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1.  Introduction   
Context 

1.1 !ǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ ŦƛƴŜǎǘ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŀƛƳǎ1 of the Loch Lomond & The Trossachs 

National Park designation are: 

a) to conserve and enhance the natural and cultural heritage of the area; 

b) to promote sustainable use of the natural resources of the area; 

c) to promote understanding and enjoyment (including enjoyment in the form of 

recreation) of the special qualities of the area by the public; and 

d) to promote sustainable economic and social development of tƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΦ 

1.2 In delivering these aims, The National Park Partnership Plan (NPPP) 2018 ς 2023 is the 

overarching vision to guide how all those with a role in looking after the Park will work 

together over the next five years. As part of this, the production of a Trees and Woodland 

Strategy is an action under Conservation Priority 1.1 Habitats in the NPPP. 

Purpose of this study 

1.3 This Landscape Capacity Study for Trees and Woodland examines the capacity of a variety of 

landscapes within the National Park to accommodate new woodland and forestry planting. 

This will support the production of the emerging National Park Trees and Woodland Strategy 

and therefore, help to deliver woodland creation, nature conservation, amenity and timber 

production aspirations of the NPPP.  

1.4 In providing a spatial framework for tree and woodland planting opportunities, this study will 

ǎŜŜƪ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŜ ŀƴŘ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tŀǊƪΩǎ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

associated enjoyment from main travel and recreational routes. At a practical level, it will 

also provide a valuable tool aimed at land managers and determining authorities to help 

shape the location and design of woodland planting proposals.   

Landscape capacity 

1.5 Topic Paper 62 ŘŜŦƛƴŜǎ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ŀǎ Ψthe degree to which a particular landscape 

character type or area is able to accommodate change without significant effects on its 

character, or overall change of landscape character type. Capacity is also likely to vary 

accƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘȅǇŜ ŀƴŘ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ōŜƛƴƎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘΩ. 

                                                           
1. National Parks (Scotland) Act 2000 

2. Swanick, Carys and Land Use Consultants (2002). Landscape Character Assessment Guidance for England and Scotland Topic   Paper 

6: Techniques and Criteria for Judging Capacity and Sensitivity. Countryside Agency and Scottish Natural Heritage. 

1.6 Assessing landscape sensitivity requires professional judgement about the degree to which 

the landscape in question is robust, in that it is able to accommodate change without adverse 

impacts on character and qualities. This involves making decisions about whether or not 

significant characteristic elements of a landscape will be liable to loss or enhancement, and 

whether important aesthetic aspects of character will be liable to change. 

1.7 As notŜŘ ƻƴ {bIΩǎ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜ3, the terms "landscape capacity" or "landscape sensitivity" are 

often used interchangeably to refer to landscape studies that assess a landscape's 

susceptibility to a particular type of development. Landscape sensitivity depends on the type, 

ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƎƴƛǘǳŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΩǎ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎǎΦ 

High sensitivity indicates a landscape vulnerable to the change and vice versa. 

1.8 SNH also notes that landscape capacity will depend on landscape sensitivity.  This relates to 

the degree to which landscape character is either vulnerable to change, or robust enough to 

persist and to bounce back from loss or damage. Capacity is usually expressed in relative 

terms, as greater levels of a specific change increasingly and cumulatively affect landscape 

character ς ultimately altering it into a different character.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

                                                           
3. www.nature.scot/professional-advice/landscape-change/landscape-tools-and-techniques/landscape-capacity-study 
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2.  Methodology   
Overview of approach 

2.1 For the purposes of this study (and the associated Trees and Woodland Strategy), 10 

Landscape Zones have been identified within the National Park to assess landscape capacity.  

For each Zone, an initial desk study was undertaken to provide an overview of the study area 

ŀǘ ŀ ōǊƻŀŘ ƭŜǾŜƭΣ ƛǘǎ {ǇŜŎƛŀƭ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ vǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ό{[vΩǎύ ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ƛǎ ǳǎŜŘ ōȅ people. 

This includes identification of important visitor destinations, key transport and recreational 

routes, key viewpoints and key views.   

2.2 Following a pilot study, it was evident that the capacity for new woodland and forestry 

planting in each Landscape Zone could often vary quite significantly. In providing a more 

meaningful assessment therefore, it was decided to sub-divide each Landscape Zone into a 

number of Sub-zones at a scale where the assessment of capacity would be more consistent 

across a given area.  

