 

combined the previous functions of Historic Scotland and the Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical 

Monuments of Scotland. 

National Planning Policies 

12.4.5 Scottish Planning Policy (2014) provides the national planning policy context for the historic environment in the 

section  encompassing designated heritage assets (Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas, 

Designated Wreck Sites, World Heritage Sites, Inventory Battlefields and Inventory Historic Gardens and Designed 

Landscapes) together with non-designated heritage assets. 

Table 12.2: Relevant provisions within SPP’s Subject Policy Valuing the Historic Environment 

Policy Area Overview 

Listed Buildings The SPP states that “Where planning permission and 

listed building consent are sought for development to, 

or affecting, a listed building, special regard must be 

given to the importance of preserving and enhancing 

the building, its setting and any features of special 

architectural or historic interest.” (paragraph 141) 

Policy Area Overview 

Conservation Areas The SPP states “Proposals for development within 

conservation areas and proposals outwith which will 

impact on its appearance, character or setting, should 

preserve or enhance the character and 

appearance of the conservation area. Proposals that 

do not harm the character or appearance of 

the conservation area should be treated as preserving 

its character or appearance.” (paragraph 143) 

Scheduled Monuments The SPP states that “Where there is potential for the 

proposed development to have an adverse effect on a 

scheduled monument or on the integrity of its setting, 

permission should only be granted where there are 

exceptional circumstances.” (paragraph 145) 

Historic Gardens and Designed Landscapes The SPP states that “Planning authorities should 

protect and, where appropriate, seek to enhance 

gardens and designed landscapes included in the 

Inventory of Gardens and Designed Landscapes and 

designed landscapes of regional and local importance” 

(paragraph 148). 

Battlefields The SPP states “Planning authorities should seek to 

protect, conserve and, where appropriate, enhance 

the key landscape characteristics and special qualities 

of sites in the Inventory of Historic 

Battlefields.”(paragraph 149) 

Archaeology The SPP states that “Planning authorities should 

protect archaeological sites and monuments as an 

important, finite and non-renewable resource and 

preserve them in situ wherever possible” (paragraph 

150) 

Archaeology and Other Historic Environment Assets Historic assets which are not afforded statutory 

protection., the SPP states that “Planning authorities 

should protect and preserve significant resources as 

far as possible, in situ wherever feasible” (paragraph 

151). 

Scottish Planning Policy (2014) 

12.4.6 Further advice on the implementation of SPP is provided in the following planning advice notes: 

• Planning Advice Notes (PAN)2/2011: Planning and Archaeology;  

• Planning Advice Note 71: Conservation Area Management; and 

• Historic Environment Scotland Managing Change in the Historic Environment series of guidance notes. 

Development Plan Policies 

12.4.7 The adopted Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan (2017) policies and Supplementary Guidance of relevance 

to the historic environment are as follows: 
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• Policy HE2: Protecting Historic and Cultural Heritage Areas; Supplementary Guidance: Appendix A6: Existing 

Conservation Areas; and 

• The allocation of the site in the LDP for industrial use is also relevant to this assessment. 

 

12.5 SCOPE OF ASSESSMENT 

12.5.1 The initial baseline appraisal noted that no heritage assets were recorded within the proposed development site. 

The absence of indications of past activity coupled with disturbance caused by previous development of the site 

as a paper mill meant that no significance direct effects on heritage assets are anticipated. Consequently, the 

direct effects on the historic environment should have been scoped out of any further assessment. 

12.5.2 For assessing the possible setting impacts, a study area of 1 km from the proposed red line boundary has been 

applied in order to capture nationally important heritage assets where there is the potential for an impact to occur 

to their setting as a result of the proposed development. A 2 km study area has been applied for other cultural 

heritage assets. 

12.5.3 Figure 12.1 shows a Zone of Theoretical Visibility map (ZTV) with Scheduled Monuments and Listed Buildings 

identified in the area.  It indicates that while the scale of the proposed development suggests that it is likely to be 

widely visible, the densely developed nature of Inverurie and Port Elphinstone means that visibility from the many 

areas would be restricted. In addition, the setting of many heritage assets within the area surrounding the proposed 

development site is defined by their immediate surroundings, especially for those assets within Inverurie, Port 

Elphinstone and Kintore. Consequently, it was proposed that the indirect effects on designated heritage assets 

within 2 km of the proposed development site would be assessed. It was considered that other heritage assets 

beyond 2 km would not be affected as they would be screened by intervening built form or woodland. These 

heritage assets are therefore proposed to be scoped out of any further assessment. 

