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About the survey 

The survey was sent to 183 delegates from which 49 completed all the questions and 4 responded only to the 

first four questions (a total of 53 respondents). In the pages that follow, you can find a summary of main views 

and recommendations as well as the analytical results along with all the responses and comments. Similar views 

were grouped together while quantitative responses were summed up in tabular form. Few incomprehensive 

answers were not considered.  

 

 

 

 
Source: Angela Jayne Latham  
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Summary Results & Recommendations  

Conference Programme 

 Start the conference later so an overnight stay is not needed. 

 More affordable one day events. 

 The programme was packed and there was not enough time for participation/Q&A. 

 Facilitator was excellent. 

 Last session was rushed. 

Themes and Speakers 

 Main focus on windfarm and architect, other themes didn’t fit. 

 Need for more speakers with more practicable examples of innovative approaches. 

 Political presence was disappointing; the Minister should have stayed for both days in order to get more 

involvement and understanding of the issues. 

 Themes relating to the history, evolution of landscape and heritage were missing. 

 Need for more specific topics, with interdisciplinary approach. 

Conference Outcomes 

 It is still early to measure the impact of the conference and judge the outcomes.  

Suggested Topics for Future Research and Action 

 Rate of loss of valued cultural landscapes, understanding the value. 

 Public perceptions and priorities in relation to development and landscape, especially in respect of - 

wind farms, housing, energy infrastructure and wild land. 

 Impact of wind turbines/single turbines/offshore renewables. 

 Population growth and impacts/ climate change/ intensive farming/ industrial site management. 

 The effect that SRDP has on the landscape. 

 Green infrastructure/ integrated land-use planning/peri-urban landscape management and planning/ 

water management land use creative design/ multi-disciplinary working. 

 Management and ecological restoration/ non-inventory designed landscapes. 

 Access to and developing use patterns of urban parks and recreation paths/green network as this is a 

concept prompted in central Scotland in NPF2 

 Extend landscape character assessment to include other types of landscape (e.g. historic designed 

landscape, garden landscape), including 'value/quality'. 

 The role of professional landscape architects in key decision-making processes. 

 Ecosystem services approach - particularly finding a way of quantifying value so that it can be compared 

with social and economic benefits of development schemes. 

 National Spatial Strategy and Strategic locational guidance on renewable energy development 

 SNH should develop policy and guidance on wild land as a national not regional issue.  

 Conservation and recreation - balancing the importance of conserving what's valuable with giving 

access to those who can translate that value into economic benefit. 

 Urban landscape/ transportation. 

 Community management/engagement. 

 

Key message for Managing Change in Scotland’s Landscape: 

‘Think out of the box, communicate ideas across disciplines and implement’ 
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Analytical Results 

Question 1: How did you hear about this event? 

 

  

LIS (circular, AGM, email, Mark Turnbull) 10 

Via employer/Manager/Colleagues 8 

LI (website, bulletin) 7 

Organisers (email, Bill Cairns, employee by organisers) 7 

Flyer (post, email, located in public space) 7 

NTS (AGM, emails) 4 

Word of mouth (networks, friends) 4 

JMT (membership) 2 

Lesley Riddoch (tweeter) 1 

Through employer - LUC 1 

Director of Studies 1 

Other 1 

Total 53 
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Question 2: Overall, how would you rate the event? 

 Response Percentage  

Excellent 9 
 

17.00% 

Very Good 25 
 

47.20% 

Good 14 
 

26.40% 

Fair 3 
 

5.70% 

Poor 2                0.038% 
 

 

Comments (12 out of 53)  

General Comments 

Positive Negative 

 Well organised 

 Informative conference 

 Excellent range of speakers on a highly 
relevant topic 

 Great to catch up with familiar faces and 
meet some new ones 

 

 The conference was billed as setting the 
scene for the Scottish landscape for the next 
50 years. It didn't, nor did it attempt to. It 
was a conference designed for professionals 
to feel self-satisfied; members of the public 
were not listened to nor included. A waste of 
time and money.  

