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1 NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY 

1.1 AOC Archaeology Group was commissioned by CleanEarth Energy undertake a Heritage Impact Assessment for a 

Proposed Development at Tacher, Latheron, Caithness. The Proposed Development consists of the construction of 

one 130m turbine, to the north of the farm known as Tacher on the western side of the A9, Latheron (see Figure 

1).  

 

1.2 This assessment has identified no heritage assets, designated or non-designated, within the proposed turbine 

location nor within the area of proposed infrastructure. The closest non-designated heritage assets are the remains 

of Torran Farmstead (Site 45) c. 350m west of the proposed turbine location, and the potential remains of Achary 

Township (Site 44), as recorded on a map by Roy (1747-52), which are located c. 400m southwest of the proposed 

infrastructure of the turbine. Having established the historic environment baseline for the area, this assessment 

has judged there to be a Medium potential for prehistoric remains to survive on the Site due to its location between 

two Scheduled Standing Stones (Sites 6 & 24) and the presence of two potential hut circles (Sites 52 & 53) within 

1km of the Site. There is judged to be a Low potential for Early Historic and medieval archaeology to survive, due 

to the paucity of remains from those dates recorded within the 1km Study Area.  Historic mapping indicates that 

the Site lay in an agricultural landscape in the post medieval period, occupied by dispersed settlements (Sites 44-

46, though it is unknown if the Site was intensively used in the period. Roy (1747-52) recorded a small settlement, 

annotated as Taker, c. 450m south-west of the proposed infrastructure for the turbine. As such, there is judged to 

be a Medium potential for post medieval agricultural remains to survive and a Low potential for any other type of 

post medieval archaeology to be present.  There are no changes recorded on the Site during the modern period 

and the Site was found to be used for erstwhile pastureland by the occupants of Tacher farmstead. As such there 

is judged to be a Low potential for modern remains to survive.  

 

1.3 Depending on the depth of the archaeological horizon, ground works within the Site, could be considered to have 

the potential to highly impact any buried archaeological deposits that may be present. The Site is a greenfield Site 

and therefore in accordance with national and local planning policies on heritage, the Highlands Council as advised 

by the Highland Council Historic Environment Team may require an archaeological investigation by non-intrusive 

and/or intrusive means to further investigate the potential for remains. It is advised that a watching brief, 

conducted on all ground-breaking works, to the sterile natural subsoil or to the maximum depth required for 

construction of the Proposed Development, whichever is first, may be required.  However, any such requirement 

would be determined by the Highland Council Historic Environment Team, acting as the Highland Council’s advisor 

on archaeological matters. 

 

1.4 An assessment of the potential for impacts upon the setting of all designated assets within 5km and all assets of 

Very High or High importance within 10km of the Proposed Development has been undertaken for this assessment. 

This assessment identified 39 Scheduled Monuments and two Listed Buildings within the 10km Study Area. A ZTV 

(provided by CleanEarth Energy) and Site Visits found that 16 of the 41 designated assets would have no 

intervisibility with the Proposed Development and therefore these assets were excluded from further assessment.  

 

1.5 The Proposed Development is located south and east of four existing windfarms, collectively visible as one large 

windfarm from most directions and composed of 54 wind turbines. As such, the addition of one new turbine, to 

an area already occupied by turbines, would result in between a Negligible and Low magnitude of change to the 

settings of the designated assets. Overall, no setting impact was found to result in a significant effect.  

 

2  INTRODUCTION 

2.1 Development Proposal 

2.1.1 The Applicant, CleanEarth (CE) Energy, propose to construct one wind turbine with a maximum hub height of 

72.4m and a maximum tip height of 130m. The installation of the turbine will require the construction of associated 
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infrastructure, including a crane pad measuring approximately 45m x 35m, access track from the A9 with a width 

of no more than 4m, cabling and a switch room (see Figure 2).  

2.1.2 The proposed turbine is aligned with the approved turbines at Tacher A (20/02286/FUL) and Tacher B 

(20/02288/FUL) and would be perceived with these turbines as a three-turbine cluster; however, these are 

reported on elsewhere. The turbine at Tacher C and associated infrastructure are hereafter referred to as “the 
Site”.   

2.1.3 The operational life of the turbine is estimated at 35 years followed by a five-year decommissioning period. After 

decommissioning the extant land use will be reinstated.  

2.2 Location 

2.2.1. The Site is located west of the A9, between Latheron and Thurso in grassland north of Tacher, a farm in Caithness, 

Highlands. The wind turbine will be located at NGR: ND 17339 47679 (Figure 2) with temporary access tracks 

leading south-southeast towards a compound area. The Site will be accessed from the A9. The infrastructure 

associated with the wind turbine will be located in unimproved grassland. The turbine will be installed 

approximately 280m east of the closest turbine at Bad a Cheo Wind Farm and approximately 350m NNW of Tacher 

A. 

2.2.2. The Site is located in a landscape dominated by unimproved grassland and moorland, crossed by small natural 

streams and manmade drainage channels. Small areas of improved land, often used as pastureland, are also 

common in the wider landscape and pastureland is found to the south of the Site around the farm at Tacher. To 

the west of the Site is the Little River, a roughly north-south aligned stream. Halsary Wind Farm1, composed of 15 

wind turbines, is located to the north, on the eastern side of the A9 and to the north of the Proposed Development 

is the Bad a’ Cheò Wind Farm, composed of 13 wind turbines2. Further north is the Causeymire Wind Farm 

composed of 21 wind turbines3, and Achlachan Wind Farm composed of 5 turbines4. A single pole wooden 

overhead line (hereafter “OHL”) and a large, metal OHL run roughly north-south on the eastern side of the A9 

opposite the Site.  

2.2.3. According to the British Geological Survey (BGS 2022) the Site is underlain by Lybster Flagstone Formation, a 

bedrock composed of siltstone, mudstone and sandstone. This sedimentary bedrock was formed approximately 

383 to 393 million years ago in the Devonian Period in an environment previously dominated by lakes and lagoons.  

2.2.4. The BGS (ibid) records the superficial deposit beneath the northern and southern parts of the Site as Peat, formed 

approximately 3 million years ago in the Quaternary period in an area previously dominated by organic 

accumulations. The BGS (ibid) records the superficial deposit beneath the centre of the Site as Till, Devensian - 

Diamicton. This deposit formed up to 2 million years ago in the Quarternary Period in an environment previously 

dominated by Ice Age conditions.  

2.2.5. Ten historic boreholes (ND14NE1-10), eight sunk to a maximum depth of 4m (ND14NE3-10), one sunk to a depth 

of 9m (ND14NE2) and one (ND14NE1) sunk to a depth of 24m are recorded to the south of the Site at Leavad Sand 

Pit. A sand pit was annotated north of a settlement annotated Leavad on the Ordnance Survey (OS) map of 1907 

and was annotated as disused on the OS map of 1975. The boreholes largely recorded deposits of sand underlain 

by clays, underlain by sands and gravels. 

 

 

 
1 Planning permission 09/00399/FULCA – Highlands Council granted permission for Halsary Wind Farm 14/07/2014 with 

amendment (17/04827/SSCON) to increase turbine height from 112m to 120m 07/05/2019  
2 Planning permission 14/04219/SCRE- Highlands Council granted permission for Bad a’ Cheò Wind Farm turbines to be 

a maximum of 112m tip height on 20/11/2014.  
3 Turbines within the Causeymire Wind Farm are recorded as having a maximum height of 101.2m 

(http://www.caithnesswindfarms.co.uk/Caithness.pdf) 
4 Planning permission 17/02176/FUL-Highlands Council granted permission for Achlachan Wind Farm turbines of a 

maximum height of 115m on 20/09/2017 
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2.3 Consultation 

2.3.1. A Scoping Opinion for a prior development for the erection of turbines in the vicinity of Tacher farm was received 

from the Highland Council on the 20th December 2018.  Table 1 below outlines the Consultation Response in regard 

to cultural heritage which were used to guide the scope of this assessment and to ensure consistency with the 

assessment undertaken for the approved turbines at Tacher A (20/02286/FUL) and Tacher B (20/02288/FUL): 

Table 1- Consultation Response 

Comment Response 

All designated sites which may be affected by the 

Proposed Development either directly or indirectly to 

be identified and assessed. 

All heritage assets within a 1km Study Area 

surrounding the Site have been identified.  

All designated heritage assets within a 5km Study Area 

surrounding the Site have been identified. 

All assets of Very High or High importance (Scheduled 

Monuments, Inventory Gardens and Designed 

Landscapes, Inventory Battlefields and Category A 

Listed Buildings) within a 10km Study Area 

surrounding the Site have been identified.  

The Proposed Development has the potential to have 

indirect impacts on designated assets outwith a 5km 

Study Area 

All designated heritage assets within a 5km Study Area 

have been identified. 

All assets of Very High or High importance (Scheduled 

Monuments, Inventory Garden and Designed 

Landscapes, Inventory Battlefields and Category A 

Listed Buildings) within a 10km Study Area of the Site 

have been identified. 

The client has provided a Zone of Theoretical Visibility 

(ZTV) for the Proposed Development. All designated 

assets, as identified within the Study Areas above, 

within the ZTV have been assessed to establish the 

potential for impacts upon their settings. 

The assessment will need to be supplemented by site 

visits and field analysis 

A walkover survey of the Site was undertaken as part 

of this assessment (see Section 5.6). 

A settings assessment, including site visits, for 

designated assets within a 10km Study Area and within 

the ZTV was undertaken as part of this assessment 

(see Section 6.2).  

 

2.5 National and Local Planning Policies and Guidance 

National Planning Policy Guidelines 

2.5.1 The statutory framework for heritage in Scotland is outlined in the Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997, 

as amended in the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) (Scotland) Act 1997 and the Ancient 

Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 both of which are modified by the Historic Environment 

(Amendment) (Scotland) Act 2011.  

2.5.2 The implications of these Acts with regard to local government planning policy are described within Scottish 

Planning Policy (SPP) (Scottish Government 2014), Historic Environment Policy for Scotland (HEPS) (Historic 
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Environment Scotland (HES) 2019a) and Planning Advice Notes (PAN) for Scotland. SPP, HEPS and PAN 2/2011 

‘Archaeology and Planning' (Scottish Government 2011) deal specifically with planning policy in relation to 

heritage. The planning guidance expresses a general presumption in favour of preserving heritage remains in situ. 

Their ‘preservation by record’ (i.e. through excavation and recording, followed by analysis and publication, by 
qualified archaeologists) is a less desirable alternative. SPP expresses the following policy principles: 

“The planning system should: 

• promote the care and protection of the designated and non-designated historic environment (including individual 

assets, related settings and the wider cultural landscape) and its contribution to sense of place, cultural identity, 

social well-being, economic growth, civic participation and lifelong learning; and 

• enable positive change in the historic environment which is informed by a clear understanding of the importance 

of the heritage assets affected and ensure their future use. Change should be sensitively managed to avoid or 

minimise adverse impacts on the fabric and setting of the asset, and ensure that its special characteristics are 

protected, conserved or enhanced’ (Scottish Government 2014, Para 137). 

2.5.3 The Historic Environment Policy for Scotland (HEPS 2019a) sets out the Scottish Government’s policy for the 
sustainable management of the historic environment. Key principles of the policy note that “Changes to specific 
assets and their context should be managed in a way that protects the historic environment…If detrimental impact 
on the historic environment is unavoidable, it should be minimised. Steps should be taken to demonstrate that 

alternatives have been explored, and mitigation measures should be put in place” (HEP4). 

 

Highland- wide Local Development Plan 

 

2.5.4 The Highland-wide Local Development Plan was adopted in April 2012 and sets out the overarching spatial planning 

policy and vision statement for the whole Highlands Council Area. Policy 57 sets out the overarching policies 

associated with Natural, Built and Cultural Heritage: 

 

“All development proposals will be assessed taking into account the level of  importance and type of heritage 

features, the form and scale of the development, and any impact on the feature and its setting, in the context of 

the policy framework detailed in Appendix 2. The following criteria will also apply: 

1.  For features of local/regional importance we will allow developments if it can be satisfactorily 

demonstrated that they will not have an unacceptable impact on the natural environment, amenity and 

heritage resource. 

2.  For features of national importance we will allow developments that can be shown not to compromise 

the natural environment, amenity and heritage resource. Where there may be any significant adverse 

effects, these must be clearly outweighed by social or economic benefits of national importance. It must 

also be shown that the development will support communities in fragile areas who are having difficulties 

in keeping their population and services. 

3.  For features of international importance developments likely to have a significant effect on a site, either 

alone or in combination with other plans or projects, and which are not directly connected with or 

necessary to the management of the site for nature conservation will be subject to an appropriate 

assessment. Where we are unable to ascertain that a proposal will not adversely affect the integrity of 

a site, we will only allow development if there is no alternative solution and there are imperative reasons 

of overriding public interest, including those of a social or economic nature. …Where we are unable to 
ascertain that a proposal will not adversely affect the integrity of a site, the proposal will not be in 

accordance with the development plan within the meaning of Section 25(1) of the Town and Country 

Planning(Scotland) Act 1997…. 
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In due course the Council also intends to adopt the Supplementary Guidance on the Highland Historic Environment 

Strategy. The main principles of this guidance will ensure that: 

• Future developments take account of the historic environment and that they are of a design and quality 

to enhance the historic environment bringing both economic and social benefits; 

• It sets a proactive, consistent approach to the protection of the historic environment” (THC 2012, 111) 

 

 Caithness and Sutherland Local Development Plan 

2.5.5 The Caithness and Sutherland Local Development Plan (CaS Plan) was adopted in August 2018 and acts as one of 

the development plans that guides future development within the Highlands. The Plan sets out a number of 

outcomes in order to achieve its vision for development. With regard to the Environment and Heritage the 

following Outcome is relevant:  

 

“High quality places where the outstanding environment and natural, built and cultural heritage is celebrated and 
valued assets are safeguarded.” (THC 2018, 22)  

Guidance 

2.5.6. Historic Environment Scotland (HES) published guidance notes Managing Change in the Historic Environment: 

Setting on the principles that apply to developments affecting the setting of historic assets or places in 2016 and 

updated this guidance in 2020.  

2.5.7. This document (Historic Environment Scotland 2016b, 6) defines setting thus: 

‘Setting’ is the way the surroundings of a historic asset or place contribute to how it is understood, appreciated and 
experienced 

Monuments, buildings, gardens and settlements were almost always placed and orientated deliberately, normally 

with reference to the surrounding topography, resources, landscape and other structures. Over time, these 

relationships change, although aspects of earlier settings can be retained. 

Setting can therefore not simply be defined by a line on a map, and is likely to be unrelated to modern 

landownership or to curtilage, often extending beyond immediate property boundaries into the wider area.” 

2.5.8. The guidance advocates and three stage approach that is used in this assessment: 

Stage 1: identify the historic assets that might be affected by the proposed development 

Stage 2: define and analyse the setting by establishing how the surroundings contribute to the ways in which the 

historic asset or place is understood, appreciated and experienced 

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

impacts can be mitigated (ibid, 8). 

2.5.9. The Highland Council published Supplementary Guidance on the Historic Environment Strategy in 2013 which was 

intended to provide further information and specific strategic aims in regard to Cultural Heritage within Policy 57 

of the Highland-wide Local Development Plan. The strategic aims below are relevant to this assessment: 

“Strategic Aim 6: That listed buildings within Highland are protected from harmful developments, including 
extension and alteration, which may affect their special architectural and historic interest or their setting and that 

there is a presumption against the demolition of listed buildings. 

Strategic Aim 13: That scheduled monuments - and their setting - within Highland are protected from harmful 

developments which may affect their national importance. 

Strategic Aim 16: To ensure that the importance of non-designated archaeological sites and landscapes and their 

settings are understood and wherever possible are protected from harmful developments.  

Strategic Aim 17: To ensure no asset or its setting is lost or altered without adequate consideration of its significance 

and of the means available to preserve, record and interpret it in line with national and local policy and Highland 

Council’s Standards for Archaeological Work. 
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Strategic Aim 19: To ensure that areas of special historic or archaeological interest within Highland are assessed 

and where appropriate designated as archaeological heritage areas.” (THC 2013, 9-16)  

2.6 Planning Considerations Pertaining to the Site 

2.6.1. The Local Planning Authority is advised on all archaeological matters by the Highland Council Historic Environment 

Team (HET). Any requirement for archaeological work either preceding or during development will be determined 

by HET acting as Highland Council’s advisor on archaeological matters.  

 

2.6.2. There are no designated assets within the Site. The Category C Listed Causeymire Church (Site 2) is within the 1km 

Study Area. One Category A Listed Building has been identified within 10km of the Site, the Category A Listed 

Achingale Mill (Site 1) located 9km north east of the Site. The setting of Listed Buildings is a competent planning 

matter; Section 14.2 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1997 states that when 

determining applications for development which could impact upon the setting of a Listed Building: 

“…the planning authority or the Secretary of State, as the case may be, shall have special regard  to the 

desirability of preserving the building or its setting or any features of special architectural or historic interest 

which it possesses”’. 

2.6.3. Paragraph 141 of Scottish Planning Policy notes the importance of preserving the settings of Listed Buildings, 

stating that: 

“The layout, design, materials, scale, siting and use of any development which will affect a listed building, 

or its setting should be appropriate to the character and appearance of the building and setting. Listed 

buildings should be protected from demolition or other work that would adversely affect it or its setting” 
(Scottish Government 2014).  

2.6.4. This assessment has identified 39 Scheduled Monuments (Sites 3-41) within the 10km Study Area; five (Sites 6; 24; 

25; 27 & 31) of which are located within the 5km Study Area, and 36 are located beyond 5km in the 10km Study 

Area. Under the terms of the Ancient Monument and Archaeological Areas Act (AMAA) 1979, as amended by the 

Historic Environment (Amendment) (Scotland) Act 2011, the Proposed Development must not impact upon the 

area of a Scheduled Monument without the prior formal consent of Scottish Ministers as advised by Historic 

Environment Scotland.. The setting of Scheduled Monuments is also a key consideration when determining 

applications. This principle is outlined in Scottish Planning Policy Paragraph 145 which states that: 

“Where there is potential for a Proposed Development to have an adverse effect on a scheduled monument 

or on the integrity of its setting, permission should only be granted where there are exceptional 

circumstances. Where a proposal would have a direct impact on a scheduled monument, the written consent 

of Scottish Ministers via a separate process is required in addition to any other consents required for the 

development” (Scottish Government 2014). 

2.6.5. There are no World Heritage Sites, Inventory Gardens and Designed Landscapes, Inventoried Battlefields or 

Conservation Areas within 10km of the Site. 

3 OBJECTIVES 

3.1 The main objective of this assessment is to identify the archaeological and cultural heritage value of the Site at 

Tacher, Caithness and to identify the potential for direct and settings impacts which may result as a consequence 

of the Proposed Development. The evidence presented and the conclusions offered will provide a comprehensive 

basis for further discussion and decisions regarding heritage constraints on the future development of the Site and 

for the formulation of a further mitigation strategy, should this be required. This will be done by examining a 

variety of evidence for upstanding and buried remains of heritage interest within 1 km of the Site; designated 

heritage assets within 5 km of the Site and High Important assets of High or Very High Importance, including 

Scheduled Monuments, Category A Listed Buildings and Inventory sites between 5 km and 10 km of the Site.  
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4 METHODOLOGY 

4.1 Standards 

4.1.1 The scope of this assessment meets the requirements of current planning regulations set out in SPP (Scottish 

Government 2014), HEPS (HES, 2019) and PAN 2/2011 (Scottish Government 2011), and local planning policy. 

4.1.2 AOC Archaeology Group conforms to the standards of professional conduct outlined in the Chartered Institute for 

Archaeologists' (CIfA) Code of Conduct (2021), the CIfA Standard and Guidance for Commissioning Work On, or 

Providing Consultancy Advice On, Archaeology and the Historic Environment (2014, updated 2020), the CIfA 

Standards and Guidance for Historic Environment Desk Based Assessments (2014, updated 2020), Field Evaluations 

(2014, updated 2020) and other relevant guidance.  

4.1.3 AOC Archaeology Group is a Registered Organisation of the CIfA. This status ensures that there is regular 

monitoring and approval by external peers of our internal systems, standards and skills development. 

4.1.4 AOC is ISO 9001:2015 accredited, in recognition of the Company’s Quality Management System. 

4.2 Data Sources 

4.2.1 The following data sources were consulted during preparation of this Historic Impact Assessment:  

 

• National Record for the Historic Environment (NRHE) as held by HES; 

 For designated and non-designated heritage asset data; 

• National Map Library (National Library of Scotland, Causewayside, Edinburgh): 

For old Ordnance Survey maps (1st& 2nd Edition, small- and large-scale) and pre-Ordnance Survey historical maps. 

• The Highlands Council (THC) Historic Environment Record (HER); 

 For non-designated assets and information regarding previous archaeological events;  

• Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV); 

A bare earth ZTV provided by CleanEarth Energy (February 2022).  

4.3 Report Structure 

4.3.1 Each heritage asset referred to in the text is listed in the Gazetteer in Appendix 1. Each has been assigned a 'Site 

No.' unique to this assessment, and the Gazetteer includes information regarding the type, period, grid reference, 

HER number, protective designation, and other descriptive information, as derived from the consulted sources. 

4.3.2 Each heritage asset referred to in the text is plotted on Figure 2 and 3 at the end of the report, using the assigned 

Site numbers.  

4.3.3 All heritage assets located within a 1km radius of the Site have been included in the assessment. The aim of this is 

to identify the potential for direct impacts upon known archaeological remains and to help predict whether any 

similar hitherto unknown archaeological remains may survive within the Site. 

4.3.4 All designated assets within a 5km Study Area and all assets of Very High or High importance with a 10km Study 

Area have been included in the assessment. The aim of this is to identify the potential for impacts upon the setting 

of designated assets and help predict the impact that the Proposed Development may have on the settings of 

those assets.  

4.3.5 All sources consulted during the assessment, including publications, archived records, photographic and 

cartographic evidence, are listed amongst the References in Section 7. 

4.4 Limitations of Scope 

4.4.1. This assessment is based upon data obtained from publicly accessible archives as described in the Data Sources in 

Section 4.2. All known heritage assets within 1km of the Site were identified. Data from the National Record of the 
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Historic Environment was downloaded from HES’s Pastmap GIS portal in March 2022. The Highland HER data was 

received in March 2022. The information presented in the gazetteer regarding known heritage assets is current to 

this date. 

4.4.2. It should be noted that the report has been prepared under the express instructions and solely for the use of 

CleanEarth Energy and their partners. All the work carried out in this report is based upon AOC Archaeology 

Group’s professional knowledge and understanding of current (March 2022) and relevant United Kingdom 

standards and codes, technology and legislation.  

4.4.3. Changes in these areas may occur in the future and cause changes to the conclusions, advice or recommendations 

given. AOC Archaeology Group does not accept responsibility for advising CE or associated parties of the facts or 

implications of any such changes in the future. 

4.5 Impact Assessment Methodology  

4.5.1. This assessment distinguishes between the terms ‘impact’ and ‘effect’. An impact is defined as a physical change 

to a heritage asset or its setting, whereas an effect refers to the significance of this impact. The first stage of the 

assessment involves establishing the significance and importance of the heritage assets and assessing the 

sensitivity of those assets to change (impact). Using the proposed design for the Proposed Development, an 

assessment of the impact magnitude is made and a judgement regarding the level and significance of effect is 

arrived at. 

Criteria for Assessing Sensitivity of Heritage Assets 

4.5.2. The definition of cultural significance is readily accepted by heritage professionals both in the UK and 

internationally and was first fully outlined in the Burra Charter, which states in article one that ‘cultural significance’ 
or ‘cultural heritage value’ means aesthetic, historic, scientific, social or spiritual value for past, present or future 
generations (ICOMOS 2013, Article 1.2). This definition has since been adopted by heritage organisations around 

the world, including HES. HEPS notes that to have cultural significance an asset must have a particular “aesthetic, 

historic, scientific or social value for past, present and future generations” (HES 2019a). Heritage assets also have 
value in the sense that they “...contribute to sense of place, cultural identity, social well-being, economic growth, 

civic participation and lifelong learning” (Scottish Government 2014, 33).  

4.5.3. All heritage assets have significance; however, some heritage assets are judged to be more important than others. 

The level of that importance is, from a cultural resource management perspective, determined by establishing the 

asset’s capacity to contribute to our understanding or appreciation of the past (HES 2019-Updated 2020). In the 

case of many heritage assets their importance has already been established through the designation (i.e. 

Scheduling, Listing and Inventory) processes applied by HES.  

4.5.4. The rating of importance of heritage assets is first and foremost made in reference to their designation. For non-

designated assets importance will be assigned based on professional judgement and guided by the criteria 

presented in Table 2, which itself relates to the criteria for designations as set out in HES’s Designation Policy and 
Selection Guidance (HES 2019-Updated 2020) and Scotland’s Listed Buildings (HES 2019-Updated 2021). 

Table 2: Criteria for Establishing Importance of Heritage Assets 

Importance  Receptors  

Very High  World Heritage Sites (As protected by SPP, 2014);  

Other designated or non-designated assets with demonstrable Outstanding 

Universal Value.  

High  Scheduled Monuments (as protected by the Ancient Monuments and 

Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (the "1979 Act");  

Category A Listed Buildings (as protected by the Planning (Listed Buildings 

and Conservation Areas) (Scotland) Act 1997) (the "1997 Act");  

Inventory Gardens and Designed Landscapes (as protected by the 1979 Act, 

as amended by the Historic Environment (Amendment) (Scotland) Act 

2011);  
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Inventory Battlefields (as protected by the 1979 Act, as amended by the 

2011 Act);  

Outstanding examples of some period, style or type;  

Non-designated assets considered to meet the criteria for the designations 

as set out above (as protected by SPP, 2014).  

Medium  Category B and C Listed Buildings (as protected by the 1997 Act);   

Conservation Areas (as protected by the 1997 Act);   

Major or representative examples of some period, style or type; or  

Non-designated assets considered to meet the criteria for the designations 

as set out above (as protected by SPP, 2014);  

Low  Locally Listed assets;  

Examples of any period, style or type which contribute to our understanding 

of the historic environment at the local level.  

Negligible  Relatively numerous types of assets;  

Findspots of artefacts that have no definite archaeological remains known 

in their context.   

The above non-designated assets are protected by Paragraph 137 of SPP, 

2014.  

 

4.5.5. Determining cultural heritage significance can be made with reference to the intrinsic, contextual and associative 

characteristics of an asset as set out in HEPS (HES 2019a) and its accompanying Designation Policy and Selection 

Guidance (HES 2019-Updated 2020). HEPS Designation Policy and Selection Guidance (HES 2019-Updated 2020) 

indicates that the relationship of an asset to its setting or the landscape makes up part of its contextual 

characteristics. The Xi’an Declaration (ICOMOS 2005) set out the first internationally accepted definition of setting 
with regard to heritage assets, indicating that setting is important where it forms part of or contributes to the 

significance of a heritage asset. While SPP does not differentiate between the importance of the asset itself and 

the importance of the asset’s setting, HES’s Managing Change Guidance, in defining what factors need to be 
considered in assessing the impact of a change on the setting of a historic asset or place, states that the magnitude 

of the proposed change should be considered “relative to the sensitivity of the setting of an asset”  (HES 2020, 11); 
thereby making clear that assets vary in their sensitivity to changes in setting and thus have a relative sensitivity.  

4.5.6. The EIA Handbook suggests that cultural significance aligns with sensitivity but also states that “the relationship 

between value and sensitivity should be clearly articulated in the assessment” (HES and SNH 2018, 184). It is 
therefore recognised (ibid) that the importance of an asset is not the same as its sensitivity to changes to its setting.  