12.5.4 The initial baseline appraisals did not identify any non-designated assets that had the potential to be significantly 

affected by the proposed development. As result further assessment of indirect effects on non-designated assets 

was scoped out. 

Cultural Heritage Assets Scoped In 

12.5.5 Based on the Scoping Opinion received from ACAS and site visit, the scope of assessment has focussed on the 

following cultural heritage as follows: 

• SM18: Broomend, Henge, Standing Stones and Symbol Stone; 

• SM90188: Kinkell Churchyard and Burial Ground; 

• SM7920: Fullerton, Ring Ditches and Cairn Circle; 

• SM12523: Bruce’s Camp; and 

• Keith Hall Historic Garden and Designed Landscape and associated Listed Buildings.   

Cultural Heritage Assets Scoped Out 

12.5.6 Within the 2 km study area, the following cultural heritage assets have been scoped out of the assessment as it is 

not deemed that these assets are likely to receive a significant effect as a result of the proposed development. 

This is due generally to the screening effects of buildings and woodland within the study area as follows: 

• SM14: Conyng Hillock, Mound East of Parkview – 1,881 m to the north west. Surrounding buildings and built 

form of Inverurie would provide screening towards the proposed development; 

• SM74: Inverurie Cemetery, Four Symbol Stones – 1,372 m to the north. Woodland to the south would provide 

screening towards the proposed development; 

• SM99: The Bass and Little Bass, Motte-and-Bailey Castle – 1,321 m to the north. Surrounding buildings and 

built form of Inverurie would provide screening towards the proposed development; 

• SM6448: Ratch-Hill, Settlement, Field System and Enclosures – 1,914 m to the south west. Woodland to the 

north east would screen views towards the proposed development. 

12.5.7 The following Listed Buildings within 2 km of the proposed development have been scoped out of the assessment 

due to intervening screening from the surrounding built environment and woodland: 

• Listed Buildings in Inverurie including: 

- 379971: St Andrew’s Cottage. Glebe Road; 

- 379970: St Andrew’s House, Glebe Road; 

- 379969: St Andrew’s Church, High Street; 

- 379974: Union Bank, 80 High Street; 

- 379973: Kintore Arms Hotel, 83 High Street; 

- 379975: 100 High Street; 

- 106 High Street; 

- St Mary’s Episcopal Church, High Street, 

- 346477: Double House, Inverurie Hospital; 

- 346444: Administration Block, Inverurie Hospital; 

- 346445: Inverurie, St Jame’s Place and Upperboat Road; 

- 346446: Gate Lodge, Inverurie Hospital, St James Place and Upperboat Road; 

- 402799: Quadrant Halls, Inverurie Hospital. 

• Listed buildings in port Elphinstone and surrounding area: 

- 379989: Sluice Bridges; 

- 341408: Thainstone House; 

- 341409: North Lodge & Gate Pillars, Thainstone House; and 

- 346627: Hanger, Airfield, Cairnhall. 

12.5.8 During the EIAR assessment, data has been collected for historic assets within 2 km from the proposed 

development site. This data provided the data for the baseline and was obtained from the following sources: 

• National-based registers of designated heritage assets through the HES datasets; 

• County-based registers non-designated archaeological and historical sites through the RCAHMS also now 

part of HES and their PastMap online mapping.  

Site Visits 

12.5.9 A site visit was undertaken to review assets of national importance and non-designated assets within 2 km from 

the proposed red line boundary in December 2019. 

 

12.6 ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

12.6.1 The methodology adopted for the assessment of effects on setting follows the approach set out in Managing 

Change in the Historic Environment: Setting (Historic Environment Scotland, 2020). A desk-based assessment of 

the study area has been compiled to inform this assessment. The information arising from this study has been 

used to assess the potential effects of the proposed development on known cultural heritage assets within the 

area. 
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12.6.2 The potential for change to the setting of heritage assets is most likely to occur as a result of intervisibility or direct 

views between an asset and a development or change to views of an asset from a third viewpoint. It is possible 

that even where there is no direct intervisibility between a development and an asset, the setting may still be 

affected. In addition to purely visual considerations, other effects of a development, such as noise, may also have 

an effect on the setting of an asset. 

