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SIFT Report

INTRODUCTION

This report helps you identify areas which might provide the greatest social benefit through
investment and management of woodland. The information given below should not be
used in isolation but should provide a good basis for further analysis on the ground.

The report is split into two main sections.

1. Woodland ranked by the average SIFT score across each candidate area.
2. Woodland ranked by the highest SIFT score within each candidate area.

An illustration of each of these is given below.
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A. This area has a good average score across the entire area . In this example there is no
particular part that provides the highest possible benefit based on the SIFT criteria but does
represent a good social benefit overall.

B. The average score for this area is fairly low due to large parts having low social benefit based
on the SIFT criteria. However, there is a significant area (shown in red) which has the highest
possible social benefit and this may be a good candidate for further investigation.

In many situations, candidate areas will appear highly ranked in both the average and highest
parts of the report and this may indicate an area that is worthy of further investigation. Candidate
areas that are highly ranked in only one section may still offer some social benefit and could form
part of any further field survey.

The report also shows the area (in hectares) for each of the candidate sites. This may be another
important factor to consider when looking at where to target investment.

SIFT Chosen Outcome :-

X | Improved health and well-being

Woodland to benefit people from deprived areas

More use of woodland for access and recreation

More woodland based outdoor education (all ages)

More woodland based outdoor education (Secondary)

More woodland based outdoor education (Primary)
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Candidate sites report

Field headings

Name: The candidate site name.
Area: The calculated area of the site in hectares.
Rank — Highest: This is the rank order of the candidate sites based on the highest

score within a particular site. The highest ranking sites (i.e. rank = 1
is the highest ranking site) offer the greatest potential social benefit.

Rank — Average: This is the rank order of the candidate sites based on the average
score across the whole of a particular site. The highest ranking sites
(i.e. rank = 1 is the highest ranking site) offer the greatest potential
social benefit.

National Grid: The easting and northing national grid coordinates of centre point of
each site.

The following table has sites ordered on the rank of average scores. Sites which appear near
the beginning of the list offer the greatest potential social benefit based on the average score
across the entire area of each candidate site.

Area - Rank - Rank - National Grid

Name Hectares| Average | Highest Coordinates

SIFT_Name SIFT_Ha|Rank_MeanRank_MaxCenter_XCenter_Y
Callendar Wood 94.95 1 1] 289581 678915
Twechar 205.11 2 7| 272241 676355
Disposals 29.86 3 6 326109 664171
Benarty 59.53 4 14f 316346 697563
Cardenden 128.83 5 3 323069 693998
Forth 94.68 6 10| 293861 653236
Gartmorn 72.39 7 17| 291399 694940
Fauldhouse 246.45 8 5 292275 662148
Dean 79.55 9 18| 305439 687971
Blairadam 1233.44 10 2| 310632 694597
Patna 576.66 11 4 240213 609375
Limerigg/Barns/Drumbow 736.39 12 8 285895 670537
West Dunsyston 136.10 13 9 279930 663867
Devilla / Balgownie 829.83 14 13| 295934 688449
Nether Braco 162.89 15 19 284064 665677
Pendreich 76.36 16 22| 280702 698116
The Mosses 259.13 17 25 297464 649522
Murdostoun & Mossband 196.31 18 11| 284207 660518
West Benhar 281.50 19 23 290130 661677
Cullaloe 35.06 20 24f 318295 688538
South Rigg 77.10 21 28| 292345 666125
Gartarry 11.24 22 33 293564 691449
Kyle North & South 6599.43 23 15 250814 609813
Lennox 305.75 24 21| 260125 677020
Brackenhirst 47.17 25 26| 276146 669511
Spoutscross 29.59 26 29 288453 655234
Kilpatrick Hills 2281.27 27 16| 246396 677103
Woodmuir 367.54 28 20| 296545 658951
Kingshill 360.00 29 30 287339 653981
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Area - Rank - Rank - National Grid
Name Hectares| Average | Highest Coordinates
Arns/Fannyside 180.43 30 31 280410 674866
Blacklaw Moss 19.87| 31 40 292263 648585
Cleish Hills 18.33 32 41) 300042 694988
Heathland/Mountainblaw 1180.39 33 12| 296110 656358
Pencloe 824.57 34 34 260431 606523
Carron Main Block 2483.28 35 35 268903 682967
Camilty & Buteland 784.46 36 27| 307246 659408
Whitelee 5998.45 37| 32 258552 644366
Cairnoch 651.91 38 36 269586 685660
Garshellach 174.00 39 37| 273389 693323
Forest Mill 56.00 40 38 295301 693180
Carnock 48.88 41 39 304461 690657
Selm Muir 91.52 42 42| 308962 664922
Campwood 12.45 43 43 291011 646161
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