Elements of setting may make a positive, neutral, or negative contribution to the significance of an asset. Thus, in 

determining the nature and level of effects upon assets and their settings by the development, the contribution 

that setting makes to an asset’s significance and thus its sensitivity to changes to setting need to be considered.  

4.5.7. This approach recognises the importance of preserving the integrity of the setting of an asset in the context of the 

contribution that setting makes to the understanding, appreciation and experience of a given asset. It recognises 

that setting is a key characteristic in understanding and appreciating some, but by no means all, assets. Indeed, 

assets of High or Very High importance do not necessarily have high sensitivity to changes to their settings (e.g. do 

not necessarily have a high relative sensitivity).  An asset’s relative sensitivity to alterations to its setting refers to 
its capacity to retain its ability to contribute to our understanding and appreciation of the past in the face of 

changes to its setting. The ability of an asset’s setting to contribute to an understanding, appreciation and 
experience of it and its significance also has a bearing on the sensitivity of that asset to changes to its setting. While 

heritage assets of High or Very High importance are likely to be sensitive to direct effects, not all will have a similar 

sensitivity to effects on their setting; this would be true where setting does not appreciably contribute to their 

significance. HES’s guidance on setting makes clear that the level of effect may relate to “the ability of the setting 

[of an asset] to absorb new development without eroding its key characteristics” (HES 2020, 11). Assets with Very 

High or High relative sensitivity to settings effects may be vulnerable to any changes that affect their settings, and 

even slight changes may erode their key characteristics or the ability of their settings to contribute to the 
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understanding, appreciation and experience of them. Assets whose relative sensitivity to changes to their setting 

is lower may be able to accommodate greater changes to their settings without having key characteristics eroded.    

4.5.8. The criteria used for establishing an asset’s relative sensitivity to changes to its setting is detailed in Table 3. This 

table has been developed based on AOC’s professional judgement and experience in assessing setting effects. It 
has been developed with reference to the policy and guidance noted above including SPP (Scottish Government 

2014), HEPS (HES 2019a) and its Designation Policy and Selection Guidance (HES 2019-Updated 2020), the Xi’an 
Declaration (ICOMOS 2005), the EIA Handbook (SNH & HES 2018) and HES’s guidance on the setting of heritage 
assets (HES 2020). 

Table 3: Criteria for Establishing Relative Sensitivity of a Heritage Asset to Changes to its Setting 

Relative 

Sensitivity  

Criteria  

Very High  An asset, the setting of which, is critical to an understanding, appreciation, and 

experience of it should be thought of as having Very High Sensitivity to changes 

to its setting.  This is particularly relevant for assets whose settings, or elements 
thereof, make an essential direct contribution to their cultural significance (e.g. 

form part of their Contextual Characteristics (HES, 2019-Updated 2020, Annex 

1)).   
High  An asset, the setting, of which, makes a major contribution to an 

understanding, appreciation, and experience of it should be thought of as 

having High Sensitivity to changes to its setting.  This is particularly relevant for 

assets whose settings, or elements thereof, contribute directly to their cultural 

significance (e.g. form part of their Contextual Characteristics (HES, 2019-

Updated 2020, Annex 1)).   
Medium  An asset, the setting of which, makes a moderate contribution to an 

understanding, appreciation, and experience of it should be thought of as having 

Medium Sensitivity to changes to its setting.  This could be an asset for which 
setting makes a contribution to significance but whereby its value is derived 

mainly from its other characteristics (HES, 2019-Updated 2020).  

Low  An asset, the setting of which, makes some contribution to an understanding, 

appreciation, and experience of it should generally be thought of as having Low 

Sensitivity to changes to its setting.  This may be an asset whose significance is 
predominantly derived from its other characteristics.  

Negligible  An asset whose setting makes minimal contribution to an understanding, 

appreciation, and experience of it should generally be thought of as having 

Negligible Sensitivity to changes to its setting.    

 

4.5.9. The determination of a heritage asset’s relative sensitivity to changes to its setting is first and foremost reliant 
upon the determination of its setting and the key characteristics of setting which contribute to its cultural 

significance and an understanding and appreciation of that cultural significance. This aligns with Stage 2 of the HES 

guidance on setting (2020, 9). The criteria set out in Table 3 are intended as a guide. Assessment of individual 

heritage assets is informed by knowledge of the asset itself; of the asset type if applicable and by site visits to 

establish the current setting of the assets. This will allow for the use of professional judgement and each asset is 

assessed on an individual basis. 

Criteria for Assessing Magnitude of Impact 

4.5.10. Potential impacts, that is the physical change to known heritage assets, and unknown buried archaeological 

remains, or changes to an asset’s setting, in the case of the Proposed Development relate to the possibility of 

disturbing, removing or destroying in situ remains and artefacts during the construction phase or the placement 

of new features within their setting during the operational phase.  
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4.5.11. The magnitude of the impacts upon heritage assets caused by the Proposed Development is rated using the 

classifications and criteria outlined in Table 4.   

Table 4: Criteria for Classifying Magnitude of Impact 

Impact Magnitude  Criteria  

High  Substantial loss of information content resulting from total or large-

scale removal of deposits from an asset;   

Major alteration of an asset’s baseline setting, which materially 
compromises the ability to understand, appreciate and experience 

the contribution that setting makes to the significance of the asset 

and erodes the key characteristics (HES 2020) of the setting.  

Medium  Loss of information content resulting from material alteration of the 

baseline conditions by removal of part of an asset;  

Alteration of an asset’s baseline setting that effects the ability to 
understand, appreciate and experience the contribution that setting 

makes to the significance of the asset to a degree but whereby the 

cultural significance of the monument in its current setting remains 

legible. The key characteristics of the setting (HES 2020) are not 

eroded.  

Low  Detectable impacts leading to minor loss of information content;  

Alterations to the asset’s baseline setting, which do not affect the 
ability to understand, appreciate and experience the contribution that 

setting makes to the asset’s overall significance.  
Negligible  Loss of a small percentage of the area of an asset's peripheral 

deposits;  

A reversible alteration to the fabric of the asset;  

A marginal alteration to the asset’s baseline setting.  
None  No effect predicted.  

 

Criteria for Assessing Level of Effect 

4.5.12. The predicted level of effect on each heritage asset is then determined by considering the asset’s importance 
and/or relative sensitivity in conjunction with the predicted magnitude of the impact. The method of deriving the 

level of effect is provided in Table 5. 

Table 5: Level of Effect based on Inter-Relationship between the Importance and/or Sensitivity of a Heritage Asset 

and/or its setting and the Magnitude of Impact 

Magnitude 

of Impact  

Importance and/or Sensitivity  

Negligible  Low  Medium  High  Very High  

High  Minor  Moderate  Moderate  Major  Major  

Medium  Negligible/Neutral  Minor  Moderate  Moderate  Major  

Low  Negligible/Neutral  Negligible/Neutral  Minor  Minor  Moderate  

Negligible  Negligible/Neutral  Negligible/Neutral  Negligible/Neutral  Minor  Minor  

 

4.5.13. The level of effect is judged to be the interaction of the asset’s importance and/or relative sensitivity (Tables 2 

and/or 3) and the magnitude of the impact (Table 3).  In order to provide a level of consistency, the assessment of 

importance and relative sensitivity, the magnitude of impact and the assessment of level of effect are guided by 

pre-defined criteria. However, a qualitative descriptive narrative is also provided for each asset to summarise and 

explain each of the professional value judgements that have been made in establishing importance and/or 

sensitivity and magnitude of impact for each individual asset.  
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Integrity of Setting 

4.5.14. SPP notes that where there is potential for a proposed development to have an adverse effect on a Scheduled 

Monument or on the integrity of its setting, permission should only be granted where there are “exceptional 

circumstances” (Scottish Government 2014, para 145).  Adverse effects on integrity of setting are judged here to 

relate to whether a change would seriously adversely affect the asset’s key attributes or elements of setting which 
contribute to an asset’s significance to the extent that the setting of the asset can no longer be understood or 

appreciated.   

4.5.15. In terms of effects upon the setting of heritage assets, it is considered that only those effects identified as 

’Moderate’ or ‘Major’ in the assessment will have the potential to adversely affect integrity of setting. Where 

effects 'Minor’ and below effects are found it is considered that the integrity of an asset’s setting will remain intact. 
This is because for many assets, setting may make a limited contribution to their significance and as such changes 

would not affect the integrity of their settings. Additionally, as set out in Table 3, lower ratings of magnitude of 

change relate to changes that would not obscure or erode key characteristics of setting.  

4.5.16. Where ‘Moderate’ or ‘Major’ effects are found, a detailed assessment of adverse effects upon integrity of setting 

is made. Whilst  ‘Minor’ or lower effects are unlikely to affect integrity of setting, the reverse is not always true. 

That is, the assessment of an effect as being ‘Moderate’ or ‘Major’ does not necessarily mean that the adverse 

effect to the asset’s setting will harm its integrity. The assessment of adverse effect upon the integrity of an asset’s 
setting, where required, will be a qualitative one, and will largely depend upon whether the effect predicted would 

result in a major impediment to the ability to understand or appreciate the heritage asset and therefore reduce its 

cultural significance. 

4.5.17. The assessment of the level of effect by the development is based upon plans supplied by the client to AOC 

Archaeology Group and site visits.  

4.6       Walkover survey and setting assessment survey 

4.6.1. The proposed turbine at Tacher C, including infrastructure, is centred at ND 17339 47679 (Figure 2). A walkover 

survey was undertaken across the turbine location and crane pad, access track, compound area, and surrounding 

environs to assess the potential for surface features within the Site. 

4.6.2. A setting assessment survey of the Study Areas was undertaken to relate the existing landscape to research findings 

and to assess the potential impacts of the Proposed Development on the settings of designated heritage assets. 

Prior to undertaking the site visits, ZTV mapping was used to establish which, if any, of the assets had no theoretical 

intervisibility with the Proposed Development; these assets were then excluded from the survey as the Proposed 

Development would not impact upon their settings. The remaining assets were visited, and notes made on their 

nature, setting, condition and actual intervisibility5 with the Proposed Development. All designated assets are 

listed in the Gazetteer at Appendix 1. All designated assets considered are listed in Tables 6 and 7. 

 

5 ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BASELINE 

5.1 Prehistoric (8000 BC-AD 500) 

5.1.1. There are no confirmed prehistoric remains on the Site or within 1km of the Site. Two possible hut circles are 

recorded c. 600m NNE of the Site (Sites 52-53) and to the east of the former Causeymire Church (Site 2). Also 

known as ‘the kirk in the heather’, Site 52 may represent the remains of an open-air preaching place. 

 

 

 
5The ZTV mapping used does not take into account the effects of intervening vegetation and buildings. The difference 

between actual and theoretical visibility may be quite marked. 
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Approximately 150m ESE of Site 52 is another possible hut circle (Site 53) previously recorded as a sheep pen on 

OS mapping but may be the foundations of a hut circle based on its dimensions. 

5.1.2. Within the 5km Study Area, there are four Scheduled Monuments (Sites 6, 24, 25 & 27) which date to the 

prehistoric period. To the north, on the eastern side of the A9 are Halsary Standing Stones (Site 6), a pair of standing 

stones, composed of grey schistose slabs. Standing stones are thought to be ritual markers and this example is 

believed to date to the Bronze Age (FC & HS 2010). Another standing stone (Site 24) recorded to the south of the 

Site, also on the eastern side of the A9, is composed of a four-sided stone pillar approximately 0.89m square and 

2.9m high, which faces east and tilts slightly to the west. A second stone was thought to have been part of the 

Scheduled Monument (Site 24) although its whereabouts are currently unknown.  

5.1.3. Approximately 2.5km southeast of the Site is the Scheduled Ballachly broch (Site 25). The remains of the broch 

(Site 25) consist of a turf covered mound, approximately 23m in diameter from which a few stones protrude. A 

ditch has been identified around the broch by the presence of a shallow hollow, which when last recorded in 1967 

was deepest in the southern area. Tulach Mor broch (Site 27) is located c. 2.5km northwest of the Site on the 

eastern banks of the River Thurso. The diameter of the structure measures c. 19m, an inner chamber was visible 

in the southern area of the tower, and a ditch of varying width was identified encircling the broch (Site 27).  

5.1.4. Between 5km and 10km to the north, east and south of the Site, HES records a further seventeen Scheduled brochs 

(Sites 11; 16-19; 21; 22; 28; 30; 32-34; 37; 40 & 41); ten Scheduled cairns (Sites 7; 8; 10; 12; 14; 15; 20; 29; 36 & 

38), two of which are described as chambered cairns (Sites 20 & 26); two Scheduled hut circles (Sites 9 &10) and a 

souterrain (Site 35) dating between 500BC and AD 500. The River Thurso to the west of the Site seems to have 

been an important feature of the landscape in the prehistoric period and two brochs; Carin Merk (Site 16) and   

Tulach  Mor (Site 27) are located on its western bank, and to the north are two cairns (Sites 14 & 15), on the eastern 

side of the River. North west of the River Thurso are a further three Scheduled brochs (Sites 17-19). It’s possible 

that these features may have been contemporary and that when in use the inhabitants of the structures (Sites 16-

19 & 27) were aware of the other structures, either in historic or contemporary terms.  

5.1.5. There is a paucity of prehistoric remains recorded to the southwest of the Site. The Flow Special Landscape Area 

(SLA) (Site 51) lies to the southwest of the Site. The character appraisal for the SLA (Site 51) notes the distinctive 

combination of large areas of peatland, isolated mountains, moorland foothills and patches of open water in this 

area (THC 2011, 34-35).  In terms of the historic landscape the appraisal suggests that the inland waterways in this 

area would have been vital to transport and communication in the prehistoric period, although the main routeways 

would have been the Langwell and Berridale Waters which confluence at Berriedale before emptying into the 

North Sea (THC 2011, 36). The portion of the SLA, within 10km southwest of the Site, was most likely not favoured 

in the prehistoric period, with prehistoric people likely preferring dryland areas closer to more navigable 

waterways to the west of the Site, the River Thurso and to the north, east and south of the Site. 

5.1.6. There are no confirmed prehistoric remains within 1km of the Site, however, the Site is located c. 600m to the 

south of two possible hut circles (Sites 52-53). The Site lies between two Scheduled standing stones (Sites 6 & 26) 

to the east and further prehistoric domestic, defensive and funerary Scheduled Monuments suggest the presence 

of an active prehistoric environment around the River Thurso to the west of the Site. Overall, the presence of these 

heritage assets in the Study Areas suggest that the landscape in which the Site is located was an active prehistoric 

environment and as such there is judged to be a Medium potential for prehistoric remains to survive.  

5.2 Early Historic (AD 500-1066) 

5.2.1. The Site is located within Caithness. The etymology of the place name suggests that it originated out of a tribal 

name, potentially given to the inhabitants of the area by their Pictish neighbours to the south (Nicolaisen 1982, 

76-77). The Norsemen6 are recorded as referring to this part of Scotland as “Katenes” or “headland of the Cats” 

(Nicholaisen 1982, 77). It’s thought that the etymology of Sutherland to the west is indicative of a non-Norse 

 

 

 
6 “Norsemen” here meaning a variety of peoples from Scandinavia which began incursions into the British Isles from the 

8th century AD.  
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population, which suggests some form of activity in the region during the Early Historic period in association with 

the arrival of Norsemen and potentially a discernible division within the population and the landscape during this 

period. The sovereignty of Caithness was disputed between the Norwegian Earldom of Orkney and Scotland 

(Nicolaisen 1982, 75) in the early medieval period which may be further evidence for a differential population.  

5.2.2. Gaelic place names such as “Hacraig” or Halkirk, or those encompassing “-achadh” meaning field are common in 

Caithness, as are Norse place names, those usually enditer “-bster” meaning farm (Nicolaisen 1982, 80-83). This 

indicates Early Historic activity in landscape in which the Site is located. 

5.2.3. No Early Historic remains have been specifically identified within the Study Areas, although the later farms and 

small settlements with the wider area may have had earlier antecedents. As a result of the lack of known or 

confirmed remains of Early Historic date there is judged to be a Low potential for such remains to survive.  

5.3 Medieval (AD 1066-1600)  

5.3.1. Caithness was located within the land belonging to the Earldom of Orkney in the early medieval period and was 

formally transferred to the Scottish crown via the Treaty of Perth in 1266 (Lustig 1979, 35). There are no confirmed 

medieval remains within 1km of the Site, although two post medieval settlements (Sites 44-45) within 1km of the 

Site may have earlier antecedents.  

5.3.2. Within 5km to the north west of the Site lie the Scheduled remains of Dirlot Castle (Site 31), which is located on a 

rock outcrop of the west bank of the River Thurso and is believed to have been constructed in the 15th century AD. 

Dirlot Castle (Site 31) is an example of a small medieval castle of considerable strength. A number of Scottish 

families, notably the Gunns, Mackays and Sutherlands are known to have occupied the Castle before it was 

abandoned around 1660. 

5.3.3. There are four Scheduled medieval, religious buildings within the 10km Study Area to the north of the Site. To the 

northwest are the remains of St Peter’s Chapel (Site 4); and to the NNW of the Site is St Magnus’s Church (Site 5), 

a 15th century church first recorded in a Royal Charter of 1476 which contains the remains of members of Clan 

Gunn. St Magnus’s church (Site 5) was on an important medieval pilgrimage route and the Scheduled area may 

contain evidence of international trade through pilgrimage. The Chapel of Dunn (Site 3) is located NNE of the Site 

and consists of a post medieval chapel built over earlier remains. It’s possible that these earlier remains are 
medieval in date, as religious establishments often reoccupy earlier ecclesiastical or religious sites. Scouthal Burn 

chapel (Site 13) to the northeast of the Site is recorded as being abandoned by 1726 and 13th century ceramics 

have been uncovered near the nave of the chapel which indicates a potential medieval origin for the Scheduled 

Monument (Site 13).  

5.3.4. There are no medieval remains known within 1km of the Site though medieval remains are recorded beyond this 

to the north of the Site. It’s possible that during the medieval period the areas of settlement were located further 

north and much further south along the coast. As such, there is judged to be a Low potential for medieval remains 

to survive.  

5.4 Post medieval (AD 1600-1900) 

5.4.1. Early pre-Ordnance Survey maps of the Site tend to be schematic and lack detail. A map by Gordon dated 1642 

(Not illustrated) suggests that the Site lay in unoccupied land by a northeast, south west oriented feature which 

appears to be a drawing for a road alignment. The feature is annotated “The myre causay”, which indicates the 

wetland nature of the land around the Site and also suggests the early date of the routeway which would become 

the modern A9 to the east of the Site. Blaeu’s map of 1646 (Not illustrated), shows no further information about 

the Site, although two castles or churches are depicted to the south of the Site with no annotations.  

5.4.2. Roy’s Military Map of Scotland (Figure 4) depicts the Site on westwards sloping moorland east of areas of open 

cultivation concentrated either side of a river. The Site is shown to cross a watercourse extending east to 

southwest. Three settlements are recorded to the west of the Site; Achary (Site 44) depicted as five buildings; 

“Achdaiag”; and “Dalmagorg”. The last settlement may be the township of Dalnacher (Site 46) later recorded as a 

farmstead comprised of a number of unroofed buildings. Two further small settlements are depicted by Roy 

around a small stream to the west of the Site.   
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5.4.3. A Parish map dated 1832 (Not illustrated) locates the Site within the northern boundary of the parish of Latheron. 

The Old Statistical Account (OSA) for the parish dates from 1796 (Gun 1796), and states that the parish was once 

split into many different, smaller parishes. The OSA records the route of the A9 which bisects the parish, and that 

the soils of the parish are generally shallow, clayey with grit, gravel and rock inclusions which leaves only small 

parcels of good arable land. Reverend Gun (1796) notes that the appearance of the area is generally poor, 

excepting areas used for pasture and woodland. A record of the population of the parish illustrates a small increase 

in population from 1755 to 1796 of approximately 500 people. 

5.4.4. Thomson’s 1822 map (Figure 5) annotates Tacher, as an L-shaped structure, to the west of the Site. To the east, 

the route of what would become the A9, roughly aligned north to south, is also drawn by Thomson. Whilst this 

map does show a comparatively more settled landscape, the area was still sparsely settled by the early 19th 

century. “Dallucharan” or Dalnacher (Site 46) is annotated to the west, although it appears that the other 

settlements annotated by Roy (Figure 4) had been abandoned. The Category C Listed Causeymire Church (Site 2) 

is annotated as a “Mission Chapel” in 1822 (Figure 5). 

5.4.5. The New Statistical Account (NSA) dated 1845 states that deer were more common prior to the instruction of 

sheep farming. Intensive sheep farming seems to have been limited in 1796 to individual ownership and the 

cheviot owned by John Sinclair. During the late 18th and 19th centuries large areas of Scotland were used for sheep 

farming as landholders commonly believed that the sheep brought increased profits when compared to their 

relatively poor crofting tenants. Sheep farming is recorded as being more common in 1845 which suggests that 

more land was largely occupied by pasture by the mid-19th century (Davidson 1845). An increase in drainage and 

the use of lime for fertiliser is recorded in 1845 which led to an increased amount of available land when compared 

to that of 1796 (Davidson 1845). The population of the parish is recorded as being nearly doubled between 1796 

and 1845 and Reverend Davidson (1845) indicates that this is due to the herring industry. It may also be a result of 

internal migrations when other parts of Scotland were being depopulated for sheep farming. The NSA (Davidson 

1845) records the total fail of the harvest in the area and in the wider Highlands region for three years prior to the 

NSA being written and that although there is an increase in husbandry a large portion of the parish is occupied by 

small tenantries.  

5.4.6. The OS map of 1877 (Figure 6) depicts the Site as crossing unimproved land to the west of a roughly north, south 

aligned road, a precursor to the A9. A drainage channel is depicted as crossing the Site to the south of the proposed 

turbine location and crane pad, and the watercourse crossing the centre of the Site is labelled ‘Allt an Fheòir’. 
Attempts at draining land for reclamation had been recorded in the NSA (Davidson 1845) and it seems that the 

practise continued. Tacher is annotated to the southwest of the Site, surrounded by improved land, and a 

settlement is depicted to the west and annotated Torran (Site 45). The OS map does not record the settlements 

identified by Roy (Sites 44 and 46; Figure 4) within 1km of the Site, which indicates that they had been abandoned 

in the intervening years. A sheepfold depicted to the south of the 1km Study Area may be evidence of the type of 

farming being undertaken at Tacher and why that farm/settlement survived from the early 19th century. 

Causeymire Church (Site 2) to the north of the Site is annotated as ‘Meeting House (Free Church)’. 

5.4.7. One designated heritage asset is within the 1km study area. Approximately 700m to the north of the proposed 

turbine location is the Category C Listed Causeymire Church (Site 2). Causeymire Church (Site 2) is an isolated 

mission church, which formerly served the scattered communities of Causeymire and Achavanich. A datestone 

above the entrance reads ‘Built by superscription Anno Domini 1842’. The building is no longer in ecclesiastical use 
and has been converted into a barn. Causeymire Church (Site 2) is annotated as ‘Meeting House (Free Church) on 
the OS map of 1877 and ‘U.F.C Meeting House’ on the later OS map of 1907, with an old gravel pit labelled directly 
to the south.  

5.4.8. One Category A Listed Building is within the 10km Study Area; Achingale Mill (Site 1) is located c.9.1km northeast 

of the Site. The mill (Site 1) is 19th century in date and is currently disused although the internal fittings are in situ. 

John Hume described the building (Site 1) as “one of the best mills in Caithness”. 

5.4.9. Between 5km and 10km of the Site there are three Scheduled Monuments of post medieval date. Scouthal Burn 

and chapel (Site 13) Scheduled Monument to the northeast of the Site is documented as ruinous in 1726, although 

the area was utilised as a burial place for strangers and unbaptised children. That practise is recorded as being 

abandoned by 1770. Post medieval buildings are also located within the Scheduled area, which suggests some 
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form of re-use of the Site for agricultural purposes, potentially associated with milling. Approximately 9km NNE of 

the Site, are the remains of the Scheduled Chapel of Dun (Site 3), a post medieval chapel built over an earlier burial 

vault and structure. To the ENE of the Site are the Scheduled remains of Achalipster deserted settlement (Site 35). 

The settlement, or settlement in the vicinity of Site 35, may be long-lived, as a late Iron Age souterrain was 

identified during excavations. The Scheduled area (Site 35) largely designates the 19th century stone buildings, 

including a kiln barn and drying structures which are distinctive examples of 19th century farming practises.  

5.4.10. It’s likely the Site was used for small scale crofting activities and for grazing in the post medieval period. There is 

no evidence that the Site was used intensively in the post medieval period, although drainage channels are 

depicted around the Site on historic mapping which reflects 19th century practises of land reclamation in the parish 

of Latheron and in the wider Caithness area. As such there is judged to be a Medium potential for post medieval 

agricultural activities to survive and a Low potential for any other post medieval remains to survive on the Site.  

5.5 Modern (AD post 1900) 

5.5.1. There are no changes recorded within the Site on the OS map of 1907 (Figure 7) when compared to OS map of 

1877 (Figure 6). A number of gravel pits are depicted to the southeast of the Site on the OS map of 1907. 

Causeymire Church (Site 2) is labelled “U.F.C Meeting House”, and an old gravel pit depicted to the south. 

5.5.2. Approximately 950m to the north of the Site is Causeymire war memorial (Site 42), erected in 1992. Located in a 

layby situated to the west of the A9, Causeymire war memorial (Site 42) consists of a low cemented cairn with a 

plaque commemorating the victims of a Flying Fortress crash in the area in 1942. 

5.5.3. No changes are illustrated on the OS map of 1959 (Not illustrated). The OS map published in 1975 (Not illustrated) 

depicts some changes to drainage in the local area, but no changes are shown on the Site itself. As such there is 

judged to be a Low potential for modern remains to survive on the Site.  

5.5.4. The Site is located in a landscape dominated by wind farms. Four wind farms have been constructed to the north 

and east of the Site within the last twenty years, three of which have been operational since 2019. Halsary Wind 

Farm on the eastern side of the A9 became operational in 2021, Bad á Cheò Wind Farm, immediately north of the 

Site became operational in 2019, Causeymire Wind Farm, operational as of 2003 is located north of Bad á Cheò 

Wind Farm and Achlachan Wind Farm to the north became operational in 2019. 

5.6 Walkover Survey 

5.6.1. A walkover survey of the Site was undertaken on the 23rd of March 2022 in bright, sunny conditions. The Site was 

accessed from the A9.  

5.6.2. Access to the proposed turbine would be from an extant gate on the western side of the A9 and the turbine 

infrastructure is proposed to be located extending westward from this gate, on gently westward sloping, 

undulating grassland to the west of the A9, which appears to be utilised as erstwhile pasture. Numerous drainage 

channels were observed across the Site. A total of 54 wind turbines were visible in an arc of visibility from the 

proposed location of Tacher C from west to northeast, and a number of turbine tips were visible further north, 

northwest (Plates 1-2). The land to the west of Tacher C consisted of long grasses and moorland, currently used as 

rough grazing (Plate 2). To the east of Tacher C, the ground rises towards the A9 and continues to rise further to 

the east (Plate 3). Two OHLs, a single wooden pole and a large metal OHL were visible on the eastern side of the 

A9. Two areas of woodland and Tacher Farm were visible to the south of Tacher C (Plate 4). No archaeological 

remains were observed in the area around the turbine location, temporary access track, compound areas and 

surrounding environs.  

5.7 Previous Archaeological Works 

5.7.1. The southern portions of four previous studies (Sites 47-50) associated with windfarms proposed to the north of 

the Site extended to within 1km of the Site. These studies recorded no previously unknown remains within the 

1km Study Area of the Site and generally a Low potential for archaeological remains outside areas of known 

remains.  
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6 DEVELOPMENT IMPACT AND MITIGATION 

6.1 Direct Impacts 

6.1.1. Potential impacts on known or unknown buried archaeological remains which may survive within the Site relate 

to the possibility of disturbing, removing or destroying in situ remains and artefacts during construction related 

ground-breaking works (including excavation, construction and other works) associated with the Proposed 

Development. 