12.6.3 Historic Environment Scotland (2020) sets out a range of factors which might form part of the setting of a heritage 

asset as follows: 

• “Current landscape or townscape context; 

• Views to, from and across or beyond the historic asset or place; 

• Key vistas) for instance, a ‘frame’ of trees, buildings or natural features that give the historic asset or place a 

context, whether intentional or not); 

• The prominence of the historic asset or place in views throughout the surrounding area, bearing in mind that 

sites need not be visually prominent to have a setting; 

• Aesthetic qualities; 

• Character of the surrounding landscape; 

• General and specific views including foregrounds and backdrops; 

• Views from within an asset outwards over key elements in the surrounding landscape, such as the view from 

the principal room of a house, or from a roof terrace; 

• Relationships with other features, both built and natural; 

• Non-visual factors such as historical, artistic, literary, place name, or scenic associations, intellectual 

relationships (e.g. to a theory, plan, or design), or sensory factors; and 

• A ‘sense of place’: the overall experience of an asset which may combine some of the above factors.” 

12.6.4 The guidance also sets out three stages in assessing the impact of development on the setting of a historic asset 

or place as follows: 

• “Stage 1: Identify the historic assets that might be affected by a development; 

• Stage 2: define and analysis the setting by establishing how the surroundings contribute to the ways in 

which the historic asset or place is understood, appreciated and experienced; and 

• Stage 3: evaluate potential impact of the proposed changes on the setting, and the extent to which any 

negative impacts can be mitigated” 

Sensitivity of Receptor 

12.6.5 The sensitivity of a receptor is dependent upon the importance of the asset and is informed by legislation and 

policy using professional judgement. Table 12. 3 sets out the rationale for sensitivity: 

Table 12.3: Categorisation of Importance 

Importance Rationale 

National & International World Heritage Sites are designated on the basis of ‘outstanding universal 

value to humanity’ and would normally be considered are considered to be of 

international importance. 

Scheduled Monuments is a historic building or site that is included I the 

Schedule of Monuments in accordance with the Ancient Monuments and 

Archaeological Areas Act 1979. By legal definition, Scheduled Monuments are 

considered as being of national importance. As the process of scheduling is 

Importance Rationale 

ongoing and as scheduling is a representative designation, there are further 

assets which are not scheduled but which may be of equivalent importance. 

Category A Listed Buildings are described as of national or international 

importance. Sites recorded in the inventories of historic battlefields and gardens 

and designed landscapes are by, legal definition, of national importance. 

Conservation Areas rated as a “special architectural or historic interest the 

character or appearance of which is desirable to preserve or enhance as set out 

in Section 61 of the Planning Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas (Scotland) 

Act 1997.   

Regional Archaeological sites which do not merit scheduling, but which are considered 

nevertheless of interest or could make a substantial contribution to established 

regional research agendas. 

Category B Listed Buildings are considered of regional or more than local 

importance. 

The principles of selection for designations of conservation areas do not explicitly 

include valuations of national, regional or local importance, although most 

examples would be of importance on a regional level. 

Local Category C Listed Buildings are described as of being of local importance and 

lesser examples of any period, style or building type. 

The majority of non-designated assets would normally be considered of local 

importance. 

Lesser These include those features which are no longer extant, where there are no 

further known of surviving remains (e.g. locations of previous archaeological 

work), or where assets may have minimal importance, such as modern quarries. 

Categorisation of the relative importance of those assets which are of less than 

national importance relies on professional judgement. 

 

Magnitude of Change 

12.6.6 The potential magnitude of change upon a receptor is assigned to one of four classes, as defined in Table 12.4. 

Table 12.4: Definition of Magnitude of Change 

Magnitude Definition 

High Total or substantial change to an asset or complete alteration of the 

characteristics of an asset’s setting. 

Medium Partial alteration of an asset. Substantial change to the key characteristics of an 

asset’s setting, or a more total alteration which is temporary and/or reversible. 

Low Minor alteration of an asset. Changes to a setting which do not affect the key 

characteristics, or which is short term and/or reversible. 

Negligible Minor alteration of an asset. Very minor or minor and short term/reversible 

changes to its setting which do not affect the key characteristics. 

12.6.7 Only a substantial or very substantial level of effect would be considered significant in terms of EIA Regulations. 
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Level and Significance of Effect 

12.6.8 The assessment of significance of effect is a product of the importance of an asset, as informed by legislation and 

policy. And the magnitude of change. The level and significance of effect on this basis has been judged according 

to the effects matrix set out in Table 12.5. It should be noted that this matrix is used as a guide only and the 

assessment of the significance of an effect on a heritage asset or its setting is dependent on professional 

judgement. 