 

 

Organisation of the programme 

 The first day had too many speakers programmed 

 Fewer topics in more detail would have been more appropriate 

 Most of the contributions were very interesting to a specialist audience but not enough time for Q&A or 

good interaction in groups 

 Although all the ingredients were there for a good event the two days felt disjointed and lacking in 

direction and focus.   

Content of Conference 

 Architectural presence was rather overwhelming 

 Political presence disappointing 

 No heritage input at all - a big missing element - and too much wind farms - otherwise excellent.  

 Day 1 felt more like an anti-windfarm event; the scope of the discussion on landscape was dominated 

by this topic and by particular organisations agendas and any non-windfarm discussions were extremely 

limited with no real debate on exploring innovative ways of tackling the future of Scotland's landscape. I 

was so disappointed and frustrated by the middle of Day 1 that I chose not to attend on Day 2 as I was 

convinced it would be more of the same, plus I couldn't get a space in any of the workshops which I was 

interested in. My colleagues who did attend confirmed it was also a fruitless day. In addition the agenda 

was too jam packed, it would have been more beneficial to reduce the number of speakers to allow for 

a more digestible event. However, I did find that the afternoon session was much more interesting, but 

by that stage I had listened to so many speakers that I found it difficult to keep focussed on the 

presentations.   
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Question 3: Please rate the following aspects of the event. 

 

 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor Total 

Choice of themes 22.6% (12) 39.6% (21) 30.2% (16) 3.8%     (2) 3.8% (2) 53 

Choice of speakers 20.8% (11) 47.2% (25) 15.1%   (8) 17.0%   (9) 0.0% (0) 53 

Conference outcomes 5.7%     (3) 13.2%   (7) 52.8% (28) 20.8% (11) 7.5% (4) 53 

Scheduling and timing 17.0%   (9) 41.5% (22) 26.4% (14) 11.3%   (6) 3.8% (2) 53 

Location of venue / Perth 34.0% (18) 37.7% (20) 22.6% (12) 1.9%     (1) 3.8% (2) 53 

Travel / Transport to Perth 26.4% (14) 28.3% (15) 30.2% (16) 15.1%   (8) 0.0% (0) 53 

Cost and pricing 7.5%     (4) 26.4% (14) 37.7% (20) 20.8% (11) 7.5% (4) 53 

  

Comments (23 out of 53) 

General comments 

 Lesley Riddoch was an amusing, informed and interesting facilitator who also contributed to the success 

of the event. Lunch was excellent. 

 Very good venue, which brought wide attendance and provided opportunities for catching up with 

fellow professionals and other interested stakeholders. Overall a broad range of speakers and topics 

though unfortunate that wind energy began to dominate preceedings, when long-term change of all 

landscapes should have been considered. 

 I'm not clear on the intended outcomes, nor how these are to be achieved/delivered. I think that the 

programme was too packed to meaningfully draw conclusions and get people together to develop 

action if that is what was intended. I was glad that there was a conference on Scotland's landscape, and 

whilst it was a good marketing ploy to bill it as 50 years on, it was disengeneous to call it the 2nd 

conference. There have been many different conferences about different aspects of the landscape and 

managing change in it over the last 50 years.  

Venue and Travel 

 This was a very large and - in winter - cold and draughty venue. Despite the numbers the Hall felt empty 

with the audience at a significant distance from the speakers.  

 Travel was hindered by flooding en route but you couldn't have done anything about that! 

Scheduling, Timing and Price 

 Far too expensive for the average member maybe a single day event would have been better 

 finish at 4.30 latest for transport, tiredness and less speakers 

 Expensive venue will have added to costs 

 Timing not arranged to suit trains from Edinburgh resulting in unnecessary car trips Too expensive 

Speakers and Themes  

 The workshops on the second day were excellent, but the concluding session did not give me 

confidence that anything tangible had been achieved. 

