




Sheils Wood Proposed Woodland Creation Scoping 
 

I am writing to invite you to participate in the scoping for a Woodland Creation project proposed at 

Whitslaid Farm near Roberton, South Scotland. 

We will be consulting with all parties who may be affected by the proposed woodland creation which 

will give them the opportunity to be involved at the initial planning stage and voice any comments or 

suggestions which will be considered when preparing the design. This will ensure the design and of 

the proposed woodland creation meets the standards set out in the UK Forest Standard. 

The land is currently used for rearing cattle and sheep with small pockets of existing 

woodland/shelterbelts throughout. There are several commercial forests/woodlands within the wider 

landscape. 

Attached is a map illustrating some of the opportunities and constraints identified. 

Management Objectives 

Eskdalemuir Forestry Ltd’s objectives of management can be summarised as follows: 

i. To maximise the financial return from the sustainable production of timber whilst adhering 

to the UK Forestry and UKWAS standards of woodland management. 

ii. To consider the full impacts of commercial forestry on the environment by managing the 

forest in accordance with good environmental practice as laid down in the UK Forestry 

Standard and the UK Woodland Assurance Standard. 

This will involve: 

i. Identifying and matching species to ground conditions to achieve optimal production. 

ii. Increasing species and habitat diversity by identifying key wildlife habitats and protecting 

and managing these for wildlife conservation. 

iii. The objective will be to achieve a forest structure that comprises: 

• 75% Sitka spruce 

• 10% Other conifers 

• 10% Open space 

• 5% Native broadleaves 

iv. Forest design to be more sympathetic with the local landscape to maximise crop stability. 

Constraints and Opportunities 

Water – Ale Water and its tributaries flow through the site, Ale Water forming part of the River Tweed 

SAC. Opportunity to develop riparian zones with areas of mixed native broadleaves and open ground 

which will also provide long term buffers. Any drainage will incorporate appropriate buffers in relation 

to watercourse width. Soil surveys have been undertaken to identify any areas of deep peat (>30cm) 

and if identified will be avoided. All works will adhere to current Forestry and Water guidelines and 

relevant General Binding Rules (GBRs).  

Flora – An NVC survey of the site is underway which will inform the final design of the project. Any 

notable species or habitats will be taken into account and mitigated for. 



Fauna – Breeding Bird Surveys were conducted within the 2023 season, the results of which will inform 

the final project design. From initial results, Skylark have been the most prevalent. Roe deer are 

present within the wider area; a deer management plan will be put in place to control deer to prevent 

significant damage to planting. A protected species survey has been conducted during 2023 to identify 

any species such as Otters, Red squirrel and Badger. 

Roads – Access to the property is from the B711 near Roberton via an unnamed road. There is 

currently a good network of farm tracks within the property therefore there are no plans for further 

road construction.  

Historical & Cultural Interest – There are no ancient monuments recorded within the property, 

however there are a number of features comprising of sheepfolds, enclosures, rig and furrow and 

medieval roads which have been identified. An archaeological survey has been conducted to identify 

the extent of any features and provide recommendations for their preservation. Any features 

identified on the ground will be incorporated into managed open ground. All works will adhere to 

current Forestry and Historic Environment Guidelines. 

Landscape – There are no formal landscape designations affecting the property. In the wider 

landscape, the property is mainly visible from the south-west at Wester Alemoor and from the 

northeast. A Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) will be carried out to give a full informed 

assessment of the proposals. Secondary conifer species such as Norway spruce, Scots pine and 

Douglas fir and areas of native broadleaves along the more visible edges will help to soften the visual 

impact. 

Public Access – There are no known formal recreational provisions within the property, however there 

is a waymarker indicating a route to Whitslaid Faulds, a bothy situated to the west. It is proposed that 

a circular walking route is incorporated into the final design. Public access is permissive as per The 

Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003. 

Please contact me at @kronospan.co.uk before 30th August 2023 if you have any comments 

regarding the above proposals. 