Table 12.5: Level of Effect 

Importance of Receptor 

Magnitude of 

Change 

National / 

International 

Regional Local Lesser 

High Very Substantial Substantial Moderate Low 

Medium Substantial Moderate Low Negligible 

Low Moderate Low Low Negligible 

Negligible Low Negligible Negligible Negligible 

12.6.9 Effects considered to be very substantial and substantial are considered to be significant in terms of the EIA 

Regulations. 

 

12.7 BASELINE CONDITIONS 

Site Description  

12.7.1 The proposed development area is situated to the south of Inverurie in the Kirkwood Commercial Park, Port 

Elphinstone. The extent of the development area is 4.3 ha and is bounded to the east by the River Don and to the 

north, west and south by the wider commercial estate. The elevation of the development area is ~50 metres above 

sea level (ASL) and is generally flat and level, sloping slightly eastwards in the central and northern sector. 

12.7.2 The proposed development area is situated within the wider footprint of the former Inverurie Paper Mill, which 

occupied much of the Kirkwood Commercial Park (as it was later known). The Paper Mill operated between 1860s 

and 2009 and up until the 1970s produced pulp on-site, after which operations were modified and all pulp was 

imported via road tanker.  

Geology  

12.7.3 The British Geological Survey (BGS) Bedrock Map reveals the site is underlain by a solid geology comprising of 

Aberdeen Formation psammite and semi-pellite, metamorphic rocks dating from the Neoproterozoic (542-1000 

ma.). These rocks often contain subsidiary pelite and sporadic minor calcareous horizons with granite intrusions 

also noted in the wider area. While no fault lines were mapped to be within the Development area, it’s possible 

that minor tectonic features such as small faults and fractures may be present.  

Current Baseline 

12.7.4 Cultural heritage assets within the study area and referred to in this section are shown on Figure 12.1 and 

summarised below: 

• There are 8 Scheduled Monuments within 2 km of the proposed development. The closest scheduled 

monument is 232 m to the north west of the proposed development; 

• There are 17 Listed Buildings within 2 km of the proposed development and 21 Listed Buildings within Keith 

Hall Historic Garden and Designed Landscape. These are comprised of a mixture of urban residential, 

industrial, transport and ecclesiastical together with structures relating to Keith Hall HGDL;  

• A single inventory Historic Garden and Designed Landscape, Keith Hall, is located within 2 km on the eastern 

bank of the River Don; and 

• There are no designated assets within the proposed development site and there are no World Heritage Sites, 

Conservation areas or Designated Historic Battlefields within the study area. 

Historic Land Use 

12.7.5 The detailed history of the site has been confirmed using previous reporting and anecdotal information, which is 

further supported by the review of Ordnance Survey historical mapping.   

12.7.6 During the 1860s, the Paper Mill occupied the northern part of the proposed site. Apart from a farmstead labelled 

as “Mill of Thainston” adjacent areas are un-developed. The Mill Lade appears to be present however the weir is 

situated further north than its current position and the Lade itself extends down the entire eastern periphery.  A 

gas works and “gasometer” were mapped in the centre of the development area. The surrounding land use appears 

to be predominantly farmland with a few residential properties / farmsteads situated in various locations. The 

railway line is mapped ~150 metres west of the development area. 

12.7.7 During the 1900s, the Paper Mill underwent a significant expansion, predominantly in the north of the proposed 

development area extending into the surrounding fields. An assortment of additional buildings are mapped to the 

west in the 1900s along with an access track in a new location, which is lined with buildings. To the north, an area 

of “filter beds” is shown just west of the Mill Lade. A series of railway sidings were also constructed serving the 

Paper Mill immediately north of the development area. 

12.7.8 In the 1920s, a few other buildings associated with the Paper Mill are located in the far north of the proposed 

development area. The part of the Mill Lade which ran down the periphery of the Paper Mill has been developed 

on. This would presumably have been infilled (Made Ground). Additional residential dwellings are mapped to the 

west of the site. There is minor expansion of the Paper Mill with construction of buildings immediately north of the 

development area. The “gasometer” is no longer mapped.  

12.7.9 During the 1960s, ponds, tanks and sludge beds are mapped in the north of the development area. The Mill Lade 

in the area south of where it was developed on in the 1920s is mapped as “disused”. Additional large buildings are 

mapped immediately north of the development area. A water tower and a tank are also now mapped. The filter 

beds are no longer mapped. Some large pits and ponds are shown ~300 m west of the development area. 