6.1.2. The Site lies in what was an active prehistoric landscape, between two Scheduled standing stones (Sites 6 & 24), 

to the south of two possible hut circles (Sites 52-53) and with the River Thurso and a number of prehistoric 

Scheduled Monuments (Sites 14-19 & 27) to the west. As such there is judged to be a Medium potential for 

prehistoric remains to survive on the Site. There are no Early Historic remains recorded within 10km of the Site, 

although there is place name evidence indicating activity during the period. There is judged to be a Low potential 

for Early Historic remains to survive. Scheduled medieval ecclesiastical assets are recorded within 10k of the Site, 

and post medieval settlements in the vicinity of the Site may have medieval antecedents, however no confirmed 

medieval remains are recorded within 1km of the Site and as such there is judged to be a Low potential for 

medieval remains to survive.  

6.1.3. Historic cartography suggests that the Site has been located in undeveloped, wet land since at least the 17th 

century, and drainage channels may have been cut in the vicinity of the Site during the 19th century for land 

improvements and reclamation. The closest recorded assets to the Site are the ruined remains of Torran farmstead 

(Site 45) c. 350m to the west of the turbine location, and a small township recorded by Roy (1747-52) at Achary 

(Site 44), which is centred c.350m west of the proposed infrastructure for Tacher C. It’s likely that the landscape 

surrounding the Site was used for small scale crofting activities, which would have centred around the settlements 

recorded on historic cartography (Sites 44-46; 54 & 55), and for pasture in the post medieval period. This 

assessment concludes that there is a Medium potential for post medieval agricultural remains to survive within 

the Site. There is judged to be a Low potential for any other post medieval remains to survive.  

6.1.4 There are no changes recorded on the Site during the 20th century and as such there is judged to be a Low potential 

for modern remains to survive.  

6.1.5 Depending on the depth of the archaeological horizon, ground works associated with the Proposed Development 

could be considered to have the potential to highly impact any buried archaeological deposits that may be present 

within the Site. Any remains identified within the footprint of any of the proposed infrastructure or turbine could 

potentially result in a High magnitude impact.  

6.2. Setting Impacts 

6.2.1. Potential impacts upon the setting of heritage assets, and particularly designated heritage assets, is a material 

consideration in the planning process. Settings impacts can be positive as well as adverse. For instance, a proposal 

to re-route a trunk road away from a settlement may reduce the flow of traffic within the historic core, resulting 

in an improvement to the setting of any designated assets which may be located there. With regard to the 

Proposed Development, this assessment considers the potential for settings impacts to result from visual changes 

to setting of heritage assets as a result of the Proposed Development. 

6.2.2. This assessment considers the potential for impacts upon the settings of all designated heritage assets within 5km 

of the Site and the potential for impacts upon the setting of all designated assets deemed to be of Very High or 

High importance within 10km of the Site. Setting impacts are likely to arise during the operational phase of the 

Proposed Development.  

6.2.3. There are no designated assets within the Site boundary. The closest designated asset is the Category C Listed 

Causeymire Church (Site 2) located c. 750m north of the Site. 

6.2.4. A ZTV, based on the Proposed Development being visible from 2m above ground level with a maximum tip height 

of 130m has been produced for this assessment (CleanEarth Energy 2020; Figure 3). Designated assets not within 
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the ZTV have been excluded from further assessment as there will be no intervisibility between these designated 

assets and the Proposed Development (see Table 6). 

6.2.5. Designated assets, which the ZTV suggested may have intervisibility with the Proposed Development were subject 

to Site visits. Where no intervisibility between the designated asset and the Proposed Development was found, 

the designated asset has also been excluded from further assessment (see Table 6).  

Table 6: Assets excluded from further assessment 

 

6.2.6. A summary of the predicted impacts and effects upon the settings of cultural heritage assets by the Proposed 

Development is provided in Table 7. The assessment has been made using the criteria outlined in Tables 2-5. 

 

Site Number Site Name  Status Site Type 

Basis for 

Exclusion from 

Assessment (e.g 

no visibility 

based on ZTV/ no 

visibility based 

on site visit) 

3 Chapel of Dun Scheduled Monument Chapel Out of ZTV 

7 
Achanarras, cairn 800m 

NW of 

Scheduled Monument Cairn Out of ZTV 

8 
Achanarras, cairn 800m 

NW of 

Scheduled Monument Cairn Out of ZTV 

9 Achanarras, hut circle Scheduled Monument Hut circles Out of ZTV 

11 
Nether Banks, broch 

220m NNE of 

Scheduled Monument Broch Out of ZTV 

23 Achkinloch, stone setting 

SW of, Loch Stemster 
Scheduled Monument 

 

Stone setting Out of ZTV 

28 Achies, broch 180m E of Scheduled Monument Broch Out of ZTV 

29 
The Shean, cairn 500m 

WNW of Achanarras 
Scheduled Monument Cairn 

Site visit 

30 Achies, broch 800m NE of Scheduled Monument Broch Out of ZTV 

32 Greysteil Castle Scheduled Monument Broch Site Visit 

36 Achkinloch, chambered 

cairn 755m SW of, Loch 

Stemster 

Scheduled Monument 

 

Cairn 

Out of ZTV 

37 
Green Hill Broch, 40m W 

of Grant Hall 
Scheduled Monument Broch 

Out of ZTV 

38 Grey Cairns of Camster Scheduled Monument Cairns Out of ZTV 

39 

Camster, stone rows 

450m WSW of S end of 

Loch of Camster 

Scheduled Monument Stone Row 

Out of ZTV 

40 
Camster, broch 500m S of 

Lower Camster 
Scheduled Monument Broch 

Site visit 

41 
Lower Camster, broch 

340m E of 
Scheduled Monument Broch 

Out of ZTV 
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             Table 7 –Summary of the Predicted Effects Upon the Settings of Heritage Assets during the operational phase of the Proposed Development 

Site 

No. 

Site Name Status Distance to 

Proposed 

Development 

Other Factors Effecting 

Visibility 

Relative 

Sensitivity 

Magnitude of 

Setting Impact 

Level of Effect  

1 Achingale Mill Category A 

Listed Building 

9km northeast River Wick valley Low Negligible Neutral 

2 Causeymire 

Church 

Category C 

Listed Building 

0.7km south - Medium Low Minor 

4 St Peter’s 

Chapel, Halkirk 

Scheduled 

Monument 

8.94km 

northwest 

Modern forestry 

plantations to west 

Medium Negligible Neutral 

5 St Magnus’s 
Church 

Scheduled 

Monument 

7.7km NNW  Spittal Farm, and 

modern farm buildings 

to the south  

Medium Negligible Neutral 

6 Halsary 

Standing Stones 

Scheduled 

Monument 

1.5km NNE Existing turbines 

(located within Halsary 

Windfarm) 

Medium Low Minor 

10 Strath, cairn & 

hut circles 

1070m S of 

Scheduled 

Monument 

9.08km northeast Modern forestry to 

southwest  

High Negligible Minor 

12 Gallow Hillock, 

cairn on 

Backlass Hill 

Scheduled 

Monument 

7.39m northeast - High Negligible Minor 
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Site 

No. 

Site Name Status Distance to 

Proposed 

Development 

Other Factors Effecting 

Visibility 

Relative 

Sensitivity 

Magnitude of 

Setting Impact 

Level of Effect  

13 Scouthal Burn, 

chapel & The 

Clow 

Scheduled 

Monument 

7.8km northeast River Wick valley Medium Negligible  Neutral 

14   Tulach   an 

Fhuarain, cairn 

310m NW of 

Bridge of 

Westerdale 

Scheduled 

Monument 

6.61km 

northwest 

Tree plantation to 

south, existing turbines 

High  Negligible Minor  

15   Tulach   an 

Fhuarain, cairn 

310m NW of 

Bridge of 

Westerdale 

Scheduled 

Monument 

6.61km 

northwest 

Tree plantation to 

south, existing turbines 

High  Negligible Minor 

16 Cairn Merk, 

broch 800m SSE 

of Bridge of 

Westerdale 

Scheduled 

Monument 

5.7km northwest Existing turbines High  Negligible  Minor 

17 Cnoc Donn, 

broch 600m ESE 

of Dale Farm, 

Halkirk 

Scheduled 

Monument 

 

6.89km 

northwest 

Modern forestry Medium Negligible  Neutral  

18 Dale Farm, 

broch 800m SE 

of 

Scheduled 

Monument 

6.6km northwest - Medium Negligible Neutral 
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Site 

No. 

Site Name Status Distance to 

Proposed 

Development 

Other Factors Effecting 

Visibility 

Relative 

Sensitivity 

Magnitude of 

Setting Impact 

Level of Effect  

19 Ballone, broch 

360m NE of, 

Spittal 

Scheduled 

Monument 

 

5.57km NNW  - High  Negligible Minor 

20 Fairy Hillock, 

chambered 

cairn SE of 

Spittal  Mains 

Scheduled 

Monument 

 

7.13km north - High Negligible  Minor 

21 Knockglass, 

broch E of 

Scheduled 

Monument 

 

6km north - High Negligible Minor  

22 Spittal Farm, 

broch 180m E 

of 

Scheduled 

Monument 

 

6.91 km north  Modern quarry to the 

north and west 

Medium Negligible Neutral 

24 Rangag, 

standing stone 

by Latheron to 

Thurso 

Road,750m N of 

Scheduled 

Monument 

2.34km south - Medium Low Minor 

25 Ballachly, broch 

360m S of 

Stemster 

Scheduled 

Monument 

3.55km southeast Modern forestry 

plantation 

High Negligible  Minor 
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Site 

No. 

Site Name Status Distance to 

Proposed 

Development 

Other Factors Effecting 

Visibility 

Relative 

Sensitivity 

Magnitude of 

Setting Impact 

Level of Effect  

26 Dirlot, stone 

rows 550m SW 

of 

Scheduled 

Monument 

5.33km west Deep valley of River 

Thurso 

High Negligible Minor 

27   Tulach   Mor, 

broch, E bank of 

River Thurso 

Scheduled 

Monument 

3.2km northwest Located within 500m of 

Causeymire Windfarn 

(closest turbine)  

High Negligible Minor 

31 Dirlot Castle Scheduled 

Monument 

5.05km WNW Deep valley of River 

Thurso 

Low Negligible Neutral 

33 Bail A' Chairn, 

broch 

Scheduled 

Monument 

6.85km northeast -  High Negligible Minor 

34 Carn A' Chladha 

broch 

Scheduled 

Monument 

8km northeast - High Negligible Minor 

35 Achalipster, 

deserted 

settlement and 

souterrain 

Scheduled 

Monument 

6.99km ENE - Low Negligible Neutral 
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Neutral 

6.2.7. The remains of Dirlot Castle (Site 31) are located partially on a c.20m high outcrop of rock on the western bank of 

the River Thurso (Plate 6), as well as on a low -lying river terrace of the River Thurso to the east and south of the 

outcrop (Plate 7). The outcrop is located in a deep valley gorge of the River Thurso and as such was defensible on 

all sides. The outcrop was not accessed during a site visit as it was deemed unsafe, however the summit of the 

outcrop was viewed from the west. These views suggest a high level of visibility from the Castle, in all compass 

directions when it was in use. Architectural remains of the Castle (Site 31) were visible to the south of the outcrop 

and may be misleadingly identified as the remains of the Castle without prior knowledge. It is likely that these 

remains tumbled from the outcrop. A family burial ground was found on the upper western bank of the River 

Thurso and is identified as being “unsafe” to access by Highland Council. The ”Sutherland” and “Gunn” surnames  

could be made out from the burial markers and these are names associated with the occupants of Dirlot Castle 

(Site 31-see para 5.3.2). The stone for the burial ground may have been robbed from the Castle (Site 31).  Dirlot  

Castle (Site 31) appears as an intentionally located defensive structure, which, whilst a prominent marker in the 

landscape in the medieval period, was intended as a defensive structure and as such its setting related to the valley 

gorge of the River Thurso. As such the monument is judged to be highly sensitive to changes within its valley 

setting, however its relative sensitivity to changes in the wider landscape is judged to be Low.  

6.2.8. Approximately two turbines of the Bad a’ Cheò Wind Farm were visible along the gorge of the River Thurso (Plate 

8). From the western bank of the River Thurso, over 50 turbines are visible to the south east of Dirlot Castle (Site 

31; Plate 9). The Proposed Development would be located to the south of the extant turbines and would only be 

visible from the low-lying bank of the River Thurso during the winter, when turbine tips may be visible due to the 

reduction in vegetation. However, the vegetation on the eastern side of the River Thurso would most likely screen 

any views from the southern portion of the Scheduled area. The turbines would be visible as additions to the extant 

landscape from the summit of the outcrop, however these would not impede on the defensive setting of Dirlot 

Castle (Site 31) nor impede any understanding of the Castle’s (Site 31) views of the wider landscape. Therefore, 

the magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible. This results in a Neutral effect whereby then Proposed 

Development would be a perceptible change, but this does not affect the value of the asset or the ability of its 

setting to contribute to an understanding and appreciation of it, there would be no adverse impact upon the 

integrity of the asset’s setting.  

6.2.9. Achalipster deserted settlement (Site 35) is located c.7.0km NE of the Proposed Development and is composed of 

two ruinous buildings and their associated agricultural land (Plate 10). The remains of a potential corn drying kiln 

were observed in the western elevation of the western most structure. These remains appear to have undergone 

some form of consolidation or conservation works. The settlement is located on westward sloping land, which 

allows for open views along a roughly north-south orientated shallow valley. To the east, the land rises. The 

deserted settlement (Site 35) is located within a post medieval and modern agricultural landscape, evidenced by 

the presence of ruinous and occupied individual dwellings and a mix of improved and unimproved land. A number 

of single pole, wooden OHLs were identified in the landscape, as were a number of wind turbines to the east, west, 

north, and at least two to the south. Achaplister deserted settlement (Site 35), as a historic agricultural settlement, 

is more sensitive to changes in the immediate locale, which would sever the relationship between the ruinous 

structures and their associated farmland. The deserted settlement (Site 35) is of less sensitivity to changes beyond 

its immediate setting and therefore the relative sensitivity of the asset to changes in the wider landscape is judged 

to be Low. 

6.2.10. The Proposed Development will be located to the northwest of Site 35, in an area already occupied by 54 turbines 

(Plate 11). It’s unlikely that the addition of one turbine would be identifiable, nor would its addition impact on how 

the deserted settlement is viewed or understood at a distance of over 7km within an agricultural landscape. As 

such there is judged to be a Negligible magnitude of impact which results in a Neutral effect. There would be no 

adverse impact upon the integrity of the assets setting. 

6.2.11. Achingale Mill (Site 1) is located in the valley of the River Wick, c. 9.1km northeast of the Site (Plate 49). The Mill 

(Site 1) is a roofed, and weathertight Category A Listed Building with a principle elevation facing north and a 

wooden waterwheel attached to the southern or rear elevation of the extant building. The Mill (Site 1) is judged 

to have a High sensitivity to changes within its river valley setting, which is key to its original positioning and its 



TACHER C, LATHERON, CAITHNESS, HIGHLANDS: HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT  

 

 

 

(c) AOC Archaeology 2022 | 29 | www.aocarchaeology.com   

modern understanding as an old watermill. It is less sensitive to changes outside its valley setting and here judged 

to be of Medium sensitivity beyond the valley and watercourse with which it was and is associated. Due to the 

topographic change southwest of the Mill (Site 11), no extant turbines are visible and it’s unlikely that the Proposed 

Development would be visible from Site 1, although turbine tips may be visible in the distance (Plate 50). This 

would constitute a Negligible magnitude of impact, as the addition of turbine blade tips into a distant view, outside 

the setting of the Mill (Site 1) would not impact on the ability to understand the Listed Building nor its setting. It’s 
highly possible that the Proposed Development would not be seen from the Mill (Site 1). Overall there is judged to 

be Neutral effect on the setting of Achingale Mill (Site 1). 

6.2.12. The Scheduled remains of St Peter’s Chapel (Site 4), composed of overgrown, grassy earthworks and stone remains, 
that have no easily identifiable form, lie on the northern, lower terrace of the Olgrinbeg Burn (Plate 12). To the 

north of the Chapel (Site 4) lies the upper terrace of the Olgrinbeg Burn, and improved grassland occupied by 

grazing cattle. Westward views from the Church (Site 4) are funnelled down the Olgrinbeg Burn towards improved 

grassland, used for pasture in the near distance, longer grassland, grazing land, heather dominated moorland in 

the middle distance and modern forestry plantations in the far distance. Modern forestry is also located on the 

southern side of the Olgrinbeg Burn and as such views southwards have been limited in the modern period. The 

view from the Chapel (Site 4) eastward is also occupied by the eastward arch of modern forestry plantations 

curving south to east and by a mix of improved and unimproved pastureland. The hubs and blades of several 

turbines are currently visible beyond the modern forestry. The Proposed Development would be located SE in the 

arch towards where the existing turbine blades which are visible beyond forestry (Plate 13). 

6.2.13. The Chapel is believed to date to the late medieval and post medieval period and would have, when built, probably 

had views along the Olgrinbeg Burn to agricultural land most likely occupied by small dispersed farmsteads and 

crofts. As an upstanding structure, the Chapel (Site 4) may have been visible from the slightly topographically 

higher land, outside the Olgrinbeg Burn to the north and south, also most likely occupied by small dispersed 

farmsteads and crofts; although the size and nature of the Chapel’s (Site 4) original form is unknown. Churches 

and chapels in remote areas were often spiritual, communal and social hubs in the post medieval period, especially 

in rural areas and as such the prominent position of the church would have reminded persons in the area not only 

of their religious duties but of their wider community. St Peter’s Chapel (Site 4) seems to have been built in a burn 
valley, with open views westward and as such does not occupy a high, prominent location. However, when viewed 

from the west looking eastward, the Chapel (Site 4) would have occupied land at the head of a localised burn valley 

and as such may have stood out and been a prominent local landmark. As such St Peter’s Chapel (Site 4) has been 
judged to be of Medium relative sensitivity. The Proposed Development would be located to the SE of the St Peter’s 
Chapel (Site 4) behind modern forestry in an area already occupied by turbines hubs and blade tips (Plate 13). It is 

unlikely that an observer would note the difference between the extant and proposed view to the SE if additional 

turbine blades were discernible above the modern forestry and therefore there is judged to be a Negligible 

magnitude of impact. Overall, there is considered to be a Neutral level of effect. There would be no adverse impact 

upon the integrity of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.14. The remains of St Mary’s Chapel, associated graveyard and a farmstead and possible mill are Scheduled as Site 13, 
Scouthal Burn, 7.8km to the northeast of the Proposed Development and are composed of turf, overgrown 

earthworks with no recognisable architectural form (Plate 14). Site 13, is located on the eastern side of the River 

Wick, south of the Category A Listed Achingale Mill, in a prominent, but relatively narrow river valley. The chapel 

(Site 13) was ruinous prior to 1726, although the graveyard was still in use for strangers and the unbaptised. The 

graveyard appears to have been out of use by 1770. As previously mentioned, Church’s where often located to be 
prominent local landmarks. This chapel (Site 13) appears to have been intentionally located with limited visibility.  

This may be the reason why in its later years the burial ground was used for the burial of “unfortunates”, which 
society would not have wished to be viewed by the wider population. The farmstead and mill within the Scheduled 

area (Site 13) have been found to be of 18th and 19th century date. These features were not easily identifiable as 

structures different from the chapel, although modern concrete structures in the water suggest that water 

management along the River Wick has continued even if the post medieval mill at Site 13 has gone out of use.    

6.2.15. The earthworks within Site 13 are not easily comprehended on the ground and require prior knowledge to be 

understood. The chapel and settlement within Site 13 were both intentionally located in a river valley with limited 
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wider visibility. As such Site 13 is judged to have a Medium relative sensitivity to changes to its setting. The 

Proposed Development may be visible as blade tips beyond the valley setting of Site 13 (Plate 15). The Proposed 

Development would result in a Negligible magnitude of impact as it would not impact on the ability to understand 

the Scheduled Monument’s (Site 13) setting nor impact on any sightlines from the monument (Site 13). The 
resulting level of effect would be Neutral and there would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the asset’s 
setting.  

6.2.16. St Magnus’ Church and burial ground (Site 5) is a Scheduled Church to the north of the Site which dates to the 
medieval period, which has similarities to St Peter’s chapel (Site 4). The Church was originally attached to a hospital 

and is recorded in a Royal charter in 1476. A burial ground associated with Clan Gunn is also located within the 

Scheduled area (Site 5). Both the hospital and church are recorded as being demolished in the 19 th century, 

although the wall and gable ends of the chapel, composed of slate, are still upstanding within fallow land, 

surrounded by agricultural fields, and a farm track is located to the east of the monument which provides access 

(Plate 16). In the wider environment, the A9 is located to the east, beyond improved agricultural fields, to the 

north are further agricultural fields, large industrial buildings, large metal OHL towers and modern forestry 

plantations, and to the west are further agricultural fields, a modern, metal OHL and modern forestry plantations. 

The view south from Site 5 is dominated by Spittal Farm and its associated post medieval and modern buildings 

(Plate 17). Further southwards, metal OHLs and wind turbines are visible.  

6.2.17. As the Church’s (Site 5) original setting was intrinsically linked to the hospital, that building’s demolition in the 19th 

century has severed the original relationship which is not understandable in its modern environment. Further large 

modern structures in the landscape and forestry plantations have severed any wider views associated with the 

Church and hospital (Site 5) and therefore the original wider setting of Site 5 is not legible. As such, the Church 

(Site 5) has been judged to have a Medium relative sensitivity to changes to its setting as the original relationships 

and setting of the asset has materially changed such hat that relationship cannot be fully determined without prior 

knowledge. The Proposed Development would be located south of Site 5 and would be located in the distance 

behind the modern sheds associated with Spittal Farm, in an area already occupied by four windfarms (Plate 17). 

The addition of one turbine to the south of the existing windfarms may not be appreciable from Site 5 following 

construction as they would appear to be located in the larger windfarm located to the south of the monument. As 

such the Proposed Development constitutes a Negligible magnitude of impact and overall, there is judged to be a 

Neutral effect on the setting of St Magnus’ Church (Site 5). There would be no adverse impact upon the integrity 

of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.18. Cnoc Donn broch (Site 17), located 7km northwest of the Proposed Development is also located within 325m of 

another Scheduled broch, known as Dale Farm broch (Site 18). The broch (Site 17) survives as a turf covered 

earthwork and is presently surrounded to the north, east and south by modern forestry plantations which have 

severed the sightline between Cnoc Donn (Site 17) and Dale Farm Broch (Site 18) to the south east. Views from 

the broch southwards are occupied by southward sloping grassland, surrounded by modern forestry plantations. 

The broch is not visible outwith the modern forestry in which is its located and is only observable from a distance 

from the west and southwest. It is difficult to understand the historic setting of the broch when in its present 

surrounding, however historically Site 17 may have had intervisibility to the south towards two cairns (Sites 14 & 

15), to two brochs along the River Thurso (Sites 16 & 27), as well as potential intervisibility with Ballone broch (Site 

19) to the south east and Fairy Hillock chambered cairn (Site 20); Knockglass broch (Site 21); and Spittal Farm broch 

(Site 22) to the east and formed part of a prehistoric landscape, which may or may not have been contemporary. 

As such, the setting of the broch (Site 17) could be said to be moderately compromised by modern intrusion and 

that its overtly intended relationship with Site 18 has also been compromised.  As such, the Cnoc Donn (Site 17) is 

judged to be of Medium relative sensitivity to changes to its setting.   

6.2.19. A number of turbines, comprising turbine tips, hubs and full turbines, are visible above and between the forestry 

to the south of the Cnoc Donn (Site 17; Plate 18). The Proposed Development would be located south of these 

extant turbines and, when operational, would be indistinguishable from the existing wind farms and turbine array. 

As such the magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible and the overall effect is considered to be Neutral. There 

would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the asset’s settings.  

6.2.20. To the south of Cnoc Donn broch, lies the Scheduled Dale Farm Broch (Site 18), which survives as an overgrown 
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structural feature, with encircling ditch and bank (Plate 19). The broch (Site 18) lies in the north east corner of an 

open, grassed area which extends south to the B870, which is enclosed to the north, east and west by modern 

forestry. To the south a large, southward extending wind farm is visible. Although this area is actually occupied by 

three windfarms, they are not recognisable as being separate but rather present as a single array of turbines. The 

historic setting of Dale Farm broch (Site 18) would have been similar to Cnoc Donn (Site 17), as described above 

(para 6.2.18) and it’s likely that the broch would have formed part of a prehistoric landscape. Due to the 

encirclement of the broch (Site 18) by modern forestry, the loss of intervisibility with near and closely dated 

prehistoric assets (Sites 14-26, 17, 19-22 & 27), and the difficulty in understanding the historic setting of the 

monument in its current setting,  Dale Farm broch (Site 18) is judged to be of Medium relative sensitivity to changes 

to its setting. 

6.2.21. The Proposed Development would be located south of the existing turbine field, south of the broch (Site 18; Plate 

20). It’s likely when the Proposed Development turbine is operational that it would be indistinguishable from the 
current turbine field and would not constitute any material change to current setting. As such there is judged to 

be a Negligible magnitude of impact. Overall, there is judged to be a Neutral effect. There would be no adverse 

impact upon the integrity of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.22. Spittal Farm broch (Site 22) survives as a low grassy mound in grassland. A modern quarry is located within 20m of 

the Scheduled Monument to the south and west and the quarry’s bunds dominate the landscape immediately 
around the broch (Site 22; Plate 21). The landscape to the northwest, north and east of Site 22 is occupied by 

relatively flat agricultural land. Brochs, as defensive and domestic structures, were designed to be visible in the 

wider landscape and the broch’s current north and eastern outward view suggests that it was a prominent building 
when constructed. Further, Knockglass broch (Site 21) is located due south of Spittal Farm broch (Site 21) and it’s 
likely that these broch’s may have been intended to be visible from one another. However, the quarry is a 
dominant feature in the landscape and prevents the broch’s remains being seen from any great distance from the 
south and west and intervenes in the potentially intended view to Knockglass broch (Site 21; Plate 21).  As such, 

Spittal Farm broch (Site 22) is judged to be of Medium sensitivity to changes to its setting.  

6.2.23. Turbines are visible beyond the quarry in the distance, to the south of Spittal Farm broch (Site 22). The Proposed 

Development would add one turbine to the south of the extant turbines and the new turbine is unlikely to be 

distinguishable from the existing turbines when operational. As such there is judged to be a Negligible magnitude 

of impact and therefore a Neutral level of effect. There would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the 

asset’s setting. 

Minor 

6.2.24. Halsary standing stones (Site 6) consists of two standing stones on the eastern side of the A9 c. 1.5km north of the 

Site. The southernmost stone is a grey schistose slab split vertically into three portions and stands 1.4m high (Plate 

22). The northern stone stands c. 0.6m high and both stones are within scheduled areas measuring 10m in 

diameter, previously located in clearings within an area of forestry plantation. Following the construction of 

Halsary Wind Farm in 2021, the plantation was felled, and open views are visible from the standing stones (Site 6) 

in all directions, except to the east, where the ground rises sharply. An OHL is located within close proximity to the 

standing stones (Site 6) and the monument is located within a landscape dominated by 54 wind turbines, visible 

as a continuous arc of visibility, extending E-SSW (Plates 22-23) including turbines and turbine tips. A large metal 

OHL extends along the A9 to the west of Site 6 (Plate 21). The standing stone lies within a setting with a fairly 

modern character and given it is difficult to understand which elements of its setting contributed to its siting, and 

therefore its current setting can only be said to contribute moderately to and understanding and appreciation of 

the monument and its significance, which could be considered to lie largely within its intrinsic characteristics. 

