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1. Introduction

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

the landscape in question is robust, in that it is abletcommodate changeithout adverse
11 ta 2yS 2% {020t yRQa ! dafihy EoghiLorohdy&REhO® MrbdSashs U K Simphcts Yrdcharacter and qualities. This involves making decisions about whether or not
National Park designation are: significant characteristic elements of a landscape will be liable to loss or enhancement, and

a) to conserve and enhance the natural and cultural heritage of the area; whether important aesthetic aspects of character will be liable to change.

b) to promote sustainable use of the natural resources of the area; 17 AsnoBR 2y { bI3Qke teer dlandsdafe capacity” or “landscape sensitivity” are
c) to promote understanding and enjoyment (including enjoyment in the form of often used interchangeably to refer to landscape studies that assess a landscape's
recreation) of the special qualities of the area by the public; and susceptibility to a particular type of developmehtindscape sensitivity depends on tiype,

d) to promote sustainable economic and social developmen&o$t | NB Q3 O02YYdzy Ak 8848 +yR Yl 3IyAdGdzRS 2F GKS LINRBLRZA&ASR OKIy3S
High sensitivity indicates a landscape vulnerable to the change and vice versa.
1.2 In delivering these aims, The National Park Partnership Plan (NPPP) ZIIE is the
overarching vision to guide how all those with a role in looking after the Park will work 1.8~ SNH alsmotesthat landscape capacity will depend on landscape sensitivityis relates to

together over the next five years. As part of thise production of a Trees and Woodland the degree to which landscape character is either vulnerable to change, or robust enough to

Strategy is an action und€onservation Priority 1.1 Habitdtsthe NPPP. persist and to bounce back from loss or damage. Capacity is usually expressed in relative
terms, as greater levels of a specific change incrghsiand cumulatively affect landscape

Purpose of this study characterg ultimately altering it into a different character.

1.3 ThisLandscape Capacity Study for Trees and Woodtaachines the capacity of a variety of
landscapes within the Ni@nal Park to accommodate new woodland and forestry planting.
This will support the production of the emergiigational Park Trees and Woodland Strategy
and therefore, help to deliver woodland creation, nature conservation, amenity and timber T
production apirations of the NPPP.

1.4 Inproviding a spatial framework for tree and woodland planting opportunities, this study will
aS8SS17 G2 02yasSNWS IyR SyKIFIyOS G4KS blraAzylrft t
associated enjoyment from main travel and meational routes. At a practical level, 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 BRSFTAY Sa f I Yy Ra hé de§ree @lwhichGApérécular landsgape
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

ac@ NRAYy3 (2 GKS (el IyR ylFGdz2NE 2F OKIy3IS o6SA

1 National Parks (Scotland) Act 2000

2 Swanick, Carys and Land Use Consultants (20@&)scape Character Assessment Guidance for England and ScotlandPEqgic
6: Techniques and Criteria for Judging Capacity and Senstigiiptryside Agency and Scottish Natural Heritage. 3 www.nature.scot/professionahdvice/landscape&hange/landscap¢ools-andtechniques/landscapeapacitystudy
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2.6

Methodology

Overview of approach

Landscape Capacity Stuidy Trees and WoodlandFINALREPORT

In assessing the likely impact tifese types, it is assumed that any proposals would be
planned and designed according to best practice guidardéhough the impact assessment

is not based on specific thresholds of planting size, the assessment of capacity is generally
based on assumpins that planting is likely to be approximately at least a quarter hectare in