 There were too many workshops.  

 Key problem was too many speakers didn’t allow more time per speaker for direct Q&A with individual 

speakers 

 Panels for Q&A far too big and no opportunity for audience to come back on some key points. If the aim 

was to get a joint statement and action plan, more discussion needed.  

 Speakers were a mixed bag, some being very much better than others. Some people had clearly been 

invited on a 'they ought to be there' basis and accordingly no-one had found out whether they actually 

had anything of interest or importance to say, or whether they were effective speakers. 
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 Most speakers pointed out problems which we all are acutely aware off and offered no solutions apart 

from Fiona Logan, CEO Loch Lomond. She said basically, 'these are our problems; this is how we 

resolved it'. I would have loved to hear more problem-solving and solutions. Derek Mackay, Minister for 

Local Gov and Planning should have stayed for the 2 days conference to understand the issues. It would 

have been good to have had a direct link into the government in order to influence more directly any 

policy reviews and other issues. The opportunity for LI to update and lobby the Minister was lost. Lesley 

was a good moderator. She was able to keep the rambling questions of a lot of the audience at bay. 

Well done! Overall, not sure what the outcome was and what we agreed on and the way forward? For 

example: we heard that various professions work in silos rather than cross-divisional. So, how is this 

going to be taken forward? We heard about that we need to lobby the government more and have a 

more active voice within the gov. ok, how is this going to be achieved? etc etc 

 I was particularly disappointed by the Minister for Local Government and Planning's speech, he clearly 

hadn't prepared for the event and some of what he said was insulting. I was also left unimpressed by 

the Conference Chair's anti-windfarm comments in his end of Day 1 sum up. I found it highly 

inappropriate that he used his position as chair to voice his own personal views. 

 Too much time spent thinking about wind farms - important yes, but not the only issue the landscape 

faces. 

 Too many speakers, ranging from excellent to poor final session disappointing and outcomes unclear 

 I Found these valuable - The workshop on current working conditions and problems in the profession 

chaired by Ian White. The debates on wind farms and other renewable energy projects in the landscape 

contexts of Scotland. Evaluating the incursions of tourist development on the wild landscapes of the 

Highlands. 

 I was particularly disappointed by the Minister for Local Government and Planning's speech, he clearly 

hadn't prepared for the event and some of what he said was insulting.  

Conference Outcomes 

 I cannot comment on outcomes as none perceived - hence listed as POOR 

 I hope there will be many outcomes from the conference but it is too early to tell. 

 I'm not entirely sure, a few weeks on, what the enduring outcomes will be; that is, whether the short 

term outcomes will have any long term impact. 

 Conference outcomes felt a little rushed at the time, though I understand these were to be worked up 

in more detailed later. 

  I don't know what the conference outcomes are and so it is difficult to rate that section 

Gaps, Space for Improvement 

 While I enjoyed the conference, I was disappointed at the absence of speakers/ themes relating to the 

history, evolution of landscape and heritage. There was also potential for interesting discussion on 

cross-disciplinary theoretical & academic developments over the last 50 years which have fed, and are 

feeding through into the professional sphere. I felt the conference was poorer for this. 

 Lack of a multidisciplinary focus on landscape. Very much from the perspective of a landscape architect. 

It would have been useful to have more speakers to address issues beyond the visual aspect of 

landscape dealing with both the form and function of landscape. 

 Limited mention of LI Policy approaches e.g. green infrastructure and CSGN, which should be emergent 

aspects of practice, where the profession can provide direction.  
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Question 4: Which speakers and topics did you find most informative? 