Halsary standing stones (Site 6) has, therefore, been judged to have a Medium relative sensitivity to change. The 

Proposed Development would be located south of three windfarms, and to the west of Halsary Wind Farm which 

appear in the landscape as one large windfarm. The addition of one, similarly sized wind turbine to the south of 

the monument (Site 6), would not alter the view to the south. As such there would be a Low magnitude of impact 

resulting in a Minor level of effect on the setting of Halsary standing stones (Site 6). There would not be an adverse 

impact upon the integrity of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.25. Rangag Standing Stone (Site 24) is located on a flat plateau, on gradually rising land on the eastern side of the A9, 
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c. 3.5km south of the Site (Plate 24). The standing stone’s immediate environment is currently dominated by 

Rangag farm buildings which are largely composed of ruinous stone buildings but also include modern sheds, to 

the south of the standing stone (Site 24). The area to the north, east and west is occupied by long grasslands, used 

for pastureland. In the wider area, the A9 is located to the west and the land further west is occupied by 

unimproved grassland which slopes gently down to a burn, beyond which is moorland. Two OHLs are located in 

close proximity to the standing stone (Site 24). To the north are further grasslands terminated by modern forestry 

plantation and wind turbines are visible to the northwest, with further turbine tips visible further north (Plate 25). 

Modern forestry is also visible to the east of the standing stone (Site 24). 

6.2.26. Standing stones are often thought of as markers, and as such would have been sited to be visible and potentially 

prominent in the landscape. It’s likely that the standing stones east of the A9 (Site 6 & 24) marked a routeway or 
areas of interest in the wider landscape, however modern developments have partially severed this relationship 

and any such routeway or area of interest is not overtly obvious. In earlier periods, Rangag standing stone (Site 24) 

may have been intervisible with the two standing stones at Halsary (Site 6) also located on the eastern side of the 

A9 to the north. Further, Site 24 would have been designed to be viewed from north, west and south, although 

due to the location of Rangag farm buildings, the standing stone (Site 24) cannot currently be seen on approach 

from the south.  Further, whilst the standing stone (Site 24) could be identified from the northwest, it appeared 

dwarfed by the Rangag modern farm buildings and an OHL. Overall, the intended prominence and visibility of the 

asset (Site 24) has largely been lost. As such Rangag Standing Stone (Site 24) has been judged to have a Medium 

relative sensitivity to change. The Proposed Development would be located south of three windfarms, which 

appear as one large windfarm. The addition of one, similarly sized wind turbine would not alter the view to the 

northwest, as it would appear to be part of the larger windfarm. As such there would be a Low magnitude of impact 

resulting in a Minor level of effect on the setting of Rangag standing stone (Site 24). There would be no adverse 

impact upon the integrity of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.27. Dirlot Stone Rows (Site 26) are Scheduled as a square area of land east of the River Thurso. The Scheduled Area 

occupies an area of high moorland, in a relatively flat landscape, with far views in all compass directions, however 

the stone rows (Site 26) within the Scheduled area could not be identified during the site visit and appear to be 

heavily overgrown (Plate 26). The stone rows (Site 26) are potentially of Bronze Age date and are recorded as being 

composed of thirteen or fourteen rows of small upright stones radiating slightly to the ESE. The stone rows (Site 

26) topographical prominence, within a relatively flat landscape suggest that they were either designed to be seen 

or designed to direct views, and potentially designed to be seen from or direct views towards other Bronze Age 

features and as such they are judged to be of relatively High sensitivity to changes to their settings.  

6.2.28. To the southeast of Site 26, the four existing windfarms surrounding the Site are visible (Plate 27). The windfarms 

appear in one arc of visibility to the southeast of Site 26, and the Proposed Development would not change or 

extend this arc. When the Proposed Development is operational, it would most likely appear as a southern turbine 

associated with the Bad a’ Cheò Wind Farm. As such, the magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible, and the 

resulting level of effect is judged to be Minor. There would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the asset’s 
setting.  

6.2.29. Strath, cairn and hut circles (Site 10) are located 9.km northeast of the Site in an improved field to the east of the 

C1029, a minor single-track road. The Scheduled Monument is visible as a low stony, overgrown cairn and visible 

hut circles in a square area. The cairn is a funerary monument and would have been built with the intention of 

being seen, not only in the near landscape but in the wider environment. The land to the west of Site 10 rises to a 

ridgeline, though there are open views across a large, shallow valley to the north, east and south. This landscape, 

now occupied by dispersed farmsteads, patches of improved land, grassland and moorland is most likely largely 

unchanged from the prehistoric land use. Patches of modern forestry are located to the southwest, south and 

north of Site 10 and turbines belonging to Badlipster windfarm are visible to the west.  

6.2.30. The cairn may have been a visible and prominent feature in the landscape. It is unclear whether the hut circles 

within the Scheduled Monument (Site 10) are contemporary to the cairn, although these assets are domestic in 

nature and whilst prominent views may not have been a priority for the hut circles to be seen from afar, the 

landscape on which the hut circles are located would have provided the hut circles with open views potentially 

across their agricultural land and wider environment. As a result of the inclusion of the cairn within the Scheduled 
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area, Site 10 is judged to be of High sensitivity to changes to its setting.  

6.2.31. The Proposed Development would be located to the southwest of the asset, behind an area of modern forestry 

(Plate 28). No extant turbines from the existing windfarms to the southwest are visible from Site 10 and its possible 

that this area of forestry shields direct views of the existing windfarms. As such, there is a possibility that the 

Proposed Development would not be visible from Site 10, or the tips of the turbine blades may extend beyond the 

tree line. This would result in a Negligible magnitude of impact as the change would, largely, not be appreciable 

and it would not detract from the ability to understand the setting of Site 10. Overall, there is judged to be a Minor 

level of effect. There would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.32. Gallow Hillock Cairn (Site 12) is located 8km northeast of the Proposed Development and is currently overgrown 

with mature gorse. The cairn (Site 12) occupies the summit of a ridge of land, Backglass Hill and has views to all 

four compass points. When constructed, the cairn would have been a prominent feature in the wider landscape, 

which is appreciable in its modern context, however, the cairn appears degraded and is overgrown. As previously 

noted, cairns were often placed as visible markers and its obvious from the cairn’s location that its visibility was an 

intended feature. As such it is judged to be of High sensitivity to changes to its setting.  

6.2.33. To the north and east of Site 12 lies a cottage, beyond which mixed agricultural land is located and to the south 

and west are a small number of residential developments and the B870, a minor road, beyond which is agricultural 

land. The four existing wind farms surrounding the Site are visible southwest of the cairn. The Proposed 

Development would be located south of these existing turbines (Plate 29). As such, the Proposed Development is 

likely to be viewed together with the existing turbines and be legible as part of a large windfarm to the southwest. 

It is unlikely that any observer, without prior knowledge, would be able to differentiate between the existing four 

wind farms and the Proposed Development. Site 12’s historic setting is still legible with modern intrusions within 

the landscape. As such, the Proposed Development would constitute a Negligible magnitude of impact, and this is 

judged to result in a Minor level effect on Site 12.  There would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the 

asset’s setting. 

6.2.34. Tulach  an Fhuarain cairn (Site 14) and Tulach Lochain cairn (Site 15) are a pair of a high grassy mounded earthworks 

located on the western bank of the River Thurso, within 70m of one another (Plate 30). Cairns are often designed 

to be viewed as prominent markers in the landscape and the pair of cairns (Sites 14 & 15) would have been 

prominent mounds on the banks of the River Thurso. Sites 14 and 15 are presently located in improved agricultural 

land. To the south, the land is occupied by unimproved grasslands, with ruinous croft buildings and turbines visible. 

To the north are residential dwellings around the B870, at Westerdale village, a minor road which crosses the River 

Thurso via a stone-built bridge. The views northwards are open and take in mixed agricultural land with areas of 

modern forestry plantation. A small tree planation is located southeast of the cairns (Site 14 & 15) and partially 

screens views of the existing turbines to the south. A larger modern forestry plantation is located further to the 

east. 

6.2.35. Two brochs, also located on the banks of the River Thurso, are located to the south of Sites 14 and 15; Cairn Merk 

(Site 16) and Tulach Mor (Site 26). Prior to the presence of modern buildings and tree plantation to the south, it is 

highly likely that the cairns would have been intervisible with the brochs (Sites 16 & 26) to the south. The River 

Thurso appears to have acted as a focus for these prehistoric features. Further, prior to the planting of modern 

forestry, Sites 14 and 15 may have been intervisible with two brochs to the northeast; Cnoc Donn (Site 17) and 

Dale Farm Broch (Site 18), as well as Ballone broch (Site 19) to the east. Thereby, the cairns were potentially one 

element of a prehistoric landscape, which included brochs and settlements and can currently be understood as an 

area of prolonged prehistoric activity. As such, the cairns (Sites 14 and 15) are judged to be of High relative 

sensitivity to changes to their settings, given their prominent position on the banks of the River Thurso and their 

relationship with a group of prehistoric monuments.  

6.2.36. The Proposed Development would be visible from Sites 14 and 15 amongst the existing wind farms on the eastern 

side of the River Thurso (Plate 31). It’s unlikely that the addition of one turbine in an area already dominated by 

turbines would be distinguishable change in the view to the south. The turbine does not diminish or alter the 

recognisable intervisibility between Sites 14 and 15 and the brochs (Sites 16 & 27) to the south. Also, due to the 

location of an area of trees to the south, the turbines are in part screened and as such the Proposed Development 

is unlikely to be visible as a major addition to the existing built environment. The magnitude of impact is judged to 
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be Negligible. The level of effect on Tulach an Fhuarain cairn (Site 14) and Tulach Lochain cairn (Site 15) is judged 

to be Minor. There would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the assets’ settings. 

6.2.37. Cairn Merk (Site 16) is a Scheduled broch located 5.7km northwest of the Site on the eastern banks of the River 

Thurso. Approximately 1km southeast of Site 16 lie two Scheduled cairns centred at Sites 14 and 15, and the 

Scheduled broch known as Tulach Mor (Site 27) is c. 2km southeast of Site 16. Cairn Merk (Site 16) was found to 

be largely covered by turf, although the form of the broch was easily recognisable, as was the east facing entrance 

(Plate 32).  An internal wall passage was visible as surviving in the broch’s walls where they were free of grass. A 

ditch and bank were visible around the perimeter of the broch (Site 16). Whilst evidence for reuse of the broch 

(Site 16) was limited, it is possible that a low wall on the eastern bank of the broch’s perimeter had been rebuilt 
and that the entrance had been altered or reworked. The River Thurso is located along the broch’s (Site 16) western 

side. Evidence of historic water management, potentially related to a non-designated mill further north at 

Westerdale, was observed within the River Thurso to the west of Site 16. Views westward are dominated by 

moorland. Westerdale village is located to the north, and although the view to the cairns (Sites 14 and 15) is 

interrupted by a single wooden pole OHL, both cairns are visible from the broch (Site 16). Northern views are 

limited by the built environment at Westerdale and small plantations of trees, though partial views of the northern 

landscape are dominated by agricultural land. The land to the east, mainly moorland and grassland occupied by 

some ruinous buildings suggesting the presence of historic crofts, rises to the A9, and the view eastward is 

dominated by existing wind farms (Plate 33). The wide valley of the River Thurso, occupied by moorland and 

grassland, is visible to the south of Site 16 and  Tulach  Mor broch (Site 27) is visible to the south.  

6.2.38. Cairn Merk (Site 16) is a feature which is still visible in the wider landscape, especially when looking northeast from 

the southwest, and when the broch was at full height would have been a dominant feature in the landscape, along 

with the broch at Tulach Mor (Site 27) to the south. The land use in the area around Site 16 is unlikely to have 

changed dramatically since the prehistoric period and it is likely the area was occupied by dispersed farming 

settlements. The presence of earlier prehistoric remains along the River Thurso, including the cairns (Sites 14 & 

15), may have influenced the siting of the later prehistoric features, for example, the brochs (Site 16 and 27). It is 

also possible that the brochs to the northeast; Cnoc Donn (Site 17); Dale Farm (Site 18) and Ballone (Site 19) were 

intervisible in the prehistoric period, although modern tree plantations now block direct sightlines between these 

brochs (Site 17-19) and Cairn Merk (Site 16).  Brochs were defensive and domestic structures designed to be visible 

in the landscape. Cairn Merk (Site 16) potentially appears to be part of a wider landscape with intervisibility 

between a number of brochs and cairns, and as such, Site 16 has been judged to be of High relative sensitivity to 

changes to its setting.  

6.2.39. The Proposed Development would not impact on the sightline between Cairn Merk (Site 16) and Tulach Mor (Site 

27), as shown by Plate 33; the proposed turbine is located to the east, whilst Tulach Mor (Site 27) is located to the 

south, in an area in which there are presently no turbines. The Proposed Development would not impact the key 

relationship between Cairn Merk (Site 16) and the River Thurso and the topographically level land to the west. The 

Proposed Development, the erection of a turbine to the south of Causeymire and Bad a’ Cheò Wind Farms to the 

southeast of Site 16, would most likely result in an indistinguishable addition to what already appears to be one 

wind farm. As such, the magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible. The level of effect is therefore Minor. There 

would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the asset’s setting.  

6.2.40. Approximately 5.5km NNW of the Site, on the southern side of B870 are the remains of Ballone broch (Site 19). 

The southwestern area of the broch (Site 19) survives to at least 2m in height, although the northeastern side has 

been heavily robbed (Plate 34). The broch (Site 19) is located in a field of improved pasture, with a farm track and 

orchard located to the east, and the B870, grass field and modern forestry located to the north. Views south and 

westward are over land which eventually slopes down to the River Thurso. To the south, the four wind farms 

surrounding the Site are visible (Plate 35). Modern forestry is also located to the west.   

6.2.41. Scheduled Monuments to the north, east or west (Sites 14-18; 19-22 & 27) of the broch (Site 19) are not easily 

identifiable, although in prehistory they may have been intervisible; the brochs and cairns to the northwest and 

west (Sites 14 & 15, 17 & 18) are located in and beyond forestry. Cairn Merk (Site 16) may have been identifiable 

in the landscape to the southeast when at its full height, although it could not be identified from its current 

Scheduled remains. Similarly, it is possible that when Tulach Mor (Site 27) was at its full height it may have been 
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an identifiable landmark to the southwest, and although several turbines are located between the two brochs (Site 

19 & 27) the relationship between the two is recognisable in plan at least. To the northeast, Fairy Hillock 

chambered cairn (Site 20), which is located on a southwest slope, may have been intervisible with the broch (Site 

19), although neither monument was identifiable from the other due to intervening patches of trees. Ballone broch 

(Site 19), a structure designed to be defensive and domestic, would have been designed to be seen in the landscape 

and can be understood as one element of a prehistoric landscape and therefore the broch (Site 19) is judged to be 

of High relative sensitivity to changes to its setting.  

6.2.42. The Proposed Development would be located south of the existing turbines in the landscape, which appear from 

Ballone broch (Site 19) as one large wind farm. As such they are unlikely to be distinguishable from the existing 

turbines once operational and the addition of one turbine to what appears to be a larger turbine field would be a 

Negligible magnitude of impact. The resulting level of effect is therefore considered to be Minor. There would be 

no adverse impact upon the integrity of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.43. Knockglass broch (Site 21) is located c. 6km north of the Proposed Development and is in pasture, to the east of 

Knockglass Farm (Plate 36). The broch survives as an overgrown, high stoney mound. No evidence of a ditch around 

the broch was visible nor were any obvious architectural features. The broch (Site 21) is, and was designed to be, 

a prominent feature in a relatively flat landscape, which is currently occupied by agricultural fields and dispersed 

settlements. This present setting of the broch (Site 21) is most likely not too dissimilar from the prehistoric 

landscape. There are a few modern intrusions into the landscape, one being the modern quarry to the north, 

another being wooden, single pole OHLs and wind turbines to the south. The quarry blocks any intended or 

circumstantial intervisibility between Knockglass (Site 21) and Spittal Farm broch (Site 22). The broch is 

understandable as a prominent feature in its present and historic setting and as such is judged to be of High 

relatively sensitivity to changes to its setting. 

6.2.44. To the south, a number of turbines are visible behind and beside modern forestry (Plate 37). The Proposed 

Development would add one further turbine, to the south of the extant collection. It’s unlikely that the additional 

turbine would be readily identifiable as additional to the turbines already present within the landscape and as such 

there is judged to be a Negligible magnitude of impact. Overall, there would be a Minor level effect. There would 

be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.45. As previously noted, Fairy Hillock chambered cairn (Site 20) is located on south westward sloping land within a 

field of improved pasture (Plate 38). The chambered cairn is visible as an overgrown, stony feature with a potential 

chamber visible at the summit of the mound. The cairn is recorded as being aligned ENE-WSW.  The land rises to 

the east to the A9 and agricultural buildings and a residential dwelling are visible from the cairn (Site 20). To the 

north are trees associated with the landscaping of Spittal Farm, which lies further north. Views west from the 

chambered cairn are across a shallow U-shaped valley occupied by agricultural land and crossed by three, north-

south aligned OHLs. Further west is a large expanse of modern forestry. Views southward include shrubland and 

moorland, enclosed by stone walls, partial visibility of the built environment of Spittal village and patches of 

forestry. A number of OHLs are visible in the far distance, as are a number of turbines which appear to be located 

in moorland. The chambered cairn’s location near the summit, of a U-shaped valley suggests that it was designed 

to be visible from a distance, from the west and south particularly. Historically, the chambered cairn (Site 20) is 

likely to have been intervisible with at least one broch, Ballone broch (Site 19) to the southwest, and the alignment 

of the broch further supports some form of relationship. It is also likely that prior to the planting of trees to the 

west, the chambered cairn (Site 20) may have been intervisible with two brochs to the west, Cnoc Donn (Site 17) 

and Dale Farm broch (Site 18). As such, the chambered cairn potentially formed part of an interlinked prehistoric 

landscape. Therefore, the Fairy Hillock (Site 20) is judged to be of High relativity sensitivity to changes to its setting. 

6.2.46.  The Proposed Development would be located to the south of the existing turbines visible from Fairy Hillock (Site 

20) and would likely be indistinguishable from the extant turbines (Plate 40). As such the Proposed Development 

would result in a Negligible magnitude of impact  and a Minor level effect. There would be no adverse impact upon 

the integrity of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.47. Ballachy broch (Site 25) was found to be a turf covered mound of stone encircled by a shallow and degraded ditch 

located in an agricultural, improved field, south of what appeared to be a deserted farm at Ballachy (Plate 40). The 

land southeast rises to a ridgeline, behind which a met mast was visible. Views northwest are channelled along a 
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U-shaped valley orientated southeast, northwest. The broch (Site 25) appears to be located in a post medieval and 

modern agricultural landscape. The four existing wind farms surrounding the Site are visible to the northwest of 

the broch (Site 25); the turbines further south are partially blocked by a patch of modern forestry, east of the A9 

(Plate 41).  

6.2.48. The northwest views from the broch (Site 25) indicate that at one point, when both brochs were upstanding, 

Ballachy broch (Site 25) may have been intervisible with Tulach Mor broch (Site 27) to the west of the turbines, on 

the banks of the River Thurso over 7km north west. This intervisibility may have been lost over time as both brochs 

degraded, especially since Tulach Mor (Site 27) is located on a westward slope on the banks of the River Thurso. 

Achkinloch stone setting (Site 23) and chambered cairn (Site 36) are located c.2.5km SSE of Ballachy (Site 25). 

Whilst both of these monuments most likely predate the potentially Iron Age broch (Site 25), they represent the 

reuse or continual use of the wider landscape throughout the prehistoric period. The broch, as a monument 

designed to be visible in the landscape is judged to be of High relative sensitivity to changes to its setting.  

6.2.49. The Proposed Development, located 3.6km northwest of the broch (Site 25) would appear as one additional 

turbine to the south of what appears to be a large turbine field. As such, once operational, the additional turbine 

is unlikely to be identifiable as a separate wind turbine development, and the magnitude of impact is considered 

to be Negligible. The level of effect would be Minor. There would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the 

asset’s setting.  

6.2.50. Within 5km of the Site, on the eastern banks of the River Thurso lie the remains of Tulach Mor broch (Site 27; Plate 

42). The broch (Site 27) appears to have been robbed for stone, although an inner chamber appears to survive 

beneath the turf overgrowth and the broch survives to a good height. The land to the east of the broch (Site 27) 

gently rises and Causeymire Wind Farm, composed of 21 turbines, is located within 500m. Further turbines are 

visible to the northeast, east, and southeast. From the broch (Site 27), there are expansive views north, east and 

south largely across mixed agricultural land and moorland with modern forestry plantations visible to the north, 

and views to the village of Westerdale to the northwest. A number of ruinous buildings are visible to the east, 

suggestive of a once populated landscape. It is possible that the landscape around the broch is largely unchanged 

from prehistory, being occupied by dispersed settlements and agricultural land. Cairn Merk (Site 16) is located 

2.225km north west of Tulach Mor (Site 27) and its possible that the brochs (Site 16 & 27) were intervisible when 

constructed and/or in use. The remains of Tulach Mor broch (Site 27) were identifiable from Cairn Merk (Site 16), 

although it was difficult to locate the remains of Cairn Merk from Tulach Mor (Site 27), though this may have been 

due to weather conditions during the site visits. A number of prehistoric features have been identified along the 

River Thurso, two Scheduled cairns (Sites 14 & 15) and three Scheduled brochs (Sites 17-19) to the north, and it is 

possible that these were visible from or known to Tulach Mor when it was in use.  Tulach Mor broch (Site 27) 

appears to have been positioned in reference to the River Thurso, as well as to act as a landmark in the wider 

landscape, especially when viewed from the west, looking eastward. As such, the broch (Site 27) is judged to be of 

High relative sensitivity to changes to its setting. 

6.2.51. The Proposed Development would be positioned c. 3km southeast of Site 27, to the south of existing wind turbines, 

which dominate the eastern outlook from the broch (Site 27). However, the broch’s (Site 27) locale and its 

importance in the wider landscape is still understandable, even when viewed from the west where turbines appear 

to back drop the monument. Rising ground to the east suggests that the broch was not designed with an overtly 

intended eastern outlook. The Proposed Development, when operational, would not be clearly distinguishable 

from the extant wind turbines. As such, the magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible. This results in a Minor 

level of effect. There would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the asset’s setting.  

6.2.52. Approximately 7km northeast of the Site are the heavily overgrown remains of Bail A Chain broch (Site 33; Plate 

43). The broch (Site 33) survives as a mounded earthwork with no obvious stone inclusions within agricultural land. 

A building, which appears to have been  in use in the recent past is located to the east, along with a single wooden 

pole OHL. The broch (Site 33) has views in all compass directions across what is understandable as a post medieval 

and modern agricultural landscape. Badlipster Wind Farm is visible to the southeast of the broch (Site 33) and 

appears relatively closer than a collection of turbines to the southwest. The broch (Site 33) appears to have been 

sited to be a prominent landmark and as such is judged to have a High relative sensitivity to changes to its setting.  

6.2.53. Turbines are visible in the distance to the southwest. The Proposed Development would be located to the south 
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of the extant turbines and it’s unlikely that, when operational, the turbine would be visible as an independent, 

intrusive feature (Plate 44). It is more likely that it would be seen as part of the existing turbine field. As such, the 

magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible and that the resulting level of effect would be Minor. There would 

be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.54. Approximately 8km to the northeast of the Site are the remains of Carn A’ Chladha broch (Site 34; Plate 45). The 

broch is visible as a grass-covered stony mound on an elevated strip of rising land approximately 100m west of 

Scouthal Burn with views in all directions across a post-medieval and modern agricultural landscape. Forestry 

plantations are visible to the west and northwest and a wooden pole OHL extends across the field near the base 

of the broch slope. The landscape rises towards the Site to the southwest where approximately 26 turbine tips are 

visible (Plate 46). The broch (Site 34) appears to have been sited to be a prominent landmark and may have been 

intervisible with Bail A Chain broch (Site 33) c. 1km to the southwest when the structures were in use, and as such 

is judged to have a High relative sensitivity to changes to its setting. 

6.2.55. Site 34 was on the extreme edge of the ZTV. Given at least 26 turbine tips are visible to the southwest (Plate 46), 

it is possible the tip of the proposed turbine would be visible from Carn A’ Chladha broch (Site 34), however, the 

proposed turbine would not be viewed as an independent feature and would be visible as what is currently legible 

as one large turbine field. As such, the magnitude of impact is judged to be Negligible and that the resulting level 

of effect would be Minor. There would be no adverse impact upon the integrity of the asset’s setting. 

6.2.56. Causeymire Church (Site 2) is a Category C Listed Building located c. 700m north of the Site. The Church (Site 22), 

potentially constructed on an earlier 19th century church, is dated to 1842 and would have served the local 

population in the 19th and into the 20th century (Plate 47). The principle elevation of the Church (Site 2) faces 

westward to the A9, a thoroughfare in the 19th century, and to the land beyond, which slopes downwards in a 

westward direction and in which ruinous crofting structures are visible. The Church (Site 2) occupies a plateau on 

gently eastward rising land and as such was designed to be a fairly prominent structure. Churches in remote areas 

were often spiritual, communal and social hubs in the post medieval period, especially in rural areas and as such, 

the prominent position of the Church (Site 2) would have reminded persons in the area not only of their religious 

duties but of their wider community.  

6.2.57. In the modern period, views north and east from the Church (Site 2) have been limited by forestry plantations and 

four separate wind farms, which appear as one larger wind farm, have been constructed, to the west and north of 

the Church (Site 2). The Church (Site 2) is no longer in use, most likely due to falling numbers of parishioners, and 

a number of ruinous farmsteads are visible to the west from the Church (Site 2). The Church (Site 2) has also been 

repurposed as an agricultural storage area, potentially housing animals, prior to being fully abandoned. 

Causeymire Church (Site 2) is judged to be of Medium sensitivity to changes to its setting. The addition of an 

additional turbine to the south of the extant wind farm area (Plate 48) would result in a Low magnitude of impact, 

as its unlikely that when viewed from the north, looking southwards from the Church, that the Proposed 

Development would be a conspicuous addition to the existing wind farm area. Overall the Proposed Development 

would result in a Minor level effect on the setting of Causeymire Church (Site 2).  

6.3 Cumulative Assessment 

6.3.1. Achlachan Wind Farm, Causeymire Wind Farm and Bad a’ Cheò Wind Farm, located on the western side of the A9, 
and Halsary Wind Farm on the eastern side of the A9, south of Mybster are currently visible as one large turbine 

field, composed of 54 turbines, from the majority of designated heritage assets considered in this assessment. The 

Proposed Development would erect one 130m high turbine at the southern end of what is legible from most 

directions as a large turbine field. This would remain the case when consented turbines at Tacher A and Tacher B 

are included in the assessment. As such, the Proposed Development would not appear as a separate development. 

It would not increase the spread of turbines in views from designated heritage assets. Thereby, the Proposed 

Development would not increase the impact on heritage assets from the existing and consented cumulative 

baseline.  
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6.4 Mitigation  

6.4.1. National planning policies and planning guidance, SPP (Scottish Government 2014), HEPS (2019) and PAN2/2011 

(Scottish Government 2011), as well as the local planning policies (Highland-wide Local Development Plan, 2012) 

outlined in this report, require a mitigation response that is designed to take cognisance of the possible impacts 

upon heritage assets, both known and potential, by a Proposed Development and avoid, minimise or offset any 

such impacts as appropriate.  