2.1  For the purposes of this study (and the associafeges and Woodland Strategyl0 size although in some instances, it is recognised that some srsaliée planting could take
Landscape Zondwave been identified within the National Park to asslesgiscape capacity. place, such as small clumps of trees where this would be characteristic to théaldstape.
For each d@dne, an initial desk study was undertaken to provide an overview of the study area
Fd I oNRIFIR tS@Sts AGa {LISOALE [ yRapédpedS v dzl gefihiich 8f Subdohey Qa0 YR K2g GKS FNBF Aa dzaSR o8
This includes identification of important visitor destinations, key transport and recreational _ . o
routes, key viewpoints and key views. 27 As prewously_n_oted, the spatial framework fpr the assesgment of Iandscape_capacny is based
on the subdivision of 10 Landscape Zones into 31 constituent&Rutes (see Figure 1). The
2.2 Following a pilot study, it was evident that the capacity for new woodland and forestry boundaries of these have Igely been defined by landscape character and/or predominant
planting in each Larstape Zone could often vary quite significantly. In providing a more ridgelines. The definition of Swtones is only intended to provide an indicative
meaningful assessment therefore, it was decided to-divide each Landscape Zone into a representation of an area and in many instances, the transition between each zone is often
number of Sukrones at a scale where the assessment of capacity would be more consistent very gradual. The bodaries of the large O € S [ F YRAOI LIS %2y S& 062 NR =
across ajiven area. I NBFaQ Ay GKS Hnno ¢NBS FyR 222RflFyR { (N} (S3¢
. . _ potential forestry, woodland, natural heritage ad community characteristics.
2.3 For each Sulaone, a baseline assessment was undertaken through desk and field studies to
ARSY(GATe (GKS NBESOryld {[vQaz €20t fIyRaol L[.;§5kstcaé<yl- NI OGSNJ FyR SEA&lGAYy3I O20SNI3IS 2F yI (A D¢
woodland and productive conifer. In arriving at an overalllexion of landscape capacity,
an assessment of impact and sensitivity to new woodland and forestry planting was then2.8  Aspart of the desk study, each Sabne was assessed to identify a landscape and visual
assessed from a selection of key viewpoints, located on main transport and recreational baseline of:
routes that traverse the Subone. 1 landscape character (based on draft landscape types, SNH 2018)
2.4  The studywas undertaken by a Chartered Member of the Landscape Institute (CMLI) and is in 1 Special Landscape Qualities (based on The Special Landscape Qualities of the Loch Lomond
accordance with the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (GLVIA) 3rd andThe Trossachs National Park, SNH 2010)
Edition®. The approach is als_c? based on. evolving guidance and templates for Assessitgy Eff 1 wild land and wildness (based on SNH and LLTNP data)
on Special Landscape Qualities (SNH, in draft).
1 existing woodland and forestry coverage (based on the Loch Lomond and The Trossachs
Woodland types National Park Partnership Plan)
2.5  For the purposes of this study, landscape capacity has been assessed for the following T key transport and recreational routes, and kegwpoints and views (based on-fiouse
woodland types: knowledge and expertise).
1) native woodland; and Field study
2) productive conifer. 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 seyeral ke
viewpoints within each Subone.
5Forestry Commission 2014.Design techniques for forest management planning Practice Guide; and

4 Landscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment,Q@d8lines for Landscape and Visual
Impact AssessmelfGLVIA), version 3

https://scotland.forestry.gov.uk/supporting/strateggolicy-guidance/landscape/foredandscapedesigntraining-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 thé GVLIAz_12
(see Appendix I). In considerisgnsitivity, 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 recored.

Evaluation criteria

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

1 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,;

1 medium-high capacity(lowgmedium 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 relateth@ chaacter and qualities
of the area;

1 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 couldgmdially relate to some aspects of claater
and qualities of the area;

1 low-medium capacity(mediuntchigh sensitivity)- The landscape is vulnerable and the
type of woodland/forestry can only be accommodated in very limited situations without
significant &ndscape change. Woodland/forestry relates to only a few aspects of the
landscape and some significant langise impacts are likely to occur; and

1 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/foresty 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@aii&lines for Landscape and Visual
Impact AssessmefGLVIA), version 3

Landscape Capacity Stuidy Trees and WoodlandFINALREPORT

Limitations of study

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

T

as a strategic study, it does not replace the need to undertakespiéeific assessments of
landscape and visual impact for largarale woodland proposals and any smadleale
woodland proposed in more sensitive locations;

the field assessment haskan 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 pas of Subzones that are not widely visible from the viewpoints. In
practice, most viewpoints are located in lowlging areas and views from mountain
summits and paths have not been considered;

where parts of Szones are not covered by the viewpoirgsgssment, 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 byhai@red 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 deyetg 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), opportunitiasractice 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 coverageélata used in this studys an amalgamation of Native Woodland
Survey Scotland and National Forest Inventédghough in some instances thdoes not
always provide an entirely up to date and accurate reflectiorwobdland coverage, it
does provide a good understanding of the broad patterns, type and extent of woodland
that is characteristito a landscape.
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figure 1: Overview of Landscape Zones
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Zone A: Achray and Loch Ard

Landscape Capacity Stuldy Trees and WoodlandFINALREPORT

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 thearea is used by people

Figure 2 Existing woodland coverage, Wildness/Wild Land and key viewpoint

Introduction

Zone A is located to the soutastof the National Park and
includes several lochs contained within wooded/forested
glens, often viewedagainst a wider backdrop of forested

ridges and plateau. Ben Lomond is situated on the weste
boundary and Ben Venuand Ben Ledb the north.