 

Speaker/Presenter Comments Times mentioned 

Christopher Smout He gave a useful introduction, although I would have liked to have heard 
some of his themes expanded. The international perspective was 
interesting, and a good balance between urban and/ Very interesting and 
it was frustrating that he was confined to the 40minute soundbite which 
worked okay for some speakers but not all./ He was the only speaker 
who really showed the benefit of having evidence and vision./ He gave an 
informative opening to Day 1/ Excellent 

13 

Brian Evans The workshop on day 2 was particularly useful / Both presentations to be 
the most informative, I may not necessarily have agreed with everything 
they said but they engaged the audience well and made many interesting 
points./ Inspiring/ Excellent 

11 

Erik Luiten  9 
Nick James He gave a good closing presentation to day 1 6 
Andrew Barbour He was particularly enlightening, and it’s a shame there weren’t more 

practitioners in the audience. 
5 

Stuart Brooks  4 
Marc van Grieken LP was the most interesting theme and especially the 'Spatial 

Frameworks - making them work 
4 

Pol MacDonald  3 
Peter McGowan   2 
Derek Mackay He was the worst/ controversial! 2 
Ewan Anderson Particularly useful 2 
Fiona Logan  2 
Karen Anderson  2 
Sandy Robinson  2 
Ian Jardine Very informative background information 2 
David Keddie  1 
Linda Gillespie  1 
James Welch Particularly good. 1 
Kate Mavor  1 
Eric Dawson Very good! 1 
Lisa MacKenzie  1 
Diarmid Hearns  1 
Lesley Riddoch  1 
Sue Illman,  1 
John Thomson  1 
Martin Mathers  1 
Ian White  1 

Note: Most people selected more than one speaker 

 

General Comments 

 I attended day 1 and so can only comment on that. I found it very helpful to hear discussions about the 

economic factors (whether from a land manager or an economist) that affect decisions that ultimately 

affect the landscape, which is after all a very complex area. 

 All were excellent. I couldn't single one out. 

 Those involved in the Landscape Planning section. 

 Every speaker brought a valuable contribution to the conference. 

 Overall most speakers were of interest. 

 Day 2 theme 2. 

 They were all interesting. 

 All were generally of interest. 
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 It was a shame that other talks bit not exhibit such depth of analysis as Chris Smout did. The focus 

moved towards design and away from landscape. 

 All were competent and well prepared. 

 I felt that all speakers had merits but that the topic matter was starting to become a bit repetitive by 

the end of day 1 (which was the only one I attended). The speakers confirmed what I already knew, 

rather than inspiring me. 

 Sue Illman that it doesn't exist at present. She was so under-prepared and informed about the Scottish 

Landscape industry that she seemed to think it was still current. 
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Question 5: Any other suggestions or comments to help us improve future events? 

 

Comments  

 It did feel a little like 'the usual suspects' and I think the conference might have had more depth if 

different, more challenging perspectives had been given the opportunity to speak. Landscape is by 

definition multi-disciplinary, and I'm not sure this came through clearly. I am also curious about the 

involvement of the John Muir Trust - I am a supporter of the Trust, but felt that at this particular event 

they rather skewed the focus. In future there must be some representation covering the past - the 

absence of the historic landscape perspective was very noticeable, and very disappointing. 

 Less themes and more political decision makers would give it weight. Some topics and speakers should 

speak for longer. 

 As before - reduce the number of speakers and workshops crammed into the event and try to get 

speakers with more practicable examples of innovative approaches being used. 

 More specific topic generals - a little too wide ranging 

 Don't claim far more than you're going to deliver! 

 There seemed to be a tension between an audience interested in the landscape resource in a broad 

sense and an audience of landscape professionals, whose interests were in part about themselves and 

the institute. Perhaps the conference should not have been aimed at both. 

 Lack of a multidisplinary focus on landscape. Very much from the perspective of a landscape architect. It 

would have been useful to have more speakers to address issues beyond the visual aspect of landscape 

dealing with both the form and function of landscape.-  

 Have a clear outcome in mind, and ask each seminar leader to provide a short report in relation to this, 

the aim being for delegates to depart feeling that they have achieved something/put a flag in the 

ground. We got there but it was hard going for Lesley. 