 

6.4.2. This assessment has identified no heritage assets, designated or non-designated within the proposed turbine 

locations nor within the areas of proposed infrastructure. The closest non-designated heritage assets are the 

remains of Torran Farmstead (Site 45) c. 350m west of the proposed turbine location, and the potential remains 

of Achary Township (Site 44), as recorded on a map by Roy (1747-52), which are located c. 400m southwest of the 

proposed infrastructure of the turbine. In terms of potential for buried archaeological remains to be impacted, this 

assessment has judged there to be a Medium potential for prehistoric remains to survive due to the Site’s location 

between two Standing Stones (Sites 6 & 24) and to the south of two possible hut circles (Sites 52-53). There is 

judged to be a Low potential for Early Historic and medieval archaeology to survive, due to the paucity of remains 

from those dates recorded within the 1km Study Area. Historic mapping indicates that the Site lay in an agricultural 

landscape in the post medieval period, occupied by dispersed settlements (Sites 43-45, 56 & 57), though it is 

unlikely the Site was intensively used in the period. Roy (1747-52) recorded a small settlement annotated as ‘Taker’ 
to the south of the Site. As such there is judged to be a Medium potential for post medieval agricultural remains 

to survive and a Low potential for any other type of post medieval archaeology to be present.  There have been no 

changes recorded on the Site during the modern period and the Site was found to be currently used for erstwhile 

pastureland by Tacher farmstead. As such, there is judged to be a Low potential for modern remains to survive.  

 

6.4.3. Depending on the depth of the archaeological horizon, ground works within the Site, could be considered to have 

the potential to highly impact any buried archaeological deposits that may be present. The Site is a greenfield Site 

and therefore in accordance with national and local planning policies on heritage the Highland Council as advised 

by the Highland Council Historic Environment Team may require an archaeological investigation by non-intrusive 

and/or intrusive means to further investigate potential remains. It is advised that a watching brief may be required 

on all ground-breaking works, to the sterile natural subsoil or to the maximum depth required of the Proposed 

Development whichever is first.  Any such requirement would be determined by the Highland Council Historic 

Environment Team, acting as the Highland Council’s advisor on archaeological matters. 

 

6.4.4. This assessment, through site visits and analysis of a ZTV provided by CleanEarth Energy, has identified 25 

designated heritage assets out of 42 designated assets within the 10km Study Area which would have some form 

of intervisibility with the Proposed Development. The Proposed Development, the construction of one 130m high 

turbine and associated infrastructure would be located to the south of three extant wind farms (from north to 

south: Achlachan, Causeymire and Bad a’ Cheò), composed in total of 39 turbines, and directly to the west of 

Halsary Wind Farm composed of 15 turbines, varying in height from 101m to 120m. The difference in turbine height 

was not observable from any location in the landscape around the extant wind farms.  

 

6.4.5. A settings assessment, undertaken independently for each of these designated assets (Table 7) indicates that the 

Proposed Development would unlikely be readily identifiable as a separate development to the extant wind farms, 

which are largely visible as one large wind farm from the majority of the designated assets visited. As such, in most 

cases the magnitude of change was judged to be Negligible. The Proposed Development was judged to have a 

Neutral effect on the setting of nine designated assets (Sites 1, 4, 5, 13, 22, 17-18, 31 & 35); and a Minor effect on 

seventeen designated heritage assets (Sites 2, 6, 10, 12, 14-16, 19-21, 24-27 & 33-34).. Further there would be no 

significant cumulative impacts upon the settings of designated heritage assets. 

 

6.4.6. As effects upon the setting of designated heritage assets resulting from the Proposed Development will be, at 

worst, Minor no mitigation is deemed necessary.  
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Caithness Civil Parish map c1854 

Ordnance Survey. 1877. Caithness, Sheet XXIII (includes: Halkirk; Latheron; Watten) Survey date: 

1871   Publication date: 1877 

Ordnance Survey. 1907. Caithness-shire Sheet XXIII (includes: Halkirk; Latheron; Watten) Publication date: 

1907   Date revised: 1905 

Ordnance Survey. 1959. ND14NE - A (includes: Halkirk; Latheron; Watten) Surveyed / Revised: 1930 to 1959 

Published: 1959 

Ordnance Survey. 1975. OS Plan 1:10000 
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Plate 1: North-facing view from the proposed turbine location 

 

Plate 2: West-facing view from the proposed turbine location 
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Plate 3: East-facing view from the proposed turbine location 

 

Plate 4: South-facing view from the proposed turbine location 
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Plate 5: North-facing view from centre of proposed compound looking towards the turbine location 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Plate 6: Southeast-facing view of Dirlot Castle (Site 31) outcrop and the gorge of the River Thurso 

(burial ground on the upper western river terrace is visible on the left) 
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Plate 7: Northeast-facing view of tumbled stone remains of Dirlot Castle (Site 31) at the base of the 

outcrop 

 

Plate 8: East-facing view along the River Thurso gorge towards Bad a Cheo Wind Farm 
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Plate 9: Northeast view to the Dirlot Castle (Site 31) towards the Proposed Development 

 

Plate 10: North-facing view towards the eastern structure of Achalipster (Site 35) 
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Plate 11: Southwest-facing view from Achalipster (Site 35) towards the Proposed Development 

 

 

 

Plate 12: Southwest-facing view towards St Peter’s Chapel (Site 4), located in the valley of Olgrinbeg 
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Plate 13: Southeast view towards the Proposed Development from St Peter’s Chapel (Site 4) 

 

 

 

 

 

Plate 14: South-facing view to Scouthal Burn Scheduled Monument (Site 13) 
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Plate 15: Southwestern view towards the Proposed Development from Scouthal Burn (Site 13) 

 

Plate 16: Northwest-facing view from Spittal Farm to the remains of St Magnus’ Church (Site 5) 
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Plate 17: South-facing view from St Magnus’ Church (Site 5) to the Proposed Development. Note the 

modern buildings of Spittal Farm and the existing OHL’s and wind turbines to the south 

 

 

 

Plate 18: South-facing view from Cnoc Donn broch (Site 17) 
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Plate 19: Northwest view to Dale Farm Broch (Site 18) 

 

Plate 20: Southeast view from Dale Farm Broch (Site 18) towards the Proposed Development 
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Plate 21: North-facing view from Knockglass broch (Site 21) to Spittal Farm broch (Site 22), with 

intervening quarry 

 

Plate 22: South-facing view from southernmost standing stone at Halsary (Site 6) to the Proposed 

Development 
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Plate 23: West-facing view from southernmost standing stone at Halsary (Site 6) 

 

Plate 24: East-facing view of Rangag standing stone (Site 24) from the A9 
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Plate 25: Northwest-facing view from Rangag standing stone (Site 24) to the Proposed Development  

 

Plate 26: North-northwest-facing view towards Dirlot stone rows (Site 26) 
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Plate 27: Southeast-facing view toward the Proposed Development from Dirlot stone rows (Site 26) 

 

Plate 28: West-facing view towards the Proposed Development from Strath cairn and hut circles 

(Site 10) 
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Plate 29: Southwest view from Gallow Hillock cairn (Site 12) towards the Proposed Development 

 

Plate 30: North view towards Tulach an Fhuarain (Site 14) and Tulach Lochain cairn from the B870 
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Plate 31: View of the Proposed Development from between Sites 14 & 15 

 

Plate 32: West-facing view of the entrance of Cairn Merk broch (Site 16) 
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Plate 33: Southeast to south-southeast view from Cairn Merk broch (Site 16) towards the existing 

wind turbines and the Proposed Development 

 

 

 

 

Plate 34: South-facing view to Ballone broch (Site 19) 
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Plate 35: View south from Ballone broch (Site 19) towards the Proposed Development 

 

 

 

 

Plate 36: East-facing view to Knockglass broch (Site 21) 
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Plate 37: South-facing view from Knockglass broch (Site 21) to the Proposed Development 

 

 

Plate 38: Southeast-facing view of Fairy Hillock cairn (Site 20) 
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Plate 39: South-facing view from Fairy Hillock cairn (Site 20) to the Proposed Development. Note the 

number of existing turbines and OHL’s 

 

Plate 40: South-facing view of Ballachy broch (Site 25) 
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Plate 41: View northwest from the south of Ballachy broch (Site 25) towards the Proposed 

Development 

 

Plate 42: Southeast-facing view of Tulach Mor broch (Site 27) and the Proposed Development 
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Plate 43: East-facing view of Bail A Chain broch (Site 33) 

 

 

Plate 44: West-southwest view towards the Proposed Development from Bail A Cahin broch (Site 33) 
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Plate 45: South-facing view of Carn A’ Chladha broch (Site 34) 

 

Plate 46: Southwest view from Carn A’ Chladha broch (Site 34) to the Proposed Development 
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Plate 47: View east of the Category C Listed Causeymire Church (Site 2) 

 

Plate 48: View south from Causeymire Church (Site 2) to the Proposed Development 
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Plate 49: South-facing view towards the Category A Listed Achingale Mill (Site 1) 

 

 

Plate 50: Southwest-facing view from Achingale Mill (Site 1) to the Proposed Development 
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Site Gazetteer

Site Number 1

Site Name ACHINGALE MILL

Type of Site Listed Building

NMRS Number LB14976

HER Number

Status Listed Building- Category A

Easting 324053

Northing 953471

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description Early mid 19th century, tall 3-storey L-plan mill; all rubble.

North arm of mill consists of kiln, with piended roof and 2 squat, square wooden ridge vents. 

One large, 1 small over-shot wheel at east gable, both served by overhead wooden lade leading 

from bank at south, into which the mill is built. Large timber cantilevered square chute projects 

at south elevation, breaking wallhead into piended roof. Lean-to at rear, with diminutive 

gabled dormer, links south elevation with bank. Piended Caithness slate roofs.

Statement of Special Interest

Disused, but internal fittings appear in situ. "One of the best Caithness mills". John Hume, 

1977. Second, small mill wheel motivates automatic stoker, feeding chaff to kiln fire.

References

Bibliography

John Hume, THE INDUSTRIAL ARCHAEOLOGY OF SCOTLAND, ii, (1977) pp 197-8 (illustrated)

Site Number 2

Site Name CAUSEYMIRE CHURCH

Type of Site Listed Building

NMRS Number LB14977

HER Number MGH1274

Status Listed Building- Category C

Easting 317370

Northing 948321

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description Dated 1842. Simple T-plan church, rubble with rubble dressings.

Four-bay south elevation with short central wing to rear;

entrances in centre of east and west gables (blocked at east);

datestone above west entrance; graded Caithness slate roof.

Interior; gutted.

Statement of Special Interest



Site Gazetteer

Listed for historic reasons. Isolated mission church sited close to boundary with Latheron 

Parish, which formerly served scattered communities of Causeymire and Achavanich.

Formerly Church of Scotland, later United Free Church. Datestone inscribed "Built by 

superscription Anno Domini 1842". Probably replaced earlier mission church; missionary 

employed by 1813.

Building no longer in ecclesiastical use.

References

Bibliography

Nicholas Carlisle, A TOPOGRAPHICAL DICTIONARY OF SCOTLAND, ii,

(no page nos. See entry for Latheron Parish).

NEW STATISTICAL ACCOUNT, xv, (1840) p.57.

Site Number 3

Site Name Chapel of Dunn, chapel, 300m SW of Oldhall House

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM5732; ND 25 NW 12

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 320239

Northing 956029

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description The monument consists of the remains of a post-medieval chapel built over a burial vault, still 

intact, which may belong to an older structure. The building, sitting in a walled graveyard, is 

rectangular and measures 11.3m E-W by 7.5m, over walls 1m thick. The ivy-choked walls are 

made of random-coursed Caithness flag. They are approximately 4m high and survive virtually 

intact, apart from damage to the NW angle and breaks over the openings.

The entrance in the E wall faces a flight of steps descending to the barrel-vaulted undercroft 

which occupies the W portion of the chapel. There are two windows in the S wall which 

originally had elliptical arches. The E gable has a slight batter 1.1m high. The area to be 

scheduled is rectangular, and extends 2m from the exterior walls of the chapel, measuring a 

maximum of 15.3m E-W by 11.3m N-S, as shown in red on the accompanying map.

Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance as an example of a type of simple post-Reformation 

chapel typical of Northern Scotland. Its importance is increased by the fact that it overlies the 

remains of an earlier medieval structure. As such, it is a site that has been in use as a place of 

worship and burial for a considerable period of time, and consequently it has the potential to 

produce evidence through analysis and excavation which may shed light on our understanding 

of ecclesiastical architecture, burial practices, medieval and post-medieval settlement and 

material culture in the area.

References

Bibliography

RCAHMS records the monument as ND 25 NW 12
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Site Number 4

Site Name St Peter's Chapel,Halkirk

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM5296;ND 15 SW 2

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 311122

Northing 953643

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description The monument consists of the remains of a late medieval chapel, known as St Peter's, situated 

on the N bank of the Olgrinbeg Burn. The rectangular building measures 8m E-W by 3.4m 

within walls 1.1-1.2m thick (now spread to 2.2m). The walls of drystone construction are 

reduced to a height of under 0.7m. In the W end are two half buried flag stones. There is a 

ditch running parallel to the chapel on the N side which is probably of later date. The area to be 

scheduled is rectangular, measuring a maximum of 16.2m E-W by 8.2m N-S, to extend 2m from 

the exterior walls of the chapel, as shown in red on the accompanying map.

Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance as it is a representative example of a simple chapel 

which dates from late medieval/early modern period. It provides evidence, and has the 

potential to provide further evidence through excavation and analysis, for ecclesiastical 

architecture, material culture, and settlement evolution and distribution in the area during the 

period of its use and subsequent abandonment.

References

Bibliography

RCAHMS records the monument as ND 15 SW 2.

Site Number 5

Site Name St Magnus' church,burial ground and hospital

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM5413; ND 15 SE 1

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 315881

Northing 954875

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description The monument consists of the remains of St Magnus' church, hospital and graveyard, situated 

on the farm of Spittal Mains.

The hospital is first recorded in a Royal charter of 1476. There was a church attached to it 

mentioned as, "the rectory of the church of (Spittal) called the hospital of St Magnus in 

Caithness." The chapel of the hospital served as the parish church of Spittal until the sixteenth 

century. The surviving upstanding remains belong to the chapel, the hospital having been 

demolished in the nineteenth century.



Site Gazetteer

The chapel sits within a raised stony bank, containing a burial ground used by the Clan Gunn. 

Burials partly overlie the footings of the hospital buildings, the S wall of which can be seen in 

the stony bank to the S of the chapel. The chapel itself is rectangular, of drystone construction, 

19.9m E-W by 5.7m within walls 1.2m thick. Its W gable and side walls are reduced to a height 

of 1.7 to 1.9m.

The E gable stands to a height of 2.7m. The entrance is in

the S wall near the E end. A grave stone dated 1819 lies in the nave of the church. The complex 

is surrounded by the remains of a turf- covered stone enclosure wall.

The area to be scheduled is irregular, measuring a maximum of 100m E-W by 70m N-S, being 

within a recent boundary fence surrounding the chapel, hospital and burial ground. This area is 

marked in red on the accompanying map.

Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance because it contains upstanding medieval 

ecclesiastical remains which can be documented, by a Charter of James III to William Sinclair, 

son of William Earl of Caithness, from 1476. The monument's importance is enhanced because 

it is the site of a hospital which was an important stage on two pilgrimage routes; the route N 

to St Magnus' in Orkney and that S to St Gilbert's at Dornoch.

There may be evidence to establish the range of international contacts brought about through 

the important medieval pilgrimage trade. The monument is a valuable resource as it provides 

evidence, and has the potential to provide further evidence, through excavation and analysis, 

which may increase our understanding of secular and religious architecture, monastic 

settlement, parish evolution, medical history, burial practices, and material culture during the 

medieval and early modern period.

References

Bibliography

RCAHMS records the monument as ND 15 SE 1.

Site Number 6

Site Name Halsary,standing stones 450m WNW of and 620m NW of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM5301; ND 14 NE 2 and 3

HER Number MHG1598 ; SHG24600

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 317639

Northing 949228

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description ND14NE 3 1764 4923.

(ND 1764 4923) Standing Stone (NR) OS 6" map, (1959)

A large, grey schistose slab, now spilt vertically into three portions. It faces NW-SE and 

measures 4ft 7ins high, 2ft 9ins to 3ft 6ins broad, and 1ft 5ins thick.

RCAHMS 1911. <1>

A standing stone as described. Stone packing is visible in a hollow around the base.
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Sureveyd at 1:10,000 Visited by OS (I S S) 23 March 1972.

No change. Visited by OS (N K B) 6 December 1982.

This stone was visited during a walkover survey in July 2008 and found to be as described. It 

lies within a forest ride. The remains of a small fenced enclosure, approximately 3m in 

diameter, survive around the stone. <2>

A Forestry Commission management plan agreed with Historic Scotland states that this stone, 

the northernmost of the scheduled pair, is a grey schistose slab, now split vertically into three 

portions and leaning slightly to the SE. It faces NW-SE and measures about 1.4m high by 0.8m 

to 1m broad and 0.4m thick. The stone sits in a hollow about 0.3m deep and a number of 

packing stones are visible around the base. The period to which it belongs is not clear, but it is 

likely to be a ritual marker dating from the Bronze Age. A second standing stone, also 

scheduled, lies around 400m to the south.

The HS Monument Warden report which is included in the management plan differs slightly in 

its detail, describing the stone as being c.1.3m high and c.1.2m wide. The area of the standing 

stone is unplanted and unploughed and is delineated by low posts with a single wire. The stone 

is in a stable condition. <3>

<1> RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 134, No. 486 (Text/Report). SHG2664.

<2> CFA Archaeology Ltd, 2009, Halsary Windfarm Environmental Statement: Archaeology and 

Cultural Heritage, Site 3 (Text/Report/Environmental Statement). SHG24678.

<3> Forestry Commission & Historic Scotland, 2010, Halsary, Standing Stones 450m WNW of & 

620m NW of (Text/Report/Management Plan). SHG24600.

Site Number 7

Site Name Achanarras,cairn 800m NW of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM2400

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 314539

Northing 955757

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric ritual and funerary: cairn (type uncertain)

Site Number 8

Site Name Achanarras,cairn 800m NW of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM2401

HER Number
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HER Number MHG1330

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 314464

Northing 955754

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric ritual and funerary: cairn (type uncertain)

Cairn and stone circle, Benachie. Grass-covered mound 10m in diameter and 0.5m high lying 

within a circle of five prostrate stones 17m in diameter.

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995

These two cairns are as described by the previous field investigator. Revised at 1:2500.

Visited by OS (J B) 15 February 1982

Burl, obviously without visiting the site, since he repeats Feachem's mis-siting, classifies 'A' as a 

stone circle.

H A W Burl 1976

(A: ND 1453 5575; B: ND 1446 5575) Cairns (NR)

OS 6" map, (1970)

A: This cairn, surrounded by five prostrate stones, as described by the RCAHMS, is situated at 

ND 1453 5575 at the foot of Achanarras Hill in marshy open moorland. It now measures only 

10.0m in diameter and 0.5m in height.

B, a probable cairn, at ND 1446 5575, in a similar topographic position to and 75m W of 'A', is 

as described by the RCAHMS. It survives to a height of 1.0m.

Visited by OS (N K B) 11 November 1965

A: Stone Circle. A stony mound 60ft in diameter and up to 2ft high, with a central depression, is 

surrounded by five blocks of stone, aligned along the perimeter and all prostrate. They are 6ft 

long, 2 3/4 to 4 1/2ft broad, and 1ft thick (The RCAHMS {1911} locate this monument to the N 

end of Achanarras Hill, a little more tham 1/2 mile NW of Achanarras farm; Feachem, however, 

obviously describing the same thing, which he identifies as a cairn, places it at ND 145 552 - the 

position to The Shean, ND15NW 14.)

B: Cairn. Situated 40 yds W of 'A' is a low mound with indefinite limits but apparently 

measuring 56ft N-S by 43ft transversely.

RCAHMS 1911, visited 1910; R W Feachem 1963

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 38, 41, Nos. 131, 141; plan (Text/Report). SHG2664.

Feachem, R W, 1963, A Guide to Prehistoric Scotland, 73 (Text/Publication/Volume). SHG2187.

Site Number 9

Site Name Achanarras,hut circle

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM2402

HER Number ND15NW 23

Status
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Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 314753

Northing 955770

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric domestic and defensive: hut circle, roundhouse

ND15NW 23 1475 5577

(ND 1475 5577) Enclosure (NR)

OS 6" map, (1970)

At ND 1475 5577 there is a circular grassy enclosure 0.5m high and

13.0m in diameter. The entrance is in the W and the enclosing bank is spread to a width of 

4.0m.

Visited by OS (N K B) 11 November 1965

This 'enclosure', as described above, is a hut circle; a low mound, 3.0 by 2.0m and 0.3m high, 

centrally situated within the hut may be fortuitous. There is no evidence of associated 

cultivation, although the immediate area is smooth and heather-covered.

Revised at 1:2500.

Visited by OS (J B) 15 February 1982

Hut circle. Diameter: 13m. Circular grass and heather covered structure at the centre of which 

lies a low mound 0.3m high, 3m diameter.

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995

Site Number 10

Site Name Strath,cairn & hut circles 1070m S of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM3520

HER Number SM3520

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 325854

Northing 950921

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric domestic and defensive: hut circle, roundhouse, Prehistoric ritual and funerary: 

cairn (type uncertain)
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Site Number 11

Site Name Nether Banks, broch 220m NNE of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM609;ND 125 SW 13.

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 324100

Northing 953968

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description The monument comprises the remains of a broch. The monument was first scheduled in 1938 

but an inadequate area was included to protect all of the archaeological remains. The present 

rescheduling rectifies this. The name of the monument has been changed.

The monument is visible as a turf covered mound, measuring 29 m N-S by 22m transversely, 

with a maximum height of 3m. Stonework is visible on the SE close to the top of the mound. A 

number of large boulders exposed at the base of the mound to the S and E may be the remains 

of an outer encircling wall.

The area to be scheduled is a circle 40m in diameter centred on the centre of the broch to 

include the broch and an area around in which evidence relating to its construction and use is 

likely to survive, as marked in red on the accompanying map.

Statement of National Importance

This monument is of national importance as the remains of an Iron Age broch which has 

considerable potential to provide information on the nature of settlement and defensive 

architecture during this period of prehistory.

References

Bibliography

The monument is recorded by RCAHMS as ND 125 SW 13.

RCAHMS 1911, THIRD REPORT AND INVENTORY OF MONUMENTS AND CONSTRUCTIONS IN 

THE COUNTY OF CAITHNESS, Edinburgh, HMSO, 60-1, No. 222.

Site Number 12

Site Name Gallow Hillock, cairn on Backlass Hill

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM450;ND25SW2.

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 320493

Northing 954115

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description The monument is a prehistoric cairn visible as a grass covered mound. The monument was first 
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scheduled in 1938, but an inadequate area was included to protect all of the archaeological 

remains: the present rescheduling rectifies this.

The monument is visible as a grass-covered mound situated at 110m OD on the top of Backlass 

Hill. It is circular, 1.2m in height with maximum dimensions 24m NE-SW by 21m transversely. 

The mound rises to a flat top with a diameter of c.11m.

Historical mapping shows the presence of an old market stance, and it may be that the cairn 

was indeed reused as a gallows hill in the Middle Ages, as part of an area used for markets and 

the administration of justice.

The area to be scheduled is a circle 40m in diameter centred on the centre of the cairn, to 

include the cairn and an area around in which evidence relating to its construction and use may 

survive, as marked in red on the accompanying map. The above-ground portion of the 

triangulation pillar, situated on the NE side of the cairn, is excluded from scheduling.

Statement of National Importance

This monument is of national importance because of its potential to contribute to our 

understanding of prehistoric ritual and funerary practices: it is likely to contain at least one 

central burial as well as secondary burials dug into the mound. A mound of this size should also 

cover an area of prehistoric land surface, which would have the potential to enhance 

considerably our understanding of prehistoric environmental conditions.

References

Bibliography

The monument is recorded by RCAHMS as ND25SW2.

RCAHMS 1911, THIRD REPORT AND INVENTORY OF MONUMENTS AND CONSTRUCTIONS IN 

THE COUNTY OF CAITHNESS, Edinburgh, HMSO, 133, No 482.

Site Number 13

Site Name Scouthal Burn,chapel & The Clow

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM721

HER Number ND25SW 3

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 323302

Northing 952412

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Ecclesiastical: burial ground, cemetery, graveyard; chapel; enclosure

ND25SW 3.00 2331 5245

ND25SW 3.01 ND 233 524 Farmstead

ND25SW 3.02 ND 2328 5232 Mill (possible)

(ND 2331 5245) Chapel (NR) (Remains of)
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(ND 2331 5246) Grave Yard (NR) (Site of)

(ND 2323 5242) Red Well (NR) (Chalybeate)

OS 6" map, Caithness, 2nd ed., (1907)

These are the remains of St Mary's Chapel, standing in its graveyard with St Mary's Well on the 

opposite side of the Scouthal Burn.

Only fragments remain of the chapel, which appears to have consisted of a chancel, 14 by 10ft, 

and a nave, about 26 by 16ft. The walls, apparently unmortared, have been some 4ft thick.

In 1726, the chapel is described as having been 'ruinous before our time', and was used as a 

burial place only of strangers and unbaptised children. It seems to have been abandoned 

altogether about 1770. The Scouthal Burn is said to occasionally disclose stones and bones 

belonging to the graveyard. The area is known as 'The Clow', probably from 'Cladh' - a church-

yard.

To the W of the chapel is an old enclosure with the foundations of several old rectangular 

buildings around it.

The Red Well is described by the ONB (1871) as a healing well of great popularity in the 

neighbourhood, and was believed to have been a holy well.

Name Book 1871; W Macfarlane 1906-8; D Beaton 1909; RCAHMS 1911, visited 1910; A 

MacKay 1914.

St Mary's Chapel is as described above. The interior wall face survives to a maximum height of 

0.5m in the NE of the nave, and the exterior wall face is exposed only in the SE. There is no 

trace of the graveyard. There are no structural remains of the 'Red Well' and the only 

indication is a small marshy area, reddish in colour.

In the vicinity of the chapel are four ruined buildings, one of which contains a corn-drying kiln, 

and several enclosures (The Clow).

Survey of St Mary's Chapel revised at 1:2500.

Visited by OS (N K B) 22 October 1965.

(ND 2331 5245) Chapel (NR) (rems of)

(ND 2322 5246) Red Well (NR) (site of)

OS 1:10,000 map, (1976)

Extensive documentary search failed to locate any early reference to the site. Excavation in 

1975-7 indicated that the nave was secondary and that the chancel is the only remnant of a 

unicameral structure whose proportions of roughly four to one suggest a later date than the 

Early Christian. A line of burning towards the S wall of the nave, which was thought to suggest 

the presence of an earlier timber church, proved to be only a slight scatter of charcoal; but an L-

shaped arrangement of large stones, possibly indicating an earlier foundation, was located a 

little to the E of the entrance, which was confirmed towards the E end of the S side of the nave.

A slight ridge to the N of the nave suggested a churchyard enclosure, but a cut failed to locate 

this and the only feature of interest was a series of skulls neatly placed in small cists. 

Decapitation had taken place, a wide range was represented, and some skulls showed evidence 

of re-burial.

Excavation of the settlement nearby, which included a mill, showed it to be 18th and 19th 

century.
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E Talbot 1977; Information from Ts of E Talbot's excavation report.

A further season of excavation has yielded more burials of skulls with the upper seven 

vertebrae, and fragments of a possible 13th century jug were found close to the foundations of 

the nave wall.

E Talbot 1980.