2.3 For each Sub-zone, a baseline assessment was undertaken through desk and field studies to 

ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ {[vΩǎΣ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ŎƻǾŜǊŀƎŜ ƻŦ ƴŀǘƛǾŜ 

woodland and productive conifer. In arriving at an overall evaluation of landscape capacity, 

an assessment of impact and sensitivity to new woodland and forestry planting was then 

assessed from a selection of key viewpoints, located on main transport and recreational 

routes that traverse the Sub-zone.  

2.4 The study was undertaken by a Chartered Member of the Landscape Institute (CMLI) and is in 

accordance with the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (GLVIA) 3rd 

Edition4. The approach is also based on evolving guidance and templates for Assessing Effects 

on Special Landscape Qualities (SNH, in draft). 

Woodland types 

2.5 For the purposes of this study, landscape capacity has been assessed for the following 

woodland types: 

1) native woodland; and 

2) productive conifer. 

 

 

                                                           
4. Landscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment, 2013. Guidelines for Landscape and Visual 

Impact Assessment (GLVIA), version 3   

2.6 In assessing the likely impact of these types, it is assumed that any proposals would be 

planned and designed according to best practice guidance5. Although the impact assessment 

is not based on specific thresholds of planting size, the assessment of capacity is generally 

based on assumptions that planting is likely to be approximately at least a quarter hectare in 

size although in some instances, it is recognised that some smaller-scale planting could take 

place, such as small clumps of trees where this would be characteristic to the local landscape.    

Definition of Sub-zones 

2.7 As previously noted, the spatial framework for the assessment of landscape capacity is based 

on the sub-division of 10 Landscape Zones into 31 constituent Sub-zones (see Figure 1). The 

boundaries of these have largely been defined by landscape character and/or predominant 

ridgelines. The definition of Sub-zones is only intended to provide an indicative 

representation of an area and in many instances, the transition between each zone is often 

very gradual.  The boundaries of the larger-ǎŎŀƭŜ [ŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ½ƻƴŜǎ όƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭƭȅ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ Ψ!Ŏǘƛƻƴ 

!ǊŜŀǎΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ нлло ¢ǊŜŜ ŀƴŘ ²ƻƻŘƭŀƴŘ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎȅύ ǿŜǊŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 

potential forestry, woodland, natural heritage ad community characteristics.    

Desk study 

2.8 As part of the desk study, each Sub-zone was assessed to identify a landscape and visual 

baseline of: 

¶ landscape character (based on draft landscape types, SNH 2018) 

¶ Special Landscape Qualities (based on The Special Landscape Qualities of the Loch Lomond 

and The Trossachs National Park, SNH 2010) 

¶ wild land and wildness (based on SNH and LLTNP data) 

¶ existing woodland and forestry coverage (based on the Loch Lomond and The Trossachs 

National Park Partnership Plan ) 

¶ key transport and recreational routes, and key viewpoints and views (based on in-house 

knowledge and expertise). 

Field study 

2.9 Approximately 10 days field work was undertaken to verify the findings of the baseline 

assessment and to undertake a detailed assessment of landscape capacity from several key 

viewpoints within each Sub-zone.  

                                                           
5.Forestry Commission 2014. Design techniques for forest management planning - Practice Guide; and  

https://scotland.forestry.gov.uk/supporting/strategy-policy-guidance/landscape/forest-landscape-design-training-course 
    

https://scotland.forestry.gov.uk/supporting/strategy-policy-guidance/landscape/forest-landscape-design-training-course
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2.10 From each viewpoint, an assessment of the nature of likely impacts and associated sensitivity 

to change was undertaken, based on a structured assessment that accords with the GVLIA6 

(see Appendix I). In considering sensitivity, aspects of landscape value (as defined in box 5.1 

of the GLVIA) such as scenic quality, conservation interests, recreational value and perceptual 

aspects have been taken into account. Photos and suggested management guidelines were 

also recorded.  

Evaluation criteria 

2.11 In arriving at an overall judgement of sensitivity and capacity, the following definitions were 

applied:  

¶ high capacity (low sensitivity) - The landscape is generally able to accommodate the type 

of woodland/forestry without significant landscape change, or in many cases, it might 

enhance the landscape. In either case, it could potentially relate well to the character and 

qualities of the area; 

¶ medium-high capacity (lowςmedium sensitivity) - The landscape is able to accommodate 

the type of woodland/forestry in some situations without significant landscape change. 