 The planning Minister was asked to speak at the conference, and a lot of discussion concentrated on the 

Planning system, and yet there was no representation from either the RTPI, or the planning section of 

either central or local government on Day 1. 

 Pare down the speaker list and vet the speakers. Bite the bullet and decide on a focus for your 

conference and don't include speakers who don't fit it. Don't pad the programme with speakers who 

cannot communicate well or whose topic is out with the conference focus. Don't give speakers entirely 

free range as to what they will speak to keep them within your conference focus. While any one 

speaker deviating for their own reasons, if they ALL do it, or a substantial minority even, your 

conference loses focus and becomes generic green-wash. 

 Check that workshops are workshops and not another presentation with no opportunity for discussion 

 Could we manage an equivalent event more often - say once every 5 or 10 years? 

 Have fewer workshops and focus on positive outcomes/informing policy to bring these to a close. Some 

of the sessions unravelled and became too self-critical rather than reflecting on the positive 

contribution which the profession has made over the last 50 years. 

 Less Whigs and more researchers. 

 Better publicize amongst land managers and other relevant stakeholders that normally do not interact 

with scientists and consultants. 

 Solution - driven Precedents more gov representation with clout keep audience questions to a 

minimum. 

 More attempt to relate to other disciplines in topics and speakers - planner, architects , engineers. 

 Closer location to Edinburgh or Glasgow to allow more delegates to attend. 

 Price backet from interested members of the public as it will be they who work live and play in the 

Scottish Landscape. 
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 Be less ambitious about the breadth of the subject to be covered but more focussed on key issues the 

profession should or could make a stand on. 

 A better mix of being talked at and workshops - the first day was to monotone in it's format 

 Lesley Riddoch was a very good Chair and the first day went well. I cannot comment on the workshops 

as I did not attend on the second day. 

 More input/discussion on heritage and conservation/More thought on the less attractive landscapes 

(parks in cities and small towns, run down brownfield sites) and how to bring regeneration up the 

agenda in Scotland. 

 

Timing and price 

 More affordable one day events. 

 One day may be better - punchier, more impact. 

 Less full programme - too early a start on Day One. 

 Fewer speakers, stick to one day, start times to suit train times. 

 Start a little later so can travel from longer distances and not have to stay over night. 

 Cost of overnight accommodation was an issue - though the broad nature of the conference warranted 

a two day format. 

 University or school venue to reduce costs. 

 Start the conference at 10am and finish at 4pm or 4.30pm. 

 Give more consideration to choice of location in terms of timings of public transport. 
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Question 6: Do you use the outputs of Scottish Natural Heritage research on landscape issues in 

your work?  

 

 Response Percentage 

YES 40 81.60% 

NO 9 18.40% 

 

Comments (23 out of 53) 

 Renewable energy, especially wind. Landscape designation Wild land. 

 No, not main area of endeavour. 

 Not that I can recall since SNH stepped back from significant historic designed landscape involvement - 

approach no longer holistic enough. 

 For planning policy development. 

 Mainly in the LCA work which is however in need of updating. 

 Landscape Character Assessments, wind energy guidance 

 Sometimes. I was interested to hear Ian Jardine's assertion that SNH is the largest employer of 

landscape architects in the public sector. They could do with raising their visibility as I think this is a little 

known fact. It would be helpful to have a positive, proactive, profile for this aspect of SNH. It is 

somewhat telling that the head of people and place had nothing in the profile on the programme. 

 SNH's work is vital to the work I do (local government landscape architect) and provides a national 

context. 

 Not widely disseminated. 

 Fife landscape character assessment by David Tyldesley Association and guidance on landscape & visual 

impact assessment in relation to planning applications for wind turbines. 

 In regards of what is happening elsewhere in Europe, SNH is not entirely up-to-date. 

 Did decide to pass on SNH brochure to Trees for Life a charity whom I represented by handing out flyers 

on the day. This has been lost unfortunately. 