 



From:
To:
Subject: Roberton Woodland Creation
Date: 21 August 2023 13:10:00
Attachments: Shiels Wood Woodland Creation Scoping Map.pdf

 
I remember you previously stressed the value of riparian grasslands in the Roberton area and the
potential threat raised by forestry.  I have been allocated a scoping report for a potentially large
forestry proposal between Easter Alemoor and Blind Moss SSSI (map attached).  From the
limited records that we have, Carex appropinquata is present along the Ale Water, with mention
of a small fen, and I note that Blysmus compressus is listed on the BSBI database.  I would be
interested to know if the proposal area coincided with the more sensitive habitats that you
recall.  Happy to discuss by phone if that is easier. 
 
Are you planning another plant walk in August/early September?  I’d be keen to come along.
 
Cheers
 
 

 

 | Area Officer

NatureScot | Anderson’s Chambers | Market Street | Galashiels, TD1 3AF | 
nature.scot | @nature_scot | Scotland’s Nature Agency | Buidheann Nàdair na h-Alba

 







NatureScot | Anderson’s Chambers | Market Street | Galashiels, TD1 3AF |
nature.scot | @nature_scot | Scotland’s Nature Agency | Buidheann Nàdair na h-Alba

 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or
entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the system manager
or the sender. 
Please note that for business purposes, outgoing and incoming emails from and to NatureScot may be
monitored.
Tha am post-dealain seo agus fiosrachadh sam bith na chois dìomhair agus airson an neach no buidheann
ainmichte a- mhàin. Mas e gun d’ fhuair sibh am post-dealain seo le mearachd, cuiribh fios dhan manaidsear-
siostaim no neach- sgrìobhaidh.
Thoiribh an aire airson adhbharan gnothaich, ‘s dòcha gun tèid sùil a chumail air puist-dealain a’ tighinn a-
steach agus a’ dol a- mach bho NàdarAlba.



From:
To:
Subject: RE: Proposed Woodland Creation - Whitslaid, Nr Roberton - NatureScot comment
Date: 29 August 2023 10:37:00

 
Thank you for consulting NatureScot on the proposed forestry at Whitslaid.  I have the following
comments to make.
 
River Tweed SAC
The Ale Water forms part of the River Tweed SAC and flows through the proposal site and along
its southern boundary.  Substantial buffers are expected along this water course.  The UKFS
states a minimum width for buffers (20m) but also states that wider buffers may be required
where there are sensitivities such as salmonid spawning beds.  That is the case along the Ale
Water and suitably large buffers are therefore required.
 
UKFS also states that it is important ‘for landscape and water environment reasons to avoid
parallel-sided corridors and design the [buffer] margins in response to landform’.  There are
areas of mire habitat along the Ale Water (mainly at the western end of the Ale Water) which
should be designed into the buffer area.  There are also records of Carex appropiquata (fibrous
tussock sedge) in the area.  This species has a very restricted distribution and should be
protected from the effects of forestry.  It would be extremely beneficial if some form of grazing
management could be sustained in the mire habitats.
 
Blind Moss SSSI
This SSSI is 180 m east of the proposal area, with a water course flowing from the proposal site
into the SSSI.  Forestry should be designed to protect water quality and water flow along this
water course, in order to maintain the current condition of the SSSI.
 
Black Grouse Leks
Black grouse populations have seen a massive decline over the last 20 years and the species is a
significant concern for NatureScot.  Black grouse leks have been recorded  and

, within the boundary.  A lek has also been recorded , which is
within 1 .  It would be extremely beneficial if features such as native
woodland, open ground and low density shrubs could be arranged in these areas to sustain
these breeding grounds.  Forestry fences should be suitably marked to reduce the possibility of
bird strike.
 
Rights of Way
A number of rights of way extend through the proposal site and along its perimeter.  A diversity
of edge treatment should be designed into these areas to help maintain the landscape quality
and experience for walkers and cyclists.
 