Many aspects of woodland/forestry could potentially relate to the character and qualities 

of the area; 

¶ medium capacity (medium sensitivity) - The landscape is quite vulnerable but with some 

ability to accommodate the type of woodland/forestry in limited situations without 

significant landscape change and it could potentially relate to some aspects of character 

and qualities of the area; 

¶ low-medium capacity (mediumςhigh sensitivity) - The landscape is vulnerable and the 

type of woodland/forestry can only be accommodated in very limited situations without 

significant landscape change. Woodland/forestry relates to only a few aspects of the 

landscape and some significant landscape impacts are likely to occur; and  

¶ low capacity (high sensitivity) - The landscape is very vulnerable and is unable to 

accommodate any woodland/forestry without significant landscape change as a result of 

the loss of key characteristics and the introduction of uncharacteristic features. 

Woodland/forestry conflicts with the majority of the key aspects of landscape and 

widespread significant landscape impacts are very likely to arise. 

 

 

                                                           
6. Landscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment 2013. Guidelines for Landscape and Visual 

Impact Assessment (GLVIA), version 3   

Limitations of study 

2.12 In considering the findings of this study, it is important to note the following limitations: 

¶ as a strategic study, it does not replace the need to undertake site-specific assessments of 

landscape and visual impact for larger-scale woodland proposals and  any smaller-scale 

woodland proposed in more sensitive locations;   

¶ the field assessment has taken place from a selection of easily accessible key viewpoints 

located on important recreational and transport routes. Consequently, the assessment of 

capacity focuses on the approximate view shed from each viewpoint and therefore, does 

not cover those parts of Sub-zones that are not widely visible from the viewpoints. In 

practice, most viewpoints are located in lower-lying areas and views from mountain 

summits and paths have not been considered;   

¶ where parts of Sub-zones are not covered by the viewpoint assessment, it is possibly that 

landscape capacity for new planting in these areas could vary quite significantly to the 

findings identified in this study. In any case, an assessment based on the toolkit template 

(see appendix I) should be undertaken by a Chartered Landscape Architect; 

¶ in arriving at judgments on capacity, these have only considered landscape and visual 

criteria. Other practical/technical considerations such as access or ecological constraints 

have not been taken into account and when developing proposals, it is important that all 

factors are thoroughly considered; 

¶ in those situations where opportunities for new planting are limited by the availability of 

space (i.e. the landscape is already heavily wooded), the assessment sometimes notes 

where relevant, that although a landscape may have a relatively high landscape capacity 

for new planting (in landscape terms), opportunities in practice are very limited;  

¶ the assessment only considers landscape capacity for new planting and in arriving at 

judgments, the effects of ongoing felling and management have not been taken into 

account.; and  

¶ the woodland coverage data used in this study is an amalgamation of Native Woodland 

Survey Scotland and National Forest Inventory. Although in some instances this does not 

always provide an entirely up to date and accurate reflection of woodland coverage, it 

does provide a good understanding of the broad patterns, type and extent of woodland 

that is characteristic to a landscape.  
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figure 1: Overview of Landscape Zones  
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Zone A: Achray and Loch Ard   

Sub-zones: 

1. Loch Achray and Loch Venachar    4. Aberfoyle and Lake Menteith  

2. Loch Ard and Loch Chon                  5. Gartmore  

3. Achray Forest  

Overview of the study area How the area is used by people Figure 2: Existing woodland coverage, Wildness/Wild Land and key viewpoints 

Introduction 

Zone A is located to the south-east of the National Park and 

includes several lochs contained within wooded/forested 

glens, often viewed against a wider backdrop of forested 

ridges and plateau. Ben Lomond is situated on the western 

boundary, and Ben Venue and Ben Ledi to the north.  

Sub-zones 

Primarily based on an assessment of landscape character and 

prominent ridgelines, the following Sub-zones (see Figure 2) 

have been selected to examine the potential for native 

woodland and productive conifer planting: 

1. Loch Achray and Loch Venachar; 

2. Loch Ard and Loch Chon;                   

3. Achray Forest; 

4. Aberfoyle and Lake of Menteith; and 

5. Gartmore.  

Special Landscape Qualities 

In addition to exhibiting some General Special Landscape 

Qualities, the landscape and setting of the Achray and Loch 

Ard Zone represents the following: 

¶ Trossachs Landscape Area Special Landscape Qualities 

Key transport and recreational routes 

Access within the Zone is mostly limited to A roads that 

lead around some lochs and along adjacent glen floors 

ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƛƴ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ǿƛƴŘƛƴƎ 5ǳƪŜΩǎ tŀǎǎ ƭŜŀŘǎ ƻǾŜǊ 

rolling hills to the north of Aberfoyle. The Rob Roy Way also 

passes between Aberfoyle and Callendar and a network of 

Core Paths lead through areas of forest and around some 

loch sides. Most of the Loch Ard Forest to the south-west of 

the Zone is relatively inaccessible by key transport and 

recreational routes.  