 Related to landscape character and landscape and visual impact assessment. 

 I work for SNH and commission some of it. 

 I am retired and follow environment issues. 
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Question 7: Can you suggest any particular topics where future landscape research should focus on 

(please provide reasons if possible)? 

 

Comments  

 What is the rate of loss of valued natural landscapes and what is the current resource? This might build 

on SNH's Natural Heritage Indicator on "visual intrusion for built development" What is the rate of loss 

of valued cultural landscapes? 

 The effect that SRDP has on the Scottish landscape. 

 Public perceptions and priorities in relation to development and landscape, especially in respect of wild 

land. 

 The value of the past in the present landscape - to ensure that change is informed by a full 

understanding of the processes which have formed its present state. 

 Access to and developing use patterns of urban parks and recreation paths. 

 Extend landscape character assessment to include other types of landscape (eg historic designed 

landscape, garden landscape), including 'value/quality'. 

 Green network as this is a concept prompted in central Scotland in NPF2. 

 The role of professional landscape architects in key decision-making processes. 

 Ecosystem services approach - particularly finding a way of quantifying value so that it can be compared 

with social and economic benefits of development schemes. 

 People's perceptions of landscape and attitudes to various developments - wind farms, housing, energy 

infrastructure. How landscape has changed over the last 50 years - quantifiable research. 

 Population growth and how it will impact on landscape - a key area of change. 

 Cultural Heritage issues. 

 The problems of allowing mountain bikers to use un-made up paths - they are ruining so many. 

 No suggestions. 

 Landscape is how people write their history on the ground and it is the heritage they receive. Much 

more time should be spent on understanding values, especially the less tangible ones, and less time on 

how things look. 

 Green infrastructure/ Integrated land use planning. 

 The rate at which natural (undeveloped/wild) land is disappearing, and why. 

 Updating LCAs to reflect the considerable changes in character which have occurred since their 

preparation. Influence of small scale wind energy development on landscape character. 

 I think that we need to revive the understanding of the cultural and non material benefits of the 

landscape as expressed by Professor Smout. We seemed to be lost in process, and looking at a 

"reductionist" way of thinking. 

 SNH should develop policy and guidance on wild land as a national not regional issue. Also take the lead 

in broadening understanding of 'landscape' in it's full meaning (as defined in the ELC) for planners, 

government ministers and civil servants. 

 Economics. It seemed to be the one field which was strongly evidence-based and I think as a profession 

we could do with getting out heads around what constitutes a solid evidential argument. 

 Optimal land use spatial layers for farming, forestry, wild land, protected land, housing, industry e.g. so 

that we optimise the good land for farming rather than housing, and protect that which needs 

protecting. It would bring to attention, the conflicts. 

 I am interested in the issues related to landscape management in relation to ecological restoration. 

There could be a focus on this aspect. 

 Non inventory designed landscapes. 
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 Less research and more implementation is needed. Barriers to project delivery and multi-disciplinary 

working. 

 Impact of wind turbines - a significant area of work for local planning authorities - much of research to 

date appears to be contradictory/ contested. Sound research should form basis of evidence to support 

decision-making. 

 A methodology for landscape science, Adaptive modelling, landscape ethics. 

 Peri-Urban Landscape Management and Planning. 

 All aspects of water management land use creative design, think out of the box. 

 Central Scotland green network development. 

 National Spatial Strategy and Strategic locational guidance on renewable energy development 

 Seascapes source of future energy supplies. Sub -urban and agricultural landscapes for wind energy. 

Mountainous and wild areas protected. Forestry overtime changed to native trees for tourism leisure 

and a higher quality timber. Upland farmers encouraged to farm woodland rather than deer or sheep. * 

as long as subsidies come from government of Europe for this. 

 No. The research is there but the government doesn't want to listen if it interferes with unbridled 

economic development. 

