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ECONOMIC GROWTH
Planning Services, Cunninghame House, Irvine KA12 8EE

PUBLIC

Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017

EIA Schedule 2 SCOPING OPINION

REFERENCE:

19/00608/EIA

NAME AND EMAIL ADDRESS OF APPLICANT:

ITP Energised F.A.O. Jessica Yanetta

SITE ADDRESS or LOCATION:

Site to East of Fardens, Skelmorlie

PROPOSAL:

Wind turbine development

EIA REQUIRED

YES

The written statement of reasons is provided overleaf.

WRITTEN STATEMENT

1. With reference to Regulation 17 of the Environmental Impact (Scotland) Regulations 2017, please
see below the Council’s Scoping Opinion.

Any environmental impact assessment submitted in support of a planning
application in respect of the above development should have regard to Schedule
4 of the Regulations and the responses of the consultees which are attached.
The Council broadly agrees with the content of the Scoping Report prepared by
ITP Energised and dated 12th August 2019 and any assessment should also
include the following:
1. Consideration of Alternatives – The current Regulations require that all EIA
Reports should include an outline of the reasonable alternatives studied. This
should include the main reasons for selecting the chosen option. The alternatives
should include site location and layout and other design considerations.
2. Site selection – Detailed assessment of the specific selection of the site. This
should include operational considerations, landscape and visual considerations,
nature conservation and hydrological interests. Awareness should be shown of
known constraints presented by local and national landscape, nature
conservation and special scientific designations.
3. Landscape/visual impacts – The landscape assessment should consider the fit
and scale of the development to the character of the area. Particular regard
should be had to the qualities of the Undeveloped Coast and Clyde Muirshiel
Regional Park. Reference should be made to the Draft West Renfrew Hills Local
Landscape Area Statement of Importance 2017 (see comments from Inverclyde
Council.)
Given the environmental sensitivity in this regard, it is considered a Landscape
and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) should be carried out. It is noted that this is
proposed to be done in a methodology which generally accords with the
Landscape Institute ‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Assessment (3rd
Edition)’ 2013. A justification of any diversions should be included in the LVIA.
The representative viewpoints should include those shown on Figure 7.2 of the
Scoping Report prepared by ITP Energised and dated 12 th August 2019.
Viewpoints should also include from Brodick, Isle of Arran. This should be from
the eastern end of the promenade close to the footbridge over the Strathwillan
Burn. Viewpoints from within Loch Lomond & the Trossachs National Park
(LLTNP) should also be provided including from the Cowal peninsula,
Stronchuillin Hill and viewpoints along the A880. A viewpoint from within the
Mount Stewart Garden and Designed Landscape on Bute should be included. An
assessment of the impact on the view from the ferries between Inverclyde and
Argyll & Bute and the Core Path network should be made. Please refer to the
attached LLTNP, Inverclyde and Argyll & Bute responses for further information.
The representative viewpoints should be subject of photomontages. The Zone of
Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) should include the boundary of the LLNTP for
information. Cognisance of the Seascape/Landscape Assessment of the Firth of
Clyde (March 2013) should be shown. Consideration of cumulative impacts along
with a Coastal Character Assessment, Landscape Character Assessment and
consideration of the landscape experience will be required. Borrow pits and
access routes should be considered as part of any assessment.

4. Nature Conservation – The EIA Report should include an Ecological Impact
Assessment with baseline ornithological and protected species surveys, including
bat. All surveys should have been carried out within 18 months prior to the
submission of any planning application. Any surveys which need to be carried out
should be done in accordance with best practice methodology. The surveys
should include the potential impacts arising from access routes and borrow pits.
The EIA report should also include an assessment of potential impacts on the
Skelmorlie Glen SSSI, the Skelmorlie Glen & Fardens Glen Local Nature
Conservation Site and an assessment of potential impacts on the Renfrewshire
Heights Special Protection Area (SPA). Any identified impacts on the SPA should
be detailed in enough information to allow an appropriate assessment of the
impacts to be made. This should form a distinct section of the EIA.
5. Water Environment/Pollution – An assessment of all engineering activities in or
impacting on the water environment should be provided. This must include
proposed buffers, details of any flood risk assessment and details of any related
CAR applications. There must also be an assessment of impacts upon
Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial Ecosystems, groundwater abstractions, and
buffers. All information should also be mapped.
Maps of borrow pits and a map and table of forest removal must be provided.
Maps of proposed waste water drainage, surface water drainage layouts and
proposed water abstractions should be provided. There should be details of the
proposed operating regime, a decommissioning statement and a schedule of
mitigation including pollution prevention measures and a Borrow Pit Site
Management Plan.
The application should be supported by a comprehensive Peat Management Plan
including a peat depth survey and table detailing its re-use should be provided.
6. Flood Risk – SEPA have advised that flood risk can be scoped out so long as
all watercourse crossings are designed to accommodate 1 in 200 year flooding
event and other infrastructure is located well away from watercourses.
Confirmation of this should be provided in the EIA.
7. Transportation – A Transportation Assessment should be carried out in
accordance with the methodology set out in the Scoping Report prepared by ITP
Energised and dated 12th August 2019. This should identify mitigation measures
to ensure no adverse impact on the road network both by construction and
delivery traffic.
8. Noise/Amenity - A Noise Impact Assessment should be produced that identifies
the noise generating activities arising from the operation of the proposed
development. The assessment should demonstrate the likely impact on any noise
sensitive receptors and be produced in accordance with the requirements of
North Ayrshire Council Environmental Health and Inverclyde Council
Environmental Health. An assessment of noise levels on recreational users of the
area and protected wildlife should be made. An assessment of the potential
impact from shading or shadow flicker on the nearest properties, other than to the
south, should be provided.

9. Historic Environment – An assessment of the proposal on archaeology and
cultural heritage should be provided. The methodology should reflect best
practice and the comments provided by Historic Environment Scotland. This must
also include visualisation photomontages of views from the scheduled monument
Outerwards Roman fortlet. Any assessment should also identify non-designated
elements of the historic environment, in particular those whose setting may be
particularly sensitive to change. Cognisance of the comments provided by West
of Scotland Archaeology Service should be demonstrated.
10. Socio-economic Effects – The effects of the development in terms of direct
and indirect employment along with supply chain benefits during the construction
and the operation of the site should be assessed. The impact of the proposals on
the recreational and tourist economy should be assessed. This is with particular
reference to impact on Core Paths, recreational users of the Firth of Clyde and
tourist accommodation facilities, including caravan parks. Details of any preapplication consultation with relevant interests should be recorded as should any
community consultation.
11. Structure of the document – The EIA should concentrate on those elements
likely to have ‘significant’ consequences for the receiving environment. It should
make passing reference to other issues of lesser importance to indicate that they
have been considered. Short-term and long-term consequences should be
identified with an indication of expected degree of magnitude and any mitigation
measures advanced along with the degree of confidence as to the efficacy of
such measures. Where significant effects are anticipated, mitigation measures
should be identified and provided. This should include proposals for
implementation and monitoring of those measures. A summarised table of the
measures should be provided within the EIA report. In accordance with the
requirements of the Regulations, the EIA should be accompanied by a nontechnical summary of the issues addressed in the main document.
Please note that the above scoping opinion does not constitute pre-application advice, which
should be sought separately.
SENIOR PLANNING SERVICES MANGER:
DATE: 17th September 2019

