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John Muir Trust  

Tower House 
Station Road  

Pitlochry  
PH16 5AN 

Case Officer  
Loch Lomond and The Trossachs National Park  
Loch Lomond and The Trossachs National Park planning reference: 2023/0235/DET 
Sent by email:  planning@lochlomond-trossachs.org 

23 August 2023  

Dear Sir/Madam,  

Erection of telecoms mast - Coire Garbh Off A82 Arrochar 

It is with regret that we note our concerns about the application submitted on behalf of Cornerstone 
seeking planning permission for the construction of a 20m telecoms mast and associated equipment 
(Loch Lomond and The Trossachs National Park planning ref. 2023/0235/DET) (the ‘Proposed 
Development’) as part of the Shared Rural Network programme (‘SRN’). 

We are a conservation charity that supports the ambition to improve connectivity for rural 
communities and businesses. We also support the continued protection of Scotland’s wild land as a 
finite national asset that contributes to the health and wellbeing of present and future generations. 
We have significant concerns about some aspects of how the SRN is being rolled out. Our joint 
position statement with Mountaineering Scotland (attached) outlines our concerns and has been 
supported by eight other organisations noted on the last page. We have also raised our concerns 
with the Operators and the SRN.  

Geographic rather than needs-based target 

As a result of the SRN’s geographical rather than needs-based target, telecoms masts, like the 
Proposed Development, are being proposed in Wild Land Areas and remote locations where there 
are very few people (if any) likely to benefit.  

The site of the Proposed Development is described as being ‘extremely remote’1, we therefore 
assume that it is intended to benefit recreational users in the surrounding area, rather than 
businesses and residents. The construction of infrastructure, particularly access tracks, destroys the 
very wild quality that brings recreational users to Wild Land Areas. In the case of the Proposed 
Development, its impact is exacerbated by the existing transmission line and hydropower scheme 
nearby which have a cumulative effect. Existing infrastructure is not a justification for more 
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development, but rather is reason to give these areas greater protection to prevent the incremental 
destruction of wildness.  

Landscape impacts  

The lack of information on the visual impact of SRN masts is a wider issue we have identified with 
the programme, so we welcome the inclusion of the Visual Impact Assessment in this application.  

The visual impact of the Proposed Development is assessed as moderate, this is in part due to the 
impact being mitigated by its ‘semi-permanent’2 nature. From our experience it seems more likely 
that permission will be sought to extend the lifetime or replace the Proposed Development with 
updated technology upon the expiry of the permitted period. We believe that the lifetime of the 
Proposed Development is not a mitigation and its effect should be considered in perpetuity.  

Lack of detail in planning applications 

We have become aware that the Proposed Development might be powered by an overhead line. 
This would materially change the impact of the development, however it does not appear to be 
mentioned in the planning documents.  

In light of the significant impact access tracks can have on the character of an area, we believe that 
new access tracks should be avoided unless there is no alternative, and the need is clearly 
demonstrated. Insufficient justification is given in the planning documents for the new access track 
proposed, particularly as there appears to be an existing access track which may be adequate.  

Lack of meaningful community consultation  

There is a lack of community consultation in the SRN programme which means that masts are being 
proposed without any evidence that they will address community needs. This is certainly the case in 
the Proposed Development where it is not clear who will benefit.  

In conclusion, we would be grateful if the Proposed Development could be considered against the 
concerns we have outlined above and the attached position statement. 

Yours sincerely,  

The John Muir Trust 
 

 
2 section 5.1, Visual Impact Assessment 














