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Dear Mr Jack 
 
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) 
(SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 2011 
Dumfries and Galloway Strategic Reinforcement Project 
 
Thank you for your letter dated 5 June 2015, consulting Historic Scotland on the routing and 
consultation document for the above project.  We have reviewed the details provided, and 
our comments here focus on our historic environment interests.  In this instance, this covers 
scheduled monuments and their settings, category A listed buildings and their settings, 
inventory gardens and designed landscapes, and inventory battlefields. 
 
If you have not already done so, I recommend that you consult the relevant local authorities’ 
archaeological and conservation services, as they will also be able to provide advice 
regarding potential impacts on the historic environment.  This may include issues beyond 
our remit, such as unscheduled archaeology and category B and C listed buildings. 
 
Historic Scotland’s Position 
We welcome the identification of potential impacts on our historic environment interests at 
this stage of the design process.  We have some comments on additional considerations 
which we consider should be taken into account as the project progresses.  I have included 
these as an annex to this covering letter. 
 
I hope that this letter has been helpful to you.  Please contact me directly on the details 
given above if it raises any issues which you would like to discuss further. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
 
Ruth Cameron 
Senior Heritage Management Officer, EIA 

mailto:stephen.jack@sppowersystems.com


 

 

Annex 
 
General Comments on Assessment and Methodology 
I note that the corridor and substation siting area appraisals identify cultural heritage 
concerns, and welcome the fact that in some instances heritage assets have been identified 
as key considerations.  Where we are content that any potential key considerations have 
been identified, we have not given further comments.  However, we would advise that there 
is the potential for further sensitive assets to be discovered as the development progresses, 
and that these should be identified with consideration of our setting guidance (link here).  
Section 5.11 of the methodology states that scheduled monuments and listed buildings are 
too small and spread out to identify at the earliest stage of the project.  Whilst we recognise 
that this is the case, it will necessitate a robust handling of these issues in corridor 
appraisals, and identification of route options.   
 
It is therefore not possible at this stage to identify all potentially significant impacts, as this 
will depend on a more detailed consideration of individual assets and what contribution their 
setting makes to their significance.  Where we consider there are potential other key 
considerations that can be identified at this stage, we have given details below.  We would 
be happy to provide further details of these heritage assets or their potential sensitivity to 
development.  However, at this stage, in line with the appraisal provided, we have simply 
identified them as potential additional key considerations. 
 
I noted that where category A listed buildings are within a conservation area or settlement, 
this has generally been noted in a generic fashion, which gives the suggestion that their 
settings may therefore not be sensitive to impacts beyond the settlement in which they are 
located.  Whilst it may be the case that the settings of such assets are likely to be partially 
or completely urban, there is still the potential for them to be sensitive to wider impacts.  
This may particularly be the case in the sensitivity of in views of locally prominent buildings, 
such as churches.  We would recommend that further consideration is given to this 
possibility as the project develops, as at this stage it is not possible to produce an 
exhaustive list of such considerations.  
 
There are a number of heritage assets identified in the appraisal of substation siting that are 
not referred to in the corridor appraisal.  Where we have specific concerns for issues that 
should be identified, we have listed these in our detailed comments below, but in general, 
we advise that any consideration for substation siting should be carried over for corridor 
appraisal. 
 
In Appendix A, section 2, I note that no reference is made to any document which gives a 
definition of “setting”.  We would therefore recommend that reference is made to Scottish 
Planning Policy (link here) and Scottish Historic Environment Policy (link here), as well as 
our Managing Change Guidance Note on Setting (link given above), as these documents 
provide more details than those referred to.  
 
Substation Siting Areas 
Auchencrosh 
We are content that key considerations for this area have been identified for our interests at 
this stage, and have no further comment to offer. 
 
 

http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/setting-2.pdf
http://www.gov.scot/Resource/0045/00453827.pdf
http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/shep-dec2011.pdf


 

 

Newton Stewart 
For siting areas NS 1, 2, 3 and 4, we are broadly content that key considerations for our 
interests have been identified.  For area NS 5, we consider that Challoch, All Saints 
Episcopal Church With Boundary Walls and Gatepiers (HB Num 19190) should be identified 
as a key consideration.  I note that the commentary in Appendix 4 states that the building is 
primarily listed for its interior.  However, we consider that the setting of the church makes a 
strong contribution to its significance, and is sensitive to change.  Whilst it may be possible 
to accommodate a substation in this area without significantly impacting this, we would 
recommend that any development in the northern section of NS 5 is avoided, and that 
further detailed consideration is given to the potential impact on the church. We would 
therefore welcome an opportunity to comment on any further details regarding the potential 
for development in this area.  From the information currently provided, we consider it likely 
that NS 5 would have a more significant impact on our interests than the other siting areas.  
 