James Miller

From: Paul Brennan ( Spec Environmental Health Off / Protective Services ) <paulbrennan@northayrshire.gov.uk>
Sent: 11 September 2019 16:53
To: eplanning (shared mailbox) <eplanning@north-ayrshire.gov.uk>
Cc: Iain Davies ( Snr Development Man Off / Planning ) <iaindavies@north-ayrshire.gov.uk>
Subject: 19/00608/EIA
Planning Authority Reference: 19/00608/EIA
Request for EIA Scoping Opinion for Wind turbine development
Site to east of Fardens, Skelmorlie, Ayrshire
There are no objections in principle to this application from Environmental Health.
The scoping request confirms that an appropriate background noise survey will be undertaken and
the applicant has liaised with Environmental Health of North Ayrshire and Inverclyde Council.
The results of the background noise survey should be forwarded onto Environmental Health in due
course for scrutiny to determine the appropriate noise limits for the operational life of the wind
turbines.
The appropriate noise limits will be set in accordance with ETSU-R-97.
Regards,

Paul Brennan
Paul Brennan
Specialist Environmental Health Officer
Economic Development and Regeneration
North Ayrshire Council
Cunninghame House, Irvine, KA12 8EE
Tel:
01294 324363
email: paulbrennan@north-ayrshire.gov.uk

NORTH AYRSHIRE COUNCIL
REGENERATION
OBSERVATIONS ON PLANNING APPLICATION
To: Planning Applications, Cunninghame House, Irvine
Application No.
Recommendation
Contact
Email

19/00608/EIA
NO OBJECTIONS
David Hilditch
dhilditch@north-ayrshire.gov.uk

Application Details
Applicant
Proposed Development
Location
Drawing No.(s)
Dated

Planner
Dated
Telephone
Type of Consent

ITP Energised
Request for EIA Scoping Opinion
Site To East Of Fardens, Skelmorlie
Location Plan and Layout Plans
16/08/19
Date Received

Iain Davies
26/08/19
01294 324745
Full

16/08/19

Comments
The scoping report indicates that a transportation assessment will be carried out in support
of this development. This will identify mitigation measures required to enable this
development to proceed therefore we have no objections to the request for EIA scoping
opinion.

Conditions
NIL

Signed:
L Kirk
Date:
26/08/19
PP CAITRIONA MCAULEY, HEAD OF SERVICE, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT & REGENERATION
Notes for intimation to Applicant
(i)
A Construction Consent will be required by the applicant (S21)*

Copies To:
Network Management

(ii)

A Road Bond will be required to be submitted by the applicant (S17)*

Traffic

(iii)

A Road Opening Permit will be required by the applicant (S56)*

Lighting

* Relevant Section of the Roads (Scotland) Act 1984
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Active Travel and Transport, Cunninghame House, Irvine, KA12 8EE.

Our ref:
Your ref:

PCS/167160
19/00608/EIA

Mr I Davies
North Ayrshire Council
Legal and Regulatory Services

If telephoning ask for:
Brian Fotheringham

By email only to: eplanning@north-ayrshire.gov.uk

26 August 2019

Dear Sir

The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland)
Regulations 2017
Request for EIA Scoping Opinion
Rigghill Wind Farm, Site to East of Fardens,
Skelmorlie, Ayrshire
Thank you for consulting SEPA on the scoping opinion for the above development proposal by
your email received on 16 August 2019.
We have completed our review of the Scoping Report provided by the applicant and would offer
the following comments for your information.

Advice to the planning authority
We consider that the following key issues must be addressed in the Environmental Impact
Assessment process. To avoid delay and potential objection, the information outlined below and
in the attached appendix must be submitted in support of the application.
a) Map and assessment of all engineering activities in or impacting on the water environment
including proposed buffers, details of any flood risk assessment and details of any related
CAR applications.
b) Map and assessment of impacts upon Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial Ecosystems and
buffers.
c) Map and assessment of impacts upon groundwater abstractions and buffers.
d) Peat depth survey and table detailing re-use proposals.
e) Map and table detailing forest removal, if required.

f)

Map and site layout of borrow pits.

g) Schedule of mitigation including pollution prevention measures.
h) Borrow Pit Site Management Plan of pollution prevention measures.
i)

Map of proposed waste water drainage layout.

j)

Map of proposed surface water drainage layout.

k) Map of proposed water abstractions including details of the proposed operating regime.
l)

Decommissioning statement.

Further details on these information requirements and the form in which they must be submitted
can be found in the attached appendix. We also provide site specific comments in the following
section which can help the developer focus the scope of the assessment.

1.

Site specific comments

1.1

From our review of the scoping report/other submitted information we note the following:
•

We acknowledge the presence of peat on parts of the site and we expect the
application to be supported by a comprehensive site specific Peat Management Plan

•

We also recognise that the proposed site of the windfarm development has been
subjected to earlier ecological habitat surveys, however as noted in the scoping report
these surveys were undertaken over 5 years ago and the requirement to ‘ground truth’
is considered essential by us.

•

Based on the information provided at this stage it seems unlikely that any development
will take place within 250 m of a groundwater supply source; if this is the case it would
be helpful if the ES provides evidence to confirm this.

•

We note the applicant is proposing to scope ‘flood risk’ out of the forthcoming
submissions and in this respect we would advise that provided all watercourse
crossings are designed to accommodate the 1 in 200 year event and other
infrastructure is located well away from watercourses we do not foresee from the
current information a need for detailed information on flood risk.

Regulatory advice for the applicant
2.

Regulatory requirements

2.1

Authorisation is required under The Water Environment (Controlled Activities) (Scotland)
Regulations 2011 (CAR) to carry out engineering works in or in the vicinity of inland surface
waters (other than groundwater) or wetlands. Inland water means all standing or flowing
water on the surface of the land (e.g. rivers, lochs, canals, reservoirs).

2.2

Management of surplus peat or soils may require an exemption under The Waste
Management Licensing (Scotland) Regulations 2011. Proposed crushing or screening will
require a permit under The Pollution Prevention and Control (Scotland) Regulations 2012.
Consider if other environmental licences may be required for any installations or processes.

2.3

A Controlled Activities Regulations (CAR) construction site licence will be required for
management of surface water run-off from a construction site, including access tracks,
which:





is more than 4 hectares,
is in excess of 5km, or
includes an area of more than 1 hectare or length of more than 500m on ground with a
slope in excess of 25˚

See SEPA’s Sector Specific Guidance: Construction Sites (WAT-SG-75) for details. Site
design may be affected by pollution prevention requirements and hence we strongly
encourage the applicant to engage in pre-CAR application discussions with a member of
the regulatory services team in your local SEPA office.
2.4

Below these thresholds you will need to comply with CAR General Binding Rule 10 which
requires, amongst other things, that all reasonable steps must be taken to ensure that the
discharge does not result in pollution of the water environment. The detail of how this is
achieved may be required through a planning condition.

2.5

Details of regulatory requirements and good practice advice for the applicant can be found
on the Regulations section of our website. If you are unable to find the advice you need for
a specific regulatory matter, please contact a member of the regulatory services team in
your local SEPA office at:
31 Miller Road
Ayr
KA2 2AX
Tel no 01292-294000

If you have queries relating to this letter, please contact me by telephone on 01698-839336 or email at planning.sw@sepa.org.uk
Yours faithfully

Brian Fotheringham
Senior Planning Officer
Planning Service
ECopy to: jessica.yanetta@itpenergised.com
Disclaimer
This advice is given without prejudice to any decision made on elements of the proposal regulated by us, as
such a decision may take into account factors not considered at this time. We prefer all the technical
information required for any SEPA consents to be submitted at the same time as the planning or similar
application. However, we consider it to be at the applicant's commercial risk if any significant changes
required during the regulatory stage necessitate a further planning application or similar application and/or
neighbour notification or advertising. We have relied on the accuracy and completeness of the information
supplied to us in providing the above advice and can take no responsibility for incorrect data or
interpretation, or omissions, in such information. If we have not referred to a particular issue in our response,
it should not be assumed that there is no impact associated with that issue. For planning applications if you
did not specifically request advice on flood risk, then advice will not have been provided on this
issue. Further information on our consultation arrangements generally can be found on our website planning
pages.