Key viewpoints and views 

As illustrated in Figure 3, the following key viewpoints and 

associated approximate extent of views have been 

identified: 

Viewpoint 1: Picnic bench, SE Loch Venachar;  

Viewpoint 2: Bocastle Hill;  

Viewpoint 3: A821;  

Viewpoint 4: A821, Loch Achray north shore;  

Viewpoint 5: A821, Loch Achray south shore;  

Viewpoint 6: Loch Ard, north shore;  

Viewpoint 7: Kinlochard;  

Viewpoint 8: Loch Ard, west shore; 

Viewpoint 9: A821, Loch Chon north-east shore;  

Viewpoint 10: Three Lochs Viewpoint;  

Viewpoint 11: The Lodge Forest Visitor Centre;  

Viewpoint 12: A81/A873;   

Viewpoint 13: Lake of Menteith east shore;  

Viewpoint 14: Aberfoyle, bride over the River Forth;  

Viewpoint 15: A81 Gartmore; and  

Viewpoint 16: West Highland Way, north of Borland 

Farm.   

How the area is used by people 

Visitor destinations 

Important destinations in and around the Zone include: 

¶ Queen Elizabeth Forest Park; 

¶ Callander and Aberfoyle; 

¶ Loch Venachar, Loch Ard, Loch Achray, Loch Chon and 

Lake of Menteith;  and 

¶ Ben Lomond and Ben Venue.  
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Figure 3: Landscape character, key viewpoints and views 
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Sub-zone 1:  Loch Achray and Loch Venachar  

BASELINE ASSESSMENT 

Special Landscape Qualities 

The General Landscape Qualities and the Special Landscape Qualities of the Trossachs Landscape 

Area that are particularly relevant to the Loch Achray and Loch Venachar Sub-zone are:  

ω A world-renowned landscape famed for its rural beauty; 

ω Wild and rugged highlands contrasting with pastoral lowlands; 

ω Water in its many forms/A landscape of beautiful lochs; 

ω The rich variety of woodlands; 

ω Famous through-routes/The easily accessible landscape splendour; 

ω Tranquillity; 

ω A harmonious concentration of lochs, woods and hills; 

ω Rugged Ben Venue, the centrepiece of the Trossachs; and 

ω The romance of the Trossachs. 

  

Landscape character  

As illustrated in Figure 3, the Loch Achray and Loch Venachar Sub-zone is characterised by Straths and 

Glens/with Lochs, Uplands Glens, Highland Summits, Parallel Ridges and Rolling Forested Plateau LCTs.   

Coverage of existing native woodland and productive conifer 

As illustrated in Figure 2, the Sub-zone is already quite heavily wooded/forested. To the north of Loch 

Venachar, a large area of native woodland extends across the south-western facing slopes of Stuc 

Odhar, towards the Glen Finglas reservoir, and across the northern glen slopes that contain Loch 

Achray. To the south of the Sub-zone, small stands of native woodland are scattered amongst extensive 

areas of productive conifer that provide a heavily wooded/forested setting to the lochs. 

Wild Land Areas and Core Wildness 

As illustrated in Figure 2, the upper slopes and summits towards Ben Ledi are Wild Land and the 

wooded summit of hills to west of Loch Achray form an area of Core Wildness.  

