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7.1 INTRODUCTION 

7.1.1 This chapter assesses the effects of the proposed development (Thainstone Energy Park) on the landscape 

resource and visual amenity within an agreed study area. The Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) 

assesses the direct and indirect effects on how the landscape is perceived and the effect on views. Cumulative 

effects arising from the addition of the proposed development are also considered.  

7.1.2 The LVIA has been undertaken by a Chartered Landscape Architect in accordance with the Guidelines for 

Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, Third Edition, (GLVIA3) (Landscape Institute and the Institute of 

Environmental Assessment, 2013).  

7.1.3 This chapter is supported by an Appendix, Figures and Visualisations as follows: 

• Appendix 7.1: Landscaping Details; 

• Figure 7.1: Zone of Theoretical Visibility – 5 km; 

• Figure 7.2: Zone of Theoretical Visibility – Bennachie Special Landscape Area; 

• Figure 7.3: Viewpoint 1: Crichie Circle, Port Elphinstone; 

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

• Figure 7.5: Viewpoint 3: A96 road; 

• Figure 7.6: Viewpoint 4: Kinkell Church; 

• Figure 7.7: Viewpoint 5: Kintore, Lochburn Drive – B987 road junction; and 

• Figure 7.8: Landscape Plan. 

7.2 SCOPE OF ASSESSMENT 

Study Area 

7.2.1 The extent of the study area of 5 km has been devised based on professional experience of undertaking LVIA 

work for similar types of development, a desk-based review of the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) map (see 

Figure 7.1) and site survey. Following this, it was considered that significant landscape and visual effects are 

unlikely to occur beyond 5 km. This has been checked during a site visit and was confirmed in Aberdeenshire 

Councils Scoping Opinion (see Table 7.1). 

7.2.2 It should be noted that the 5 km study area is not the limit of visibility in clear weather conditions but is rather an 

area defined for the assessment of the proposed development on landscape and visual receptors that could 

receive significant effects.   

Scoping & Consultation 

7.2.3 A scoping report was submitted to Aberdeenshire Council on the 31st of October and Scoping Opinion provided 

on the 20th November 2019. The scoping and consultation responses relating to the LVIA are summarised in Table 

7.1 below: 

Table 7.1: Consultation response relating to LVIA 

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: 

• Landscape Resource 

The LVIA Chapter includes an 

assessment of the landscape fabric 

of the proposed site, landscape 

character and protected and 

designated landscapes within a 5 

km study area (see Section 7.10). 

Organisation Relevant Responses Comment 

• Visual Amenity including Lighting”  The LVIA also includes an 

assessment of visual amenity and 

the proposed lighting (see Section 

7.11). 

“LVIA 

Addressing Landscape and Visual Impacts, I can 

confirm that the 5km study area is considered to 

be appropriate. We have accepted a similar 5km 

study area for projects with a similar built form, 

considering this alongside the setting of the site at 

the former Paper Mill as well as the preliminary 

visibility details as illustrated within the submitted 

ZTV, this is considered to be sufficient in the 

circumstances. The methodology outlines and 

scope of assessment is also considered to be 

appropriate, alongside reference to GLVIA3.” 

Noted. 

“However, the scoping out of Bennachie Special 

Landscape Area from any assessment is not 

considered to be appropriate. This area is an 

important feature within Aberdeenshire, with a 

high recreational value. To exclude any 

assessment of large scale EIA development on 

this area is not advisable and as such this should 

be included within any assessment. While it is 

noted that the area incorporates  a lot of woodland, 

there are a number of path networks and hill 

summits which are not wooded and which may 

benefit from being included within the 

assessment.” 

The Bennachie Special Landscape 

Area (SLA) has been included in 

the LVIA and an assessment of the 

impact of the proposed 

development on its special qualities 

undertaken (see Section 7.10 and 

Figure 7.2). 

“Generally there are a number of nearby sensitive 

receptors in the area including the A96 corridor, 

nearby housing and railway. There’s also quite a 

lot of archaeology, standing stones with carved 

symbols and the feature called ”Bruce’s Camp” 

which looks like an old fort situated above 

Thainstone, alongside Kinkell Church. These will 

also count as LVIA receptors and should be 

considered.” 

The A96 road, Aberdeen to 

Inverness railway line and nearby 

housing have all been included in 

the visual assessment (see Section 

7.11). Cultural heritage features 

including Bruce’s Camp (Viewpoint 

2) and Kinkell Church (Viewpoint 4) 

have been assessed in the visual 

assessment and photomontages 

provided (see Figures 7.4 & 7.6).  

“Furthermore, the extent and distribution of the 

selected viewpoints is considered to be rather 

limited. Given the prominence of the site as well 

as the profile of some of the surrounding 

receptors, consideration should be given to 

selecting additional or alternative viewpoints from 

Keith Hall Designed Landscape, the settlement of 

Kintore (potentially the new station) and although 

Viewpoints were chosen following a 

site visit where it was judged that 

the locations proposed were the 

best locations to illustrate where 

significant effects to views are likely 

to occur.  
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Organisation Relevant Responses Comment 

outwith the 5km search area it might be advisable 

to include a viewpoint from the path network or a 

hill summit at Bennachie -  as a prominent and 

highly valued local resource -  while the distance 

and nature of this last receptor in relation to the 

development is noted, the local significance and 

prominence cannot be underestimated and as 

such it is advisable to address within any 

submission.” 

Views from Keith Hall Historic 

Garden and Designed Landscape 

(HGDL) have not been represented 

by a viewpoint due to the difficulty 

in finding a suitable location with a 

clear view towards the proposed 

development within the policies. 

However, the HGDL is assessed in 

its entirety in the landscape 

assessment (see Section 7.10). 

One viewpoint has been selected 

(Viewpoint 5) to represent views 

from Kintore. The location was 

chosen to represent the potential 

view from residential properties. 

Kintore Railway Station was not 

considered due to being currently 

under construction and not a 

suitable receptor to represent the 

views from residential properties. 

The summit of Bennachie was 

visited but the distance (approx. 12 

km) considered to be too far for  

significant effects to occur on 

views. 

“It is noted that cumulative visual impacts are 

suggested to be scoped out of the EIA Report 

also. While it is acknowledged that there are no 

like for like developments within the vicinity, there 

are proposals for Major development across the 

A96 at Thainstone as well as a residential led 

development at Crichie. Consideration of these 

should be accommodated and/or referenced to 

(both in the LVIA Chapter but also other Chapters 

where appropriate too).” 

Cumulative sites have been 

considered for both landscape and 

visual assessments (see Sections 

7.10 & 7.11). 

The upgrade of the A96 road has 

not been considered as a 

cumulative site due to the lack of 

information currently available 

concerning its upgrade within the 5 

km study area. 

 “It would be beneficial if it was obvious that the 

LVIA process contributed to the design of the 

development and identification of mitigating 

measures. It is also the case that it is in the interest 

of all parties to an application of this type that 

additional LVIA information can be made available 

if added requirements are identified at any point in 

an application determining process.” 

The applicant has considered the 

appearance of the proposed 

development throughout the design 

which has been an evolving 

process (see Section 7.6). 

Additionally, a landscaping scheme 

has been produced to reinforce 

landscape features, integrate the 

proposed development into the 

landscape, and create new habitat 

(see Figure 7.8). 

 

Receptors to be Assessed 

7.2.4 Following a review of the ZTV, Scoping Opinion and a site visit, the LVIA has focussed on the ensuing landscape 

and visual receptors: 

• Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire Landscape Character Type (LCT); 

• Coastal Agricultural Plain – Aberdeenshire LCT; 

• Keith Hall HGDL; 

• Bennachie SLA; 

• Ardmurdo Farm and properties to the north; 

• Properties in the south of Port Elphinstone; 

• Kintore; 

• A96 road; 

• B993 road;  

• Aberdeenshire to Inverness Railway Line; 

• Core Paths; and 

• Cultural heritage features including Bruce’s Camp and Kinkell Church. 

 

Receptors Scoped out of the Assessment 

7.2.5 The following landscape and visual receptors have been scoped out of the LVIA: 

• Farmed Basin – Aberdeenshire LCT: Only a small part of this LCT is located within the 5 km study area 

approximately 3.5 km to the north (see Figure 7.1) and it is predicted that only the stack would be visible due 

to the screening of the proposed buildings from intervening woodland and the built form of Inverurie to the 

south; 

• Thainstone Hotel: Thainstone Hotel is orientated to the south east towards Thainstone Auction Mart. Woodland 

located to the east provides a degree of screening towards the proposed development and significant effects 

are not predicted; 

• Properties to the north east: including Craigforthie, Cairnhill, Windyfold and Leggat, views towards the 

proposed development would be partially or fully screened by trees and farm outbuildings; 

• Properties to the south east: including Beechfield and Balbithan, the proposed development would occupy a 

small part of oblique views from these properties and significant effects are not predicted;  

• Properties at Clovenstone: Is a group of scattered properties and holiday lodges located to the west of the A96 

road and north of the Gourock Burn. The majority of properties are orientated in a north west to south east 

direction with the front facing the south east. Views from properties are mixed and vegetation provides a 

degree of screening from mixed woodland curtailing views; 

• Burgh Muir: Located to the west of Kintore, properties form a linear settlement and generally orientated north 

to south. Mixed woodland to the north screens views towards to the proposed development; 

• The Horner: views towards the proposed development would be screened by coniferous woodland to the north 

east; 

• Scattered properties and Kintore Golf Course to the east of Kintore: mixed orientation of view with open to 

partially screened views. The proposed development would occupy a small part of the overall view and 

significant effects are not predicted;  
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• Inverurie: The ZTV indicates theoretical visibility would be widespread across Inverurie. However, in reality, 

the built form of the town and partial screening associated with the built form of Port Elphinstone to the south, 

as well as woodland would provide screening to reduce any effects to a non-significant level; 

• B994 road: The ZTV indicates that only a short section of this road is likely to receive theoretical visibility and 

it is predicated that intervening screening from the built form of Kintore directly to the north, and woodland 

would screen potential views; 

• B977 road: The ZTV indicates that only a short section of the road to the east of Kintore close to the River Don 

would receive theoretical visibility. The short section of theoretical visibility combined with screening from 

intervening woodland would not lead to significant effects upon this road; and 

• B9170 road: The ZTV indicates that only a short section of this road would be affected to the east of Inverurie 

where it passes through Boynds. Screening from surrounding woodland and the built form of Boynds would 

reduce visibility along this section of the road and would not lead to significant effects; 

 

7.3 PLANNING POLICY 

7.3.1 The LVIA has taken account of relevant planning policy at national and regional levels. These are summarised in 

Chapter 2: Policy Context. 

7.4 METHODOLOGY 

7.4.1 This LVIA represents the second stage in the process of assessing likely significant landscape and visual effects 

as a result of the proposed development. 

7.4.2 The first stage assessment was carried out as part of the preparation of the LVIA section of the scoping report in 

order to establish the landscape, visual and cumulative baselines for the LVIA. Potential landscape and visual 

receptors within the 5 km study area were identified using planning documentation, analysis of the ZTV (Figures 

7.1 and 7.2), and site verification. These receptors were then assessed.  

7.4.3 The findings of these initial assessments determined the most relevant receptors with the potential to experience 

significant effects and comprise the landscape and visual baselines for this LVIA. 

7.4.4 In addition, initial first stage assessments identified other relevant developments likely to pose significant 

cumulative effects when experienced together with the proposed development. These other developments are 

detailed in Section 7.9. 

7.4.5 In addition to the GLVIA3, the initial and detailed assessment takes account of the following documents: 

• GLVIA3 Statement of Clarification 1/13 10-06-13 (Landscape Institute, 2013); 

• Landscape Character Assessment, Guidance for England and Scotland, (The Countryside Agency and 

Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) 2002 Edition); 

• Environmental Impact Assessment Handbook: Guidance for competent authorities, consultation bodies, and 

others involved in the Environmental Impact Assessment process in Scotland. (SNH, Historic Environment 

Scotland, April 2018); 

• Visual Representation of Windfarms, Version 2.2, (SNH February 2017); 

• Visual Representation of Development Proposals, Technical Guidance Note 06/19 (Landscape Institute, 

07/2019); 

• Assessing the Cumulative Impact of Onshore Developments (SNH, March 2012); 

• Aberdeenshire Proposed Local Development Plan (Aberdeenshire Council, 2020); 

 

1 Visual Representation of Wind Farms: Good Practice Guidance, Version 2.2 (SNH, 2017).                                                                                                        

• Aberdeenshire Special Landscape Areas Supplementary Guidance, Proposed (Aberdeenshire Council, 2016); 

• Aberdeenshire Core Paths Plan (Aberdeenshire Council, 2015); 

• Planning Advice: Number 5/2015, opportunities for biodiversity enhancement in new development 

(Aberdeenshire Council, 2015); and 

• Planning Advice: Number 9 2015, Buffer Strip Guidance (Aberdeenshire Council, 2015) 

7.4.6 The assessment also takes cognisance of relevant national landscape planning policy detailed in earlier sections. 

ZTV and Visualisation Production 

7.4.7 Computer generated ZTV mapping has been undertaken to assist in determining the likely extent of visibility of the 

proposed development within the study area and the likely landscape and visual receptors affected by the 

proposed development. ZTVs have been prepared in accordance with SNH guidance1.  

7.4.8 Analysis of the ZTV (Figure 7.1) identified areas where all parts of the proposed development were visible within 

5 km. This process also identified those areas where no visibility occurred, which allowed some receptors to be 

‘scoped out’ of the various selected receptor lists to be no longer considered for further assessment. 

7.4.9 To aid the understanding of the impact of the proposed development, ZTV and photomontages have been 

generated, these are all completed to SNH guidance2. Freely available elevation data from Ordnance Survey (OS) 

at resolution of 50 m was used within GIS software to complete Viewshed analysis. The height of the proposed 

buildings and stack were used with an observer height of 2 m to determine the extent of the development visible 

at the observer height. The tool outputs were coloured in bands to determine the extent of visibility of the proposed 

buildings and stack within both the 5 km study area and Bennachie SLA.  

7.4.10 To accompany the ZTV analysis, photos were taken at the viewpoint locations comprising a complete 360° view, 

these photos were then imported and lined up to match the viewcone defined by specialist software. Once the 

photos were aligned with the view, a 3D model of the proposed development was rendered onto the photo and 

exported as images to provide the best representation of what a person will see (Figures 7.3 – 7.7).  

 

Landscape and visual effects 

7.4.11 In accordance with GLVIA3 the assessment of Landscape effects and visual effects are considered separately. 

7.4.12 Landscape effects are defined as the potential changes as a result of the proposal on the physical landscape 

resource, including landscape features, which may give rise to changes in its’ character, or constituent parts of its’ 

character. This in turn may affect the perceived value ascribed to the landscape. Landscape resources evaluated 

include whole landscape character areas, individual elements and features and perceptual aspects and those 

areas designated for their scenic or landscape qualities at a national, regional or local policy level. 

7.4.13 Visual effects consider potential changes as a result of the proposal on population. It considers changes to 

available views as a result of changes to the landscape and people’s responses to these changes, otherwise 

referred to as visual amenity. Changes in views consider the appearance and prominence of the development 

from key viewpoint locations, settlements, routes and recreational areas. Viewers from such areas are collectively 

known as visual receptors. Visual effects include issues of intrusion (development encroaches in the view) or 

obstruction (development intercepts or blocks a view) and whether important opportunities to enjoy views may be 

improved or reduced as a result of the proposal. 

2 Visual Representation of Wind Farms: Good Practice Guidance, Version 2.2 (SNH, 2017). 
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Impacts & effects 

7.4.14 A distinction will be made in the assessments between impacts and effects. Impacts are defined as the predicted 

change to the baseline landscape as a result of the construction and operation of the proposed development. 

Effects are the consequence of those impacts on landscape resources or visual receptors. 

7.4.15 It is a requirement of the EIA Regulations to state whether effects are positive, neutral or adverse. However, as a 

precautionary approach, effects on landscape character and views are considered in this LVIA to be adverse, but 

it should be noted that not all people would experience effects on landscape character, views and visual amenity 

as adverse, as people’s perception of development varies between negative and positive attitudes. An additional 

point is that simply because the development is visible from a particular location or receptor, this does not mean 

that there will be an adverse effect. Rather, it is dependent on the level (or significance) of that effect or change. 