Appendix 1: Detailed scoping requirements
This appendix sets out our scoping information requirements. There may be opportunities to scope
out some of the issues below depending on the site. Evidence must be provided in the submission
to support why an issue is not relevant for this site in order to avoid delay and potential
objection.
If there is a delay between scoping and the submission of the application then please refer to our
website for our latest information requirements as they are regularly updated; current best practice
must be followed.
We would welcome the opportunity to comment on the draft submission. As we can process files of
a maximum size of only 25MB the submission must be divided into appropriately named sections
of less than 25MB each.

1.

Site layout

1.1

All maps must be based on an adequate scale with which to assess the information. This
could range from OS 1: 10,000 to a more detailed scale in more sensitive locations. Each of
the maps below must detail all proposed upgraded, temporary and permanent site
infrastructure. This includes all tracks, excavations, buildings, borrow pits, pipelines,
cabling, site compounds, laydown areas, storage areas and any other built elements.
Existing built infrastructure must be re-used or upgraded wherever possible. The layout
should be designed to minimise the extent of new works on previously undisturbed ground.
For example, a layout which makes use of lots of spurs or loops is unlikely to be
acceptable. Cabling must be laid in ground already disturbed such as verges. A comparison
of the environmental effects of alternative locations of infrastructure elements, such as
tracks, may be required.

2.

Engineering activities which may have adverse effects on the water
environment

2.1

The site layout must be designed to avoid impacts upon the water environment. Where
activities such as watercourse crossings, watercourse diversions or other engineering
activities in or impacting on the water environment cannot be avoided then the submission
must include justification of this and a map showing:
a) All proposed temporary or permanent infrastructure overlain with all lochs and
watercourses.
b) A minimum buffer of 50m around each loch or watercourse. If this minimum buffer
cannot be achieved each breach must be numbered on a plan with an associated
photograph of the location, dimensions of the loch or watercourse and drawings of
what is proposed in terms of engineering works.
c) Detailed layout of all proposed mitigation including all cut off drains, location, number
and size of settlement ponds.

2.2

If water abstractions or dewatering are proposed, a table of volumes and timings of
groundwater abstractions and related mitigation measures must be provided.

2.3

Further advice and our best practice guidance are available within the water engineering
section of our website. Guidance on the design of water crossings can be found in our
Construction of River Crossings Good Practice Guide.

2.4

Refer to Appendix 2 of our Standing Advice for advice on flood risk. Watercourse crossings
must be designed to accommodate the 0.5% Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP) flows,
or information provided to justify smaller structures. If it is thought that the development
could result in an increased risk of flooding to a nearby receptor then a Flood Risk
Assessment must be submitted in support of the planning application. Our Technical flood
risk guidance for stakeholders outlines the information we require to be submitted as part of
a Flood Risk Assessment. Please also refer to Controlled Activities Regulations (CAR)
Flood Risk Standing Advice for Engineering, Discharge and Impoundment Activities.

3.

Disturbance and re-use of excavated peat and other carbon rich soils

3.1

Scottish Planning Policy states (Paragraph 205) that "Where peat and other carbon rich
soils are present, applicants must assess the likely effects of development on carbon
dioxide (CO2) emissions. Where peatland is drained or otherwise disturbed, there is liable to
be a release of CO2 to the atmosphere. Developments must aim to minimise this release."

3.2

The planning submission must a) demonstrate how the layout has been designed to
minimise disturbance of peat and consequential release of CO2 and b) outline the
preventative/mitigation measures to avoid significant drying or oxidation of peat through, for
example, the construction of access tracks, drainage channels, cable trenches, or the
storage and re-use of excavated peat. There is often less environmental impact from
localised temporary storage and reuse rather than movement to large central peat storage
areas.

3.3

The submission must include:
a) A detailed map of peat depths (this must be to full depth and follow the survey
requirement of the Scottish Government’s Guidance on Developments on Peatland Peatland Survey (2017)) with all the built elements (including peat storage areas)
overlain to demonstrate how the development avoids areas of deep peat and other
sensitive receptors such as Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial Ecosystems.
b) A table which details the quantities of acrotelmic, catotelmic and amorphous peat
which will be excavated for each element and where it will be re-used during
reinstatement. Details of the proposed widths and depths of peat to be re-used and
how it will be kept wet permanently must be included.

3.4

To avoid delay and potential objection proposals must be in accordance with Guidance on
the Assessment of Peat Volumes, Reuse of Excavated Peat and Minimisation of Waste and
our Developments on Peat and Off-Site uses of Waste Peat.

3.5

Dependent upon the volumes of peat likely to be encountered and the scale of the
development, applicants must consider whether a full Peat Management Plan (as detailed
in the above guidance) is required or whether the above information would be best
submitted as part of the schedule of mitigation.

3.6

Please note we do not validate carbon balance assessments except where requested to by
Scottish Government in exceptional circumstances. Our advice on the minimisation of peat
disturbance and peatland restoration may need to be taken into account when you consider
such assessments.

4.

Disruption to Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial Ecosystems (GWDTE)

4.1

GWDTE are protected under the Water Framework Directive and therefore the layout and
design of the development must avoid impact on such areas. The following information
must be included in the submission:

a) A map demonstrating that all GWDTE are outwith a 100m radius of all excavations
shallower than 1m and outwith 250m of all excavations deeper than 1m and proposed
groundwater abstractions. If micro-siting is to be considered as a mitigation measure
the distance of survey needs to be extended by the proposed maximum extent of
micro-siting. The survey needs to extend beyond the site boundary where the
distances require it.
b) If the minimum buffers above cannot be achieved, a detailed site specific qualitative
and/or quantitative risk assessment will be required. We are likely to seek conditions
securing appropriate mitigation for all GWDTE affected.
4.2

Please refer to Guidance on Assessing the Impacts of Development Proposals on
Groundwater Abstractions and Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial Ecosystems for further
advice and the minimum information we require to be submitted.

5.

Existing groundwater abstractions

5.1

Excavations and other construction works can disrupt groundwater flow and impact on
existing groundwater abstractions. The submission must include:
a) A map demonstrating that all existing groundwater abstractions are outwith a 100m
radius of all excavations shallower than 1m and outwith 250m of all excavations
deeper than 1m and proposed groundwater abstractions. If micro-siting is to be
considered as a mitigation measure the distance of survey needs to be extended by
the proposed maximum extent of micro-siting. The survey needs to extend beyond the
site boundary where the distances require it.
b) If the minimum buffers above cannot be achieved, a detailed site specific qualitative
and/or quantitative risk assessment will be required. We are likely to seek conditions
securing appropriate mitigation for all existing groundwater abstractions affected.

5.2

Please refer to Guidance on Assessing the Impacts of Development Proposals on
Groundwater Abstractions and Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial Ecosystems for further
advice on the minimum information we require to be submitted.

6.

Borrow pits

6.1

Scottish Planning Policy states (Paragraph 243) that “Borrow pits should only be permitted
if there are significant environmental or economic benefits compared to obtaining material
from local quarries, they are time-limited; tied to a particular project and appropriate
reclamation measures are in place.” The submission must provide sufficient information to
address this policy statement.