 

Viewpoint 1: Picnic bench, SE Loch Venachar (NN 59854 06170) - moderate number of visitors 

 
View A: Looking north-west over Loch Venachar 

 
View B: Looking south-west over Loch Venachar 
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Viewpoint 2: Bocastle Hill (NN 60482 07919) - moderate number of visitors 

 
View A: Looking south-west over Loch Venachar 

 
View B: Looking west over the southern slopes of Ben Ledi 

Viewpoint 3: A821  (NN 58302 06146) - large number of visitors 

 
View A: Looking east along the A821 

 
View B: Looking south-west along the A821 
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Viewpoint 4: A821, Loch Achray north shore (NN 52272 06364) - large number of visitors  

 
View A: Looking west over Loch Achray 

 
View B: Looking south-east over Loch Achray 

Viewpoint 5: A821, Loch Achray south shore (NN 50806 06335) - large number of visitors  

 
View A: Looking north-east over Loch Achray 

 
View B: Looking west along the shore of Loch Achray 
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IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

 Special Landscape Qualities Impacts of new planting Sensitivity  

A world-renowned landscape 

famed for its rural beauty 

Native woodland: The planting of some new native woodland along the lower sides that links with exiting woodland would positively contribute to rural beauty 

and enhance landscape diversity. 
Low 

Productive conifer: Although extensive productive conifer exists in many parts, further planting could detract from the rural setting of surrounding open hill 

slopes and any nearby native woodland.  
Medium 

Wild and rugged highlands 

contrasting with pastoral 

lowlands 

Native woodland: Some additional native woodland along the glen floor and lower sides would reinforce the contrast between the wild and rugged character of 

open summits in the surrounding landscape.   
Low 

Productive woodland: Some additional productive conifer planting along lower glen sides would reinforce the contrast between the wild and rugged character 

of open summits in the surrounding landscape 
Low 

Water in its many forms/A 

landscape of beautiful lochs 

Native woodland: The introduction of some further native woodland planting in the wooded backdrop of the lochs would enhance their setting. Low 

Productive conifer: Further productive conifer planting in the wooded backdrop of the lochs would enhance their setting. Low 

The rich variety of 

woodlands 

Native woodland: Some planting along the glen sides would enhance the existing variety of broadleaved woodlands. Low 

Productive conifer: Some planting near to adjacent forestry could be accommodated without adverse impacts although along some glen sides, it could contrast 

with existing native woodland. 
Medium 

Famous through routes /The 

easily accessible landscape 

splendour 

Native woodland: When viewed from main roads and other key recreational routes, planting in the backdrop could enhance these routes although in places, it 

could detract from open views over the lochs and of surrounding mountain summits.  
Medium 

Productive conifer: When viewed from main roads and other key recreational routes, planting in the backdrop could enhance these routes although in places, it 

could detract from open views over the lochs and of surrounding mountain summits. 
Medium 

Tranquillity/  The romance of 

the Trossachs. 

Native woodland: In most parts, the planting of some further native woodland along glen sides would enhance the experience of peace and tranquillity within 

the glens. 
Low 

Productive conifer: In most parts, the planting of productive conifer along glen sides would enhance the experience of peace and tranquillity within the glens. Low 

A harmonious concentration 

of lochs, woods and hills; 

Native woodland: Any large areas of planting could adversely affect the balance between water, woodland and surrounding open hills.  Medium 

Productive conifer: Any large areas of planting could adversely affect the balance between water, woodland and surrounding open hills. Medium 

Rugged Ben Venue, the 

centrepiece of the Trossachs 

Native woodland: In most places, the planting of some new native woodland along the glen sides is unlikely to adversely affect the landscape setting and rugged 

character of Ben Venue. 
Low 

Productive conifer: In most places, the planting of some new productive along the glen sides is unlikely to adversely affect the landscape setting and rugged 

character of Ben Venue. 
Low 
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Landscape Character Impacts of new planting  Sensitivity 

Straths and Glens with 

Lochs/Upland Glens LCT  

Native woodland: The planting of some new native woodland along the glen sides would tend to enhance the character and quality of the landscape.   Low 

Productive conifer: Additional productive conifer that relates to exiting stands woodland would conserve the wooded character of the glens in most places. Low 

Highland Summits LCT  

Native woodland: Planting on any steep mountain slopes would notably detract from the open character, rocky outcrops and views of the distinctive summits 

although on lower slopes, it could link with existing planting. 
Medium 

Productive conifer: Planting on any steep mountain slopes would notably detract from the open character, rocky outcrops and views of the distinctive summits 

although on lower slopes, it could link with existing planting. 
Medium 

Parallel Ridges/Rolling 

Forested Plateau LCT  
Native woodland: In most places, planting would conserve the wooded/forested character of these landscapes.   Low  

Productive conifer: In most places, planting would conserve the wooded/forested character of these landscapes.   Low 

 

SUMMARY 

Native woodland 

Overall Capacity: Medium-high 

On the glen sides that contain Loch Achray and Loch Venachar, additional native woodland would be 

characteristic to the landscape and in general, would enhance the wooded setting of the lochs without 

detriment to the Special Landscape Qualities of the area. In the backdrop to the north however, the 

Mountain Summits LCT, which includes the distinctive summit of Ben Ledi, is largely free of woodland 

and its open character should be conserved although to the south of the lochs, planting on the Rolling 

Forested Plateaux and Parallel Ridges LCTs would enhance the diversity of the extensive forests.  