7.4.16 Potential effects are classified into one or more of the following: 

• Temporary effects that persist for a limited period only, due for example to particular construction activities; 

• Long-term or permanent effects which would persist for the foreseeable future or which would give rise to an 

irreversible change to the baseline environment; 

• Direct effects that arise from activities that from an integral part of the project; 

• Indirect or secondary effects that arise from activities not explicitly forming part of the project or which arise 

subsequently as a result of an initial effect of the scheme; 

• Residual effects resulting from the scheme once the final design has been adopted and mitigation measures 

have been taken into account; 

• Cumulative effects; and 

• Significance of effects. 

Significance of effects 

7.4.17 The two principle criteria for determining the significance of both Landscape and Visual effects are 

• The nature of the location or receptor, (sensitivity); and 

• The nature of an effect (magnitude). 

7.4.18 In order to provide a level of consistency to the assessment, the evaluation of sensitivity, the prediction of 

magnitude and assessment of significance of landscape and visual effects have been based on pre-defined 

criteria. As every proposed development and its’ interaction with the landscape is unique, there will be situations 

where predefined criteria will not accurately reflect the potential effects. In such cases, professional judgement 

takes precedence and is explained in the text.  

7.4.19 The criteria used for determining sensitivity and magnitude of effect for landscape character and protected and 

designated landscapes differ from those used for visual amenity. 

7.4.20 Sometimes there may be likely significant effects on the landscape resource, but the development may be in a 

location that does not affect visual amenity in a significant way. It is also possible that there may be likely significant 

effects on visual amenity without effects on the landscape resource. 

Assessing Landscape Effects 

7.4.21 Assessing the significance of landscape effects on the landscape resource requires the identification of the 

landscape receptors, the consideration of the nature of the landscape receptors (sensitivity) and the nature of the 

effect (magnitude) on those receptors as a result of the proposed development. 

7.4.22 GLVIA3 states that the nature of the landscape receptors (sensitivity) should be assessed in terms of the 

susceptibility of the receptor to the proposed change and the value of the receptor. The nature of the effect 

(magnitude) on each landscape receptor should be assessed in terms of the size and scale, geographical extent, 

duration and reversibility of that effect. 

7.4.23 Combining these judgements together forms an overall evaluation of the significance of the effect. 

Landscape receptors 

7.4.24 Landscape receptors may be whole areas of specific landscape character/ landscape designation and individual 

elements, such as landscape features and aesthetic characteristics. 

7.4.25 At the broad scale LCTs are identified as areas of homogenous character combining geology, topography, 

geomorphology, vegetation and land use. They are often classified as landscape types such as moorland, rolling 

upland, upper dales, narrow valleys etc. Designated landscapes at the national and regional level are also included 

as broad scale landscape receptors. 

7.4.26 At the detailed level, landscape receptors include the constituent elements of the landscape and its specific 

aesthetic or perceptual qualities. For designated landscapes these include the special qualities which contributed 

to the reasons for designation. 

7.4.27 The landscape receptors have been identified through review of SNH’s online landscape character database 

(2019), together with site verification. 

Sensitivity of Landscape Receptors 

7.4.28 The sensitivity or nature of landscape receptors is defined by the professional judgement of the interaction between 

the value of the landscape and its’ susceptibility to the particular form of change likely to result from the proposed 

development. 

Landscape Value 

7.4.29 Landscape receptors may be valued at the community, local, national or international level. Evaluating landscape 

value can be very subjective but landscape designations including the designation of landscape elements such as 

Tree Preservation Orders and Conservation Areas provide a useful starting point to this process. 

7.4.30 Other areas of landscape or landscape elements may not be formally recognised by designation but may still have 

value particularly in the local context by most sectors of the community. Landscape planning policy including 

landscape character assessments can also give an indication of value.   

7.4.31 Other criteria can also indicate value such as:  

• Landscape quality or condition (state of repair or intactness); 

• Scenic quality and special qualities for designated landscapes; 

• Rarity; 

• Representativeness (whether the receptor is true to type and/or an important example of a particular character 

type or feature); 

• Conservation Interests (Natural and cultural heritage features including wildlife and habitats); 

• Recreational value; 

• Perceptual aspects (wildness, tranquillity) and; 

• Artistic/cultural associations. 

7.4.32  Definitions of High, Medium and Low are used in this LVIA to evaluate landscape value as follows:  
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Table 7.2: Definitions of Landscape Value 

Value Definition of Value 

High   Areas that exhibit a very strong, positive character and which are in 

excellent or very good condition with valued features that combine to give 

an experience of unity, richness and harmony. As a result, these 

landscapes may also demonstrate a high scenic quality also. These are 

landscapes that may be considered to be of particular importance to 

conserve and which may be particularly sensitive to change if 

inappropriately dealt with. Smaller areas of especially high quality/value or 

landscapes which, by virtue of the extent of their positive attributes, may 

also be described as exceptional. This is likely to apply to International and 

National level designations such as World Heritage Sites, National Parks, 

National Scenic Areas, Wild Land Areas and Inventoried Historic Gardens 

and Designed Landscapes. 

Medium Areas that exhibit positive character and are considered to be in good 

condition with some valued features, but which may have evidence of 

alteration to/ degradation/erosion of features resulting in areas of more 

mixed character. Scenic quality and attractiveness may not be as high as 

for ‘High’ quality landscape.  Change may not necessarily be detrimental 

nor require special attention to detail. These areas may be valued at the 

local authority level such as Special Landscape Areas, Non-Inventoried 

Designed Landscapes. 

Low Areas generally negative in character, in average to poor condition with a 

weak landscape structure and few valued features. Some scope for 

positive enhancement. 

 

Landscape Susceptibility to change 

7.4.33 Susceptibility is defined by the ability of a receptor to accommodate the proposed development without undue 

consequences for: 

• maintaining the baseline situation and /or; and 

• fulfilling policies and strategies for that landscape. 

7.4.34 Criteria that influence the susceptibility of landscape receptors to different types of development being proposed 

are as follows and include examples that generally indicate a lower susceptibility to development:  

• Landscape scale and geographical extent: Large scale landscapes generally indicate a lower susceptibility to 

development; 

• Landform: Flat plateau/gently undulating land without distinctive topographical features; 

• Skylines: Screened or less prominent skylines punctuated by modern man-made features; 

• Landscape pattern and complexity: Landscapes with a simple and regular pattern; 

• Settlement and man-made influences: Presence of modern, man-made structures such as infrastructural/ 

industrial features; 

• Inter-visibility with adjacent landscapes and key vistas: inward looking areas with no strong vistas or 

interconnectivity with adjacent landscapes;  and 

• Perceptual aspects: Non remote areas, close to human activity or development. 

7.4.35 The following examples generally indicate a higher susceptibility to development: 

• Landscape scale: small scale landscapes generally indicate a higher susceptibility to development; 

• Landform: Variations in topography with distinctive or iconic topographical features; 

• Skylines: highly visible, generally undeveloped skylines often punctuated by important landmarks; 

• Landscape pattern and complexity: Landscapes with a complex, rugged and irregular pattern; 

• Settlement and man-made influences: Presence of small-scale features, historic/vernacular settlement and 

lack of modern development; 

• Inter-visibility with adjacent landscapes: Landscapes which are integral to the character of adjacent 

landscapes and feature strongly in views from sensitive landscapes and/or have strong vistas and principal 

directions of view; and 

• Perceptual aspects: Remote areas with no visual or audible signs of human activity and development. 

7.4.36 Definitions of High, Medium and Low are used in this LVIA to evaluate landscape susceptibility as follows: 

 

Table 7.3: Definitions of Susceptibility of Landscape Receptor 

Susceptibility Definition of Susceptibility 

High   The landscape receptor is highly susceptible to the change proposed by 

the development. Landscape characteristics have very limited ability to 

accommodate the development without undue adverse effects.  

Medium The landscape receptor is moderately susceptible to the change proposed 

by the development. Landscape characteristics have some ability to 

accommodate certain elements of the development without undue adverse 

effects  

Low The landscape receptor has low susceptibility to the change proposed by 

the development. Landscape characteristics are able to accommodate 

certain elements of the development without undue adverse effects. 

 

GLVIA3 advises that an individual assessment of the susceptibility of receptors to the specific development 

proposal is a key process and should not be replaced by existing landscape sensitivity and capacity studies.   

Determination of Landscape Sensitivity 

7.4.37 Both Landscape value and susceptibility are identified as High, Medium and Low. So, where susceptibility to 

landscape change may be High but value is considered to be Low, overall landscape sensitivity to development 

would generally be expected to be Medium. However, in some cases, landscapes generally attributed the highest 

value such as international or national landscape designations do not necessarily have a high susceptibility to all 

types of change. Professional judgement is used to evaluate this complex relationship between value and 

susceptibility to determine the overall sensitivity of the landscape receptor to the proposed development. Full 

justification for the assessment of the sensitivity of a particular receptor is included in the LVIA. Table 7.4 is used 

as a guide only. 

7.4.38 Overall sensitivity of a landscape receptor is identified as High, Medium and Low. 
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Table 7.4: Levels of sensitivity of landscape receptors defined by value and susceptibility 
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High High   

Medium  Medium  

Low    Low 

 

Magnitude of Landscape Change 

7.4.39 The nature or magnitude of the effect on landscape receptors considers the size and scale, geographical extent, 

duration and reversibility of the change likely to result from the proposed development. 

Size and Scale 

7.4.40 The size and scale of the proposed change can refer to both whole landscape character areas/types and to 

individual elements and features. For landscape character areas/types, the size and scale of the change refers to 

the degree to which the key characteristics of the landscape are changed. For landscape elements and features 

the size and scale of the change refers to the extent of existing landscape elements (including aesthetic and 

perceptual elements) that will be lost or changed and the proportion this represents of the total extent within the 

landscape. It also considers the contribution of the affected element to the overall character of the landscape. 

7.4.41 Existing developments also form part of the landscape baseline and the size and scale of change also considers 

the relationship between the proposed development and the other similar scale developments. This considers 

issues such as the arrangement of other developments in the landscape, the relationship between the scale and 

situation (different landscapes) of the different developments, distances between developments and ultimately 

whether the proposed development fits comfortably with the overall existing land use pattern or whether it 

intensifies the presence of development. 

7.4.42 The size and scale of change is determined as major, moderate, minor or negligible and could be either adverse 

or beneficial. 

Geographical Extent 

7.4.43 This refers to the geographical extent over which the landscape change will occur. It is described as being limited 

at site level, to the immediate site setting (or local area) and to the wider area, across some or all of the landscape 

character area or type affected. 

7.4.44 The geographical extent of change is determined as large, medium, small or negligible. 

Duration and Reversibility 

7.4.45 The duration of landscape changes are classified as permanent, long term (generally lasting over 10 years, 

including effects that will persist for the lifespan of the development), medium term (generally lasting 5-10 years) 

and short term (generally lasting 0-5 years, e.g. limited to during construction or decommissioning). 

7.4.46 Reversibility is related to whether the change can be reversed at the end of the development (including the end of 

construction which would be short term reversible or the end of decommissioning which would be long term 

reversible.)  

7.4.47 The duration and reversibility of landscape change is determined as permanent/irreversible, long term/reversible, 

medium term/reversible or short term/reversible. 

Determination of magnitude of landscape change 

7.4.48 The relationship between all three of the above factors is assessed to determine the overall nature of the change 

resulting from the introduction of the proposed development. This results in four levels of magnitude. Substantial, 

Moderate, Slight and Negligible which is outlined in Table 7.5 below. In general, a Major level of change in terms 

of size and scale, across a large geographical extent with long term reversible or permanent, irreversible effects 

would result in an overall Substantial magnitude of change. However, this is a complex relationship between the 

different factors of magnitude, and various combinations are possible. Each effect is judged on its own merit and 

the following table is used as a guide only. 

Table 7.5: Levels of magnitude of potential effect defined by size and scale, geographical extent and 

duration and reversibility 

Level of Magnitude Definition of Magnitude 

Substantial   Total loss or major alteration to key elements, features or perceptual 

characteristics of the baseline landscape over a large area including the 

possible introduction of major new and uncharacteristic elements. The post 

development character and composition of the baseline landscape 

resource will be fundamentally changed for some distance from the site. 

Changes would also be deemed permanent and irreversible. 

Moderate Partial loss or alteration to one or more key elements, features or 

perceptual characteristics of the baseline landscape over a moderate area, 

including the possible introduction of moderate new and uncharacteristic 

elements. The post development character and composition of the 

baseline landscape resource will be partially, but noticeably changed at a 

medium distance from the site, including the immediate setting and the 

landscape character area in which it lies. Changes would be long term, 

between 10 and 25 years but theoretically reversible. 

Slight Minor loss of or alteration to one or more key elements, features or 

perceptual characteristics of the baseline landscape over a small area, 

including the possible introduction of minor new and uncharacteristic 

elements. The post development character and composition of the 

baseline landscape resource will be noticeably changed but the underlying 

character of the baseline landscape will be similar to the pre-development 

character. The change would occur only within the site itself or within the 

immediate vicinity of the development proposal. Changes would be wholly 

or partially reversible and would be medium term, lasting for up to ten 

years. 

Negligible Very limited or imperceptible loss or alteration to one or more key 

elements, features or perceptual characteristics of the baseline landscape 

over a negligible area, including negligible effects from the introduction of 

minor new and uncharacteristic elements. Change to the landscape 

character will be barely discernible with very limited influence on the 

landscape character within the site or immediate vicinity of the 

development proposal. Changes would be reversible, deemed temporary 

and would last between 0 and 5 years.  

 

7.4.49 The determination of the magnitude of effect on the designated landscape resource additionally considers the 

distance from the site at its closest point, potential changes to principal views from within and towards the 
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designated landscape and potential effects on the integrity of the designated landscape, including the extent to 

which it could affect the policy reasons for designation. 

Overall significance of landscape effects 

7.4.50 An overall judgement is made on the nature of the receptor and the likely change resulting from the proposed 

development. This judgement is based on evaluations of the individual aspects of value, susceptibility, size and 

scale, geographical extent, duration and reversibility. Table 7.6 illustrates the four main levels of landscape effect 

that are used in this LVIA; Major, Moderate, Minor and Negligible. Three intermediate combinations are also used 

for determining landscape effects; Major/moderate, Moderate/minor and Minor/negligible.  The table is not a 

prescriptive tool and the evaluation of potential effects makes allowance for the use of professional judgement and 

experience.  

7.4.51 Landscape Institute advice, contained in GLVIA3 statement of clarification 1/13 (June 2013), states that following 

the determination of magnitude and sensitivity, ‘the assessor should then establish (and it is for the assessor to 

decide and explain) the degree or level of change that is considered to be significant’. In accordance with this 

advice, this LVIA establishes at what level in the assessor’s opinion, ‘significant’ effects arise, as referred to in the 

EIA (Scotland) Regulations 2017. 

7.4.52 Those effects considered to be Major and Major/moderate effects by virtue of the more sensitive receptors and 

the greater magnitude of effects, are considered to be Significant Landscape Effects. Moderate, 

Moderate/minor, Minor, Minor/negligible and Negligible effects are considered to be Not Significant 

Landscape Effects. In some circumstances Moderate levels of effect can also have the potential to be considered 

Significant dependent on professional judgement. Where this occurs, justification will be provided in the 

assessment of the receptor.   

Table 7.6: Levels of Landscape effects and overall significance 
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Substantial Major   

Moderate  Moderate  

Slight  Minor  

Negligible   Negligible 

 

Assessing Visual Effects 

7.4.53 Visual effects are the effects on views and visual amenity as experienced by people.   

7.4.54 Assessing the significance of visual effects requires the identification of the visual receptors, the consideration of 

the nature of the visual receptors (sensitivity) and the nature of the effect (magnitude) which would be experienced 

by each visual receptor as a result of the proposed development.  

7.4.55 GLVIA3 states that the nature of the visual receptors (sensitivity) should be assessed in terms of the susceptibility 

of the receptor to the proposed change in views and visual amenity and the value attached to particular views. The 

nature of the effect (magnitude) on each visual receptor should be assessed in terms of the size and scale, 

geographical extent, duration and reversibility of that effect.  

7.4.56 Combining these judgements together forms an overall evaluation of the significance of the effect.  

Visual Receptors 

7.4.57 Visual receptors are people who will be affected by changes in views or visual amenity at different places. They 

are usually grouped by what they are doing at these places, such as residents. They include people living and 

working in the area, people travelling through the area on road, rail or other forms of transport, people visiting 

promoted tourist attractions and landscapes and people pursuing other recreational activities. 

7.4.58 A selection of viewpoints have been chosen in consultation with Aberdeenshire Council, to represent the views 

experienced towards the proposed development throughout the study area by various groups of people or 

receptors. 