6.2

In accordance with Paragraphs 52 to 57 of Planning Advice Note 50 Controlling the
Environmental Effects of Surface Mineral Workings (PAN 50) a Site Management Plan
should be submitted in support of any application. The following information should also be
submitted for each borrow pit:
a) A map showing the location, size, depths and dimensions.
b) A map showing any stocks of rock, overburden, soils and temporary and permanent
infrastructure including tracks, buildings, oil storage, pipes and drainage, overlain with
all lochs and watercourses to a distance of 250 metres. You need to demonstrate that
a site specific proportionate buffer can be achieved. On this map, a site-specific buffer
must be drawn around each loch or watercourse proportionate to the depth of
excavations and at least 10m from access tracks. If this minimum buffer cannot be
achieved each breach must be numbered on a plan with an associated photograph of
the location, dimensions of the loch or watercourse, drawings of what is proposed in
terms of engineering works.

c) You need to provide a justification for the proposed location of borrow pits and
evidence of the suitability of the material to be excavated for the proposed use,
including any risk of pollution caused by degradation of the rock.
d) A ground investigation report giving existing seasonally highest water table including
sections showing the maximum area, depth and profile of working in relation to the
water table.
e) A site map showing cut-off drains, silt management devices and settlement lagoons to
manage surface water and dewatering discharge. Cut-off drains must be installed to
maximise diversion of water from entering quarry works.
f)

A site map showing proposed water abstractions with details of the volumes and
timings of abstractions.

g) A site map showing the location of pollution prevention measures such as spill kits, oil
interceptors, drainage associated with welfare facilities, recycling and bin storage and
vehicle washing areas. The drawing notes should include a commitment to check these
daily.
h) A site map showing where soils and overburden will be stored including details of the
heights and dimensions of each store, how long the material will be stored for and how
soils will be kept fit for restoration purposes. Where the development will result in the
disturbance of peat or other carbon rich soils then the submission must also include a
detailed map of peat depths (this must be to full depth and follow the survey
requirement of the Scottish Government’s Guidance on Developments on Peatland Peatland Survey (2017)) with all the built elements and excavation areas overlain so it
can clearly be seen how the development minimises disturbance of peat and the
consequential release of CO2.
i)

Sections and plans detailing how restoration will be progressed including the phasing,
profiles, depths and types of material to be used.

j)

Details of how the rock will be processed in order to produce a grade of rock that will
not cause siltation problems during its end use on tracks, trenches and other
hardstanding.

7.

Pollution prevention and environmental management

7.1

One of our key interests in relation to developments is pollution prevention measures during
the periods of construction, operation, maintenance, demolition and restoration. A schedule
of mitigation supported by the above site specific maps and plans must be submitted.
These must include reference to best practice pollution prevention and construction
techniques (for example, limiting the maximum area to be stripped of soils at any one time)
and regulatory requirements. They should set out the daily responsibilities of ECOWs, how
site inspections will be recorded and acted upon and proposals for a planning monitoring
enforcement officer. Please refer to Guidance for Pollution Prevention (GPPs).

8.

Life extension, repowering and decommissioning

8.1

Proposals for life extension, repowering and/or decommissioning must demonstrate
accordance with SEPA Guidance on the life extension and decommissioning of onshore
wind farms. Table 1 of the guidance provides a hierarchical framework of environmental
impact based upon the principles of sustainable resource use, effective mitigation of
environmental risk (including climate change) and optimisation of long term ecological
restoration. The submission must demonstrate how the hierarchy of environmental impact
has been applied, within the context of latest knowledge and best practice, including
justification for not selecting lower impact options when life extension is not proposed.

8.2

The submission needs to demonstrate that there will be no discarding of materials that are
likely to be classified as waste as any such proposals would be unacceptable under waste
management licensing. Further guidance on this may be found in the document Is it waste Understanding the definition of waste.

Mr Iain Davies
North Ayrshire Council
Development Management
1st Floor Cunninghame House
IRVINE
KA12 8EE
Date: 30 August 2019
Our Ref: CNS/REN/WF/NA/RIG: CEA 156597
Your Ref: 19/00608/EIA
Dear Sirs
The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment ) (Scotland)
Regulations 2017
Request for EIA Scoping Opinions – Rigghill Wind Farm - Site to East of Fardens,
Skelmorlie, North Ayrshire
Thank you for consulting Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) over the scoping of the
proposed Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA).
I can confirm that I have reviewed the report and I trust that the following comments will
be helpful:1. The baseline ornithological studies have been undertaken to a recognised
methodology and the resulting data remains valid.
2. In relation to the bat surveys we agree that the work was undertaken prior to the
recent change in best practice methodology. In this circumstance, we recognise
that the data collected under the previous best practice advice remains valid.
However, if there is a substantial delay in the submission of the completed EIA, it
may be necessary to re-survey following the current approved methodology.
3. Currently we are not able to comment on the landscape and visual impacts of this
proposal. This does not mean that we have taken a view on the landscape and
visual impacts of the proposal.
We are currently providing landscape and visual advice in only the highest priority
circumstances, where development:






Is likely to have significant adverse effects on the integrity and objectives of
designation of a National Scenic Area
Is likely to have significant adverse effects on Special Landscape Qualities of a
National Park
Is likely to have significant adverse effects on the qualities of a Wild Land Area
Raises landscape issues of national interest in the wider countryside
Contributes to selected place-based priorities

Scottish Natural Heritage, 31 Miller Road, Ayr, KA7 2AX : Tel No: 01292 270760: nature.scot
Dualchas Nàdair na h-Alba, 31 Rathad a’ Mhùilneir | Inbhir Àir | KA7 2AX: Fòn: 01292 270760

nature.scot – Connecting People and Nature in Scotland - @nature_scot
A3044115

-24. The submitted report provides no indication of access routes or the location of
borrow pits. It is important that the final EIA takes both the landscape and visual
impacts and ecological impacts of these matters into consideration.
While it is appreciated that the grid connection component of this project will be
subject to an application and assessment under the electricity acts and that the
final route will be determined by the grid operations themselves. An assurance
that the protected sites will be excluded from route selection would be appreciated.

Should you wish to discuss this proposal in further detail, please do not hesitate to get in
touch.
Yours faithfully

GRAEME WALKER
Area Officer
Ayrshire and Arran
Strathclyde and Ayrshire

A3044115

By email: eplanning@north-ayrshire.gov.uk
Iain Davies
North Ayrshire Council
Development Management
1st Floor, Cunninghame House
Irvine
KA12 8EE

Longmore House
Salisbury Place
Edinburgh
EH9 1SH
Enquiry Line: 0131-668-8716
HMConsultations@hes.scot
Our ref:
Our case ID: 300039844
Your ref: 19/00608/EIA
13 September 2019