Subzones

Primarily based on an assessment of landscape characte|
prominent ridgelines, the followin§ubzones (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 Lakef Menteith; ard
5. Gartmore

Special Landscape Qualities

In addition to exhibiting some General Special Landscape
Qualities, the landscape and setting of tAehray and Loch
ArdZone representghe following:

1 Trossachsandscape Area Special Landscape Qua

How the area is used by people

Visitor destinations

Important destinations in and around the Zone include:

9 Queen Elizabeth Forest Park;

i Callander and Aberfoyle;

9 Loch Venachar, Loch Ard, Loch Achray, Loch Chon a
Lakeof Menteith; and

9 Ben Lomond and Ben Venue.

Keytransport and recreational routes

Access within the Zone is mostly limitedAooadsthat
leadaroundsomelochs andalongadjacent glen floors
FfK2dzZ3K Ay O2y (N} adGsz GKS
rolling hills to the nortlhof Aberfoyle. Th&kob Roy Waglso
passes between Aberfoyle and Callendada network of
Cae Pathdeadthrough areas of forest and aroursbme
lochsides. Most of the Loch Ard Forest to the soutlest of
the Zone is relatively inaccessible Bykransport and
recreatonal routes

Key viewpoints and views

As illustrated in Figure, 3he following key viewpoints and
associated approximate exteof views have been
identified:
Viewpoint 1: Picnic bench, SE Loch Vengchar
Viewpoint 2: Bocastle Hill
Viewpoint 3: A21,;
Viewpoint 4: A821, Loch Achray north shore
Viewpoint 5: A821, Loch Achray south shore
Viewpoint 6: Loch Ard, north share
Viewpoint 7: Kinlochard
Viewpoint 8: Loch Ard, west shqre
Viewpoint 9: A821, Loch Chon nowlst shore
Viewpoint 10: Thre¢.ochs Viewpoint
Viewpoint 11: The Lodge Forest Visitor Centre
Viewpoint 12: A81/ABS;
Viewpoint 13: Lake of Menteith eashore
Viewpoint 14: Aberfoyle, bride over the River Forth
Viewpoint 15: A81 Gartmorend

Viewpoint 16: West Highland Wayoprth of Borland
Farm
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Figure 3 Landscapeharacter, key viewpoints and views
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Sub-zone 1: Loch Achray and Loch Venachar

BASELINE ASSESSMENT

Special Landscape Qualities Landscape character
The Generaldndscape Qualities artle Special Landscape Qualities of essach&andscape As ilustrated in Figur&, the Loch Achray and Loch VenacBaizzone is characterised I8traths and
Area that areparticularlyrelevant tothe Loch Achray and Loch VenacBazoneare: Glers/with LochsUplands GlendHighland Summitdarallel RidgeandRolling Forested PlatediCTs.
w A worldrenowned landscape famed for its rural beauty; Coverage of existing native woodland and productive conifer
@ Wild aﬁd_rugged highlands contrasting with pgstoral . As ilustrated in Figure, the Subzone is alreadguite heavily wooded/forested. To the north of Loch
w Water in its many forms/A landscape of beautiful lochs; . .
_ ) Venachar, a large area of native woodlamndends acrosthe southwestern facing slopes of Stuc
w The rich variety of woodlands; . . .
© Famous throuahoutes/The easilv accessible landscape splendour: Odhar, towards the Glen Finglas reservoir, and across the northern glen slopes that contain Loch
u_ . Hgrou y Pe sp ur Achray. To the south of the Saone, small stands of native woodland are scattered amongst exten
w Tranquillity; . . . . .
X . . areas of productie conifer that provide a heavily wooded/forested setting to the lochs.
w A harmonious concentration of lochs, woods and hills;
w Rugged Ben Venue, the centreggeof the Trossachs; and Wild Land Areas and Core Wildness

w The romance of the Trossachs. ] o ) ) ]
As illustrated in Figurg, the upper slopes and summits towards Ben Ledi are Wild Land and the

wooded summit of hills to west of Loch Achray formaaea ofCore Wildness

Viewpoint 1:Picnic benchSELoch VenachafNN 59854 06170 moderate number of visitors