7.4.59 Selected viewpoints include representative, specific and illustrative views from publicly accessible locations, which 

are defined as:   

• Representative viewpoints: selected to represent the experience of different types of visual receptors, where 

larger number of viewpoints cannot all be included individually and where the significant effects are unlikely to 

differ. For example, certain points may be chosen to represent the views of users of particular public footpaths 

and bridleways; 

• Specific viewpoints: chosen because they are key views and sometimes promoted viewpoints within the 

landscape, including for example scenic viewpoints from roads, specific local visitor attractions, viewpoints in 

areas that are particular noteworthy for visual and/or recreational amenity, such as landscapes with statutory 

landscape designations, or viewpoints with particular cultural landscape associations; and 

• Illustrative viewpoints: chosen specifically to demonstrate a particular effect or specific issue, which might be 

the restricted visibility at certain locations. 

7.4.60 Viewpoints are selected to take account of the viewing experience (such as static views from settlements and 

sequential views from routes) cumulative views of other developments and as far as possible are representative 

of the range of key visual receptors and view types (including panoramas, vistas, glimpsed views), as well as being 

located at varying distances, elevations and orientations from the proposed development.  

Sensitivity of Visual Receptors 

7.4.61 The sensitivity or nature of visual receptors is defined by the professional judgement of the interaction between 

the value of the view experienced by the visual receptor and the susceptibility of the visual receptor (or viewer not 

the view) to the particular form of change likely to result from the proposed development. 

Value of the view 

7.4.62 Different groups of people attach different levels of value to particular views. Determining the value of a view 

therefore takes account of the following factors: 

• recognition of the view through the presence of planning designations; 

• importance in relation to heritage assets (such as designed views); 

• popularity of the viewpoint; 

• indicators of the value attached to views by visitors through appearances in promotional tourist literature and 

the provision of tourist facilities; and  

• Views from individual private residential properties are considered to be highly valued by residents.  

 

Table 7.7: Defining the value of the view 

Value Definition of Value 

High   Views from nationally/internationally known viewpoints which may be 

covered by a landscape/planning/heritage designation, have important 

cultural associations, be a popular visitor attraction that is well promoted 
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Value Definition of Value 

by tourist literature and where the view forms a key part of the visitor 

experience.   

Medium Views of regional and local importance which may be covered by a local 

landscape/planning designation, be a locally popular visitor attraction that 

is promoted in locally distributed visitor literature and where the view forms 

a key part of the visitor experience.   

Low Views with no designation or cultural association. Not a promoted area but 

may still be valued by the local community. 

 

Susceptibility of visual receptors to change 

7.4.63 This aspect of the nature of the receptor refers to the susceptibility of the viewer to the proposed change, not the 

view.  The susceptibility of visual receptors to changes in views is a function of the occupation or activity of people 

experiencing the view and the extent to which their attention is focused on views   

7.4.64 Viewers of higher susceptibility to changes in views are generally those whose attention or interest is focused on 

their surroundings, including residents, walkers and visitors to attractions. 

7.4.65 Viewers of lower susceptibility to changes in views include travellers on non-scenic routes and people at their 

place of work whose attention is not on their surroundings and where setting is not important to their quality of 

working life. 

7.4.66 The following table provides a guide to the susceptibility of different groups of viewers. 

Table 7.8: Susceptibility of different groups of visual receptors  

Value Definition of Susceptibility 

High   Residents; 

People participating in landscape dependent outdoor recreation where 

their attention is focussed on the landscape and particular views; 

Visitors to attractions and heritage assets where views are integral to the 

visitor experience; 

Communities where views contribute to the landscape setting; and 

Travellers on scenic routes where their attention is focussed on the 

landscape and particular views. 

Medium Travellers on road, rail and other transport routes where their attention is 

generally less focussed on the landscape and particular views.  

Low People participating in outdoor sport and recreation which does not 

involved the landscape or views; 

People at their place of work where the landscape setting is not integral to 

the quality of their working life; and 

Travellers where the view is not important to the journey. 

7.4.67 In addition, the susceptibility of residential receptors considers the orientation of the dwelling relative to the 

development and the main direction of primary (main living area) and secondary windows of (facing or oblique), 

the angle of view (i.e. how much of the horizontal axis of view contains the development) and the presence of 

intervening features such as vegetation and farm buildings which would intercept and filter views towards the 

development. 

Determination of Visual Sensitivity 

7.4.68 The sensitivity of visual receptors is defined by the relationship between the value of views and the susceptibility 

of different types of viewer to the proposed change. Both value and susceptibility are identified as High, Medium 

and Low. In general terms, where the value of the view is High and the susceptibility of the viewer to change is 

Low, the overall sensitivity of the visual receptor would be expected to be Medium. However, this is not formulaic 

and can be a complex relationship with different combinations possible. Professional judgement is used to evaluate 

this complex relationship between value and susceptibility to determine the overall sensitivity of the visual receptor 

to the proposed development. Table 7.9 below is used as a guide only.  

Table 7.9: Levels of sensitivity of visual receptors defined by value and susceptibility  
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7.4.69 Overall sensitivity of a landscape receptor is identified as High, Medium and Low. 

Magnitude of Visual Change 

7.4.70 The nature or magnitude of the effect on visual receptors considers the size and scale, geographical extent, 

duration and reversibility of the change likely to result from the proposed development.  

7.4.71 The worst-case scenario is considered during the assessment of the nature (magnitude) of all visual effects. All 

changes to views are considered as they would occur in winter conditions with minimal screening by vegetation 

and deciduous trees. ZTVs and photomontages are similarly displayed on the basis of bare ground and therefore 

demonstrate the maximum extent of visibility possible, in the absence of vegetation.  

Size and Scale 

7.4.72 The size and scale of a visual change refers to the amount of change that is likely to occur as a result of the 

proposed development and depends on the following factors: 

• the scale of the change in view with respect to the loss or addition of features in the view and changes in its 

composition, including the proportion of the view occupied by the proposed development; 

• distance of the view; 

• the degree of contrast or integration of any new features or changes in the view with the existing elements in 

the view and their characteristics in terms of form, scale and mass, line, height, colour and texture;  

• the nature of the view of the proposed development, in terms of how long the view of the proposal would last 

along sequential routes and whether views will be full, partial or glimpses; and 

• the angle of view of the proposed development, either direct view or oblique view. 

7.4.73 Existing developments also form part of the existing view and the size and scale of change also considers the 

relationship between the proposed and existing developments. This considers issues such as the arrangement of 

developments in the view e.g. developments seen in one direction or part of the view (combined views), or seen 

in different directions (successive views in which the viewer must turn) or developments seen sequentially along 

a route; the relationship between the scale of the different developments in terms of horizontal and vertical extent; 

the position of the developments (e.g. on the skyline); distances between developments and from the viewer; and 

ultimately whether the proposed development fits comfortably with the overall existing land use pattern or whether 

it intensifies the presence of development by ‘infilling’ a gap and leading to a greater combined effect.  
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7.4.74 The size and scale of change is determined as major, moderate, minor or negligible and could be either adverse 

or beneficial.  

7.4.75 Visual receptors which experience no change to the view as a result of the proposed development are not 

assessed in this LVIA.   

Geographical extent 

7.4.76 This refers to the geographical extent over which the visual changes will be visible and whether these are unique 

views allowing only glimpsed views of the development or whether it is a typical example of a widespread view 

such as a representative viewpoint. 

7.4.77 For specific, promoted viewpoints, geographical extent may be assessed either as the proportion of a specific area 

from where a change in view is possible, for example, a small part of a historic designed landscape or as the extent 

of change within the overall view, for example change occurs in a narrow vista rather than across the full panorama.  

7.4.78 The geographical extent of change is determined as large, medium, small or negligible. 

Duration and Reversibility 

7.4.79 The duration of changes to views are classified as permanent, long term (generally lasting over 10 years, including 

effects that will persist for the lifespan of the development), medium term (generally lasting 5-10 years) and short 

term (generally lasting 0-5 years, e.g. limited to during construction).  

7.4.80 Reversibility is related to the duration of the change and whether the change can be reversed at the end of the 

development (including the end of construction which would be short term reversible or the end of 

decommissioning which would be long term reversible).  

7.4.81 The duration and reversibility of change in view is determined as permanent/irreversible, long term/reversible, 

medium term/reversible or short term/reversible.  

Determination of magnitude of visual change 

7.4.82 The relationship between all three of the above factors is assessed to determine the overall nature of the visual 

change resulting from the introduction of the proposed development. This results in four levels of magnitude: 

Substantial, Moderate, Slight and Negligible, which are outlined in Table 7.10 below. In general, a major visual 

change in terms of size and scale, seen from many locations with long term reversible or permanent, irreversible 

effects would result in an overall Substantial magnitude of visual change. However, this is a complex relationship 

between the different factors of magnitude, and various combinations are possible. Each effect is judged on its 

own merit and the following table is used as a guide only. 

Table 7.10: Levels of visual magnitude of potential effect defined by size and scale, geographical extent 

and duration and reversibility 

Level of Magnitude Definition of Magnitude 

Substantial   Major visual change which causes a complete or substantial change in the 

view as a result of loss of important features or the addition of significant 

new ones, to the extent that the composition of the view is substantially 

altered. The change is experienced from many locations across the study 

area, from the majority of a linear route or from most areas within a specific 

location and/or by a large number of viewers. Changes would last for 25 

years or more and are deemed permanent or irreversible. 

Moderate Moderate visual change which causes a noticeable change in the view as 

a result of the loss of features or the addition of new ones, to the extent 

that the composition of the view is altered to a moderate degree. The 

change is experienced from a moderate number of locations across the 

Level of Magnitude Definition of Magnitude 

study area, from a moderate part of a linear route or from a moderate 

proportion of an area within a specific location and/or by a moderate 

number of viewers. Changes would be long term, between 10 and 25 years 

but theoretically reversible. 

Slight Minor visual change which causes a perceptible change in the view as a 

result of the loss of features or the addition of new ones, to the extent that 

this partially alters the composition of the view. The change is experienced 

from a small number of locations across the study area, from only limited 

sections of a linear route or from a small proportion of an area within a 

specific location and/or by a small number of viewers. Changes would be 

wholly or partially reversible and would be medium term, lasting for up to 

ten years. 

Negligible Negligible visual change which causes a barely perceptible change in the 

view as a result of the loss of features or the addition of new ones, to the 

extent that this barely alters the composition of the view. The change is 

either not visible or seen by viewers from only one or two locations across 

the study area, from very limited sections of a linear route or from hardly 

any locations within a specific area and/or by only a very small number of 

viewers. Changes would be reversible, deemed temporary and would last 

between 0 and 5 years.  

 

Overall significance of visual effects 

7.4.83 An overall judgement is made on the nature of the receptor and the likely change resulting from the proposed 

development. This judgement is based on evaluations of the individual aspects of value, susceptibility, size and 

scale, geographical extent, duration and reversibility. Table 7.11 below illustrates the four main levels of visual 

effect that are used in this LVIA; Major, Moderate, Minor and Negligible. Three intermediate combinations are also 

used for determining landscape effects; Major/moderate, Moderate/minor and Minor/negligible. The table is not a 

prescriptive tool and the evaluation of potential effects makes allowance for the use of professional judgement and 

experience.  

7.4.84 Landscape Institute advice, contained in GLVIA3 statement of clarification 1/13 (June 2013), states that following 

the determination of magnitude and sensitivity, ‘the assessor should then establish (and it is for the assessor to 

decide and explain) the degree or level of change that is considered to be significant’. In accordance with this 

advice, this LVIA establishes at what level in the assessor’s opinion, ‘significant’ effects arise, as referred to in the 

EIA (Scotland) Regulations 2017.  

Those effects considered to be Major and Major/moderate effects by virtue of the more sensitive receptors and 

the greater magnitude of effects, are considered to be Significant Visual Effects. Moderate, Moderate/minor, 

Minor, Minor/negligible and Negligible effects are considered to be Not Significant Visual Effects. In some 

circumstances Moderate levels of effect can also have the potential to be considered Significant dependent on 

professional judgement. Where this occurs, justification will be provided in the assessment of the receptor.   

Table 7.11: Levels of Visual effects and overall significance 
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7.4.85 A significant visual effect is considered to be a change in the view that would markedly change the composition of 

that view. 

7.4.86 It should be noted that significant effects need not be unacceptable or necessarily negative and may be reversible. 

Cumulative Landscape & Visual Methodology 

7.4.87 The aim of the Cumulative Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (CLVIA) is to identify, predict and evaluate 

potential key effects arising from the addition of the proposed development to a theoretical landscape baseline 

which includes the existing baseline situation of existing developments, those under construction and additionally 

includes developments currently being considered within the planning system, and that may or may not be present 

in the landscape in the future.  

7.4.88 The methodology for CLVIA follows good practice guidance as set out in GLVIA3 and Cumulative Effects of 

Onshore Wind Energy Developments (SNH, 2012). The cumulative assessment also takes cognisance of the 

consultation with Aberdeenshire Council. 

Differences between LVIA and CLVIA 

7.4.89 Although both LVIA and CLVIA look at the effects of the proposed development on views and on the landscape 

character of the surrounding area, there are differences in the baseline against which the assessments are carried 

out. For the LVIA, the baseline includes existing developments which are present in the landscape at the time of 

undertaking the assessment, which may be either built or under construction. In CLVIA the baseline is partially 

speculative and includes (in addition to existing developments): 

• Consented developments which have been granted planning consent but are not yet constructed; and 

• Submitted valid applications (including those at appeal) which are currently awaiting determination by the 

relevant consenting authority. 

Cumulative approach 

7.4.90 SNH guidance defines cumulative effects as ‘the additional changes caused by a proposed development in 

conjunction with other similar developments or as the combined effect of a set of developments, taken together.’ 3 

This highlights the two possible ways of reporting cumulative effects. The first is to consider only the additional 

effect that would occur in the cumulative baseline, meaning those effects over and above the effects identified in 

the LVIA assessment. The second is to redo the LVIA assessment but using the theoretical cumulative baseline, 

so a combined effect is determined.  

7.4.91 This CLVIA takes the second approach resulting in a stand-alone assessment which identifies the effects of 

introducing the proposed development into the cumulative baseline. It is clearly set out whether the effect has 

increased or decreased relative to the LVIA assessment or whether the effects will be the same as in the LVIA 

assessment.  

 

3 Assessing the Cumulative Effects of Onshore Wind Energy Developments, SNH, (2012) 

Types of Cumulative Effect 

7.4.92 As with the LVIA, the CLVIA deals with the effects on landscape and visual receptors separately. 

Cumulative landscape effects  

7.4.93 Cumulative landscape effects are defined as effects on either the physical fabric, aesthetic aspects of the 

landscape or overall character of the landscape, or any special values attached to it.  

• Cumulative effects on the physical fabric of the landscape arise when two or more developments affect 

the landscape components or features such as woodland, dykes or hedgerows; 

• Cumulative effects on the aesthetic aspects of the landscape arise when two or more developments affect 

the aesthetic or perceptual components of landscape character including scale, sense of enclosure, diversity, 

pattern and colour and perceptual or experiential attributes such as naturalness, remoteness or tranquillity; 

and  

• Cumulative effects on the landscape character can arise when a new proposal results in a progression 

from a landscape which contains one development which forms an individual, isolated feature, to a landscape 

in which two or more developments are evident and may form a significant or dominant characteristic.  

Cumulative visual effects  

7.4.94 Cumulative visual effects are defined as effects that can be caused by combined visibility, which occurs where the 

observer is able to see two or more developments from one viewpoint or sequential effects which occur when the 

observer has to move to another viewpoint to see different developments. (i.e. along linear routes or journeys) 

• Combined visibility can occur as simultaneous visibility, where more than one development is visible in the 

same angle of view or successive visibility where two or more developments are present in views from the 

same viewpoint but cannot be seen at the same time as they are not in the same angle of view. (i.e the viewer 

has to turn their head to see the other developments which become visible in succession.)    

• Sequential visibility occurs where two or more developments are not present in views from the same 

viewpoint and cannot, therefore, ever be seen at the same time. The observer has to move to another viewpoint 

to see the other developments so they will then appear in sequence. Sequential effects are most common 

along linear routes and journeys. Sequential effects range from frequently sequential when the developments 

keep appearing regularly and with short time lapses between, depending on speed of travel and distance 

between the viewpoints, to occasionally sequential, where there may be long time lapses between 

appearances, because the observer is moving very slowly and/or there are large distances between the areas 

of visibility.  