The chapel remains are generally as described. There is no sign of the graveyard. The area of 

the excavations has been backfilled. The Red Well, at ND 2323 5248, is across the Southal Burn 

and on the W side of the road. It is set into the face of a natural bank and shows an open side, 

0.6m wide by 0.4m high. The slab roofing of the well is partly collapsed.

Surveyed at 1:10,000.

Visited by OS (J M) 11 March 1982

Longhouse farm (ND 2330 5240), comprising;

A: Chapel, St Mary's. Dimensions: 10.5 x 7m. Rectangular structure with porch 5 x 5m on the 

NE wall. Orientation NE-SW.

B-D: See ND25SW 3.01

E: See ND25SW 3.02

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995

An unroofed building is shown on both the first edition 6-inch map (Caithness 1877, sheet xiii) 

and the current edition of the OS 1:10,000 map (1994).

Information from RCAHMS (FO) 27 March 1996.

Site Number 14

Site Name Tulach an Fhuarain,cairn 310m NW of Bridge of Westerdale

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM494

HER Number SM494

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 312876

Northing 952088

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric ritual and funerary: cairn (type uncertain)

Site Number 15

Site Name Tulach Lochain Bhraseil,cairn 310m WNW of Bridge of Westerdale
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Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM496

HER Number MHG674

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 312821

Northing 952040

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric ritual and funerary: cairn (type uncertain)

Site Number 16

Site Name Cairn Merk,broch 800m SSE of Bridge of Westerdale

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM534

HER Number MHG1360

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 313320

Northing 951035

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric domestic and defensive: broch

Site Number 17

Site Name Cnoc Donn, broch 600m ESE of Dale Farm, Halkirk

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM541; ND15SW 5

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 314015

Northing 953297

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description The monument to be scheduled is a broch known as Cnoc Donn.

It currently survives as a group of turf-covered earthworks, the central mound standing c 2.5m 

high. The broch is protected by a bank and ditch on its E side. The ditch survives c 20m wide 

and the bank stands c 3m above its base. The monument was first scheduled in 1933, but an 
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inadequate area was included to protect all the archaeological remains: the present 

rescheduling rectifies this.

The scheduled area measures 70m in diameter as indicated in red on the accompanying map 

extract.

Statement of National Importance

This monument is of national importance as the well preserved remains of a broch defended 

by a ditch on its eastern side. It retains considerable potential to provide important information 

about the construction and defence of these prehistoric fortifications.

References

Bibliography

RCAHMS - ND15SW 5

RCAHMS Third report and invertory of monuments and construction in the county of caithness 

1911 p 32 no 103.

Site Number 18

Site Name Dale Farm,broch 800m SE of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM545

HER Number MHG1491

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 314192

Northing 953068

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric domestic and defensive: broch

Brough (NR) OS 6" map, Caithness, 2nd ed., (1908)

At S end of Achlochan Moss and about 0.5 mile ESE of Dale farm, a grass-covered circular 

mound, in form of a ring, marks the remains of a broch. The overall diameter is 74ft N-S by 

some 69ft transversely, while elevation varies from 4-6ft. The interior measures some 35ft 

across and is from 4 to 54ft deep. Certain depressions on top of enclosing mound may indicate 

the positions of chambers. There are no indication of outworks.

RCAHMS 1911, visited 1910

The remains of this broch are as described above.

Visited by OS (E G C) 15 April 1962

(ND 1418 5306) Broch (NR) OS 6" map, (1963)

A broch, generally as described. The depressions noted by the RCAHMS may be traces of a 

mural gallery.

Visited by OS (J M) 25 November 1962

'Broch', Achlochan Moss. Dimensions: 27 x 22m. Grass-covered subcircular mound 2m high, 

outer wall facing visible on the SW and NE sectors. The interior has a diameter of 8m.

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995
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RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 32, No. 102 (Text/Report). SHG2664.

Wordsworth J, 1997, An Archaeological Survey of a proposed plantation at Dale Farm, Halkirk, 

Caithness (Text/Report/Fieldwork Report). SHG20984.

Wordsworth, J, 1997, Archaeological Survey of Proposed Woodland at Dale Farm, Halkirk, 

Caithness (Text/Publication/Volume). SHG2947.

Site Number 19

Site Name Ballone,broch 360m NE of,Spittal

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM521

HER Number MHG192

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 316194

Northing 952802

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric domestic and defensive: broch

This is a large, grass-covered mound concealing remains of broch. It measures 135ft E-W by 

123ft transversely and is about 12ft high. It has been considerably broken into and robbed on 

NE side.

RCAHMS 1911

This large mound, approx 39m in diameter, almost certainly contains the remains of a broch. 

NE side of mound has been quarried away and considerably reduced by construction of a road. 

At bottom of N slopes is a course of stones, possibly the remains of a broch wall. On S slopes, 

further sections of possible walling are discernible.

Resurveyed at 1:2500. Visited by OS (N K B) 10 November 1965

A quarried broch-mound generally as described by previous field investigator. The 'mound-on-

mound' effect common to Caithness brochs with outworks in discernable on W side. The 

walling noted by previous OS field surveyor, in S slopes and at base of mound in N cannot be 

identified, but there are traces of wall of an outwork at foot of mound in W.

Visited by OS (J M) 10 April 1982

'Broch', Ballone, Mybster. Subcircular grass-covered mound with a mound on mound 

formation visible on th SW side.

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 31, No. 96 (Text/Report). SHG2664.



Site Gazetteer

Site Number 20

Site Name Fairy Hillock,chambered cairn SE of Spittal Mains

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM528

HER Number MHG188

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 316377

Northing 954390

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric ritual and funerary: chambered cairn

Grid Reference ND 1637 5438 corrected to ND 16376 54389

ND15SE 3 1637 5438

(ND 1637 5438) Fairy Hillock (NAT) Chambered Cairn (NR)

OS 1:10,000 map, (1976)

Fairy Hillock is a short horned cairn, possibly of Orkney-Cromarty type. It is now an oval, turf-

covered mound about 6ft high, measuring 60ft ENE-WSW by 39ft transversely. The edges are 

clearly defined, but there has been some disturbance at the centre. A hollow runs across ENE 

end of mound, and in centre of this lies a large flat slab 20ft from the ENE edge. The hollow 

probably represents the original face of the forecourt, and the slab may be a lintel fallen 

forward from the outer end of a passage entered from the ENE. It could formerly be seen to 

rest on two jambs. About the middle of the SSE side sheep- rubbing has exposed a stretch of 

walling which probably faced the outside of the SSE horn. The exposed stretch lies 7ft within 

the cairn edge and runs 5ft from E to W diverging from the axes of the cairn. It is of neat, thin 

slabs, seven courses or 1ft high.

About 5ft within the walling the cairn material is exposed. It consists of masses of thin slabs set 

parallel and almost vertical, their upper edges tilted slightly outwards. they run ENE-WSW in 

straight lines for at least 11ft.

There are no indications of horns at the WSW end of the cairn.

RCAHMS 1911; A S Henshall 1963

Fairy Hillock, a short horned cairn, is as described above.

Resurveyed at 1:2500. Visited by OS (N K B) 8 November 1965

No change. Visited by OS (J M) 9 February 1982

Chambered cairn, Fairy Hillock. Dimensions: 16 x 12m. Short horned cairn comprising an oval 

mound, with signs of a chamber on the top.

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 32, No. 100 (Text/Report). SHG2664.

Henshall, A S, 1963, The chambered tombs of Scotland, Volume 1, 271, CAT 24 

(Text/Publication/Monograph). SHG357.

Davidson, JL and Henshall, A S, 1991, The chambered cairns of Caithness: an inventory of the 

structures and their contents, 112-13, no. 24; plan (Text/Publication/Volume). SHG2115.
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Site Number 21

Site Name Knockglass,broch E of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM561

HER Number MHG190

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 317619

Northing 953292

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric domestic and defensive: broch

Broch (NR) (remains of) OS 1:10,000 map, (1976)

This is a conical grass-covered mound 12-13ft high and containing ruins of a broch. It is 120ft in 

diameter from E-W by 95ft transversely. It has been broken into for a short distance on NE.

RCAHMS 1911, visited 1910

As described by the RCAHMS, except that there is now no evidence that it is a broch.

Resurveyed at 1:2500. Visited by OS (N K B) 8 November 1965

The mound is as described by RCAHMS (1911). All that is visible of the broch itself is a small 

extent of the outer wall-face, 1m in length and 0.3m high, halfway up in the S side of the 

mound.

Visited by OS (J M) 10 February 1982

'Broch', Knockglass. Subcircular grass-covered mound showing several phases of facing wall on 

the SE axis. The top contains a central depression.

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 131, No. 475 (Text/Report). SHG2664.

Site Number 22

Site Name Spittal Farm, broch 180m E of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM582

HER Number MHG187

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 317564

Northing 954387

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description
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Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric domestic and defensive: broch

Broch (NR) (remains of) OS 1:10,000 map, (1976)

This "Pict's House" was opened in centre of a number of years ago, and a few small chambers 

were discovered.

Name Book 1871

A grassy mound evidently covering the ruins of a broch. It is about 80ft in diameter and 6 to 7ft 

high. The tops shows a depression about 34ft in diameter and 4 to 5ft in depth.

RCAHMS 1911

The mound, situated in a near-level pasture field between 300 and 350ft OD, measures 30m N-

S by 26m transversely and up to 2.9m high. The central depression is 12m in diameter at the 

top and 4.5m in diameter at the bottom, and in the N side traces of drystone walling, to an 

extent of 6m are visible. The mound is the remains of a broch. No trace of chambers was seen.

Resurveyed at 1:2500. Visited by OS (N K B) 5 November 1965

The remains of this broch exist as a turf-covered, level-topped mound, 27m in diameter and 

now 1.7m high. The court area is defined by a central depression, 12.5m E-W by 11m 

transversely and 1.1m deep; about 3m within N edge of the mound, a section of the outer face 

of the broch is revealed as an arc of coursed slabs, 3.5m long and 0.3m high. Visited by OS (J M) 

10 February 1982

'Broch'. Dimensions: 26 x 25m. Subcircular grass-covered mound 2m high much damaged by 

ploughing.

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995

Name Book (County), Object Name Books of the Ordnance Survey, Book No. 12, 47 

(Text/Publication/Volume). SHG3342.

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 131, No. 474 (Text/Report). SHG2664.

Site Number 23

Site Name Achkinloch,stone setting SW of,Loch Stemster

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM420

HER Number MHG1315

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 318790

Northing 941779

Parish Latheron

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric ritual and funerary: stone setting

Standing Stones (NR) OS 1:10,000 map, (1975)



Site Gazetteer

A setting of stones in the form of a truncated oval, open to the SE, which shows no sign of ever 

having been a completed oval. It measures 225ft long by 100ft and may originally have 

comprised about sixty stones of which about a third have either weathered or been removed. 

The stones are thick slabs of flag, standing to an average height of 5ft and set at intervals of 

about 8ft with their broad faces towards each aother, not along the line.

A cist measuring 5ft by 3ft 9ins, formed by four slabs set on edge stands against the most 

northerly stone of the setting.

This monument, which can be compared only with the example at Broubster (ND06SW 19), 

should probably be assigned to the earlier part of the Bronze Age.

RCAHMS 1911; J Anderson 1886; R W Feachem 1963.

An unusual setting of standing stones generally as described and planned. One or two stones 

along the E side outside the uprights, particularly in the NE corner suggest that there may have 

been a retaining kerb on this side, which is on the edge of an escarpment. The cist, roughly 

oriented N-S, is of the dimensions noted by the RCAHMS (1911), but is not composed of four 

slabs. E side is composed of four upright slabs and one similar slab on W side suggests that this 

side has been the same. There is no trace of the end stones. Elsewhere the tops of a few other 

stones in a similar position immediately outside the line of uprights suggests the presence of 

similar structures as yet uncovered.

Surveyed at 1:10,000. Visited by OS (I S S) 20 April 1972.

Thirty-six flat, thin stones and snapped-off stumps. In fine weather the conspicuous Mt Morven 

is visible in the S over the nearby ridge and seems to be indicated by some of the stones. It may 

well be an astronomical foresight.

E W MacKie 1975.

A horse-shoe setting possibly comparable to the arrangement known within some stone 

circles, including Croft Moraig (NN74NE 12) and Broubster (ND06SW 19) as well as Stonehenge, 

although its opening to the SSE instead of the SW is untypical.

H A W Burl 1973.

No change. Visited by OS (N K B) 6 December 1982.

Anderson, J, 1886, Scotland in pagan times: the bronze and stone ages: the Rhind lectures in 

archaeology for 1882, Vol. 1, 133; plan (Text/Publication/Volume). SHG1898.

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 80, No. 293; illust (Text/Report). SHG2664.

Feachem, R W, 1963, A Guide to Prehistoric Scotland, 74 (Text/Publication/Volume). SHG2187.

Burl, {H} A {W}, 1973, 'Stone circles and ring-cairns', Scot Archaeol Forum Vol. 4 1972, p.31-47, 

72 (Text/Publication/Article). SHG1544.

MacKie, E W, 1975, Scotland: an archaeological guide: from the earliest times to the twelfth 

century, 223 (Text/Publication/Volume). SHG2472.

Close-Brooks, J, 1986, Exploring Scotland's Heritage: The Highlands, 160-1, No. 89 

(Text/Publication/Volume). SHG2053.

Site Number 24

Site Name Rangag,standing stone by Latheron to Thurso Road,750m N of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM473

HER Number MHG1317

Status
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Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 317678

Northing 944875

Parish Latheron

Council Highland

Description No Bibliography entries for this designation

Prehistoric ritual and funerary: standing stone

Standing Stone (NR) OS 1;10,000 map, (1975)

A four-sided stone pillar, about 2ft 9ins square, standing to a height of 9ft 5ins above ground 

level. It seems to face E, and is tilted slightly towards the W. On its S face, near the W edge and 

about 3ft above ground level, are some raised markings which have the appearance of 

sculpture, but are probably natural.

RCAHMS 1911; R W Feachem 1963.

As described above. Visited by OS (R L) 9 May 1967.

No change. Visited by OS (N K B) 6 December 1982.

The ordnance map marks another stone, about 800m to the NE, ND 183451. This stone is now 

lost; the farmer says it was lost during the war. It is thought to be marked on a map dated 1998 

so the story may be inaccurate.

See assoc. docs for SMR ND26SW0003.

Information supplied by Olaf Swarbrick, 07/06/01.

J Aitken : 03/07/01.

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 78, No. 284 (Text/Report). SHG2664.

Feachem, R W, 1963, A Guide to Prehistoric Scotland, 74 (Text/Publication/Volume). SHG2187.

Site Number 25

Site Name Ballachly,broch 360m S of,Stemster

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM520

HER Number MHG2546

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 319557

Northing 944228

Parish Latheron

Council Highland

Description Prehistoric domestic and defensive: broch

No Bibliography entries for this designation

Broch (NR) (remains of) OS 1:10,000 map, (1975)

The remains of a broch, consisting of a turf-covered mound, from which a few large stones 
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protrude, about 76ft in overall diameter. It has been encircled by a wide ditch, almost entirely 

ploughed away. Foundations of outbuildings are visible on the E.

RCAHMS 1911, visited 1910.

A broch, generally as described by RCAHMS. The track of the ditch is traceable round most of 

the perimeter as a slight hollow, more marked on the S side where it is about 0.7m deep.

Vague traces of a possible causeway are visible on the N.

Resurveyed at 1:2500. Visited by OS (R L) 9 May 1967.

No change. Visited by OS (N K B) 9 May 1967.

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 52, No. 192 (Text/Report). SHG2664.

Site Number 26

Site Name Dirlot, stone rows 550m SW of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM446; ND 14 NW 6

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 312290

Northing 948574

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description The monument comprises a set of stone rows, settings of small stones of a type almost unique 

to Caithness and of prehistoric date but unknown purpose. The stone rows were first 

scheduled in 1939, but the original scheduling map did not accurately or adequately depict the 

area of archaeological importance. This re-scheduling proposal extends the protected area to 

cover the whole area of importance.

There are thirteen or fourteen rows of small upright stones in heather moorland some 300m 

WSW of the graveyard at Dirlot. The rows radiate outwards slightly to the ESE from a large and 

a small mound, which may be heather-covered cairns. Each row has several stones fallen or 

missing, but the overall pattern is clear. The heathery vegetation has masked many of the 

stones, but the more southerly group of rows appears to be the better preserved. The length of 

the longest row has been about 35m.

Such radiating alignments, running down gentle slopes with an eastward outlook, are typical of 

Caithness stone rows. Stone rows are generally classed as ritual monuments, although their 

precise purpose is unknown. Their relationship to the formation of peat cover and to other 

monument types in the vicinity has led to their being ascribed a prehistoric, possibly Bronze 

Age, date (perhaps in the second millennium BC).

The area now to be scheduled is irregular in shape, measuring a maximum of 66m SSW-NNE by 

70m transversely, to include all of the rows and the two possible cairns, as well as an area 

around them in which further remains are likely to survive.

Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance as a good example of a set of stone rows, of a type 

almost unique to Caithness. Such monuments are of prehistoric date but unknown purpose. 

This site has the potential to provide important information contributing to an eventual 

understanding of prehistoric ritual activity, specifically, the function of these enigmatic 
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monuments.

References

Bibliography

RCAHMS number is ND 14 NW 6.

Site Number 27

Site Name Tulach Mor,broch,E bank of River Thurso

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM593

HER Number MHG1290

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 314850

Northing 949400

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description Prehistoric domestic and defensive: broch

No Bibliography entries for this designation

Tulach Mor (NAT) Broch (NR) OS 6" map, (1963)

Broch, Tulach Mor: On a rock rising from edge of right bank of the Thurso River, about 2 miles 

above Westerdale, are the remains of a broch. Like broch of Carn na Mairg (ND15SW 22) it has 

been defended by a ditch of varying width, best preserved towards NE, the bottom of which is 

counterscarp. On NE, between top of the scarp and base of broch, there has existed a terrace 

some 20ft in width, diminishing in breadth as it approaches base of the tower on either side. At 

edge of this terrace, there has been a wall or parapet crowning scarp. The diameter of tower 

appears to have been about 54ft. On side above river, portions of walling appear at one or two 

places, suggesting that wall has either been greatly increased in thickness on that side, or that 

there has been building on the bank below to give stability to foundations. On side above river 

benk inner end of a chamber is visible, curving towards the S. A considerable amount of 

quarrying has taken place into the face of the terrace on the E side.

RCAHMS 1911, visited 1910.

The remains of this broch and its outworks are generally as described by the RCAHMS. The 

diameter of tower would appear to have been about 19m, but remains are too indefinite for 

measurement. The inner end of chamber referred to by RCAHMS can be seen in S quadrant, 

and a portion of walling can also be seen on the side of the mound below the chamber.

Visited by OS (W D J) 12 April 1961.

No change. Visited by OS (J B) 22 February 1982.

AP : Broch, Thurso River. (Image/Photograph(s)). SHG11850.

AP : Broch. (Image/Photograph(s)). SHG11833.

Untitled Source (Image/Photograph(s)/Aerial Photograph). SHG3576.

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 34, No. 108 (Text/Report). SHG2664.
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Site Number 28

Site Name Achies,broch 180m E of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM509

HER Number MHG1328

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 313637

Northing 955062

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description Prehistoric domestic and defensive: broch

No Bibliography entries for this designation

(ND 1364 5506) Mound (NR) OS 6" map, (1970)

This grass-covered hillock has a diameter of 90ft N-S by 80ft transversely. A considerable part 

of the mound has been removed from the E side. Its greatest elevation is about 8ft. The 

exposed building and depressions on the summit suggest that this is a broch (RCAHMS 1911). 

Uncertain broch (Graham 1949).

RCAHMS 1911; A Graham 1949

The grass-covered remains of this mound have been further disfigured and mutilated by a track 

on S and by ploughing along other sides so that it is now almost a square of 28m sides. No signs 

of building or walling were in evidence but it is suggestive of a cairn.

Resurveyed at 1:2500. Visited by OS (R D) 16 February 1965

This mound is generally as described by the previous authorities. Although severely reduced on 

the S, it appears to be similar to the broch remains recorded on ND15NW 1 and 13.

Visited by OS (J B) 24 December 1981

Mound. Diameter: 30m. Grass-covered circular mound 3m high, truncated on the S side.

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995

AP : Cairn, Halkirk. (Image/Photograph(s)). SHG11846.

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 31, No. 97 (Text/Report). SHG2664.

Graham, A, 1949, 'Some observations on the brochs', Proc Soc Antiq Scot Vol. 81 1946-7, p.48-

99, 96 (Text/Publication/Article). SHG1531.

Site Number 29

Site Name The Shean, cairn 500m WNW of Achanarras

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM475

HER Number MHG1327

Status
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Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 314539

Northing 955257

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description Prehistoric ritual and funerary: cairn (type uncertain)

No Bibliography entries for this designation

Cairn, 'The Shean', Achanarras. Dimensions: 15.5 x 12.5m. Subcircular, grass-covered mound 

with a central depression 2 x 2.25m.

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995

No change. Visited by OS (J B) 15 February 1982

The Shean (NAT) Cairn (NR) OS 6" map, (1970)

The Shean, a cairn as described by RCAHMS except that it now measuress 12m in diameter.

Resurveyed at 1:2500. Visited by OS (N K B) 11 November 1965

The Shean (? correctly 'Sithean') is a cairn c30ft in diameter and 3ft in height. A slight 

depression on top suggests that it may have been excavated.

RCAHMS 1911, visited 1910

Name Book (County), Object Name Books of the Ordnance Survey, Book No. 38, 132 

(Text/Publication/Volume). SHG3370.

Site Number 30

Site Name Achies, broch 800m NE of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM2235

HER Number MHG1326

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 313999

Northing 955653

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description Prehistoric domestic and defensive: broch

No Bibliography entries for this designation

'Broch', Achies East. Diameter: 44m. Circular grass-covered mound, with a circular depression 

10 m diameter on its summit.

R J Mercer, NMRS MS/828/19, 1995

The remains of broch, presumably contained by other structures now covered by lower 

mound, are as described above.

Visited by OS (J B) 24 December 1981

(ND 1400 5565) Broch (NR) (remains of) OS 6" map, (1970)
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Although there is no trace of walling, there is no doubt that this feature, as described above, 

contains remains of a broch.

Resurveyed at 1:2500. Visited by OS (R D) 25 February 1965

The remains of a broch are evidenced by a large grassy mound measuring c150ft in diameter 

and 12-14ft high. Above a steep scarp, which is some 6-8ft above field level, a terrace 12-20ft 

broad encircles mound leaving an elevated area in middle of about 78ft diameter. On summit 

of this is a circular depression about 28ft diameter and 5ft deep. The mound has been dug into 

from SE (RCAHMS 1911). When opened in 1850, human remains were found (ONB 1872). 

Broch (Graham 1949).

Name Book 1911; RCAHMS 1911; A Graham 1949

OS 6" map, Caithness, 2nd ed., (1907)

Cairn (NR) Human Remains found AD. 1850 (NAT)

Name Book (County), Object Name Books of the Ordnance Survey, Book No. 4, 127 

(Text/Publication/Volume). SHG3372.

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness, 31, No. 98; illust (Text/Report). SHG2664.

Graham, A, 1949, 'Some observations on the brochs', Proc Soc Antiq Scot Vol. 81 1946-7, p.48-

99, 94 (Text/Publication/Article). SHG1531.

Site Number 31

Site Name Dirlot Castle

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM5897;ND 14 NW 5

HER Number SM5897

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 312609

Northing 948643

Parish Halkirk

Council Highland

Description The monument consists of the remains of a medieval castle which may date from the fifteenth 

century. It occupies a steep sided rock outcrop on the W bank of the River Thurso.

The outcrop, over 20m high, is naturally well defended with sheer drops on all sides. Access is 

easiest on the S side where the rock formations are block-like. The S side of the castle is 

defended by a curved stone and turf rampart (now with a central gap), about 2m high, 

extending 9m out from the base of the rock, measuring 25m NW-SE in length and 

approximately 8m in thickness. The castle occupies the

N portion of the rock summit. Stretches of its outer wall-face are preserved on the S and E, 

while the S portion of the summit formed a courtyard which had a stone parapet.

The rectangular keep measures 8.7m N-S by 5m over walls 0.7m thick. The courtyard is 9m N-S 

by 6m. Considerable amounts of stone have fallen from the S and E wall faces. An artificial 

platform of stones and earth appears to have been constructed along the E bank of the river to 

the S of the castle.
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The area to be scheduled is irregular, defined to the N and W by the foot of the cliff, to the E by 

the river bank, and extending S to a line running E-W, the nearest point of which is 20m S of 

the outer edge of the curved rampart, as shown in red on the accompanying map.

Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance as a small medieval castle of considerable strength. 

Although not itself mentioned in charters, the associated lands of which passed to Odo alias Y 

Makky by Royal charter in 1499. In addition to its historical importance, it may preserve 

archaeological evidence with the potential to increase our understanding of defensive 

architecture, technology and construction methods, settlement evolution and material culture 

during the medieval and early post-medieval period.

References

Bibliography

RCAHMS records the monument as ND 14 NW 5.

Site Number 32

Site Name Greysteil Castle, broch, Loch Rangag

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM555; ND 14SE 4

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 317941

Northing 941677

Parish Latheron

Council Highland

Description The monument comprises the remains of a partially-excavated broch. The monument was first 

scheduled in 1938 but an inadequate area was included to protect all of the archaeological 

remains. The present rescheduling rectifies this.

The monument is situated on a partly artificial peninsula on the E side of Loch Rangag. It 

survives as a turf-covered mound approximately 20m in diameter and 4m in height. A guard 

chamber is visible on the N side of the debris-filled entrance passage in the E. Part of a mural 

chamber is visible in the NW. On the landward side of the peninsula is a heather-covered stone 

bank approximately 1m in height and 3-4m wide, extending N-S for a distance of 26m. About 

11m from the N end of the bank is a gap with a turf-covered causeway extending from it across 

the isthmus to terminate on the broch. However, the causeway is off-set from the broch 

entrance and may not be contemporary with the broch. Stonework is evident extending into 

the loch for a distance of several meters.

The area to be scheduled is a circle 55m in diameter centred on the centre of the broch to 

include the broch and an area around (including under water) in which evidence relating to its 

construction and use may survive, as marked in red on the accompanying map.

Statement of National Importance

This monument is of national importance as the remains of an Iron Age broch which the partial 

excavation demonstrates has the potential to provide information on the nature of settlement 

and defensive architecture during this period of prehistory. Significant archaeological remains - 

perhaps some waterlogged - will survive in and around the broch.

References

Bibliography
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The monument is recorded by RCAHMS as ND 14SE 4.

RCAHMS 1911, THIRD REPORT AND INVENTORY OF MONUMENTS AND CONSTRUCTIONS IN 

THE COUNTY OF CAITHNESS, Edinburgh, HMSO, 60-1, No. 222.

Site Number 33

Site Name Bail A' Chairn, broch

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM13634; ND25SW 8

HER Number MHG1981

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 322816

Northing 951715

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description The monument is a broch, a complex stone-built substantial roundhouse, dating to the Iron 

Age (between 600 BC and AD 400). The monument is visible as an oval mound up to 5.5m high 

with a terrace approximately 4m wide running round it. To its north are the remains of a slight 

ditch and bank. It is located approximately 60m above sea level and is surround by level, open 

ground approximately 190m west of the Burn of Acharole.

The mound on which the broch is located is artificial or, if natural, has been significantly 

altered. The terrace rises from ground level by around 3m as it circles the mound from the 

southwest to the southeast in a clockwise direction. The broch is visible as a smaller turf-

covered mound but excavation in 1904 has shown that the broch was 17.5m in diameter with 

the wall approximately 4m thick at the entrance located on the east side. Excavation also 

revealed internal details such as doorways, internal upright flagstone partitions, recesses and 

intramural stairways. The broch entrance has an extended passage way, a secondary feature.