ViewA: Looking northwest over Loch Venachar View B:Lookingsouth-west over Loch Venachar

Page |10



Landscape Capacity Stuldy Trees and WoodlandFINALREPORT

Viewpoint 2 Bocastle Hil[NN 6048207919)- moderate number of visitors

ViewA: Lookingsouthrwest over Loch Venachar

> - - o
P puit® P < -

View B:Lookingwest over the southern slopes of Ben Ledi

Viewpoint 3 A&1 (NN 58302 06146)large number of visitors

View A:Lookingeast along the A821

ViewB: Lookingsouth-westalong the A821
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Viewpoint 4 A821, Loch Achrayorth shore(NN52272 0636)- largenumber of visitors

-

View A: Lookingvest over Loch Achray

Viewpoint 5: A821, Loch Achragouth shore(NN 50806 06335)largenumber of visitors

View A: Lookingorth-east over Loch Achray

View B Lookingwvest along the shore of Loch Achray
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IMPACT ASSESSMENT
Special Landscape Qualitie| Impacts of new planting Sensitivity
Native woodland The planting ofome new native woodland along the lower sides that links with exiting woodlanddvwpositivéy contribute to rural beauty Low
A world-renownedlandscape and enhance landscape diversity.
famed for its rural beauty Productive coniferAlthoughextensiveproductive conifer existsr many partsfurther planting could detradrom the rural setting of sugunding open hill Medium
slopes andny nearby native woodland.
Nativewoodland Some additional native woodland along the glen floor and lower sides would re@nfoe contrast between the wildnd rugged characteof Low
Wild and rugged highlands | opensummitsin the surrounding landscape
contrasting with pastoral
lowlands Productivewoodland Some additional productive conifer planting along lower glen sides would reinforce the cdmtasten the wild and rugged character Low
of open summits in the surrounding landscape
Water in its many forma Native woodlandThe introduction of some further nize woodland planting in the wooded backdrop of the lochs would enhance their setting. Low
landscape of beautiful lochs Productive coniferFurther productive conifer planting in the wooded backdrop of the lochs would enhance their setting. Low
Native woodlandSome plantingilong the glen sides would enhance #vastingvariety of broadleaved woodlands Low
The rich variety of
woodlands Productive coniferSome planting near to adjacent forestry could be accommodated without adverse impacts althougbatmnglersides, it could contrast Medium
with existingnative woodland.
Native woodlandWhen viewed from main roads and other key recreational rouypéanting in the backdrop could enhance these routes although in pléces Medium
Famous through routeSThe | could detract from open viewsverthe lochs anaf surrounding mountain summits.
easily accessible landscape
splendour Productive coniferWhenviewed from main roads and other key recreational routes, planting in the backdrop could enhance these routes althougis it g Medium
could detract from open views over the lochs and of surrounding mountain summits.
Native woodlandIn most partsthe planting olsomefurther native woodlandalongglensides vould enhance the experience péace andranquillity within L
Tranquillity The romance of| the glers. ow
the Trossachs.
Productive coniferln most parts, he planting oforoductive coniferalongglen sides wuld enhance the experience péace andranquillity within the glers. Low
A harmonious concentration Native woodlandAny large areas of planting could adversely affect the balance between water, woodland and surrounding open hills. Medium
of lochs, woods and hills; Productive coniferAny large areas of planting could adversely affect the balance between water, woodland and surrounding open hills. Medium
Native woodlandIn most places fte planting olsome new native woodland along the glen sides is unlikehdterselyaffectthe landscape setting and rugge Low
Rugged Ben Venue, the character of Ben Venue.
centrepiece of the Trossach Productive coniferln most places,ite planting ofsome new productive along the glen sides is unlikelgdweersely affect the landscape setting and rugged Low
character of Ben Venue.
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Landscape Character Impacts of new planting Sensitivity

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

Straths and Glens with
LochsUpland Glen&CT

Productive coniferAdditionalproductive conifer that relates to exitirgiandswoodlandwould conserve thevoodedcharacter of theglens in most places. Low

Native woodlandPlanting on any steep mountain slopes would notably detract from the open character, rocky outcrops and views of thevelistinohits