Significance of cumulative effects 

7.4.95 SNH guidance considers that the concept of a ‘threshold of acceptable change’4 beyond which developments in a 

particular area become unacceptable, is a crucial element in identifying significance adverse cumulative effects. 

In other words, the effect of the present proposal is limited, but when added to the effect of what has already been 

permitted, or to new proposals which have been submitted for planning permission, it can become over-dominant 

in planning terms. 

Cumulative Sites 

7.4.96 For the purposes of this CLVIA, cumulative sites consist of similar scale developments only. These are listed in 

Section 7.9.  

7.4.97 An initial cumulative search area of 5 km from the proposed scheme was delineated and a list was prepared 

including all existing, schemes under construction, consented schemes, those schemes in the planning system as 

4 para 18 Assessing the Cumulative Effects of Onshore Wind Energy Developments,(SNH 2012) 
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valid applications and those at the scoping stage within this search area. Recently withdrawn sites have not been 

included and those sites registered with a Pre-Application Notice (PAN), are not finalised applications and have 

therefore not been included as a valid application but have been included as a pre-application/scoping scheme.  

7.4.98 The developments identified in the initial Cumulative Search Area are mapped on Figure 1.3 and are up to date 

as of 21 May 2020. 

7.4.99 Using this initial Search Area list of developments, an initial cumulative desktop and site assessment was carried 

out to identify a suitable cumulative baseline (or Cumulative Study Area). In accordance with SNH guidance (2012), 

the initial Search Area list was therefore refined to establish which developments were of most relevance to the 

cumulative assessment for the proposal. As the guidance states ‘the key principle for all cumulative impact 

assessments is to focus on the likely significant effects and in particular those which are likely to influence the 

outcome of the consenting process’.5 (para 33 SNH 2012).  

7.4.100 The Cumulative Study Area or cumulative baseline for developments was therefore defined to include those 

developments it was considered required further cumulative assessment. These included all existing, consented 

and valid planning applications within an approximate 5 km radius from the proposed site.   

7.4.101 It should be noted that the cumulative baseline represents the ‘maximum development scenario.’ It considers the 

effects of the proposal in addition to other developments that do not yet exist in the current landscape, but which 

may exist in the future. This results in a high level of uncertainty in the cumulative baseline as not all of the other 

undetermined proposals will necessarily gain planning approval. 

7.4.102 Owing to this uncertainty with regard to the maximum development scenario, the cumulative baseline is split into 

different scenarios with a decreasing likelihood of becoming operational. 

7.4.103 The existing scenario of existing developments and those under construction is assessed in the LVIA and is 

referred to as Scenario 1. The CLVIA considers the following scenarios: 

• Scenario 2: considers the addition of the proposed development in the context of existing developments, those 

under construction and additionally those developments currently consented. This represents the likely future 

scenario; 

• Scenario 3 the addition of the proposed development in the context of existing, under construction, consented, 

undetermined planning applications and developments currently at appeal i.e. a less certain future scenario 

and 

• Scenario 4 the addition of the proposed development in the context of existing developments, those under 

construction, those developments currently consented, undetermined planning applications and additionally 

those developments currently at scoping or pre-application for which sufficient information is known.  

7.4.104 Scenario 4 for example represents the most unlikely cumulative baseline as not all scoping developments would 

reach planning application stage and not all planning applications would necessarily be approved. This cumulative 

assessment comprises the assessment of the introduction of the proposed scheme into each scenario baseline. 

Assessing Cumulative Effects 

7.4.105 The methodology for the CLVIA follows that of the LVIA as set out above. The key additional steps in the CLVIA 

were as follows: 

• Particular attention to the relationships between developments in the baseline for each scenario, and how 

those relationships will change with the addition of the proposed development. 

7.4.106 The susceptibility of receptors may be affected by the presence of other developments. Some viewers may 

consider that susceptibility is reduced because other developments are ‘already there’, but for others it may be 

that sensitivity is increased because more development would be ‘too much’. However, to retain a consistent and 

 

5 Assessing  

objective approach, the susceptibility of receptors used for the cumulative assessment is taken to be the same as 

that identified in the LVIA. The value of the receptor would also remain the same in the cumulative assessment 

and therefore the overall sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be the same as judged in the LVIA. 

7.4.107 In this CLVIA, cumulative effects are reported as the additional effects of the introduction of the proposed 

development, should other cumulative schemes be present in the different baseline scenarios, over and above the 

effects identified in the LVIA (Scenario 1). For each receptor, it is clarified as to whether the effect has increased 

or decreased relative to the LVIA assessment, and where necessary the CLVIA states where there will be no 

cumulative effects over and above those identified in the LVIA assessment. 

Assessing cumulative landscape effects  

7.4.108 Assessing the significance of cumulative landscape effects requires the identification of the landscape receptors, 

the consideration of the nature of the landscape receptors (sensitivity) as identified in the LVIA and the 

determination of the nature of the effect (magnitude) which would be experienced by each landscape receptor as 

a result of the addition of the proposed development to each baseline scenario.  

Landscape receptors of cumulative effects 

7.4.109 The cumulative landscape assessment considers all the LCTs and designated landscapes assessed in the LVIA 

as having more than negligible effects.  

Overall significance of cumulative landscape effects 

7.4.110 An overall judgement is made on the nature of the receptor and the likely change resulting from the addition of the 

proposed development. This judgement is based on evaluations of the individual aspects of value and susceptibility 

of the receptor as identified in the LVIA and the size and scale, geographical extent, duration and reversibility of 

the cumulative change. Four main levels of cumulative landscape effect are used in this CLVIA; Major, Moderate, 

Minor and Negligible. Three intermediate combinations are also used; Major/moderate, Moderate/minor and 

Minor/negligible. The evaluation of potential effects makes allowance for the use of professional judgement and 

experience.  

7.4.111 There are varying degrees of cumulative landscape effect. These are as follows; 

• Multiple developments are seen as separate isolated features within the LCT, too infrequent and of insufficient 

significance to be perceived as a characteristic of the area; 

• Multiple developments are seen as a key characteristic of the landscape, but not of sufficient dominance to be 

a defining characteristic of the area; 

• Multiple developments appear as a dominant characteristic of the area, seeming to define the character type 

as developed; and 

• Developments cross different character types, reducing the distinction between the different types.  

7.4.112 The appropriateness of such effects will depend on the value of a landscape, the objectives for change as defined 

in local capacity studies and scale of that effect, i.e. whether affecting a local character type or occurring at a 

regional level. 

7.4.113 A significant cumulative landscape effect is considered to be a Major or Major/moderate landscape effect likely to 

be when the combination of the multiple developments (following the addition of the proposed development) 

become a dominant characteristic of the area and/or reduces the distinction between different character types 

and/or transforms/re-defines local or wider baseline landscape character.  

7.4.114 It should be noted that significant landscape cumulative effects need not be unacceptable or necessarily negative 

and may be reversible. Each effect is evaluated on its own merit. 
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Assessing cumulative visual effects  

7.4.115 Assessing the significance of cumulative visual effects requires the identification of the visual receptors, the 

consideration of the nature of the visual receptors (sensitivity) as identified in the LVIA and the determination of 

the nature of the effect (magnitude) which would be experienced by each visual receptor as a result of the addition 

of the proposed development to each baseline scenario.  

Visual receptors of cumulative effects 

7.4.116 The cumulative visual assessment considers all the sequential routes and static locations such as viewpoints or 

settlements that were considered in the LVIA to have more than negligible effects.  

Magnitude of cumulative visual change 

7.4.117 The nature or magnitude of the cumulative effect on visual receptors as with the LVIA considers the size and scale, 

geographical extent, duration and reversibility of the change likely to result from the addition of the proposed 

development to the different baseline scenarios. With particular regard to cumulative effects, the following factors 

are also considered in determining the magnitude of cumulative visual change from each visual receptor; 

• the number of developments visible; 

• The prominence of the developments likely to be seen; 

• The amount of available view affected; 

• The pattern of  developments e.g. developments seen in one direction or in only part of the view or seen in all 

directions; 

• The relationship of the scale of the developments including size and number of turbines which may also be 

expressed as the horizontal and vertical angle occupied by turbines; 

• The position of the developments in the view e.g. on the skyline, against the backdrop of land; 

• The distances from the viewer and between developments; 

• The landscape setting, context and separation (or coalescence) of developments; and 

• Potential screening by landcover such as vegetation and local variations in topography. 

Overall significance of cumulative visual effects 

7.4.118 An overall judgement is made on the nature of the receptor and the likely change resulting from the addition of the 

proposed development. This judgement is based on evaluations of the individual aspects of value and susceptibility 

of the receptor as identified in the LVIA and the size and scale, geographical extent, duration and reversibility of 

the cumulative change. Four main levels of cumulative visual effect are used in this CLVIA; Major, Moderate, Minor 

and Negligible. Three intermediate combinations are also used; Major/moderate, Moderate/minor and 

Minor/negligible. The evaluation of potential effects makes allowance for the use of professional judgement and 

experience.  

7.4.119 A significant cumulative visual effect is considered to be a Major or Major/moderate and in some cases a Moderate 

visual effect and would result in a view whose composition would be markedly changed. 

7.4.120 It should be noted that significant cumulative visual effects need not be unacceptable or necessarily negative and 

may be reversible. Each effect is evaluated on its own merit. 

7.5 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

7.5.1 The proposed development will comprise of the following components (see Figure 1.2 and Figures 4.1 – 4.12b): 

• An enclosed waste receiving, storage and shredding processing area; 

• Fuel storage silos; 

• An enclosed fuel delivery conveyor; 

• Furnace and boiler (circulating fluidised bed); 

• A turbine hall, including a steam turbine, generator and surface condenser; 

• Flue gas treatment;  

• A stack at approximately 70 m high; 

• Electricity switching and power transformers; 

• Heat recovery and machine room for district heating production; 

• Water treatment and storage area; 

• Office and workshop area for the operation and management of the plant; 

• Ancillary components for the operation and maintenance of the plant;  

• Visitor/Education centre; 

• Noise barrier: and 

• Sustainable Urban Drainage System (SUDS) pond. 

7.5.2 Based on the detailed description of the proposed development in Chapter 4: Description of Development, the 

likely sources of landscape and visual effects that will occur during each phase are as follows: 

Construction phase (short duration) 

• Potential physical effects arising from construction of the proposed development on the landscape resource 

within the planning application boundary; 

• Potential effects to LCTs, landscape designations and/or visual amenity within the wider study area as a result 

of visibility of construction activities or the proposed development during construction; 

• Potential effects associated with the removal of existing vegetation as a result of the construction of the 

proposed development; 

• Temporary potential effects of site infrastructure such as site traffic, crane operations, construction 

compounds; and 

• Potential effects of partially built elements in various stages of construction such as buildings and stack. 

Operational Phase (long term) 

• Potential effects associated with the introduction of buildings and stack on the landscape resource and visual 

amenity; 

• Potential effects of permanent infrastructure including roads, lighting; and 

• Potential cumulative effects with other similar scale of developments within the study area. 

 

7.6 MITIGATION BY DESIGN 

7.6.1 The proposed development site is located within the Kirkwood Commercial Park and will occupy the former paper 

mill site that is now demolished (only the stack still remains on site). Sitting within this industrial context, the 

proposed development will be visually more prominent from the surrounding area as a result of the increase in 

building and stack height, compared to the former buildings and existing stack (to be demolished). Therefore, the 

applicant and architect have sought to create a strong architectural statement inspired by the distinctive profile of 

Bennachie in order to create a positive landmark in the surrounding area.  

7.6.2 The applicant is also committed to cladding the building in locally sourced timber in order to create a balance 

between the boldness of the design and soften its appearance within the surrounding area. Overtime, the cladding 

will weather to a silver-grey appearance which will soften and blend in with the natural environment. 
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7.6.3 Additionally, landscaping is proposed in the grounds of the development site. This will include the following: 

• Approximately 10 m continuous buffer strip of riparian woodland along the western bank of the River Don 

strengthening the connectivity of habitats and providing some screening of the lower elements of the proposed 

development in views from the east; 

• Native woodland planting situated in the north and south to increase biodiversity and connectivity with habitats 

on the River Don; 

• Conservation amenity grassland around the site to provide additional habitat for insects; and 

• Wet grassland within the riparian woodland buffer strip, grass swales and around the SUDS pond to increase 

biodiversity. 

7.6.4 Further details of the proposed landscaping are provided in Appendix 7.1.  

 

7.7 LANDSCAPE BASELINE  

7.7.1 The landscape baseline conditions represent the current landscape of the proposed development area and the 

wider study area extending to 5 km for landscape and visual amenity. Additionally, the Bennachie SLA has been 

separately assessed in its entirety as requested by Aberdeenshire Council in their Scoping Opinion. The visual 

baseline represents the key viewers within the study area likely to experience the proposed development. 

Ascertaining the baseline conditions of the landscape and visual amenity of the study area involves the 

identification of relevant receptors which would be potentially affected by the proposed development. The initial 

first stage assessment carried out in the scoping report identified those receptors it was considered could 

potentially experience significant effects as a result of the proposed development and ‘scoped out’ those receptors 

it was considered would not experience significant effects. Following receipt of Aberdeenshire Council’s Scoping 

Opinion further discussions took place regarding the scoping in an out of receptors. The following section details 

those receptors with the potential to experience an adverse effect.  

7.7.2 The assessment of landscape effects of the proposed development considers the effect on the landscape as a 

resource or a group of identifiable receptors. These include: 

• Generalised ‘Landscape Character Types’ (LCTs) as identified by SNH’s suite of Landscape Character 

Assessments Landscape Character dataset (2019), together with subsequent regional specific reviews, often 

refining these to identify geographically specific Landscape Character Areas; 

• Landscape fabric and character of the proposed development area; and 

• Protected and designated landscapes, at international, national and local level. 

7.7.3 These landscape receptors comprise the landscape baseline. 

 

Landscape Character 

7.7.4 Landscape character is defined as distinct, recognisable and consistent pattern of elements in the landscape that 

makes one landscape different from another, rather than better or worse. LCTs refer to distinct types of landscape 

that are relatively homogenous in character. They are generic in nature and can occur more than once in different 

parts of the country but wherever they occur they share broadly similar combinations of geology, topography, 

drainage patterns, vegetation, historic land use and settlement pattern.  

 

6 https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/landscape/landscape-character-assessment/scottish-landscape-character-types-

map-and-descriptions  

7 https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/LCA/LCT%20026%20-%20Wooded%20Estates%20-%20Aberdeenshire%20-

%20Final%20pdf.pdf 

7.7.5 Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH), in partnership with local authorities and other agencies, has undertaken a 

National programme6 in which a detailed review and classification of landscape character within Scotland has led 

to the identification of LCTs. These are presented within a dataset with accompanying description sheets for each 

LCT. Three LCTs have been identified within the 5 km study area (see Figure 7.1), two of which have been scoped 

into the assessment as follows: 

Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire LCT 

7.7.6 The proposed development would be entirely situated within this LCT which occupies a large swathe of land 

between the valleys of the Don and Dee, east of Bennachie. Within the 5 km study area, the LCT occupies over 

two thirds of the 5 km study area covering the central and western side. 

7.7.7 Comprising complex landscape of broad floodplains, low hills, large arable fields and dense woodland cover, SNH 

describe the key characteristics (SNH, 20197) of the LCT as follows: 

• Rolling landform of low gently rounded hills and broad valleys. 

• Occasional low-lying basins are filled with mosses or lochs. 

• Strong woodland structure associated with numerous estate policies. 

• Mixed farmland with varying size and pattern of fields, these enclosed by a mix of fences, low stone walls and, 

in places, thick mixed shelterbelts and field trees.  

• Occasional mosses are ringed by birch and Scots pine.  

• Numerous and varied archaeological features occur in this landscape and include henges, carved stone balls, 

recumbent stone circles and Pictish monuments.  

• Well settled with a large number of towns and villages. More recent settlement expansion and housing 

development is particularly evident closer to Aberdeen.  

• Significant network of roads radiating out from Aberdeen.  

• Long views across open farmland contrast with sudden enclosure by woodland as one passes through this 

landscape. The prominent Grampian Outlying Hills and Ridges often form a focus in these views 

Landscape Value 

7.7.8 The Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire LCT is considered to be of Medium landscape value as the area is in 

relatively good condition and includes a number of landscape features of value such as cultural heritage assets, 

mixed woodland and designed landscapes. Additionally, part of the LCT is covered by the regional designation of 

Bennachie SLA. It is acknowledged that some of the landscape features have been adversely affected by 

development in and around Port Elphinstone and along the A96 road corridor, but the dominant characteristics are 

of woodland and farmland.   