Glenlee 
We are broadly content that key considerations for our interests have been identified in this 
area.  We would recommend that the appraisal of option G 3 should consider the potential 
impact on Barscobe Castle (HB Num 3310) as this lies within 2 km.  I note that this building 
is identified as a key consideration for area G 2. 
 
Dumfries 
We are broadly content that key considerations for our interests have been identified in this 
area.  We would recommend that all considerations for substation siting for our interests 
should also be identified in the appraisal of route options for either G/D or D/H, as it is 
currently not clear how these potential impacts are being captured.  The appraisal refers to 
consideration of Carnsalloch as an A listed building.  This should be clarified, as there are 
three category A listed buildings (HB nums 10300, 10303 and 10301) in this area with this 
name.  We would recommend that as a group these are identified as a potential key 
consideration at this stage.  Purely for information, I note that Lincluden Church, identified 
as a category A listed building, is also a scheduled monument (Index no. 90200). 
 
Harker 
As this siting area does not lie in Scotland, we have no remit to comment on potential 
impacts on cultural heritage assets. 
 
Corridor Options 
Auchencrosh-Newton Stewart 
Beyond those identified in the commentary, we would identify scheduled crannogs at Loch 
Maberry and Loch Ochiltree as being potential additional key considerations. 
 
Newton Stewart-Glenlee 
We are broadly content with the key considerations identified for this area at this stage. 
 
Kendoon-Glenlee 
The commentary for the assessment of this section should note that Earlstoun Castle, 
which is a listed building (HB Num 3624) and scheduled monument (Index no. 1118) lies 
within the corridor, rather than close to it. 
 
 
 



 

 

Glenlee-Tongland 
In preferred route option, we would identify the following additional scheduled monuments 
as potential key considerations at this stage: 

 Bargatton Farm, cairn 610m S of (Index no. 1002) 

 Edgarton Mote, fort 690m SW of Camelon Bridge (Index no. 1119) 
 
In option G/T 4, we consider that the setting of the scheduled monument Craig Hill, fort, 
Laurieston (Index no. 2891) may also form a key consideration. 
 
Glenlee-Dumfries 
In preferred route option, we would identify the following additional scheduled monuments 
as potential key considerations at this stage: 

 Sundaywell, fort 300m N of (Index no. 5556) 

 Moatland, motte (Index no. 700) 

 Moat, enclosure 300m NW of (Index no. 4955) 
 
We would welcome the inclusion of reference to the following two additional category A 
listed buildings in the commentary: 

 Ellisland Farmhouse and Steading (HB Num 4232) 

 West Galloberry Farm Steading and Horsemill (HB Num 10218) 
 
For information, I note that the listed building Fourmerkland Tower (HB Num 10204) is also 
a scheduled monument (Index no. 692).   
 
In the non-preferred route options, we would identify the following additional scheduled 
monuments as potential key considerations at this stage: 

  White Cairn, cairn, Corriedow Bridge (Index no. 1047) 

  Carzield, Roman fort (Index no. 673) 
 
I note that the scheduled monument Twelve Apostles, stone circle (Index no. 641) is 
identified as a key consideration for substation siting at Dumfries, but not in the corridor 
appraisal.  For clarity, it would be helpful to name this site as a key consideration in both 
appraisals. 
 
I note that the commentary identifies the fact that there are a number of inventory gardens 
and designed landscapes within 2 km of the non-preferred route options.  We consider that 
two of these should identified as key considerations.  For options G/D 1 and G/D 2 this 
applies to Maxwelton (Glencairn Castle), which has extensive views south which could be 
impacted by development in the route corridors. For options G/D 5 and G/D 6, we would 
also recommend that the inventory garden and designed landscape known as Brooklands is 
identified as a key consideration, as there is the potential for an impact on a key view from 
the landscape to the south, towards the Isle of Man. 
 
Dumfries-Harker 
Our comments here focus only on the part of this route which lies in Scotland.   
 
In the preferred route, we would identify all the category A listed buildings as being potential 
key considerations.  Repentance Tower, which is a listed building (HB Num 3570) and 
scheduled monument (Index no. 706), may form a key consideration for both the preferred 
and non-preferred options. 



 

 

 
In the non-preferred route option, assets in the areas of Kirkpatrick Fleming and Kirtlebridge 
may also be particularly sensitive and consideration should be given to interrelationships 
within these two areas.  I welcome the fact that the battlefield at Sark is identified in the 
commentary.  As this was not identified at an earlier stage (as referred to in section 5.8), 
this may require further consideration at this stage, if this route were to become the 
preferred option. 
 
Summary 
We welcome the identification to potential impacts on our historic environment interests at 
this stage of the design process, and advise that the above additional considerations are 
taken into account and the project goes forward. 
 

Historic Scotland 
31 July 2015 

 
 
 
  