12.7.10 In the 1980s, buildings appear to have been demolished / amalgamated into a larger rectangular building. 

Additional ponds are mapped.  Additional expansion is shown north of the development area. The large pit to the 

west of the development area has expanded. Railway sidings are no longer shown.  Development of a series of 

small buildings to the south of the development area is shown and is assumed to be the effluent treatment plant. 

12.7.11 In 1996, there is no significant increase in the number of buildings. A tank farm as well as a chimney stack were 

mapped in the east of the development area. The Mill Lade marked as “disused” in the south of the proposed 

development area is no longer shown and is assumed to have been infilled. Additional expansion to the north and 

the west of the development area is evident including buildings, a sludge bed, tanks and an electrical substation. 

A number of tracks can be identified to the west as well as previous reporting and anecdotal information suggesting 

this served as a landfill. 

12.7.12 Between 2010 to 2018 no significant change occurred up until the removal of all  of the buildings within the redline 

boundary (the Planning Boundary in Figure 1.2) with the exception of the flue stack from the former combined heat 

and power plant  This flue stack has been retained to-date but will be demolished and recycled prior to 

commencement of construction of the new facility.   It is noted in relation to this historical land use that the 

Aberdeenshire LDP allocates the former papermill site for continued industrial use. 

Heritage Receptor Baseline 
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12.7.13 Table 12.6 summarises the heritage receptor baseline and fulfils the Stage 2 assessment as set out by Historic 

Environment Scotland guidance (2020). Each heritage asset included within the assessment scope was visited 

during the site visit in order to define and analyse its setting and assess how this contributes to its importance. The 

visit was also used to further clarify the potential visibility of the proposed development site from these locations. 

Table 12.6: Heritage Receptor Baseline 

Receptor Baseline 

Inventory Historic Garden & Designed Landscape of Keith Hall and associated 21 Listed Buildings 

Current Setting The asset is situated to the east of Inverurie and Port Elphinstone and occupies an 

escarpment on the eastern side of the River Don. Bounded by walls and woodland, 

the B993 and two minor roads, the HGDL comprises parkland, policy woodland, 

gardens (including a walled garden) and occupies approximately 1,016 areas. Within 

the grounds lie the Category A Listed Keith Hall which incorporates the original 

Caskieban Castle, as well as several other associated listed buildings including 

stables, a bridge, kennels, Home Farm, and North and South Lodges. The HGDL 

provides the setting for many of the Listed Buildings located within the policies. Views 

to the west across the River Don and beyond Inverurie are an important aspect of the 

HGDL.   

Aspects of Importance Keith Hall HGDL is considered to have a high value on account of being considered 

outstanding for its architectural and scenic interest, and high for its artistic and 

historic interest. The HGDL is considered to be of National importance. 

Receptor Visit A site visit to the HGDL confirmed that views beyond the boundary are a mixture of 

self-contained by surrounding policy woodland and walls, to framed views beyond; 

in particular to the west. Views from the Listed Buildings in the HGDL are generally 

influenced by surrounding woodland. 

SM18: Broomend, Henge, Standing Stones & Symbol Stone 

Current Setting This Scheduled Monument occupies an open area between Crichie Circle to the north, 

Kirkwood Commercial Park to the east, and Mill Road to the west on the southern 

outskirts of Port Elphinstone. The area includes semi-mature trees along the boundary 

which creates a degree of containment and screening to the nearby industrial park 

although elements of it are still visible along with nearby housing. 

Aspects of Importance Comprising a henge and avenue of prehistoric date, the site lies on an east facing 

slope. The monument includes crosses and carved stones including a symbol stone, 

prehistoric ritual and funerary, henge. The citation notes that the area has been 

modified. The asset is considered to be of National importance. 

Receptor Visit The site visit confirmed that there would be views towards the proposed 

development from the standing stones to the south west beyond the existing 

industrial buildings. 

SM90188: Kinkel Churchyard & Burial Ground 

Current Setting Kinkell Church is a dismantled medieval church and graveyard managed by Historic 

Environment Scotland located approximately 350 m to the east of the proposed site. 

