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John Muir Trust  

Tower House 
Station Road  

Pitlochry  
PH16 5AN 

Case Officer  
Highland Council   
Highland Council planning reference: 23/04212/TPNO 
Sent by email:  eplanning@highland.gov.uk  

16 October 2023  

Dear Sir/Madam,  

Installation of telecommunications mast - Land 4350M SW Of Blarnabee, Inverchoran, Strathconon 

It is with regret that we note our concerns about the application submitted on behalf of WHP 
Telecoms Ltd seeking planning permission for the construction of a 20m telecoms mast and 
associated equipment (Highland Council planning ref. 23/04212/TPNO) (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 nine other organisations noted on the last page. We have raised our concerns with the 
Operators and the SRN.  

Geographic rather than needs-based target 

We understand and support the intention behind the SRN to provide 4G coverage to rural 
communities and businesses. However, 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 or businesses likely to benefit.  

A new mast was recently installed at Inverchoran, north-east of the proposed site, as part of the 
Scottish 4G infill programme1. This mast will provide coverage for the rural businesses and 
residential properties in Strathconon and so it’s not clear what additional benefit the Proposed 
Development would provide for either rural businesses or communities.  

 
1 https://www.gov.scot/publications/scottish-4g-infill-programme-progress-update/ 
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Landscape impacts  

The mast is proposed within the Central Highlands Wild Land Area (‘WLA’). It does not fall within 
either of the exceptions under Policy 4(g) of NPF4 for development within Wild Land Areas which 
must either be: in support of meeting renewable energy targets; or directly linked to rural business 
or required to support a community in a rural area.  

The lack of information on the visual impact of SRN masts is a wider issue we have identified with 
the programme. The proposed site is a highly sensitive landscape and the Applicant acknowledges 
that there would be a ‘significant negative visual impact on the local amenity’2. A Visual Impact 
Assessment is essential to ensure that the adverse impacts of the Proposed Development can be 
balanced against the possible benefits. As explained above, a new mast has recently been installed 
in the area and so there is no clear need for the Proposed Development. In our view, the visual 
impact is not likely to be justified.  

We would ask that an assessment is conducted of the cumulative impact of all the Shared Rural 
Network masts proposed within the Central Highland Wild Land Area (such as that at Killilan (ref. 
23/04105/TPNO)).  

Lack of detail in planning applications 

No Wild Land Impact Assessment has been provided as per Policy 4(g) of the NPF4; this information 
is essential for stakeholders to assess the impact of the development and properly engage with the 
planning process. For instance, we understand that a fossil fuel generator will be used to power the 
proposed mast. The noise pollution from a generator would certainly adversely impact the sense of 
wildness in the area. 

The Applicant has failed to provide any information on what existing masts there are in the area, the 
full extent of their coverage and the full extent of the proposed coverage that would be achieved 
should the Proposed Development go ahead. This information is essential in determining the need 
for a mast in this area.  

We challenge the Applicant’s claim that the financial and time constraints of the SRN project are a 
‘material planning consideration’. It is the Operator’s responsibility to manage the constraints of 
delivering the programme and there should not be any undue pressure on Local Authorities to take 
these factors into account.  

Lack of meaningful community consultation  

A lack of community consultation is prevalent 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 with the Proposed Development where there is no clear benefit for rural communities.  

In conclusion, the Applicant has failed to provide any site-specific demonstration of the need for the 
Proposed Development and so we do not believe that the significant detrimental impact on the WLA 

 
2 page 11, Supplementary Information 
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is justified. 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 
 