Dear Mr Davies
The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland)
Regulations 2017
Site to East of Fardens, Skelmorlie, Ayrshire - Erection of Rigghill Wind Farm
Scoping Report
Thank you for your consultation which we received on 16 August 2019 about the above
scoping report. We have reviewed the details in terms of our historic environment
interests. This covers world heritage sites, scheduled monuments and their settings,
category A-listed buildings and their settings, inventory gardens and designed
landscapes, inventory battlefields and historic marine protected areas (HMPAs).
Your archaeological and cultural heritage advisors will also be able to offer advice on the
scope of the cultural heritage assessment. This may include heritage assets not covered
by our interests, such as unscheduled archaeology, and category B- and C-listed
buildings.
Proposed Development
I understand that the proposed development comprises 12 wind turbines with maximum
height to tip of 149.9m, and associated infrastructure.
Potential impacts
Development of this scale in this location has the potential to have a significant adverse
effect on the setting of the scheduled monument known as Outerwards, Roman fortlet.
Outerwards Roman fortlet occupies the high ground above Skelmorlie Glen. The position
affords clear views over the Firth of Clyde. The Roman fortlet forms part of a network of
Roman installations which run along the River Clyde and the Firth of Clyde. These
Historic Environment Scotland – Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15

installations, (consisting of the Roman forts, fortlets, watchtowers and roads), formed the
western continuation of the Roman defences associated with the Antonine Wall and were
a key element of the Roman occupation of Scotland.
The fortlet at Outerwards was positioned to command extensive views over the Firth of
Clyde, the garrison would have monitored the Clyde and alerted larger Roman garrisons
of any potential threat. The fortlet is near a Roman road which would have connected the
site with the fortlet at Lurg Moor and the Roman fort at Whitemoss, Bishopton as well as
other potentially yet undiscovered Roman sites.
The relationship between the fortlet and the Firth of Clyde is instrumental in
understanding the function of the fortlet. Views in this direction from the monument
therefore form a key element of its setting. The proposed development at Rigghill Wind
Farm would be likely to significantly affect these views, altering their focus. This would
alter the understanding and appreciation of the monument and its deliberate placement in
the landscape.
Such impacts have the potential to affect a key characteristic of the setting of the
monument. It is not possible at this stage to identify with any accuracy the significance of
this effect. Further information will be necessary to understand this. However, as this
element of the fortlet’s setting makes an important contribution to its cultural significance,
the proposals have the potential to raise issues in the national interest. Such impacts
may merit our objection to the proposals.
It may not be possible to effectively mitigate these impacts through design. We strongly
recommend that further pre-application discussion takes place before the design is
finalised, to maximise opportunities to identify mitigation, and to allow us to fully
understand the effects of the proposals on the monument.
We intend to visit the site within the next month, and it may be helpful for the applicant
and the planning officer to join us for this. We will contact you separately to discuss this
before finalising the details.
Scope of assessment
We welcome the fact that cultural heritage is scoped into the assessment. The scope of
assessment as set out in the report covers the most likely significant effects for our
interests. We note that a methodology for the assessment has been provided. Our
comments on this are given below.
The methodology provided is very complex with multiple stages – particularly for the
assessment of impacts on setting. We have some concern that the assessment will
therefore be difficult to follow. Having two different methodologies for direct and setting
Historic Environment Scotland – Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15

impacts also has the potential for inconsistent outcomes – the two matrices at D-3 and D6 identify different levels of effect that are considered significant, for example.
We would recommend revising the methodology, to simply it, and to focus on impacts on
cultural significance. This would allow for a single methodology, and a more consistent
approach. It would also reduce the amount of prescriptive and exhaustive definitions,
allowing more space for professional judgement.
We refer to the applicant to the EIA Handbook for best practice guidance on assessing
cultural heritage impacts. This includes a sample methodology focussing on impacts on
cultural significance. The setting assessment itself should follow the three step process
set out in our Managing Change guidance note on Setting.
Historic Environment Policy for Scotland
Please note that on 1 May we adopted the new Historic Environment Policy for Scotland.
This is a strategic policy document for the whole of the historic environment and is
supported by a suite of further policy and guidance. All the documents are available on
our website at: www.historicenvironment.scot/heps.
This new suite of policy replaces the Historic Environment Scotland Policy Statement and
is a key consideration when making decisions that affect the historic environment.
Further information
Guidance about national policy can be found in our ‘Managing Change in the Historic
Environment’ series available online at www.historicenvironment.scot/advice-andsupport/planning-and-guidance/legislation-and-guidance/managing-change-in-thehistoric-environment-guidance-notes. Technical advice is available on our Technical
Conservation website at http://conservation.historic-scotland.gov.uk/.
We hope this is helpful. Please contact us if you have any questions about this
response. The officer managing this case is Ruth Cameron and they can be contacted
by phone on 0131 668 8657 or by email on Ruth.Cameron@hes.scot.
Yours sincerely

Historic Environment Scotland

Historic Environment Scotland – Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15

From: Knox, Arlene <Arlene.Knox@argyll-bute.gov.uk>
Sent: 16 September 2019 13:47
To: Iain Davies ( Snr Development Man Off / Planning ) <iaindavies@north-ayrshire.gov.uk>
Cc: Davies, Sandra <Sandra.Davies@argyll-bute.gov.uk>
Subject: 19/00608/EIA North Ayrshire Consultation Response [OFFICIAL]

Classification: OFFICIAL
F.A.O Mr Iain Davies
Dear Mr Davies
THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (SCOTLAND)
REGULATIONS 2017 - SCOPING CONSULTATION REQUEST FROM NORTH AYRSHIRE COUNCIL
PROPOSED RIGGHILL WIND FARM, COMPRISING 12 WIND TURBINES (MAX TIP HEIGHT OF 149.9M) ON
SITE TO EAST OF FARDENS, SKELMORLIE, AYRSHIRE
Thank you for consulting Argyll & Bute Council on the above, which was received on the 16th August
2019. Please accept my sincere apologies on behalf of Argyll and Bute Council for the delay in
responding. It is noted that the reason for consultation is that the wind farm would be visible from
within Argyll and Bute, as evidenced by the Zone of Theoretical Visibility provided within the Scoping
Report. As the proposal is not located within Argyll & Bute, the key environmental impact of interest to
Argyll & Bute Council is the Landscape and Visual Impact of the proposal (including Cumulative
Impact). Argyll & Bute Council would comment as follows.
Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment - Chapter 7 of the Scoping Report sets out the proposed
methodology and approach to be applied in the production of the Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA). It also presents the suggested scope of the LVIA in terms of those landscape and
visual receptors proposed to be scoped in and out of the assessment process. The purpose of the LVIA is
to identify and record the potential effects that the Development may have on physical elements of the
landscape; landscape character. Areas that have been designated for their scenic or landscape-related
qualities; Wild Land Areas and views from various locations such as settlements, routes, hilltops and
other sensitive locations. Potential cumulative effects are also considered.
Landscape Character - To the west of the site, the landscape is covered by the Argyll and Bute Landscape
Wind Energy Capacity Study. The east coast of the Isle of Bute and the Cowal peninsula are especially
susceptible to the effects of the development owing to their orientation facing across the Firth of Clyde
to North Ayrshire, where the site is located. The ZTV shows theoretical visibility across the Bute Rolling
Farmland with Estates, Bute Basalt Lowlands, and Bute Open Ridgeland LCTs, and on Cowal across the
Rolling Farmland with Estates, and Steep Ridgeland and Mountains LCTs. It is noted from the Scoping
Report that all of these will be assessed in detail within the LVIA. The ZTV shows theoretical visibility
across the other LCTs in the Study Area would be both limited and distant, thus reducing the potential
for the Development to redefine the landscape character of these LCTs. It is proposed that these other
LCTs are scoped out of the LVIA. Argyll & Bute Council is satisfied with this approach.