Although most of the glen sides are already heavily wooded and opportunity for additional planting is 

very limited, there is scope for new planting on the north-eastern glen side of Loch Venachar. 

Guidelines 

¶ Promote native woodland on lower glen sides, particularly around parts of Loch Venachar. 

¶ Encourage natural regeneration on upper glen sides. 

¶ Maintain open views towards nearby mountain summits. 

¶ Maintain any open views over Loch Achray and Loch Venachar. 

 

Productive conifer 

Overall Capacity: Medium-high 

On the glen sides that contain Loch Achray and Loch Venachar, additional productive conifer would be 

characteristic to the landscape and in general, would enhance the wooded setting of the lochs without 

detriment to the Special Landscape Qualities of the area. In the backdrop to the north however, the 

Mountain Summits LCT, including the distinctive summit of Ben Ledi, is largely free of forestry and its 

open character should be conserved although to the south of the lochs, planting on the Rolling 

Forested Plateaux and Parallel Ridges LCTs would enhance the wooded setting.  

Although most of the glen sides around Loch Achray are already heavily wooded and opportunity for 

additional planting is very limited in practice, there is scope for additional woodland on the north-

eastern glen side of Loch Venachar. 

Guidelines 

¶ Avoid planting on open upper hill slopes and near to distinctive rocky outcrops. 

¶ Ensure woodland edges relate to the natural landform of hill slopes and adjoining glens. 

¶ Promote diverse productive conifer on lower glen sides, particularly around parts of Loch 

Venachar. 

¶ Maintain open views towards nearby mountain summits. 

¶ Maintain any open views over Loch Achray and Loch Venachar. 
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Sub-zone 2:  Loch Ard and Loch Chon  

BASELINE ASSESSMENT 

Special Landscape Qualities 

The General Landscape Qualities and the Special Landscape Qualities of the Trossachs Landscape Area 

that are particularly relevant to the Loch Ard and Loch Chon Sub-zone are:  

ω A world-renowned landscape famed for its rural beauty; 

ω Wild and rugged highlands contrasting with pastoral lowlands; 

ω Water in its many forms/A landscape of beautiful lochs; 

ω The rich variety of woodlands; 

ω Famous through-routes/The easily accessible landscape splendour; 

ω Tranquillity; 

ω A harmonious concentration of lochs, woods and hills; 

ω Rugged Ben Venue, the centrepiece of the Trossachs; and 

ω The romance of the Trossachs. 

  

 

Landscape character  

As illustrated in Figure 3, the Loch Ard and Loch Chon Sub-zone is characterised by Straths and 

Glens/with Lochs, Highland Summits and Rolling Forested Plateau LCTs.   

Coverage of existing native woodland and productive conifer 

As illustrated in Figure 2, the Sub-zone is already quite heavily wooded/forested. A pattern of dense 

native woodlands are concentrated around the lochs and alongside small burns on the glen sides.   

Stands of native woodland are also scattered amongst extensive areas of productive conifer that 

extend across much of the Sub-zone and provide a heavily wooded/forested setting to the lochs.  

Wild Land Areas and Core Wildness 

As illustrated in Figure 2, several small areas of Wildness are found on several upper slopes and 

summits to the north-west of the Sub-zone, including Ben Lomond to the west. There are no areas of 

Core Wildness in the Sub-zone.  

 

Viewpoint 6: Loch Ard, north shore (NN 48184 01625) - large number of visitors 

 
View A: Looking south-east over Loch Ard 

 
View B: Looking south-west over Loch Ard 
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Viewpoint 7: Kinlochard (NN 45348 02209) ς large  number of visitors 

 
View A: Looking east over Loch Ard 

 
View B: Looking south-west over Loch Ard 

Viewpoint 8: Loch Ard, west shore (NN 45005 01446) - moderate number of visitors 

 
View A: Looking north-east over Loch Ard 

 
View B: Looking south-east towards forested hills 




































































































































































































































































































