 

Proposed Development Area 

7.7.9 Although the proposed development area lies within the Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire LCT, it is not considered 

to be consistent with the key characteristics of the LCT described above. Located within the Kirkwood Commercial 

Park in Thainstone, the site is currently derelict and bounded to the north and west by industrial units and 

associated hardstandings. 

7.7.10 The proposed site has historically been used as a paper mill since the 1850s and been a notable industrial 

landmark in the area for over a hundred years. During this time the site has undergone several modifications as 

 

7  

https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/landscape/landscape-character-assessment/scottish-landscape-character-types-map-and-descriptions
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/landscape/landscape-character-assessment/scottish-landscape-character-types-map-and-descriptions
https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/LCA/LCT%20026%20-%20Wooded%20Estates%20-%20Aberdeenshire%20-%20Final%20pdf.pdf
https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/LCA/LCT%20026%20-%20Wooded%20Estates%20-%20Aberdeenshire%20-%20Final%20pdf.pdf
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manufacturing processes have modernised. The previous paper mill buildings were demolished and some of the 

crushed material used to raise the level of the site in the central and eastern sector of the development area. The 

only remaining buildings comprise emission stack (approx. 55 m in height), small firewater pump house, and a 

shed associated with disused gas supply. In the north east of the site is the Mill Lade which forms a feature with 

some historic interest.  

7.7.11 Vegetation cover is limited to the boundary of the site along the River Don in the east, and some woodland planting 

on the west. Generally comprising amenity grassland, scattered broad-leaved tress, scattered scrub and running 

water (see Figure 6.2: Phase 1 Survey Results). The riverbank of the Don also contains some areas of the invasive 

non-native species giant hogweed Heracleum mantegazzianum. 

Landscape Value 

7.7.12 Landscape value is considered to be Low due to the heavily modified and industrial appearance of the site with 

few positive landscape features. 

Coastal Agricultural Plain – Aberdeenshire LCT 

7.7.13 The Coastal Agricultural Plain – Aberdeenshire LCT occupies the northern and eastern part of the 5 km study area 

approximately 1.5 km at its nearest point to the proposed development. Comprising large-scale open farmland 

which is relatively low-lying and undulating, SNH identify the key characteristics8 as follows: 

• Low-lying and very gently undulating landform, with a pattern of subtle ridges and valleys in the north-east.  

• Prominent landmark feature of Mormond Hill on the western edge of the area, which includes the White Horse 

and White Stag quartz hillside figures, the only such in Scotland. 

• Water courses in broad shallow valleys. 

• Mainly arable farming, with fairly extensive areas of moss and wetland. 

• Large, open, geometric fields. 

• Coniferous forest particularly extensive in southern part of the area. 

• Limited broadleaf woodland, forming rare shelterbelts and small groups around farms. 

• Well settled landscape of dispersed farms, many newer houses and a number of settlements, and occasional 

mansions in designed landscapes. 

• Communication structures and tall masts on some higher ground, and power transmission lines radiating from 

Peterhead power station, which itself is highly visible. 

• Major roads crossing the area. 

• Consistent views of high coastal dunes and sea, giving a strong coastal context. 

Landscape Value 

7.7.14 The Coastal Plain – Aberdeenshire LCT is considered to be of Medium landscape value as the area is 

characterised by a consistent and defining pattern of open fields with limited development providing a contrast to 

the adjacent Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire LCT.  

Protected & Designated Landscapes 

7.7.15 Within the 5 km study area, no international or national landscape designations have been identified. One HGDL 

of national historic interest, Keith Hall HGDL and one regional level designation, Bennachie SLA have been 

identified and their baseline described as follows: 

Keith Hall Historic Garden and Designed Landscape 

 

8 https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/LCA/LCT%20017%20-%20Coastal%20Agricultural%20Plain%20-

%20Aberdeenshire%20-%20Final%20pdf.pdf 

7.7.16 This HGDL 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. 

Landscape Value 

7.7.17 Keith Hall HGDL is considered to have a High landscape value on account of being considered outstanding for its 

architectural and scenic interest, and high for its artistic and historic interest9. 

Bennachie Special Landscape Area (SLA) 

7.7.18 Centred on the iconic landmark hill of Bennachie, the Bennachie SLA covers a considerable area and makes an 

important contribution to the Aberdeenshire landscape. Predominantly comprising wooded farmland, the distinctive 

summit and ridgeline of Bennachie provides a contrasting landform to the lower lying surrounding farmland and is 

visible from much of wider Aberdeenshire. 

7.7.19 Within the 5 km study area (see Figure 7.1), the eastern extent of the SLA extends westwards from the outskirts 

of Inverurie and beyond for approximately 25 km to the west. 

7.7.20 Aberdeenshire Council recognise the following qualities for the designation10: 

• Bennachie is the iconic hill of central Aberdeenshire, instantly recognisable from across the wider landscape, 

in both long and short range views. 

• Intact landcover of heather moorland on the main Bennachie ridge. 

• Extensive woodland across lowland and upland, including native woods, estate policies and forestry 

plantations, with a substantial amount recognised as ancient woodland. 

• Hill forts are found on summits such as Mither Tap and Tillymuick, with cairns and other features emphasising 

the long history of settlement. 

• The River Don is a key feature of Aberdeenshire, meandering through the upland glen south of Bennachie, 

and across the farmland around Kemnay. 

• The farmland to the east provides the setting to Bennachie , but also typifies lowland Aberdeenshire with its 

mosaic of wooded estates and open farmland. 

• A hugely popular area, with walkers enjoying the spectacular views from the Bennachie summits, and Pitfichie 

being a centre for mountain biking. 

• Panoramic views from the upland areas, particularly from the Bennachie summits, over the Don Valley and 

beyond to the patchwork of Aberdeenshire farmland.   

Landscape Value 

7.7.21 The Bennachie SLA is considered to have a Medium landscape value on account of its local level of designation 

stated within the adopted Aberdeenshire Local Development Plan, 2017. 

9 http://portal.historicenvironment.scot/designation/GDL00232  

10 Aberdeenshire Special Landscape Areas, Supplementary Guidance Proposed (Aberdeenshire Council, 2016) 

https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/LCA/LCT%20017%20-%20Coastal%20Agricultural%20Plain%20-%20Aberdeenshire%20-%20Final%20pdf.pdf
https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/LCA/LCT%20017%20-%20Coastal%20Agricultural%20Plain%20-%20Aberdeenshire%20-%20Final%20pdf.pdf
http://portal.historicenvironment.scot/designation/GDL00232
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7.8 VISUAL BASELINE 

The assessment of visual effects of the proposed development considers the effect on visual receptors or viewers 

throughout the study area. Visual receptors are people who will be affected by changes in views or visual amenity 

at different places. They are usually grouped by what they are doing at these places include: 

• People living and working in the area, such as residents and farm workers; 

• People who view the proposed development sequentially such as those travelling through the area on road, 

rail or other forms of transport; 

• People visiting promoted tourist attractions and landscapes; and 

• People pursuing other recreational activities. 

7.8.1 These visual receptors comprise the visual baseline. 

Selected Viewpoints 

7.8.2 Analysis of the ZTV, together with site knowledge and verification were used to identify a provisional list of 

viewpoints which were investigated during the scoping stage consultation with Aberdeenshire Council. Following 

a review of the Scoping Opinion provided by Aberdeenshire Council, the list was finalised. This included a list of 5 

viewpoints chosen to represent the most likely views experienced towards the proposed development by various 

groups of people or receptors.  

7.8.3 Viewpoints are selected to take into account of the viewing experience (such as static views from settlements and 

sequential views from routes) cumulative views of other developments and as far as possible are representative 

of the range of key visual receptors and view types (including panoramas, vistas, glimpsed views), as well as being 

located at varying distances, elevations and orientations from the proposed development. 

7.8.4 Although these selected viewpoints primarily represent visual receptors, their location within certain LCTs illustrate 

potential changes in the experiences from these landscapes, giving an indication of potential landscape effects. 

The predicted views from the selected viewpoints may therefore be cited as examples of such landscape effects 

within the landscape assessment. 

The selected viewpoints are presented in the Table 7.12. 

Table 7.12: Selected Viewpoint List 

VP 

No. 

VP Name Coordinate Distance from 

proposed 

development 

Landscape 

Receptor 

Visual Receptor 

1 Crichie Circle, Port Elphinstone 377979, 819807 712 m Wooded Estates – 

Aberdeenshire 

LCT 

Residential 

2 Bruce’s Camp, Thainstone 

(footpath) 

377138, 818953 1.14 km Wooded Estates – 

Aberdeenshire 

LCT 

Walkers 

3 A96 road 377756, 818873 581 m Wooded Estates – 

Aberdeenshire 

LCT 

Road users 

VP 

No. 

VP Name Coordinate Distance from 

proposed 

development 

Landscape 

Receptor 

Visual Receptor 

4 Kinkell Church 378560, 819071 308 m Wooded Estates – 

Aberdeenshire 

LCT 

Visitors 

5 Lochburn Drive / B987 road 

junction, Kintore 

378969, 816718 2.54 km Wooded Estates – 

Aberdeenshire 

LCT 

Residential / Road 

users 

 

Residential Receptors 

7.8.5 Residential receptors are divided into individual properties close to the proposed development and whole 

settlements within the study area. 

Value of Views 

7.8.6 The value of views from individual residential receptors and settlements are all considered to be High. 

Individual Residential Properties 

Armurdo Farm & Properties to the north  

7.8.7 Comprising two storey farmhouse located north east of Kinkell Churchyard, views to the west are partially blocked 

by the ruin of Kinkell Church and trees within the grounds. Oblique views beyond can be obtained to the north 

west towards Kirkwood Commercial Park. Elsewhere, views are onto foreground farmyard, outbuildings and 

surrounding fields. To the north are two semi-detached cottages and one cottage located on a bend of the road 

leading to Ardmurdo Farm. Orientated in a south west direction, views from the property are open across 

foreground fields towards the River Don and beyond to Thainstone Auction Mart. To the west, close views of the 

former paper mill site including existing stack can be obtained. Viewpoint 4 (Figure 7.6) is representative of the 

views obtained from this area.  

Armurdo House / Spy Far 

7.8.8 Ardmurdo House is located approximately 1 km to the east of the proposed development overlooking the floodplain 

of the River Don. Surrounded by mixed woodland on the north, east and southern sides, the views from the 

property are open towards the south west and include oblique views of Kirkwood Commercial Park to the west. 

7.8.9 Spy Far approximately 1.5 km to the south east of the proposed development, includes one property orientated in 

a north to south axis with open views across the surrounding countryside. The proposed site can be seen from the 

side of the property to the west. 

Settlements 

Port Elphinstone 

7.8.10 Port Elphinstone is located approximately 0.7 km directly to the north of the proposed site on the western bank of 

the River Don. With a nucleated settlement pattern, views from within the settlement are well contained by the 

surrounding built form. Properties located at the edge of the settlement experience views beyond into the 

surrounding countryside although a combination of hedgerows, boundary tree planting along field margins and the 

A96 road, and industrial development to the south curtail these. The main areas of the settlement likely to be 

affected are described in the following paragraphs. 
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Crichie Circle (Port Elphinstone) 

7.8.11 Crichie Circle comprises three storey properties in the southern extent of Port Elphinstone. Orientated north to 

south, the properties obtain open views to the south over foreground fields and children’s play park but limited 

further afield by woodland and industrial buildings in Kirkwood Commercial Park (see Viewpoint 1, Figure 7.3). 

Mill Road (Port Elphinstone) 

7.8.12 Mill Road lies to the south west of the main residential area of Port Elphinstone and includes several properties 

situated between Mill Road to the east and the A96 road to the west. Views from properties are influenced by 

surrounding trees both within the property’s gardens and to the east along the roadside, along field boundaries 

and on the periphery of Kirkwood Commercial Park. 

Kintore 

7.8.13 Located approximately 1.7 km to the south of the proposed site, Kintore sits between the Aberdeen to Inverness 

Railway line in the east, and the A96 to the west. Views from the settlement are restricted by buildings within the 

settlement and roadside planting along the A96 road. From the periphery, open views of the surrounding landscape 

can be obtained although field boundary vegetation can limit these. Views towards the proposed site to the north 

are influenced by vegetation in the form of filed boundaries on the intervening farmland (see Viewpoint 5, Figure 

7.7).  

Sequential Routes 

A96 Road 

7.8.14 The A96 road is a major road running between Aberdeen and Inverness and passes through the study area 

generally in a north west to south east direction. Views from the road are mixed periodically changing between 

contained views as a result of roadside planting and buildings, to more open views onto the surrounding landscape. 

Vehicle speeds along the dual carriageway vary depending on the time of day resulting between glimpsed views 

whilst moving, to static views as a result of queuing traffic at roundabouts.  

7.8.15 The proposed site is visible from the road between the Kintore junction and Port Elphinstone roundabout appearing 

periodically where roadside vegetation to the east does not hinder views. This is experienced when travelling in a 

north direction between Thainstone and Inverurie roundabouts (see Viewpoint 3, Figure 7.5). 

Value of Views 

7.8.16 The value of views from this road are considered to be Medium on account of the road being busy with a mixture 

of commuters and visitors using the route. 

B993 Road 

7.8.17 The B993 road extends between Allancreich in the south west and Whiterashes in the north east via Inverurie. 

Views from the road vary between open to contained as a result of field boundary vegetation and buildings. 

7.8.18 The proposed site is most visible from this road between Leggat and Upper Kinkell when travelling in a south west 

direction where the existing stack can currently be viewed. 

Value of Views 

7.8.19 This road is not a promoted route and is considered to be of Low value 

Aberdeen – Inverness Railway Line 

7.8.20 The Aberdeen to Inverness railway line passes through the study area generally in a north west to south east 

direction. Comprising single track, the railway line passes through the 5 km study area at average speeds stopping 

at Inverurie station and the new Kintore station. Views are mixed and are contained when passing through urban 

areas contrasting to more open views in between settlements, although existing woodland does provide a degree 

of curtailment. 

7.8.21 The proposed site is visible from the railway line between Port Elphinstone and Kintore periodically where open 

views can be obtained. 

Value of Views 

7.8.22 The value of views from the railway line are considered to be Medium on account of the line being busy with a 

mixture of commuters and visitors using the route. 

Core Paths 

7.8.23 There are a number of Core Paths in the vicinity of Port Elphinstone as follows: 

• Core Path from Inverurie around The Stanners and along the eastern bank of the River Don; 

• Core Path around the sports field to the north of Port Elphinstone; 

• Core Path circular walk around the western perimeter of Keith Hall HGDL via Home Farm; 

• Core Path heading west from the sports field at Port Elphinstone along the southern bank of the River Don; 

and 

• Core Path between Port Elphinstone and Kintore. 

7.8.24 Views from the path network are mixed from containment from the built form of the urban environment and 

woodland, to more open views between settlements. Views towards the proposed site would occur from short 

sections of the path network, between Port Elphinstone and Kintore. 

Value of Views 

7.8.25 The value of views is considered to be Medium due to the Core Paths being promoted within the Aberdeenshire 

Development Plan. 

Attractions 

Kinkell Church 

7.8.26 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 (see Viewpoint 4, Figure 7.6). 

7.8.27 The entire proposed site is visible from this viewpoint in front of the existing commercial buildings of Kirkwood 

Commercial Park.  

Value of Views 

7.8.28 The value of views is considered to be High due to the churchyard being a promoted attraction for visitors and as 

a cultural heritage asset.  

Bruce’s Camp, Thainstone 

7.8.29 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. 

Value of View 

7.8.30 The value of views is considered to be Medium on account of the cultural importance of the fort although woodland 

planting around the hill summit reduces the extent of views experienced. 



 
 

 

Thainstone Energy Park 

 

 

7-19 
Environmental Impact Assessment Report 

Chapter 7: Landscape and Visual 

7.9 CUMULATIVE BASELINE 

7.9.1 The Cumulative Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (CLVIA) has been undertaken concurrently with the 

Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) and like the LVIA deals with cumulative effects on landscape 

and visual receptors separately. The aim of the CLVIA is to identify, predict and evaluate potential key effects 

arising from the addition of proposed development to a theoretical landscape baseline which includes cumulative 

developments currently present in the landscape and that may or may not be present in the landscape in the future. 

Cumulative developments consist of other similar size developments only.  

7.9.2 The cumulative baseline is listed in Table 7.13 below and mapped in the Cumulative Baseline map, Figure 1.3. 

The developments identified in the Cumulative Baseline are constantly evolving and all information is supplied to 

the best of our knowledge and up to date as of 21st May 2020. The continually evolving nature of the cumulative 

baseline requires a reasonable end date beyond which any further changes to the baseline would not need to be 

considered in the CLVIA.  