Regards
 
 

 

 Area Officer



























































































































From:
To:
Subject: RE: Whitslaid Woodland Creation Proposals
Date: 16 June 2025 17:03:22

Not a problem – just whenever. I just wanted to let you know in case you wondered why it was
outstanding.
 
Thank you.
 
From: @nature.scot> 
Sent: 16 June 2025 16:11
To: @nature.scot>
Subject: RE: Whitslaid Woodland Creation Proposals

 
Oh – I’ve probably done something wrong, I’ll look at it, but it won’t be until Thursday as I am out
of the office tomorrow and Wednesday, and will let you know when I have done so.
 

 
 | Operations Officer | South

NatureScot | Scottish Public Pensions Agency Office | 7, Tweedside Park | Tweedbank |
Galashiels | TD1 3TE| 
 
nature.scot | @nature_scot | Scotland’s Nature Agency 
 

From: @nature.scot> 
Sent: 16 June 2025 14:32
To: @nature.scot>
Subject: RE: Whitslaid Woodland Creation Proposals
 
PS – I don’t seem to be able to close the case down in CMS. I don’t have the usual options.
 

 
From: @nature.scot> 
Sent: 16 June 2025 13:58
To: @nature.scot>
Subject: RE: Whitslaid Woodland Creation Proposals

 



 
Apologies for the delay in finalising this. I’ve now had a look at all the material you shared below,
including the transect route map. My thoughts are summarised below. As ever with forestry
applications, the survey work is poor compared to our standards.
 

Only one year of survey data is provided. This seems to be standard but doesn’t discount
the possibility that the year surveyed was unusual in some way.
The aim of surveys was to “Conduct a full suite of breeding bird survey…”, but a single
methodology was used which was restricted to that appropriate for common moorland
birds. There was no black grouse or raptor survey, despite BK showing up in the desk study
and the area being known for BK in previous years, and golden eagle, for example,
increasing in the area. Therefore we would normally question the tacit assumption that
many relevant species were not present.
The transect route covered the site adequately, but no information was provided on the
survey effort in the buffer zone (which was supposed to be a kilometre from the site) where
waders were surveyed separately. Only three visits targeted the buffer zone, over a
shortened survey season, which isn’t explained, and dates are not given for visits. This area
also isn’t adequately illustrated on the result maps and the number of wader sightings
seems low and concentrated close to the site. If no other waders were seen it would be
good to express this explicitly. Results from the buffer zone should be presented
separately given the differences in survey area and methodology.
It is worrying that the report authors suggest there hasn’t been much research on the
impacts of afforestation on the wider countryside beyond the planted footprint. There has
been a lot of research, and many papers published, in the 14 years since the Amar et al.
paper referred to came out. This issue is glossed over in my view and not given sufficient
weight.

 
I hope that helps but please get back to me if you need more.
 
Thanks,
 

 
From: @nature.scot> 
Sent: 12 June 2025 09:26
To: @nature.scot>
Subject: RE: Whitslaid Woodland Creation Proposals

 
Hello!
 
No, you didn’t miss anything, after another nudge finally had the transect maps yesterday.
 
Here’s the link to it –
 



2025 06 11 - CPP180207 - Whitslaid - Appendix Figure 2 BBS Survey Transects - 11 June
2025 

 
Can we discuss how long you are going to need for this?
 
Many thanks for your help
 
Kind Regards

 

.

NatureScot | Scottish Public Pensions Agency Office | 7, Tweedside Park | Tweedbank |
Galashiels | TD1 3TE| t: 
 
nature.scot | @nature_scot | Scotland’s Nature Agency 
 

From: @nature.scot> 
Sent: 10 June 2025 09:14
To: @nature.scot>
Subject: RE: Whitslaid Woodland Creation Proposals
 

 
Just wondering where we’re at with this – have I missed something?! I’m juggling lots of cases at
the moment so trying hard to keep to deadlines.
 
Thanks,

 
From: nature.scot> 
Sent: 22 May 2025 09:31
To: @nature.scot>
Subject: FW: Whitslaid Woodland Creation Proposals

 
Hello!
 