. : . - . Medium
althoughon lower slopes, it could link with existiqanting.
HighlandSummitsLCT
Productive coniferPlanting on any steep mountain slopes would notably detract from the open character, rocky outcrops and views of thvelistinghits Medium
althoughon lower slopes, it could link with existing planting.
Parallel Ridges/Rolling Native woodlandIn most places, planting would conserve the wooded/forested character of these landscapes. Low
Forested PlatealCT Productive coniferln most places, planting would conserve the wooded/forested characttresie landscapes. Low

SUMMARY

Native woodland

Overall Capacity: Mediunhigh Guidelines

On the glen sides that contain Loch Achray and Loch Venachar, additional native woodland wou § Promote native woodland on lower glen sides, particularly around parts of Loch Venachar
characteristic to the landscape and in general, would enhance the wooded setting of the lochs W { Encourage natural regeneration on upper glen sides

detriment to the Special Landscape Qualities of the ahedhe backdrop to the north however, the | q Maintain open views towards nearby mountain summits

Mountain Summitd CT, which includes the distinctive summit of Ben Ledi, is largely free of wood ¢ Maintain any operviews over Loch Achray and Loch Venachar

and its open character should be conserved although to the south of the lochs, planting Boltimg
ForestedPlateauxand Parallel RidgesCTs would enhance the diversitytloé extensive forests.

Although most of the glen sides are already heavily wooded and opportunity for additional planti
very limited, there is scope farew plantingon the north-easten glen side of Loch Venachar.

Productive conifer

Overall Capacity: Mediurhigh Guidelines

On the glen sides that contain Loch Achray and Loch Venachar, additional productive conifer w¢ 9§ Avoid planting on open upper hill slopes and near to distinctive rocky outcrops
characteristic to the landscape and in general, would enhance the wooded setting of the lochs w Ensure woodland edges relate to the natural landform of hill slopes and adjoining glens
detriment to the Special Landscape Qualities of theaaln the backdrop to the north however, the | ¢ Promote diverse productiveonifer on lower glen sides, particularly around parts of Loch
Mountain Summitd.CT, including the distinctive summit of Ben Ledi, is largely free of forestry an( Venachar

open character should be conserved although to the south of the lochs, planting éothieg T Maintain open views towards nearby mountain summits

Forested RiteauxandParallel RidgekCTs would enhance the wooded setting. 1 Maintain any open views over Loch Achray and Loch Venachar

]

Although most of the glen sides around Loch Achray are already heavily wooded and opportunit
additional planting is very limited in practice, there is scope for additional woodlarikeonorth-
eastern glen side of Loch Venachar.
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Sub-zone 2: Loch Ard and Loch Chon
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BASELINE ASSESSMENT

SpecialLandscape Qualities

The Generaldndscape Qualities artle Special Landscape Qualities of fessach&andscape Area
that areparticularlyrelevant tothe Loch Ard and Loch Ch8nbzoneare:

w A worldrenowned landscape famed for its rural beauty;

w Wild and rugged highlands contrasting with pastoral lowlands;

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

w The rich variety of woodlands;

w Famous throughioutes/The easily accessible landscape splendour;
w Tranquillity;

w A harmonious concentration of lbs, woods and hills;

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

w The romance of the Trossachs.

Landscape character

As ilustrated in Figure, the Loch Ard and Loch Ch8abzone is characterised [$traths and
Glers/with LochsHighlandSummitsand Rolling Forested PlatedlCTs.

Coverage of existing native woodland and productive conifer

As ilustrated in Figur, the Subzone is already quite heavily wooded/forested. A pattern of dense
native woodlands are concentrated around the le@nd alongside small burns on the glen sides.
Stands of native woodland are also scattered amongst extensive areas of productive conifer tha
extend across much of the Sabne and provide a heavily wooded/forested setting to the lochs.

Wild Land Areasind Core Wildness

As illustrated in Figur®, several small areas of Wildness &and onseveral upper slopes and
summits to the northwest of the Sufzone, including Ben Lomond to the west. There are no areas
Core Wildness the Sib-zone.

Viewpoint 6: Loch Ard, north shoréNN 48184 01625)largenumber of visitors

View A: Looking southast over Loch Ard

View B: Looking souttvest over Loch Ard
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Viewpoint 7: KinlochardNN 45348 02209 large number of visitors

View A: Lookingast over Loch Ard View B: Looking soutivest over Loch Ard

Viewpoint 8: Loch Ard, west shor@N 45005 01446 moderatenumber of visitors

View A: Looking nortleast over Loch Ard View B: Lookingouth-easttowards forested hills
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