Landscape Designations – a number of areas have been attributed a landscape planning designation
within the 40km Study Area, as show in Figure 7.3 with the blade tip ZTV overlaid. These include a
number of nationally important National Scenic Areas (NSA) and Gardens and Designed Landscapes
(GDL). In addition, regionally valued landscapes designated through the Argyll & Bute Local
Development Plan - Areas of Panoramic Quality. There are four National Scenic Areas within the Study
Area, two of which are located within Argyll & Bute – the Kyles of Bute NSA, which lies a minimum
distance of approximately 16km to the north-west and Knapdale NSA approximately 43km to the northwest. It is noted that it is proposed to scope the NSA’s out of the LVIA owing to the separation distance
from the development, the limited extent of theoretical visibility across the NSAs and the existing
influence from other operational wind farms. Argyll & Bute Council is satisfied with this approach.
In Argyll & Bute to the west, the only Area of Panoramic Quality with potential to be significantly
affected by the proposal would be the Bute and South Cowal APQ. The ZTV in Figure 7.3 shows how
theoretical visibility would cover the eastern half of the Isle of Bute, at ranges just beyond 10km from
the proposal. It is noted from the Scoping Report that the effects of the development on the Bute and
South Cowal APQ are intended to be scoped in and will be assessed in the LVIA. Argyll & Bute Council is
satisfied with this approach.
There are 36 nationally important Inventory Gardens and Designed Landscape (GDL) within the Study
Area shown in Figure 7.3. The ZTV shows limited visibility across the GDLs, such that only five of the 36
show theoretical visibility. Of these five, the only one with potential to be significantly affected by the
Development in Argyll & Bute is Mount Stuart, which is located on the east coast of the Isle of Bute at
approximately 12km from the development.
The ZTV shows that visibility would be practically negligible at Castle Toward at approximately 8km to
the west. For this reason it is proposed that this GDL be scoped out of the LVIA. Argyll & Bute Council is
satisfied with this approach.
Table 7.1 of the Scoping report lists the designated areas and WLAs and provides information about
their distance to the preliminary turbine locations and relationship to the ZTV, as shown in Figures 7.3
and 7.4. There is a summary in the final column whether or not, in OPEN’s opinion, these designated
areas or WLAs can be scoped out of the assessment, unless changes to the layout during the detailed
design process materially alter the potential for significant effects. It is noted that North Ayrshire
Council and SNH’s agreement to this is sought through this scoping exercise in order to enable the LVIA
to be focussed on key considerations.
Argyll and Bute Council agree with the conclusion of Table 7.1 – that there is no need to assess effects
further within the LVIA on the Kyles of Bute and Knapdale NSA’s, and Castle Toward GDL. The Council
does agree that further assessment is required on the impacts of the proposal on Mount Stuart, as the
ZTV shows high levels of visibility across much of this site and despite the extent of mature tree cover
across this GDL, there is potential that a significant effect may arise. The Council agrees that there is no
need to assess the effects further on: Stonefield Castle Hotel, Ballimore, Crarae, Inveraray Castle and
Ardkinglas and Strone GDL’s.
Regional Scenic Landscape Designations – Argyll & Bute Council agree that Bute & South Cowal APQ
should be included in the assessment- due to proximity, extent of area with theoretical visibility and
association of the eastern side of this area with the west coast mainland where the site is located. The

Council agrees that there is no requirement to include: Loch Long Coast, West Loch Fyne Coast, East
Loch Fyne Coast, Knapdale/Melfort or North Argyll APQs.
Visual Impact - It is noted that the LVIA will undertake an assessment of the likely visual effects from the
Proposed Development through consideration of the specific visual effects at a selection of
representative viewpoints, as shown in Figure 7.2 , and by considering the wider effects on visual
amenity with reference to a range of principal visual receptors as shown in Figure 7.6 of the Scoping
Report. It is noted that these will be produced to SNH’s standards. Furthermore, that in line with SNH
guidance, photomontages will be prepared for viewpoints within a 20km radius of the nearest
turbine. It is noted that a preliminary viewpoint list has been prepared and that the final list will be
prepared through the scoping process. It is noted that the viewpoints thus far have been selected to
represent sensitive visual receptors with the potential to undergo significant effects. They have also
been selected to represent landscape receptors and with consideration of the potential for cumulative
effects to arise. Argyll & Bute Council note that the following viewpoints within Argyll & Bute are to be
included from:
VP 8 Rothesay – to represent residents in Rothesay/passengers on the ferry/visitors to local attractions.
VP 9 Innellan – to represent road-users on A815/residents in Innellan/visitors stopping at picnic areas
VP 10 Dunoon – to represent road-users on A815/residents in Dunoon/passengers on ferry/visitors to
local attractions
VP 12 Windy Hill – to represent walkers on hill/Kyles of Bute NSA/Bute and South Cowal APQ
There does not appear to be a viewpoint included in the list from Mount Stuart, Argyll & bute Council –
recommend that given the conclusions in the Scoping Report on the potential impact on Mount Stuart
that inclusion of a viewpoint is considered.
Cumulative – it is noted that a preliminary list of cumulative wind farms in shown in Table 7.3 of the
Scoping Report and that their locations are shown in Figure 7.2. Furthermore that the final list will be
established through the scoping process, with a final cut of date set a minimum of three months prior to
the proposed submission date. Table 7.3 presents the 72 existing and proposed wind farms in the 45km
Study Area, and that in light of SNH guidance that a filtering process will be applied which will highlight
those wind farms which are of relevance to the cumulative assessment. Typically these will be the
closer range and larger sites, and cumulative ZTVs will be used to highlight the extent of intervisibility. Argyll and Bute Council is satisfied with the preliminary list of cumulative wind farms and
notes that further consultation will be undertaken in this regard closer to submission.
Argyll & Bute Council agrees with the conclusion of the Scoping Report that the Key Considerations in
relation to Argyll & Bute – are the visual amenity experienced by residents and visitors on the Isle of
Bute and the Cowal peninsula where the principal outlook is towards the mainland coast where the site
would be located.
I have no further comment to make – should you wish to discuss any of the above please do not hesitate
to contact me.
Kind Regards
Arlene

Arlene Knox
Senior Planning Officer – Major Applications
Development Management
Planning Services
Argyll & Bute Council
Tel: 01546 604847
e-mail arlene.knox@argyll-bute.gov.uk
web address : http://www.argyll-bute.gov.uk

19/00608/EIA – RIGGHILL FARM, NORTH AYRSHIRE

Comments relate to the visual impact on natural heritage designations and landscapes in
Inverclyde likely to be affected by the proposed development.

West Renfrew Hills Local Landscape Area
The area designated as a Landscape Scenic Area continues north into Inverclyde. This area
is identified as a Scenic Area in paragraph 7.3.14 of the EIA and is designated as the West
Renfrew Hills Local Landscape Area in the adopted Inverclyde Local Development Plan 2019.
Reference should be made to the Draft West Renfrew Hills Local Landscape Area Statement
of Importance 2017 which details the importance of this landscape, its key characteristics and
how it should be protected.

Firth of Clyde Seascape
As well as the impact on the landscape of the proposed wind turbines, the impact on the
seascape is also important to Inverclyde. Views from the Firth of Clyde including from the ferry
services going to and from Argyll and Bute are important to Inverclyde’s tourists and locals.
The impact of the proposed wind turbines on the skyline, viewed from these locations should
be considered.
Viewpoints
The viewpoints included are acceptable given that the assessment of the effects on the West
Renfrew Hills LLA and Clyde Muirshiel Regional Park cover the majority of the area within
Inverclyde in the vicinity of the development.
Core Paths
The proposed turbines would be visible from three core paths within Inverclyde:
Route 2 – Caravan Park to A78 Wemyss Bay and Route 7 - Kelly Cut to Wemyss Bay both
run east to west to the north of the proposed development site with the Kelly Cut being a
particularly popular walking area. Route 8 – Oakfield Bridge near Wemyss Bay runs south
from Inverclyde into North Ayrshire linking up with their core path N121. The visibility of the
turbines from these routes would have to be considered in terms of the effect it would have on
their use.