Surrounded by a turf farm, the main view from the ruins courtesy of a dismantled 

wall is to the west across the foreground field and River Don towards the Kirkwood 

Commercial Park, with Bruce’s Camp beyond 

Aspects of Importance The church was built in the 1200s and is a good example of a medieval church of 

simple design and rectangular in shape. The church and associated cemetery do not 

appear as prominent features within the wider landscape due to landform rising to the 

Receptor Baseline 

east and industrial development located to the north west at Kirkwood Commercial 

Park. The church and cemetery are also quite small scale. The main features are 

within the ruins of the church building and contain a sacrament house and a 

representation of St Michael the Archangel on the north wall. The church was refitted 

for Presbyterian worship following the Protestant Reformation in 1560. In 1771 the 

church was declared redundant and partially dismantled and recycled for use in the 

new kirk when the parish was amalgamated with Keithhall in 1771. The asset is 

considered to be of National importance. 

Receptor Visit During the site visit it was noted that the asset would experience close views of the 

proposed development site from the southern entrance to the church ruins and from 

the southern extent of the cemetery.  

SM7920: Fullerton, Ring Ditches & Cairn Circle 

Current Setting Situated to the south of Fullarton on a terrace of the River Don, the site is bounded 

by the Aberdeen to Inverness Railway line to the east, Kintore Business Park to the 

south, and the A96 road to the west, this asset comprises a field with open views of 

the surrounding countryside although boundary trees and the built form of Kintore 

Business Park provides a degree of screening. 

Aspects of Importance This asset is considered to be of national importance due to being a good example of 

a complex prehistoric burial structure probably 3,500 years old. The cairn circle 

survives as a standing structure and the other remains visible as crop circles. The 

asset is considered to be of National importance. 

Receptor Visit The site visit confirmed that views towards the proposed development could be 

experienced although intervening screening from field boundary vegetation and 

landform. 

SM12523: Bruce’s Camp, Hillfort 

Current Setting Bruce’s Camp is located to the west of the proposed site on top of Shaw Hill and is a 

Scheduled Monument due to its Prehistoric Cup Marked Stone and Fort of later date. 

Views from the remains of the fort are restricted by surrounding mixed woodland. 

Viewpoint 2 (Figure 7.4) provides an example of the view from the footpath leading 

up to Bruce’s Camp from the woodland edge. 

Aspects of Importance The asset is considered to be of national importance due to its importance as a well-

preserved, late prehistoric fort with multiple phases evident. The assets intrinsic 

characteristics are considered to be in good condition where the monument retains 

well-defined sections of the perimeter bank and ditch. Located most likely due to its 

proximity to a similar type of development on Bennachie, the fort would have 

commanded views across the surrounding landscape and would have been a 

defensible position. There is a tradition that Robert the Bruce camped here prior to 

the Battle of Old Meldrum (AD 1308). The asset is considered to be of National 

importance. 

Receptor Visit The site visit confirmed that the surrounding woodland would limit views towards the 

proposed development. 
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Predicted Future Baseline 

12.7.14 The existing site is currently brownfield having been demolished in the last five years. The absence of the proposed 

development, piecemeal change to the baseline can be expected as industrial estates continue to evolve and 

further development is undertaken along the A96 road corridor. 

12.8 IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

12.8.1 This section fulfils the Stage 3 assessment as set out by Historic Scotland guidance (2020) for the heritage assets 

within the assessment scope. The Stage 3 assessments have considered several ways in which the proposed 

development may impact upon the setting of the assets. These include the potential impacts resulting from the 

construction and operation of the proposed development and its cumulative impact in relation to the surrounding 

developments. 

12.8.2 The construction and operational phases of the proposed development all have the potential to affect the 

experience of the asset not only through the visual aspects (see Chapter 7, Landscape and Visual Impact 

Assessment), but also through contributing factors such as traffic (Chapter 10: Traffic and Transport) or noise 

(Chapter 8: Noise). 

Table 12.6: Heritage Receptor Assessment 

Heritage Asset Sensitivity Potential Impact  Magnitude of 

Change 

Level of 

Effect 

Inventory Historic 

Garden & 

Designed 

Landscape of 

Keith Hall and 

associated 21 

Listed Buildings 

National The proposed development would 

be located approximately 300 m to 

the south west of the HGDL. The 

ZTV indicates that theoretical 

visibility would occur for much of the 

northern, western and southern 

extent of the policies. However, 

policy woodland and the high 

southern boundary wall would 

reduce the extent of visibility which 

would mainly be of the stack. The 

proposed development would 

occupy a similar footprint to the 

previous paper mill that occupied 

the site including stack and the 

introduction of the new elements 

would not be uncharacteristic in the 

small areas where the proposed 

development will be visible. 