Finally got a response from the applicant, and hopefully they will send out the requested transect
map tomorrow or Monday, as they aren’t in the office today. During our chat, he also said that the



RSPB had found a new black grouse lek site just to the north (I think?), but not exactly where, I will
see if I can chase up with the RSPB, where this was found.
 
I also asked for an extension, which is OK, up to a month is OK, but preferably sooner (so before
23 June at the latest).
 
Kind Regards

 Operations Officer | South

NatureScot | Scottish Public Pensions Agency Office | 7, Tweedside Park | Tweedbank |
Galashiels | TD1 3TE| 
 
nature.scot | @nature_scot | Scotland’s Nature Agency 
 

From:  
Sent: 15 May 2025 09:17
To: @nature.scot>
Subject: RE: Whitslaid Woodland Creation Proposals
 
Hello!
 
I’ve gone back through the documents that have been submitted, and we don’t have it. I’ll send an
email to  SAP Ecology, who submitted the case and ask for it.
 
Thanks for seeing this. Don’t worry about not seeing it on CMS all the documents are on Informed
Decision, I’ll try and get them added to CMS today.
 
Cheers

 
 Operations Officer | South

NatureScot | Scottish Public Pensions Agency Office | 7, Tweedside Park | Tweedbank |
Galashiels | TD1 3TE| 
 
nature.scot | @nature scot | Scotland’s Nature Agency 



 

From: @nature.scot> 
Sent: 15 May 2025 08:53
To: @nature.scot>
Subject: RE: Whitslaid Woodland Creation Proposals
 

 
I’ve started looking at this. The ornithology report refers to ‘Appendix 2’, which I think includes a
‘Figure 2’, which again I think shows the location of the transect they walked when doing surveys.
I can’t find this – do you have a copy please? (CMS isn’t working for me so can’t check there just
now).
 
Thank you,

 
From: nature.scot> 
Sent: 14 May 2025 15:03
To: nature.scot>
Subject: Whitslaid Woodland Creation Proposals

 
Hello!
 

 I now have another woodland creation proposal at preapplication stage
immediately to the south of the Todrig case and spreading further east to almost join up
with the existing Ashkirk Forest.
 
I was hoping I could have some more ornithological advice, especially as it is adjacent to
Todrig Forestry Proposal.
 
Attached are the documents that have come in on informed decision, and below that I have
copied and pasted the description the applicant wrote. When I have sent this, I’ll send a
request from CMS. The applicant wants a response by the 23 May, but if that date isn’t
possible, I’ll approach them for an extension.
 
Kind Regards



Description from the applicant on Informed Decision – “Proposed woodland creation
scheme located on land used for livestock grazing between Roberton and Ashkirk in the
Scottish Borders. The proposal is for the creation of a commercial forest, the site is
approximately 730ha with approximately 580ha proposed for planting inclusive of open
ground. Additionally, approximately 65ha within the centre of the site is proposed to be

to be kept in agriculture for grazing livestock. The more visible
areas of the site are proposed for secondary conifer species (Scots pine & Norway spruce),
native broadleaves and designed open ground. The north-western extent is proposed to be
retained in open ground with an area of native low-density broadleaves for “wildlife
habitat, specifically ground nesting birds. A corridor of open ground is to be retained along
the length of Ale Water which flows through the site.”





in increased rainfall and storm events. The minimum buffer width described in the UK
Forest Standard is not likely to be sufficient to cope with future environmental conditions.

The responsibility for conserving the SAC extends beyond the SAC boundary to include
watercourses that flow into the River Tweed SAC. An aim of the design should be to ensure
all watercourses throughout the design area, and especially those that flow into the SAC,
should have appropriate buffers of sufficient width to benefit the SAC. From the
information supplied it is difficult to assess the whether the size of the buffers planed
along the watercourses are adequate to protect the SAC and associated habitats. The plan
should therefore define what the appropriate buffers will look like, so that benefits of the
proposed buffers can be assessed. As the planting covers a significant area, it is important
to ensure that buffers are adequately defined to get the correct level of protection both
for the SAC and the associated species rich habitats.
 