The scheduled area is circular in shape, with the exception of a small segment to the southeast, 

includes the remains described above and an area around them within which evidence relating 

to the monument's construction, use and abandonment is expected to survive, as shown in red 

on the accompanying map. The following are excluded from the scheduling; the top 30cm of 

the track to the southeast and east and any post and wire fences.

Statement of National Importance

Cultural Significance

The cultural significance of the monument has been assessed as follows:

Intrinsic Characteristics

The monument is a broch, visible as a grass-covered mound sitting on a larger mounded 

feature with a terrace approximately 4m wide running around its circumference. The upper 

mound is an accumulation of collapsed building material over the lower levels of the broch 

structure and its flooring, while the lower mound, if not wholly artificial, has been significantly 

altered. This lower mound is likely to retain evidence of subsidiary buildings. To its north are 

the remains of a slight ditch and bank which would have surround the mound but has been 

reduced through agricultural activity.

The site was excavated by Sir Francis Tress Barry in 1904. This revealed the walls of the broch 

and internal features. An extended entrance passage running 6.7m east from the broch 

entrance was also discovered. This passage contains evidence of two doorways and an 
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intramural cell on its north, indicating the presence of other structures on the lower mound. 

The site was backfilled in 1904 but a series of contemporary watercolours and sketches by John 

Nicholson of Lybster recorded the results of the excavation and show that the interior of the 

broch was only partially excavated and the exterior mound not at all. The drawings also 

demonstrate that the broch structure is well-preserved within the mound with its walls 

surviving to around first floor level, and that it was surrounded by a bank and ditch, of which 

only slight remains survive. The extended entrance passage and the potential presence of 

outbuildings on the lower mound indicates this site may have had a complex development 

sequence. Scientific investigation would allow us to develop a better understanding of the 

chronology of the site, its date of origin, state of completeness, survival of outerworks and 

outbuildings or related structures, and any development sequence.

By analogy with other excavated brochs, the broch mound, the lower mound and surrounding 

bank and ditch are likely to contain deposits rich in occupation debris, artefacts and 

palaeoenvironmental evidence that can tell us about how people lived, their trade and 

exchange contacts, and their social status, as well as provide information about broch 

architecture and construction methods. A drawing by John Nicholson of Lybster shows finds 

from the excavation of the broch. These include a stone spindle whorl for textile making, a 

piece of pottery, a piece of antler which may have been a handle, a tooth from a wolf or dog, 

and two other bone objects of unknown function, demonstrating the survival of artefacts, 

including those made from bone.

Brochs in Caithness are typically thought to date from the mid first millennium BC to the early 

part of the first millennium AD. They are a specific development of complex Atlantic 

roundhouses and were large complex structures that would have had numerous purposes and 

a multifaceted role in prehistoric society.  They could have accommodated either an extended 

family or a small community and the construction of broch towers is often understood in terms 

of elite settlement. Some interpretations have stressed a role as fortified or defensive sites, 

possibly serving a community across a wider area.

Contextual Characteristics

Brochs are a widespread class of monument across northern Scotland. This example is one of a 

larger local/regional group in Caithness. It follows the typical Caithness broch pattern of 

'mound on mound', where the upper mound is an accumulation of collapsed building material 

over the lower levels of the broch structure, while the lower mound may retain evidence of 

subsidiary buildings and/or defences. The extended entrance passage is a feature found at 

other Caithness brochs such as at Achvarasdal House broch (scheduled monument reference 

SM514, Canmore ID 7373).

Location is a significant factor in understanding brochs, as too is intervisibility and relative 

position with other examples. This monument is within a small group of brochs in the Watten 

area, mostly located along the burns that feed Loch Watten. These include Carn A' Chladha 

(scheduled monument reference SM13632, Canmore ID 8805), Achingale broch (Canmore ID 

8783) and Nether Banks broch (scheduled monument reference SM609, Canmore ID 8782) 

located 700m, 2.3km and 2.6km respectively north northeast of Bail a' Chairn. Together they 

offer the potential to study a group of brochs within a distinct geographic area (along the 

course of the Scouthal Burn) and draw comparisons with evidence from other brochs around 

the locality and in Caithness more widely.

Associative Characteristics

There are no known associative characteristics which contribute to the site's cultural 

significance.

Statement of National Significance

The monument is of national importance because it contributes to our understanding of the 

past, in particular of Iron Age society in Caithness and the function, use and development of 

brochs. It is a well-preserved example of a broch with surviving elements of the structure, 

occupation material and associated remains indicated by the substantial mound and 
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surrounding bank and ditch. Excavation has demonstrated that the broch structure survives 

within the upper mound to a marked degree and that there is potential for remains of 

associated buildings on the lower mound. The broch is a prominent feature in the landscape 

and adds to our understanding of the siting of such monuments in the landscape. This in turn 

can help our understanding of settlement patterns and social structure during the Iron Age in 

Caithness. This potential is enhanced by the proximity of other brochs. The informative and 

significant early archaeological drawings of the excavation of the monument by John Nicholson 

of Lybster adds to the understanding of the monument. The loss of the monument would 

significantly diminish our future ability to appreciate and understand the development, use and 

re-use of brochs, and the nature of Iron Age society, economy and social hierarchy in the north 

of Scotland.
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Site Number 34

Site Name Carn A' Chladha, broch

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM13632; ND25SW 4

HER Number MHG1977

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 323148

Northing 952336

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description The monument is a broch, a complex stone-built substantial roundhouse, dating to the Iron 

Age (between 600 BC and AD 400). It is visible as a grass-covered stony mound 3m high and 

about 21m in diameter. The monument is located approximately 50m above sea level, on the 

southwest end of a narrow spur of rising land and lies approximately 100m west of Scouthal 

Burn.

The broch is prominently sited on an artificially altered mound at the southwest end of natural 

spur that rises from ground level at it northeast end. This spur appears to have formed the 

approach to the broch which sits on a levelled mound approximately 1m high with a terrace 
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between 1m and 3.5m wide running round it which broadens out at the approach to the broch. 

The broch is approximately 21m in diameter with grass covered collapsed walls standing to 3m 

in height. A stretch of outer facing stones are visible for approximately 3.5m at the south 

southeast arc of the broch.

The scheduled area is irregular in shape, includes the remains described above and an area 

around them within which evidence relating to the monument's construction, use and 

abandonment is expected to survive, as shown in red on the accompanying map. The following 

are excluded from the scheduling; the top 30cm of the track to the southeast and east and any 

post and wire fences.

 

Statement of National Importance

Cultural Significance

The cutlrual significance of the monument has been assesed as follows:

Intrinsic Characteristics

The monument is a broch, visible as a prominent grass-covered mound with some exposed 

outer walling. The mound is an accumulation of collapsed building material over the lower 

levels of the broch structure and its flooring. It appears relatively undisturbed and surviving 

features are likely to include the broch walls, intramural cells and stairs, hearths and internal 

partitions. In addition, there may be later structures within or around the abandoned broch 

tower. By analogy with a number of excavated brochs, this broch and any associated structures 

will contain deposits rich in occupation debris, artefacts and palaeoenvironmental evidence 

that can tell us about how people lived, their trade and exchange contacts, and their social 

status, as well as provide information about broch architecture and construction methods.

The siting of the broch at the end of a long, narrow, spur is of significance. The highest point 

has been adapted to provide a level platform for the broch, while the tail of the spur would 

have served as an approach to the broch and may itself have been adapted for this purpose. 

Further research could establish the relationship between the broch and the natural feature, 

and how it was altered for the purposes of siting the broch. The location of the broch and 

terracing around the broch may indicate that it is the site of an earlier dun with the defences 

being re-used and altered by the broch builders. The larger terraced area to the north could be 

a later addition to the site or relate to an earlier phase of development. Scientific investigation 

would allow us to develop a better understanding of the chronology of the site, its 

development sequence and the extent that the natural spur was altered as part of the 

construction of the broch.

Brochs in Caithness are typically thought to date from between 600 BC and AD 400. They are a 

specific development of complex Atlantic roundhouses and were large complex structures that 

would have had numerous purposes and a multifaceted role in prehistoric society.  They could 

have accommodated either an extended family or a small community and the construction of 

broch towers is often understood in terms of elite settlement. Some interpretations have 

stressed a role as fortified or defensive sites, possibly serving a community across a wider area. 

The location of Carn a' Chladha supports the view that defensive considerations could be a 

factor in the location of brochs but the choice of such prominent sites in the landscape could 

also relate to control over land and route ways and/or conspicuous demonstrations of status.

Contextual Characteristics

Brochs are a widespread class of monument across northern Scotland. This example is within a 

small group of brochs in the Watten area, mostly located along the burns that feed Loch 

Watten. These include Bail a' Chairn broch (scheduled monument reference SM13634, 

Canmore ID 8805) located 700m to the southwest, Achingale broch (Canmore ID 8783) and 

Nether Banks broch (scheduled monument reference SM609, Canmore ID 8782), 1.7km and 

1.9km respectively north northeast of Carn a' Chladha. Together they offer the potential to 

study a group of brochs within a distinct geographic area (along the course of the Scouthal 
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Burn) and draw comparisons with evidence from other brochs around the locality and in 

Caithness more widely.

Many broch towers were deliberately sited to be focal points in the landscape, and is Carn a' 

Chladha broch is such an example; it is sited in an elevated position on a spur above what may 

have been a routeway along the Scouthal Burn.

Associative Characteristics

There are no known associative characteristics which contribute to the site's cultural 

significance.

Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance because it contributes to our understanding of the 

past, in particular of Iron Age society in Caithness and the function, use and development of 

brochs. This large intact mound will contain the buried remains of a substantial broch. Features 

such as terraces and wall facings are clearly visible. The adaption of a natural feature, a long 

and narrow spur, is a significant aspect of the importance of this site, demonstrating how 

topography was in some instances exploited and accentuated by those building brochs. Carn a' 

Chladha broch is located in close proximity to a number of other brochs located along the 

Scouthal Burn and damage or loss of the monument would diminish our future ability to 

appreciate and understand the development, use and re-use of brochs, and the nature of Iron 

Age society, economy and social hierarchy in this area and further afield.
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Site Number 35

Site Name Achalipster, deserted settlement and souterrain

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM3666

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 324215

Northing 949111

Parish Watten

Council
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Council Highland

Description The monument is a deserted agricultural settlement with a prehistoric souterrain, a stone-lined 

subterranean chamber or passage, located partially below the buildings. The monument is 

located on the north facing slope of Hill of Achalipster, approximately 500 m east of Strath 

Burn and lies at 95 m above sea level.

The settlement consists of two rows of stone buildings surviving to wallhead height in places, 

likely to date to the 19th century but perhaps built upon an earlier settlement.  At the east end 

of the eastern row stands a kiln barn; a building used to dry and store cereal. The barn is open 

to the stone-built circular kiln and contains features such as steps leading to the kiln drying 

platform, the kiln fire box and flue and an alcoved area for storing dried cereal. Further 

buildings adjoin the kiln barn and run to the west where a small yard links to the western row 

of buildings. Underlying the central building of the eastern row is the remains of a souterrain, 

generally understood to have been used for storage purposes. Likely to date to the middle to 

late Iron Age (500 BC-500AD), the curving underground structure is visible on the surface  as a 

depression  and exposed stone lintels. Northwest of the two rows of buildings, an enclosure, 

marked by low earthworks and stone and turf walls, indicates the area of the infield used for 

growing crops as well as for livestock corralling.

The area to be scheduled is an irregular polygon, to include the remains described above and 

an area in which evidence for their construction and use may survive, as shown in red on the 

attached map. The scheduling excludes the post-and-wire fences and field drains to allow for 

their maintenance.

Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance because it is a distinctive example of an agricultural 

settlement with 19th-century structures and related remains. It is a well-preserved site with 

upstanding remains and distinctive features . Particularly notable is the kiln barn with firebox, 

flue, integral steps to the drying platform and a storage alcove. Other well preserved aspects of 

the site include agricultural storage structures with internal stone partitions and evidence for 

cruck frame supports as well as a domestic building with an open fireplace. Beneath the 19th-

century settlement there is evidence of an Iron Age souterrain indicating a potentially extended 

development sequence for the site. The monument has the potential to inform research into 

the development of agricultural settlements and practices of the time. Its loss would 

significantly detract from our ability to understand this monument type and interpret the 

contemporary economy and society that lived and worked in them, both in the Highlands and 

throughout Scotland.
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Site Number 36

Site Name Achkinloch, chambered cairn 755m SW of, Loch Stemster

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM419; ND14SE 1

HER Number MHG1313

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 318862

Northing 941718

Parish Latheron

Council Highland

Description The monument is the remains of a chambered cairn dating from the Neolithic period (between 

3800 and 2500 BC) and is visible as a stone and turf covered oval mound from which large edge 

set slabs protrude. The cairn lies 160m above sea level on a small knoll overlooking Loch 

Stemster with good views in all directions.

The monument is an Orkney-Cromarty type chambered cairn, which are typically made up of a 

single long chamber, divided into stall-like "compartments" by stone uprights. The cairn is 

approximately 24m in diameter and survives to 1.7m in height. There are three large edge set 

slabs visible near the centre of the cairn, and they likely represent the remains of the multiple 

compartments which would have been set off the main east-west aligned chamber.

The scheduled area is circular on plan, 35m in diameter and centred on the monument, to 

include the remains described and an area around within which evidence relating to the 

monument's construction, use and abandonment is expected to survive, as shown in red on 

the accompanying map. The monument was first scheduled in 1933, but the documentation 

does not meet current standards: the present amendment rectifies this.

 

Statement of National Importance

Cultural significance

The monument's cultural significance has been assessed as follows:

Intrinsic Characteristics

The monument has been denuded of most of its cairn material exposing the key structural 

features of the chamber and passage. However, the monument is in a stable condition at 

present. The extent of the surrounding cairn is defined by a well-defined turf covered mound of 

stones measuring approximately 24m in diameter. The large, exposed stones of the chamber 

form a visually impressive monument. Although the chamber and passage are exposed, 

excavations of chambered cairns elsewhere show that there is potential for undisturbed 

deposits, including human burials, artefacts and environmental remains such as charcoal or 

pollen, within, beneath and around the upstanding structure of the cairn.

This cairn has potential to add to our understanding of ritual and funerary practices during the 
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Neolithic period, and to provide information about contemporary agriculture, economy and 

environment. Few radiocarbon dates have been obtained for Orkney-Cromarty chambered 

cairns because many of them were excavated before the advent of modern scientific 

techniques. However, from the dates available, and on the basis of typological study of the 

pottery found at such sites, it appears that chambered cairns were constructed and in use 

between around 3800 and 2500 BC.

At Achkinloch, there is no clear visible evidence of an extended development sequence. 

However, it is likely that this tomb was in use through several or many generations. Scientific 

study of the tomb's form and construction techniques compared with other tombs would 

enhance our understanding of the development sequence of this site and of chambered cairns 

in general. The monument was a place of burial and ritual during the Neolithic and is likely to 

have been a prominent place within a group's territory as well as a focal point in the landscape.

Contextual Characteristics

Orkney-Cromarty cairns are found only in north and west Scotland, with the greatest 

concentration in Orkney. Their design is particularly interesting because the shape and form, 

with subdivisions formed by upright slabs, is comparable with contemporary house forms such 

as Knap of Howar, Orkney. It is likely that this was deliberate, with the tombs representing 

'houses for the dead'. Achkinloch is an interesting and impressive example with massive stones 

delineating a large chamber.

While there are few other cairns in the vicinity of Achkinloch cairn, it is located around 50m to 

the southeast of an impressive horseshoe shaped stone setting which is likely to be related to 

the cairn (scheduled monument reference number SM420, Canmore ID 8271). Spatial and 

landscape analysis of this cairn in comparison to other prehistoric monuments in the vicinity 

could enhance our understanding of the placing of such sites in the landscape and the 

organisation, division and use of land in the Neolithic. 

Chambered cairns are often placed in conspicuous locations within the landscape, at the edge 

of arable land and overlooking or inter-visible with other ritual monuments. Achkinloch is 

located on a small knoll overlooking an important north-south route way in Caithness. The 

cairn overlooks the Loch of Sternster and, of great significance, has a relationship with the large 

horseshoe shaped stone setting to the northwest.  

Associative Characteristics

There are no known associative characteristics which contribute to the site's cultural 

significance.

Statement of National Importance

The monument has potential to make a significant contribution to our understanding of the 

past, in particular the design and construction of burial monuments and the nature of burial 

practices and belief systems in the Neolithic. Ritual and funerary monuments are often our 

main source of evidence for human activity during the Neolithic in Scotland. They are 

particularly important for enhancing our understanding of Neolithic society, its organisation, 

economy, religion and demography. This monument retains its field characteristics to a marked 

degree. The large upright stones of the chamber are visually impressive and the form of the 

monument, with evidence for multiple chambers, can contribute to our understanding of the 

development and architecture of chambered cairns. Chambered cairns are an important 

component in understanding the prehistoric landscape of land-use, settlement and ritual. The 

orientation and position of Achkinloch cairn within the landscape and its close spatial 

relationship with the nearby stone setting is likely to be significant. The loss of the monument 

would diminish our ability to appreciate and understand the meaning and importance of death 

and burial in prehistory.
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Site Number 37

Site Name Green Hill Broch, 40m W of Grant Hall

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM551

HER Number MHG2327

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 322992

Northing 955021

Parish Watten

Council Highland

Description The monument is a broch, a complex stone-built substantial roundhouse, dating to the Iron 

Age (between 600 BC and AD 400). It is visible as a roughly circular grass-covered mound about 

32m in diameter and 2.5m high, with an entrance passage visible on its south east side. The 

monument is located in garden ground to the south of Loch Watten at approximately 50m 

above sea level.  

The scheduled area is polygonal on plan and includes the remains described above and an area 

around them within which evidence relating to the monument's construction, use and 

abandonment is expected to survive, as shown in red on the accompanying map. The 

scheduling specifically excludes the above ground elements of all earthfast garden furniture. 

The monument was first scheduled in 1934 but the documentation does not meet current 

standards. The present amendment rectifies this.

Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance because it has an inherent potential to make a 

significant addition to our understanding of the past, in particular of Iron Age society in 

Caithness and the function, use and development of brochs. It is a well-preserved example with 

previous surveys recording internal features. Its field characteristics indicate the likely survival 

of considerable structural, artefactual and paleoenvironmental evidence beneath the mound. 

Its proximity to a locally dense group of brochs adds considerably to its significance. The loss of 

the monument would significantly diminish our future ability to appreciate and understand the 

development, use and re-use of brochs, and the nature of Iron Age society, economy and social 
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hierarchy in the north of Scotland.
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Site Number 38

Site Name Grey Cairns of Camster

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM90056

HER Number MHG1817;MHG1816;MHG1809

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 326006

Northing 944209

Parish Wick

Council Highland

Description The monument is a chambered long cairn and two chambered round cairns dating from the 

Neolithic period, probably built and in use between 3800 BC and 2500 BC. The long cairn 

survives as a substantial trapezoidal cairn of exposed stone with two internal chambers and 

short horns at each end defining forecourts. The chambered round cairns are visible as 

substantial stone mounds, the northern-most contains a single chamber while the southern 

cairn is tumbled with evidence for the presence of a chamber. The long cairn and northern 

round cairn have been excavated and substantially reconstructed. The monument is located on 

level moorland, around 170m above sea level.

The long cairn measures 60.5m in length including the horns, by 17m wide across the façade at 

the north end, narrowing to about 9m around half way along. The profile of the cairn rises over 

two burial chambers in the north end, while the south part is relatively level. The north burial 

chamber is polygonal in plan and formed of vertical slabs, while the southern chamber is 

divided into three compartments by upright stone slabs. The cairn has a long history of 

investigation. Excavations undertaken in 1866, 1971-73 and 1976-80 revealed two round cairns 

containing the burial chambers within the body of the long cairn, retaining walls, evidence of 



Site Gazetteer

pre-cairn activity and finds in the form of Early Neolithic pottery, worked stone tools and 

fragments of human bone. Considerable consolidation and reconstruction of the cairn has 

taken place. The northern round cairn lies around 170m south-southeast and was excavated in 

1865 and 1966-7, though these interventions are poorly documented. It measures around 22m 

north to south by about 19m east to west, and is 3.7m high. An eastern facing passage leads to 

a central chamber with corbelled roof. Excavations recovered burnt human bone, flint tools 

and pottery within the chamber. Parts of two skeletons were found within stone blocking in 

the passage. The cairn has been restored and consolidated. The second round cairn, situated 

about 115m south-southwest measures about 9m in diameter and 0.4m in height. The centre 

of the cairn has been disturbed, exposing the remains of a cist or central chamber.

The scheduled area is in three parts, two of which are circular in plan measuring 50m and 48m 

in diameter, and the third is irregular, to include the remains described above and an area 

around them within which evidence relating to the monument's construction, use and 

abandonment is expected to survive, as shown in red on the accompanying map. The 

scheduling specifically excludes the above-ground elements of all modern structures, fittings 

and fixtures within and around the monuments. The monument was first scheduled in 1934 

but an inadequate area was included to protect all of the archaeological remains and the 

documentation does not meet current standards: the present amendment rectifies this.

Statement of National Importance

This monument is of national importance because it has an inherent potential to make a 

significant addition to our understanding of the past, in particular the design and construction 

of burial monuments, and the nature of burial practices and their significance in Neolithic 

society and economy in the north of Scotland. The cairns are visually impressive monuments 

that retain their field characteristics and demonstrate complex development sequences. 

Chambered cairns are often our main source of evidence for the Neolithic in Scotland, and can 

enhance our understanding of Neolithic society and economy, as well as the nature of burial 

practices and belief systems. They are an important component of the wider prehistoric 

landscape of settlement, agriculture and ritual. The loss of the monument would diminish our 

ability to appreciate and understand the meaning and importance of death, burial and ritual in 

the Neolithic and the placing of cairns within the landscape.
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Site Number 39

Site Name Camster, stone rows 450m WSW of S end of Loch of Camster

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM463; ND24SE 3

HER Number MHG1831

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 326017

Northing 943777

Parish Wick

Council Highland

Description The monument is a group of small standing stones aligned in at least six rows, considered to 

date from the late Neolithic or Bronze Age (about 3000 to 800 BC). A plan drawn in 1871 

recorded 41 erect stones with a further 31 identified beneath the surface. Peat and vegetation 

growth has since covered more of the stones, and only occasional stones are visible depending 

on the height of vegetation. The monument is located about 100m above sea level on gently 

sloping moorland.

The site was surveyed again in 1910, recording that the stones are set in six rows, the longest 

27m long. It also noted that the rows fan out slightly from south to north, the distance across 

all the rows being 10m at the south end and 13m at the north end. The account also shows the 

stones are thin slabs facing across the rows, set 1.7m to 2.1m apart.

The scheduled area is rectangular on plan measuring 48m by 32m to include the remains 

described above and an area around them within which evidence relating to the monument's 

construction, use and abandonment is expected to survive, as shown in red on the 

accompanying map.

Statement of National Importance

Cultural Significance

The cultural significance of the monument has been assessed as follows:

Intrinsic Characteristics

The monument consists of stone rows visible as radiating lines of small standing stones, 

although many are covered by peat growth or vegetation. Overall the site survives in good 

condition with no record of an excavation at the site. The monument is well-preserved with 

some stones still visible and the majority covered by peat. The layout of the monument can be 

difficult to discern on the ground, but clear historic plans, made at the time of Sir Henry 

Dryden's survey in 1871 and again in 1910 by the Royal Commission of Ancient and Historic 

Monuments, assist with the interpretation of the remains. A more recent detailed survey 
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drawing by Alexander Thom published in 1971 depicts fewer stones as being visible, 18 in total, 

but still conveys the general plan and layout of the rows. It is very probable that the stones 

recorded in early surveys still exist beneath the peat and moorland. The remains can help us 

understand more about possible ritual practice at the site and the construction, use and 

abandonment of these monuments.

There is potential for the survival of archaeological deposits, including buried remains, 

artefacts such as pottery, and environmental remains such as charcoal or pollen, within, 

beneath and around the intact elements of the monument. These elements can contribute to 

our understanding of possible ritual practice, and the significance of materials, technology and 

craft in a prehistoric context of stone rows.

The monument probably dates from the late Neolithic or Bronze Age (around 3000 to 800 BC). 

Excavation at the nearby Battle Moss, Loch of Yarrows stone row (scheduled monument 

SM506 and Canmore ID 9021) in 2003 suggested a Bronze Age date for that monument. 

Scientific investigation of this site would allow us to develop a better understanding of the 

chronology of the site, including its date of origin, state of completeness and any possible 

development sequence. Such scientific research at Battle Moss indicated the site was 

constructed over a period of time with stones gradually added to the site.

The original function of stone rows is not fully understood. In the 1960s and 1970s, Thom 

argued that they were constructed to make lunar observations. However, stone rows in 

Caithness have a recurring association with cairns, cists or mounds, suggesting they played a 

role in funerary activity early in the Bronze Age and the site probably had ceremonial or ritual 

uses for the local community.Further investigations could help clarify how the stone rows were 

developed. Such investigations could also allow us to better understand any possible relation 

between this monument and the nearby Grey Cairns of Camster (scheduled monument 

SM90056 and Canmore IDs 8686, 8693, 8694)  to the north; the nearest cairn is only around 

100m distant.

Contextual Characteristics

Multiple stone rows have an unusual distribution in Britain, occurring in Southwest England, 

North Wales, and Caithness and Sutherland. These are rare monuments: there are twenty-one 

confirmed stone rows in Caithness and Sutherland, which accounts for all the known stone 

rows in Scotland. In 2016 there are nine scheduled monuments classified as stone rows in this 

area, including this monument.  Within 10km of the monument, there are 11 confirmed stone 

rows including Battle Moss, Loch of Yarrows, 5.2km east (scheduled monument reference 

SM506 and Canmore ID 9021) and Hill O' Many Stanes approximately 6.5km southeast 

(scheduled monument reference SM90162 and Canmore ID 8604). Some stone rows previously 

identified have not been located in recent years due to peat encroachment, for example Upper 

Dounreay (Canmore ID 7852) and Duim Na Ceud (Canmore ID 7885), while Allt Breac (Canmore 

ID 7036) near Helmsdale has been largely destroyed by road building. This monument is 

therefore significant as it retains a number of visible stones.

There may have been links between neighbouring stone rows or they may indicate community 

catchments. This stone row has the potential to enhance and broaden our understanding of 

prehistoric life. There are also numerous other broadly contemporary monuments in the 

landscape surrounding the monument including the Grey Cairns of Camster (scheduled 

monument reference SM90056 and Canmore IDs 8686, 8693, 8694) immediately to the north. 

There is potential to study the stone rows and cairns together to understand their functions 

within the local communities and chronological development. Camster also has a dense cluster 

of other prehistoric remains and offers potential to study domestic sites alongside those with 

evidence for ritual practices.

The stone rows sit on gently sloping moorland, with open views over the surrounding 

landscape. The site is slightly overlooked by adjacent hillsides and the Grey Cairns of Camster 

to the north.

Associative Characteristics
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There are no known associative characteristics which contribute to the site's cultural 

significance.

Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance because of its potential to make a significant addition 

to our knowledge and understanding of the past, particularly the design, construction and use 

of stone rows in Caithness and Sutherland. Only a few stones are visible on the surface but the 

monument is preserved beneath peat and retains excellent structural characteristics; there is 

high potential for the presence of buried archaeological remains, including artefacts and 

palaeoenvironmental evidence. The monument was an important part of the historic 

landscape, lying in close proximity to the Grey Cairns of Camster. There are numerous other 

broadly contemporary monuments in the vicinity, including other stone rows and many 

prehistoric settlements, which together can contribute to our understanding of how the 

prehistoric landscape was used. This is important for enhancing our understanding of Bronze 

Age society, its organisation, economy, religion and demography. Detailed plans showing the 

form of the monument in 1871 and in 1910 add to our understanding of the site. The loss of 

the monument would significantly diminish our future ability to appreciate and understand the 

use of stone rows and their role and function within the prehistoric communities which 

constructed them.
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Site Number 40

Site Name Camster, broch 500m S of Lower Camster

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM537; ND24NE 4

HER Number

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 325208

Northing 945081

Parish Latheron

Council Highland

Description The monument is a broch, a complex stone-built substantial roundhouse, dating to the Iron 

Age (between 600 BC and AD 400). The monument is visible as a sub-circular turf-covered 

mound set on a flat-topped hillock. To its east and south are the remains of a ditch. The 

monument is located approximately 110m above sea level and about 200m south of Camster 

Burn. It is surrounded by gently sloping moorland and forestry.

The flat-topped, grassy hillock, on which the broch is set rises around 1.5m above the 

surrounding marshy moorland. The broch mound measures up to 1.5m high. The external 

diameter of the broch is around 28m and it has an estimated internal diameter of around 

10.7m. Exposed stones and evidence of a line of stones along the base of the broch mound 

could be the remains of an outer wall. About 23m from the centre of the broch, to the east and 

south, are the slight remains of a ditch. The ditch is up to 13.4m wide and around 1m deep in 

places.

The scheduled area, centred on the broch, is circular on plan with a diameter of 80m and 

includes the remains described above and an area around them within which evidence relating 

to the monument's construction, use and abandonment is expected to survive, as shown in red 

on the accompanying map.

Statement of National Importance

Cultural Significance

The cultural significance of the monument has been assessed as follows:

Intrinsic Characteristics

The monument is a broch, visible as a grass-covered mound sitting on a flat-topped hillock. The 

mound appears to preserve the base of the broch walls. The flat-topped hillock, while not 

wholly artificial, may have evidence of alteration by scarping or levelling to accommodate and 

defend the broch. There is evidence for the remains of an outerwall along the base of the 

broch mound. To its east and south are the remains of a ditch which originally surrounded the 

mound, as note by a RCAHMS survey in 1910, but it has been reduced through historic 

agricultural activity.

There is no record of an excavation at the site and the monument has high potential to support 

future archaeological research. The scale of the mound indicates that the buried broch walls 

survive and there is potential for architectural features such as an entrance passage, intramural 

cells, stairs, scarcement ledges and even a well. By analogy with other excavated brochs, the 

broch mound and surrounding ditch are likely to contain deposits rich in occupation debris, 

artefacts and palaeoenvironmental evidence that can tell us about how people lived, their 

trade and exchange contacts, and their social status.

Brochs in Caithness are typically thought to date from the mid first millennium BC to the early 

part of the first millennium AD although there are few precise scientific dates and our 

understanding of their dating has traditionally been based on typological studies of artefacts 
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recovered from broch sites. The remains of a surrounding outerwall and ditch indicates this site 

may have had a complex development sequence. Scientific investigation would allow us to 

develop a better understanding of the chronology of the site, its date of origin, state of 

completeness, survival of outerworks or related structures, and any development sequence.

Broch towers are primarily seen as a specific specialised development of complex Atlantic 

roundhouses. They were large complex structures that could have accommodated either an 

extended family or a small community. While there would have been a social hierarchy within 

this community, the construction of these elaborate towers is often understood in terms of 

elite settlement. Other interpretations have stressed their likely role as fortified or defensive 

sites, possibly serving a community across a wider area. Brochs are complex structures likely to 

have had numerous purposes and a complex role in prehistoric society.

Contextual Characteristics

Brochs are a widespread class of monument across northern Scotland. This example is one of a 

larger local/regional group in Caithness. It is similar to the typical Caithness and North of 

Scotland broch pattern of 'mound on mound', where the upper mound is an accumulation of 

collapsed building material over the lower levels of the broch structure and its flooring, while 

the lower area of the site may retain evidence of subsidiary buildings and/or defences.

Location is a significant factor in understanding brochs and so too is intervisibility and relative 

position with other examples. This monument is within a closely spaced group of brochs in the 

Camster area and offers potential to study their connections. Of particular contextual interest 

is the close proximity of Lower Camster broch (Canmore ID 8675 and scheduled monument 

reference SM536) only 600m to the northeast. Today, forestry obscures the view between the 

two brochs but it is most likely the sites were intervisible in prehistory. Other nearby brochs 

include Scorriclet broch (Canmore ID 8806) approximately 5.7km north northwest and Toftgun 

broch (Canmore ID 8715) around 4.1km southeast. There is also potential to draw comparisons 

with evidence from the many other brochs elsewhere in Caithness. This broch can therefore 

support comparative study to better understand the function of such monuments, their 

interrelationship and the significance of their placing within the landscape, in particular in 

relation to our understanding of Iron Age social hierarchy, changing settlement patterns and 

systems of inheritance.

Associative Characteristics

There are no known associative characteristics which contribute to the site's cultural 

significance.

Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance because it has inherent potential to make a 

significant contribution to our understanding of the past, in particular the function, use and 

development of brochs in Caithness and the development of Iron Age society in the region. It 

has good field characteristics, the visible remains including the substantial mound and 

surrounding outer wall and to the east and south. There is also high potential for buried 

remains, including the lower parts of the broch structure and outbuildings. The broch is a 

prominent feature in the landscape and would have been so when constructed and in use. In 

particular, its very close proximity to another broch can add to our understanding of the siting 

of these monuments in the landscape, enhancing understanding of settlement patterns and 

social structure during the Iron Age in Caithness. The loss of the monument would diminish our 

future ability to appreciate and understand the development, use and re-use of brochs, and the 

nature of Iron Age society, economy and social hierarchy in the north of Scotland.
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Site Number 41

Site Name Lower Camster, broch 340m E of

Type of Site Scheduled Monument

NMRS Number SM536; ND24NE 5

HER Number MHG1801

Status Scheduled Monument

Easting 325557

Northing 945604

Parish Wick

Council Highland

Description The monument is a broch, a complex and substantial stone-built roundhouse dating to the Iron 

Age (between 600 BC and AD 400). The monument is visible as a sub-circular mound set on a 

rounded rock on the summit of a rocky escarpment. To the east and west remains of an outer 

ditch are visible. The monument is located approximately 100m above sea level about 85m 

northeast of Camster Burn. It is surround by gently sloping moorland and forestry.

The rocky outcrop on which the broch is set rises around 3.5m above the escarpment which in 

turn stands around 3.5m above the Camster Burn to the south. The broch is visible as a turf-

covered mound with the outline of the circular broch walls visible and measuring around 1m 

high. The broch has an external diameter of around 23.8m and an internal diameter of around 

10.7m. Immediately northwest of the broch, several hollows and evidence of stones or slabs 

may indicate the presence of outbuildings or later structures. On the east side of the broch 

mound is a length of ditch 40m long, 12m wide and 1.2m deep. There are also fragmentary 

remains on the west, and the ditch probably surrounded the broch on the west, north and east, 

enclosing an area about 32m in diameter and terminating at the escarpment at each end.

The scheduled area, centred on the broch, is circular on plan with a diameter of 60m and 

clipped to the south of the adjacent track and includes the remains described above and an 

area around them within which evidence relating to the monument's construction, use and 

abandonment is expected to survive, as shown in red on the accompanying map.

 

Statement of National Importance

Cultural Significance

The cultural significance of the monument has been assesed as follows:
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Intrinsic Characteristics

The monument is a broch, visible as a grass-covered mound sitting on a rocky outcrop on top 

of an escarpment. The mound appears to preserve the base of the broch walls. The rocky 

outcrop and escarpment, while not wholly artificial, have evidence of alteration by scarping to 

accommodate and defend the broch. There is evidence for the remains of outbuildings just 

northwest of the broch, these could be associated with the broch. Remains of an outer ditch 

appear particularly well-preserved on the east side of the broch.

The monument has high potential to support future archaeological research. The scale of the 

mound indicates that the buried broch walls survive and there is potential for architectural and 

other features such as an entrance passage, intramural cells, stairs, scarcement ledges, floor 

deposits and even a well. By analogy with other excavated brochs, the broch mound and 

surrounding ditch are likely to contain deposits rich in occupation debris, artefacts and 

palaeoenvironmental evidence that can tell us about how people lived, their trade and 

exchange contacts, and their social status.

Brochs in Caithness are typically thought to date from the mid first millennium BC to the early 

part of the first millennium AD although there are few precise scientific dates and our 

understanding of their dating has traditionally been based on typological studies of artefacts 

recovered from broch sites. The remains of a surrounding ditch and possible outbuildings 

indicates this site may have had a complex development sequence. Scientific investigation 

would allow us to develop a better understanding of the chronology of the site, its date of 

origin and development sequence, state of completeness, survival of outerworks and the 

nature of the potential outbuildings or related structures.

Broch towers are primarily seen as a specific specialised development of complex Atlantic 

roundhouses. They were large complex structures that could have accommodated either an 

extended family or a small community. While there would have been a social hierarchy within 

this community, the construction of these elaborate towers is often understood in terms of 

elite settlement. Other interpretations have stressed their likely role as fortified or defensive 

sites, possibly serving a community across a wider area. Brochs are complex structures likely to 

have had numerous purposes and a complex role in prehistoric society.

Contextual Characteristics

Brochs are a widespread class of monument across northern Scotland. This example is one of a 

large and significant local group found in Caithness. It is similar to the typical Caithness and 

North of Scotland broch pattern of 'mound on mound', where the upper mound is an 

accumulation of collapsed building material over the lower levels of the broch structure and its 

flooring, while the lower area of the site may retain evidence of subsidiary buildings and/or 

defences.

Location is a significant factor in understanding brochs and so too is intervisibility and relative 

position with other examples. This monument lies within a closely spaced group of brochs in 

the Camster area and offers potential to study their connections and draw comparisons with 

evidence from other brochs around the immediate locality as well as more widely across 

Caithness. Of particular contextual interest is the close proximity of another broch (scheduled 

monument reference SM537 and Canmore ID 8674), only 600m to the southwest. Today, 

forestry obscures the view between the two brochs but it is probable the sites were intervisible 

in prehistory. Other nearby brochs include Scorriclet broch (Canmore ID 8806) approximately 

5.2km north northwest and Toftgun broch (Canmore ID 8715) around 4.5km southeast. There 

is therefore potential for comparative study to better understand the function of such 

monuments, their interrelationship and the significance of their placing within the landscape, 

in particular in relation to our understanding of Iron Age social hierarchy, changing settlement 

patterns and systems of inheritance.

Associative Characteristics

There are no known associative characteristics which contribute to the site's cultural 

significance.
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Statement of National Importance

The monument is of national importance because it has inherent potential to make a 

significant contribution to our understanding of the past, in particular of Iron Age society in 

Caithness and the function, use and development of brochs in Caithness. It has good field 

characteristics, the visible remains including the substantial mound and surrounding ditch to 

the east. There is also high potential for buried remains, including the lower parts of the broch 

structure and outbuildings. The broch is a prominent feature in the landscape and would have 

been so when constructed and in use. In particular, its very close proximity to another broch 

can add to our understanding of the siting of these monuments in the landscape, enhancing 

understanding of settlement patterns and social structure during the Iron Age in Caithness. The 

loss of the monument would diminish our future ability to appreciate and understand the 

development, use and re-use of brochs, and the nature of Iron Age society, economy and social 

hierarchy in the north of Scotland.

References

Bibliography

Historic Environment Scotland http://www.canmore.org.uk reference number CANMORE ID 

8675 (accessed on 28/11/2016).

The Highland Council HER http://her.highland.gov.uk/ reference is MHG 1801 (accessed on 

28/11/2016).

Feachem, R, 1963, A guide to prehistoric Scotland. London.

MacKie, E W, 2007, The Roundhouses, Brochs and Wheelhouses of Atlantic Scotland c. 700 BC - 

AD 500: architecture and material culture. Part 2 The Mainland and the Western Islands. BAR, 

vol 444. Oxford.

RCAHMS, 1911, The Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical Monuments and 

Constructions of Scotland. Third report and inventory of monuments and constructions in the 

county of Caithness. London.

Canmore

    https://canmore.org.uk/site/8675/

HER/SMR Reference

    http://her.highland.gov.uk/SingleResult.aspx?uid=MHG1801

Site Number 42

Site Name Causeymire, War Memorial

Type of Site War Memorial (20th Century)

NMRS Number ND14NE 28

HER Number

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 317330

Northing 948528

Parish Latheron

Council Highland

Description Project (February 2014 - July 2014)
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A data upgrade project to record war memorials

Site Number 43

Site Name

Type of Site

NMRS Number

HER Number

Status

Easting

Northing

Parish

Council

Description Void

Site Number 44

Site Name Achary Township

Type of Site  Township

NMRS Number

HER Number MHG1278

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 317090

Northing 947100

Parish LATHERON

Council Highland

Description Achary. Five buildings shown.

W Roy 1747-55

Roy, W, 1747-55, Military Survey of Scotland, sheet 37/2 (Text/Publication/Volume). SHG2745.

Site Number 45

Site Name Farmstead - Torran

Type of Site FARMSTEAD

NMRS Number

HER Number MHG27554

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 317040

Northing 947490

Parish WATTEN

Council Highland
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Council Highland

Description ND14NE 25 1704 4749

The farmstead of Torran is depicted as roofed with three outbuildings with several enclosures 

on both the 1st edition of the OS 6-inch map (Caithness, 1871, sheet xxiii), and the OS 1:10560 

(1972). The latest chart copy OS 1:10000 map (1975) shows the farmstead as roofless.

Information from RCAHMS (DE) July 1997

The site was visited by Headland Archaeology in 2011 during a walkover survey in advance of a 

proposed wind farm at Bad a' Cheo. Given its relatively modern date (C19) and its poor level of 

preservation, it was considered to be of negligible sensitivity to direct impacts from the 

proposed windfarm construction. <1>

The site was also mentioned in the additional information produced in association with the Bad 

A' Cheo Windfarm Environmental Statement. <2>

The site was visited and photographed by D Glass in June 2013.

<1> Headland Archaeology Ltd, 2013, Bad a' Cheo Wind Farm: Environmental Statement, p.14 

(Text/Report/Environmental Statement). SHG26245.

<2> Headland Archaeology Ltd, 2013, Bad A' Cheo Wind Farm: Environmental Statement: 

Additional Information (Text/Report/Environmental Statement). SHG24369.

Site Number 46

Site Name Township, Dalnachar

Type of Site TOWNSHIP

NMRS Number

HER Number MHG1272

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 316905

Northing 946749

Parish HALKIRK

Council Highland

Description Dalnaharg. Four buildings shown.

W Roy 1747-55.

ND 169 468. Dalnachar. Three Buildings shown.

OS 6" map, Caithness, 1st ed., (1871)

A farmstead comprising one roofed long building, two unroofed buildings, one of which is a 

long building, and three enclosures is depicted on the 1st edition of the OS 6-inch map 

(Caithness 1877, sheet xxviii). Two unroofed buildings and four enclosures are shown on the 

current edition of the OS 1:10,560 map (1959).

Information from RCAHMS (AKK) 24 November 1995.

Roy, W, 1747-55, Military Survey of Scotland, sheet 37/2 (Text/Publication/Volume). SHG2745.

Site Number 47

Site Name
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Site Name Desk-based assessment and walkover survey, Halsary Windfarm

Type of Site DESK BASED ASSESSMENT, WALKOVER SURVEY

NMRS Number

HER Number EHG3194

Status Event

Easting 317827

Northing 947801

Parish WATTEN

Council Highland

Description An assessment of the cultural heritage, including a DBA and a walkover survey, was conducted 

by CFA Archaeology for Scottish Power Renewables, for an area proposed for a wind farm at 

Halsary in 2008. Eight sites lay within the application area, two of which were Scheduled 

Monuments and four of which were newly identified sites. Proposals to mitigate the impact 

were made. The predicted visual impact of the wind farm on the heritage resource was also 

assessed. Site locations were recorded using a Differential Global Positioning System and were 

accurate to less than 1m. No detailed survey was undertaken within the afforested area due to 

the dense, impenetrable nature of the plantation woodland, although known sites were visited 

wherever possible. <1> A partial re-assessment of the cultural heritage chapter was carried out 

in 2012, although no new fieldwork was undertaken. The re-assessment was issued as a 

chapter within an ES addendum document. <2>

Site Number 48

Site Name Walkover Survey - Halsary Windfarm, Mybster

Type of Site WALKOVER SURVEY

NMRS Number

HER Number EHG4966

Status Event

Easting 317986

Northing 947777

Parish WATTEN

Council Highland

Description A pre-felling archaeological walkover survey was undertaken on the site of the future Halsary 

Windfarm, Mybster, Caithness on behalf of ScottishPower Renewables. The work was 

conducted by Northlight Heritage between 28th and 29th of September 2016 and focussed on 

the identification of a scheduled standing stone and a possible shieling hut that were not 

identified during the previous Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA). The two standing 

stones comprising Scheduled Monument 5301, Halsary, standing stones 450 m WNW of and 

620 m NW of, were located and accurate co-ordinates taken. The possible shieling hut 

identified on the first edition Ordnance Survey 25 inch to the mile map, surveyed in 1871 and 

published in 1877, was not located and it is likely no surface traces of this feature now survive. 

<1>

Site Number 49

Site Name DBA & Walkover survey - proposed wind farm, Achkeepster, Caithness

Type of Site
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Type of Site DESK BASED ASSESSMENT, WALKOVER SURVEY

NMRS Number

HER Number EHG381

Status Event

Easting 317033

Northing 947920

Parish WATTEN

Council Highland

Description A desk based assessment and walkover survey was undertaken by J Hooper in February 2001 

prior to a proposed windfarm development at Achkeepster, Caithness. Whilst all exsisting sites 

were visited, several unrecorded archaeological remains, including five hut cricles and a 

possible burnt mound, were also identified. In total 37 groups of archaeological remains were 

identified either on the ground or in the documentary record creating a picture of a densely 

occupied landscape, inhabited from prehistoric times onwards. Several mitigation measures 

were suggseted, including a 50m buffer exclusion zone for all archaeological features and a 

redesign of the layout of the wind farm to protect and lower the impact on the cultural 

heritage resources. <1>

Site Number 50

Site Name DBA and walkover survey - proposed Bad a' Cheo Windfarm, Watten

Type of Site DESK BASED ASSESSMENT, WALKOVER SURVEY

NMRS Number

HER Number EHG4081

Status Event

Easting 316708

Northing 947610

Parish WATTEN

Council Highland

Description A desk based assessment and walkover survey were conducted by Headland Archaeology on 

behalf of RWE Npower Renewables as part of an environmental statement to support a 

planning application for a windfarm at Bad a' cheo, Caithness. The cultural heritage assessment 

comprised a baseline survey followed by an assessment of the potential direct and indirect 

impacts of the construction and operational phases of the proposed development. Where 

appropriate, mitigation was proposed and the significance of the residual impacts assessed. 

The Inner Study Area corresponded to the planning application/site boundary. Within it assets 

were considered in relation to construction, operation and decommissioning impacts. All 

cultural heritage assets were considered in relation to both direct and indirect impacts. Also 

considered was the potential for previously unrecorded assets to be affected by the proposed 

development. These were assessed by a targeted walkover survey. The Middle Study Area 

extended 3km from the edge of the Inner Study Area. Within this area all nationally important 

assets (Scheduled Monuments and Listed Buildings and Inventory Historic Gardens and 

Designed Landscapes) were considered in relation to potential operational impacts upon 

setting and to inform the potential for previously unrecorded cultural heritage assets within 

the Inner Study Area. In addition, non-designated features, recorded in the Highland Council 

HER were also considered to further inform the potential for previously unrecorded cultural 

heritage assets within the Inner Study Area. The Outer Study Area was based on the Zone of 

Theoretical Visibility (ZTV), as defined in the Landscape and Visual Assessment. Within this area 

cultural heritage assets highlighted specifically by consultees or identified as being at risk of 

significant impacts upon setting were considered. The field visit demonstrated that the Inner 
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Study Area has been intensively exploited for peat within the latter part of the 20th century. 

This extraction process (which removes the upper deposits of peat) has had a detrimental 

impact on any potential upstanding archaeology and has likely destroyed the upper layers of 

potential earlier (prehistoric) sites. <1> Additional information was provided to HCHET in 

addition to the Environmental Statement to provide further information on the cultural 

heritage sites particularly those known sites of greater significance. <2>

Site Number 51

Site Name 06. The Flow Country and Berriedale Coast

Type of Site Highland Special Landscape Area

NMRS Number

HER Number

Status Special Landscape Area

Easting 315220

Northing 945280

Parish

Council Highland

Description This area extends from the coastal shelf and cliffs near Berriedale in the south, including 

Badbea, to Loch More in the north. It includes the wide expanse of interior peatland known as 

The Flow Country and extends westwards to include Knockfin Heights and the highly distinctive 

range of hills in the south that includes the peaks of Morven, Maiden Pap and Scaraben.

This extensive area comprises a contrasting range of landscapes, from

interior peatland to isolated mountains and a raised coastal shelf. It

includes a large portion of the distinctive Flow Country of Caithness.

The area is dominated by the overriding simplicity and horizontal

emphasis to the landscape and the feeling of remoteness and wildness

which is experienced directly from within its interior, and indirectly

when looking in from the roads and tracks around its edge.

The south western edge of the Flow country peatland is marked by a

highly distinctive range of lone mountain peaks and moorland peaks

that form a distinctive skyline which is visible from much of Caithness.

These hills are largely bounded by the glens of the Berriedale and

Langwell rivers and offer a series of fine vantage points from which to

enjoy panoramic views over much of the Flow Country and out to the

North Sea.

The Berriedale and Langwell glens are steeply incised in their middle

and lower reaches, and where they approach the sea they converge

and cleave through the coastal cliffs. These glens offer welcome

shelter and enclosure as well as a sense of human scale within the

wider open space. The woodlands of Langwell and Berriedale together

form the largest tract of semi-natural broadleaved woodland in

Caithness.

The Historic Landscape

 Recognising that the inland waterways were a vital method of transport and communication in 

prehistory monuments are predominantly located along Langwell and Berriedale Waters and 

their tributaries. The remains represent the full range of major prehistoric features and include 

chambered cairns, roundhouses, brochs, souterrains, burnt mounds etc; the density of

monuments increases as one gets closer to the confluence of the two Waters and their 

eventual outlet at Berriedale
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Site Number 52

Site Name Hut circle - E of former Causeymire Church

Type of Site HUT CIRCLE (Neolithic to Late Iron Age - 4000 BC? to 560 AD?)

NMRS Number

HER Number MHG60905

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 317410

Northing 948320

Parish WATTEN

Council Highland

Description A hut circle to the E of former Causeymire Church, Caithness.

To the east of the present building (see MHG1274) are the foundations of a hut circle known as 

"The Kirk in the Heather" possibly an open air preaching place. <1>

The only feature resembling a hut circle is a vaguely circular grassy feature about 25m to the 

east of the building. It is best shown on vertical Aps dating to 2009. <2>

Site Number 53

Site Name Hut circle - E of former Causeymire Church

Type of Site HUT CIRCLE? (Neolithic to Late Iron Age - 4000 BC? to 560 AD?)

NMRS Number

HER Number MHG60906

Status Non-designated heritage asset

Easting 317550

Northing 948290

Parish WATTEN

Council Highland

Description A hut circle to the E of former Causeymire Church, Caithness.

A hut circle to the E of former Causeymire Church, Caithness.

What looks like a hut circle some 10m in diameter can be seen about 150m to the ESE of the 

former Causeymire Mission Church on vertical APs dating to 1999-2001. It is shown on the OS 

1:2500 map and labelled as 'Old sheep fold' but as an earthwork and given its dimensions, it 

looks more like a hut circle. <1>
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Heritage Asset Details 

1) Site No./Name Site No./Name for monument 

2) Site type 
 

According to NRHE/HER criteria 

4) Site visit conditions Conditions on day of survey with particular reference to visibility 

5) Orientation of 
proposed wind turbine 
site 

Direction in which wind turbine lies measured from the 
monument  

6) Distance from 
proposed turbine 

Distance to turbine measured from the closest part of the 
monument. 

7) Horizon angles Angle of horizon as measured from monument to proposed 
turbine location 

Scientific Detail 

8) Monument form  Description of the monument form. 

9)Current monument 
condition 

Is the monument well preserved? Are there modern intrusions or 
features that prevent the understanding of the monument? 

10) Relationship and 
intervisibility with other 
key sites. 

This includes key viewpoints to and from the monument. 
Depending on the monument in question these could include: 
entrances, specific points on approaches, routeways, other 
related buildings, monuments or natural features. 
Some sites and monuments exist, where modern scholars argue 
that intervisibility with other monuments in a given landscape 
was/is an integral part of the function of the monument. For 
example, the intervisibility of a number of cairns on the skyline of 
a monument may be understood as a key function of these ritual 
sites linking the separate sites across the landscape. The impact 
of the Proposed Development within a landscape may be 
considered to be higher if the intervisibility between such sites is 
interrupted by the placing of a modern turbine and as such the 
key relationships between monuments is of relevance to this 
assessment. 
 

11) Economic 
Function 

What evidence is there for the economic function of the 
monument in the past and how does the site now function 
economically. 

12) Human Social 
Evolution 

What evidence remains for evolution of the monument through 
time?  

13) 
Palaeoenvironment 
potential 

What is the likely palaeoenvironmental potential of the 
monument? Is it likely to preserve significant evidence for past 
environments 

Historic Detail 

14) Chronology of 
monument 

What evidence exists in the monument for time depth and use 
through history and prehistory. What main periods are 
represented by the monument and why are they significant? 
 

15) Chronology of 
landscape 

What evidence exists in the landscape for time depth and use 
through history and prehistory. What main periods are 
represented by the landscape and why are they significant? 
 

16)Landform 
Evolution 
 

How has the surrounding physical landform evolved and how 
does it relate to the monument? Does the landform dictate 
visibility of the monument across the landscape? How does the 
monument within the landscape relate to the landform? i.e does 
monument appear to be sited on hill top, by water courses etc 

17) 
Archaeological/historic 
study 
 

Has the monument been the subject of previous study? Is it 
possible to understand the historical/archaeological processes 
that have produced the monument? What is the potential for 
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future archaeological study; in particular, what is the potential for 
significant new information from further detailed historic study? 

Social Detail 

18) Nature of original 
and authentic uses 

Local character, local distinctiveness and local perception of the 
monument. This includes an exploration of what local or regional 
issues make a monument different or distinct and of particular 
value to the local population, or special to visitors to the 
locality.  The extent to which this can be defined without 
conducting survey of local opinion is limited but a sense of the 
importance of a monument can be gleaned from local literature, 
art and publications about the area. 

19)Inferred 
importance of setting 

The importance of the setting refers, as above, to our conception 
of the importance of the monument’s setting both now and at a 
specific period in the past when key features of the monument 
were created. Some scholars argue that monuments interacted 
as part of a system with other contemporary elements (man-
made or natural) in the landscape. In some cases, landscape 
setting was thus a significant element in the positioning of 
specific features within a landscape. 
The importance of this original setting thus partially reflects how 
sensitive a monument is to changes to that setting. 

20) Inferred 
importance of view 
towards proposed 
wind turbine site  

The importance of views from the monument particularly towards 
the Proposed Development area either in the past or present is a 
key factor in understanding how changes in these views will 
affect the overall appropriateness of setting. For example, in an 
open, relatively simple landscape, the monument will be more 
sensitive to the development than in a complex developed 
landscape with restricted views towards the development. 

21) Geographical 
remoteness 

How accessible is the monument. Are public rights of way/roads 
present? Are their any associated amenities, such as signage or 
visitor centre?  
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