Table 7.13: Cumulative Baseline Developments  

Cumulative 

Baseline 

Scenario Development Name Development Stage Proposal 

2 Abattoir, Thainstone 

Business Park 

Consented Erection of Abattoir and Meat 

Production Facility with 

Associated Roads, Infrastructure 

and Landscaping  

3 Residential Development, 

Crichie, Port Elphinstone 

Application Erection of 737 Dwelling Houses, 

Business and Industrial 

Development. 

3 Proposed Storage Building, 

North Lodge 

Application Erection of a commercial building. 

 

7.10 LANDSCAPE ASSESSMENT 

7.10.1 The following provides an assessment of the LCTs and protected and designated landscapes identified in Section 

7.7. 

Effect on Landscape Character 

7.10.2 The two LCTs that were identified with the potential to experience significant landscape effects as a result of the 

addition of the proposed development are fully assessed in the following paragraphs. The determination of the 

value and susceptibility and therefore overall sensitivity of each landscape receptor has been detailed. Equally the 

criteria for assessing the magnitude of the proposed change and consequent level of landscape and landscape 

cumulative effects are also described. 

7.10.3 The potential effects of the Construction phase would include temporary effects on the landscape fabric of the 

proposed development area, landscape character and visual amenity of the immediate area. The potential effects 

of the Construction Phase have therefore been assessed for the proposed development area and the Landscape 

Character Type containing the proposed development: Wooded Estates - Aberdeenshire LCT.   

Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire LCT 

7.10.4 The proposed development would be located entirely within the Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire LCT. Effects 

upon the fabric of the proposed site are discussed in paragraphs – 7.10.11 – 7.10.14. 

7.10.5 The ZTV indicates that theoretical visibility would be widespread within the A96 road corridor and extend beyond 

the 5 km study area to the north and south. However, the visual envelope of the proposed development would be 

reduced by a combination of factors including the built form of urban areas such as Port Elphinstone, Inverurie 

and Kintore, and secondly by the wooded nature of the LCT. Whilst the proposed stack would be the most visible 

part of the development viewed within the LCT, it would replace the existing stack and would not result in any 

additional visibility. The buildings would only be visible within approximately 2 km between Port Elphinstone and 

Kintore. At night-time, the building would be lit as shown on Figures 4.12a – 4.12b. Although this would result in 

an increase in lighting within the Kirkwood Commercial Park, from some locations it would actually reduce the 

amount of lighting visible as a result of screening from the proposed development. Lighting would also be viewed 

within the existing context of the industrial area. 

Landscape Sensitivity 

7.10.6 Landscape susceptibility for the Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire LCT is Medium as the wooded nature of the 

landscape alongside industrial areas means that the LCT does have some capacity to accept a development of 

the size and scale proposed. This susceptibility combined with a Medium landscape value results in a Medium 

landscape sensitivity. 

Magnitude of Change  

7.10.7 During construction, it is considered that the size and scale of the changes to the LCT would be low as a result of 

the limited extent of change to the existing landscape baseline. Although the ZTV indicates that theoretical visibility 

would be widespread within 5 km of the proposed development, in reality that would be reduced on account of the 

built environment and wooded nature of the LCT. This would mainly occur within 2 km of the proposed development 

area. During construction, the duration of landscape changes would be short term and low.   

Overall Magnitude of landscape change is considered to be Moderate for both construction and operational 

phases of the proposed development. This is due to the partial alteration to the landscape character over a small 

area resulting in a noticeable change in the immediate setting of the proposed development within this LCT.   

Landscape Effect  

7.10.8 It is predicted that the introduction of the proposed development would result in a Moderate landscape effect 

during both construction and operation. This effect would be significant adverse for a localised area extending 

approximately 2 km from the proposed site as a result of the introduction of a series of large structures which are 

not currently present in the landscape. Elsewhere within the LCT, the overall effect would range between Minor 

and Negligible as a result of screening from settlements and the wooded character of the LCT. It is not considered 

that the introduction of the proposed development would alter the key characteristics of this LCT. 

Cumulative Magnitude of Change 

The addition of the proposed development into the cumulative baseline of Scenario 2 would result in a Moderate 

cumulative landscape effect due to its close proximity to the Crichie Housing Development to the west of the A96 

road. However, it should be noted that the introduction of the proposed development would not result in the removal 

of any existing landscape feature due to the proposed site being derelict, compared to the Crichie development 

that is located on farmland and would involve some woodland clearance. The addition of the proposed 

development into Scenario 3 would reduce to Negligible as both of these developments are small in scale and 

located in areas already affected by industrial development.  

Cumulative Landscape Effect 

7.10.9 The cumulative landscape effect would be Moderate and significant for a localised area for Scenario 2, reducing 

to a Negligible cumulative landscape effect for Cumulative Scenario 3. 
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Effect on Landscape Fabric and character of the Proposed Development Area 

7.10.10 As stated in Section 7.7, the characteristics of the proposed site are not consistent with the those identified for the 

Wooded Estate – Aberdeenshire LCT. This is due to the proposed site being derelict and part of a larger industrial 

site.    

Landscape Sensitivity 

7.10.11 The Landscape value is considered to be low as the proposed development area is not covered by any valued 

landscape designation and has few landscape features due to being derelict. Landscape Susceptibility is 

considered to also be Low as the proposed development area is located within an industrial area capable of 

accepting a development of the nature proposed with undue adverse effects. The neighbouring area also displays 

industrial characteristics and its perceptual qualities are low owing to the presence of built infrastructure namely 

industrial sheds with hardstanding’s. This results in an overall sensitivity considered to be Low for the proposed 

development site area.  

Magnitude of Change  

7.10.12 The construction stage of the proposed development would result in ground disturbance operations, road upgrades 

and new hardstanding, building construction and general reinstatement works, together with vehicular/personnel 

movements on site. Such operations would result in direct effects on the landscape fabric of the development site 

area. This will include the removal of a limited amount of ground vegetation and hardcore and the introduction of 

new elements into the industrial context. It is considered the magnitude of change on the existing landscape 

resource of the site would be Substantial, resulting from a large geographical extent and major size and scale of 

proposed changes over a short period of time. During operation, the size and scale of proposed changes over the 

whole of the geographical extent of the proposed site will be substantial and result in new vertical elements in the 

form of large buildings and stack. This would be long term and permanent but theoretically reversible and result in 

a Substantial magnitude of change.  

Landscape Effect 

7.10.13 It is predicted that the introduction of the proposed development would result in a Moderate landscape effect 

during both construction and operation to the landscape fabric of the proposed site. This effect would be 

significant adverse for the entire site on account of the introduction of a series of large structures onto a currently 

flat featureless site. 

Cumulative Magnitude of Change 

7.10.14 The introduction of the proposed site would not result in the removal of any landscape feature due to the proposed 

site currently being derelict. Therefore, it is considered that the cumulative magnitude of change for landscape 

fabric would be Negligible for Scenarios 2 and 3.  

Cumulative Landscape Effect 

7.10.15 The cumulative landscape effect would be Negligible for Scenarios 2 and 3. 

Coastal Agricultural Plain – Aberdeenshire LCT 

7.10.16 The proposed development would be located approximately 1.5 km to the west of the Coastal Agricultural Plain – 

Aberdeenshire LCT. The ZTV indicates that theoretical visibility would occur on west facing slopes to the south of 

Keith Hall HGDL and north east of Inverurie. The wooded nature of the Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire LCT 

would reduce the extent of visibility, but it is still predicted that the proposed development would be visible owing 

to the open nature of the LCT. 

Landscape Sensitivity 

7.10.17 Landscape susceptibility for the Coastal Agricultural – Aberdeenshire LCT is considered to be Medium as the open 

nature of the landscape alongside industrial areas means that the LCT does have some capacity to accept the 

type of development proposed. This susceptibility combined with a Medium landscape value results in a Medium 

landscape sensitivity. 

Landscape Magnitude of Change  

7.10.18 During construction and operation, the size and scale of the extent of landscape features affected by the proposed 

development would be low, and similarity low for the small extent of the LCT that is theoretically affected. The 

proposed development would be long term and permanent although theoretically reversible. Magnitude of change 

is therefore considered to be Slight during both construction and operation. 

Landscape Effect  

7.10.19 It is predicted that the introduction of the proposed development would result in a Moderate/minor landscape 

effect during both construction and operation and not significant. It is not considered that the introduction of the 

proposed development would alter the key characteristics of this LCT. 

Cumulative Landscape Magnitude of Change 

7.10.20 Cumulative magnitude of change would be Slight for Scenario 2 due to the limited extent of the LCT affected by 

the introduction of the proposed development to this baseline. For cumulative Scenario 3, it would remain as Slight 

due to the limited visibility of the Scenario 3 developments within this LCT. 

Cumulative Landscape Effect 

7.10.21 The cumulative landscape effect would be Minor for both Scenarios 2 and 3 and not significant. 

Protected and Designated Landscapes 

7.10.22 The two Landscape Designations that were identified as requiring further detailed assessment are fully assessed 

below. The determination of the value and susceptibility and therefore overall sensitivity of each landscape 

receptor, magnitude of change consequent level of landscape effects are contained in the following paragraphs. 

The special qualities of the Bennachie SLA have also been considered for the entirety of the designation. 

Keith Hall HGDL 

7.10.23 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.  

Landscape Sensitivity 

7.10.24 Landscape susceptibility for the Keith Hall HGDL is considered to be High as the partially enclosed nature of the 

HGDL and scenic qualities. Landscape value is also considered to be high resulting in a High sensitivity to change. 

Landscape Magnitude of Change  

7.10.25 The size and scale of the change to the landscape features located within the HGDL would be small and the 

geographical extent limited on account of the contribution of screening attributed to policy woodland. The duration 

of change would be long term and permanent, although theoretically reversible. Magnitude of change is considered 

to be Slight during construction and operation on account of the limited part of the HGDL affected, in particular 

the landscape features identified within the citation. 

Landscape Effect  

7.10.26 It is predicted that the introduction of the proposed development would result in a Moderate landscape effect 

during both construction and operation and not significant. It is not considered that the introduction of the 

proposed development would alter the special qualities of the HGDL. 

Cumulative Landscape Magnitude of Change 



 
 

 

Thainstone Energy Park 

 

 

7-21 
Environmental Impact Assessment Report 

Chapter 7: Landscape and Visual 

7.10.27 Cumulative magnitude of change would be Slight for Scenario 2 due to the limited extent of the HGDL affected by 

the introduction of the proposed development to this baseline. For cumulative Scenario 3, it would remain as Slight 

due to the limited visibility of the Scenario 3 developments within this HGDL. 

Cumulative Landscape Effects 

7.10.28 The cumulative landscape effect would be Minor for both Scenarios 2 and 3 and not significant. 

Bennachie SLA 

7.10.29 The Bennachie SLA is located approximately 1.9 km to the west of the proposed development. The ZTV (see 

Figure 7.1) indicates that theoretical visibility would be very limited within the 5 km study area occurring east of 

Roquharold (stack only), and at Braeside, Newseat and East Aquhorthies to the west of Inverurie. Again, this 

would mostly be theoretical visibility of the stack although combined visibility of both the stack and buildings is 

predicted north of East Aquhorthies. However, the wooded nature of this part of the SLA would reduce any visibility 

experienced. 

7.10.30 Beyond the 5 km study area (see Figure 7.2), theoretical visibility would be limited to the east facing slopes of 

Bennachie (528 m AOD) where the proposed buildings and stack would theoretically be visible and in reality, likely 

to be visible due to the open nature of the landscape. However, this would be approximately 12 km from the 

proposed development that would make up a small part of the overall view. Further theoretical visibility is also 

predicted for the east facing slopes and summits of Mither Tap (518 m AOD) (see Photo 7.1) and Millstone Hill 

(408 m AOD) where the stack only would be visible. This would be confined to the upper hill slopes and summits 

due to the surrounding coniferous forestry cover. 

Photo 7.1: View east from Mither Tap 

. 

 

 

Landscape Sensitivity 

7.10.31 Landscape susceptibility for the area of the SLA within the 5 km study area is considered to be Medium as the 

wooded nature of the landscape alongside other built up areas means that the SLA does have some capacity to 

accept a development of the size and scale proposed. This susceptibility combined with a Medium landscape 

value results in a Medium landscape sensitivity. 

7.10.32 The key Special Qualities of the SLA are identified in Aberdeenshire Special Landscape Areas, Supplementary 

Guidance, (2016) and assessed in Table 7.14.  

Table 7.14:  Bennachie SLA: Effects on Special Qualities  

Special Quality Potential Landscape Change 

Bennachie is the iconic hill of central 

Aberdeenshire, instantly recognisable from across 

the wider landscape, in both long and short range 

views. 

 

The expansive views and broad panoramas would remain 

unaffected by the proposed development, which would 

occupy a narrow angle of view and form a distant feature 

at approximately 12 km. This special quality would remain 

unaffected by the proposed development as these are 

strongly internal SLA features and Qualities. 

Intact landcover of heather moorland on the main 

Bennachie ridge. 

 

The landcover of the SLA would not be affected resulting 

in no significant effect on this Special Quality. 

Extensive woodland across lowland and upland, 

including native woods, estate policies and forestry 

plantations, with a substantial amount recognised 

as ancient woodland. 

 

No change to these strongly internal SLA Special 

Qualities. 

Hill forts are found on summits such as Mither Tap 

and Tillymuick, with cairns and other features 

emphasising the long history of settlement. 

 

No change to these internal SLA Special Qualities. 

The River Don is a key feature of Aberdeenshire, 

meandering through the upland glen south of 

Bennachie, and across the farmland around 

Kemnay. 

 

No change to these internal SLA Special Qualities. 

The farmland to the east provides the setting to 

Bennachie, but also typifies lowland 

Aberdeenshire with its mosaic of wooded estates 

and open farmland. 

 

The proposed development (mainly the stack) would be 

viewed within this context but from limited areas due to 

the screening by woodland. No change to the SLA 

Special Qualities. 

A hugely popular area, with walkers enjoying the 

spectacular views from the Bennachie summits, 

and Pitfichie being a centre for mountain biking. 

 

 

The expansive views and broad panoramas would remain 

unaffected by the proposed development, which would 

occupy a narrow angle of view and form a distant feature 

between approximately 8 - 12 km. This special quality 

would remain unaffected by the proposed development. 
Panoramic views from the upland areas, 

particularly from the Bennachie summits, over the 
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Special Quality Potential Landscape Change 

Don Valley and beyond to the patchwork of 

Aberdeenshire farmland.   

 

 

Landscape Magnitude of Change  

7.10.33 The size and scale of the change to the landscape features located within the SLA would be small and the 

geographical extent limited on account of the limited visibility predicted and contribution of intervening screening 

attributed to policy woodland. The duration of change would be long term and permanent, although theoretically 

reversible. Magnitude of change is considered to be Negligible during construction and operation on account of 

the limited part of the SLA affected and distance from the proposed development, in particular the special qualities 

assessed in Table 7.14. 

Landscape Effect 

7.10.34 It is predicted that the introduction of the proposed development would result in a Minor/negligible landscape 

effect during both construction and operation and not significant. It is not considered that the introduction of the 

proposed development would alter the special qualities of the SLA. 

Cumulative Landscape Magnitude of Change 

7.10.35 The three cumulative developments identified within the cumulative baseline Scenarios 2 and 3 are all of a much 

lower vertical height than the proposed development and combined visibility would be limited within the SLA and 

not result in an increase in effect. Cumulative magnitude of change is therefore considered to be Negligible. 

Cumulative Landscape Effect 

7.10.36 Cumulative landscape effects are considered to be Negligible.  

Summary of Effects on Landscape Character 

7.10.37 Potential landscape effects during the Construction Phase for the LCT containing the proposed development; 

Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire LCT is considered to be Moderate and Significant. It is considered a significant 

overall landscape effect owing to the extent of construction operations experienced within 2 km of the proposed 

site which would be Major and significant during this phase. Following reinstatement post construction, this 

landscape effect on is predicted to remain as Moderate and significant, owing to the localised nature of the 

change (Substantial) resulting in localised Major and significant effect. Cumulative effects are also considered 

to be locally significant Moderate for Scenario 2 and remain the same for Scenario 3. 

7.10.38 The Coastal Agricultural Plain – Aberdeenshire LCT is considered to receive a Moderate/minor landscape effect 

during both construction and operation and not significant. It is not considered that the introduction of the 

proposed development would alter the key characteristics of this LCT. Cumulative landscape effects are 

considered to be Minor and not significant for the LCT. 

