ANNEX 1 – SNH Core Areas of Wild Land 2013 Map Response Form

	Q.1.  What is your view on the Core Areas of Wild Land 2013 map?

	· Wild land is a highly valued and distinctive aspect of Scotland’s culture and countryside that is sensitive to development. Over 90% of Scotland’s population thinks wild land is important and requires protection.

· Informed decisions about protection depend heavily on high quality mapping. The SAWL provided in Annex I of the 2002 SNH policy statement on wild land was only ever intended as a preliminary search map for areas of wild land and should never have been released for use in digital form.

· The results of the Phase I mapping and the Phase II and III identification of core wild land areas represent a tremendous effort and great deal of work on the part of SNH and is to be highly commended.

· The Phase I, II and III mapping of wildness and wild land in Scotland represents the most detailed and rigorous national mapping exercise of its kind in the world to date. Scotland may therefore be seen as a world leader in this field and therefore the work of SNH should be given the fullest support possible.

· The approach for the Phase I mapping is based on proven and accepted methods developed for the Cairngorm National Park and the Loch Lomond and The Trossachs National Park, but has been generalised to facilitate scaling up to map the whole of Scotland. This generalisation is wholly warranted and driven by scale, data availability and computational considerations.

· The Phase II mapping represents a logical, robust and repeatable approach to identifying the core wild land areas from the Phase I continuum map based on wildness and size with a sensible approach to recognising the differences in core areas in both the Highlands and the Lowlands across the Highland Boundary Fault. 

· Phase III introduces human input from landscape experts scrutinizing the Phase I and II mapping to makes decisions about the final boundaries presented in the CAWL maps. This is necessary to produce sensible boundaries based on local geographical knowledge and features recognisable on the ground as well as performing a final check for features and anomalous geographies not picked up in the more automated Phase I and II mapping.

· The SAWL should be withdrawn and replaced by the 2013 CAWL map as the basis for informing current and future decisions regarding wild land, its wider protection and proposals impacting upon it.



	Q.2.  Do you have specific comments on any of the areas of wild land identified? 

	· Decisions concerning the scale of core wild land areas have had to be made by SNH in the Phase II and III CAWL mapping when looking at the obvious differences between the Highlands and Lowlands of Scotland. It is obvious looking at the Phase I map that the bulk of the wild land resource is located in the Highlands while the Lowlands are relatively under-represented. Considering the concept of relativity that scale and different windows of observation engender, it is important to ensure a representative spread of core wild land areas between both Highlands and Lowlands in a similar fashion to concerted efforts by the Federal agencies to make sure eastern areas of the USA were better represented in the US National Wilderness Preservation System. Therefore the decision to reduce the size threshold for core areas south of the Highland Boundary Fault from 1000ha to 500ha thus ensuring at least some core areas remain within easy reach of the main conurbations of the Central Belt is a logical one, based on the key geographical division represented by the Highland Boundary Fault. 



	

	Q.3.  Are there any other issues regarding the Core Areas of Wild Land 2013 map, or its preparation, that you would like to raise?

	· The scale of mapping covered in the Phase I, II and III maps represents the optimum scale for national level mapping wherein detailed nationally available data can be used in a coordinated fashion using models that are customised and attuned to best suit the national patterns and our understanding of wild land. This is ideal for strategic planning at a national level such as is required in defining the CAWL maps and evaluation of national designations.
· The mapping work carried out by SNH at a national level has used data resolutions of 25m, 50m and 100m to ensure the highest quality results are available at the national scale while ensuring the analysis is practical on the basis of required computational overheads.
· It is recognised at various levels and at various stages in SNH thinking that wildness and wild land are essentially a qualitative concept that will inevitably vary from person to person and between stakeholder groups and organisations. This may be used an argument to say that it is pointless to map it since the concept is too vague to be reliably quantified. The alternative and stronger argument is that wildness and wild land in Scotland’s countryside is too valuable a resource not to at least attempt to quantify it and therefore be able to map it sufficient detail and rigor such that it can best be delimited and protected. If left unmapped and unprotected, Scotland’s wild land resource will be at great risk of steady erosion from numerous developments.
· It is clear from the two perception studies carried out in 2007 and 2011, that the majority of Scottish residents believe wild land is a value asset and ought to be protected. This lends the weight of “being in the national interest” to the SNH mapping work.
· There has been some discussion as to whether the boundaries presented in the Phase III CAWL maps should be regarded as discrete or fuzzy (i.e. vague). Certainly the concept of wildness is fuzzy and it is difficult to see how the transition from non-wild to core wild land areas can ever be mapped with 100% certainty, but for planning and decision making purposes a discrete and definitive line on the map is required. Protection of wildness and core wild land areas in Scotland needs, despite the uncertainties associated with mapping a vague and fuzzy concept, a definitive line on the map. 
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	Dr
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	Email
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	Do you agree to your name being made available when we publish your consultation response?

Yes / No
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