Corrections:
P.7, Para. 3.2.8 – The road is the A78 not the A76
P. 30, Table 7.1 – no ‘c’ in Pollok Park

From: O'Hare, Martin (DRS) <Martin.OHare@glasgow.gov.uk>
Sent: 03 September 2019 13:02
To: eplanning (shared mailbox) <eplanning@north-ayrshire.gov.uk>; Iain Davies ( Snr Development Man
Off / Planning ) <iaindavies@north-ayrshire.gov.uk>
Subject: Planning Reference 19/00608/EIA
Dear Iain / e-Planning,
I refer to the above planning reference, for an EIA scoping opinion in relation to the potential
construction of a wind farm on land to the east of Fardens, Skelmorlie, which was sent to the West of
Scotland Archaeology Service for comment on the 16th of August. I have downloaded documents
relating to the proposal from the Council’s online planning system, and having compared these against
information contained in the Historic Environment Record (HER), I would like to make the following
comments.
In the Scoping Report that has been submitted in support of the proposal, chapter 9 outlines the
methodology that will be used to assess the effect of the proposed wind farm on archaeology and
cultural heritage. This indicates that a certain amount of work has already taken place; section 9.2.2, for
example, states that no designated heritage assets are present within the site itself, though it does also
note that four non-designated assets have been identified, all of which relate to the agricultural
economy, including the remains of a homestead and turfed enclosure and three farmsteads that were
shown on the 1st edition Ordnance Survey map of the mid 19th century. The subsequent paragraph,
9.2.3, states that two possible Roman roads have been identified, one running through the centre of the
application site, the other running along its south-western boundary, though it also notes that both of
these potential roads were last documented in 1971, and that no recent records relating to them are
available. To this I would add that the suggested course of these roads is likely to be somewhat
conjectural, as they have been defined on the basis of linking a series of specific points at which features
were identified by the original reporter, meaning that it is probable that the line on the map may not
precisely reflect the course of the roads on the ground; to resolve this, survey work would be necessary
to attempt to locate visible elements of these features, to more accurately identify the routes of these
roads.
Paragraph 9.2.5 identifies the presence of two designated heritage assets within 1km of the boundary of
the proposed wind farm, these being the Roman fotlet at Outerwards, which is a scheduled monument,
and Skelmorlie Castle, which is a category B-listed building. Of these, I would be particularly concerned
about the impact of the development on the setting of the Outerwards fortlet, as it is located around
650m east of the closest turbine, and lies at a higher elevation. This would suggest that it is likely that
all of the turbines will be prominently visible in views out from the fortlet, and that their construction
will have a substantial detrimental impact on the setting of the monument. This would be a particular
concern given that the position of the fortlet suggests that views down the valley of the Skelmorlie
Water towards the Clyde Estuary are likely to have been a major consideration in the selection of this
site. It seems probable that these views would be compromised by the construction of a number of
large modern turbines, and that this would have a detrimental impact on the ability of the visitor to
understand and appreciate the monument. Depending on the degree to which the turbines would alter
the setting of the monument from the existing baseline, it is therefore possible that we may advise the
Council to refuse planning consent in order to preserve the setting of the fortlet. In order to more
accurately gauge the degree of change to the setting of the fortlet, visualisations should be provided
from the site. I note, however, that the fortlet is not included in the list of viewpoint locations shown on

figure 7.2 (though VP2, Brisbane Glen North, may be fairly close); this would be a potentially serious
shortcoming of the proposed assessment methodology. I would therefore it essential that the
applicant be asked to supply photomontages showing how the setting of the fortlet would be altered
by construction of the proposed turbines.
The remainder of paragraph 9.2.5 goes on to identify the various non-designated heritage assets
recorded from within 1km of the boundary of the proposed wind farm, while paragraphs 9.2.6 and 9.2.7
lists scheduled monuments and listed building present in the 1km-5km range of the site
respectively. These appear to broadly reflect the information recorded in the HER and HES
datasets. Paragraph 9.2.8 acknowledges that the position of the proposed wind farm, overlooking the
Firth of Clyde, means that it is likely to be visible in distant views from the other side of the river, and in
acknowledgement of this, states that the EIA will also assess the impact of the turbines on the setting of
scheduled monuments, A-listed building, Conservation Areas, Inventory Battlefields and Inventory
Designed Landscapes out to a distance of 15km. I would agree with this proposal, though I would
reiterate that my greatest concern would relate to the effect of the development on the setting of the
scheduled fortlet at Outerwards, as it is possible that the impact of the turbines on the setting of this
site alone may be of such a magnitude as to make construction of the wind farm incompatible with
current policies.
Section 9.3 of the scoping document sets out the specific details of the methodology that would be
employed to assess the effect of the proposal on the historic environment. This indicates that a
combination of desk-based assessment and walkover survey would be employed, and I would agree that
this is likely to be acceptable in general terms. Section 9.3.1 outlines the range of sources that would be
consulted during the course of the assessment; these include designation datasets held by Historic
Environment Scotland, the National Record of the Historic Environment, and the National Collection of
Aerial Photography. It indicates that map regression using historic maps will be undertaken , and that
the WoSAS HER will also be consulted. The range of sources to be employed appears to be generally
appropriate, though I would stress that we would generally expect to be contacted directly by the
consultant employed to undertake the desk-based assessment, rather than their relying on online
datasets, as these may be out of date. Paragraph 9.3.1 then states that a detailed walkover survey will
be carried out across the whole development area, and I would agree that this would essential, as it
would offer the opportunity to ground-truth the accuracy of existing records, and to identify any
previously-unrecorded heritage features whose existence could not be determined from desk-based
sources alone. This combination of desk-based research and on-site survey should allow for a more
accurate assessment of the impact of the proposal on the historic environment.
I would take slight issue with paragraph 9.3.3, which states that all designated heritage assets within
5km of the site boundary will be assessed to determine whether their settings would be affected by
construction of the proposed wind farm. However, it then goes on to say that for nationally-important
assets including scheduled monuments, A listed buildings, Inventoried Gardens and Designed
Landscapes and Conservation Areas, the proposed study area would be extended out to 15km. It’s
obviously the case that any site that is designated as a scheduled monument will automatically be of
national significance, so the division identified in this section appears slightly artificial. I would also be
somewhat concerned that the proposed methodology appears to be concerned largely with assessing
the effect of the turbines on the setting of designated sites, to the exclusion of non-designated elements
of the historic environment. In relation to this, I would note that paragraph 14 of the Planning Advice
Note 2/2011 states that ‘when determining a planning application, the desirability of preserving a
monument (whether scheduled or not) and its setting is a material consideration’, indicating that the

assessment of the indirect impact of a proposal on the setting of sites should not be restricted solely to
those monuments that are currently scheduled. Given the large number of non-designated sites
recorded from the landscape surrounding the proposed wind farm, it would clearly not be feasible to
assess the visual impact of the turbines on the setting of them all. I would suggest, however, that the
developer should take account of the impact of his proposal on those non-designated features whose
setting may be particularly sensitive to change. This may be because their position in the landscape was
a major factor when selecting their location, it could be because views into or out from the monument
was particularly significant to its function, or it may be as a result of intervisibility between sites of the
same period or type.
I would also note that a large number of the undesignated sites recorded from within 5km of the
boundary of the wind farm were identified as potential candidates for inclusion in the schedule in the
Non-Statutory Register (NSR). As you will be aware, the NSR was compiled in response to a statement
made in paragraph 43 PAN42, which said that Historic Scotland was undertaking a scheme with the
assistance of the various Council archaeologists to create a non-statutory register of sites which
appeared to meet the scheduling criteria and which should be considered for scheduling as opportunity
arises. Paragraph 17 of National Planning Policy Guideline 5 said that sites identified in the NSR as
being potential candidates for scheduling should be treated in the planning system as if they were
already scheduled. Obviously, NPPG5 has been superseded, and NSR sites are no longer mentioned in
current planning or historic environment policies, but it does still provide a shorthand indication of sites
that may be of schedulable quality, and as a result, we would generally recommend that such sites
should be considered to be of regional or greater importance during any impact assessment process. In
relation to the current proposal, for example, I would note that the cup-marked stone recorded from
Martin Glen, around 630m north-east of the closest turbine, was identified as a potential scheduling
candidate in the NSR. Although it has not subsequently been scheduled, it should nevertheless be
considered to be of at least regional importance in any impact assessment. Features in the wider study
area that were similarly categorised should be similarly assessed in the EIA.
I hope this information is useful to you.
Regards,
Martin O’Hare