 Impact of wind turbines Impact of private vehicle tracks built under permitted development rights 

 Addressing the urban fringe - it's generally a mess. 

 The renewal of the Scottish suite of Landscape Character Assessments to the consistency, scale and 

standard of the Historic Land-use Assessment. 

 The effects of the cumulative effect of single turbines. 

 Wild land topics seem to be underexplored at present, as does public opinion on wind energy 

development. 

 Windfarm siting and design Current guidance good, but conflict continues and types of development 

continue to evolve. 

 Intensive farming, industrial sites, coastal developments. 

 Off shore renewable. 

 Climate change. 

 Conservation and recreation - balancing the importance of conserving what's valuable with giving 

access to those who can translate that value into economic benefit. 
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Question 8: In terms of landscape management, which area of Scottish public policy do you think is 

most in need of development or reform? 

 

Comments  

 Recognition of the value which members of the public place on wild land and of the urgent need to give 

improved protection to these areas. This came out in many of the questions from the floor and also 

from a straw poll of the audience. 

 The effect that SRDP has on the Scottish landscape. 

 Renewable energy and energy transmission. 

 Landscape is not only natural - transdisciplinary approaches that encourage understanding of all 

perspectives in moving forward are essential. 

 Urban cycle commuting and access by public transport to countryside. 

 Statutory recognition/designation of historic designed landscapes needed - including garden 

landscapes. 

 I think how we manage our existing and new urban landscapes needs review; we are in danger of our all 

our new "public" spaces being in private ownership. The SNH Landscape Character Assessment studies 

need updating and done well; the existing studies are patchy in which are good and which are of limited 

value. 

 Attitudes to renewable energy development. Providing strategic locational guidance for wind energy 

developments. 

 renewable energy + landscape design as a fundamental part of 'placemaking' 

 Public appreciation and understanding of landscapes. 

 Protecting locally and nationally important landscapes from wind farms, power lines and high-density 

commercial forestry; keeping Scotland's wild places feeling wild. 

 Integration with other agencies / partners. 

 Rural Development Programme 

 Tools for management and protection of landscape benefits. Need to make landscape benefits more 

tangible to drive practical land use decisions. 

 National Parks. 

 Proper completion of, and status of, Environmental Impact Assessments. 

 Nationwide spatial strategy for commercial wind energy development. 

 Community management. 

 Protection of rural areas from wholesale wind energy development - this links to appreciation of 

perceptions and experiences of landscape. 

 Pass, and really, what's with 'required answers'? 

 Local authority local plans, which focus only on isolated development opportunities. There needs to be 

an integrated masterplan of the whole urban area looking at all opportunities including outside 

development areas.  

 All the signs (climate change, wildlife conservation, rural development) point to the need for a 

substantial increase in forest cover. However, large parts of Scottish population expect status quo. 

There is a big tension there that needs to be subject to wider debate. 

 Designed landscapes. 

 Energy generation - not just renewables - generation/ transmission affects significant areas of 

Scotland's landscapes. 

 Signing the Scotland Landscape Charter, find new approaches to involve different publics. 

 Spatial and Land-Use Planning, particularly at the Regional Scale. 

 Wind farm construction. 
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 Water management land use windfarm policy (too late!). 

 There is great concern nationally regarding wind energy developments and clearer nation spatial 

guidance should be a consideration. 

 renewable energy development. 

 Organic farming as standard. Hedgerows and dykes on farms. Rewilding rivers to help prevent flood. 

Push for majority vegetarian diet of population -lack of sheep and cows will have return of understory 

on Scottish landscape. Continued encouragement of proper recycling avoidance of littering flytippping 

in environment. 

 Development of diffuse energy resources such as wind is driven by national government policy but 

there is no national spatial strategy reconciling landscape and development interests. Instead there are 

repeated wasteful localised conflicts. 

 Energy policy (reserved as well as devolved aspects). 

 A requirement for the public sector to positively resource the management of its land to achieve max. 

benefits. Requires staff and revenue. 