Construction and operational effects 

would relate to the views of the 

erection of buildings and stack, and 

short term during construction and 

long term during operation. 

Negligible Low  

(not significant) 

SM18: Broomend, 

Henge, Standing 

Stones & Symbol 

Stone 

National From this asset, the northern gable 

end and stack of the proposed 

development will be visible above 

the foreground industrial buildings. 

Medium Substantial 

(significant) 

Heritage Asset Sensitivity Potential Impact  Magnitude of 

Change 

Level of 

Effect 

This would be within the context of 

the previous view of the paper mill 

albeit, the buildings and stack would 

be higher, but occupy a similar 

footprint. During construction, the 

appreciation and experience of the 

asset would be disturbed during the 

erection of the buildings and stack. 

During operation, effects would 

relate to views of the building as 

operational activity would be 

screened by foreground trees and 

buildings. 

SM90188: Kinkel 

Churchyard & 

Burial Ground 

National The church and churchyard are a 

good example of a medieval 

churchyard comprising rectangular 

building which was simply 

designed. The main assets of 

interest lie within the church and 

include a sacrament house in a 

cross-shaped with the cupboard 

being in the lower part. From within 

the ruins, the proposed 

development would not be visible; 

however, would be visible from the 

church entrance on the western 

side of the ruin and from the 

churchyard. This would include the 

eastern elevation of the buildings 

and stack. The lower components 

would be partially screened by 

riparian woodland planting.  

During construction, activities 

associated with the erection of 

buildings and stack are expected to 

affect the appreciation and 

experience of the asset as well as 

the appearance of the proposed 

buildings itself. These activities 

would be short term in nature. 

During operation, the proposed 

development would be close and 

visible from much of the asset. 

However, it should be noted that the 

proposed site has been occupied by 

a paper mill for 200 years and there 

Medium Substantial 

(significant) 
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Heritage Asset Sensitivity Potential Impact  Magnitude of 

Change 

Level of 

Effect 

has been an industrial feature 

visible from the church during that 

time.  Furthermore, the LDP 

allocates the site for ongoing 

industrial use and redevelopment.  

The proposed use is considered to 

be consistent with both past and 

future uses of the site and the 

impact of the proposed 

development sits firmly within this 

context. 

 

SM7920: 

Fullerton, Ring 

Ditches & Cairn 

Circle 

National It is predicted that the proposed 

development would be screened by 

coniferous woodland to the north 

east and the asset would not 

experience views during 

construction and operation. 

Negligible Low  

(not significant) 

SM12523: Bruce’s 

Camp, Hillfort 

National Due to woodland planting on and 

surrounding Bruce’s Camp, it is not 

predicted that activities associated 

with construction or operation would 

be experienced from this asset. 

Therefore, it is not considered that 

the experience and appreciation of 

this monument would be affected by 

the proposed development.  

 

Negligible Low  

(not significant) 

 

 

12.9 CONCLUSION 

12.9.1 The assessment of cultural heritage assets considered a total of 7 Scheduled Monuments and 39 Listed Buildings 

and 1 Historic Garden and Designed Landscape. Of these, 2 Scheduled Monuments were considered to receive 

a Substantial and significant effect. 

12.9.2 Kinkell Church, Churchyard and Burial Ground (SM90188) is predicted to receive a Medium magnitude of change 

to the experience and appreciation of an asset of national importance during both construction and operation. This 

is due to the close uninterrupted views of the eastern side of the proposed development that will be experienced 

from much of the asset. 

12.9.3 Broomend, Henge, Standing Stones & Symbol Stone (SM18) is also predicted to receive a Medium magnitude of 

change to the experience and appreciation of a nationally important asset. This is due to its proximity to the 

proposed development to the north west and open views of the northern elevation and stack, which would be 

viewed above the existing industrial buildings and boundary planting.  

12.9.4 It should be noted however, that both assets would experience the proposed development within the context of 

the previous paper mill which stood on the site for 400 years and the continued support in the LDP for industrial 

development at this location. It is also noted that the applicant has made a credible attempt to soften the outline 

of the buildings with locally grown timber screening mimicking the profile of the Benachie range of hills in the 

background.  

12.9.5 None of the other assets considered were predicted to receive a significant effect. 

 

 

 