Martin O'Hare
Historic Environment Records Officer
West of Scotland Archaeology Service
231 George Street, Glasgow, G1 1RX
Tel: 0141 287 8333
email: Martin.O'Hare@wosas.glasgow.gov.uk

F.A.O. Iain Davies
North Ayrshire Council
Development Management
1st Floor Cunninghame House
Irvine
FA12 8EE

29/08/2019

Dear Sir/Madam
RE: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 2011 REQUEST FOR
A'SCOPING OPINION' UNDER REGULATION 14 PROPOSAL: SCOPING OPINION FOR THE
PROPOSED ERECTION OF 12 WIND TURBINES (max149.9m HIGH TO BLADE TIP). (19/00608/EIA)
I refer to the above consultation request of 16th August 2019. The National Park Authority would make the
following comments and recommendations. As the proposal is not within the National Park boundary, the
primary focus of our assessment and comments will be in terms of the visual and landscape impact that a
proposal may have on the landscape setting of the National Park and its principal gateways.
Policy Context
As a designated National Park, consideration needs to be given to the four statutory aims as set out by
Section 1 of the National Parks (Scotland) Act 2000:
-

to conserve and enhance the natural and cultural heritage of the area;
to promote sustainable use of the natural resources of the area;
to promote understanding and enjoyment (including enjoyment in the form of recreation) of the
special qualities of the area by the public; and
to promote sustainable economic and social development of the area's communities.

These aims are to be pursued collectively and where there is conflict between the aims, greater weight will
be given to the first aim.
Any proposal should take into the consideration the following:
-

Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park Partnership Plan 2018-2023
Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park Adopted Local Plan 2017-2021
Renewable Energy Planning Guidance 2017

LOCH LOMOND & THE TROSSACHS NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY
National Park Headquarters, Carrochan, Carrochan Road, Balloch, G83 8EG Long: 4˚34’24”W Lat: 56˚00’12”N
t: 01389 722600 f: 01389 722633 e: info@lochlomond-trossachs.org w: lochlomond-trossachs.org
Printed on paper sourced from certified sustainable forests
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National Park Partnership Plan 2018-2023
The National Park Partnership Plan (NPPP) is the overarching vision to guide how all those with a role in
looking after the National Park will work together over the next five years to ensure a successful,
sustainable future for this iconic place. The plan guides the work of not just the National Park Authority but
of all the organisations and other partners involved in managing the area and making the overarching vision
a reality.
The NPPP shows general support for a low carbon economy and emphasises the importance of protecting
the Park’s special landscapes
The Local Development Plan 2017-221 refers to Policy REN 2: Renewable Energy Development
Adjacent to the National Park Boundary. The policy states that:
The National Park Authority, as a statutory consultee, will support renewable energy developments
adjacent to the Park where:
a) They will not individually or cumulatively with other developments or proposals, have a significant
adverse visual impact on the landscape setting of the National Park and its principal gateways; and
b) They do not result in significant adverse impacts upon protected sites, species or biodiversity
interests within the National Park as a result of cross boundary effects; and
c) They do not result in significant adverse impacts by virtue of proximity, noise generation, shadow
flicker, lighting or visual impact.
The National Park Authority will object to renewable energy developments outwith the Park where these
criteria are not met.
Proposed Methodology for Landscape and Visual Assessment.
We note in the scoping report the broad range of guidance documents listed. We broadly agree with those
listed and recommend in addition to those listed that reference is made to


The adopted LLTNPA Renewable Energy Planning Guidance Appendix 7: Advice for wind farm
developers proposing wind farm developments outwith the National Park. This provides a
comprehensive informative and summarises the policies used by the National Park Authority in
terms of assessing any such proposals. The information provided in this document explains in detail
the process that the National Park Authority will follow as a statutory consultee.
http://www.lochlomond-trossachs.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/PG-Renewables-2017Approved.pdf



ZTV and Viewpoints.

The EIA Scoping report currently states that impact on visibility on Loch Lomond and The Trossachs
National Park requires no further assessment. We note that the ZTV show theoretical visibility within the
National Park and that consideration has been given within the scoping report for potential visibility at
Balloch House and Loch Lomond NSA. Due to the scale of the turbines and potential impact on key
gateway features into the National Park, we recommend that viewpoints from within the National Park
should be considered in the EIA. This will allow us to fully understand the landscape impact of the proposed
scheme.
We recommend that the ZTV includes the Loch Lomond and Trossachs National Park boundary to assist
with the LVIA. We further advise that viewpoints from Cowal peninsula are included and suggest
Stronchuillin Hill as a viewpoint as well as a sequential analysis along the A880, as this forms a gateway
route into the National Park. We are happy to discuss viewpoints further.
4.3.5.2 Landscape Designations
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We welcome the acknowledgment to the National Park in the Landscape Designations section. In order to
cover the information on the local area we would draw your attention to the SNH Commissioned Report
‘The Special Landscape Qualities of Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park
https://www.nature.scot/snh-commissioned-report-376-special-landscape-qualities-loch-lomond-andtrossachs-national-park
If you wish to discuss anything in this response please do not hesitate to contact me on the telephone
number below.
Yours faithfully
Amanda Muller
Development Planning Assistant
Loch Lomond & The Trossachs National Park
Direct Dial: 01389 72 77 21
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Protecting Scotland’s wildlife for the future

Tel:
Email:

30th September 2019
Mr I. Davies,
Planning Officer,
North Ayrshire Council.
Dear Mr Davies,
19/00608/EIA | Request for EIA Scoping Opinion for wind turbine development on site
to East of Fardens, Skelmorlie.
Because of the very controversial site chosen for this wind farm project, within the
Clyde Muirshiel Regional Park and overlapping or adjacent to areas with natural heritage
designations, it will be important to obtain very full information regarding its potential effects
on the area.
The Skelmorlie Glen SSSI was designated as one of the best examples of semi-natural
woodland in the area, including the richness of its ground flora. The EIA will need to assess
the current state of the area (which overlaps with a Wildlife Site) and detail any potential
threats to the trees or ground flora. The Wildlife Site was also designated for its acid and
neutral grassland and flush areas. The risks to these will also need to be quantified.
The site is also adjacent to the Refrewshire Heights SPA which was designated for its
breeding Hen Harriers. These have not been doing well recently but the current situation will
need to be assessed; as will the effect the wind farm might have on the chances of a recovery
of the harrier population in the area.
According to paragraphs 6.5.8 and 6.5.9 of the scoping request, the information on
Black Grouse and owls is out of date. The current situation regarding these species should be
surveyed.
Yours sincerely

R. Hissett.
Patron HRH The Prince Charles, Duke of Rothesay Chairman Linda Rosborough Chief Executive Jo Pike
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