 Development in rural areas related to energy, transportation and settlement expansion. 

 None document stands out. 

 A national strategy for wind energy development. 

 Windfarm Spatial Strategy. 

 Planning and communication. 

 Wind energy and conservation (are we doing more harm than good?) 

 Windfarms 

 NSAs 

 Land ownership. The biggest issue holding back a swathe of other potential reforms and enhancements. 

Regeneration of cities. Landscape isn't just about the pretty stuff, it's also about deprived estates in 

Motherwell and Coatbridge that people experience every day. 
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Question 9: Are you aware of the Scottish Landscape Charter? 

 

 Response Percentage 

YES 41 83.70% 

NO 8 16.30% 

 

Comments (5 out of 49) 

1. I feel this was weakened in its "asks" of its signatories, in the hope of Ministerial approval, but it still did 

not get that essential endorsement. This makes it difficult to get momentum. 

2. Only from what was mentioned at the conference. Maybe sending round a copy to all LIS members may 

focus everyone on whether to re-launch it. 

3. Extension of ELC, not instrumental yet. 

4. No, unless this is the SNH idea. 

5. Fine words. Not much sign of it having made a difference, especially now that economic development is 

becoming increasingly the priority as so-called austerity continues. 
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Question 10: Should the Scottish Landscape Forum re-established? (Intergovernmental, Professional and 

Industry Consultative Body with the emphasis on Landscape Heritage, Conservation and Landscape 

Change) 

 Response Percentage 

Yes 44 87.80% 

No 5 12.20% 

 

Comments (14 out of 49) 

Supporters 

 The SLF was a very useful Forum for different sectors to discuss strategic landscape issues - 

environmental; commercial; tourist. Some of the invitees did not take full advantage of the Forum but 

re-establishment would be a good first step to strategic overview of Scotland's landscape. 

 It presented an opportunity for all groups to listen to others' perspectives, and to be heard in return. 

Not just a talking shop of course, but a chance to raise awareness and generate a common 

understanding. 

 Ultimately this body appeared to have been gagged by Government with their recommendations not 

adopted. But that is not to say that they should be disbanded just that they need better support. There 

has to be better lobbying as to the importance of our landscape and the wider issues contained therein 

(as so eloquently described by Professor Smout) at Government level.  

 Again, I only know about this from what was discussed at the conference, and it would be useful to 

circulate more information on it's objectives. I think it is very important to have a Principal Landscape 

Architect within the Scottish Government to put the pressure on governments. 

 Instead, strengthen and support the role of the Landscape Institute Scotland. Focus on interdisciplinary 

working e.g. with other professional institutes and Scottish Government Planning and Architecture 

Division. A LIS Policy working group could cover the same remit without re-establishing another body. 

 It should include a bottom-up dimension, and a way to integrate nowadays practice, not only a romantic 

and nostalgic relation to the past. 

 Only if it will actually achieve something in terms of the quality and location of development on the 

ground. 

 But, only if it has Ministerial support. 

Not supporters 

 Landscape Institute can easily work with other organisations and there are already too many groupings! 

Scotland is a small nation... 

 A new body is required but it should not be the old forum which over-emphasised the role of various 

professional groupings and interests. I don't suggest we have a purely popularist group either, although 

we need a group that can champion values and which is capable of providing vision and which is given a 

position of influence. The SLF didn't really meet these requirements. Of course what is sadly lacking in 

Scotland is an effective NGO landscape voice. How can one be set up? 

 We have got enough professional bodies already, make the LI more a 21st century organisation and it 

will be fine. 

In between 

 Maybe... but is there not a role here for LI Scotland? 

 If you re-create the Forum and fill it with industry representatives, or landscape professionals who've 

sold out to the industries, it would be an absolute disaster. If you appointed intelligent, genuinely 

independent-thinking people with a passion for the Scottish landscape and no financial interests in the 

landscape, it might work. 