Bird Surveys

NatureScot is concerned that the data produced by the bird surveys (Breeding Bird Survey
Report – Whitslaid Afforestation, Scottish Borders) is not of an acceptable quality to make
woodland creation design decisions on. There are the following serious concerns on the
survey work carried out:-

1.   Only one year of survey data is provided, with no justification added. One year of data
is not enough to get a proper picture of the bird use of this site. A single year of data does
not discount that the year surveyed is unusual in some way. A minimum of two years of
data should be provided.

2.   The aim of the surveys was to “Conduct a full suite of breeding bird surveys….” But only
a single methodology was used, which was restricted to that appropriate for common
moorland birds. There was no black grouse or raptor survey, despite black grouse showing
up in the desk study and the area being known for black grouse in previous years, and
golden eagle numbers increasing in the area. NatureScot therefore questions the tacit
assumption that many relevant species were not present.

3.   The transect route covered the site adequately, but no information was provided on
the survey effort in the buffer zone (which is supposed to be a kilometre from the site)
where waders were surveyed separately. Only three visits targeted the buffer zone, over a
shortened survey season, which isn’t explained, and the dates aren’t given for the visits.
This area is also not adequately illustrated on the result maps, and the number of waders
sightings seems low and concentrated close to the site. If no other waders were seen this
should be expressed explicitly. The results from the buffer zone should be presented
separately given the differences in survey area and methodology.

4.   It is worrying that the report suggests that there hasn’t been much research on the
afforestation on the wider countryside beyond the planted footprint. There has been a lot



of research and may papers published in the 14 years since the Amar et al. paper referred
to came out. This issue is glossed over and not given sufficient weight.     
                                                                  
Peatland

NatureScot notes that there was no systematic peat depth survey within the information
submitted and that the areas of deep peat seem to have been identified through the
habitat surveys, within the “Ecology Report, Whitslaid Afforestation”. It is therefore
difficult to conclude whether all the areas of deep peat have been identified as land with
high sensitivity and omitted from planting. The possible presence of peat is further
complicated by the nature of the rolling landscape, that means there can maybe small,
localised areas of peat situated within the undulations of the landscape. We advise that a
systematic peat depth survey is completed to inform the design of the woodland creation.

Currently we note several areas identified as open ground that seem to correspond to the
areas identified as deep peat within the “Ecology Report, Whitslaid Afforestation”.
However, we note that the planting comes right up to the boundary of the sensitive
habitats and would recommend a buffer of 100m around the sensitive area to protect the
hydrological integrity of the site, protect the biodiversity value and prevent tree
regeneration on the peat. As the forest design covers a significant area, it is important to
ensure that buffers are adequately defined to get the correct level of protection for the
sensitive habitats present.

Habitats

From the planting map we note that there seem to be several small, isolated sensitive
areas that are marked as open ground within the planting plan, within the southwest area
of the planting plan. It is harder to maintain the biodiversity of small areas, when they are
isolated from other biodiversity rich areas. There may therefore be opportunities to
increase the biodiversity value of all these areas, by linking the open areas together with
appropriate native planting, outside of the appropriate defined buffer areas.

We note the use of mainly conifer in the planting mix and would encourage you to use
more native species that suit the soil patterns found here, so that as well as producing a
crop of timber, carbon capture and supporting economic activity, they should also function
as a natural system. This includes woodland plants thriving in the understory and shrub
layers, woodland specialist wildlife, natural woodland processes like regeneration,
senescence, dead wood, and sufficient diversity to sustain these natural characteristics in
the face of climate change and novel pests and pathogens. Recent research has also
shown that more diverse woodlands can hold more soil carbon.

The “Ecology Report, Whitslaid” has identified several areas of native woodland within the
plan area and we would advise that these areas present opportunities to increase the
biodiversity value of the area by increasing their size and linking them together with