 

7.11 VISUAL ASSESSMENT 

7.11.1 The aim of the Visual Assessment is to identify, predict and evaluate potential key effects arising from the addition 

of the proposed development on people’s views and visual amenity. Effects on views and visual amenity as 

experienced by people can be caused by changes in the appearance of the landscape resulting from the 

development.  

7.11.2 Assessing the significance of visual effects requires the identification of the visual receptors, the consideration of 

the nature of the visual receptors (sensitivity) and the nature of the effect (magnitude), which would be experienced 

by each visual receptor as a result of the proposed development.  

7.11.3 A Cumulative Visual Impact Assessment is also included in the following visual assessment and considers the 

level of effect as a result of the addition of the proposed development into each cumulative baseline scenario 

separately. 

Effect on Selected Viewpoints 

7.11.4 Tables 7.15 – 7.19 sets out the assessment of the five viewpoints selected as follows: 

Table 7.15: Viewpoint 1 – Crichie Circle, Port Elphinstone (see Figure 7.3) 

Location  

This Viewpoint is located 712 m to the north west of the proposed development at 60 m AOD. The viewpoint is   

representative of the views obtained from 3 storey properties along Crichie Circle on the southern extent of Port 

Elphinstone.  

Sensitivity  

Value of the view: High. Representative of views from residential properties.  

Susceptibility: High. Nearby residents, whose focus is on the view. 

Overall Sensitivity: High  

Existing View (including Cumulative Baseline Scenarios) 

Rear views are across foreground fields and children’s playground towards existing stack and Kirkwood 

Industrial Park which is partially screened by rising landform and woodland. Views of the Scenario 2 and 3 

developments are screened by rising landform and woodland to the south and west. 

Predicted View (including Cumulative Baseline Scenarios) 

The predicted operational view is depicted in Figure 7.3 and shows that the north facing gable end and part of 

the western side of the proposed development would be visible above landform and woodland to the south. Due 

to the angle, the proposed development would occupy a narrow part of the overall view and viewed alongside 

existing industrial buildings. The vertical extent of the building and stack would be higher; however, the lower 

components of the proposed development would be screened from view by rising landform and vegetation. 

None of the cumulative baseline scenarios would be visible from this location. Proposed lighting would be 

screened and viewed within the context of the existing industrial site. 

Magnitude of Visual Change 

Geographical Extent: Small. Mainly affect properties to the south of the Crichie Circle road although some 

properties to the north will obtain views of the proposed development between foreground buildings. 

Size and Scale: Moderate. Difference in vertical scale of the proposed development would be noticeable in 

comparison to the foreground industrial building. However, this would occupy, and narrow proportion of the 

view obtained.   

Duration and Reversibility: Long term theoretically reversible change 

Overall Magnitude of visual change: Moderate Magnitude of visual change causing a noticeable change in the 

view as a result of the addition of new features on the skyline with some visual contrast in developments. 

Changes would be long term but theoretically reversible. 

Magnitude of Cumulative Visual Change 

Negligible  Magnitude of Cumulative Change in respect of Scenario 2 and 3 being screened in the view by a 

combination of built form, rising landform and vegetation.   

Visual Effect  
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Moderate and Significant. Considered borderline significant effect owing to the increase in vertical extent of 

the proposed development when viewed from this location. 

Cumulative Visual Effect 

Negligible. No additional cumulative visual effect for Scenarios 2 and 3  

 

Table 7.16: Viewpoint 2 – Bruce’s Camp, Thainstone (see Figure 7.4) 

Location 

This Viewpoint is located 1.14 km to the west of the proposed development is representative of views from the 

footpath leading to Bruce’s Camp. 

Sensitivity 

Value of the view: High. Popular path for walkers leading to Bruce’s Camp. 

Susceptibility: High. Walkers whose principal interest and attention is focussed on the wider view. 

Overall Sensitivity: High  

Existing View (including Cumulative Baseline Scenarios) 

Open and extensive views across the surrounding countryside. Views mainly oriented to the east due to 

screening from nearby woodland to the north, west and south.  

Predicted View (including Cumulative Baseline Scenarios) 

The predicted operational view is depicted in Figure 7.4. The western elevation of the proposed development 

would be visible from this location. This would be viewed within the foreground context of Kirkwood Industrial 

Park and would extend development both horizontally and vertically. Foreground screening by woodland would 

reduce visibility of the lower elements of the proposed development. None of the components would be skylined 

from this location and would be backclothed by the landscape beyond. The southern extent of the residential 

development at Crichie (cumulative baseline Scenario 2) would be visible from this location in the foreground. 

This would increase the extent of development viewed from this footpath and result in additional manmade 

elements within the view, albeit of a different development type that would be lower in height and cover a greater 

horizontal extent. Lighting located on the western side of the development would be similar to the levels already 

experienced from Kirkwood Commercial Park. 

Magnitude of Visual Change 

Geographical Extent: Small. Clear view from footpath but would be visible from a small section of the overall 

footpath to the fort with the upper slopes covered in woodland reducing extent of visibility from Bruce’s Camp. 

Size and Scale: Medium. Owing to the distance from the proposed development, the size and scale both 

horizontally and vertically does make the proposed development prominent from this location, however, it does 

appear to fit in with the surrounding landscape and is not skylined. 

Duration and Reversibility: Long term theoretically reversible change 

Overall Magnitude of visual change: Moderate. Magnitude of visual change causing a perceptible change in 

the view as a result of the addition of new features which partially alters the composition of a narrow part of the 

overall panoramic view.  Changes would be long term but theoretically reversible. 

Magnitude of Visual Cumulative Change 

Moderate Magnitude of Cumulative Change in respect of Scenario 2 due to its proximity to the viewpoint 

where both developments would be seen together. The addition of Scenario 3 developments would not 

increase the cumulative magnitude due to the sites being screened by woodland.   

Visual Effect 

Moderate and significant. Due to the size and scale of the changes in the view.  

Cumulative Visual Effect 

Moderate and significant for Scenario 2 developments and no additional change for Scenario 3. 

 

Table 7.17: Viewpoint 3 – A96 Road 

Location 

This Viewpoint is located approximately 581 m to the south west at 64 m AOD. The viewpoint is representative 

of views obtained by road users on the A96 road and walkers along the adjacent footpath when travelling in a 

northwards direction.   

Sensitivity 

Value of the view: Medium. Busy road through the area that is used by both commuters and visitors to the area. 

The footpath adjacent is used by cyclists and walkers. 

Susceptibility: Medium. Road users, cyclists whose attention is not as focussed on the landscape. Walkers 

whose principal interest and attention is focussed on the wider view although the footpath is next to a busy road. 

Overall Sensitivity: Medium   

Existing View (including Cumulative Baseline Scenarios) 

Main view is mainly focussed on the direction of travel. Roadside vegetation focusses the view along the road 

corridor; however, some breaks in roadside vegetation allow views further afield such as the viewpoint which 

is across foreground field to Kirkwood Commercial Park.  

Predicted View (including Cumulative Baseline Scenarios) 

The western elevation of the proposed development would be visible from this location which would include 

close views of the buildings and stack. This would be viewed within the existing industrial context of Kirkwood 

Commercial Park but would appear larger in extent, both horizontally and vertically. New lighting associated 

with the development would be viewed in the context of existing lighting levels within Kirkwood Commercial 

Park. The Scenario 2 cumulative development would partially be visible if the receptor looked to the north west; 

however, this view would be partially screened by roadside planting. Scenario 3 developments would not be 

visible due to screening from woodland. 

Magnitude of Visual Change 

Geographical Extent: Small. Clear view but from a short section of the road, travelling northwards. Longer view 

time for cyclists and walkers using the adjacent footpath due to their slower pace.  

Size and Scale: Medium. The horizontal and vertical extent would be noticeably larger than the existing size 

and scale of Kirkwood Commercial Park.  

Duration and Reversibility: Long term theoretically reversible change 

Overall Magnitude of visual change: Locally Moderate. Magnitude of visual change causing a perceptible 

change in the view as a result of the addition of new features which partially alters the composition of a narrow 

part of the view from the road and footpath. Changes would be long term but theoretically reversible. 

Magnitude of Cumulative Change 

Slight Magnitude of Cumulative Change in respect of the cumulative baseline Scenario 2 due to both the 

proposed and Crichie development being visible on both sides of the road. However, the Crichie residential 

development would be partially screened by woodland. No additional change for Scenario 3 due to both 

developments being screened by woodland. 

Visual Effect 

Moderate and not significant. Considered a not significant effect owing to the limited section of the road 

affected where receptors will be moving along. 
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Cumulative Visual Effect 

Minor and not significant for Scenario 2 developments. Cumulative visual effect remains and no additional 

change for Scenario 3. 

 

Table 7.18: Viewpoint 4 – Kinkell Church 

Location 

This Viewpoint is located 308 m to the east of the proposed development at 52 m AOD. The viewpoint is 

representative of views obtained from Kinkell Church ruin.  

Sensitivity 

Value of the view: High. Promoted visitor site for its cultural heritage interest.  

Susceptibility: Medium. Promoted for its cultural heritage interest rather than the view from ruins.  

Overall Sensitivity: High/medium  

Existing View 

Open views westwards across foreground fields and River Don. Kirkwood Industrial Park forms a noticeable 

feature in the mid-ground with Bruce’s Camp on Shaw Hill beyond.  

Predicted View (including Cumulative Baseline Scenarios) 

Close views of the eastern elevation of the proposed development would be visible from this location. This would 

be skylined and interrupt views towards Bruce’s Camp. Riparian woodland located on the western bank of the 

River Don would provide some screening for the lower elements of the proposed development such as vehicle 

movements as would the gabion basket noise barrier along the eastern side of the proposed hardstanding. 

Lighting would also be seen at night-time although this would be viewed within the existing context of lighting 

within Kirkwood Commercial Park where the existing street lighting would be screened by the proposed 

buildings.  

Predicted Cumulative View 

Cumulative baseline Scenario 2 would not be visible from this location. The top of the commercial building near 

Thainstone roundabout would potentially be visible; however, this would be viewed within the existing industrial 

context of the area and form a small part of the overall view from this viewpoint. Cumulative magnitude of change 

for both scenarios is considered to be Negligible. 

Magnitude of Change 

Geographical Extent: Large. Will affect views from all locations of the churchyard and entrance to the church 

ruins. 

Size and Scale: Large. The proposed development would feature in close views and form a noticeable feature 

in views towards Shaw Hill where it would interrupt views. .  

Duration and Reversibility: Long term theoretically reversible change 

Overall Magnitude of visual change: Substantial. Magnitude of visual change causing a very noticeable change 

in the view as a result of the addition of large and tall new buildings and stack which would alter the composition 

of the overall view. Changes would be long term but theoretically reversible. 

Magnitude of Cumulative Change 

Negligible Magnitude of Cumulative Change in respect of Scenarios 2 and 3 which would not be visible from 

this location. 

Visual Effect 

Major and significant. Considered a significant effect owing to the closeness of views and the size and scale 

of the development within those views seen from the majority of the churchyard.   

Cumulative Visual Effect 

Negligible and not significant for both Scenario 2 and 3. 

 

Table 7.19: Viewpoint 5 – Lochburn Drive / B937 Road Junction, Kintore 

Location 

This viewpoint is located 2.54 km to the south of the proposed development at 49 m AOD. The viewpoint is 

representative of views from the northern part of Kintore. 

Sensitivity 

Value of the view: High. Representative of views from residential properties.  

Susceptibility: High. Nearby residents, whose focus is on the view. 

Overall Sensitivity: High 

Existing View 

Views beyond the settlement are onto surrounding fields with roadside and field boundary vegetation 

providing some partial screening.  

Predicted View (including Cumulative Baseline Scenarios) 

Theoretically, the ZTV indicates that the top of the proposed buildings and stack would be visible from this 

location. However, intervening vegetation and landform screens the proposed development within the view.  

None of the cumulative sites identified in the cumulative scenarios would be visible from this location. 

Magnitude of Change 

Geographical Extent: Negligible. View would not be affected by the proposed development. 

Size and Scale: Negligible. The size and scale of the proposed development would not affect the view from 

this location. 

Duration and Reversibility: Long term theoretically reversible change 

Overall Magnitude of visual change: Negligible.  There would be no change to the view currently experienced 

from this location.  

Magnitude of Cumulative Change 

Negligible. No additional change to the cumulative baseline would occur in views from this location for 

Scenarios 2 and 3. 

Visual Effect 

Negligible and Not Significant. The introduction of the proposed development would not result in changes to 

views from this location.  

Cumulative Visual Effect 

Negligible. No additional change to the cumulative baseline would occur in views from this location for 

Scenarios 2 and 3. 

 

Effect on residential receptors  

7.11.5 The following provides an assessment of views from individual or groups of residential properties and settlements 

within the agreed study area of 5 km.  

7.11.6 The value of views, susceptibility and overall magnitude of change from individual residential receptors and 

settlements are all considered to be High. 

Ardmurdo Farm & Properties to the North 
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7.11.7 The proposed development would be viewed to the west at approximately 300 m from the properties. Viewpoint 4 

from Kinkell Church (see Figure 7.6) illustrates the type of view that these properties would experience which 

would be of close views of the eastern elevation of the proposed development. This would mainly occur for the 

properties to the north, whereas, views from Ardmurdo Farm would be partially screened by the foreground Kinkell 

Church ruin and churchyard trees. Proposed riparian woodland located on the western bank of the River Don 

would provide some screening for the lower elements of the proposed development such as vehicle movements 

as would the gabion basket noise barrier along the eastern side of the proposed hardstanding. Lighting would also 

be seen at night-time although this would be viewed within the existing context of lighting within Kirkwood 

Commercial Park where the existing street lighting would be screened by the proposed buildings. 

Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.8 West facing views from all of the properties would be affected. The size and scale of the changes would be large 

due to the large horizontal and vertical extent of the proposed development which would feature from a close 

distance. Duration and reversibility would be long term and a theoretically reversible change. 

7.11.9 Overall Magnitude of visual change would be Substantial as a result of the addition of large and tall new buildings 

and stack which would alter the composition of the overall view. Changes would be long term but theoretically 

reversible. 

Visual Effects 

7.11.10 The effect on the view from these properties is considered to be Major and significant during construction and 

operation compared to the current baseline.   

Cumulative Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.11 No views of Cumulative Scenario 2 would be seen from this location. The commercial building in Scenario 3 at 

Thainstone Roundabout may be visible but would occupy a small part of the overall view. The abattoir would not 

be visible from this location. Therefore, the addition of the proposed development into cumulative baseline 

Scenario 3 would not result in any change in views and would be Negligible. 

Cumulative Visual Effects 

7.11.12 No cumulative effects are predicted for these properties which would receive a Negligible effect. 

Ardmurdo House / Spy Far 

7.11.13 The proposed development would be visible from Ardmurdo House to the west although boundary planting would 

provide some partial screening. Views from Spy Far are more open and the proposed development would be 

visible from the western side of the property. The proposed development would be viewed within the existing 

context of Kirkwood Commercial Park and would result in additional industrial buildings and stack being present 

within the view.  

Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.14 Both properties would experience views of the proposed development; however, this would not feature within the 

main view from the property and for Ardmurdo House influenced by boundary planting.  The size and scale would 

be noticeably larger than any feature within the existing view. However, the proposed development would be 

viewed within a wide-open view which would reduce its vertical extent to a degree. Duration and reversibility would 

be long term and a theoretically reversible change. 

7.11.15 Overall Magnitude of visual change would be Moderate as a result of the addition of large and tall new buildings 

and stack which would alter the composition of the overall view. 

Visual Effects 

7.11.16 The effect on the view from these properties is considered to be Moderate and not significant during construction 

and operation.   

Cumulative Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.17 Cumulative Magnitude of Change would not change for Scenario 2 which would be screened by the proposed 

development in views from these properties. Both Scenario 3 developments would be visible from these locations 

but would be small scale in comparison to the proposed development resulting in a Negligible cumulative 

magnitude of change. 

Cumulative Visual Effects 

7.11.18 Both cumulative baseline scenarios would not result in any cumulative effects to views resulting in a Negligible 

effect. 

Port Elphinstone 

7.11.19 Views of the proposed development would be mixed from this settlement. Within the settlement, a combination of 

built form and vegetation would provide a degree of screening resulting in just the stack being visible for some 

properties. From the southern periphery, receptors in properties would obtain more open views towards the 

development such as Crichie Circle (see Viewpoint 1, Figure 7.3, Table 7.15). To the west, properties along Mill 

Road would also obtain views of the proposed development; however, these views would be heavily influenced by 

foreground trees providing a filtering effect with some additional screening from adjacent industrial buildings to the 

east.  

Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.20 The ZTV indicates that the geographic extent would be large; however, screening from the built form would reduce 

this to medium. The size and scale of the changes would be small for the majority of properties and medium for 

those found around the southern periphery. Duration and reversibility would be long term and a theoretically 

reversible change. 

7.11.21 Overall visual magnitude of change is considered to be locally Moderate during construction and operation for 

properties found along Crichie Circle, reducing to Moderate for Mill road, and Slight for the rest of the settlement.  

Visual Effects 

7.11.22 Visual effects to views from properties are considered to be Moderate and significant effects to properties in the 

southern part of the settlement (Crichie Circle), reducing to Moderate and not significant for properties along Mill 

Road, and Minor and not significant elsewhere due to foreground screening from buildings during construction 

and operation. 

Cumulative Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.23 There may be areas where both the proposed development and residential development at Crichie (Scenario 2) 

would be visible from the same location if the receptor was to change the viewing direction. However, this would 

be small and would result in a Negligible cumulative change. Scenario 3 developments would not be visible from 

the settlement. 

Cumulative Visual Effects 

7.11.24 Cumulative effects would be Negligible for both Scenario 2 and 3 cumulative baselines. 

Kintore 

7.11.25 Viewpoint 5 (see Table 7.19 & Figure 7.7) provides a representation of views towards the proposed development 

from the northern part of the settlement. The ZTV indicates widespread theoretical visibility over the whole 

settlement. However, this would be reduced substantially by screening from foreground buildings and vegetation 
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in the intervening landscape. For properties that do have views towards the proposed development, this would 

include the stack and the top of the tallest buildings and would form a small part of the overall view. 

Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.26 The geographical extent would be medium and the size and scale of the changes negligible. Duration and 

reversibility would be long term and a theoretically reversible change. Overall magnitude of change is considered 

to be Negligible 

Visual Effects 

7.11.27 The effect on the view from this settlement is considered to be Negligible and not significant during construction 

and operation.   

Cumulative Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.28 None of the cumulative developments in Scenario 2 and 3 can be seen from this settlement resulting in a 

Negligible magnitude of change. 

Cumulative Visual Effects 

7.11.29 No cumulative effects would occur to views from this settlement resulting in a Negligible effect. 

Effect on Sequential Routes 

7.11.30 The following provides an assessment of the roads, railway line and paths scoped into the assessment. 

A96 Road 

7.11.31 The A96 road passes approximately 500 m to the west of the proposed development. Views from the road are 

generally screened by roadside vegetation. However, there are occasional gaps which allow views further afield. 

Viewpoint 3 provides a representation of a gap in vegetation closest to the proposed development. To avoid 

repetition, please see Table 7.17 for assessment and Figure 7.5 for photomontage for worst case scenario.  

B993 Road 

7.11.32 The B993 road extends between Allancreich in the south west and Whiterashes in the north east via Inverurie. 

Views from the road vary between open to contained as a result of field boundary vegetation and buildings. The 

proposed site is visible between Leggat and Upper Kinkell when travelling in a south west direction where the 

proposed stack will form the most noticeable feature. 

Visual Sensitivity 

7.11.33 This road is not noted for its scenic qualities and is considered to be of Low susceptibility and value. Overall 

sensitivity is Low. 

Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.34 The geographical extent of the road affected would be small at approximately 1 km and would consist of the upper 

parts of the building and stack due to landform screening. Duration and reversibility would be long term and a 

theoretically reversible change. 

Visual Effects 

7.11.35 The effect on the view from this settlement is considered to be Negligible and not significant during construction 

and operation.   

Cumulative Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.36 When travelling in a westwards direction it would be possible to view both the Scenario 2 development and the 

proposed development at the same time. However, the Scenario 2 development would be partially screened by 

roadside woodland along the A96. Both developments would only appear together within the view for a short 

section of the road (less than 1 km). The Scenario 3 developments would be more difficult to pick out within the 

view. Cumulative magnitude of change is considered to be Negligible. 

Cumulative Visual Effects 

7.11.37 Cumulative effects are considered to be Negligible for this route. 

Aberdeen – Inverness Railway Line 

7.11.38 The Aberdeen to Inverness railway line passes through the study area generally in a north west to south east 

direction. Comprising single track, the railway line passes through the 5 km study area at average speeds stopping 

at Inverurie station and the new Kintore station. The proposed development would be viewed between Kintore and 

the Kirkwood Commercial Park, especially when travelling in a north direction. 

Visual Sensitivity 

7.11.39 Susceptibility of the view to the proposed development is considered to be Medium as rail users attention is not 

always focussed on the surrounding landscape. The value of views from the railway line are considered to be 

Medium on account of the line being busy with a mixture of commuters and visitors using the route. Overall 

sensitivity is considered to be Medium. 

Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.40 A short section of the railway line between Port Elphinstone and Kintore would be affected and include occasional 

open views towards the proposed development. The size and scale of the development would be particularly 

apparent on the bend to the south west of the proposed site when travelling in a north direction. However, this 

would be viewed within the context of the existing Kirkwood Commercial Park. Duration and reversibility would be 

long term and a theoretically reversible change. 

Visual Effects 

7.11.41 The effect on the view from this railway line is considered to be locally Moderate and not significant during 

construction and operation 

Cumulative Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.42 Both Scenario 2 and 3 developments would be on the western side of the train compared to proposed development 

that is located on the eastern side and would therefore not be viewed together. It is not considered that the 

introduction of the proposed development would result in a cumulative effect as the Scenario 2 development would 

be partially screened by woodland along the A96 road whilst the Scenario 3 developments would be much smaller 

in context and less noticeable from the train. Cumulative magnitude of change is considered to be Negligible. 

Cumulative Visual Effects 

7.11.43 Cumulative effects would be Negligible for both Scenario 2 and 3 cumulative baselines. 

Core Paths 

7.11.44 Three of the Core Paths identified within the baseline are likely to experience views of the proposed development. 

Firstly, the Core Path from Inverurie around The Standards would receive views of parts of the building and stack 

when walking around The Stannards. Secondly, the Core Path comprising circular walk around the western 

perimeter of Keith Hall HGDL via Home Farm would receive some visibility on sections where policy woodland 

allows. And thirdly, the Core Path between Port Elphinstone and Kintore would receive some visibility from a 

section to the south west of the proposed development when travelling in a northwards direction.  
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Visual Sensitivity 

7.11.45 Susceptibility is considered to be Medium as the receptor’s attention is likely to be on the surrounding landscape. 

The value of views is considered to be Medium due to the Core Paths being promoted within the Aberdeenshire 

Development Plan. Overall sensitivity is considered to be Medium. 

Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.46 The geographical extent of the views affected would be small due to the short sections of the Core Path affected. 

The size and scale of the changes would be small as the proposed development would be partially screened from 

sections of the Core Path network by a combination of woodland and buildings both within the Kirkwood 

Commercial Park, and settlements. Duration and reversibility would be long term and a theoretically reversible 

change. Magnitude of change is considered to be Slight to Negligible for all Core Paths due to the limited sections 

affected. 

Visual Effect 

7.11.47 The visual effect on views from Core Paths is considered to be Minor/negligible during construction and operation 

and not significant. 

Cumulative Magnitude of Change 

7.11.48 The cumulative magnitude of change would be Slight as both Scenario 2 and 3 developments would be 

experienced sequentially from short sections of the Core Path Network alongside the proposed development. 

Intervening screening from the built form of the settlement and vegetation would reduce the extent of combined 

and sequential visibility. 

Cumulative Visual Effects 

7.11.49 Cumulative effects are considered to be Minor-negligible for the Core Path Network and not significant. 

Effects on Visitor Attractions 

Kinkell Church 

7.11.50 To avoid repetition, please refer to Table 7.18 for the assessment of this visitor attraction and cultural heritage 

asset. 

Bruce’s Camp 

7.11.51 Bruce’s Camp is located on top of Shaw Hill approximately 1.2 km 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. 

Value of View 

7.11.52 The value of views is considered to be Medium on account of the cultural importance of the fort although woodland 

planting around the hill summit reduces the extent of views experienced. Susceptibility is considered to be Medium 

as the receptor’s attention is likely to be on the surrounding landscape although surrounding woodland limit views 

beyond. Overall sensitivity is Medium. 

Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.53 The geographical extent of the changes to the view would be low whilst the size and scale of the development 

would also be low to negligible due to screening from the surrounding trees. Duration and reversibility would be 

long term and a theoretically reversible change. Overall magnitude of change is considered to be Negligible. 

Visual Effects 

7.11.54 The visual effect on views from Bruce’s Camp is considered to be Negligible during construction and operation 

and not significant. 

Cumulative Visual Magnitude of Change 

7.11.55 Cumulative magnitude of change would be Negligible. Due to screening from the surrounding trees. 

Cumulative Visual Effects 

7.11.56 Cumulative visual effects would be Negligible during construction and operation. 

 

7.12 CONCLUSIONS 

Summary of Effect on Landscape Character 

7.12.1 One significant effect is predicted to occur for the host Wooded Estate – Aberdeenshire LCT. This is due to the 

localised effects that will occur within a 2 km radius from the proposed development where the size and scale of 

the buildings and stack will introduce new vertical features into the landscape compared to the existing baseline. 

This would result in a Moderate magnitude of change during construction and operation. Landscape effects are 

predicted to be Moderate and significant for this localised area, reducing to Minor or Negligible in the rest of the 

LCT within the 5 km study area. It is noted however that the magnitude of change between the proposed 

development and the current baseline is greater than would necessarily have been the case than if comparing the 

proposed development with the baseline which previously included the papermill. 

Summary of Effect on Landscape Fabric and character of the Proposed Development Area 

7.12.2 The construction stage of the proposed development would result in ground disturbance operations, road upgrades 

and new hardstanding, buildings and stack construction, and general reinstatement works, together with 

vehicular/personnel movements on site. Such operations would result in direct effects on the landscape fabric of 

the development site area. This will include ground vegetation and soil removal and the introduction of new 

elements into the proposed derelict site. It is considered the magnitude of change on the landscape resource of 

the site would be Substantial, resulting from a large geographical extent and major size and scale of proposed 

changes but for a short period of time. This results in a Major and not significant effect on the landscape resource 

of the proposed development area during the construction stage of the proposed development. This level of impact 

would however occur to some extent for any significant redevelopment of the site and would be expected given its 

allocation in the LDP for industrial use. 

7.12.3 Following reinstatement post construction, the site area would enter the operational stage. The magnitude of 

change on the landscape resource of the site would remain Substantial, resulting from the large geographical 

extent of the site area affected, the minor size and scale of proposed changes including the introduction of  tall 

buildings and stack into the landscape and the long term, theoretical reversible nature of the changes. This is 

considered to result in a Major and significant effect on the proposed development area during the operational 

stage of the proposed development.  Again, the difference between current and previous baselines needs to be 

considered. 

7.12.4 No other significant effects are considered to occur for landscape character within the 5 km study area. Only a 

small part of the Coastal Agricultural Plain – Aberdeenshire LCT due to the small area affected within the LCT 

would receive intervisibility with the proposed development. This would be due to screening by woodland in the 

adjacent LCT, and the open nature of the LCT that the proposed development would be experienced in. Landscape 

effects are predicted to be Moderate/minor and not significant. 
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Summary of Effect on Landscape Designations 

7.12.5 No Significant landscape effects are considered to occur from any of the two assessed landscape designations 

within the study area. Moderate and not significant levels of landscape effect have been considered for the Keith 

Hall HGDL as a result of its close proximity the proposed development. However, it is predicted that visibility from 

within the grounds would be considerable reduced by screening from policy woodland and southern boundary wall.   

7.12.6 The Bennachie SLA has been assessed within 5 km and in its entirety including the potential affects upon its 

special qualities. The assessment concluded that there would be Negligible effect upon the designation and its 

special qualities due to the very limited extent of visibility predicted of the proposed development, and from the 

distances involved from the three main summits beyond the 5 km study area.  

Summary of Effect on Selected Viewpoints 

7.12.7 Three significant effects were identified for the five viewpoints assessed. These occurred at: 

• Viewpoint 1: Crichie Circle, Port Elphinstone; 

• Viewpoint 2: Path leading to Bruce’s Camp; and 

• Viewpoint 4: Kinkell Church. 

7.12.8 Significant effects have occurred due to the closeness of the viewpoint to the proposed development, the openness 

of the views, and the scale and size of the proposed development within the views obtained. All of these viewpoints 

are located within 2 km of the proposed development and are consistent with the landscape assessment. 

7.12.9 Viewpoint 1 would receive close views of the northern elevation from Crichie Circle, Port Elphinstone and is 

considered to receive a Moderate and significant effect. Viewpoint 2 located on the path leading to Bruce’s Camp 

would also receive a Moderate and significant effect due to the open views towards the proposed development 

and its size and scale within the view. Viewpoint 4, Kinkell Church would receive very close open views of the 

proposed development which would significantly alter the view resulting in a Major significant effect.  As above 

this is relative to the current baseline of the cleared site rather than in relation to the papermill which occupied the 

site and views from the church for over 150 years. 

7.12.10 The remaining two viewpoints, Viewpoint 3: A96 road, and Viewpoint 5: Kintore have not been predicted to receive 

significant effects. Viewpoint 3 is considered to receive a Moderate but not significant effect due to the close 

views of the buildings and stack. However, this would occur from a short section of the A96 north of Port 

Elphinstone Roundabout. Viewpoint 5 is not predicted to receive a view as a result of screening from topography 

and vegetation. 

Summary of Effect on residential receptors 

7.12.11 Significant effects of Major have been predicted for Ardmurdo Farm and a number of properties to the north as 

a result of the close open views of the proposed development to the west. The size and scale of the proposed 

development would occupy a large part of the view from these properties. The remaining individual properties 

assessed are not predicted to receive affect due to property orientation, distance and screening from vegetation.  

Summary of Effect on Sequential Routes 

7.12.12 No Significant effects are considered to occur from any sequential routes as a result of the addition of the proposed 

development. 

7.12.13 Five sequential routes have been identified as experiencing between Moderate - Negligible levels of visual effect. 

These include the A96 road, the B993 road, Aberdeen – Inverness Railway Line, and three Core Paths.   

7.12.14 None of these effects are considered to be significant owing to the highly localised nature and restricted actual 

visibility along routes and the short sections of the overall route actually obtaining views of the proposed 

development. 

Summary of Cumulative Effects 

7.12.15 Overall potential cumulative effects of the proposed development, when seen in conjunction with cumulative 

baseline Scenario 2 and 3 result in two significant effects. Wooded Estates – Aberdeenshire LCT would be the 

host LCT for all of the developments included in Scenario 2 and 3, and the addition of the proposed development 

to the Crichie residential development in Scenario 2 would lead to a Moderate and significant effect to the LCT 

due to its proximity to the proposed development. Viewpoint 2 located on the footpath leading to Bruce’s Camp 

would experience a Moderate and significant effect as a result of receiving combined visibility of Scenario 2, 

Crichie residential development in the foreground of views towards the proposed development. No other landscape 

or visual receptors assessed are predicted to receive a significant cumulative effect. This is due to the level of 

screening experienced within the landscape which reduces visibility of developments within both scenarios when 

viewed with the proposed development generally to do with their lower vertical extent.  

7.13 STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

7.13.1 An assessment has been made of the potentially significant effects caused by the development of Thainstone 

Energy Park plant on landscape character including the landscape fabric of the proposed site, protected and 

designated landscapes, visual amenity and cumulative landscape and visual amenity. This assessment identified 

the landscape and visual receptors most likely to be affected by the proposed development and undertook an 

assessment to establish the significance of the effect.  

7.13.2 The LVIA established that there would be significant effects to landscape and visual receptors within 2 km of the 

proposed development, however, these would be localised with the proposed site being experienced within the 

existing context of the Kirkwood Commercial Park. It has also been noted that the conclusions reached are in 

relation to the current baseline of the cleared site rather than the baseline including the former paper mill which 

existed in various forms since the middle of the 18th century and itself was a prominent feature in the surrounding 

landscape. 

7.13.3 The applicant has nevertheless sought to create a bold architectural statement whilst reducing the impact on the 

landscape and visual amenity through embedded mitigation. Additionally, the surrounding landscaping has 

included the introduction of a number of positive features such as conservation grassland, riparian woodland along 

the River Don, and native woodland planting within the site to create habitat connectivity and help to integrate the 

site into the surrounding landscape.  


